
  

 

1.  CALL TO ORDER 

2.  ROLL CALL 

3.  PRESENTATIONS  

 A. Introduction of Human Resources Manager – Janet Shefchick 

 B. Lions Club Donation to Inver Grove Heights Fire Department 

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.  i) Minutes – January 5, 2015 Special City Council Meeting     _____________ 

 ii)  Minutes – January 12, 2015 Regular City Council Meeting    _____________  

B. Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending January 21, 2015   _____________ 

C. Final Compensating Change Order No. 2, Final Pay Voucher No. 3, Engineer’s  

Report of Acceptance and Resolution Accepting Work for City Project No. 2013-06,  

South Robert Trail (TH 3) Stormwater Facilities Repairs    _____________ 

D. Receive Quotes and Award Contract for Sanitary Sewer Lining   _____________ 

E. Resolution Receiving the Final Feasibility Report and Scheduling Public Hearing for  

City Project No. 2015-13, NWA Trunk Utility Improvements, Argenta District (70th  

Street Lift Station to Blackstone Ridge Development)     _____________ 

F. Accept Donations for Various Parks and Recreation Programs   _____________ 

G. Approve Interim Appointment of Golf Course Superintendent   _____________ 

H. Approve Interim Appointment of Assistant Golf Course Superintendent  _____________ 

I. Approve Golf Course Technician Job Description     _____________ 

J. Personnel Actions          _____________ 

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

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

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:   

 A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Ordering the Project, Authorizing and  

Approving Final Plans and Specifications, Authorizing City Attorney to Complete  
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Easement Negotiations and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for the 2015 Improvement 

Program, City Project No. 2015-10, NWA Trunk Utility Improvements, Argenta District  

(Alverno Avenue to Blackstone Vista Development)      _____________ 

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Ordering the Project, Authorizing and  

Approving Final Plans and Specifications, Authorizing City Attorney to Complete  

Easement Negotiations, and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for the 2015  

Improvement Program, City Project No. 2015-11, NWA 70th Street Lift Station 

Argenta District           _____________ 

7.  REGULAR AGENDA: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

A. IMH SPECIAL ASSET 175; Consider Resolution relating to a Comprehensive Plan  

Amendment to Change the Land Use Designation of a Portion of the Property from MU,  

Mixed Use to LMDR, Low-Medium Density Residential for the property located at the  

Northeast Corner of Hwy 3 and County Road 26     ____________ 

PUBLIC WORKS:  

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution Receiving Feasibility Report,  

Establishing City Project No. 2015-14, 47th Street Area Water and Sewer Improvements, 

Scheduling a Public Hearing and Authorizing Preparation of Plans and Specifications for the 

2015 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2015-09E, 47th Street Area 

Reconstruction and for City Project No. 2015-14, 47th Street Area Water and Sewer  

Improvements and Rehabilitation        ____________ 

C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolutions Approving Project Labor  

Agreements for City Project No. 2015-10, Northwest Area Trunk Utility Improvements, 

Argenta District (Alverno Avenue to Blackstone Vista Development) and City Project  

No. 2015-11, Northwest Area 70th Street Lift Station – Argenta District  _____________ 

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 SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
MONDAY, JANUARY 5, 2015 – 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in special session on Monday,  
January 5, 2015, in the Council chambers.  Mayor Tourville called the meeting to order at  
6:00 p.m.  Present were Council members Bartholomew, Hark, Mueller and Piekarski Krech; City  
Administrator Lynch, City Attorney Kuntz, Public Works Director Thureen, Parks and Recreation Director  
Carlson, Finance Director Smith, Chief Stanger, Chief Thill, and Deputy Clerk Kennedy 

2. Oath of Office for Newly Elected Officials 

Judge Thomas Pugh administered the oath of office to Councilmember Piekarski Krech, Councilmember  
Hark, and Mayor Tourville. 

3. Consider Resolution Receiving the Final Feasibility Report for City Project No. 2015-10, 
Northwest Area Trunk Utilities, Argenta District, Alverno Avenue to Blackstone Vista  
Development 

Mr. Thureen stated the following three (3) items on the agenda were related to the series of projects  
needed to extend utilities into the Argenta district and eventually serve the Blackstone plat. 

