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INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 2014
8150 BARBARA AVENUE
7:00 P.M.
CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL
PRESENTATIONS

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 - August 25, 2014 Regular City Council Meeting
B. Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending September 3, 2014

C. Final Pay Voucher No. 4, Final Compensating Change Order No. 2, Engineer’s
Report of Acceptance and Resolution Accepting Work for City Project No. 2012-07,
Bohrer Pond NW Pre-treatment Basin

D. Approve Custom Grading, Drainage and Utility Easement, and Easement Encroachment
Agreements for a New Home to be Built at 4892 Boyd Avenue

E. Resolution Approving Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) with Dakota County for the
Preliminary Engineering and Final Design for City Project No. 2014-11, Argenta Trail
at Trunk Highway 55

F. Resolution Receiving Professional Services Proposals and Accepting Proposal from
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. for City Project No. 2014-11, Argenta Trail at
Trunk Highway 55

G. Temporary Liquor License Request - Church of St. Patrick
H. Personnel Actions

. 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:
7. REGULAR AGENDA:

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:

A. THOMAS LEACH; Consider Resolution relating to a Variance to allow Parking with a
Zero Foot Setback on the property located at 6426 Cahill Ave, 6399 Cahill Ave, and
3095 65th Street



B. CHS, INC; Consider the following resolutions for property located at 5500 Cenex Drive:
i) Resolution relating to a Major Site Plan Review to Expand the
Parking Lot Facilities

i) Resolution relating to a Variance to allow a 10 Foot Front Yard Setback
whereas 30 Feet is required in the B-1, Limited Business District

ADMINISTRATION:

C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Second Reading of an Ordinance related to
Body Art Establishments

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
MONDAY, AUGUST 25, 2014 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on
Monday, August 25, 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, City Attorney Kuntz, Community Development Director Link, Finance Director Smith,
Chief Stanger, Public Works Director Thureen, City Engineer Kaldunski, City Planner Hunting, and Deputy
Clerk Kennedy

3. PRESENTATIONS:
A. School Resource Officer 2013/2014 School Year Statistical Information

Chief Stanger introduced Ryan Prail, the School Resource Officer. He stated the position was a joint
effort between the City and Independent School District #199. In July the City renewed its contract with
the school district to cover the upcoming 2014-2015 and 2015-2016 school years. He explained Officer
Prail was the original School Resource Officer and would be returning to regular patrol duty after the first
of the year. He noted Officer Nels Engstrom would take over the position beginning in January.

Officer Prail presented a compilation of statistics from the 2013-2014 school year. He noted the statistics
encompassed all of the schools within the district. He stated he responded to 192 calls for service during
the year, wrote 88 reports, 21 follow-up reports, and issued 43 citations. At Simley High School there
were a total of 150 calls for service, of which he personally responded to 104. Of the 150 calls for service
to the high school 37 were related to disorderly conduct/fighting/assault, 13 calls were related to theft, 13
calls were related to drugs/alcohol/tobacco, 5 calls for medical services, 5 calls related to
sexting/cyberbullying/bullying, and 31 calls related to miscellaneous issues. He summarized the extra
activities he participated in throughout the year, including over 30 hours attending extra-curricular activities
and events such as sporting events, school dances, and prom. At Inver Grove Heights Middle School
there were 105 calls for service, of which he responded to 77. The number one call classification was
disorderly conduct. There were 49 calls for service between the three (3) elementary schools. A majority
of the calls were received outside of his working hours and were related to false alarms and parking
complaints. He stated he attended several holiday programs, “Read Day” at Hilltop Elementary, and
participated in the McGruff fingerprint kit demonstrations at Pine Bend Elementary.

Mayor Tourville questioned if he found the program worthwhile and questioned what the City
could do to improve the program.

Officer Prail explained the calls for service continued to increase and it would be beneficial to assign an
officer to serve the middle school on a full-time basis. He stated many other cities
have between two (2) and four (4) full-time school resource officers.

4. CONSENT AGENDA:

A. i) Minutes — August 4, 2014 City Council Work Session
i) Minutes — August 11, 2014 Regular City Council Meeting
iii) Minutes — August 15, 2014 Special City Council Meeting

B. Resolution No. 14-120 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending August 20, 2014

C. Change Order No. 1 and Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2013-06, South Robert Trail (TH 3)
Stormwater Facilities Repairs

D. Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2014-09A — Cracksealing
E. Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2014-09B - Sealcoating

F. Change Order No. 5 and Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2014-09D, College Trail Street
Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Street Reconstruction and City Project No. 2014-06,
Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacements
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G. Approve Custom Grading Agreement for 1548 86™ Court

H. Approve Custom Grading, Drainage and Utility Easement, and Storm Water Facilities Maintenance
Agreements for 9063 Altman Court

I.  Approve Quote to Replenish Water Treatment Facility Filter Media

J. Receiving Petition from Residents on Bloomberg Lane and Bloomberg Circle and Approve Resolution
No. 14-121 Seeking a Speed Study Conducted by Mn/DOT

K. Approve Limited Canada Geese Hunting Season

L. Resolution No. 14-122 ApprovingTraffic Safety Grant with the State of Minnesota
M. Personnel Actions

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

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:

Joe McBride, 4055 59" St. E., expressed concerns related to Frattalone Companies and the Dawn Way
Landfill. He stated in 2011 and 2014 he sufficiently demonstrated to the City that Frattalone Companies
was in violation of the non-conforming use certificate issued for the Dawn Way Landfill. He contended
that Frattalone had not completed the required actions deemed necessary by the City. He explained the
City Planner informed him that Frattalone had not submitted usable data in order to complete the
investigation of the problem. He opined that the City already had enough evidence to terminate the non-
conforming use certificate and shut down operations at the site completely. He suggested that the City
impose consequences on Frattalone Companies and proposed limiting the material allowed in the landfill
to demolition material and to restrict any material from coming out of the landfill.

Mayor Tourville asked staff to draft a written response to Mr. McBride’s letter.

Allan Cederberg, 1162 82™ St. E., questioned why the Mayor was not listed on the ballot for the Primary
Election.

Mayor Tourville explained the race was not on the Primary ballot because no one else filed for the office.
He stated the City only held a Primary when the number of candidates was more than twice the number of
individuals to be elected.

Mr. Cederberg referenced a State statute and argued that the Mayor’s race still should have been on the
ballot.

Ms. Kennedy explained the statute that was referenced applied to the General Election only. She noted
the Mayor’s race would appear on the ballot for the General Election in November.

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:
A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider the Following Actions:

i) Continuation of Assessment Hearing for City Project No. 2012-09D, 65"
Street Neighborhood and Cahill Court

ii) Consider Resolutions Approving Subdivision and Special Assessment Agreements relating to
Payment of Special Assessments for City Project No. 2012-09D, 65" Street Neighborhood and
Cahill Court

Mr. Kaldunski stated this was the continuation of the hearing for City Project No. 2012-09D. He reviewed
the project area. He explained the City did receive additional correspondence from a number of property
owners since the meeting when the public hearing was opened. Copies of the correspondence were
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presented to the Council for formal acceptance. Historically the city’s assessment policy outlined a single
family residential rate and a non-single family residential rate. Additional information regarding the
designations was included in the Council’s packet. Council previously directed staff to meet with the
commercial property owners and assessment agreements were reached with each of the property owners.
The Blaine Ridge objection related to the rate at which the common area was proposed to be assessed.
Two (2) assessment rolls were prepared for Council review to demonstrate the difference between
assessing the common areas at the single family rate versus the non-single family rate. The difference in
cost between the options was approximately $18,000. He noted that was a policy decision for the Council
to consider. The Buckley Circle town homes were proposed to be assessed at a cap of $2500 per

unit. A $4,000 cap had previously been established for single-family properties.

Councilmember Bartholomew clarified that all of the commercial property owners had signed
waiver agreements.

Mr. Kaldunski replied in the affirmative.

Duane Cloud, 2476 Bixby Way, opined he was currently proposed to be assessed at a rate greater than
the single family rate. He opined that nobody in the City should be assessed at a rate that was more than
that for a single family property.

Allan Cederberg, 1162 E. 82nd St., stated he was confused about how the project would be paid for. He
opined that the final resolution should provide a detailed accounting of how much money was coming from
each of the proposed funding sources. He questioned what the Water Fund was used for.

Mr. Kaldunski stated when the assessment hearing was opened on July 28th staff provided a list of all of
the funds that were proposed to be used to pay for the project. The specific amounts and funding sources
were identified and presented at that time. The Water Fund was essentially a water operating fund used
for maintenance and replacement of items such as hydrants and gate valves.

Mayor Tourville stated the Water Fund would be used to pay for specific water improvements
that were done as part of the project.

Mr. Cederberg stated the budget for the Water Fund had 25% of the money transferred out.

Mr. Lynch explained the City makes payments from utility funds for specific projects and they
are used to help finance improvements.

Ms. Smith stated the amounts budgeted to be transferred from utility funds were largely related to debt
service payments. Actual transfers out of the utility funds would be used to make debt service payments
or to fund specific improvements in projects such as City Project No. 2012-09D.

Mr. Lynch stated at the meeting on July 28th a table was presented that identified each of the funding
sources. The total cost of the project was $5,593,203.50. The Pavement Management Fund was
proposed to pay $732,682.81, Special Assessments totaling $1,888,155.82, State Aid funds totaling
$2,612,048.06, the Water Fund would contribute $320,281.80, the Sewer Fund would contribute
$35,736.25 and Other funds would contribute $4,298.76.

Mr. Cederberg stated changes had been made since that time and the funding sources should
be listed again.

Mayor Tourville stated the percentages would likely hold true in either of the scenarios
presented. He explained the Council had yet to make a final decision on the assessment roll.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she would like to find an equitable solution for all of the property
owners. She expressed concern that the decisions made for this project would set a

precedent for the City’s assessment policy going forward. She noted the single family and multi-family
classifications were very confusing and needed to be clarified.

Councilmember Bartholomew agreed it would be unwise to set a precedent at this time by
straying from the established assessment policy.
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Mayor Tourville stated the discrepancy between the different classifications needed to be figured out
because the County’s interpretation was used differently in the City’s assessment policy. He suggested
coming up with different terminology in the assessment policy to eliminate the confusion.

Mr. Cloud suggested calculating the effective rate and if it was more than one (1), reducing it to
one (1).

Mayor Tourville questioned if staff had any suggestions on a compromise for the town homes.

Mr. Kaldunski explained Option 2B had a definition for Council consideration that related to all detached
town homes, located in a PUD, on separate parcels that met the City’s current single family density

standards. In this option the detached town homes would be assessed at single family rates. He noted
there were approximately 80 additional units in the City that would be similarly defined in future projects.

Mayor Tourville stated he would support the suggested definition because it would be less
confusing going forward.

Mr. Bartholomew questioned if there were similar properties in past projects that were assessed
according to the existing policy at the non-single family rate.

Mr. Kaldunski replied in the affirmative.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech clarified as part of the new definition the common area would
be divided up and assessed at a single family rate.

Mr. Kaldunski replied in the affirmative.
The Council discussed and agreed to move forward with Option 2B as proposed by staff.
Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to receive all written correspondence

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Motion by Madden, second by Bartholomew, to close the public hearing

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to approve Resolution No. 14-123 adopting the
Final Assessment Roll as reflected in Option 2B for the 2012 Pavement Management Program,
Urban Street Reconstruction, City Project No. 2012-09D — 65™ Street Neighborhood and Cahill
Court

Ayes: 5

Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to adopt Resolution Nos. 14-124, 14-125, 14-126,
and 14-127 approving Subdivision and Special Assessment Agreements relating to Payment of
Special Assessments for City Project No. 2012-09D, 65" Street Neighborhood and Cahill Court
Ayes: 5

Nays: 0 Motion carried.

7. REGULAR AGENDA:
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:

A. INVER GROVE STORAGE: Consider Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to Allow
the Storage and Rental of U-Haul Vehicles and Equipment for property located at 9735 South Robert
Trail
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Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property. He explained the property was currently a mini-storage
facility and the request was to utilize the northwest area of the property for storage of U-Haul vehicles. He
stated the office for the rentals would be the same office currently used for the storage facility. The
customer parking would also remain the same. No changes to the site plan or access were proposed.
Planning staff and the Planning Commission recommended approval of the request.

Larry Koland, 4813 Blaine Avenue, stated they did not have as much outdoor storage at this location and
vehicles would be moved to their alternate location as needed so as not to take occupy the customer
parking area. He agreed with the conditions of approval.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to adopt Resolution No. 14-128 approving a
Conditional Use Permit to allow the Storage and Rental of U-Haul Vehicles and Equipment for
property located at 9735 South Robert Trail

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

B. PETER BURCHARD: Consider the following resolutions for property located at 6124 and 6070 Blaine
Avenue:

i) Resolution relating to a Preliminary and Final Plat for a Two Lot Subdivision to be known as
Oakbush 4™ Addition

i) Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to Exceed the Maximum Impervious Surface
Allowed on the Property

iii) Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to Exceed the Maximum Height Requirement in
the R-1C, Single Family Zoning District

iv) Resolution relating to a Vacation of Certain Drainage and Utility Easements in the Plat of Oak
Bush 3™ Addition

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property. He explained the applicant proposed the combination of
two (2) vacant lots into one (1). One component of the request involved removal of the existing utility
easements that run along the lot lines and the dedication of new easements. Another component of the
request involved a conditional use permit for height. The maximum height allowed in the zoning district
was 35 feet and a height of 39 feet was proposed. He noted the ordinance did allow for the increase by
conditional use permit. He stated the situation was unique because the topography dropped off sharply
from Blaine Avenue. Because of the terrain the height was measured differently in that it was measured
from the basement elevation instead of from the front door. He stated the view from Blaine Avenue would
be similar to that of a typical two-story building. A second conditional use permit was requested for
additional impervious surface. He explained the applicant agreed to certain engineering storm water
requirements to justify the conditional use permit related to impervious surface. He noted the applicant
worked closely with the engineering department and it was determined that the request met the criteria for
conditional use permits. Both Planning staff and the Planning Commission recommended approval of the
requests. He noted the Planning Commission recommended approval of the conditional use permit for
additional impervious surface on a split vote (6-3) due to concerns related to the amount of impervious
surface being placed on the lot.

Councilmember Madden clarified that the additional height would not be an issue for emergency
responders.

Mr. Link stated 39 feet would not be a problem for the Fire department.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the additional height would create an issue within
the airport overlay district.

Mr. Link stated in this case the height would be well below the maximum within the airport
overlay district.
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Motion by Bartholomew, second by Madden, to adopt Resolution No. 14-129 approving a
Preliminary and Final Plat for a Two Lot Subdivision to be known as Oakbush 4™ Addition

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 14-130 approving a
Conditional Use Permit to Exceed the Maximum Impervious Surface Allowed on the Property

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Madden, to adopt Resolution No. 14-131 approving a
Conditional Use Permit to Exceed the Maximum Height Requirement Allowed in the R-1C, Single
Family Zoning District

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Councilmember Madden questioned if staff felt the additional impervious surface on the lot
would create a problem.

Mr. Link stated staff did not feel it would be a problem.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Madden, to adopt Resolution No. 14-132 relating to a Vacation
of Certain Drainage and Utility Easements in the Plat of Oak Bush 3™ Addition

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

C. 160 INVESTMENTS, LLC (ARGENTA HILLS 9" ADDITION): Consider the following resolutions
relating to property located west of Alverno Avenue, along 70™ Street:

i) Ordinance Rezoning the property from A, Agricultural to R-1C/PUD, Single Family Residential
Planned Unit Development

i) Resolution relating to a Preliminary Plat and Preliminary PUD Development Plan Amendment
for a 13 Lot Single Family Development

iii) Resolution relating to a Final Plat and Final PUD Development Plan including an Improvement
Agreement and related agreements for Argenta Hills 9" Addition

Mr. Hunting stated this would be the final phase of residential development within the original Argenta Hills
PUD. He explained the final phase was originally designed as a cul-de-sac because at that time it was
assumed that Amana Trail would extend to the south. The current proposal was for 13 single family lots.
The change in the road alignment eliminated the cul-de-sac and another road extension would occur into
the Peltier property. The balance of the property would be an outlot. He noted the City and County were
in the process of studying the Argenta Trail and Highway 55 interchange which would dictate the final
alignment of Amana Trail. He explained the amendment to the original PUD was for the road alignment, a
reduction to 13 lots, and elimination of the cul-de-sac. He stated the request satisfied the preliminary
conditions of approval and staff recommended approval of the project as proposed.

Mayor Tourville stated the Planning Commission had a number of questions about the request.

Mr. Hunting explained the Planning Commission had raised concerns since the initial phase of the Argenta
Hills development because they felt that some of the homes were too close together. In their opinion they
felt that a ten (10) foot separation was too tight. He stated when the goals of the Northwest Area are
reviewed, density and clustering were identified. He explained staff was not concerned about the issue
because they felt that as the area matured it would begin to meet what was envisioned for the Northwest
Area.
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Mayor Tourville opined the market must dictate that people want smaller lots because the
homes were selling.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the design was more retro and reminded her of older
neighborhoods where homes were smaller and closer together.

Mr. Kuntz stated one of the agreements was a recitation of no waiver related to building rights. He
explained the last residential plat per the preliminary plans adopted in February of 2008 showed
approximately 21 building sites. Since that time a number of things changed concerning County
requirements, the possibility of an interchange, the relocation of Argenta Trail, discussion related to a high
tension power line in the area, and the location of a connector road into Argenta Trail. He explained those
plans were not finalized and were still being studied by the County so the exact location of the major
roadways remained unknown. He noted the Argenta Hills 9th Addition was put on hold for a period of time
because so many of those factors were unknown. The developer worked with the City to come up with a
13 lot plat that was buildable. The agreement reflected an acknowledgment by both the City and the
developer that at one time the developer had an approved preliminary plat with 21 lots. The developer
acknowledged that things had changed since the City originally approved the preliminary plat and wanted
it known that when the alignment of the roadway was finalized a discussion needed to occur regarding the
building rights for the eight (8) lots that were lost. He clarified that the developer did not want the platting
of the 13 lots to be viewed by the City as waiver by the landowner of the building rights for those eight (8)
lots. He explained the agreement also acknowledged that the City did not agree or admit to any
entitlement to or future compensation for the eight (8) lot differential. He further clarified that the issue
related to what would happen in the future with development and the road in Outlot A was not being
decided by the current plat proposed. It was anticipated that the issues related to Outlot A would be
brought back for consideration when the City and County finalized a definitive alignment for the

roadway.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if it meant that the developer would want to be paid
for the property once the road alignment was finalized.

Mr. Kuntz stated the developer would want to be paid for a portion of the property. He explained there
was a temporary road easement in place that ran across Outlot A. The temporary easement would be
removed once the replacement road was finalized. He stated there was an understanding that the land for
part of the replacement road would be dedicated to the City by the developer. He noted it was also likely
that a portion of land for the replacement road would come through the acquisition and condemnation
process because the area that was going to be devoted to the potential interchange was now different in
size and scope than it was in 2008.

Jacob Fick, 160 Investments, stated they wanted to avoid bringing forward a 21 lot plat that they knew
would be denied. He explained in 2008 the roadway was going to curve to the south and since that time
the alignment was shifted to the north, resulting in the loss of eight (8) lots. Rather than obtaining their
building rights by forcing the City to deny a 21 lot plat, they chose to work with staff from the City and the
County to come up with a plan for 13 single family lots that would work with any road configuration and
complete the Argenta Hills development. He stated they were simply looking to reserve their building
rights for future discussions related to the use of Outlot A for a county road.

Councilmember Mueller stated he did not see the City agreeing to pay for eight (8) lots. He
opined that was asking a lot.

Mr. Fick stated there was some value associated with the eight (8) lots that were lost because of the
change in the alignment of the roadway. He noted the situation was similar to when they paid the City
fees based on the total number of lots that were preliminarily platted because that was the basis for the
City’s financial projections for the improvements. He explained they were not saying they wanted to be
compensated for the sale price of the eight (8) lots. He opined there was a value associated with the land
because it was property that could have had houses built on it and it was not unserviceable property.
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Mayor Tourville stated the change may be beneficial because it eliminated a cul-de-sac and was a better
plan for the long-term. He opined this was a better option than potentially delaying the final phase of the
development for several years until the final alignment of the roadway was determined.

Councilmember Mueller stated the developer needed to work out the issue with the County.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the issue would fall on the City because the County would only
pay for their portion of the roadway. She opined that Outlot A may not be buildable due to the location of
the pond and the high tension power line.

Mr. Link stated since 2008 a humber of agencies, including the City and the County, participated in a
regional roadway visioning study. Prior to that the expectation was that Argenta would “T” into 80th
Street. As a result of that study the exact opposite was found as it was determined that 80th Street
(Amana Trail) would “T” into Argenta Trail. The design would allow for a better flow of regional traffic and
a better justification for interchanges at 494 and Highway 55. He explained the new design is what
prompted the change being proposed for the Argenta Hills development. He noted the City was also
trying to discourage cul-de-sacs in the Northwest Area because they were more expensive to maintain
and plow, and through streets dispersed traffic better and more efficiently.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the benefits compensated the City for the cost. She opined
they had to make sure the pro forma standards for the Northwest Area were being met. She stated she
was concerned that having a through street and no cul-de-sac was not enough to cover the City’s potential
responsibility for compensating the developer for the eight (8) lots that were lost.

Mr. Link stated the benefits of the through street and elimination of a cul-de-sac could not necessarily be
guantified as a dollar amount. He noted there were several advantages to through streets versus cul-de-
sacs, as well as advantages to the new design for Argenta and 80th Street.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated there would be a dollar amount associated with the improvements
and a dollar amount associated with compensating the developer for the lost lots. She questioned if the
City would be able to financially support the additional costs.

Mr. Link stated there was potential for additional costs in the future. He reiterated the City was not
agreeing to compensate the developer at this point in time.

Councilmember Mueller stated it may be better to delay the project until the alignment of the
road was finalized because the costs were unknown.

Mr. Fick stated the County discussed starting the acquisition and condemnation process in 2015 for a
2016 project. He explained as a landowner they had two options. The first was to bring a 21 lot plat
forward, have it denied, and then take legal action against the City. He noted that was not what they
wanted to do because they wanted to work with the City to come up with an alternative solution. The
second option was to do nothing and wait for the County and the City to finalize the plans for the roadway
and then seek compensate for the land for 21 lots. He explained they knew they could fit 13 lots on the
plat and they also knew that they had right-of-way dedication requirements. Because the City and County
were not ready to finalize the design of the road, they also were not ready for the developer to dedicate
any land for right-of-way. The proposal allowed the development to move forward now rather than waiting
for two

years.

