
  

 

1.  CALL TO ORDER 

2.  ROLL CALL 

3.  PRESENTATIONS  

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

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

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

item will be removed from this Agenda and considered in  

normal sequence. 

A. Minutes – 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          _____________ 

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

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

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:   

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           _____________ 
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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        _____________ 

ii) 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 
 ii) 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 86th 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 59th 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 82nd 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, 65th  
     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, 65th 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 – 65th 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, 65th 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 4th Addition 

ii) 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 3rd 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 4th 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 3rd Addition 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

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

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

ii) 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 9th 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 number 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 
quantified 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 
Development Plan including an Improvement Agreement and related agreements for Argenta Hills  
9th 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 80th 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 11th  
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 80th 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 Design 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 28th 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 designate 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 



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) 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 55077I 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 SERVICESINV0031087 08/22/2014 MIGUEL GUADALAJARA FEIN/TAX 101.203.2032100 279.69
CENTURY LINK 8/7/14 651 451 0205 708/27/2014 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 IG2014-09 08/27/2014 SEPTEMBER 2014 101.42.4000.421.70502 42,672.60
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENTER IG2014-09 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 3220171208/27/2014 6035 3220 1712 8343 101.44.6000.451.40040 108.43
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 8/8/14 6035 3220171208/27/2014 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

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

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

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 SY38820 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 SINV0031088 08/22/2014 JUSTIN PARRANTO FEIN/TAXPAYE101.203.2032100 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 0924V0009007 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 ENTR204.44.6100.452.50070 450.00
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6508/22/2014 7715 0900 6570 2540 204.44.6100.452.60009 118.83

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

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



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6508/22/2014 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 10 591 008/27/2014 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 3220171208/27/2014 6035 3220 1712 8343 205.44.6200.453.40040 95.13
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 8/8/14 6035 3220171208/27/2014 6035 3220 1712 8343 205.44.6200.453.60016 11.04
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 8/8/14 6035 3220171208/27/2014 6035 3220 1712 8343 205.44.6200.453.60016 16.79
NAC MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SERV105422 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 6508/22/2014 7715 0900 6570 2540 205.44.6200.453.60065 137.56
SAM'S CLUB 7/23/14 7715 0900 6508/22/2014 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 (Item) 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 366708/27/2014 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 14FLEETPRIDE 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 1,559.02
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 7/31/14 157-9850302208/27/2014 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 BILL08/27/2014 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 7/31/14 157-9847324208/27/2014 157-98473242-8 702.229.2286300 27.55
HEALTHEAST VEHICLE SERVICES 21032 08/27/2014 7/7/14 702.229.2291000 995.50



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) 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 __________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 
Consider Application of the Church of St. Patrick for a Temporary On-Sale Liquor 
License for Premises located at 3535 72nd St. E. 
  
Meeting Date: September 8, 2014   Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent  x None 

Contact: 651-450-2513   Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Melissa Kennedy   Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: N/A   FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED: 

Consider approval of the request from the Church of St. Patrick for a temporary on-sale liquor  
license on November 15, 2014. 

SUMMARY: 

Pursuant to City Code Section 4-1-4 a temporary on-sale intoxicating liquor license may be 
issued to a club, charitable, religious, or other nonprofit organization in existence for at least 
three (3) years.  The temporary license may only be issued in conjunction with a social event 
within the municipality sponsored by the licensee and may only be issued for  
a period not to exceed four (4) consecutive days.   

The St. Patrick’s Women’s Group, Circle of Friends, is hosting a fundraiser on November 15, 
2014 and beer and wine will be sold at the event.  A certificate of liability insurance has been 
issued to the City. 
 

 
 
            
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

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

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

Item Type: Consent x None 

Contact: Joe Lynch, City Administrator  Amount included in current budget 

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

Reviewed by: n/a  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Staff requests that the Council approve the personnel actions 
listed below: 
 
Please confirm the seasonal/temporary employment of: Parks – Gary Shepard, Fitness – Megan 
Dunphy, VMCC – Steven Sauro 
 
Please confirm the termination of seasonal/temporary employment of:  Aquatics - Alex Gorder,  
Meghan Garin, Heather Foster, Golf – Alejandro Morales, Lee Dembsky, Darrin Hughes, John 
Ferguson, Jennifer Kruckenberg, Gary Harker, Ross Dembsky, Tom Dickmeyer, Tom Moran, Jack 
Shubatt, J.P Swanson, Shane McNally, Smauel Hosszu, Daniel Jasperson, Matthew Mundy, Alan 
Palodichuk, Joseph Shearer, Thomas Shearer, Matt Weis 
 
 





































AGENDA ITEM ____________

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

CHS, INC – Case No. 14-32PVR

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

Item Type: Regular Agenda X None

Contact: Allan Hunting 651.450.2554 Amount included in current budget

Prepared by: Allan Hunting, City Planner Budget amendment requested

Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement

New FTE requested – N/A

Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Consider the following resolutions for property located at 5500 Cenex Drive:
a) A Resolution relating to a Major Site Plan Review for a parking lot expansion along with

an improvement agreement;

 Requires 3/5th's vote.
b) A Resolution relating to Variance to allow a parking lot with a 10 foot setback whereas

30 feet is required in the B-1 District.

 Requires 3/5th's vote.

 60-day deadline: October 3, 2014 (first 60-days)

SUMMARY
The applicant is proposing to construct a parking lot on a vacant lot across Cenex Drive from
the main campus. The parking lot would contain approximately 105 cars and have one access
on to Cenex Drive. CHS expects a temporary increase in employees at the site and additional
parking is needed. The applicant is also working with Public Works on the design and location
of a crosswalk on Cenex Drive.

A Variance is also needed from front yard setbacks as all parking lots are to have a 30 foot
setback from road right-of-ways. The project is designed with a 10 foot setback from both
Babcock Trail and Cenex Drive.

ANALYSIS
The project complies with all performance standards for parking lots. Allowing the parkng lot
closer to the street protects the existing tree line on the property and reduces grading into the
hill behind the lot. Requiring the 30 foot setback would have a big impact on the existing natural
features of the lot.

The City Engineer has indicated the storm water ponding design needs some modifications to
meet standards including possible increase in size of the pond. This detail can be worked out
but plans will need to be approved by the City Engineer before commencement of work on site.
The resolution for the Major Site Plan Review includes this as a condition.

RECOMMENDATION
Planning Staff: Recommends approval of the Major Site Plan Review and Variance for the

parking lot as presented.