Mr. Kaldunski stated the request was to adopt the feasibility study prepared by Bolton & Menk.  He 
explained the consultant performed a study on the entire project several months ago and this item related 
to an amendment to the original feasibility study.  The project would involve the extension of trunk water 
main and sanitary sewer from the existing utilities at the end of Alverno Avenue, across the Peltier 
Property to Argenta Trail, and then onto the Blackstone Vista plat.  The estimated cost of the project was 
approximately $1.5 million and construction would take place in the summer.  Funding for the project 
would come from Fund 511 and 512.  Both funding sources were established specifically for the Northwest 
Area.  Expenses would be covered by connection fees payable when new developments connect to the  
system.  He noted there would be no special assessments associated with the project.   

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 15-01 Receiving the 
Final Feasibility Report for City Project No. 2015-10, Northwest Area Trunk Utilities, Argenta  
District, Alverno Avenue to Blackstone Vista Development 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

4. Consider Resolution Scheduling a Public Hearing and Authorizing Preparation of Plans and 
Specifications for the 2015 Capital Improvement Program, City Project No. 2015-10, Northwest 
Area Trunk Utility Improvements - Argenta District (Alverno Avenue to Blackstone Vista 
Development) and City Project No. 2015-11, Northwest Area 70th Street Lift Station, Argenta  
District 

Mr. Kaldunski explained the intent of the public hearing was to take public input on both projects.  He 
noted that both projects, 2015-10 and 2015-11, were part of the 2015 master feasibility study that was 
completed in 2014.  He stated City Project No. 2015-11 related to construction of a lift station at 70th Street 
on property within the Blackstone Vista development.  He reviewed the service district for both projects 
and stated both the utility extension and the lift station were meant to serve future developments in the 
Northwest Area, not just the Blackstone Vista development.  The estimated cost for the lift station project  
was $750,000.      

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to adopt Resolution No. 15-02 Scheduling a Public 
Hearing and Authorizing Preparation of Plans and Specifications for the 2015 Capital Improvement 
Program, City Project No. 2015-10, Northwest Area Trunk Utility Improvements - Argenta District 
(Alverno Avenue to Blackstone Vista Development) and City Project No. 2015-11, Northwest Area  
70th Street Lift Station, Argenta District  
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Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

5. Consider Resolution Authorizing Preparation of Addendum No. 3 to the November 19, 2014 
Feasibility Study by Bolton & Menk, Inc. for City Project No. 2014-13 – Northwest Area Utility 
Extension, Argenta Trail Alignment and Establish City Project No. 2015-13 – Northwest Area  
Trunk Utility Improvements, 70th Street Lift Station to Blackstone Ridge 

Mr. Kaldunski explained the original feasibility study showed how all the sewer and water trunk systems 
would have been installed for the Blackstone developments.  Since that time the developer proposed to do 
some of the work on his own property.  He stated on the Blackstone Vista plat the developer would install 
the trunk sewer and water lines.  He noted there were some segments along the alignment where the City 
would have to fill in the gaps and install the trunk lines.  The City would construct the trunk line from the lift 
station on 70th Street and follow one of two potential alignments, 70th Street or 71st Street, to the 
Blackstone Ridge site.  The proposed action was to authorize Bolton & Menk to update the feasibility study 
for the project to provide a more detailed cost estimate and to allow the City to continue the easement 
negotiation process.  Preliminary estimates indicated that the 71st street alignment would be more cost  
effective than the 70th Street alignment.   

Mayor Tourville clarified the proposed action would also authorize Evergreen Land Service Company and  
BRKW to begin the easement negotiation process.  

Mr. Kaldunski replied in the affirmative.  He noted the easement negotiations would pertain to this project  
only. 

Dian Piekarski, 7609 Babcock Trail, stated within the proposed project area there were natural areas  
where water collected.  She questioned if any thought had been given to the impact the project could 
potentially have on the neighborhood in terms of groundwater issues and who would be responsible for  
remediation if any damages were incurred by property owners.   

Mr. Kaldunski stated the City had reviewed the potential impacts extensively.  He explained the City had 
established standards for the Northwest Area to protect the existing natural water bodies and wetlands in 
the area.  He noted the standards were so stringent to ensure that the water was not running off in very  
large rainfall events.   