Mayor Tourville questioned what the reason for denial would be if the developer presented a 21
lot development.

Staff indicated the plat would be denied because it conflicted with the future alignment of the
roadway.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech suggested that the developer could submit the 21 lot plat and
fight it out with the County.
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Mayor Tourville stated he appreciated that the developer was trying to work with the City to
come up with a compromise. He opined that the developer understood it was unlikely they
would receive compensation for 100% of the eight (8) lots.

Mr. Fick explained he understood they would not receive the sale price of the lots because they
were unimproved.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated her main concern was that the developer’s eight (8) lots would be
more costly to acquire than some of the other undeveloped property that would be
needed for the roadway.

Mr. Fick stated they were not trying to be unreasonable, but wanted to ensure the process was
handled in a fair and equitable manner in the future.

Mayor Tourville stated there was an intrinsic value to having more through streets for the overall
transportation plan.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the future financial implications made her nervous.

Mr. Fick stated they did not want to lose momentum in terms of finishing the development
because there was a high demand for lots in the area.

Mr. Lynch stated he understood the concerns related to future financial implications. He explained the
City’s financing plan for the Northwest Area was not going to be made or broken

by eight (8) lots. He noted in the end this would be a three-way negotiation between the developer, the
City and the County.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech clarified that the County was driving the change because this
was the only alignment that they would approve.

Mr. Thureen stated alignment options were analyzed with the County and the developer. He explained
the alignment would be better identified by the end of the first quarter of 2015. Staff supported moving
ahead with the 13 lot plat with the outlot because it left the option open to tweak the alignment as needed
to ensure the final alignment was exactly what the City wanted in terms of the overall transportation plan.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned how the new homes would be accessed.

Mr. Fick stated the homes would be accessed via Alverno Avenue which would eventually
connect to Amana Trail.

Mayor Tourville opined it may be best to move forward with the 13 lot plat now because it
allowed development to continue and provided flexibility for the alignment of Amana Trail.

Motion by Mueller, second by Madden, to adopt Ordinance No. 1282 Rezoning the property from A,
Agricultural to R-1C/PUD, Single Family Residential Planned Unit Development, Resolution No. 14-
133 approving a Preliminary Plat and Preliminary PUD Development Plan Amendment for a 13 Lot
Single Family Development, and Resolution No. 14-134 approving a Final Plat and Final PUD
Dtﬁvelopment Plan including an Improvement Agreement and related agreements for Argenta Hills
9" Addition

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.
D. ANDERSON JOHNSON ASSOCIATES (SIMLEY HIGH SCHOOL): Consider Resolution relating to a

Conditional Use Permit and related Agreements to Exceed the Maximum Height Requirement for the
High School Addition for property located at 2920 80" Street

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property. He stated a 26,000 square foot auditorium addition was
being constructed on the north side of the high school. Approximately 3,000 square feet projected up and
exceeded the maximum building height requirement. In the institutional zoning district the maximum
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building height was 40 feet and the proposed structure would reach 50 feet. He noted the excess height
was necessary for the auditorium stage in order to raise and lower scenery for backdrops. He stated no
other changes to the site plan or access were proposed other than the loss of 39 parking spaces. The
additional impervious surface was covered by a previously approved conditional use permit that allowed
no more than 36% impervious surface on the site. The request met the criteria for a conditional use permit
and both Planning staff and the Planning Commission recommended approval of the request.

Paul Youngquist, architect, provided an overview of the layout of the new addition. He reiterated the stage
portion of the new auditorium exceeded the maximum height requirements. He clarified where the parking
spaces would be eliminated.

Councilmember Madden confirmed that the additional height would not cause any issues for the Fire
department.

Mr. Youngquist stated if the project was approved the school district would receive bids on September 11"
and construction was scheduled to begin in October.

Motion by Madden, second by Bartholomew, to adopt Resolution No. 14-135 approving a
Conditional Use Permit and related Agreements to Exceed the Maximum Height Requirement for
the High School Addition for property located at 2920 80" Street

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

ADMINISTRATION:

E. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider First Reading of an Ordinance related to Body Art
Establishments

Bridget McCauley Nason, LeVander, Gillen, & Miller, stated the draft body art ordinance was previously
discussed at a Council work session in July. No substantive changes had been made to the draft
ordinance since that time. She stated a few minor changes were suggested to other provisions of the
code specifically related to updating the language to remove all references to tattoo artists and tattoo
establishments and replacing the references with the correct terminology. Changes to the zoning
ordinance would also need to be considered if the City chose to move forward with the ordinance. She
provided an overview of the proposed ordinance. She explained in 1998 the City adopted a tattoo
ordinance. In 2010 the State Legislature enacted statutory changes to regulate both tattoo and piercing
establishments. The statutes regulate the technicians that perform body art procedures as well as the
procedures themselves. The City’s current ordinance provisions provided for licensure of technicians and
tattoo establishments. Following the statutory changes in 2010, body art technicians are to be exclusively
licensed by the State. Cities are allowed to license body art establishments if they choose to do so,
otherwise the State does have a licensing scheme in place for those types of establishments. She
explained a number of cities have chosen to license their body art establishments primarily because it
provided the City with more control of things related to the types of procedures that can be performed at
the establishments, the number of licensed establishments that are allowed in the City, and similar
conditions. She summarized the key differences between the City’s current ordinance provisions and the
proposed changes. Under the new ordinance the City would be limited to issuing no more than two (2)
body art establishment licenses at any time. The City would also specifically restrict the types of body art
procedures that may be performed at a licensed establishment. The new ordinance would also prohibit
temporary, mobile, or in-home body art establishments. She noted many of the proposed health and
sanitation requirements mirrored what was found in State statute.

Councilmember Mueller questioned where body art establishments could be located in the City.

Ms. Nason stated the establishments would be a permitted use in the B-2, B-3, and B-4 zoning districts
and a conditional use in the I-1 zoning district.

Mayor Tourville suggested sending the draft ordinance to the Chamber of Commerce for review.
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Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to approve the First Reading of an Ordinance
related to Body Art Establishments

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

F. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Awarding Contract for Architectural and Engineering
Services for Fire Station Feasibility and Programming Study

Chief Thill explained six (6) firms submitted proposals and three (3) firms were interviewed. The interview
panel was comprised of two (2) Council members, the City Administrator, Fire Chief, Assistant Fire Chief,
two (2) Fire Captains, two (2) Fire Lieutenants, and a firefighter. The interview panel recommended that
the contract be awarded to Five Bugles Design based a number of factors including their willingness to
work with the City to get all stakeholders involved in the planning process. Five Bugles Desigh was a
division of Architectural Design Group focused solely on the planning and design of Fire and EMS
organizations. Their team brought a wealth of experience having worked on over 150 different Fire and
EMS projects. The proposed cost of the study was $14,500 with reimbursable expenses not to exceed
$750. She noted the proposal from Five Bugles Design was also the least expensive. Funds for the study
were included in the current budget.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she participated on the interview panel and was very impressed by
the recommended firm.

Councilmember Mueller added that the presentation from Five Bugles was excellent because they
answered all the questions that were asked.

Mayor Tourville suggested asking the firm to identify the individuals that would be working on the project
to ensure continuity throughout the duration of the study.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to Award Contract for Architectural and
Engineering Services for Fire Station Feasibility and Programming Study to Five Bugles Design

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

G. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Appointment of Interim Human Resources Manager

Mr. Lynch stated on July 28" staff presented information related to a proposed organizational change. At
that time Council directed changes to the job description including the position title, desired level of
experience, and the salary level. As a result of the directed changes, he recommended the promotion of
the current Human Resources Coordinator to the position of Human Resources Manager. He stated in
the past a number of employees had been promoted within the organization to positions on an interim
basis to provide the employee with the opportunity to serve in the new capacity and demonstrate their
ability to lead and manage. He recommended appointing Amy Jannetto as the interim Human Resource
Manager. He explained Ms. Jannetto had the requisite skills and experience as well as a high level of
familiarity with the organization and the current workforce issues and needs. He stated the appointment
would be for a period of six (6) months and at the end of that period her performance would be evaluated
based on mutually identified goals and feedback received from staff. The starting salary for the position
would be $76,700.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech disagreed with the City Administrator’'s recommendation. She opined
that because the position was new for the organization it should be opened up and subject to the
application and interview process.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned how the City Administrator would propose to fulfill the duties of
the position in the interim while the position was open for applications.

Mr. Lynch stated the duties were currently being handled by himself, the Human Resources Coordinator,
and other staff members. He explained they would have to continue that practice in the interim while the
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recruitment and hiring process was completed. He expressed concern that the City had ongoing issues to
contend with and would likely start labor negotiations in the next 60 days. He noted his preference would
be to appoint the recommended individual in order to have someone in the position with experience in
labor negotiations.

Councilmember Mueller opined the position should be opened up for recruitment because they were filling
a new position and looking for a new type of person. He suggested that the job description could be
changed to incorporate other duties and responsibilities beyond Human Resources.

Councilmember Madden opined he would like to move forward with the City Administrator’s
recommendation because he believed in trying to promote from within the organization.

Mayor Tourville stated there were three (3) options available to the Council. The first was to proceed with
the City Administrator’s recommendation, the second was to not appoint anyone to the interim position
and to begin the recruitment and hiring process, and the third was to appoint Ms. Jannetto to serve in the
position on an interim basis while the recruitment and hiring process was started. He opined there were
advantages to promoting from within the organization and it had worked well in the past for a number of
positions. He stated if the Council would not support the City Administrator's recommendation it may be
beneficial to appoint Ms. Jannetto in the interim while the position was opened so the City would have
someone in place to start labor negotiations and to fulfill the duties of the position.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech noted Ms. Jannetto could still apply for the position if it was opened up.
She questioned who would fulfill Ms. Jannetto’s current duties if she was appointed on an interim basis.

Mayor Tourville stated she was already performing the duties of both positions and the official interim
appointment would provide her with formal authority to represent the City in labor negotiations.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the City had never had the position of Human Resources
Manager.

Mayor Tourville stated there was a person previously fulfilling the duties and responsibilities of the new
position.

Councilmember Mueller opined they were looking for someone who could do more than just Human
Resources.

Mayor Tourville stated that was not what was previously discussed when the job description was initially
reviewed. He noted they could not advertise the position if the Council wanted more changes to the job
description.

Councilmember Bartholomew suggested tabling the discussion to give the Council time to further discuss
and clarify the information with the City Administrator. He opined he would be in favor of making an
interim appointment while the job was opened up for recruitment simultaneously.

Councilmember Madden opined that the City had individuals who were delegated with the responsibility
and the authority to make certain decisions and fulfilling certain duties. He stated he had a problem with
the Council micromanaging every decision.

Mayor Tourville stated he was not sure that tabling the item would change anyone’s mind.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she was unclear how appointing someone in the interim would
change how any of the job duties or responsibilities were performed.

Mr. Lynch stated staff needed someone designated in that role so it was clearly defined who would be
handling personnel issues.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the City Administrator should just desighate the Human Resources
Coordinator to fulfill that role.
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Mr. Lynch stated that individual should then be recognized and compensated accordingly for taking on
those responsibilities. On an interim basis the difference in pay between what the individual was currently
paid and the starting salary for the new position was approximately $6,300. That figure would be pro-
rated for the period of time during which the individual served as the Human Resources Manager on an
interim basis.

Mayor Tourville stated a similar practice had been followed in the past for other positions in the City. He
opined it would be fair to compensate the individual for the additional duties and responsibilities.

Councilmember Madden stated if someone was going to serve in the position they should be
compensated accordingly. He expressed concern about not having an experienced individual in place to
participate in labor negotiations. He opined it was the Council’s job to make policy decisions, not write job
descriptions.

Motion by Tourville, second by Madden, to appoint Amy Jannetto as Interim Human Resources
Manager with additional compensation as discussed, further clarify the job description for the
position, and start the recruitment process

Ayes: 5

Nays: 0 Motion carried.

8. MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS:

9. ADJOURN: Motion by Mueller, second by Madden, to adjourn. The meeting was adjourned by
a unanimous vote at 9:50 pm




AGENDA ITEM 4B

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Meeting Date: ~ September 8, 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 August 21, 2014 to
September 3, 2014.

SUMMARY

Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending
September 3, 2014. The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo.

General & Special Revenue $108,022.74
Debt Service & Capital Projects 1,018,455.69
Enterprise & Internal Service 23,765.55
Escrows 9,722.97
Grand Total for All Funds $1,159,966.95

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 August 21, 2014 to September 3, 2014 and the listing of disbursements requested for
approval.



DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA
RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE
PERIOD ENDING September 3, 2014

WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending September 3, 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 $108,022.74
Debt Service & Capital Projects 1,018,455.69
Enterprise & Internal Service 23,765.55
Escrows 9,722.97
Grand Total for All Funds $1,159,966.95

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 8th day of September,
2014.

Ayes:

Nays:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk



City of Inver Grove Heights

Expense Approval Report

By Fund

Payment Dates 8/21/2014 - 9/3/2014

Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date  Description (ltem) Account Number Amount

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520782/5 08/27/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.40047 16.47
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520785/5 08/27/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.40047 29.99
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520846/5 08/27/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.40047 2.99
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520885/5 08/27/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.40047 5.98
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520899/5 08/27/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.40047 10.98
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520934/5 08/27/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.40047 9.47
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520945/5 08/27/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.40047 5.98
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520947/5 08/27/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.40047 9.98
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 521128/5 08/27/2014 501126 101.43.5200.443.60016 59.97
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 521132/5 08/27/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.60012 1.59
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 521034/5 08/27/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.40047 9.99
AGASSIZ SEED & SUPPLY INV074923 08/27/2014 CITYO55077 101.43.5200.443.60016 372.50
APA 125674 MEMBERSHI08/27/2014 APA MEMBERSHIP CATEGORY  101.45.3200.419.50070 320.00
APA MN ADMINISTRATORS 8/27/27 08/27/2014 REGISTRATION-TOM LINK 101.45.3000.419.50080 290.00
ASPEN MILLS 153040 08/27/2014 550771 101.42.4200.423.60045 74.95
BARNA, GUZY, & STEFFEN LTD 134191 08/27/2014 500003-005 101.41.1100.413.30430 52.00
CA DEPT OF CHILD SUPPORT SERVICE!INV0031087 08/22/2014 MIGUEL GUADALAJARA FEIN/TAX 101.203.2032100 279.69
CENTURY LINK 8/7/14 651 451 0205 '08/27/2014 651 451 0205 745 101.44.6000.451.50020 58.94
DAJ ENTERPRISES LLC 2010 08/27/2014 8/6/14 101.44.6000.451.60030 7,094.30
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENTER  1G2014-09 08/27/2014 SEPTEMBER 2014 101.42.4000.421.70502 42,672.60
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENTER  1G2014-09 08/27/2014 SEPTEMBER 2014 101.42.4200.423.70502 4,741.40
DAKOTA CTY SOIL & WATER 2500 08/27/2014 APRIL-JUNE 101.43.5100.442.30300 1,155.00
FAST SIGNS 286--40776 08/27/2014 7/28/14 101.44.6000.451.40046 361.00
HEALTHEAST MEDICAL TRANSPORTATI 14-28450 08/27/2014 8/6/14 101.42.4000.421.30700 85.00
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 8/8/14 6035 3220171:08/27/2014 6035 3220 1712 8343 101.44.6000.451.40040 108.43
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 8/8/14 6035 3220171:08/27/2014 6035 3220 1712 8343 101.44.6000.451.60066 41.62
INFINITY WIRELESS 35624 08/27/2014 8/15/14 101.42.4200.423.40042 131.80
JRK SEED & TURF SUPPLY 12635/4 08/27/2014 1382 101.44.6000.451.60040 217.20
JRK SEED & TURF SUPPLY 12654/4 08/27/2014 1382 101.44.6000.451.60016 22.95
JRK SEED & TURF SUPPLY 12681/4 08/27/2014 1382 101.44.6000.451.50080 30.00
KEYS WELL DRILLING CO 2014079 08/27/2014 1347 101.44.6000.451.40040 2,138.00
L.T.G. POWER EQUIPMENT 180706 08/27/2014 5656 101.44.6000.451.40047 137.58
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 101.41.1000.413.30401 120.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 101.41.1000.413.30420 2,293.39
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 101.42.4000.421.30420 144.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 101.43.5000.441.30420 208.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 101.43.5100.442.30420 2,910.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 101.44.6000.451.30420 164.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 101.45.3200.419.30420 1,546.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 101.45.3300.419.30420 528.00
LOCAL GOVERNMENT INFORMATION S*38820 08/27/2014 111541 101.42.4200.423.30700 110.00
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1113 08/27/2014 8/11/14 101.43.5200.443.40046 1,275.00
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1110 08/27/2014 8/8/14 101.43.5200.443.40046 540.00
MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN {INV0031088 08/22/2014 JUSTIN PARRANTO FEIN/TAXPAY1101.203.2032100 495.61
MN DEPT OF REVENUE INV0031096 08/22/2014 LETTER ID: L0937545088 - REITBE 101.203.2031900 205.02
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 281622 08/27/2014 8/18/14 101.43.5200.443.60045 39.99
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 976805-00 08/27/2014 91180 101.44.6000.451.40047 41.22
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 977021-00 08/27/2014 91180 101.44.6000.451.40047 345.08
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 977024-00 08/27/2014 91180 101.44.6000.451.40047 51.00
NEEDELS SUPPLY INC 169359 08/27/2014 7/16/14 101.42.4200.423.60011 200.96
SEDGWICK HTG & A/C 8/11/14 08/27/2014 REFUND-8709 ANN MARIE TRL ~ 101.207.2070100 5.00
SEDGWICK HTG & A/C 8/11/14 08/27/2014 REFUND-8709 ANN MARIE TRL  101.45.0000.3224000 100.00
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 1829-0 08/27/2014 6682-5453-5 101.44.6000.451.40047 14.17
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 7012-5 08/27/2014 6682-5453-5 101.44.6000.451.40047 14.17
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 7027-3 08/27/2014 6682-5453-5 101.44.6000.451.40047 4.72
SOLBERG AGGREGATE CO 12574 08/27/2014 6/2/14 101.43.5200.443.60016 4,490.51
STREAMLINE DESIGN INC 34373ART 08/27/2014 6/30/14 101.42.4200.423.30700 157.47
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 61224 08/27/2014 CIT001 101.43.5400.445.40042 832.99
TRANS UNION LLC 07452336 08/27/2014 0924Vv0009007 101.41.1100.413.30500 5.30
Fund: 101 - GENERAL FUND 77,389.95
CLIMB THEATRE 47041-2 08/27/2014 7/15/14 204.44.6100.452.30700 100.00
DIFRONZO, JANE 8/21/14 08/27/2014 IGH REC LACROSSE TEAMS ENTF 204.44.6100.452.50070 450.00
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6£ 08/22/2014 7715 0900 6570 2540 204.44.6100.452.60009 118.83



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date  Description (ltem) Account Number Amount

SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6£ 08/22/2014 7715 0900 6570 2540 204.44.6100.452.60009 10.86
ZAISER, TROY 8/21/14 08/27/2014 LACROSSE CHEST PROTECTOR 204.44.6100.452.60009 42.84
Fund: 204 - RECREATION FUND 722.53
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 521065/5 08/27/2014 501126 205.44.6200.453.60040 41.94
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 521081/5 08/27/2014 501126 205.44.6200.453.60040 4.98
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 521095/5 08/27/2014 501126 205.44.6200.453.60016 1.29
ARENASERV LLC 1418 08/27/2014 8/22/14 205.44.6200.453.40040 1,400.00
COMCAST 8/12/14 8772 10 591 108/27/2014 8772 10 591 0127188 205.44.6200.453.50070 177.50
COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, 34279 08/27/2014 AUGUST 2014 205.44.6200.453.40040 6,767.85
DURA PRO PAINTING LLC 1513 08/27/2014 8/20/14 205.44.6200.453.80200 17,645.00
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 8/8/14 6035 3220171:08/27/2014 6035 3220 1712 8343 205.44.6200.453.40040 95.13
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 8/8/14 6035 3220171:08/27/2014 6035 3220 1712 8343 205.44.6200.453.60016 11.04
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 8/8/14 6035 3220171:08/27/2014 6035 3220 1712 8343 205.44.6200.453.60016 16.79
NAC MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SERV 105422 08/27/2014 8712-1 205.44.6200.453.40040 1,231.57
PREMIER ELECTRICAL CORPORATION 60745 08/27/2014 72701 205.44.6200.453.40040 150.00
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6108/22/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60016 8.99
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6108/22/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60016 8.99
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6108/22/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 30.44
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6108/22/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 9.28
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6108/22/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 30.98
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6108/22/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 13.98
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6108/22/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 20.43
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6108/22/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.76050 128.60
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6108/22/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.76050 107.74
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6108/22/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.76050 44.83
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6£ 08/22/2014 7715 0900 6570 2540 205.44.6200.453.60065 137.56
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6£ 08/22/2014 7715 0900 6570 2540 205.44.6200.453.76100 7.98
UNITED LABORATORIES INV092518 08/27/2014 304172 205.44.6200.453.60016 118.69
UNITED LABORATORIES INV092518 08/27/2014 304172 205.44.6200.453.60016 118.68
Fund: 205 - COMMUNITY CENTER 28,330.26
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 290.45.3000.419.30420 1,580.00
Fund: 290 - EDA 1,580.00
WELLS FARGO BANK 1102826 08/27/2014 MN 2011A BONDS 358.57.9000.570.90300 525.00
Fund: 358 - G.O. REFUNDING IMPROV BONDS 2011A 525.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 402.44.6000.451.30420 202.50
Fund: 402 - PARK ACQ. & DEV. FUND 202.50
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 65437 08/27/2014 6/1/14 405.57.9000.570.30150 1,007.91
Fund: 405 - NORTH SIDE WTR STOR. FAC. 1,007.91
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 431.73.5900.731.30420 80.00
Fund: 431 - 2011 IMPROVEMENT FUND 80.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 434.73.5900.734.30420 201.00
S. M. HENTGES & SONS, INC. PAY VOUCHER #2 08/27/2014 CITY PROJECT NO. 2014-06 434.73.5900.734.80300 33,729.51
Fund: 434 - 2014 IMPROVEMENT FUND 33,930.51
ASTECH CORP PAY VO. NO. 1 08/27/2014 CITY PROJECT NO. 2014-09A 440.74.5900.740.40046 118,292.67
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 440.74.5900.740.30420 352.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 440.74.5900.740.30420 1,723.50
PEARSON BROTHERS, INC. PAY VOUCHER #1 08/27/2014 CITY PROJECT NO. 2014-09B 440.74.5900.740.40046 227,135.88
S. M. HENTGES & SONS, INC. PAY VOUCHER #2 08/27/2014 CITY PROJECT NO. 2014-06 440.74.5900.740.80300 595,188.71
Fund: 440 - PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROJ 942,692.76
URBAN COMPANIES PAY VO. NO. 2 08/27/2014 CITY PROJECT NO. 2013-06 446.74.5900.746.80300 36,303.17
Fund: 446 - NW AREA 36,303.17
SAVATREE 3356104 08/27/2014 1022556 450.75.5900.750.40047 120.00
SAVATREE 3356105 08/27/2014 1022556 450.75.5900.750.40047 196.00
SAVATREE 3363041 08/27/2014 1022556 450.75.5900.750.40047 310.00
SAVATREE 3363042 08/27/2014 72 450.75.5900.750.40047 72.00
Fund: 450 - COMMUNITY PROJECTS FUND 698.00
JOEL CARLSON 8/15/14 08/27/2014 SEPTEMBER 2014 451.75.5900.751.30700 1,000.00
Fund: 451 - HOST COMMUNITY FUND 1,000.00