Planning Commission: Supported the parking lot addition. Most of the discussion was on the
pedestrian crossing location and if a traffic study was necessary. Staff indicated that the
pedestrian crossing would ultimately be approved by the Director of Public Works since it is in
the street right-of-way. The Commission recommends approval of the project as proposed (7-
0).
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Attachments: Resolution Approving Major Site Plan Review and Improvement Agreement
Resolution Approving Variance
Planning Report
Improvement Agreement
Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement
Easement Encroachment Agreement



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. _______

RESOLUTION APPROVING A MAJOR SITE PLAN REIVEW AND IMPROVEMENT
AGREEMENT FOR A PARKING LOT ADDITION

Case No. 14-32PRV
(CHS, INC)

WHEREAS, an application for a Major Site Plan Review has been submitted for a parking
lot addition on property across from the CHS main campus on said property legally described as
follows:

Lot2 & 3, Block 1, Cenex 2nd Addition, according the recorded plat thereof,
Dakota County, Minnesota

WHEREAS, the aforedescribed property is zoned B-1, Limited Business District;

WHEREAS, a public hearing concerning the request was held before the Inver Grove
Heights Planning Commission in accordance with Minnesota Statute, Section 462.357,
Subdivision 3 on September 2, 2014;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER
GROVE HEIGHTS, that a Major Site Plan Review and Improvement Agreement for a parking
lot addition is approved with the following conditions:

1. The site shall be developed in substantial conformance with the following
plans on file in the Planning Department:

Site Layout Plan dated 8/25/14
Grading and Drainage Plan dated 8/25/14
Paving Plan dated 8/25/14
Landscape Plan dated 8/4/14



Resolution No. ________ Page 3

2. The pedestrian crossing design and location shall be approved by the
Director of Public Works prior to construction.

3. The final grading, drainage and storm water management plans shall be
approved by the City Engineer prior to work commencing on the site.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Deputy Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to
record a certified copy of this Resolution at the Dakota County Recorder’s Office.

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

AYES:
NAYS:

_________________________
George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

______________________________
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. ______

RESOLUTION APPROVING A VARIANCE TO ALLOW A 10 FOOT PARKING LOT
SETBACK WHEREAS 30 FEET IS REQUIRED IN THE B-1 DISTRICT FOR A

PARKING LOT EXPANSION

CASE NO. 14-32PVR
(CHS, INC)

WHEREAS, an application for a Variance has been submitted for the property
located at 5500 Cenex Drive and legally described as:

Lot 2 and 3, Block , Cenex 2nd Addition, Dakota County, Minnesota

WHEREAS, an application has been received for a variance to construct a
parking lot addition within the 30 foot setback in the B-1 District;

WHEREAS, the afore described property is zoned B-1, Limited Business District;

WHEREAS, a Variance may be granted by the City Council from the strict
application of the provisions of the City Code Title 10, Chapter 3-4 and conditions and
safeguards imposed in the variance so granted where practical difficulties result from
carrying out the strict letter of the regulations of the Zoning Code, as per City Code 10-3-
4:D.;

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights Planning Commission reviewed the
request on June 4, 2013 in accordance with City Code 10-3-3: C.;

WHEREAS, a practical difficulty or uniqueness was found to exist based on the
following findings:



Resolution No. ______ Page No. 2

a. The balance of the natural terrain and trees will not be impacted with
this project. Shrub plantings along Babcock Trail will be installed to help break
up the view of the parking lot from the street.

b. The site is designed so there will be minimal impact to the existing grades
and tree stand on site. Requiring the parking lot to meet the 30 foot setback from
both Babcock and Cenex Drive would have an impact on the lot and more
grading and tree removal would be necessary.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER
GROVE HEIGHTS, that the variance to allow a parking lot with a 10 foot setbacks
whereas 30 feet is required is hereby approved with the following condition:

1. The site shall be developed in substantial conformance with the site plan
on file with the Planning Department.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Deputy Clerk is hereby authorized and
directed to record a certified copy of this Resolution at the Dakota County Recorder’s
Office.

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

____________________________________
George Tourville, Mayor

Ayes:
Nays:

ATTEST:

________________________________________
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk



PLANNING REPORT
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

REPORT DATE: August 26, 2014 CASE NO: 14-32PR

HEARING DATE: September 2, 2014

APPLICANT/PROPERTY OWNER: CHS Inc.

REQUEST: Major Site Plan Review and Variance for a parking lot addition

LOCATION: 5500 Cenex Drive

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: O, Office

ZONING: B-1, Limited Business

REVIEWING DIVISIONS: Planning PREPARED BY: Allan Hunting
Engineering City Planner

______________________________________________________________________

BACKGROUND

The applicant has approached the City looking to add additional parking on property they own
across the street from the main campus. The property is zoned B-1 and is at the corner of
Babcock Trail and Cenex Drive. CHS is looking to create a new parking lot for an approximately
105 additional cars that are needed due to rapid business growth.

The process includes a Major Site Plan Review to allow for the new parking lot. A variance is
being requested to allow the parking lot to be 10 feet from the property line whereas 30 feet is
required in the B-1 District.

EVALUATION OF THE REQUEST

Major Site Plan Review

Setbacks and Parking. The new parking lot would be located on a lot across the street from the
main campus and is designed for 105 cars. There would be one entrance onto Cenex Drive
which is a local city street. Babcock Trail is a County Road and no access is allowed by the
County. The parking lot would have islands for tree plantings. Section 10-15A.3.F allows for
offsite parking facilities where they can be located elsewhere than on the lot on which the
principal is located. These parking spaces must not be more than 100 feet from the property nor
more than 400 feet from the building served. Cenex Drive right-of-way is 100 feet wide so the
location meets this standard and the lot would be almost exactly 400 feet from the current
building.



Planning Report – Case No. 14-32PR
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The front yard parking lot setback for B-1 zoned properties is 30 feet. The B-1 District is the only
district that has a large front yard parking lot setback. All other commercial and industrial zones
have a 10 foot setback. I believe the intent of the increased setback was to provide for more open
front yards creating small business like campus settings for office buildings in the B-1 District.
The applicant is requesting a 10 foot setback from both Babcock Trail and Cenex Drive. This
variance is discussed later in the report.

Parking stall size and isle widths have all been met. The location of the entrance meets city
spacing standards.

Pedestrian Crossing. Since there would be a significant amount of employees crossing Cenex
Drive, CHS is proposing a pedestrian crossing with a small raised median for crossing safety.
The design of the pedestrian crossing would be similar to the one installed on Blaine Avenue in
front of Gertens. The Engineering Department supports the idea of this pedestrian crossing and
has provided the applicant with the design of the improvements. The improvements would be
built to city standards but would then be maintained by the city since it is in the public right-of-
way.

The location of the pedestrian crossing on Cenex Drive is still being work out between the
applicant and the city. The Public Works Director prefers the crossing to be either at the
Babcock/Cenex intersection, or approximately mid block between the road intersection and the
entrance to CHS on Cenex Drive. The final location of the pedestrian crossing will be
determined and approved by the Public Works Director.