Mayor Tourville questioned if staff wanted both consultants available. 

Mr. Kaldunski stated both firms would be used. 

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Mueller to adopt Resolution No. 15-03 Authorizing Preparation 
of Addendum No. 3 to the November 19, 2014 Feasibility Study by Bolton & Menk, Inc. for City 
Project No. 2014-13 – Northwest Area Utility Extension, Argenta Trail Alignment and Establish City 
Project No. 2015-13 – Northwest Area Trunk Utility Improvements, 70th Street Lift Station to  
Blackstone Ridge        

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.  

Mayor Tourville asked staff to provide an update on the open house that was held regarding the alignment  
of Argenta Trail. 

Mr. Thureen explained the primary focus of the open house was the exception neighborhood in the 
comprehensive plan located north of 70th Street on either side of Argenta Trail.  He provided an overview  
of the five (5) alignment alternatives that were introduced at the open house.  He noted another open 
house was scheduled on January 7th to focus on a broader scope of topics including the alignment for the 
southern area to extend the four-lane across T.H. 55, alternatives for the change to the local street  
connection south of T.H. 55, and a review of the five (5) alignment alternatives previously presented.    

Mayor Tourville clarified that the open houses were not advertised as Council meetings and therefore the  
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members of the council were not typically in attendance.      

Mr. Thureen stated the Council would receive an update on the study at the work session in  

February and the final report would be completed by the end of February.  He noted staff would be able to  
present a recommended alignment for the area to the south of Amana Trail at the work session.   

Councilmember Bartholomew suggested notifying as many residents as possible about the discussion  
scheduled at the work session in February.     

6. ADJOURN 

Motion by Mueller, second by Hark, to adjourn.  The meeting was adjourned by a unanimous vote 
at 6:40 p.m. 



 

 INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
MONDAY, JANUARY 12, 2015 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL  The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on 
Monday, January 12, 2015, in the City Council Chambers.  Mayor Tourville called the meeting to order at 
7:00 p.m. Present were Council members Bartholomew, Mueller and Piekarski Krech; City Administrator 
Lynch, City Attorney Kuntz, Community Development Director Link, Finance Director Smith,  
Chief Stanger, Chief Thill, City Engineer Kaldunski, and Deputy Clerk Kennedy 

3. PRESENTATIONS: None. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA: 

Councilmember Bartholomew removed Item 4C from the Consent Agenda. 

A.   i)  Minutes – December 1, 2014 City Council Work Session 
  ii) Minutes – December 8, 2014 Regular City Council Meeting 

B.   Resolution No. 15-04 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending January 7, 2015 

D.   Final Pay Voucher No. 1, Engineer’s Final Report, and Resolution No. 15-06 Accepting Work for City  
Project No. 2014-16 – Bechtel Avenue Drainage Improvements 

E.  Approve Custom Grading Agreement for 1759 86th Court (Lot 4, Block 2, Orchard Trail) 

F.  Resolution No. 15-07 Authorizing Preparation of Amendment No. 4 to the November 19, 2014 
Feasibility Study by Bolton & Menk, Inc. for City Project No. 2014-13, Northwest Area Utility Extension, 
Argenta Trail Alignment and Establishing City Project No. 2015-12, Northwest Area Trunk Watermain  
Improvements – 65th Street Loop (Argenta Trail to Babcock Trail) 

G.  Resolution No. 15-08 Approving First Amendment to Nextel Monopole Lease 

H.  Approve Sentence to Service Contract 

I.  Approve Various American with Disabilities Policies 

J.  Schedule Special Meeting 

K.  Accept Donation to Inver Grove Heights Fire Department 

L.  Approve 2015 Proposed Convention and Visitors Bureau Budget 

M.  Personnel Actions 

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

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

C.   Resolution Approving Application to the Dakota County Community Development Agency   
   (CDA) for a Redevelopment Incentive Grant 

Councilmember Bartholomew referenced the last bullet point under section six (6) on page three (3) of the 
grant application.  He opined that the bullet point was too misleading and would preclude industrial uses in  
the Dickman neighborhood.  He requested that the item be removed from the application. 