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date  Description (ltem) Account Number Amount
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 65437 08/27/2014 6/1/14 452.57.9000.570.30150 1,007.92
Fund: 452 - SPRINGWOOD PONDS TIF#3-1 1,007.92
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 65437 08/27/2014 6/1/14 453.57.9000.570.30150 1,007.92
Fund: 453 - SE QUADRANT TIF DIST 4-1 1,007.92
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520919/5 08/27/2014 03805983 501.50.7100.512.60016 10.97
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 521113/5 08/27/2014 501126 501.50.7100.512.60016 4.99
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 521115/5 08/27/2014 501126 501.50.7100.512.60016 1.50
GOODIN COMPANY 02057197-00 08/27/2014 1001619 501.50.7100.512.60016 163.35
HAWKINS, INC. 3631917 08/27/2014 108816 501.50.7100.512.60019 589.00
MN PIPE & EQUIPMENT 0320819 08/27/2014 2195 501.50.7100.512.40043 778.26
PCI ROADS PERMIT REFUND 14 08/27/2014 HYDRANT PERMIT REFUND 501.207.2070300 (37.85)
PCI ROADS PERMIT REFUND 14 08/27/2014 HYDRANT PERMIT REFUND 501.50.0000.3813000 (531.16)
SHAPCO PRINTING 308395 B 08/27/2014 REMAINING BALANCE DUE 501.50.7100.512.50030 6,000.00
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 7136-2 08/27/2014 6682-5453-5 501.50.7100.512.60016 51.58
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 61223 08/27/2014 CIT001 501.50.7100.512.40042 1,872.88
Fund: 501 - WATER UTILITY FUND 8,903.52
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 521125/5 08/27/2014 501126 503.52.8400.525.40041 47.95
COLLEGE CITY BEVERAGE 325812 08/27/2014 3592 503.52.8300.524.76150 565.00
DRAFT TECHNOLOGIES 08181404 08/27/2014 8/18/14 503.52.8300.524.40042 50.00
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 481987 08/27/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 39.56
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 482588 08/27/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 42.45
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 482884 08/27/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 32.52
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 483172 08/27/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 39.55
M. AMUNDSON LLP 179950 08/27/2014 902858 503.52.8300.524.76050 219.00
SHAMROCK GROUP 1817847 08/27/2014 07176 503.52.8300.524.76100 152.00
SHAMROCK GROUP 1818216 08/27/2014 07176 503.52.8300.524.76100 137.50
TDS METROCOM 8/13/14 651 457 3667 08/27/2014 651 457 3667 503.52.8500.526.50020 261.70
Fund: 503 - INVER WOOD GOLF COURSE 1,587.23
BOYER TRUCKS - PARTS DISTRIBUTION881593X1 08/27/2014 C20390 603.00.5300.444.40041 205.10
COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, 34279 08/27/2014 AUGUST 2014 603.00.5300.444.40040 273.76
EMERGENCY AUTOMOTIVE TECHNOLO AW080614-2 08/27/2014 8/12/14 603.00.5300.444.40041 287.70
FLEETPRIDE 63103531 08/27/2014 8/14/14 603.00.5300.444.40041 58.32
FLEETPRIDE 63111462 08/27/2014 8/14/14 603.00.5300.444.40041 6.25
FLEETPRIDE 62922135 08/27/2014  8/6/14 603.00.5300.444.40041 441.14
HEALTHEAST VEHICLE SERVICES 21027 08/27/2014 7/2/14 603.00.5300.444.80700 995.50
HEALTHEAST VEHICLE SERVICES 21028 08/27/2014 7/2/14 603.00.5300.444.80700 995.50
HOSE / CONVEYORS INC 00046601 08/27/2014 CIT300 603.00.5300.444.40041 1,374.12
L.T.G. POWER EQUIPMENT 179400 08/27/2014 5656 603.00.5300.444.40041 260.96
MN DEPT OF REVENUE JULY 2014 08/25/2014 PETRO TAX JULY 2014 603.00.5300.444.60021 346.28
NAPA OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 389797 08/27/2014 11019 603.00.5300.444.40041 20.53
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-101138 08/27/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 60.63
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-101144 08/27/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 127.15
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-101284 08/27/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 1.54
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-10325 08/27/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 9.35
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-101493 08/27/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 38.39
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-101644 08/27/2014 1578028 603.140.1450050 30.64
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-101671 08/27/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 2.54
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-101688 08/27/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 (1.54)
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-102159 08/27/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.60012 0.96
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-102204 08/27/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.60012 14.50
RED POWER DIESEL SERVICE, INC. 10936 08/27/2014  8/15/17 603.00.5300.444.40041 1,659.02
Fund: 603 - CENTRAL EQUIPMENT 7,108.34
ARCHETYPE SIGNMAKERS 53504 08/27/2014 ©6/30/14 605.00.7500.460.30700 140.00
COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, 34279 08/27/2014 AUGUST 2014 605.00.7500.460.40040 3,478.41
CULLIGAN 7/31/14 157-9850302 08/27/2014 157-98503022-8 605.00.7500.460.60011 59.35
ELECTRIC FIRE & SECURITY 333 08/27/2014 CIT800 605.00.7500.460.40040 298.00
FLUID INTERIORS LLC 10155.001 08/27/2014 88-00 605.00.7500.460.60040 221.25
LONE OAK COMPANIES 8/27/14 UTILITY BILL 08/27/2014 UTILITY BILLS 605.00.7500.460.50035 1,491.32
MINNESOTA ELEVATOR, INC 320217 08/27/2014 5395 605.00.7500.460.40040 232.60
Fund: 605 - CITY FACILITIES 5,920.93
TDS METROCOM 8/13/14 651 451 194408/27/2014 651 451 1944 606.00.1400.413.50020 245.53
Fund: 606 - TECHNOLOGY FUND 245.53
BAUER, CORA L 8/19/14 08/27/2014 REIMBURSE-CITY PICNIC 702.229.2290200 92.92
CLERK OF COURT 201254779 08/27/2014 BRADLEY MICHAEL PETERSON  702.229.2291000 200.00
CULLIGAN 7/31/14 157-9847324 08/27/2014 157-98473242-8 702.229.2286300 27.55
HEALTHEAST VEHICLE SERVICES 21032 08/27/2014 7/7114 702.229.2291000 995.50



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date  Description (ltem) Account Number Amount

LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2283600 296.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2283800 57.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2291000 456.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2297601 737.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2303301 1,387.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2303801 88.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2304001 33.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2304201 22.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2304601 92.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2304801 22.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2305301 46.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2305401 132.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2305501 92.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2305701 231.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2305801 2,307.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2306301 1,257.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 7/31/14 81000E 08/27/2014 81000E 702.229.2307001 152.00
PCI ROADS PERMIT REFUND 14 08/27/2014 HYDRANT PERMIT REFUND 702.229.2294300 1,000.00
Fund: 702 - ESCROW FUND 9,722.97
Grand Total 1,159,966.95



AGENDA ITEM L/ C/

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Final Pay Voucher No. 4, Final Compensating Change Order No. 2, Engineer's Report
of Acceptance and Resolution Accepting Work for City Project No. 2012-07 — Bohrer Pond NW
Pre-treatment Basin

Meeting Date:  September 8, 2014 Fiscal/FTE Impact:

ltem Type: Consent /NL None

Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 Amount included in current budget

Prepared by: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer Budget amendment requested

Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
6‘73% New FTE requested — N/A ,

4”7 | X| Other: Storm Water Utility Fund,
SWCD Grant

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider Final Pay Voucher No. 4, Final Compensating Change Order No. 2, Engineer's Report of
Acceptance and Resolution Accepting Work for City Project No. 2012-07 — Bohrer Pond NW Pre-
treatment Basin

SUMMARY

The improvements were ordered as part of the 2013 Improvement Program. The contract was
awarded in the amount of $284,792.00 to Sunram Construction, on August 26, 2013 for City Project No.
2012-07 Bohrer Pond NW Pre-treatment Basin

The contractor has completed the work through August 31, 2014 in accordance with the contract plans
and specifications. Final Compensating Change Order No. 2 reconciles the contract quantities and the
final actual quantities for the project.

Engineering recommend approval of Final Compensating Change Order No. 2 in the amount of
($5,836.99) for a revised contract amount of $281,970.89, approval of Final Payment Voucher No. 4 in
the amount of $14,098.54, Engineer’'s Report of Final acceptance and Resolution accepting work for
City Project No. 2012-07 Bohrer Pond NW Pre-treatment Basin

TJK/me

Attachments: Final Compensating Change Order No. 2
Final Pay Voucher No. 4
Engineer’s Report of Acceptance
Resolution Accepting Work



FINAL COMPENSATING CHANGE ORDER NO. 2

City Project No. 2012-07
Bohrer Pond NW Pre-treatment Basin

Owner: City of Inver Grove Heights

8150 Barbara Avenue
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077
Contractor: Sunram Construction, Inc.

20010 75" Avenue North
Corcoran MN 55340

Purpose of Change Order:

listed in Final Payment Voucher Form.

CHANGE IN CONTRACT PRICE

Date of Issuance: September 8, 2014

Engineer: City of Inver Grove Heights

Final compensating amount to balance value of work completed and total payments made to
the Contractor. Accounts for miscellaneous increases and decreases in contract quantities

CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIME

Original Contract Price:

Original Contract Time:

. Mike Edwards, Senior Engineering Technician

Approved By:

T LU,

Approved By:

$ 284,792.00
Previous Change Orders Net Change from Previous Change Orders
$ 3015.88
Contract Price Prior to this Change Order Contract Time Prior to this Change Order
$ 287,807.88
Net Decrease_of this Change Order Net Increase (Decrease) of Change Order
$ 5,836.99
Contract Price with all Approved Change Orders Contract Time with Approved Change Orders
$281,970.89
Recommended Approved

Sunram Construction

Date of Council Action

September 8, 2014

Thomas J. K#ldunski,
City Engineer

George Tourville, Mayor




CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
CONSTRUCTION PAY VOUCHER

ESTIMATE NO: 4 (Four) Final

DATE: - - September 8, 2014

PERIOD ENDING: August 31, 2014

CONTRACT: 2013 Improvement Program

PROJECT NO: 2012-07 Bohrer Pond NW Pre-treatment Basin

TO:  Sunram Construction
20010 75™ Avenue North
Corcoran, MN 55340

Original Contract AMOUNL .............ooiiiiiiee et $284,792.00
TOtal AAILION ..eeeeeieeee e $3,015.88
Total DEAUCHION .....oeeeieei e e $5,836.99
Total Contract AMOUNL.........ooooi e $281,970.89
Total Value of WOork to Date.........eeeeeee e e $281,970.89
LeSS Ret@INEA (5%0) -.eeieeeieeeiiee et $0.00
Less Previous Payment ... $267,872.35
Total Approved for Payment this VOUCKET...............oooiiiiiiii e $14,098.54
Total Payments including this Voucher................c.ccoooiiiiiiiii e $281,970.89
Approvals:

Pursuant to our field observation, | hereby recommend for payment the above state amount for work
performed through August 31, 2014.

Signed by: %—o /A{W September 8, 2014

Thomas J. Kgfdunski, City Engineer

Signed by:

Sunram Construction Date

Signed by: September 8, 2014
George Tourville, Mayor




CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

ENGINEER’S REPORT OF FINAL ACCEPTANCE

CITY PROJECT NO. 2012-07
BOHRER POND NW PRE-TREATMENT BASIN

September 8, 2014

TO THE CITY COUNCIL

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS:

This is to advise you that | have received the work under contract with Sunram Construction for City
Project No. 2012-07 Bohrer Pond NW Pre-treatment Basin.

The contractor has completed the project in accordance with the contract.

It is recommended, herewith, that final payment be made for said improvements to the contractor in the
amount as follows:

Original Contract AmMount ............ccccooiiiiiiiiicc e $284,792.00
Total Addition (Change Orders No. 1).........cooiiiiiiiiiieiiee e $3,015.88
Total Deduction (Change Order No. 2) ........ccccoovvviiiiiiiiiecceee e, ($5,836.99)
Total Contract AMOUNL.......oe e, $281,970.89
Total Value of Work to Date..........ooooieoiieeeeeeeeeeee $281,970.89
Less Previous Payment.............cccooiiiiie e $267,872.35
Total Approved for Payment this Voucher .................cccccoooin. $14,098.54
Total Payments including this Voucher..............cccccccoovviiii . $281,970.89

Sincerely,

Tl fillck|

Thomas J. Kaldunski, P.E.

City Engineer

TJK/me



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING WORK OF SUNRAM CONSTRUCTION AND AUTHORIZING FINAL
PAYMENT IN THE AMOUNT OF $14,098.54

CITY PROJECT NO. 2012-07
BOHRER POND NW PRE-TREATMENT BASIN

RESOLUTION NO.
WHEREAS, pursuant to a written contract with the City of Inver Grove Heights dated

August 26, 2013, Sunram Construction satisfactorily completed improvements and appurtenances for
City Project No. 2012-07 — Bohrer Pond NW Pre-treatment Basin

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE
HEIGHTS: That the work completed under this contract is hereby accepted and approved, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Mayor and the City Clerk are hereby directed to issue
a proper order for final payment on such contract, taking the contractor's receipt in full.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 8th day of September 2014.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:




PAY ESTIMATE NO.3 August 25, 2014
CITY PROJECT 2012-07
BOHRER POND NW PRETREATMENT BASIN

1 2021.501 |MOBILIZATION LS 1 1| $26,500.20] % 26,500.20 $26,500.20
2 2563.601 |TRAFFIC CONTROL LS 1 o $250.00} % 250.00 $0.00
3 2101.501 |CLEARING ACRE 24 24|  s$3360.00] % 8,064.00 $8,064.00
4 | 2101.508 |GRUBBING ‘ ' ACRE 24 24]  $3360.00}% 8,064.00 $8,064.00
5 2105.501 |COMMON EXCAVATION (P) cY 5732 5732 $9.80} ¥ 56,173.60 $56,173.60
6 SPECIAL |STEEL SHEET PILING (WEIR STRUCTURE) INCLUDES DESIGN]  SF 2560 2560 $44.00{ $ 112,640.00 $112,640.00
7 2211.501 |AGGREGATE BASE, CLASS 5 100% CRUSHED LIMESTONE TON 120 90.61 $20.80] % 2,496.00 $1,884.69
8 2104.501 |REMOVE SEWER PIPE STORM LF 44 44 $22.30] % 981.20 $981.20
9 2104.521 |SALVAGE SEWER PIPE STORM LF 20 20 $50.00] % 1,000.00 $1,000.00
10 | 2501.571 [INSTALL SALVAGED SEWER PIPE STORM LF 20 20 $75.00 % 1,500.00 $1,500.00
11 2503.602 |CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EA 1 1|  $3,000.00] % 3,000.00 $3,000.00
12 2506.502 |CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE 72-4020 EA 1 1 $7,600.00] 7,600.00 $7,600.00
13 2506.502 |RECONSTRUCT MANHOLE EA 1 1 $2,485.00) 2,485.00 $2,485.00
14 | 2501.602 |SALVAGE AND REINSTALL PIPE APRON EA 3 3] s$1,485.00% 4,455.00 $4,455.00
15 2501.602 |TRASH GUARD FOR 42" PIPE APRON EA 1 1 $1,600.00] 1,600.00 $1,600.00
16 | 2503.541 [15" RC PIPE SEWER LF 56 56 $48.00| % 2,688.00 $2,688.00
17 | 2501.515 |15" RC PIPE APRON EA 2 2| s1,3s0.00]% 2,700.00 $2,700.00
18 2511.501 |RANDOM RIPRAP CL Il cY 88 103 $91.00} $ 8,008.00 $9,373.00
19 | 2511.501 |RANDOM RIPRAP CLIV cY 51 5266 $102.00 ¥ 5,202.00 $5,371.32
20 2573.55 |EROSION CONTROL SUPERVISOR LS 1 1 $1,200.00} 1,200.00 $1,200.00
21 2123.61 [STREET SWEEPER (WITH PICK UP BROOM) HR 10 0 $175.00| 3 1,750.00 $0.00
22 | 2573.502 |SILT FENCE (HEAVY DUTY) LF 90 566 $4.00] % 360.00 $2,264.00
23 | 2573.505 |FLOTATION SILT CURTAIN (WORK AREA TYPE) LF 120 100 $13.50| % 1620.00 $1,350.00
24 2573.602 |TEMPORARY ROCK CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE EA 1 0 $800.00{ $ 800.00 $0.00
25 2573.54 |FILTER LOG TYPE COMPOST BIOROLL LF 60 0 $8.00{ 480.00 $0.00
26 2575.55 |BLOWN COMPOST AND SEED sY 2000 1383 $2.000% 4,000.00 $2,766.00
27 257556 |HYDRAULIC SOIL STABILIZER, TYPE SPECIAL (FLEXTERRA) LB 5800 4050 $1.00| 11,020.00 $7,695.00
28 2575.532 |FERTILIZER TYPE 2 LB 100 0 $1.15) 115.00 $0.00
29 2575.605 |SEEDING, MNDOT MIX NO. 310 ACRE 0.36 0.3 $4,000.00} 1,440.00 $1,200.00
30 2575.605 |SEEDING, MNDOT MIX NO. 340 ACRE 1.65 16|  $a,000.00]% 6,600.00 $6,400.00

Total Total Contract

Estimated Cost Cost
[ Total:| $ 284,792.00 | $ 278,955.01
| Change Order1:/|$  3,01588 |$  3,015.88
Final Compensating Change Order 2| $  (5,836.99)
Contract Amount to Date: | $ 281,970.89
Contract Work Completed: $ 281,970.89
0% Retainage: $ -
Previous Payments: $ 267,872.35

Amount Due Payment 3: $ 14,098.54




AGENDA ITEM ‘ i JD

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Approve Custom Grading, Drainage and Utility Easement, and Easement Encroachment Agreements for a
new home to be built at 4892 Boyd Avenue

Meeting Date: September 8, 2014 ( Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: . Consent . / | X { None .
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
-
Z5DA New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Approve Custom Grading, Drainage and Utility Easement, and Easement Encroachment Agreements for a new
home to be built at 4892 Boyd Avenue.

SUMMARY

The owners of 4892 Boyd Avenue are affected by the City Ordinance Title 9, Chapter 5, Section 9-5-5. This
Ordinance requires lots of record which do not have recorded contracts or agreements with the City to provide
information to ensure the Development meets current City standards for grading, erosion control and storm water
management.

At the July 9, 2012 the City Council approved a request to vacate half of the 49" Street right of way which
became the south 30 feet of this property. As a condition of the aEprovaI, the owner was required to provide a 40
foot drainage and utility easement over the area of vacated 49" Street right of way. The drainage and utility
easement agreement being approved in this item fulfills the easement requirement and provides standard
perimeter easements on the other lot lines. Due to the steep grade of the lot, tiered retaining walls are being
constructed which extend into the easements. The encroachment agreement being approved in this item keeps
this property in compliance with the City’s obstruction policy. It also grants the City rights to give permission to
the property owner to the north of 4892 Boyd Avenue to tie info the retaining walls within the easement when the
property (PID No. 20-38700-00-191) is developed. The current property owner to the north, Richard Briguet, has
submitted a letter granting permission to the builder of 4892 Boyd Avenue to perform grading on his lot as needed
to tie into existing grades as shown in the approved plan.

The owners, Lawrence and Colleen Nava, have provided the required grading and erosion control plans and
easement description. They have also signed the Custom Grading, Drainage and Utility Easement, and
Easement Encroachment Agreements (attached). An engineering escrow of $1,500 has been provided to cover
any costs incurred by the City for review and inspection of the site grading and erosion control. The owner has
applied for building permits for their proposed retaining walls and new home. They will provide a $10,000 LOC or
cash surety prior to issuance of the permits.

It is recommended that the City Council approve the Custom Grading, Drainage and Utility Easement, and
Easement Encroachment Agreements for 4892 Boyd Avenue.

TJK/jds

Attachments: Custom Grading Agreement
Drainage and Utility Easement Agreement
Easement Encroachment Agreement
Letter from Richard Briguet



CUSTOM GRADING AGREEMENT
FOR
LOT 16 AND 17, JEFFERS SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO
S INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARRENS
ACRE LOTS NO. 1 s
INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA




CUSTOM GRADING AGREEMENT

THIS CUSTOM GRADING AGREEMENT is made and entered into on the 8" day of
September, 2014, by and between the City of Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal
corporation (City), and the Owner identified herein.

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, the Owner has applied to the City for approval of the Development Plans and
a building permit for the Property;

WHEREAS, in conjunction with the granting of these approvals, the City requires that the
Property be improved with grading, drainage and erosion control facilities and with landscaping;

WHEREAS, the Council has agreed to approve the Development Plans on the following
conditions:

1. That the Owner enter into this Custom Grading Agreement, which contract defines
the work which the Owner undertakes to complete; and

2. The Owner shall provide an irrevocable letter of credit in the amount and with
conditions satisfactory to the City, providing for the actual construction and installation of such
Improvements within the period specified by the City.

WHEREAS, the Owner has filed four (4) complete sets of the Development Plans with the
City;

WHEREAS, the Development Plans have been prepared by a registered professional
engineer and have been approved by the Director of PWD.

NOW, THEREFORE, subject to the terms and conditions of this Custom Grading
Agreement and in reliance upon the representations, warranties and covenants of the parties herein
contained, the City and Owner agree as follows:

ARTICLE 1
DEFINITIONS

1.1 TERMS. The following terms, unless elsewhere defined specifically in the Custom
Grading Agreement, shall have the following meanings as set forth below..