Storm Water Ponding. Storm water ponding for the parking lot would be constructed adjacent
to the lot. Engineering has indicated the pond may need to be increased in size to accommodate
post development levels. Final review and approval of the plans would occur prior to
construction.

Landscaping. The applicant has provided a landscaping plan which indicates additional
plantings proposed along both Cenex Drive and Babcock Trail. Staff had recommended some
shrub plantings along the roadways to help break up views of the parking lot since the applicant
is proposing reduced setbacks. The plan provides for these shrubs. The applicant will be
transplanting some of the existing trees planted in the middle of the site and relocated as part of
this project. The plan complies with landscape standards.

Lighting. The applicant is proposing some parking lot lighting in the islands and by the entrance.
All parking lot fixtures are to be a shoe-box style with flat lens.

Improvement Agreement. An improvement agreement will be required to be executed between
the City and the developer. The agreement will address the necessary site improvements
including the pedestrian island improvements and storm water ponding. Maintenance, parties
responsible for the improvements, financial surety is addressed in the agreement. A developer is
required to enter into a contract with the City addressing the improvements and construction on
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site. A letter of credit equal to 125% of the cost of these improvements is required before
construction can begin. This requirement assures the City that these particular improvements
will be constructed to the satisfaction of the City.

Variance Review

City Code Title 11, Chapter 3. Variances, states that the City Council may grant variances when
they are in harmony with the general purposes and intent of the zoning ordinance and
consistent with the comprehensive plan and establishes that there are practical difficulties in
complying with the official control. In order to grant the requested variance, City Code
identifies criteria which are to be considered practical difficulties. The applicant’s request is
reviewed below against those criteria.

1. The variance request is in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the city code and
consistent with the comprehensive plan.

The use of the property for a parking lot would be consistent with the comprehensive
plan for Office type uses and is consistent with zoning. The parking lot takes up only a
portion of the two lots along Cenex Drive. There is still a significant amount of open
space along Cenex Drive not being used for parking. The location of the parking lot is
designed around the already graded area by the intersection. Very little grading occurs
into the upward slopes in back side of the lot and very few trees from the tree stand
will be removed as part of the storm ponding grading. The site being improved for
parking was already graded out a number of years back for some type of anticipated
development. The balance of the natural terrain and trees will not be impacted with
this project. The applicant has provided some shrub plantings along Babcock Trail per
staff’s recommendations to help break up the view of the parking lot from the street.

2. The property owner proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted by the
zoning ordinance.

The site is designed so there will be minimal impact to the existing grades and tree
stand on site. Requiring the parking lot to meet the 30 foot setback from both Babcock
and Cenex Drive would have an impact on the lot and more grading and tree removal
would be necessary.

3. The plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property not created by the
landowner.

The applicant is working towards minimal impacts to the existing grades and tree
stand on site. The parking lot improvements would occur on an area of the lot that had
been graded and disturbed a number of years ago for some type of development at that
time. Requiring compliance with the setbacks would impact existing grades and there
would be more tree removal.
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4. The variance will not alter the essential character of the locality.

The site design utilizes the already graded flat area for the parking lot. The balance of
the site would not be altered and therefore would not change the character of the area.
The lot is zoned for commercial or office type uses, so a parking lot improvement
would not change the character of the area.

5. Economic considerations alone do not constitute an undue hardship.

Economic considerations do not appear to be a basis for this request.

ALTERNATIVES

A. Approval. If the Planning Commission finds the application to be acceptable, the
following actions should be taken:

o Approval of the Major Site Plan Review for a 105 stall parking lot addition to
the CHS campus subject to the following conditions:

1. The site shall be developed in substantial conformance with the
following plans on file in the Planning Department:

Site Layout Plan dated 8/25/14
Grading and Drainage Plan dated 8/25/14
Paving Plan dated 8/25/14
Landscape Plan dated 8/4/14

2. The pedestrian crossing design and location shall be approved by the
Director of Public Works prior to construction.

3. An improvement agreement will be required to be entered into between
the applicant and the city to address the crossing design and storm water
improvements along with maintenance agreements.

o Approval of the Variance to allow the parking lot with a 10 foot setback from
Babcock Trail and Cenex Drive whereas 30 feet is required in the front yard
subject to the following conditions:

1. The site shall be developed in substantial conformance with the
following plans on file in the Planning Department:

Site Layout Plan dated 8/25/14
Grading and Drainage Plan dated 8/25/14
Paving Plan dated 8/25/14
Landscape Plan dated 8/4/14
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B. Denial If the Planning Commission does not favor the proposed application the
above request should be recommended for denial. With a recommendation for denial, findings
or the basis for the denial should be given.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval of the Major Site Plan Review and Variance for the parking lot
addition with the conditions listed.

Attachments: Site Location
Applicant Narrative
Overall CHS Site Plan
Parking Lot Site Plan
Grading Plan
Paving Plan
Landscape Plan
e-mails from residents
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Heather Botten

From: PattiRai Rudolph [2prudolph@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 4:40 AM
To: Heather Botten
Subject: Planning Com. meeting statement 9/2/14

Importance: High

Dear Heather: 

 

This is my statement to the Inver Grove Heights Planning Commission Public Hearing set for September 2, 2014 

regarding CHS,INC. – Case No. 14-32PRV and the request for a Major Site Plan Review and Variance. 

 

I have observed the corner of Cenex Drive and Babcock Trail on a daily basis from my deck for the last 15 years, as well 

as driven it myself nearly every day. Besides steadily increasing vehicle traffic over the years, it is a critical junction for 

MTC buses, school buses and commercial vehicles delivering to the G & M Store.  There being no current traffic 

regulation except for stop signs on ONLY the Cenex Drive/55
th

 St. East sides and NOT on Babcock Trail itself, I believe the 

addition of parking lots will further clog the intersection and endanger the safety of pedestrians and children as well as 

that of motorists who already use the road. 

 

I have no problem with parking being added to the portion of Cenex Drive that borders Highway 52 at Upper 55
th

 Street. 

It does not infringe on residential life in the neighborhood to a substantial degree. However, I ask the Planning 

Commission reject development of the two small parcels at the junction of Babcock Trail and Cenex Drive until such time 

the City conducts a full study of the traffic pattern at that corner and the possible addition of traffic lights before any 

additional parking lots are considered. 