Mr. Link explained the whole section was taken directly from the Comprehensive Plan.  He noted there 
had been discussion recently regarding industrial development on Dickman Trail and staff understood the  
direction provided by Council.  He stated the bullet point could be removed from the application.    

Councilmember Bartholomew referenced section ten (10) on page six (6) of the application.  He stated the   
estimated valuation after development was high.  He questioned if the model factored in residential  
development rather than industrial.  

Mr. Link stated he would double check the figures because his intent was to use projections for industrial.   
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Councilmember Bartholomew requested that the reference to “office/light industrial” development be 
eliminated from the narration under section one (1) on page eight (8) and replaced with “industrial”.  He 
opined that the “office/light” designation could potentially pigeonhole the City in the future.  He opined that 
the narration at the top of page nine (9) discussing the conversion of site intensive uses to building 
intensive uses narrowed the scope and could potentially preclude developers from presenting plans with  
yardscapes.    

Mr. Link stated the language was pulled from the Concord study and could be modified to address the  
concern. 

Councilmember Bartholomew stated the reference on page ten (10) to the City’s ineligibility for  
Metropolitan Council or DEED grant funds was contradictory because the City did receive a DEED grant.   

Mr. Link clarified that the DEED grant the City received was extremely unique and a typical DEED grant 
would require the City to have a developer in place in order to be eligible for funding.  He stated he could 
modify the statement in the application to clarify that the City needed to have a developer in order to  
be eligible to receive DEED grant funding with the exception of the Host Community Fund DEED grant.  
He explained the application deadline was January 15th and he suggested Council approve the application  
with the changes as discussed.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked staff to email the Council a final draft of the application with the  
changes as suggested prior to it being submitted on January 15th.  

Dian Piekarski, 7609 Babcock Trail, questioned how the City received the grant opportunity and why the  
deadline was on Thursday.   

Mr. Lynch stated Dakota County encouraged the City to apply for the funding.    

Mr. Link reiterated that the County invited the City to apply for the grant.  He explained the timeline was 
extremely tight because the meeting between the City and the CDA was held on December 11th.  He 
noted this meeting was the first opportunity to bring the application forward for Council review as the last  
Council meeting was held on December 8th.    

Ms. Piekarski questioned where the City’s matching contribution would come from. 

Mr. Link stated it would come from the Host Community Fund through the EDA and from the DEED grant.  

Ms. Piekarski opined that it was becoming difficult to track the funds and determine which bodies were 
responsible for approval and administration of the grants.  She commented that the grant was important  
enough that it should have warranted a special City Council meeting in December. 

Mr. Link stated part of the difficulty was that the EDA only met on a quarterly basis.  He noted some of the  
applications, such as the one for the DEED grant, had to come from the City not the EDA.  

Frank Rauschnott, 6840 Dixie Avenue, requested that all references related to light industrial and housing 
in the Dickman Trail area be removed from all planning documents in order to denote that the preferred 
use in the area would be I-1, Industrial. He stated the City had to provide a flexible land use tool that 
would support redevelopment and minimize the creation of non-conforming uses.  He opined that the  
issues related to non-conforming uses needed to be watched and dealt with carefully going forward.   

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to adopt Resolution No. 15-05 approving the 
Application to the Dakota County Community Development Agency (CDA) for a Redevelopment 
Incentive Grant with the proviso that the Council approve the changes to the application prior to it  
being submitted on January 15th.     

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0  Motion carried. 

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:  None. 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS: None. 
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7. REGULAR AGENDA: 

A. MARLEY DANNER: Plat of Concord Hills Letter of Credit and Cash Escrows 

Mr. Danner stated he began developing the property in the year 2000.  He explained he was seeking a 
resolution in order to get his letter of credit and cash escrow released.  He expressed concerns regarding 
the rain garden requirements.  He opined that the rain gardens did not function properly and he was 
unable to guarantee them for five (5) years as outlined in the development agreement.  He stated he hired 
another firm to care for the rain garden and he did not know how to fix the problem.  He questioned why all  
of the lots within the plat had to be built on before the money being held in escrow could be released.         

Mayor Tourville clarified that the last correspondence from the City was in October. 