1.2 CITY. "City" means the City of Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal
corporation.

1.3 OWNER. "Owner" means Lawrence J. Nava Jr. and Colleen M. Nava, husband
and wife, and their successors and assigns.

2-



14  DEVELOPMENT PLANS. "Development Plans" means the Retaining Wall

Profile (Sheets 1 and 2) dated August 22, 2014, prepared by Service Engineering identified in and
attached to Appendix 1.

1.5 CUSTOM GRADING AGREEMENT. "Custom Gradmg Agreement" means this
instant contract by and between the City and Owner.

1.6 COUNCIL. "Council" means the Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights.

1.7 PWD. "PWD" means the Public Works Department of the City of Inver Grove
Heights.

1.8  DIRECTOR OF PWD. '"Director of PWD" means the Director of the Public
Works Department of the City of Inver Grove Heights and his delegatees.

1.9 COUNTY. "County" means Dakota County, Minnesota.

1.10  OTHER REGULATORY AGENCIES. "Other Regulatory Agencies" means and
includes the following:

a.) Minnesota Department of Transportation

b.) Dakota County

c.) Water Management Organization

d.) State of Minnesota

e.) Minnesota Department of Natural Resources

f) any other regulatory or governmental agency or entity
affected by, or having jurisdiction over the Improvements.

111 UTILITY COMPANIES. "Utility Companies" means and includes the following:
a.) utility companies, including electric, gas and cable

b.) pipeline companies.

1.12 PRIOR EASEMENT HOLDERS. "PArior Easement HoldersA" means and includes |

all holders of any easements or other property interests which existed prior to the grant or dedication
of any public easements transferred pursuant to this Custom Grading Agreement.

113 IMPROVEMENTS. ‘"Improvements" means and includes, individually and
collectively, all the improvements identified in Article 3 and on the attached Appendix 2.

3.



1.14

OWNER DEFAULT. "Owner Default" means and includes any of the following

or any combination thereof:

a.)

b))

c.)

d)

1.15

failure by the Owner to timely pay the City any money required to be paid under this
Custom Grading Agreement;

failure by the Owner to timely construct the Improvements according to the
Development Plans and the City standards and specifications;

failure by the Owner to observe or perform any covenant, condition, obligation or
agreement on its part to be observed or performed under this Custom Grading
Agreement;

breach of the Owner Warranties.

FORCE MAJEURE. "Force Majeure” means acts of God, including, but not

limited to floods, ice storms, blizzards, tornadoes, landslides, lightning and earthquakes (but not
including reasonably anticipated weather conditions for the geographic area), riots, insurrections,
war or civil disorder affecting the performance of work, blockades, power or other utility failures,
and fires or explosions.

1.16

OWNER WARRANTIES. “Owner Warranties” means that the Owner hereby

warrants and represents the following:

A.

AUTHORITY. Owner has the right, power, legal capacity and authority to enter
into and perform their obligations under this Custom Grading Agreement; no
approvals or consents of any persons are necessary in connection with the authority
of Owner to enter into and perform their obligations under this Custom Grading
Agreement.

FULL DISCLOSURE. None of the representatives and warranties made by Owner

or made in any exhibit hereto or memorandum or writing furnished or to be
furnished by Owner or on their behalf contains or will contain any untrue statement
of material fact or omit any material fact the omission of which would be
misleading.

PLAN COMPLIANCE. The Development Plans comply with all City, County,
metropolitan, state and federal laws and regulations, including but not limited to
subdivision ordinances, zoning ordinances and environmental regulations.

FEE TITLE. The Owner owns fee title to the Property.

WARRANTY ON PROPER WORK AND MATERIALS. The Owner warrants
all work required to be performed by them under this Custom Grading Agreement
against defective material and faulty workmanship for a period of two (2) years after
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1.17

its completion. During the warranty period the Owner shall be solely responsible for
all costs of performing repair work required by the City within thirty (30) days of
notification. All trees, grass, and sod shall be warranted to be alive, of good quality,
and disease free for one year after planting. Any replacements shall be similarly
warranted for one year from the time of planting. In addition, the warranty period
for drainage and erosion control improvements shall be for two (2) years after
completion; the warranty for the drainage and erosion control improvements shall
also include the obligation of the Owner to repair and correct and damage to or
deficiency with respect to such improvements.

CITY WARRANTIES. “City Warranties” means that the City hereby warrants and

represents as follows:

A.

1.18

ORGANIZATION. City is a municipal corporation duly incorporated and validly
existing in good standing under the laws of the State of Minnesota.

AUTHORITY. City has the right, power, legal capacity and authority to enter into
and perform its obligations under this Custom Grading Agreement.

FORMAL NOTICE. "Formal Notice" means notices given by one party to the

other if in writing and if and when delivered or tendered either in person or by depositing it in the
United States mail in a sealed envelope, by certified mail, return receipt requested, with postage and
postal charges prepaid, addressed as follows:

If to City: City of Inver Grove Heights

Attention: City Administrator
Inver Grove Heights City Hall
8150 Barbara Avenue

Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

If to Owner: Lawrence J. Nava and Colleen M. Nava

2290 Ocala Court
Mendota Heights, MN 55120

or to such other address as the party addressed shall have previously designated by notice given in
accordance with this Section. Notices shall be deemed to have been duly given on the date of
service if served personally on the party to whom notice is to be given, or on the third day after
mailing if mailed as provided above, provided, that a notice not given as above shall, if it is in
writing, be deemed given if and when actually received by a party.

1.19

PROPERTY. Property means the real property located in the City of Inver Grove

Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota legally described as follows:

Lots 16 and 17, Jeffers’ Subdivision of Lots 1 to 5 inclusive, Block 2 of Cary L
Warren’s Acre Lots No. 1, except the north 9.67 feet of Lot 17.

-5-



ARTICLE 2
APPROVAL OF DEVELOPMENT PLANS

2.1.  APPROVAL OF DEVELOPMENT PLANS. Subject to the terms and conditions
of this Custom Grading Agreement, the recitals above, and all other applicable City Code provisions
the City hereby approves the Development Plans.

2.2 RECORDING. This Custom Grading Agreement shall be recorded with the
County Recorder within thirty (30) days from the date of this Custom Grading Agreement. No
certificate of occupancy for the Property shall be issued unless the Owner shows evidence to the
City that this Custom Grading Agreement has been recorded with the County Recorder.

ARTICLE 3
IMPROVEMENTS

3.1 IMPROVEMENTS. The Owner shall install, at its own cost, the Improvements in
accord with the Development Plans. The Improvements shall be completed by the dates shown on
Appendix 2, except as completion dates are extended by subsequent written action of the Director of
PWD. Failure of the City to promptly take action to enforce this Custom Grading Agreement after
expiration of time by which the Improvements are to be completed shall not waive or release any
rights of the City; the City may take action at any time thereafter, and the terms of this contract shall
be deemed to be automatically extended until such time as the Improvements are completed to the
City's satisfaction.

32  GROUND MATERIAL. The Owner shall insure that adequate and suitable
ground material shall exist in the areas of private driveways and utility improvements and shall
guarantee the removal, replacement or repair of substandard or unstable material. The cost of
removal, replacement or repair is the responsibility of the Owner.

3.3  GRADING/DRAINAGE PLAN. The Owner shall construct drainage facilities in
accord with the Development Plans. The grading and drainage plan shall include lot and building
elevations, drainage swales to be sodded, storm sewer, catch basins, erosion control structures and
ponding areas necessary to conform with the overall City storm sewer plan. The grading of the site
shall be completed in conformance with the Development Plans.

34  BOULEVARD AND AREA RESTORATION. The Owner shall seed or lay
cultured sod in all boulevards within 30 days of the completion of street related improvements and
restore all other areas disturbed by the development grading operation in accordance with the
approved erosion control plan. Upon request of the PWD, the Owner shall remove the silt fences
after grading and construction have occurred.

3.5  STREET MAINTENANCE, ACCESS AND REPAIR. The Owner shall clear,
on a daily basis, any soil, earth or debris from the streets and wetlands within or adjacent to the
Property resulting from the grading or building on the land within the Property by the Owner or
their agents, and shall repair to the City's specifications any damage to bituminous surfacing
resulting from the use of construction equipment.
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3.6  LANDSCAPING. Site landscaping shall be in accordance with the Development
Plans.

3.7 PAVING OF DRIVEWAY. The Owner must pave the driveway per City
requirements.

3.8 EROSION CONTROL. The Owner shall provide and follow a plan for erosion
control and pond maintenance in accord with the Best Management Practices (BMP) as delineated
in the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency handbook titled Water Quality in Urban Areas. Such
plan shall be detailed on the Development Plans and shall be subject to approval of the Director of
PWD. The Owner shall install and maintain such erosion control structures as appear necessary
under the Development Plans or become necessary subsequent thereto. The Owner shall be
responsible for all damage caused as the result of grading and excavation within the Property
including, but not limited to, restoration of existing control structures and clean-up of public right-
of-way, until the Property is final graded and Improvements are completed. As a portion of the
erosion control plan, the Owner shall re-seed or sod any disturbed areas in accordance with the
Development Plans. The City reserves the right to perform any necessary erosion control or
restoration as required, if these requirements are not complied with after Formal Notice by the City
as stated in Article 9. The Owner shall be financially responsible for payment for this extra work.

3.9  GRADING/DRAINAGE PLAN AND EASEMENTS. The Owner shall construct
drainage facilities adequate to serve the Property in accord with the Development Plans. The
grading and drainage plan shall include lot and building elevations, drainage swales to be sodded,
storm sewer, catch basins, erosion control structures and ponding areas necessary to conform with
the overall City storm sewer plan. The grading of the site shall be completed in conformance with
the Development Plans. In the event that the Owner fails to complete the grading of the site in
conformance with the Development Plans by the stipulated date, the City may declare the Owner in
default pursuant to Article 9.

3.10 AS BUILT INFORMATION. One (1) copy, on polyester film, of the detailed
record plan "as built" drawings of the Improvements shall be provided by the Owner in accord with
City standards no later than 90 days after completion of the Improvements, unless otherwise
approved in writing by the PWD.

Final as-built information shall be submitted in an electronic format compatible with the
CITY’S Geographic Information System (GIS). All information must be on the Dakota County
coordinates system. Compatible formats are AUTOCAD .DWG or .DXF files on compact disk.
As-built drawings shall also be scanned and stored as images in .TIFF or .PDF files on compact
disk. Note: All corrected links, grades and elevations shall have a line drawn through the original
text and the new information placed nearby; the original information or text shall not be erased.

ARTICLE 4
OTHER PERMITS

4.1 PERMITS. The Owner shall obtain all necessary approvals, permits and licenses
7.



from the City, the Other Regulatory Agencies, the Utility Companies, and the Prior Easement
Holders. Major design requirements of any such entities shall be determined prior to completion
and incorporated into the Development Plans. All costs incurred to obtain the approvals, permits
and licenses, and also all fines or penalties levied by any agency due to the failure of the Owner to
obtain or comply with conditions of such approvals, permits and licenses, shall be paid by the
Owner. The Owner shall defend and hold the City harmless from any action initiated by the Other
Regulatory Agencies, the Utility Companies and the Prior Easement Holders resulting from such
failures of the Owner.

ARTICLE §
RESPONSIBILITY FOR COSTS

5.1 IMPROVEMENT COSTS. The Owner shall pay for the Improvements; that is, all
costs of persons doing work or furnishing skills, tools, machinery or materials, or insurance
premiums or equipment or supplies and all just claims for the same; and the City shall be under no
obligation to pay the contractor or any subcontractor any sum whatsoever on account thereof,
whether or not the City shall have approved the contract or subcontract.

5.2 CITY MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES. The Owner shall reimburse the City for
all engineering, administrative, legal and other expenses incurred or to be incurred by the City in
connection with this Custom Grading Agreement. Bills not paid within thirty (30) days shall accrue
interest at the rate of eight percent per year.

5.3 ~ ENFORCEMENT COSTS. The Owner shall pay the City for costs incurred in the
enforcement of this Custom Grading Agreement, including engineering and attorneys' fees.

5.4  TIME OF PAYMENT. The Owner shall pay all bills from the City within thirty
(30) days after billing. Bills not paid within thirty (30) days shall bear interest at the rate of 8% per
year.

ARTICLE 6
OWNER WARRANTIES

6.1 STATEMENT OF OWNER WARRANTIES. The Owner hereby makes and
states the Owner Warranties.

ARTICLE 7
CITY WARRANTIES

7.1 STATEMENT OF CITY WARRANTIES. The City hereby makes and states the
City Warranties.

ARTICLE 8
INDEMNIFICATION OF CITY

8.1 INDEMNIFICATION OF CITY. Owner shall indemnify, defend and hold the
-8-




City, its Council, agents, employees, attorneys and representatives harmless against and in respect
of any and all claims, demands, actions, suits, proceedings, losses, costs, expenses, obligations,
liabilities, damages, recoveries, and deficiencies, including interest, penalties and attorneys' fees,
that the City incurs of suffers, which arise out of, result from or relate to:

a.)

b.)

c.)

d)

£)

g.)

h.)

3)

9.1

breach by the Owner of the Owner Warranties;

failure of the Owner to timely construct the Improvements according to the
Development Plans and the City ordinances, standards and specifications;

failure by the Owner to observe or perform any covenant, condition, obligation or
agreement on its part to be observed or performed under this Custom Grading
Agreement;

failure by the Owner to pay contractors, subcontractors, laborers, or materialmen;
failure by the Owner to pay for materials;

approval by the City of the Development Plans;

failure to obtain the necessary permits and authorizations to construct the
Improvements;

construction of the Improvements;
delays in construction of the Improvements;

all costs and liabilities arising because building permits were issued prior to the
completion and acceptance of the Improvements.

ARTICLE 9
CITY REMEDIES UPON OWNER DEFAULT

CITY REMEDIES. If an Owner Default occurs that is not caused by Force

Majeure, the City shall give the Owner Formal Notice of the Owner Default and the Owner shall
have ten (10) business days to cure the Owner Default. If the Owner, after Formal Notice to it by
the City, does not cure the Owner Default within ten (10) business days, then the City may avail
itself of any remedy afforded by law and any of the following remedies:

a.)
b.)

c.)

the City may specifically enforce this Custom Grading Agreement;

the City may collect on the irrevocable letter of credit or cash deposit pursuant to
Article 10 hereof;

the City may suspend or deny building and occupancy permits for buildings within
the Property;

9.



d.) the City may, at its sole option, perform the work or improvements to be performed
by the Owner, in which case the Owner shall within thirty (30) days after written
billing by the City reimburse the City for any costs and expenses incurred by the
City.

92 NO ADDITIONAL WAIVER IMPLIED BY ONE WAIVER. In the event any
agreement contained in this Custom Grading Agreement is breached by the Owner and thereafter
waived in writing by the City, such waiver shall be limited to the particular breach so waived and
shall not be deemed to waive any other concurrent, previous or subsequent breach hereunder. All
waivers by the City must be in writing,

93  NO REMEDY EXCLUSIVE. No remedy herein conferred upon or reserved to the
City shall be exclusive of any other available remedy or remedies, but each and every such remedy
shall be cumulative and shall be in addition to every other remedy given under the Custom Grading
Agreement or now or hereafter existing at law or in equity or by statute. No delay or omission to
exercise any right or power accruing upon any default shall impair any such right or power or shall
be construed to be a waiver thereof, but any such right and power may be exercised from time to
time and as often as may be deemed expedient. In order to entitle the City to exercise any remedy
reserved to it, it shall not be necessary to give notice, other than the Formal Notice.

94  EMERGENCY. Notwithstanding the requirement contained in Section 9.1 hereof
relating to Formal Notice to the Owner in case of a Owner Default and notwithstanding the
requirement contained in Section 9.1 hereof relating to giving the Owner a ten (10) business day
period to cure the Owner Default, in the event of an emergency as determined by the Director of
PWD, resulting from the Owner Default, the City may perform the work or improvement to be
performed by the Owner without giving any notice or Formal Notice to the Owner and without
giving the Owner the ten (10) day period to cure the Owner Default. In such case, the Owner shall
within thirty (30) days after written billing by the City reimburse the City for any and all costs
incurred by the City.

ARTICLE 10
ESCROW DEPOSIT

‘ 101 ESCROW REQUIREMENT. Contemporaneously herewith, the Owner shall
deposit with the City an irrevocable letter of credit, or cash deposit for the amount of $10,000
(“Escrow Amount™).

The bank and form of the irrevocable letter of credit, or cash deposit shall be subject to
approval by the City Finance Director and City Attorney and shall continue to be in full force and
effect until released by the CITY. The irrevocable letter of credit shall be for a term ending
December 31, 2016. In the alternative, the letter of credit may be for a one year term provided it is
automatically renewable for successive one year periods from the present or any future expiration
dates with a final expiration date of December 31, 2016, and further provided that the irrevocable
letter of credit states that at least sixty (60) days prior to the expiration date the bank will notify the
City that if the bank elects not to renew for an additional period. The irrevocable letter of credit

-10-



shall secure compliance by the Owner with the terms of this Custom Grading Agreement. The City
may draw down on the irrevocable letter of credit or cash deposit, without any further notice than
that provided in Section 9.1 relating to an Owner Default, for any of the following reasons:

a.) an Owner Default; or

b)) upon the City receiving notice that the irrevocable letter of credit will be allowed to
lapse before December 31, 2016.

The City shall use the escrow proceeds to reimburse the City for its costs and to cause the
Improvements to be constructed to the extent practicable; after the Director of PWD determines that
such Improvements have been constructed and after retaining 10% of the proceeds for later
distribution pursuant to Section 10.2, the remaining proceeds shall be distributed to Owner.

With City approval, the irrevocable letter of credit or cash deposit may be reduced pursuant
to Section 10.2 from time to time as financial obligations are paid.

102 ESCROW RELEASE AND ESCROW INCREASE.

Periodically, upon the Owner's written request and upon completion by the Owner and
acceptance by the City of any specific Improvements, ninety percent (90%) of that portion of the
irrevocable letter of credit, or cash deposit covering those specific completed improvements only
shall be released. The final ten percent (10%) of that portion of the irrevocable letter of credit, or
cash deposit, for those specific completed improvements shall be held until acceptance by the City
and expiration of the warranty period under Section 1.17 hereof: in the alternative, the Owner may
post a bond satisfactory to the City with respect to the final ten percent (10%).

10.3 ENGINEERING ESCROW AMOUNT. In addition, the Owner shall deposit
$1,500 in cash with the City (hereafter “Engineering Escrow Amount”) contemporaneously with
execution of this Agreement.

The Engineering Escrow Amount shall be used to pay the City for engineering review and
inspection expenses, attorney’s fees, consultant fees, erosion and sediment control expenses,
staff review time associated with coordination, review, design, preparation and inspection of the
Development Plans, the Improvements, and this Agreement and other associated City costs.
Fees will be calculated at the City’s standard rates charged for such tasks.

The Engineering Escrow Amount shall also be available to the City to pay for deficiencies and
problems related to grading, drainage and erosion control and landscaping on the Owner
Property in the event such problems and deficiencies arise. The City may also use the
Engineering Escrow Amount to correct any such deficiencies or problems or to protect against
further deficiencies or problems.

The City shall return to the Owner any remaining Engineering Escrow Amount when all the
following events have occurred:
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a.) all of the landscaping and vegetation has been established to the sole satisfaction
of the City.

To the extent the engineering inspection charges or the amount needed to correct the deficiencies
and problems relating to grading, drainage, erosion control, or landscaping exceed the initially
deposited $1,500 Engineering Escrow Amount, the Owner is responsible for payment of such
excess within thirty (30) days after billing by the City. :

ARTICLE 11
MISCELLANEOQUS

11.1  CITY'S DUTIES. The terms of this Custom Grading Agreement shall not be
considered an affirmative duty upon the City to complete any Improvements.

11.2 NO THIRD PARTY RECOURSE. Third parties shall have no recourse against
the City under this Custom Grading Agreement.

113 VALIDITY. If any portion, section, subsection, sentence, clause, paragraph or
phrase of this Custom Grading Agreement is for any reason held to be invalid, such decision shall
not affect the validity of the remaining portion of this Custom Grading Agreement.

114 RECORDING. Within 30 days from the date of this Custom Grading Agreement,
the Custom Grading Agreement shall be recorded by the Owner with the County Recorder and the
Owner shall provide and execute any and all documents necessary to implement the recording.

11.5 BINDING AGREEMENT. The parties mutually recognize and agree that all terms
and conditions of this recordable Custom Grading Agreement shall run with the Property and shall
be binding upon the heirs, successors, administrators and assigns of the Owner. This Custom
Grading Agreement shall also apply to all after-acquired title of the Owner in the Property.

11.6 ASSIGNMENT. The Owner may not assign this Custom Grading Agreement
without the written permission of the Council. The Owner's obligations hereunder shall continue in
full force and effect, even if the Owner sells the Property.

11.7 AMENDMENT AND WAIVER. The parties hereto may by mutual written
agreement amend this Custom Grading Agreement in any respect. Any party hereto may extend the
time for the performance of any of the obligations of another, waive any inaccuracies in
representations by another contained in this Custom Grading Agreement or in any document
delivered pursuant hereto which inaccuracies would otherwise constitute a breach of this Custom
. Grading Agreement, waive compliance by -another with any of the covenants contained in this
Custom Grading Agreement, waive performance of any obligations by the other or waive the
fulfillment of any condition that is precedent to the performance by the party so waiving of any of
its obligations under this Custom Grading Agreement. Any agreement on the part of any party for
any such amendment, extension or waiver must be in writing. No waiver of any of the provisions of
this Custom Grading Agreement shall be deemed, or shall constitute, a waiver of any other
provisions, whether or not similar, nor shall any waiver constitute a continuing waiver.
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11.8  GOVERNING LAW. This Custom Grading Agreement shall be governed by and
construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Minnesota.

11.9  COUNTERPARTS. This Custom Grading Agreement may be executed in any

number of counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an original but all of which shall constitute
one and the same instrument. : '

11.10 HEADINGS. The subject headings of the paragraphs and subparagraphs of this
Custom Grading Agreement are included for purposes of convenience only, and shall not affect the
construction of interpretation of any of its provisions.

11.11 INCONSISTENCY. If the Development Plans are inconsistent with the words of
this Custom Grading Agreement or if the obligation imposed hereunder upon the Owner are

inconsistent, then that provision or term which imposes a greater and more demanding obligation on
the Owner shall prevail.