 

I thank you for your consideration of my statement and request. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

PattiRai Rudolph 

5447 Babcock Trail 

Suite 206 

Inver Grove Heights, MN  55077 

(612) 669-8851 

mail to: 2prudolph@comcast.net 
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Heather Botten

From: Jennifer Connolly [jt2184@msn.com]
Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 8:08 AM
To: Heather Botten
Subject: CHS. INC- Case NO. 14-32PRV

Hello Heather, 

My name is Jennifer Connolly and I live at 5445 Babcock Trail in the Cedar Woods Condos that are right across 

the street from CHS.  I am writing to say I am against the expansion of the parking lot to across the street 

where there is a field of green grass, bushes and trees.  I enjoy looking out and seeing that instead of a 

building or parking lot.  It adds character and value to the area and I would hate to see that destroyed.  During 

the spring there are flowers that bloom and it looks pretty and again gives the area character.  Not to mention 

that you would be taking away from any animal life that happen to live there.  I know their are trees where 

birds can build nests and I know geese go there to look for food as well.  I also think with adding a parking lot it 

would take away any value of me wanting to sell my condo unit.  Who is going to want to buy a place where 

across the street is this huge parking lot that you can see.  I know it would definitely weigh on my decision if I 

was buying the place.  Also with the parking lot lights would have to be added.  My unit faces that side and I 

do not want bright lights shining in my windows at night I already get enough with the gas station.  I have been 

in that parking lot and there are some spaces they have reserved that they could open up for employee 

parking.  I propose they take a look at their own parking lot and figure it out instead of expanding and 

destroying nature. 

  

Thank You for you time 

Jennifer Connolly 
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 TO: Mayor and Councilmembers 

 FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz and Bridget McCauley Nason 

 DATE: September 2, 2014 

 RE: Body Art Establishment Ordinance 

 

 

Section 1.  Background.  The attached ordinance amendment related to body art establishments 

is on the agenda for second reading at the September 8, 2014 Council Meeting. 

 

In 1998, the City Council adopted an ordinance regulating Tattoo and Body Piercing 

Establishments which is currently codified in Title 4, Chapter 9 of the City Code. In 2010, 

legislation was enacted which established a state-wide licensing program for establishments 

practicing tattooing or body piercing.  Part of that legislation included the adoption of a 

definition of the term “body art,” which encompasses both tattooing and body piercing.  

Individuals who perform tattooing and/or body piercing are now referred to as “body art 

technicians.”  Beginning Jan. 1, 2011, all body art technicians are required to be licensed by the 

state department of public health.  In addition, the state will also license body art establishments, 

unless cities decide to regulate these establishments themselves.  The statute allows cities the 

opportunity to license body art establishments, in which case a state license is not required, as 

long as the city’s regulations are more restrictive than state law.  The reasons that Inver Grove 

Heights may choose to regulate body art establishments are as follows: 

 

• To limit the number of licensed establishments; 

• To restrict the types of body art procedures that can be performed; 

• To regulate the license application requirements, including requiring background 

investigations and insurance; 

• To prohibit mobile or temporary establishments, home parties, and home occupations. 

 

In order to bring the city code provisions and language into conformity with the language used in 

state statutes regarding body art and to effectively regulate the wide variety of body art 

procedures which may be performed in the city, the attached ordinance amending various city 

code provisions is provided for council review and consideration. Key provisions of the proposed 

ordinance revisions include the following: 
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1. The ordinance contemplates repealing the current Tattoo and Body Piercing ordinance 

and replacing it with a new Body Art Ordinance.   

2. City will issue up to 2 licenses for body art establishments. 

3. City cannot license technicians, but can require that all technicians have a state license.  

4. Certain individuals, such as doctors, dentists and other licensed professionals are exempt 

from the licensing requirements, as long as those procedures are done within their 

professional scope of practice. 

5. Many new definitions are introduced, including different types of body art procedures: 

branding, micropigmentation, scarification, subdermal implantation, and suspension.  

6. Background investigations and inspections are required of all licensees. 

7. Temporary, mobile, and in-home establishments are not allowed. 

8. Insurance in the amount of $1,000,000 is required. 

9. Additional reasons for denial, suspension, or revocation of a license, including health 

code issues, are listed. 

10. Additional health and sanitation requirements are added, including requiring an 

accessible hand sink that is not located in a public restroom, at least one available 

bathroom, use of disposable razors only, and privacy barriers if requested. 

11. Each client has to sign a disclosure and authorization form, which indicates whether the 

client has certain diseases or conditions.  Each client also has to sign a consent form 

informing the client that tattooing is permanent and body piercing may leave scarring. 

12. No one under the age of 18 can get a tattoo, regardless of parental consent. 

13. Anyone under the age of 18 can get body piercing with parental consent, as long as it is 

not one of the prohibited piercings or prohibited body art procedures. 

 

Section 2.  Council Action.  The Council is asked to consider and discuss the attached 

ordinance. Per Council direction, one change has been made to this ordinance since its 

presentation to the Council on August 25, 2014 for first reading, which is the inclusion of a 

requirement for body art establishments to keep on file for a period of three (3) years both the 

home and cellular phone numbers of all technicians and guest artists performing body art 

procedures in the licensed body art establishment. A separate ordinance updating the city’s 

zoning ordinance with the revised terminology included in this ordinance will be presented to the 

Planning Commission and City Council in the near future. 
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 

ORDINANCE NO. _________ 

 

AN ORDINANCE REPEALING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE 

TITLE 4, CHAPTER 9 REGARDING TATTOO AND BODY PIERCING 

ESTABLISHMENTS AND ENACTING CITY CODE TITLE 4, CHAPTER 9 

REGARDING BODY ART ESTABLISHMENTS AND AMENDING CITY CODE 

CHAPTER 1, TITLE 10, SECTION 2(B)(12) AND CHAPTER 3, TITLE 2, SECTION 5 

REGARDING LICENSE BACKGROUND INVESTIGATIONS AND APPROVAL AND 

REFUSAL OF LICENSE FOR TATTOO AND BODY PIECING ESTABLISHMENTS 

 

  

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS ORDAINS AS 

FOLLOWS: 

 Section One. Repeal and Replacement.  Title 4, Chapter 9, of the Inver Grove Heights 

City Code is hereby repealed in its entirety and replaced as follows and the following is hereby 

ordained and adopted: 

 

4-9-1: PURPOSE: 

 

It is the purpose and intent of this chapter to establish standards and regulations relating to 

the practice of body art in order to prevent the transmission of communicable diseases and 

promote the general welfare of the public. 

 

4-9-2: EXEMPTIONS: 

 

The following individuals may perform body art procedures within the scope of their 

practice without a technician’s license: 

 

A. A physician licensed under Minn. Stat., Chapter 147; 

 

B. A nurse licensed under Minn. Stat. Sections 148.171 to 148.285;  

 

C. A chiropractor licensed under Minn. Stat., Chapter 148; 

 

D. An acupuncturist licensed under Minn. Stat., Chapter 147B; 

 

E. A physician’s assistant licensed under Minn. Stat., Chapter 147A;  

 

F. A dental professional licensed under Minn. Stat., Chapter 150A; 

 

G. A guest artist under Minn. Stat. Section 146B.04 who may perform body art 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes?id=148.171#stat.148.171
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes?id=148.285#stat.148.285
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes?id=146B.04#stat.146B.04
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procedures in accordance with the requirements of Minn. Stat. Section 146B.04; or 

 

H. A person piercing only the outer perimeter or lobe of the ear using a pre-sterilized 

single-use stud-and-clasp ear-piercing system. 