11.12  ACCESS. The Owner hereby grants to the City, its agents, employees, officers, and
contractors a license to enter the Property to perform all work and inspections deemed appropriate
by the City during the installation of Improvements.

[the remainder of this page has been intentionally left blank]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOPF, the parties have executed this Custom Grading Agreement.
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk

STATE OF MINNESOTA )

) Ss.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 8" day of September, 2014, before me a Notary Public within and for said County,
personally appeared George Tourville and Melissa Kennedy to me personally known, who being
each by me duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and Deputy City Clerk of
the City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the foregoing instrument, and that the
seal affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed on behalf of said municipality by authority of

its City Council and said Mayor and Deputy City Clerk acknowledged said instrument to be the free
act and deed of said municipality.

Notary Public
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OWNER:

Lawrence J. Nava Jr.

A
/ ;\\&( \/ \/ \—», (/(./(\JL/\
C&leenM Nava

STATE OF MINNESOTA )

) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 5[_9; day of September, 2014, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared Lawrence J. Nava Jr. and Colleen M. Nava, husband and wife, to me
personally known to be the persons described in and who executed the foregoing instrument and
they acknowledged that they executed the same as their free act and deed.

C\‘/{m( L.

Notary Public
AFTER RECORDING, PLEASE
THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY: RETURN DOCUMENT TO:
LeVander, Gillen, & Miller, P.A. LeVander, Gillen & Miller, P.A.
633 South Concord Street, Suite 400 633 South Concord Street, Suite 400
. South St. Paul, MN 55075 : South St. Paul, MN 55075
(651)451-1831 (651)451-1831
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APPENDIX 1
LIST OF DEVELOPMENT PLANS

DATE OF PLAN PREPARED
PLAN PREPARATION BY
Retaining Wall 8-22-14 Service Engineering

Profile
(Sheets 1 and 2)

The above-listed plan was approved by the City Engineer on September 2, 2014.
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APPENDIX 2
IMPROVEMENTS

The items checked with an "X" below are the Improvements.

CHECKED COMPLETION DATE
X Prior to obtaining building permit
X Prior to Certificate of Occupancy
X Within 6 months after Certificate

of Occupancy

IMPROVEMENT

grading, drainage, and
sediment & erosion control

As-built Certificate of Survey

landscaping



PERMANENT UTILITY AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT

THIS PERMANENT UTILITY AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT (Easement) is made,
granted and conveyed this 8" day of September, 2014, between Lawrence J. Nava Jr. and Colleen
M. Nava (hereinafter referred to as “Landowner”) and the City of Inver Grove Heights, a municipal
corporation organized under the laws of the State of Minnesota (hereinafter referred to as the

“City”).

The Landowner owns the real property situated within Dakota County, Minnesota as
described on the attached Exhibit A (hereinafter “Landowner’s Property™).

The Landowner in consideration of the sum of One Dollar and other good and valuable
consideration to it in hand paid by the City, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby
acknowledged, does hereby grant and convey unto the City, its successors and assigns, the
following:

A permanent easement for utility and drainage purposes and all
such purposes ancillary, incident or related thereto (hereinafter
“Permanent Easement”) under, over, across, through and upon the
real properties legally described on Exhibit B (hereinafter the
“Permanent Easement Areas™) attached hereto and incorporated
herein by reference.

The Permanent Easement rights granted herein are forever and shall include, but not be
limited to, the construction, maintenance, repair and replacement of any sanitary sewer,
water mains, storm water facilities, drainage facilities and any utilities, underground pipes,
culverts, conduits, other utilities and mains, and all facilities and improvements ancillary,
incident or related thereto, under, over, across, through and upon the Permanent Easement
Areas.
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The Permanent Easement rights further include, but are not limited to, the right of ingress
and egress over the Permanent Easement Areas to access the Permanent Easement for the
purposes of construction, maintenance, repair and replacement of any sanitary sewer, water
mains, storm water facilities, drainage facilities any utilities, underground pipes, conduits,

culverts, other utilities, mains and all facilities and improvements ancillary, incident or
‘related thereto. ~ : .

EXEMPT FROM STATE DEED TAX

The rights of the City also include the right of the City, its contractors, agents and servants:

a.) to enter upon the Permanent Easement Areas at all reasonable times for the
purposes of construction, reconstruction, inspection, repair, replacement, grading,
sloping, and restoration relating to the purposes of this Easement; and

b.) to maintain the Permanent Easement Areas, any City improvements and any
underground pipes, conduits, or mains, together with the right to excavate and refill
ditches or trenches for the location of such pipes, conduits or mains; and

c.) to remove from the Permanent Easement Areas trees, brush, herbage,
aggregate, undergrowth and other obstructions interfering with the location,
construction and maintenance of the pipes, conduits, or mains and to deposit earthen
material in and upon the Permanent Easement Areas; and |

d.) to remove or otherwise dispose of all earth or other material excavated from
the Permanent Easement Areas as the City may deem appropriate.

The City shall not be responsible for any costs, expenses, damages, demands, obligations,
penalties, attorneys' fees and losses resulting from any claims, actions, suits, or proceedings
based upon a release or threat of release of any hazardous substances, petroleum, pollutants, and
contaminants which may have existed on, or which relate to, the Permanent Easement Areas or
the Landowner’s Property prior to the date hereof.

Nothing contained herein shall be deemed a waiver by the City of any governmental
immunity defenses, statutory or otherwise. Further, any and all claims brought by Landowner,
themselves, or their successors or assigns, shall be subject to any governmental immunity defenses
of the City and the maximum liability limits provided by Minnesota Statute, Chapter 466.

The Landowner, for themselves and their successors and assigns, do hereby warrant to and
covenant with the City, its successors and assigns, that they are well seized in fee of the
Landowner’s Property described on Exhibit A and the Permanent Easement Areas described on

Exhibit B and that they have good right to grant and convey the Permanent Easement herein to the
City.
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IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, the Landowner and the City have caused this Easement to
be executed as of the day and year first above written.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk

STATE OF MINNESOTA )

) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 8" day of September, 2014, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared George Tourville and Melissa Kennedy, to me personally known,
who being each by me duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and Deputy
City Clerk of the City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the foregoing
instrument, and that the seal affixed to said instrament was signed and sealed on behalf of said
municipality by authority of its City Council and said Mayor and Deputy City Clerk
acknowledged said instrument to be the free act and deed of said municipality.

Notary Public
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LANDOWNER

!

Lawrenée J. Nava Jr.

L8V Coen A s

Colleen M. Nava

STATE OF MINNESOTA )

) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 3_’/_'? day of September, 2014, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared Lawrence J. Nava Jr. and Colleen M. Nava, husband and wife, to me
personally known to be the persons described in and who executed the foregoing instrument and
they acknowledged that they executed the same as their free act and deed.

: KIM A. FOX //’»\M C\ . ‘”‘)u\;@

§ Notary Public-Minnesota == -
% G251 My Commission Expires Jan 31, 2015 Notary Public
B AAARAAANAANAAAAAAA AN

AFTER RECORDING, PLEASE

THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY: RETURN DOCUMENT TO:
LeVander, Gillen, & Miller, P.A. LeVander, Gillen & Miller, P.A.
633 South Concord Street, Suite 400 633 South Concord Street, Suite 400
South St. Paul, MN 55075 South St. Paul, MN 55075
(651)451-1831 A (651) 451-1831

LACLIENTS\810\81000\ 3000 - Pass Through\leffers Subdivision - Lawrence and Coll Nava Custom Grading Agreement (48XX Boyd Ave.) -
13178\documents\Permanent Drainage and Utility Easement.doc
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EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LANDOWNER’S PROPERTY

Real Property located in the City of Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota, described
as follows: : : :

All of Lot 16 and 17, JEFFERS SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 5 INCLUSIVE,
BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARREN’S ACRE LOTS NO. 1, except the north 9.67
feet of Lot 17;

Together with that portion of the vacated public street dedicated as Cary Avenue
(ak.a. 49" Street East) on the recorded plat of JEFFERS SUBDIVISION OF
LOTS1 TO 5 INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARREN’S ACRE LOTS
NO. 1 described as follows:

Beginning at the Southwest Corner of Lot 16, JEFFERS SUBDIVISION OF
LOTS1 TO 5 INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARREN’S ACRE LOTS
NO. 1, thence easterly along the southerly line of Lot 16 on an assumed bearing
of North 89°49°58” East, a distance of 135.32 feet; thence South 00°10°22” East,
a distance 30 feet; thence South 89°49°58” West a distance of 135.35 feet; thence
North 00°06°52” West to the point of beginning.
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EXHIBIT B
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PERMANENT EASEMENT AREAS

A permanent easement for utility and drainage purposes and all such purposes ancillary, incident
or related thereto under, over, across, through and-upon the following real property located in the
City of Inver Grove Heights, County of Dakota, State of Minnesota:

The south 5.00 feet of the north 14.67 feet of Lot 17, JEFFERS’ SUBDIVISION
OF LOTS 1 TO 5 INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARREN’S ACRE
LOTS NO. 1, according to the recorded plat thereof, Dakota County, Minnesota.

AND

The south 10.00 feet of Lot 16, JEFFERS’ SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 5
INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF CARY 1. WARREN’S ACRE LOTS NO. 1,
according to the recorded plat thereof, Dakota County, Minnesota.

AND

The west 10.00 feet of Lot 16, JEFFERS’ SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 5
INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARREN’S ACRE LOTS NO. 1, except
the south 10.00 feet of the west 10.00 feet of Lot 16, JEFFERS’ SUBDIVISION
OF LOTS 1 TO 5 INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARREN’S ACRE
LOTS NO. 1, according to the recorded plat thereof, Dakota County, Minnesota.

AND

The west 10.00 feet of Lot 17, JEFFERS’ SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 5
INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARREN’S ACRE LOTS NO. 1, except
the south 5.00 feet of the north 14.67 feet of the west 10.00 feet of Lot 17,
JEFFERS’ SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 5 INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF
CARY I. WARREN’S ACRE LOTS NO. 1, according to the recorded plat
thereof, Dakota County, Minnesota.

AND

The west 10.00 feet of the vacated alley adjacent to the easterly boundary line of

. Lot 16 and adjacent to the easterly boundary line of Lot 17 except the north 9.67
feet, JEFFERS’ SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 5 INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF
CARY I. WARREN’S ACRE LOTS NO. 1, according to the recorded plat
thereof, Dakota County, Minnesota.

AND
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That portion of the vacated public street dedicated as Cary Ave. (ak.a. 49" Street
East) on the recorded plat of JEFFERS SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 5
INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARREN’S ACRE LOTS NO. 1
described as follows:

Beginning at the Southwest Corner of Lot 16, of JEFFERS SUBDIVISION OF
LOTS 1 TO 5 INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARREN’S ACRE LOTS
NO. 1, thence easterly along the southerly line of Lot 16 on an assumed bearing
of North 89°49°58” East, a distance of 135.32 feet; thence South 00°10°22” East,
a distance 30 feet; thence South 89°49°58” West a distance of 135.35 feet; thence
North 00°06°52” West to the point of beginning.



AGREEMENT RELATING TO LANDOWNER
IMPROVEMENTS WITHIN CITY EASEMENT ON
LOT 16 AND 17, JEFFERS SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 5 INCLUSIVE,
BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARRENS ACRE LOTS NO. 1,
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

THIS AGREEMENT RELATING TO LANDOWNER IMPROVEMENTS
WITHIN CITY EASEMENT ON LOT 16 AND 17, JEFFERS SUBDIVISION OF LOTS
1 TO 5 INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 2 OF CARY I. WARRENS ACRE LOTS NO. 1,

(Agreement) is made this 8™ day of September, 2014, by and between the City of Inver Grove
Heights (hereafter referred to as “City”), a Minnesota municipal corporation, and Lawrence J.
Nava Jr. and Colleen M. Nava, husband and wife (hereafter collectively referred to as
“Landowner”). Based on the covenants, agreements, representations and recitals herein
contained, the parties agree as follows:

ARTICLE 1
TERMS

1.1~ Terms. Unless specifically defined elsewhere in this Agreement, the following
terms shall have the following meanings.

1.2 City. “City” means the City of Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal
corporation.

1.3 Subject Land. “Subject Land” means that certain real property located in the
City of Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota legally described as follows:

Lots 16 and 17, Jeffers® Subdivision of Lots 1 to 5 inclusive, Block 2 of Cary
I. Warren’s Acre Lots No. 1, except the north 9.67 feet of Lot 17.

1.4 City Easement. “City Easement” means the following easement located on the
Subject Land:

The permanent drainage and utility easement dedicated on the recorded
plat of Jeffers’ Subdivision of Lots 1 to 5 inclusive, Block 2 of Cary I
Warren’s Acre Lots No. 1; and the permanent utility and drainage easement



granted to the City by document dated September 8, 2014 recorded as
Dakota County Document No.

1.5 Landowner. “Landowner” means Lawrence J. Nava Jr. and Colleen M. Nava,
husband and wife, and their assigns and successors in interest with respect to the Subject Land.

- 1.6  Formal Notice. “Formal Notice” means notice given by one party to the other
if in writing and if and when delivered or tendered either in person or by depositing it in the
United States mail in a sealed envelope, by certified mail, return receipt requested, with
postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

IF TO CITY: City of City of Inver Grove Heights
Attention: Director of Public Works
8150 Barbara Avenue
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

IF TO LANDOWNER: Lawrence J. Nava Jr. and Colleen M. Nava
2290 Ocala Court
Mendota Heights, MN 55120

or to such other address as the party addressed shall have previously designated by notice given
in accordance with this Section. Notices shall be deemed to have been duly given on the date
of service if served personally on the party to whom notice is to be given, or on the third day
after mailing if mailed as provided above, provided, that a notice not given as above shall, if it
18 in writing, be deemed given if and when actually received by a party.

1.7 Landowner Improvements. “Landowner Improvements” means the retaining
wall located on the Subject Land in the City Easement.

1.8  City Easement Improvements. “City Easement Improvements” means all
existing and future sanitary sewer, municipal water and storm water pipes, conduits, culverts,
ditches, ponds, catch basins, water collection mechanisms, drainage facilities, maintenance

access routes and other utility appurtenances lying within the City Easement now or in the
future.

1.9  Construction Plan. “Construction Plan” means the Retaining Wall Profile

(Sheets 1 and 2) dated August 22, 2014 prepared by Service Engineering attached as Exhibit A
which identifies the location of the Landowner Improvements. The Construction Plan is on file
with the City.

1.10  City Utility Costs. “City Utility Costs” means all costs incurred by the City,
(whether performed by the City or its agents or contractors), for the inspection of and access to
and repair, maintenance and replacement of the City’s Easement Improvements located in the
City Easement and the placement of additional City Easement Improvements in the City
Easement. City Utility Costs, include, without limitation: excavation costs, labor costs, costs
of removing fill, costs of re-burying the City Easement Improvements, re-compacting the soils
over the City Easement Improvements, restoring the City Easement area, and all engineering
and attorneys’ fees incurred in connection therewith. City Utility Costs also include the costs
of temporarily removing the Landowner Improvements and subsequently replacing the
Landowner Improvements in the City Easement, if such costs have not already been paid by
the Landowners.




1.11  Pre-Encroachment Costs. “Pre-Encroachment Costs” means a reasonable
estimate by the City of the costs the City would have incurred for City Utility Costs if the
Landowner Improvements did not exist.

1.12 Cost Differential. “Cost Differential” means the difference between the Pre-
Encroachment Costs and the City Utility Costs caused by the existence of the Landowner
Improvements. The City’s reasonable determination of the amount of the Cost Differential
shall be binding on the Landowners. The City’s reasonable determination shall be
appropriately supported by cost estimates obtained from independent contractors or engineers.

ARTICLE 2
RECITALS

Recital No. 1. The undersigned Landowner is the fee title owner of the Subject Land
located in Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota.

Recital No. 2 The City Easement is on the Subject Land. The City owns the City
Easement. The City Easement Improvements are within the City Easement and future City
Easement Improvements may be located within the City Easement.

Recital No. 3. Landowner has requested permission from the City to construct the
Landowner Improvements within the City Easement for the benefit of the Subject Land.

Recital No. 4.  Subject to the terms of this Agreement, the City is willing to allow
the Landowner Improvements to be retained and placed within the City Easement if the
following conditions are met:

a.) The Landowner maintains the Landowner Improvements;

b.) The Landowner agrees to pay the City any Cost Differential relating to
inspections, access, repair, maintenance and replacement of the existing City
BEasement Improvements and the placement of any future City Easement
Improvements in the City Easement.

c.) The Landowner agrees to temporarily remove the Landowner Improvements in
the event the City has need to access the area where the Landowner
Improvements exist in order for the City to inspect, repair, maintain, and
replace the existing City Easement Improvements or construct future City
Easement Improvements in the Easement Area.

d.) The Landowner agrees to modify the Landowner Improvements if the
Landowner Improvements interfere with the City Easement Improvements.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS AND THE
UNDERSIGNED LANDOWNER, FOR THEMSELVES, AND THEIR SUCCESSORS
AND ASSIGNS DO HEREBY AGREE: : :

ARTICLE 3
AGREEMENTS

3.1  Construction And Maintenance Of Landowner Improvements. Under the
terms and conditions stated herein, the Landowner, at Landowner’s own cost, is hereby
authorized by the City to construct the Landowner Improvements within the City Easement.




The Landowner Improvements shall only be placed at the location specified in the Construction
Plan. The Landowner Improvements must be constructed according to the Construction Plan.

The Landowner shall not place any other structures, irrigation systems, buildings, or
fences within the City Easement, except for the Landowner Improvements.

The Landowner, at Landowner’s expense, shall maintain and repair the Landowner
Improvements. :

The Landowner shall comply with all required City setbacks per the attached
Construction Plan.

3.2 City Not Responsible For Landowner Improvements. Nothing contained
herein shall be deemed an assumption by the City of any responsibility for construction,
maintenance, replacement or repair of the Landowner Improvements.

3.3 Continuing Right To City Easement. Nothing contained herein shall be
deemed a waiver or abandonment or transfer of the right, title and interest that the City holds
to the City Easement.

3.4 Subordinate Position Of Landowner Improvements. The Landowner

Improvements are subordinate to the rights of the City in the City Easement and in the City
Easement Improvements.

3.5 Risk Of Loss. The Landowner understands and agrees that the Landowner
Improvements within the City Easement may be adversely affected by use of the City
Easement. The parties agree that the City is not responsible for such events; the City shall
have no liability to the Landowner for such events. The Landowner assumes the risk of
installing the Landowner Improvements in the City Easement area.

3.6  Landowner To Bear Cost Of Relocating Landowner Improvements. The
City is responsible for the repair and maintenance of the City Easement Improvements in the
City Easement.

The City may require the Landowner to temporarily remove and subsequently replace
the Landowner Improvements in the City Easement in order for the City to gain access to the
City Easement Improvements for the purpose of inspecting, repairing, maintaining, or
replacing, the City Easement Improvements or adding future City Easement Improvements.

If the Landowner does not perform such tasks, the City may perform such tasks and in
such case the Landowner shall reimburse the City for the City’s costs and expenses. Prior to
commencing such tasks, the City shall send Formal Notice to the Landowner and allow the
Landowner twenty (20) days from the date of the Formal Notice to perform the tasks. If the
Landowrner has not completed the work within the twenty (20) days, then the City may proceed
to perform the tasks. Once the City’s costs and expenses have been determined by the City,
the City shall send an. invoice for such costs and expenses to the Landowner. The Landowner
must pay the invoice within thirty (30) days after the date of the invoice. Such costs and
expenses include, but are not limited to, costs charged the City by third parties such as
contractors as well as the costs for City personnel that may have performed the work. Bills not

paid shall incur the standard penalty and interest established by the City for utility billings
within the City.

3.7 Emergency. Notwithstanding the requirements contained in Sections 3.6
relating to a twenty (20) day Formal Notice to the Landowner to perform its obligations under
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Sections 3.6, the City shall not be required to give such Formal Notice if the City’s engineer
determines that an emergency exists. In such instance, the City, without giving Formal Notice
to the Landowner may perform the work and in such case the Landowner shall reimburse the
City for the costs and expenses relating to the work. Once the City’s costs and expenses have
been determined by the City, the City shall send an invoice for such costs and expenses to the
Landowner. The Landowner must pay the invoice within thirty (30) days after the date of the
invoice. Such costs and expenses include, but are not limited to, costs charged the City by
third parties such as contractors as well as the costs for City personnel that may have
performed the work. Bills not paid shall incur the standard penalty and interest established by
the City for utility bills within the City.

3.8 Cost Differential. If a Cost Differential occurs relating to the access to or
inspection, maintenance, repair or replacement of the City Easement Improvements or relating
to construction of new City Easement Improvements in the future, then the Landowner shall
pay the Cost Differential to the City. The Landowner must make payment for the Cost
Differential within 30 days after the City has sent a written invoice for the Cost Differential to
the Landowner.

3.9  Modifications To Landowner Improvements. If in the future the City
reasonably determines that the Landowner Improvements interfere with access for inspection or
with repair, maintenance, reconstruction, or replacement of City Easement Improvements, then
the Landowner, at Landowner’s own expense, shall make such modifications to the Landowner
Improvements as directed by the City. Such modifications may include, but are not limited to,
reconfiguration, removal and relocation of the Landowner Improvements.

If Landowner does not make the modifications, the City may make the modifications
and in such case the Landowner shall reimburse the City for the City’s costs and expenses.
Prior to commencing such modifications, the City shall send Formal Notice to the Landowner
and allow the Landowner twenty (20) days from the date of the Formal Notice to make the
modifications. If Landowner does not completely make the modifications, the City may
proceed to make the modifications. Once the City’s costs and expenses have been determined
by the City, the City shall send an invoice for such costs and expenses to the Landowner. The
Landowner must pay the invoice within thirty (30) days after the date of the invoice. Such
costs and expenses include, but are not limited to, costs charged the City by third parties such
as contractors as well as the costs for City personnel that may have performed the work
relating to the modifications.

3.10 Remedies. If the Landowner fails to perform their obligations under this
Agreement, then the City may avail itself of any remedy afforded by law or in equity and any
of the following non-exclusive remedies:

a.) The City may specifically enforce this Agreement.

b.) If the Landowner fails to make payments under Section 3.6, 3.7, 3.8 or 3.9,
then the City may certify to Dakota County the amounts due as payable with the
real estate. taxes for the Subject Land in the next calendar year; such
certifications may be made under Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 444 in a manner
similar to certifications for unpaid utility bills. The Landowner waives any and
all procedural and substantive objections to the imposition of such usual and
customary charges on the Subject Land.

Further, as an alternate means of collection, if the written billing is not paid by

the Landowner, the City, without notice and without hearing, may specially
assess the Subject Land for the costs and expenses incurred by the City. The
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Landowner hereby waives any and all procedural and substantive objections to
special assessments for the costs including, but not limited to, notice and hearing
requirements and any claims that the charges or special assessments exceed the
benefit to the Subject Land. The Landowner waives any appeal rights otherwise
available pursuant to Minnesota Statute § 429.081. The Landowner
acknowledges that the benefit from the performance of tasks by the City equals
or exceeds the amount of the charges and assessments for the costs that are
being imposed hereunder upon the Subject Land. : :

No remedy herein conferred upon or reserved to the City shall be exclusive of any
other available remedy or remedies, but each and every such remedy shall be cumulative and
shall be in addition to every other remedy given under this Agreement or now or hereafter
existing at law or in equity or by statute. No delay or omission to exercise any right or power
accruing upon any default shall impair any such right or power or shall be construed to be a
waiver thereof, but any such right and power may be exercised from time to time and as often
as may be deemed expedient.

3.11 Indemnification. The Landowner shall indemnify, defend and hold the City, its
council, agents, consultants, attorneys, employees and representatives harmless against and in
respect of any and all claims, demands, actions, suits, proceedings, losses, costs, expenses,
obligations, liabilities, damages, recoveries, and deficiencies including interest, penalties and
attorneys’ fees, that the City incurs or suffers, which arise out of, result from or relate to any
of the following:

a.) The Landowner Improvements;

b.) Installation and maintenance of the Landowners Improvements;

c.) Failure by the Landowner to observe or perform any covenant, condition,
obligation or agreement on their part to be observed or performed under this
Agreement; and

d.) Use of the City Easement for Landowner Improvements.

3.12 City Duties. Nothing contained in this Agreement shall be considered an
affirmative duty upon the City to perform the Landowner’s obligations contained in Article 3 if
the Landowner does not perform such obligations.

3.13 No Third Party Recourse. Third parties shall have no recourse against the
City under this Agreement.

3.14 Recording. The City may record this Agreement with the Dakota County
Recorder.

3.15 Binding Agreement. The parties mutually recognize and agree that all terms
and conditions of this. recordable Agreement shall run with the Subject Land and shall be
binding upon the heirs, successors, administrators and assigns of the parties.

This Agreement shall also be binding upon all after-acquired rights, interests and title of
the parties that may be acquired from and after the date of this Agreement.

3.16 Amendment And Waiver. The parties hereto may by mutual written
agreement amend this Agreement in any respect. Any party hereto may extend the time for the
performance of any of the obligations of another, waive any inaccuracies in representations by

6-



another contained in this Agreement or in any document delivered pursuant hereto which
Inaccuracies would otherwise constitute a breach of this Agreement, waive compliance by
another with any of the covenants contained in this Agreement and performance of any
obligations by the other or waive the fulfillment of any condition that is precedent to the
performance by the party so waiving of any of its obligations under this Agreement. Any
agreement on the part of any party for any such amendment, extension or waiver must be in
writing. No waiver of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall be deemed, or shall
constitute, a waiver of any other provisions, whether or not similar, nor shall any waiver
constitute a continuing waiver.

3.17 Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accord
with the laws of the State of Minnesota.

3.18 Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts,
each of which shall be deemed an original, but all of which shall constitute one and the same
instrument.

3.19 Headings. The subject headings of the sections this Agreement are included for
purposes of convenience only, and shall not affect the construction of interpretation of any of
its provisions.

ARTICLE 4
CONTINUITY OF RETAINING WALL

4.1 Continuity of Retaining Wall. Landowner agrees that if the adjacent property
owner to the north of Landowner Property constructs a retaining wall on the adjacent property,
the Landowner will grant permission to the adjacent property owner to connect and tie the
existing retaining wall on the Landowner Property to the retaining wall segment being built on
the adjacent property. Landowner agrees that this connection and tie in will provide continuity
to the retaining wall.

[the remainder of this page has been intentionally left blank]



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement the year and day
first set forth above.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:
George Tourville
Its Mayor
ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) Ss.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 8" day of September, 2014, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared George Tourville and Melissa Kennedy, to me personally known,
who being each by me duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and Deputy
City Clerk of the City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the foregoing
instrument, and that the seal affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed on behalf of said
municipality by authority of its City Council and said Mayor and Deputy City Clerk
acknowledged said instrument to be the free act and deed of said municipality.

Notary Public



LANDOWNER

N
’/ _.1 e
/ -

; / / L

Lawrence J. Nava Jr.

\ /
;‘/\“i ' 5; /i ;w; - '/‘;r ';»‘l /» /‘j ( ; {/1{
ol Vo A Lo A

éﬁl/leen M. Nava

STATE OF MINNESOTA )

) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this ,_-/2, day of September, 2014, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared Lawrence J. Nava Jr. and Colleen M. Nava, husband and wife, to me
personally known to be the persons described in and who executed the foregoing instrument and
they acknowledged that they executed the same as their free act and deed.

i oo FOX A\C - }

Notary Public-Mi
My Commission mméggn“:f?mss Notary Public

This instrument was drafted by: After recording, please return to:
Timothy J. Kuntz Timothy J. Kuntz

LeVander, Gillen & Miller, P.A. LeVander, Gillen & Miller

633 South Concord Street, Suite 400 633 South Concord Street, Suite 400
South St. Paul, Minnesota 55075 South St. Paul, Minnesota 55075
(651)451-1831 (651)451-1831



EXHIBIT A
CONSTRUCTION PLAN
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Richard J. Briguet

7245 Bancroft Way E.

Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077-3114
651-451-8821

ECEIVE

SEP 3 2014

Sept 3, 2014

City of Inver Grove Heights

Office of the City Engineer

8150 Barbara Avenue

Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077-3412

JK Anderson Builders, Inc. BL#BC002326
10887A Oak Grove Circle
Woodbury, MN 55129

RE: PID# 20-38700-00-170 (Lawrence J, Jr & Colleen Nava) Property #1
PID# 20-38700-00-191 (Richard J & Renee F. Briguet) Property #2

To Whom It May Concern:

This will serve as authorization to allow the grading of earth to and from Property #2, in
accordance with the specifications and limitations within the approved plan dated and recorded
September 2, 2014, by the IGH City Engineer’s office, as it applies to the proposed
improvement(s) on and to Property #1. (See attached.)

Dated this 3™ day of September, 2014.
/

Riéhafﬁ\LBﬁguet, Sri (foint Owner of Property #2)

Renee F. Briguet (Joint Owner of Property #2)
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AGENDA ITEM t ‘5

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Approving Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) with Dakota County for the
Preliminary Engineering and Final Design for City Project No. 2014-11 — Argenta Trail at
Trunk Highway 55

Meeting Date: September 8, 2014 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Consent None
Contact: Scott D. Thureen, 651.450.2571 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by:  Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: ST FTE included in current

complement

New FTE requested — N/A

X | Other: Local Improvement
Fund

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider resolution approving Joint Powers Agreement with Dakota County for the preliminary
engineering and final design for City Project No. 2014-11 — Argenta Trail at Trunk Highway 55.

SUMMARY

The subject joint powers agreement (JPA) defines the division of responsibility between Dakota
County and Inver Grove Heights with regard to the completion of preliminary engineering and
final design for City Project No. 2014-11. This project will result in an improved configuration of
the intersection of Argenta Trail (County State Aid Highway 28/63) and Trunk Highway 55, with
improved turn lanes and a permanent traffic signal system. The design will consider the
location of a potential future interchange at this intersection to insure that ramp locations work
with the local connecting streets and provide for a cost-effective transition from intersection to
interchange. Argenta Trail will be designed as a four-lane divided highway (from the end of the
current four-lane section located south and west of the intersection with T.H. 55, to a point
approximately 600 feet south of 70th Street. See Exhibit 1. The design will identify right-of-way
needs for the project, allowing final decisions to be made concerning the development of, and
access to, adjacent parcels.

This project is in the City’s CIP. Funding of the City’s share of the feasibility study, preliminary
engineering and final design (estimated to be $180,000) is recommended to come from the
Local Improvement Fund. | recommend that the City Council adopt this resolution approving the
JPA

SDT/kf

Attachments: Resolution
JPA
Exhibit 1



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS TO ENTER INTO A
JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT WITH DAKOTA COUNTY FOR PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING AND FINAL DESIGN FOR CITY PROJECT NO. 2014-11

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights and Dakota County desire to complete a
study to identify an alignment for Argenta Trail (CSAH 28/63) from the current intersection of
Argenta Trail and CSAH 28 (located south and west of the intersection of CSAH 28 and TH 55)
to a pont approximately 600 feet south of 70th Street (CSAH 26); and

WHEREAS, the study will include the design of improvements to the intersection of
Argenta Trial (CSAH 28/63) and TH 55, to include turn lanes, a permanent traffic signal system
and consider the location of a potential future interchange layout as part of said design.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Inver Grove Heights enter into
an agreement with Dakota County that defines the sharing of costs and the responsibilities of
the two entities.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the proper City officers be and hereby are
authorized to execute such agreement, and thereby assume for an on behalf of the City all of
the contractual obligations contained therein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City’s share of the study costs shall be funded
using Local Improvement Funds.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City shall utilize the results of the preliminary
engineering to prepare a feasibility study for the project.

Approved by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 8th day of September 2014

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk



Contract No. C0026121

JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR

PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING AND FINAL DESIGN STUDY

BETWEEN

THE COUNTY OF DA

THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

DAKOTA COUNTY PROJECT NO. 6325

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS PROJECT NO. 2014-11

SYNOPSIS ba‘kdt‘:é’@ounty "'Tréhsportation Department and the City agree to conduct a feasibility study,

pre//m/n ry englneer/ng, and fmal deSIQn for the construction of the 4-lane divided section extension of

~County State A/d H/ghway (CSAH) 28 from south of Trunk Highway (TH) 55 through the TH 55
mtersectlon to south of CSAH 26 (70”’ Street). The alignment of new CSAH 63 between CSAH 28 and

CSAH 26 will conSIder the ’potent/al for a future interchange at the intersection of TH 55. Improvements

necessary at the mtersect/on include turn lanes on all approaches, and the installation of a permanent
signal system. The extension of future CSAH 28 (Amana Trail) from its current location approximately %
mile west of TH 3 will connect with new CSAH 63 at a location that considers future potential ramp

location in Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County.



County Project No.63-25; City Project No. 2014-11
Contract No. C0026121
August 28, 2014
THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into by and between the County of Dakota, referred to in this
Agreement as "the County"; and the City of Inver Grove Heights, referred to in this Agreement as "the
City"; and witnesses the following:

WHEREAS, under MINNESOTA STATUTES §§ 162.17, subd. 1 and 471.59, subd. 1, two or more

governmental units may enter into an agreement to cooperatively exercise any power common to the
contracting parties, and one of the participating governmental units may exermse one of its powers on
behalf of the other governmental units; and :

WHEREAS, it is considered mutually desirable to conduct a feasibilit ; ﬂ"”fand provide preliminary
design to develop the County State Aid Highway (CSAH) 63 (Arg ) "'Trarl) co‘,, idor from south of Trunk
Highway (TH) 55 to south of County State Aid Highway (C‘SAT :)‘?‘126 (70" Street) kblth the potential for a

future interchange at the intersection of TH 55 in Inver Gi '":ve“He|ghts Dakota Coun L(the “Project”); and

WHEREAS, the County and the City require professmna \ _ervrces as i\etfforth in this Agreement to

k ine and identify a preferred
3‘corndor from south of TH 55 to south of CSAH 26 (70"
Street) with the potential for a future interchan A

conduct the feasibility study and provide prehmmary design to de

alternative for the reconstruction of the CSAI

eat the_\mtersectroyn-of ‘thl 55 in Inver Grove Heights,
Dakota County. .

WHEREAS, it is considere fxmutually desrrable for the City upon completion of the preliminary

engineering to contract for‘the final engmeerrng de5|gn for the County State Aid Highway (CSAH) 63
run ighway (TH) 55 to south of County State Aid Highway
(CSAH) 26 (70th Street) in tnver Grove Herghts" Dakota County (the “Project”); and

(Argenta Trail) corridor from south of

NOw, THEREFORE it rs"agreed that the County and the City will share Project responsibilities and jointly
partlcrpate in the Pro;ect costs assomated wrth the Fea3|b|I|ty study, prelrmmary des:gn engineering, and

will coordinate the prehmm ry engineering work of the consulting engineer with the County. Upon

completion of preliminary design, it is anticipated that the City will contract for the final design
engineering. Subject to the requirements of Section 10, below, the County and the City shall each retain

final decision-making authority within their respective areas of responsibility.



County Project No.63-25; City Project No. 2014-11
Contract No. C0026121
August 28, 2014

2. Preliminary Engineering. Preliminary engineering shall be defined as engineering work completed
through preliminary layouts, which includes, but is not limited to:
a. Surveying and Mapping
b. Engineering Studies and Reports
¢. Public Involvement Process
d. Environmental Reports

e. Traffic evaluation of various alternatives

f.  Preliminary Layouts (including Level 1 Layout as

The City and the County shall divide the cost of the pr” nary engineering with the Co

ible for 45%’*6f the cost.

responsible for 55% of the cost and the City being resp

3. Final Engineering. Final engineering sering work completed through final

e:defined as eng

plans and specifications, which includes, but is not limitex

c. Permit appr :

d. Righ_t‘f_o,fway needs :

Final Desxgn will be consis! ent thh County design practices, State-Aid design standards, the Dakota
County ansportatlon Plan andﬁthe City s‘j{utmty standards and specifications. The City and the County
shall divide the cost of the final ngineering with the County being responsible for 55% of the cost and the

City being respo‘nsgble for 45% ofjkthe cost.

4. Right-of-Way Pre-acqu;tlon The County will prepare right of way maps for the required permanent

and temporary hignWéy and drainage easements for this project.

5. Plans and Specifications. The deliverables for preliminary engineering include traffic engineering

analysis and evaluation and preliminary design of recommended improvements for the CSAH 63 (Argenta
Trail) corridor from south of TH 55 to south of CSAH 26 (70th Street) as set forth in paragraph 2 above.

The anticipated completion date of the preliminary engineering is February 27, 2015. Upon completion of



County Project No.63-25; City Project No. 2014-11
Contract No. C0026121
August 28, 2014

the preliminary engineering, it is anticipated that the City will contract for final design engineering. The
deliverables for final design engineering include final plans and specifications, engineer’s estimate, permit
apprevals and right of way acquisition for the final deeign of the recommended improvements for the |
CSAH 63 (Argenta Trail) corridor from south of TH 55 to south of CSAH 26 (70th Street) as set forth in

paragraph 3 above.

6. Payment. The City will act as the paying agent for payments to:the: sultant Payments to the

consultant will be made as the project work progresses and wh n certlfled for‘p ment by the City

receiving agency, the remainder of the claim‘:'s, all e»hrcmptiy paid and* ompanied by a written

explanation of the amounts mquestlon Payme dispdte will be made following good

faith negotiation with the sultant and:documenta n of actual costs incurred in carrying out the work.

7. Change Orders and upplementa Ag qreements Any change orders or supplemental agreements that

affect the Rroje,ctg:f};, parti _must be approved by both parties prior to execution of work.

8. Amendments Any amendments to '[hIS ‘Agreement will be effective only after approval by both

governlng bodles and executiol ,\,‘,of a wntten amendment document by duly authorized officials of each

body.

9. Effective Dates. Th:i“'s,Agreement will be effective upon execution by duly authorized officials of each
governing body and shall continue in effect until all work to be carried out in accordance with this

Agreement has been completed.



County Project No.63-25; City Project No. 2014-11
Contract No. C0026121
August 28, 2014

10. Rules and Regulations. The County and the City shall abide by Minnesota Department of

Transportation standard specifications, rules and contract administration procedures for the project,

unless amended by the contract specifications.

11. Indemnification. The County agrees to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City against any

and all claims, liability, loss, damage, or expense arising under the pro isions of this Agreement and

caused by or resulting from negligent acts or omissions of the Cog‘nty»and/or{ ose of County employees

~oragents. The City agrees to defend, indemnify, and hold ha‘r‘r‘nléss the County a mst any and all

claims, liability, loss, damage, or expense arising und; - the provisions of this Agreement for whrch the

City is responsible, including future operation and malntenance of facrhtres owned by the Crty and caused

by or resulting from negligent acts or omissions of the City and hose of City employees or agents. All

parties to this agreement recognize that liab I gj’ffunder this agreement are subject to

the provisions of the Minnesota Munrcrpal Tortli_ ims Law"" anesota Statutes Chapter 466. In the

event of any claims or actlons'f led aga st elther party,nothrng in t is agreement shall be construed to

allow a claimant to obtai ‘separate judgments or sepaj‘ kte liability caps from the individual parties.

12. Waiver. Anyandall person‘s “ngaged in the work to be performed by the City shall not be considered

employees of the County for~iany purpose including Worker's Compensation, or any and all claims that

may or mlght arlse out of sard employment context on behalf of said employees while so engaged. Any

. “’"_‘par’ty as a consequence of any act or omission on the part of said City

employees whrle so en aged on any of the work contemplated herein shall not be the obligation or

responsibility of the County The opposite situation shall also apply: the City shall not be responsible

under the Worker's Compensation Act for any employees of the County.

13. Audits. Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Sec 16 C. 05, Subd. 5, any books, records, documents, and

accounting procedures and practices of the City and the County relevant to the Agreement are subject to
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examination by the County or the City and either the Legislative Auditor or the State Auditor as
appropriate. The City and County agree to maintain these records for a period of six years from the date

of performance of all services covered under this agreement.

14. Integration and Continuing Effect. The entire and integrated agreement.of the parties contained in

this Agreement shall supersede all prior negotiations, representations or agreements between the City

will be bound by the

recommendations of the consultant and each agency shall retaiﬁ"final decision-mz

respect to road improvements within their respective a 2

3rd Floor, Apple Valley, MN 55124-8579, phoffe;g(?SZ) 891 100,or his ‘sﬁé‘cessor. The City of Inver

df the aammlétration of this Agreement is Scott

ot s“ehytéﬁv,el for theup,uyr,, '

Thureen, City Public,y\l‘:‘r‘ks‘ Director, 8150 Barbara'

address s. All parties may.¢ angey‘it‘“ﬁ ‘address by written notice to the other parties. Mailed notice shall

complete two bus\ihéfss days 'éfter the date of mailing.

NiHighwa AGRMENT\201\E3-25 IGH COR2B121 docx



IN WITNESS THEREOF, the parties have caused this agreement to be executed by their duly authorized

officials.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL:

Public Works Director

DAKOTA COUNTY

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL:  APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Assistant County Attorney / Date

County Engineer

By:

.Physical Development Director

COUNTY BOARD RESOLUTION:

No: 04- _Date: Auguist 26, 2014 Date:

K#
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AGENDA ITEM z ‘

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Receiving Professional Services Proposals and Accepting Proposal from
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. for City Project No. 2014-11 — Argenta Trail at Trunk
Highway 55

Meeting Date: September 8, 2014 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent None
Contact: Scott D. Thureen, 651.450.2571 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by:  Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: f?rs{ FTE included in current

complement

New FTE requested — N/A

X | Other: Local Improvement
Fund

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider resolution receiving professional services proposals and accepting proposal from
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. for City Project No. 2014-11 — Argenta Trail at Trunk Highway
55.

SUMMARY

The City and Dakota County have entered into a Joint Powers Agreement to complete
preliminary engineering and final design for CSAH 28/CSAH 63 (Argenta Trail) from south of TH
55 to south of CSAH 26 (70th Street). Proposals for the preliminary engineering were
requested and received from three consultants on August 22, 2014. The proposals were
reviewed by City and County staff and a conference call was held with representatives of the
consultant who submitted the preferred proposal to confirm assumptions and clarify information
they presented in their proposal. The proposing firms were Bolton & Menk, Inc., Kimley-Horn
and Associates, Inc. and SRF, Inc.

Staff at the City and the County recommends that the proposal from Kimley-Horn be accepted
based on the strength of their project approach, their thorough understanding of the required
scope of work, the expertise of their project team and the proposed cost of services ($234,895).

The City will be responsible for 45 percent of the cost ($105,705). The City is the lead agency
for this project and as such will handle all contract administration and payments. The County
will be invoiced for its share of the cost.

I recommend that the Council adopt the resolution accepting the proposal and authorized staff
to execute a contract with Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. for preliminary engineering for City
Project No. 2014-11.

SDT/kf
Attachments: Resolution
Proposals



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION RECEIVING PROPOSALS FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES,
ACCEPTING THE PROPOSAL FROM KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC. AND
AUTHORIZING STAFF TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT FOR PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
FOR CITY PROJECT NO. 2014-11

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights and Dakota County have entered into a
Joint Powers Agreement for preliminary engineering and final design for City Project No. 2014-
11 (Dakota County Project No. 63-25); and

WHEREAS, the City is the lead agency for the project as stated in the Joint Powers
Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the City and the County requested and received proposals from three
engineering consulting firms for preliminary engineering for City Project No. 2014-11; and

WHEREAS, the proposal from Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. provided a strong
project approach, a thorough understanding of the required scope of work, presented a project
team with the appropriate expertise and provided a reasonable cost for the proposed services.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that City Council of Inver Grove Heights
receives the three proposals, accepts the proposal from Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. and
authorizes staff to execute an Individual Project Order (IPO) with Kimley-Horn for the requested
work.

Approved by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 8th day of September 2014

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk
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August 22, 2014 . _
. 2550 University Avenue

- Scott Thureen, P.E. Brian Sorenson, P.E. West

City of Inver Grove Heights Physical Development — Transportation Suite 238N

City Hall Western Service Center 3rd Floor St. Paul, MN 55114

8150 Barbara Avenue 14955 Galaxie Avenue TN (Fog sanrana

Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077 Apple Valley, MN 55124

sthureen@invergroveheights.org brian.sorenson@co.dakota.mn.us

Re: CSAH 28/CSAH 63 Preliminary Design from South of TH 55 to South of CSAH 26

Dear Mr. Thureen and Mr. Sorenson,

The area surrounding Argenta Trail and Trunk Highway 55 (TH 55) is a very active part of Inver Grove Heights with
many development opportunities as the economy is strengthening and life is moving and improving again. The City
of Inver Grove Heights and Dakota County need to complete some advance planning for this area to help facilitate
development and prepare for transportation needs now and into the future. We understand that there is a long-
term vision for a north-south roadway connection between TH 55 and 1-494 and we want to help you plan
appropriately for that vision. This is a time of exciting change and growth for Inver Grove Heights and Dakota County,
and Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. is ready to help you move forward.