 

4-9-3: PROHIBITIONS: 

 

No person shall: 

 

A. Conduct branding, cutting, subdermal implantation, microdermal, suspension, 

tongue bifurcation, or scarification of another person; 

 

B. Tattoo a minor; 

 

C. Pierce or tattoo the genitalia or nipples of a minor; 

 

D. Practice tattooing or piercing while under the influence of alcohol, controlled 

substances as defined in Minn. Stat. Section 152.01 subd. 4, or hazardous 

substances as defined in the rules adopted under Minn. Stat., Chapter 182;  

 

E. Perform body art procedures on any individual who appears to be under the 

influence of alcohol, controlled substances as defined in Minn. Stat. Section 152.01 

subd. 4, or hazardous substances as defined in the rules adopted under Minn. Stat., 

Chapter 182; or 

 

F. Operate a body art establishment or perform body art procedures, unless exempted 

above, without a license. 

 

G. No technician shall administer anesthetic injections or other medications. 

 

4-9-4: DEFINITIONS: 

 

For the purposes of this chapter, the terms defined in this section have the following 

meanings: 

 

AFTERCARE: Written instructions given to a client, specific to the procedure rendered, 

on caring for the body art and surrounding area. These instructions must include 

information on when to seek medical treatment. 

 

ANTISEPTIC: An agent that destroys disease-causing microorganisms on human skin or 

mucosa. 

 

BODY ART or BODY ART PROCEDURES: Physical body adornment using, but not 

limited to, tattooing and body piercing. Body art does not include practices and procedures 

that are performed by a licensed medical or dental professional if the procedure is within 

the professional’s scope of practice. 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes?id=146B.04#stat.146B.04
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BODY ART ESTABLISHMENT or ESTABLISHMENT: Any structure or venue, whether 

permanent, temporary, or mobile, where body art is performed. Mobile establishments 

include vehicle-mounted units, either motorized or trailered, and readily moveable without 

dissembling and where body art procedures are regularly performed in more than one 

geographic location. 

 

BODY PIERCING: The penetration or puncturing of the skin by any method for the 

purpose of inserting jewelry or other objects in or through the body. Body piercing also 

includes branding, scarification, suspension, subdermal implantation, microdermal, and 

tongue bifurcation. Body piercing does not include the piercing of the outer perimeter or 

the lobe of the ear using a pre-sterilized single-use stud-and-clasp ear-piercing system. 

 

BRANDING: An indelible mark burned into the skin using instruments of thermal cautery, 

radio hyfrecation, and strike branding. 

 

CITY: The City of Inver Grove Heights. 

 

COMMISSIONER: The commissioner of health. 

 

CONTAMINATED WASTE: Any liquid or semi-liquid blood or other potentially 

infectious materials; contaminated items that would release blood or other potentially 

infectious materials in a liquid or semi-liquid state if compressed; items that are caked 

with dried blood or other potentially infectious materials and are capable of releasing 

these materials during handling; and sharps and any wastes containing blood and other 

potentially infectious materials, as defined in Code of Federal Regulations, Title 29, 

Section 1910.1030, known as “Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens.” 

 

DEPARTMENT: The Department of Health. 

 

EQUIPMENT: All machinery, including fixtures, containers, vessels, tools, devices, 

implements, furniture, display and storage areas, sinks, and all other apparatus and 

appurtenances used in the operation of a body art establishment.  

 

GUEST ARTIST: An individual who performs body art procedures according to the 

requirements under Minn. Stat. Section 146B.04.  

 

HAND SINK: A sink equipped with potable hot and cold water held under pressure, used 

for washing hands, wrists, arms, or other portions of the body.  

 

HOT WATER: Water at a temperature of at least 110 degrees Fahrenheit.  

 

JEWELRY: Any ornament inserted into a pierced area. 

 

LIQUID CHEMICAL GERMICIDE: A tuberculocidal disinfectant or sanitizer registered 

with the Environmental Protection Agency. 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes?id=146B.04#stat.146B.04
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MICRODERMAL: A single-point perforation of any body part other than an earlobe for 

the purpose of inserting an anchor with a step either protruding from or flush with the 

skin. 

 

MICROPIGMENTATION or COSMETIC TATTOOING: The use of tattoos for permanent 

makeup or to hide or neutralize skin discolorations. 

 

OPERATOR: Any person who controls, operates, or manages body art activities at a body 

art establishment and who is responsible for the establishment’s compliance with these 

regulations, whether or not the person actually performs body art activities.  

 

PROCEDURE AREA: The physical space or room used for conducting body art 

procedures. 

 

PROCEDURE SURFACE: The surface area of furniture or accessories that may come into 

contact with the client’s clothed or unclothed body during a body art procedure and the 

area of the client’s skin where the body art procedure is to be performed and the 

surrounding area, or any other associated work area requiring sanitizing.  

 

SCARIFICATION: An indelible mark fixed on the body by the production of scars.  

 

SHARPS: Any object, sterile or contaminated, that may purposefully or accidentally cut or 

penetrate the skin or mucosa including, but not limited to, pre-sterilized single-use 

needles, scalpel blades, and razor blades. 

 

SHARPS CONTAINER: A closed, puncture-resistant, leak-proof container, labeled with 

the international biohazard symbol, that is used for handling, storage, transportation, and 

disposal. 

 

SINGLE USE: Products or items intended for onetime use which are disposed of after use 

on a client. This definition includes, but is not limited to, cotton swabs or balls, tissues or 

paper products, paper or plastic cups, gauze and sanitary coverings, disposable razors, 

piercing needles, tattoo needles, scalpel blades, stencils, ink cups, and protective gloves.  

 

STERILIZATION: A process resulting in the destruction of all forms of microbial life, 

including highly resistant bacterial spores. 

 

SUBDERMAL IMPLANTATION: The implantation of an object entirely below the 

dermis. 

 

SUPERVISION: The physical presence of a technician licensed under this chapter while a 

body art procedure is being performed. 

 

SUSPENSION: The suspension of the body from affixed hooks placed through temporary 

piercings. 
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TATTOOING: Any method of placing indelible ink or other pigments into or under the 

skin or mucosa with needles or any other instruments used to puncture the skin, resulting 

in permanent coloration of the skin or mucosa. Tattooing also includes micro-

pigmentation and cosmetic tattooing. 