Kimley-Horn is familiar with the City of Inver Grove Heights. We have been working with the city for more
than 10 years and have a proven track record of delivering general municipal and transportation projects. This has
included services from preliminary concepts and feasibility study analysis through final design and construction.

We are also intimately familiar with the project area. We have provided preliminary and final design
services for past private development work in the area, and we are currently assisting the city in the review of
other development proposals in the area. Our subconsultants, Emmons & Oliver Resources (EOR), American
Engineering Testing (AET),  Pioneer Engineering also have extensive experience working in the area.

The success of this project is dependent upon the cooperation and coordination of multiple stakeholders including
the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT), Dakota County, Inver Grove Heights, local developers, and
regulatory agencies. We have the proven relationships that will be necessary for the successful engagement of all
of the required stakeholders. Our past experience working with a number of the developers in the project area will
help to streamline the engagement process.

We have compiled a strong team to serve the City of Inver Grove Heights and Dakota County on this preliminary
design project, led by project manager Bill Klingbeil, P.E. Bill brings more than 14 years of local experience to this
project along with a passion to get the job done.

We appreciate the opportunity to serve you on this project. As you are reviewing our proposal, please don't hesitate
to contact us with any questions. We look forward to hearing from you soon.

Sincerely,

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

2 i

William C. Klingbeil, P.E. Jon Horn, P.E.

Project Manager Sr. Vice President

(612) 294-7275 (651) 643-0406
william.klingbeil@kimley-horn.com jon.horn@kimley-horn.com

TR060109.14 i Kimley ») HOITI
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1. General Information

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. is pleased to
present this proposal to the City of Inver Grove Heights,
in coordination with Dakota County, for CSAH 28/
CSAH 63 Preliminary Design from South of TH 55 to
South of CSAH 26. The point of contact for this proposal
and project is: '

Bill Klingbeil, P.E.

Project Manager

2550 University Avenue West

Suite 238N

Saint Paul, MN 55114

(612) 294-7275
William.Klingbeil@kimley-horn.com

We are excited to have the following subconsultants as a
part of our team:

ER
2. Understanding of the Project

Kimley-Horn understands the City of Inver Grove
Heights and Dakota County are seeking a consultant
to assist them in providing preliminary engineering
through 30 percent final design services for CSAH 28/

TesTinG, Inc.

PIZ2NEER engineering T
[

TR060109.14

CSAH 63 (Argenta Trail) from south of Trunk Highway
(TH) 55 to south of CSAH 26. The realignment of CSAH
28/63 at the intersection of TH 55 needs to improve

the existing intersection configuration while providing
the opportunity to construct a future grade-separated
interchange. At a recent study session, one of the Inver
Grove Heights city council members stated that these
proposed improvements could not happen soon enough
due to traffic safety concerns at the intersection.

We understand previous work has been completed prior
to this request for proposal that has helped prepare
a path for this project. The 2010 Regional Roadway
System Visioning Study (RRSVS) was developed to
support the long term growth and development in
the region. Dakota County, with involvement from
Inver Grove Heights, Sunfish Lake, Mendota Heights,
Eagan, the Minnesota Department of Transportation
(MnDOT), Metropolitan Council, and the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), developed the
recommendations in the report that include plans for
Argenta Trail from TH 55 to 1-494. Recommendations
included a four-lane roadway that is expandable to
six lanes when traffic volumes warrant the additional
capacity and a future interchange is constructed at
Argenta Trail and TH 55.

Kimley-Horn understands some development has
occurred on the north side of TH 55 since the RRSVS
was adopted by the county board. As part of this
development, a segment of CSAH 28 has been
constructed from TH 3 to V2 mile west. This project
must determine a location for the Argenta Trail and TH
55 intersection that addresses intersection safety, the
needs of the ongoing and planned development, and
the need for a future interchange.

The stormwater challenges of the northwest area

of Inver Grove Heights are unique since the area

is landlocked. After many years of study, the city
determined that new alternatives for stormwater
treatment should be used to more effectively

manage drainage in this area while saving significant
infrastructure costs. The approach required by the city
is implemented through its Northwest Area Overlay
District in City Ordinance Section 515.80 Subdivision 39
and the city's Northwest Area Stormwater Manual.

We recognize that Dakota County, the City of Inver Grove
Heights, and MnDOT have agreed on an interchange
concept that includes a ramp loop for northbound

traffic exiting TH 55 for Argenta Trail and an entrance
ramp for traffic travelling from Argenta Trail onto
northbound TH 55. The conceptual interchange would
not serve southbound traffic on TH 55. Southbound TH

Kimley»Horn
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55 traffic would be served by the TH 3/55 interchange
further south of Argenta Trail. This approach of limiting
movements helps minimize right-of-way impacts and
construction costs while still providing the necessary
grade separation of CSAH 28 over TH 55.

Establishing the right-of-way for this project is important -
for both the current project schedule and long-term
needs. The proposed schedule is compressed in order

to give the county enough time to acquire the right-
of-way prior to beginning construction in 2016. It also

is important to establish the right-of-way needed

for a future interchange so that development can be

TR060109.14

83 (Argenta Trall)
L ] ffw..(t'n............

planned accordingly and the necessary right-of-way can
be preserved. As part of the right-of-way process, we
understand the alignment location will impact property
owners near TH 55. A priority for this project is exploring
alignment alternatives that will balance achieving project
goals while minimizing right-of-way impacts.

The figure below illustrates Kimley-Horn's involvement
in current work around the project area and our
understanding of the issues with the existing
intersection. Our experience and knowledge of the area
will add great value in delivering this project.

| Legend &
s Dosigned by Kimley-Hom Design Team [
Potental Algnment
Futura CSAH 63
[ Potential Residential Impact

d Development Review Performed
m by Kimley-Hom Team

7/77) Designed by Kimley-Hom Team

g
=

;‘——1 Regional Basin, Model
Prepared by EOR
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3. Goals and Objectives

The Kimley-Horn team will use a collaborative approach
combining our knowledge of the project goals,
familiarity with the challenges of the project area, and
commitment to delivering a successful project on-time
and within budget. Our current involvement in the City
of Inver Grove Heights' Northwest Area and firm grasp
of the technical issues are the winning combination

this project needs to be ready to move into property
acquisitions immediately in the spring of 2015. Below
are the project goals and our approach to meeting them
to successfully deliver this project.

Improve safety for existing traffic along CSAH 63.

The roadway is currently a two lane rural roadway
north of TH 55 with substandard horizontal and

vertical curves. In the past ten years there have been
more than sixty crashes at the intersection with half of
them being rear end and 25 percent being right angle
crashes. Improving the geometry of the intersection and
approaches will help reduce crashes at the intersection.
Our design approach will look at minimizing horizontal
and vertical curvature in combination, as well as
bringing geometric design values within current MnDOT
state aid standards.

Provide capacity for future traffic consistent with
the City of Inver Grove Heights’ plans for urban
development and recent development.

The development of the area will continue adding
traffic to the intersection. A design is needed that
meets current and future needs through phased
implementation. Our approach to solve this problem
will be to design a safe at-grade intersection that will
accommodate current volumes up until an interchange
is justified. We will work with developers to understand
the traffic impacts of their developments and design the
intersection to meet the resultant traffic demand.

Improve CSAH 63 and CSAH 28 in a way that will
allow for a future interchange at the intersection of
TH 55

The layout of the at-grade signalized intersection and
roadway alignments of CSAH 63 and CSAH 28 will be
compatible for the construction of a future interchange
at TH 55. Right of way will be reserved as part of this
project for the future interchange construction. It will
be best for both the at-grade intersection as well as
the future interchange to cross perpendicular to TH

55 to improve sight lines at the signalized intersection

TR060109.14

and to save bridge construction costs for the future
interchange.

Installation of a permanent signal system at the TH
55 intersection consistent with MnDOT plans.

This project will replace the in-place temporary

signal with a permanent signal designed to MnDOT
specifications. The signal pole locations will be designed
as part of the Level 1 Geometric Layout and signal
timing will be studied as part of the Intersection Control
Evaluation (ICE) report. The new signal system will

be more visible to approaching drivers and could help
reduce the rear end and right angle crashes at the
intersection.

Provide a plan for use in collaboration with
development directly north of TH 55 for the
extension of Amana Trail as future CSAH 28,
connecting with CSAH 63.

One of the strengths our team brings to this project is
our knowledge of the development going on in the area.
This will help meet this project goal by understanding
the developers’ needs to help create a design that not
only meets safety and capacity goals for the city and
county, but also helps development succeed in this area.

Obtain Level 1 Layout approval prior to February 6,
2015.

We will develop a layout that has 150 feet of right-of-
way for both CSAH 63 and CSAH 28. CSAH 63 will be a
4-lane divided roadway with trails on both sides of the
roadway. CSAH 28 east of CSAH 63 will be designed

as a 3-lane section with trails on both sides to match
the existing segment of Amana Trail. The design speed
for CSAH 28 and CSAH 63 will be 55mph, while TH 55
will be 65mph. The high design speeds on TH 55 will
warrant longer turn lanes to provide vehicles additional
deceleration length instead of requiring vehicles to slow
down substantially in the travel lane. Typical turn lane
lengths in high speed applications like this are 500 feet.

A challenge for this project will be getting approval from
MnDOT Central Office for the Level 1 Geometric Layout
by the date listed in the RFP. Our approach to meeting
this challenge is to quickly develop an alternative that
the city, county, and MnDOT Metro agree upon, then,

as a unified team, coordinate early with MnDOT Central
Office to discuss the concept prior to the first layout
submittal. Using this approach helps minimize the
number of review submittals and reduces delay in the
schedule.

Kimley»Horn
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We have included a detailed work plan including staff
hours and deliverables in the appendix of this proposal.

The work plan is in addition to the scope of services

provided in the RFP that we agree upon completing as
part of this project. The due dates of the deliverables are
included in the project schedule located in Section 4.

4. Schedule

The project schedule was developed to allow sufficient
time to acquire right of way for an early 2016 letting.
Right of way impacts for some properties in the project

area may be severe, including the possibility of total
acquisition. Therefore, it is important to this project that
the right of way process has as much time as possible in
case right of way acquisition goes into condemnation.

ID Task Name Start Finish itember October | November December :January | February ' M4
,,,,, M E B M EB/ME BME BME B MESB
1  Project Management Mon 9/15/14 Fri2/27/15 @ =
""" 2 Project Kickoff Meeting Mon 9/15/14 Mon 9/15/14 ¢ 9/15
3 Quality Management Plan Development ~ Mon 9/15/14 Mon 9/22/14 ' &
‘Public and Agency Involvement Fri 10/10/14 Fri2/13/15 @ = > o > 9
5  Project Management Team Meetings Fri10/10/14 Fri2/13/15 @ ¢ ¢ ¢ @ @
12 Project Stakeholder Meetings Wed 11/5/14 Wed 11/26/14 =
13 Draft Newsletter #1 Mon 11/10/14 Mon 11/24/14 =
14 Open House #1 Mon 12/8/14 Mon 12/8/14 ¢ 12/8
15 | Draft Newsletter #2 Tue 1/13/15  Tue 1/27/15 i
16 Open House #2 Tue 2/10/15 Tue 2/10/15 ¢ 2/10
17 Private Utility Coordination Meeting #1 Mon 12/1/14 Mon 12/1/14 ¢ 121
18 Private Utility Coordination Meeting #2  Mon 2/9/15 Mon 2/9/15 ¢ 2/9
19 ZAnaIyze Data Compilation, Surveys and Mon 9/22/14 Mon 11/3/14 8 Py
Mapping
20 | Attain Field Surveys Mon 9/22/14 Mon10/13/14 o
21 Existing Design Data Review and Mon 9/22/14 Mon 11/3/14 & G
Preliminary Hydraulic Design
22 Geotechnical Investigation Mon 9/22/14 Mon 10/13/14 Gy
23 Field Sampling and Testing Mon 9/22/14 Fri9/26/14 =]
T Develop Materials Design Mon 9/29/14 Mon 10/13/14 [resess]
- Recommendation Letter (MDR) and
Geotechnical Report
25 Traffic Analysis Mon 9/22/14 Mon1/5/15 = © =
26 Traffic Analysis Mon 10/6/14 Fri11/28/14 ]
Attain Traffic Counts Mon 9/22/14 Mon 10/6/14 = e
Conceptual Traffic Plan Mon 12/1/14 Mon 1/5/15 [re=m——"
—29>M:Concept Development Mon 10/6/14 Mon 1/5/15 @ v
30 Draft Concept Development Mon 10/6/14 Mon 11/10/14 [A——]
31 | Final Concept Development Wed 11/12/14 Mon 1/5/15 [Fromemm————
32 Utility Coordination Mon 11/3/14 Fri1/2/15 g !
33 H‘Dralnage Design Mon 10/6/14 Fri2/6/15 @ 4
34 Existing and Proposed Drainage Design Mon 10/6/14 Fri2/6/15 B ]
35 Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan Mon 1/5/15  Fri 1/23/15 [
| 36 Water Resources Technical Report Mon 1/5/15  Fri2/6/15 ~——
37 Drainage Memorandum Mon 1/5/15  Fri2/6/15
38 'Design Memorandums Thu 1/1/15  Fri2/6/15 [ei——— |
39 30Percent Preliminary Plan Preparation Mon 11/3/14 Fri2/27/15 & 57
40 Plan Sheet Preparation (Drainage, Mon 11/3/14 Fri2/27/15 [
Alignment, Roadway, Erosion Control,
41 30% Cost Estimate Mon 1/5/15  Fri2/27/15 == NS—— -
TR060109.14 4 Klmley ») Horn
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5. Deliverables

Below is a list of deliverables required for completing
this project. Additional information and details for
deliverable development and completion can be found
in the project work plan located in the appendix of this
proposal. Kimley-Horn's methodology for deliverable
development and coordination is simple: strong
technical skills combined with timely and thorough
project communication. The result from using this
approach is successful project delivery.

Task 1: Project Management

Deliverables: Meeting agendas and minutes, meeting
displays, project schedule, correspondence, status
reports, and QMP

Task 2: Public and Agency Involvement

Deliverables: Public involvement and outreach
meetings, graphics, meeting summaries, utility
coordination meetings, PMT meetings, and two
newsletters

Task 3: Analyze Data Compilation, Surveys,
and Mapping

Deliverables: Updated base map, existing condition
drawings, drainage profiles, hydraulic cross-section,
culverts, inlet and outlet flow lines, pipe types and sizes,
and existing storm sewer capacity

Task 4: Geotechnical Investigation

Deliverables: Soils survey (including boring logs
and location map), MDR letter, and pavement typical
sections

Task 5: Traffic Analysis

Deliverables: 13-hour turning movement count for

the CSAH 63/TH 55 intersection, field assessment

and summary, preferred geometric alternative, and
illustration of preferred alternative showing impacts and
feasibility

Task 6: Concept Development

Deliverables: Up to three geometric design alternatives

Task 7: Utility Coordination

Deliverables: Utility locations in geometric layout and
30 percent plans

Task 8: Drainage Design

Deliverables: Water resources technical report, drainage
memorandum, drainage plans, and SWPPP

TRO60109.14

Task 9: Design Memorandums
Deliverables: Design Memorandum

Task 10: 30 Percent Preliminary Plan
Preparation

Deliverables: Preliminary construction limits, alignment
plan and tabulations, in-place topography, utility, and
right-of-way plan, construction plan, roadway profile
layout, drainage plan, and cross sections

6. City, County, and State
Participation

Kimley-Horn will partner with the city, county, and state
to provide project oversight and direction for the project.

As we develop project deliverables according to the
project schedule, we will look to the agencies to
review and approve submittals in a timely manner in
order to help the project management team keep the
project on schedule. During the design process and
specifically for data collection, we will request the city,
county, and state to furnish copies of pertinent project
correspondence they currently possess if it is needed
for the project. Lastly, we will count on the agencies to
attend key project meetings. The agencies attendance
establishes the importance and credibility of the
meeting, allows for prompt and immediate input into
project discussions, and keeps the agencies informed on
project progress.

7. Qualifications

Kimley-Horn was founded in 1967 by transportation
planners and traffic operations experts. Today, Kimley-
Horn is a full-service consulting firm with more than
2,200 employees, offering comprehensive engineering,
planning, and environmental services, including roadway
and bridge design, PD&E studies, structural engineering,
corridor and location studies, traffic engineering,
transportation planning, specialized planning studies,
environmental assessments, survey, streetscape and
landscape design, and public involvement.

We have more than 70 offices across the U.S., with an
office nearby in St. Paul, MN. Roadway design is one
of the mainstays of our firm’s professional practice.
Collectively, our engineers have been responsible for
the design of more than 2,500 miles of roadway across
the U.S. We have provided these services for urban,
rural, primary, secondary, and interstate roadways

for clients ranging from municipalities and state
departments of transportation to private developers.

Kimley»Horn
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We are well equipped to address any aspect related to
roadway design, such as intersection geometrics, utility
relocations, traffic control, signalization, signing and
marking, structural/bridge design, and other features.
While performing our roadway design services, we have
gained substantial experience in dealing with regulatory
and other agencies across the country to secure the
permits and approvals necessary for the building and
upgrading of roadway facilities, particularly when
complex drainage design and right-of-way issues arise.

Our team includes three subconsultants, Emmons &
Olivier Resources, Inc. (EOR), Pioneer Engineering,
and American Engineering Testing (AET).

EOR brings unmatched experience and knowledge of
the city’s Northwest Area to this project that will kick-
start the initial hydrologic and hydraulic analysis of the
existing conditions. EOR currently maintains the city’s
hydrologic model for the entire Northwest Area which
is in the process of switching over from XP-SWMM to
PCSWMM software. EOR'’s knowledge of the area and
current role as the city’s stormwater consultant will
streamline the existing drainage analysis needed for
the project and eliminate redundancy for the city as the
proposed treatment options are developed.

Pioneer Engineering will use their experience in the
project area to help compile the existing base mapping
and additional topographic surveys needed for the

Experience Matrix

| City of Chanhassan, TH 101
| Improvements

project. Pioneer’s experience and knowledge in the
project area will be crucial to developing an accurate
base map for preliminary design and determination of
right-of-way needs for the proposed improvements.
Pioneer is well versed in the existing property
ownership, platting, and utility easements that exist in
the project area. ' '

AET brings experience in the project area and a

firm grasp of MnDOT procedure for geotechnical
evaluation and preparation of the materials design
recommendation letter (MDR). They receive consistently
high scores earned in the Geotechnical and Quality
Control/ Assurance areas of MnDOT Design and
Design-Build projects. AET has a staff of more than

320 employees in 17 offices, although most of these

are based in the St. Paul headquarters. Over thirty staff
members are Geotechnical or Pavement engineers.

Kimley-Horn has significant experience working

on projects similar to this one. The matrix below
details some of our recent experience, with projects
that include similar design elements. More detailed
information on three of these projects is provided
below.

' City of Richfield, Portland Avenue
| Reconstruction

' Washington County, CSAH 19
| Improvements

e

| Ramsey County, TH 36 and
- English Street Interchange
' Improvements

. Ramsey County, TH 36 and Rice h
' Street Interchange Improvements 7
' Scott County, CSAH 16
Improvements
City of Inver Grove Heights, Clark |
' Road Improvements
| City of Maplewood, TH 61 and
Beam Avenue Improvements

@
@

® o o o
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Project Examples

TH 36/Rice Street Interchange Reconstruction,
Ramsey County, VN

The new offset single point interchange at TH 36 and
Rice Street (CSAH 49) replaced the standard diamond
interchange and improved intersection spacing as well
as addressed capacity issues along Rice Street. The 0.7-
mile Rice Street corridor was converted from a three-
lane section to a four-lane section with turn lanes, bike
lanes, and sidewalks throughout the corridor. Kimley-
Horn was responsible for the Rice Street bridge design
as well as retaining wall design; urban design elements
such as plantings in medians, bridge and retaining

wall railings, integrally colored and stamped concrete,
and bridge lighting; staging and traffic control plans;
environmental documents and public involvement; and
roadway design, storm sewer design, public and private
utility relocation, right-of-way acquisition plans, parcel
exhibits, and construction specifications.

TH 36/English Street Interchange Improvements,
Maplewood, MN

The recently completed TH 36 and English Street
interchange project removed the last at-grade
intersection along TH 36 between the eastern Ramsey
County line and I-35W in Roseville. The interchange is a
full access diamond interchange generally constructed
at the existing English Street location. English Street
was bridged over TH 36 and modifications were made
to TH 36 between TH 61 and Hazelwood Street to
accommodate the new English Street bridge and
interchange. Partnered with another consultant,
Kimley-Horn designed the local roadway, utility, trail,
pedestrian bridge, and noise wall improvements
associated with the project. The project included

the acquisition of right-of-way/easements from 17
properties. Kimley-Horn assisted the city with the right-
of-way/easement acquisition process in accordance
with MnDOT state aid/federal aid requirements. Kimley-
Horn also assisted in the development of a construction
staging/phasing plan to allow the improvements to

be completed within one construction season while
maintaining access to the businesses and residents in
the project area.

TR060109.14

TH 101 from CSAH 18 (Lyman Blvd.) to CSAH
14 (Pioneer Trail) Preliminary Design and
Environmental Assessment, Chanhassen, MN

I T T e R T

e N AL e < 350 B!
Kimley-Horn provided preliminary engineering and
environmental assessment/environmental assessment
worksheet (EA/EAW) preparation services for the
reconstruction of TH 101 between CSAH 14 (Pioneer
Trail) and CSAH 18 (Lyman Boulevard) in the City of
Chanhassen. This 1-mile segment of TH 101 is proposed
to be reconstructed from a two-lane rural section
roadway to a four-lane divided urban section roadway to
improve traffic safety, capacity, and connectivity issues.
The project corridor has numerous constraints including
significant horizontal and vertical alignment challenges
and limited right-of-way. Kimley-Horn provided overall
project management, public involvement, utility
investigation, EA/EAW preparation services, and traffic
engineering services for the project. The project is a joint
effort between the City of Chanhassen, Carver County,
and MnDOT requiring coordination with all three
agencies. The project construction is partially funded
through federal STP funds requiring that all design
efforts meet state aid/federal aid standards. This project
is currently under construction.

Kimley»Horn



L)

S JH

B P

COUuUNTY

Scott Thureen, P.E. Brian Sorenson, P.E.
ProjectManager oy Principal-In-Charge/QA/Q¢
Bill Klingbeil, P.E. Jon Horn, P.E.
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JoNette Kuhnau. P.E. Jeff Voyen Jon Libby, P.E., LEED AP
Eric Fosmo, P.E. PTOE e American n ineerin Brett Emmons
Testing Emmons ier
Resources

Public/Agency

, R
| Involvement Crnbade

Blaine Marion, PLS

Jessica Laabs, AICP ) ) ,
(Pioneer n ineerin

Beth Kunkel, PWS

8. Key Personnel Workload

A matrix of our availability can be found below.

Availability

Estimated
Completion

Percent | Percent

Date Allocated | Available
' Portland Avenue Reconstruction Mar-15 | 10% |
- . TCAAP Infrastructure Dec-15 | 10%
Bill Klingbeil, P.E. 65%
I-35 W and County Road H Interchange . Mar-15 10%
TH 75 Final Design . Mar15 5
Hennepin/Lyndale Reconstruction Jun-15 | 20%
TCAAP Infrastructure Dec-15 | 20%
Jon Horn, P.E. 45%
CSAH 16 Mar-15 10%
Gladstone Improvements . Mar15 57
\ College Trail Reconstruction Oct-14 | 20% .
[ . ' Broderick Boulevard Feasibility Study .~ Nov-14  10% | ?
 Eric Fosmo, P.E. : : e T - i —  40%
‘  Northwest Area Private Development Review | On-Going | 20% | ‘
: | MRRT Wayside Best ConstiuctianSertices | Ocels | 0% |

TR060109.14 8 Kimley ))) HOrn
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Availability, continued
Estimated

Completion | Percent
Allocated | Available

Central Corridor LRT Dec-14 20%
‘SouthwestLRT ~ Decld | 5%
brop (MW PE AlnesRr  decla 1% a0%
f ‘Washington County CSAH 5 Study Sep-14 10%
Cedar Ave Sidewalk Reconstruction Jul-15 10%
| ‘TH75 Oct-15 = 5%
Jon Libby, PE, LEED  TH34 ' Dec-14 5% —
AP Portland Avenue Reconstruction Mar-15 = 10%
‘ TCAAP Infrastructure Dec-15 = 25%
| Gateway Corridor EIS . May-15 L 20%
| Hennepin/Lyndale Reconstruction Project May-15 5%
Jessica Laabs, AICP Great River Road Corridor Management Plan . Sep-15 10% 55%
‘5 Portland Avenue Project Memo . Dec-14 5%
TH 169 EA Update . Dec-l4 500
| Uss3  Junds 15%
Beth Kunkel, PWS Various Delineation/Permits Sep-14 . 40%  40%
| TH75EAW . Oct14 | 5%
9. Resumes

Please find resumes for our key personnel on the following pages, include their training and most recent work
experience.

TRO60109.14 9 Klm |ey ))) Horn
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Bill Klingbeil, PE.

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

Bill will serve as the project manager and will ensure the project is delivered

on time and budget for the scope of work proposed. He brings more than 14
years of experience to Kimley-Horn, which touches a number of innovative
transportation specialties including roundabout design, context-sensitive
solutions, value engineering, and complete streets. He has extensive experience
with preliminary and final highway design, holding all MnDOT prequalifications
of these work types. Just as importantly, his flexible approach to construction
staging and public involvement moves projects effectively from concept to
completion.

CSAH 35 (Portland Ave.) Reconstruction, Richfield, MN — Project Manager

CSAH 19 (Woodbury Drive) Safety & Mobility, Woodbury, MIN — Project
Manager

I35W/CR H Interchange, Arden Hills, MN — Project Engineer

Professional Credentials

= Bachelor of Science, Civil
Engineering, University of
Minnesota, 2000

m Professional Engineer in
Minnesota

Specialized Training

MnDOT Certified Erosion/
Sediment Control Design

m MnDOT Certified Grading and
Base

m MnDOT Certified Bituminous
Street |

MnDOT Certified Concrete
Field 1

Jon will provide general oversight of the project to ensure that your needs are
being met and that you receive a high level of service. He offers 28 years of
consulting experience including a wide variety of project types. Jon's experience
includes leading projects from the initial planning and feasibility study stages
through final design and construction. He also is experienced in the public
involvement process including city council and large group presentations,
facilitation of open house meetings, and leading small group and one-on-one
meetings.

Jon will also oversee Kimley-Horn's overall quality control/quality assurance
program. This will include working with the project manager and key task
managers to make sure that we are using processes and procedures that will
lead to quality work products. Jon also will lead quality control reviews at critical
stages during the completion of the project.

White Bear Avenue (CSAH 56) Improvements, Maplewood, MN — Project
Manager

TH 101 Improvements, Chanhassen, MN — Project Manager

TH 36 and English Street Interchange Improvements, Maplewood, MIN —
Project Manager

CSAH 16 Improvements, Shakopee, MN — Project Manager

TR060109.14 10

Professional Credentials

m Bachelor of Science, Civil
Engineering, North Dakota
State University, 1986

m Professional Engineer in
Minnesota

Professional Organizations

American Public Works
Association

Minnesota Society of
Professional Engineers

City Engineers Association of
Minnesota

Kimley»Horn
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Eric Fosmo, PE.

- RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

Eric has 8 years of trail, roadway, and drainage design experience on public
infrastructure improvement projects, including more than 20 projects with the
City of Inver Grove Heights and Dakota County. Since 2006, Eric has provided
project management, technical design, plan and specification preparation, cost
estimating, and project coordination assistance on a variety of roadway, sanitary
sewer, and stormwater improvement projects for multiple cities and counties
across the metro area.

College Trail Street Reconstruction, Inver Grove Heights, MN — Analyst

Private Development Reviews, Inver Grove Heights, MN — Analyst

TH 36/English Street Interchange Improvements, Maplewood, MN —
Project Engineer

Jessica Laabs, AICP

1/ Rrneany
IVOUIYV T 1l il

b @n  RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

Professional Credentials

m Bachelor of Science, Civil
Engineering, North Dakota State
University, 2006

= Professional Engineer in
Minnesota

Professional Organizations

= Minnesota Surveyors and
Engineers Society

Jessica has 14 years of experience as a planner and public involvement
specialist. Jessica’s specialty is preparation and implementation of public
involvement plans. She has extensive experience in developing informative
websites and print materials, conducting open houses and community
meetings, facilitating individual stakeholder meetings, and addressing public
comments. She is skilled in identifying stakeholders and strategizing techniques
that best reach those stakeholders to get input that is critical to the project.
Jessica is currently managing the public involvement process for the Hennepin/
Lyndale Reconstruction project, where she is leading a collaborative public and
stakeholder involvement process to develop a new vision and better function
for this well-known bottleneck. Jessica’s passion is in facilitating a transparent
public involvement process that builds consent and results in an improved
project for the client and the stakeholders.

CSAH 19 (Woodbury Drive) Safety & Mobility, Washington County, MN —
Environmental Planner

METRO Red Line Bus Rapid Transit Market and Development Study (aka
Cedar Ave), Dakota County, MN — Public Involvement Specialist

Twin Cities Army Ammunition Plant (TCAAP) Alternative Urban Areawide
Review (AUAR), Master Plan, and Regulations and Policies, Arden Hills,
MN — Public Involvement Specialist

TR060109.14 11

Professional Credentials

m Master of Science, Urban
Planning, University of lowa,
2000

m Bachelor of Arts, Environmental
Science, Simpson College, 1998

Specialized Training

m MnDOT Course: Stop the Pain
and Increase the Gain: Public
Participation and MnDOT, 2008,
St. Paul, MN

# MnDOT Course: How to Design
an Effective Public Participation
Plan, 2010, St. Paul, MN

Systematic Development of
Informed Consent (SDIC)
Training, 2011, St. Paul, MN

Kimley»Horn
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JoNette Kuhnau, PE., PTOE

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

A
!
Ao AT

JoNette has 14 years of experience on a broad range of traffic engineering
projects. She has worked on traffic operations analysis and design, traffic

safety and pedestrian studies, corridor planning, transportation planning, signal
and lighting design, and interstate access studies. She also is skilled in traffic
analysis, using simulation tools including Synchro/SimTraffic, CORSIM, VISSIM,
and RODEL. In addition to her technical capabilities, JoNette has been integrally
involved with public outreach and consensus-building efforts on several
successful projects.

I-35 and CSAH 2 Interchange Footprint Study, Scott County, MN — Project
Manager

TH 36/Lake Elmo Avenue Intersection Safety and Mobility Improvement
Plan, Washington County, MN — Project Manager

CSAH 19 (Woodbury Drive) Safety and Mobility, Washington County, MN
— Task Manager

Blaine Marion, PLS

77V AR RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

14 4% 1Y

Professional Credentials

Master of Science, Civil
Engineering, Pennsylvania State
University, 2001

u Bachelor of Science, Civil
Engineering, lowa State
University, 2000

= Professional Engineer in
Minnesota, South Dakota, and
lowa

5]

Professional Traffic Operations
Engineer

Blaine is a professional land surveyor and office manager for Pioneer
Engineering. His responsibilities include scheduling, overseeing, and reviewing
drafting and computation of description sketches, preliminary plats, final

plats, condominium plats, lot fit Sketches, boundary and ALTA/ACSM Land

Title Surveys. Blaine regularly works with clients, title companies, counties,

and municipalities to complete projects on time. He designed and maintains
Pioneer Engineering’s Database. Blaine researches and tests new office and field
equipment. He oversees the installation of new hardware and software.

Minnetonka Boulevard Trail Improvements, Minnetonka, MN — Surveyor
Highway 101 and Pleasant View, Chanhassen, MN — Surveyor
West St. Paul Street Improvements, St. Paul MN — Surveyor

TR060109.14 12

Professional Credentials

Associate of Applied Science,
Mechanical Design, Chippewa
Valley Technical College

Professional Organizations
m Professional Land Surveyor

= Wisconsin Society of
Professional Surveyors

Minnesota Society of
Professional Surveyors

= National Society of Professional
Surveyors

Kimley»Horn
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Jeffery Voyen, PE.

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

Jeff has served as AET’s lead geotechnical engineer for the projects listed
below. As the lead, he has prepared and directed soil boring/cone penetration
test (CPT) work plans for evaluation of geotechnical soil/bedrock properties,
conducted analysis, and prepared geotechnical reports.

Target Field and Adjacent Plaza Bridges, Minneapolis, MN

Minnesota Multi-Purpose (Vikings) Stadium, Minneapolis, MN
Southwest LRT System, Minneapolis to Hopkins, MN

Central Corridor LRT System, St. Paul to Minneapolis, MN

Professional Credentials

Bachelor of Civil Engineering,
University of Minnesota, 1978

Professional Organizations

m Minnesota Chapter, American
Society of Civil Engineers

@ Geo-Institute

American Council of

Interchange Multimodal Transportation Hub, Minneapolis, MN Engineeting Compatiies,
Minnesota Chapter

= Minnesota Geotechnical Society

Beth Kunkel, PWS

3mvedl/ Wellaonds
’/"4 ,4./’ o TR LIET 34

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

Beth is a senior environmental planner and wildlife biologist. Beth has 26 years Professional Credentials

of experience managing and preparing environmental documentation and m Bachelor of Science, Wildlife
applying complex regulatory/permits requirements with multiple agencies for Management, University of

a variety of projects. She has spent her career working with NEPA, MEPA, and Minnesota, 1986

natural resource regulations at the federal, state, and local level with experience - e
working both for the agencies and for applicants. The size and scope of these Professional Organizations
projects are varied and include city, state, and county transportation and transit = Certified Professional Wetland
corridors; large industrial sites; business parks; corporate and college campuses; Scientist

planned unit developments; residential subdivisions; and private landowner
parcels. Beth will lead the wetland related tasks and provide guidance regarding
environmental requirements.

Certified Wetland Delineator in
Minnesota

u Society of Wetland Scientists

TH 34 Wetland Delineation and Environmental Assessment Worksheet, u The Wildlife Society

Detroit Lakes to Akeley, MIN — Task Manager

Dodd Boulevard (CSAH 9) Reconstruction Project Memorandum, Dakota
and Scott Counties, MN — QC/QA

WCA Oversight, Burnsville, MN — QC/QA

u Wetland Professionals
Association (founding member)
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Jonathan Libby, PE., LEED AP

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

Jon has more than 5 years of experience in the areas of public infrastructure
design and land development engineering with a specialization in water
resources. He has worked with a wide range of clients, from local developers

to local transit agencies to national retailers, on projects ranging from linear
highway roadway reconstruction projects to complex developments requiring
extensive stormwater facility design and development of unique treatment
trains. The scopes have included feasibility studies, cost estimates, entitlements,
preparation of plans and specifications, contract documents, permitting, and
construction phase services. Jon is familiar with the project area through his
work on the Amana Trail and Argenta Hills projects. Jon's areas of technical
expertise include stormwater facilities design, hydraulic and hydrological design,
low impact site design, LEED certification, site planning, and site engineering.
Jon has a passion for sustainable design and for integrating best management
practices into the planning and design process.

Amana Trail Final Roadway Design, Inver Grove Heights, MN — Analyst

Argenta Hills Commercial Development - Target and Main Street Phases,
Inver Grove Heights, MN — Analyst

TH 34 Hydraulic Design, Detroit Lakes, MN (District 4 MnDOT) — Analyst

Brett Emmons, PE, ENV SP. LEED AP

YD LELE e

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

Professional Credentials

m Bachelor of Science, Civil
Engineering, Michigan State
University, 2009

m Professional Engineer in
Minnesota

LEED Accredited Professional

m Certified Erosion Prevention
and Sediment Control

Professional Organizations

m American Society of Civil
Engineers

National Association of Sewer
Service Companies

m Chi Epsilon National Civil
Engineering Honor Society

Brett has 27 years of experience in civil and water resources engineering,
specializing in water resources management preservation, & planning with

an emphasis on innovative stormwater management techniques & Best
Management Practices (BMP) implementation. Brett has been instrumental

in developing EOR as a regional leader in Low Impact Design (LID). A proven
project manager, Brett delivers projects within the set schedule (even when
accelerated timelines are imposed) and within budget. Brett's recent focus has
been on new and emerging technologies in integrated water management,
and has been active at a national level in developing and implementing new
techniques.

NW Special Area Stormwater Plan, Inver Grove Heights, MIN — Project
Manager/Senior Water Resources Engineer

Argenta Hills Stormwater Management, Inver Grove Heights, MN — Project
Manager/Senior Water Resources Engineer

Landlocked Basin H&H Meodel, Rice Creek Watershed District, MN — Senior
Engineer/Project Oversight

Custom PC-SWMM Subwatershed Model — Principal

TR060109.14 14

Professional Credentials

m Master of Science, Civil and
Environmental Engineering,
University of Wisconsin, 1993

Bachelor of Science, Forest
Sciences, University of lllinois,
1986

m Professional Engineer in

Minnesota, Wisconsin, and lowa

Professional Organizations

= American Water Resources
Association

m American Society of Civil
Engineers

American Public Works
Association
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Appendix: Work Plan

Principal

Project Manager
Project Engineer
Designer/ Technician
Staff Engineer
Subconsultant
Admin

TOTAL

TASK{1= ' PROJECTMANAGEMENT:

Purpose: To provide overall project management and coordination including

regular PMT meetlngs
. 1.1 Work plannlng prolect team coodmatlon invoicing and pro;ect budget review 4: 20 ! i ‘ 24
12 7 Coordlnatron of project actrvmes with govemmental agéﬁc.’es‘p}{ﬁt& utllltles and T 8 o 8 T : ii -7 *176%
: project stakeholders including Metro State Aid | f ‘ | ! | |
13 ' Coordinate timely Level 1 layout and preliminary deslgndocument d’eifvé}& to te ~ 774 T 45:7 - o N 8;
: clty and other agency staff | ‘ ! ! | 1 i i |
14 Attend pro;ect meetlngs mcludlng ‘ '

a Pro;ect kick-off meetmg ‘ i | | ‘ | :
= e 12 12 8 ; 4 36
b Status and review meetlngs (assume 2) | i ‘ | i

tc. Prepare meetrng minutes, agendas, and dlsplays

| Develop and maintain a quallty management plan (OMP) and quahty control | i i | | t i
15 . and quality assurance (QC/QA) procedures for the project. Implementa QC/QA 16 16 8 ‘ 4 44
program throughout the project and at critical phases of the project | i

. Subtotal: Prolect management hours ! 20‘ 56" 24 0 20 0 8 128

Dellverables Meetmgs correspondence status reports QMP and project
schedule

TASK'25 " PUBLIG'AND’AGENCY/INVOLVEMENT:

. Purpose: To assist city and county project managers in developing and
- implementing a plan to involve all public interests affected by the project. To
. maintain public consensus throught the preliminary design process

L. Schedule, prepare, and conduct prOJect management team (PMT) meetmgs | ' i 7 | 7
21 | (assume 6) 16: 24 | 8 | 48j
2.2 ‘ Prepare 2 draft newsletters for the pro;ect | 2 4 4 8; ﬁ | 18
: 23 Partrclpate in 2 publrc open houses and collect rnput from publ|c on the pro;ect I 6 12 6 12 f 8 44
- ,. Conduct meetrngsvurthr—egron—al state, and Iocal agencres to move project T | 0 R L |
24 . forward (assume 2). Attend meetings between property owners and cltylcounty i 14 14 8 ! 36

i | (assume 5) !
25 Arrange and lead meetlngs W|th appllcable pnvate ut|I|ty companles (assume 2) 8 20 | o8
i Coordlnate with pnvate utlllty compames planmng for construction in spnng 2016 ! !
Subtotal: Public and agency involvement hours 3 B; 46 56 0 56 0 8 174

Deliverables: Public involvement and outreach meetings, graphics, and
summaries. 30 percent plans and level 1 layout to private utility companies. PMT
meetings and 2 draft newsletters

TASK'3 [FANALYZE DATA COMPILATION; SURVEYS, AND MAPPING

Purpose: To collect all available data necessary to supplement Dakota County
mapping and incorporate this data into the preliminary design
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Work Plan, continued

Principal

Project Manager

Project Engineer
Designer/ Technician

Staff Engineer
Subconsultant

Admin
TOTAL-

31
a2
3.3
34

35

3.6

Analyize and review all provided models, TIN, geometric, and drainage data
provided

! ldentify deficiencies in extsting project‘datato determine supplemental data

needs

* Attain additional field surveys (assumes 120 hours of two-person survey

| crew time)

Develop prellmrnary hydraulrc desrgn mcludrng analyrzmg exrstmg and proposed -

drainage patterns, water qualrty treatment basins, cost estimating, and cost splrts
Analylze exrstlng hydraulrc survey rnformatron to evaluate eXIStrng storm sewer
capacrty

Analyrze exrstlng utrlrty information per Dakota County (] utrlrty coordmatron
process. Incorporate existing utilities into preliminary drainage and roadway
desrgn deliverables

Subtotal Analyze date comprlatron surveys, and mappmg hours
" Deliverables: Updated base map, exrstlng condition drawrngs, dralnage proﬁles,

- hydraulic cross-section, culverts, inlet and outlet flow lines, pipe types, size, and

TASK'4

* Purpose: To incorporate soil information and recommendations into the roadway

41

existing storm sewer capacity
GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION

desrgn

Develop a pavement desrgn for the roadway mcludmg the followrng tasks

a. Perform soil sampling and testrng (assumes 30 soil bonngs)

b Prepare a matenals de3|gn recommendatron letter (MDR)

c. Attain county permrts wntten permission from aIl affected property owners, 7

coordinate all utilities, and establish traffic control prior to beginning the soils
mvestrgatlon

Subtotal: Geotechnlcal |nvest|gatron hours

i Dellverables: Color—coded layout with index m map, prieliminarysoils letter, peneral

TASK'5™ | TRAFFIC/ANALYSIS

layout, identification of side roads, typical sections, profiles, and traffic data

Purpose: To assess current and future traffic conditions and the TH 55/CSAH

. 63 intersection and other intersection within the project limits. To utilize traffic

analysis to gurde the geometnc design
Complete assessment of the TH 55/CSAH 63 lntersectlon 1ncludmg mobrlrty,

5.1 - financials, safety, and surrounding area conditions to develop proposed
. alternatives
59 . Analyze existing and future traffic volumes and intersection/segment crash data
: provided by Dakota County
| Assess intersection turning movements at peak hours via modellng tools.
53 Evaluate geometric alternatives. Develop conceptual traffic plan to illustrate
' feasiblity of preferred alternative. Develop intersection design in accordance with
MnDOT, Dakota County, and MnMUTCD standards
Subtotal: Traffic analysis hours
Deliverables: Traffic alternatives and conceptual plan coordinated with geometric
layouts
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® ® @ PROPOSAL
CSAH 28/CSAH 63 Preliminary Design from South of TH 55 to South of CSAH 26

City Project #2014-11, County Project #63-25

Work Plan, continued
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TASK6 CONCEPT.DEVELOPMENT
* Purpose: To develop alternatives for CSAH 28/63 that minimize near- and long-
term costs, right-of-way acquisition, bridge costs, utility impacts, stormwater
L |mpacts and constmctlon costs - ) i
64 Develop alternatives for CSAH 28/63 and prepare MnDOT Iayout 8
6.2 ' Coordinate alternatives at PMT meetmgs and property owners/developers 4
1 6.3 Prepare MnDOT layout W|th preferred alternative i
6.4 Address up to 1 round of MnDOT comments '
- Subtotal Concept development hours - o 4 o 12 -
Deliverables: MnDOT layout
TASK'Z UTILITY.COORDINATION
i | Purpose: To coordinate with all private utility companies and identify and
coordrnate all conﬂrcts wrth prellmrnary de5|gn
70&71 Assess existing private utilities within project I|m|ts and mcorporate avallable
P " utility information into preliminary design
. | Identify private utility relocations and adjustments based on the preliminary
112 d
{ )  design e N .
i Subtotal- Utlllty oordmatlon hours ! 0 0

Dellverables Utilities in 30 percent plan Iayouts and Cross sectlons

TASK'8" | DRAINAGE DESIGN

Purpose: To develop a proposed drainage design that incorporates all Minnesota |
Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), National Pollutant Discharge Elimination

System (NPDES), Lower Mississippi River Watershed Management Organization
(LMRWMO), and Eagan-Inver Grove Heights Watershed Management
Organization (E-IGHWMO), City of Inver Grove Heights Northwest Area, State
Technrcal Memorandums and State Aid standards

B 1 Develop a stand-alone water resource techmcal report ‘ 4 7

: 8.2 7 Desmn and develop of the followmg dralnage elements

' a. Emstlng drarnage condltrons and rnodelmg

b Overvrew map of water resources issues

Il Proposed dralnage system and modelrng

d Pond desrgn
i K e. Proposeddramaoeimemorandumwrth dramage area maps o
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