 

TECHNICIAN or BODY ART TECHNICIAN: Any individual who is licensed under this 

chapter as a tattoo technician or as a body piercing technician or as both.  

 

TEMPORARY BODY ART ESTABLISHMENT: Any place or premise operating at a fixed 

location where an operator performs body art procedures for no more than 21 days in 

conjunction with a single event or celebration. 

 

TONGUE BIFURCATION: The cutting of the tongue from the tip to the base, forking at 

the end. 

 

4-9-5: LICENSE REQUIREMENTS: 

 

A. General Rule: No person acting individually or jointly with any other person may 

maintain, own, or operate a body art establishment in the City without being licensed by 

the City pursuant to this chapter.  The City will issue no more than a total of two (2) body 

art establishment licenses to body art establishments within the City at any time. 

 

B. Application: Each application for an initial establishment license and for renewal must 

comply with Section 3-2-5 of the City Code, as well as all requirements of this chapter. 

 

C. Investigation: Prior to the issuance of a body art establishment license, an investigation is 

required pursuant to Section 1-10-2(B)(12) of this Code.  

 

D. Inspection: 

 

1. Access to Premises: The operator of the body art establishment shall, upon request of 

the City, permit City employees access to all parts of the establishment at any 

reasonable time for the purpose of inspection.  The operator shall allow review of 

any records necessary for the City to ascertain compliance with this chapter, 

including all records required to be kept pursuant to the provisions of this chapter.  

 

2. Interference with City employees: No person shall interfere with or hinder the City in 

the performance of its duties, or refuse to permit any City employee to make such 

inspections. Refusal to cooperate with an inspection is grounds for revocation or 

denial of a license.  

 

E. Drawing of Premises: The applicant shall submit a scaled drawing of the premises with 

the license application.  If the licensed premises is enlarged, altered, or extended after the 

issuance of the initial license, the licensee shall inform the City and provide an amended 

drawing.   
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F. Locations and Persons Ineligible for a License: 

 

1. No license under this chapter shall be issued for a location: 

 

a. That is a temporary body art establishment or mobile establishment. 

 

b. That is located in a private residence.  

 

c. That is licensed to sell alcoholic beverages.  

 

d. That is not a compact and contiguous space as specified in the approved license 

application.   

 

e. On which taxes, assessments, or other financial claims of the state, county, school 

district, or city are due, delinquent, or unpaid. In the event a suit has been commenced 

under Minn. Stat. Sections 278.01 through 278.03 questioning the amount or validity 

of such taxes, the city council may on application waive strict compliance with this 

provision; no waiver may be granted, however, for taxes or any portion thereof, 

which remain unpaid for a period exceeding one year after becoming due.  

 

f. That is not properly zoned or does not have approved building permits, if required. 

 

2. No license shall be issued to an applicant or an officer, director, partner or manager of 

body art establishment who: 

 

a. Is a minor at the time the application is filed; or 

 

b. Is not a citizen of the United States, a resident alien, or does not have the legal 

authority to be employed in the United States.  

  

G. Hours of Operation: A licensed premises shall not be open for business before 7:00 a.m. 

or after 9:00 p.m. 

 

H. Transfer of License: A body art establishment license must be issued to a specific 

person and/or entity and for a specific location.  It is not transferable.  

 

I. Records: The following information must be kept on file for three (3) years on the 

premises of the licensed establishment and must be made available for inspection upon 

request by the City: 

 

1. A description of all body art procedures performed by the establishment;  

 

2. Copies of the spore tests conducted on each sterilizer; and 

 

3. The following information for each technician or guest artist employed or 
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performing body art procedures in the establishment: 

 

a. Name; 

 

b. Home address; 

 

c. Home and cellular telephone numbers; 

 

d. Date of birth; 

 

e. Copy of an identification photo; and 

 

f. License number or guest artist license number. 

 

4. For each client, the body art establishment operator shall maintain proper records 

of each procedure. The records of the procedure must be kept for three (3) years 

and must be available for inspection by the City upon request. The record must 

include the following: 

 

a. The date of the procedure; 

 

b. The information on the required picture identification showing the name, age, 

and current address of the client; 

 

c. A copy of the authorization form signed and dated by the client required under 

Section 4-9-9(B) of this chapter; 

 

d. A description of the body art procedure performed; 

 

e. The name and license number of the technician performing the procedure;  

 

f. A copy of the consent form required under Section 4-9-9(D) of this chapter: and 

 

g. If the client is under the age of 18 years, a copy of the consent form signed by 

the parent or legal guardian as required under Section 4-9-9(C)(1) of this 

chapter. 

 

J. Insurance: 

 

1. Professional Liability Insurance: All licensees shall have at all times a valid certificate of 

insurance issued by an insurance company licensed to do business in the state indicating 

that the licensee has current coverage of professional liability insurance in the amount of 

at least $1,000,000.00. 

 

2. Worker’s Compensation Insurance: All licensees shall provide the City with proof of 

worker’s compensation insurance as required by Minn. Stat. Section 176.182 for all its 
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employees. 

 

4-9-6: BODY ART TECHNICIANS: 

 

A. No individual may perform tattooing unless the individual holds a valid tattoo 

technician license issued by the Commissioner of Health under Minn. Stat. Section 

146B.03, except as provided in Section 4-9-2 of this chapter. 

 

B. No individual may perform body piercing unless the individual holds a valid body 

piercing technician license issued by the Commissioner of Health under Minn. Stat. 

Section 146B.03, except as provided in Section 4-9-2 of this chapter. 

 

C. If an individual performs both tattooing and body piercing, the individual must hold a 

valid dual body art technician license. 

 

4-9-7: DENIAL, SUSPENSION OR REVOCATION OF LICENSE: 

 

A. Grounds for Denial, Suspension or Revocation: In addition to the grounds stated 

elsewhere in this chapter or the City Code, any license may be denied, suspended or revoked 

if any of the following conditions exist and the owner or operator of a licensed 

establishment may be ordered by the City to discontinue all operations of a licensed body 

art establishment: 

 

1. Evidence of a sewage backup in an area of the body art establishment where body 

art activities are conducted; 

 

2. Lack of potable, plumbed, or hot or cold water to the extent that hand washing or 

toilet facilities are not operational; 

 

3. Lack of electricity or gas service to the extent that hand washing, lighting, or toilet 

facilities are not operational; 

 

4. Significant damage to the body art establishment due to tornado, fire, flood, or 

another disaster; 

 

5. Evidence of an infestation of rodents or other vermin; 

 

6. Evidence of any individual performing a body art procedure without a license as 

required under this chapter; 

 

7. Evidence of existence of a public health nuisance; 

 

8. Use of instruments or jewelry that are not sterile; 

 

9. Failure to maintain required records; 
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10. Failure to use gloves as required; 

 

11. Failure to properly dispose of sharps, blood or body fluids, or items contaminated 

by blood or body fluids; 

 

12. Failure to properly report complaints of potential blood-borne pathogen 

transmission to the Commissioner;  

 

13. Evidence of a positive spore test on the sterilizer if there is no other working 

sterilizer with a negative spore test in the establishment; 

 

14. The correct license fee has not been tendered to the city and, in the case of a check or 

bank draft, honored with payment upon presentation; 

 

15. The operation, as proposed by the applicant, if permitted, would not comply with all 

applicable laws, including, but not limited to, the City’s business, zoning and health 

regulations; 

 

16. The applicant has operated a tattoo or body piercing establishment and has had a license 

denied, revoked or suspended for any of the reasons given in this section by the City or 

any other state or local agency within five (5) years prior to the date of the application;  

 

17. The applicant, owner or operator has been convicted of any crime directly related to the 

business licensed and who has not shown competent evidence of sufficient rehabilitation 

and present fitness to perform the duties of the licensed business as prescribed by Minn. 

Stat. Section 364.03 subd. 3; 

 

18. The applicant, owner or operator denies access to city or state officials who are 

attempting to determine compliance with the city code; 

 

19. The applicant is not of good moral character or repute; or 

 

20. Other good cause. 

 

B. Hearing: The City Council or its designee may hold a hearing to take action on a body art 

establishment license pursuant to this chapter.  

 

4-9-8: HEALTH AND SAFETY STANDARDS: 

 

A. Establishment Standards: The body art establishment must meet the health and safety 

standards in this subdivision before a licensed technician may conduct body art procedures 

at the establishment. 

 

1. There shall be no less than forty-five (45) square feet of floor space for each 

procedure area.  The procedure area(s) must be separated from the bathroom, retail 

sales area, hair salon area, or any other area that may cause potential contamination 
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of work surfaces. 

 

2. For clients requesting privacy, at a minimum, a divider, curtain, or partition must 

be provided to separate multiple procedure areas. 

 

3. All procedure surfaces must be smooth, nonabsorbent, and easily cleanable.  

 

4. The establishment must have an accessible hand sink that is not in a public 

restroom and is equipped with: 

 

a. Hot and cold running water under pressure; 

 

b. No touch faucet controls such as wrist or foot operated; 

 

c. Liquid hand soap; 

 

d. Single-use paper towels or a mechanical hand drier or blower;  

 

e. A nonporous washable garbage receptacle with a foot-operated lid or with no 

lid and a removable liner; and 

 

f. A sign reminding technicians to properly wash their hands.  

 

5. The establishment must have at least one available bathroom equipped with a toilet 

and hand lavatory.  The hand lavatory shall be supplied with: 

 

a. Hot and cold running water under pressure; 

 

b. Liquid hand soap; 

 

c. Single-use paper towels or a mechanical hand drier or blower;  

 

d. A garbage receptacle; 

 

e. A door that closes; and 

 

f. Adequate ventilation. 

 

6. Ceilings in the body art establishment must be in good condition. 

 

7. All walls and floors must be free of open holes or cracks and be washable and no 

carpeting may be in areas used for body art procedures unless the carpeting is 

entirely covered with a rigid, nonporous, easily cleanable material.  

 

8. All facilities within the establishment must be maintained in a clean and sanitary 

condition and in good working order. 
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9. No animals may be present during a body art procedure, unless the animal is a 

service animal. 

 

B. Standards for Equipment, Instruments, and Supplies: Equipment, instruments, and 

supplies must comply with the health and safety standards in this subdivision before a 

licensed technician may conduct body art procedures. 

 

1. Jewelry used as part of a body art procedure must be made of surgical implant -

grade stainless steel, solid 14-karat or 18-karat white or yellow gold, niobium, 

titanium, or platinum, or a dense low-porosity plastic. Use of jewelry that is 

constructed of wood, bone, or other porous material is prohibited. 

 

2. Jewelry used as part of a body art procedure must be free of nicks, scratches, or 

irregular surfaces and must be properly sterilized before use.  

 

3. Reusable instruments must be thoroughly washed to remove all organic matter, 

rinsed, and sterilized before and after use. 

 

4. Needles must be single-use needles and sterilized before use. 

 

5. Sterilization must be conducted using steam heat or chemical vapor.  

 

6. All sterilization units must be operated according to the manufacturer’s 

specifications. 

 

7. At least once a month, but not to exceed 30 days between tests, a spore test must be 

conducted on each sterilizer used to ensure proper functioning. If a positive spore 

test result is received, the sterilizer at issue may not be used until a negative result 

is obtained. 

 

8. All inks and other pigments used in a body art procedure must be specifically 

manufactured for tattoo procedures. 

 

9. Immediately before applying a tattoo, the ink needed must be transferred from the 

ink bottle and placed into single-use paper or plastic cups. Upon completion of the 

tattoo, the single-use cups and their contents must be discarded. 

 

10. All tables, chairs, furniture, or other procedure surfaces that may be exposed to 

blood or body fluids during the body art procedure must be cleanable and must be 

sanitized after each client with a liquid chemical germicide.  

 

11. Single-use towels or wipes must be provided to the client. These towels must be 

dispensed in a manner that precludes contamination and disposed of in a nonporous 

washable garbage receptacle with a foot-operated lid or with no lid and a removal 

liner. 
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12. All bandages and surgical dressings used must be sterile or bulk-packaged clean 

and stored in a clean, closed nonporous container. 

 

13. All equipment and instruments must be maintained in good working order and in a 

clean and sanitary condition. 

 

14. All instruments and supplies must be stored clean and dry in covered containers.  

 

15. Single-use disposable barriers or a chemical germicide must be used on all 

equipment that cannot be sterilized as part of the procedure as required under this 

section including, but not limited to, spray bottles, procedure light fixture handles, 

and tattoo machines. 

 

C. Standards for Body Art Procedures: All body art procedures must comply with the 

health and safety standards in this subdivision. 

 

1. The skin area subject to a body art procedure must be thoroughly cleaned with soap 

and water, rinsed thoroughly, and swabbed with an antiseptic solution. Only single-

use towels or wipes may be used to clean the skin. 

 

2. Whenever it is necessary to shave the skin, a new disposable razor must be used for 

each client. The disposable razor must be discarded after use.  

 

3. No body art procedure may be performed on any area of the skin where there is an 

evident infection, irritation, or open wound. 

 

4. Glove Use:   

 

a. Single-use nonabsorbent gloves of adequate size and quality to preserve 

dexterity must be used for touching clients, for handling sterile instruments, or 

for handling blood or body fluids.  

 

b. Non-latex gloves must be used with clients or employees who request them or 

when petroleum products are used.  

 

c. Gloves must be changed if a glove becomes damaged or comes in contact with 

any non-clean surface or objects or with a third person. 

 

d. At a minimum, gloves must be discarded after the completion of a procedure on 

a client.  

 

e. Hands and wrists must be washed before putting on a clean pair of gloves and 

after removing a pair of gloves. 

 

f. Gloves shall not be reused. 



13 

 

 

D. Standards for Technicians: Technicians must comply with the health and safety 

standards in this subdivision. 

 

1. Technicians must scrub their hands and wrists thoroughly before and after 

performing a body art procedure, after contact with the client receiving the 

procedure, and after contact with potentially contaminated materials.  

 

2. A technician may not smoke, eat, or drink while performing body art procedures.  

 

3. A technician may not perform a body art procedure if the technician has any open 

sores visible or in a location that may come in contact with the client.  

 

4. Technicians shall wear clean clothing and use a disposable barrier such as a lap 

cloth when performing body art procedures. 

 

5. For each client, single use disposable barriers shall be provided on all equipment 

used as part of a procedure that cannot be sterilized.  Examples include spray 

bottles, light fixture handles, and tattoo machines. 

 

6. Technicians shall not allow clients to leave the procedure area without first 

covering the tattooed area with a bandage or other clean covering.  

 

E. Contamination Standards: 

 

1. Infectious waste and sharps must be managed according to Minn. Stat. Sections 

116.76 to 116.835 and must be disposed of by an approved infectious waste hauler 

at a site permitted to accept the waste, according to Minnesota Rules, Parts 

7035.9100 to 7035.9150. Sharps ready for disposal must be disposed of in an 

approved sharps container.  

 

2. Contaminated waste that may release liquid blood or body fluids when compressed 

or that may release dried blood or body fluids when handled must be placed in an 

approved red bag that is marked with the international biohazard symbol.  

 

3. Contaminated waste that does not release liquid blood or body fluids when 

compressed or handled may be placed in a covered receptacle and disposed of 

through normal approved disposal methods. 

 

4. Storage of contaminated waste on site must not exceed the overflow level of any 

container. 

 

4-9-9: PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS: 

 

A. Proof of Age: A technician shall require proof of age before performing any body art 

procedure on a client. Proof of age must be established by one of the following methods:  

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes?id=116.76#stat.116.76
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes?id=116.83#stat.116.83
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1.  A valid driver’s license or identification card issued by the state of Minnesota or 

another state that includes a photograph and date of birth of the individual;  

 

2. A valid military identification card issued by the United States Department of 

Defense; 

 

3. A valid passport; 

 

4. A resident alien card; or 

 

5. A tribal identification card. 

 

B. Disclosure and Authorization Form:  

 

1. Before performing any body art procedure, the technician must provide the client 

with a disclosure and authorization form that indicates whether the client has:  

 

a. Diabetes; 

 

b. A history of hemophilia; 

 

c. A history of skin diseases, skin lesions, or skin sensitivities to soap or 

disinfectants; 

 

d. A history of epilepsy, seizures, fainting, or narcolepsy;  

 

e. Any condition that requires the client to take medications such as anticoagulants  

that thin the blood or interfere with blood clotting; or  

 

f. Any other information that would aid the technician in the body art procedure 

process evaluation. 

 

2. The form must include a statement informing the client that the technician shall not 

perform a body art procedure if the client fails to complete or sign the disclosure 

and authorization form, and the technician may decline to perform a body art 

procedure if the client has any identified health conditions. 

 

3. The technician shall ask the client to sign and date the disclosure and authorization 

form confirming that the information listed on the form is accurate.  

 

C. Minors; Parent or Legal Guardian Consent; Prohibitions: 

 

1. A technician may perform body piercings on an individual under the age of 18 if 

the individual’s parent or legal guardian is present and a consent form under 

Section 4-9-9(D) of this chapter and the authorization form under Section 4-9-
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9(B)(1) of this chapter is signed by the parent or legal guardian in the presence of 

the technician, and the piercing is not prohibited under Section 4-9-9(C)(3) of this 

chapter. 

 

2. No technician shall tattoo any individual under the age of 18 regardless of parental 

or guardian consent. 

 

3. No nipple or genital piercing, branding, scarification, suspension, subdermal 

implantation, microdermal, or tongue bifurcation shall be performed by any 

technician on any individual under the age of 18 regardless of parental or guardian 

consent. 

 

D. Consent Form: Before performing a body art procedure, the technician shall obtain 

from the client a signed and dated informed consent form. The consent form must 

disclose: 

 

1. That a tattoo is considered permanent and may only be removed with a surgical 

procedure and that any effective removal may leave scarring; or  

 

2. That body piercing may leave scarring. 

 

E. Personal Privacy: Before performing any body art procedure, the technician shall offer 

and make available to the client personal draping, as appropriate. 

 

F. Aftercare Instructions: A technician shall provide each client with verbal and written 

instructions for the care of the tattooed or pierced site upon the completion of the 

procedure. The written instructions must advise the client to consult a health care 

professional at the first sign of infection. 

 

G. State and Local Public Health Regulations: An operator and technician shall comply 

with all applicable state, county, and City requirements regarding public health. 

 

H. Notification: The operator of the body art establishment shall immediately notify the 

Commissioner and the local health authority of any reports of a potential blood-borne 

pathogen transmission. 

 

Section Two. Amendment.  Title 1, Chapter 10, Section 2(B)(12) of the Inver Grove 

Heights City Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

12. Tattoo and body piercing establishments Body art establishments 

 

Section Three. Amendment.  Title 3, Chapter 2, Section 5 of the Inver Grove Heights 

City Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

Where the approval of any city officer or state officer or the city council is required prior to the 

issuance of a license, the approval must be presented to the clerk before the license is issued. No 
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license may be approved by any city officer or issued by the clerk if it appears that the conduct 

of the activity for which a license is sought will be contrary to the health, safety or welfare of the 

public or any regulation, law or ordinance applicable to such activity. The following licenses will 

not be approved if there are any outstanding debts or delinquencies on taxes or special 

assessments due to the city: 

 

Automobile sales. 

 

Automobile service stations. 

 

Bowling alleys. 

 

Contractors. 

 

Dance halls. 

 

Garbage collection. 

 

Liquor sales. 

 

Pawnbrokers and precious metal dealers. 

 

Saunas, massage parlors, escort services and employees. 

 

Tattoo and body piercing establishments. Body art establishments. 

 

Therapeutic massage businesses. 

 

 

 Section Four. Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 

after its passage and publication according to law. 

 

Passed this _____ day of _______________________, 2014. 

 

Ayes:   Nays: 

 

       Attest: 

 

             

George Tourville, Mayor    Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk 
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