Mr. Kaldunski replied in the affirmative. 

Mayor Tourville stated staff recommended that the funds being held in escrow be reduced but the  
requirements outlined in the development agreement would not go away.   

Mr. Kaldunski stated the last time the rain gardens were inspected in the fall he did not see any infiltration 
issues.  He explained staff requested that developer complete the items that were outlined in the original  
development contract in order to reduce the letter of credit.  He noted a majority of the outstanding items  
related to vegetation and planting requirements. 

Mr. Danner opined that the outstanding items to be completed did not warrant holding $200,000  
in escrow.   

Mr. Kuntz stated the developer’s concerns related to the design parameters of the rain gardens would not 
be able to be addressed at this point in time.  He addressed the issues related to the four (4) sureties 
provided by Mr. Danner’s LLC for the development.  He explained the first surety was in the amount of 
$14,000 for sealcoating and that money had been spent by the City to complete the sealcoat work.  The 
second surety was an $8,000 cash escrow to ensure the developer would plant two (2) trees on each of 
the 25 lots. He explained the tree replacement agreement entitled the developer to a refund of $320 for 
every lot on which there were two (2) live trees planted.  The third escrow was a letter of credit in an 
original amount of $1,075,309.  The letter of credit was subsequently reduced to $114,000, approximately 
10.6% of the original amount.  He explained Engineering staff kept 10% of the original letter of credit 
because the agreement stated that was to be done until all of the work outlined in the development 
contract was completed including warranty and maturation periods.  Two (2) letters from Planning and 
Engineering staff dated October 30, 2014 contained recitations of the work that remained incomplete.  He 
explained staff recommended that the Council consider a motion to allow the Engineering department to 
reduce the letter of credit from $114,000 to $50,000 and upon completion of all outstanding work the full 
letter of credit would be released without waiting for the warranty period.  The fourth surety was a cash 
escrow in the amount of $65,000 to cover engineering and inspection work as well as any deficiencies in 
the storm water improvements.  Of that $65,000 approximately $23,193.17 still remained on deposit with 
the City.  The recommendation was that the City would retain the cash escrow, according to the terms of 
the agreement, until the warranty period outlined in the agreement had lapsed.  He noted as a 
demonstration of good faith the City never put the developer in default and never seized the letter of credit  
despite the developer not adhering to the timeline set forth in the development agreement.   

Mr. Danner stated the rain gardens would be in the same condition in five (5) years because of the  
sediment settling in them.  

Mr. Kuntz questioned when the developer intended to complete the outstanding items outlined in the  
October 30th letters from City staff. 

Mr. Kaldunski reviewed the outstanding items that needed to be completed.  He stated he would  
like a completion date so the City can make plans to inspect the site and release the remaining letter of  
credit. 

Councilmember Mueller opined the rain garden on the south side of the development was too deep.   
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Mr. Kaldunski reviewed the plans provided by the developer as part of the original development contract.  
He stated the developer’s engineer designed the rain garden and it was designed to serve the entire  
development.   

Councilmember Mueller questioned if the rain garden could be redesigned. 

Mr. Kaldunski stated he would be willing to look at and consider a redesign of the rain garden. 

Mayor Tourville questioned how the developer wanted the Council to proceed.  

Mr. Danner stated he wanted the rain garden eliminated because it served no purpose other than catching  
debris off of the road.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated that was the exact purpose of the rain garden, to filter the dirty  
water.   

Mr. Danner requested that the City take over the maintenance of the rain garden after it was completed. 

Mr. Kaldunski stated if the rain garden was constructed properly the City may consider taking over the  
maintenance aspect. 

Councilmember Mueller clarified that would only happen if the rain garden was constructed according to  
the design specifications. 

Mr. Kaldunski suggested that the developer have the rain gardens completed by June 1, 2015.   

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to authorize a reduction in the letter of credit  
from $114,000 to $50,000 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Motion by Mueller, second by Piekarski Krech, to direct the Engineering department to release the  
entire letter of credit once the outstanding items outlined by the Engineering and Planning  
departments were completed  

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Discussion of Complaint Regarding Dawnway Landfill Exceeding 
the Approved Demolition Debris Limits 

Mr. Hunting stated the item was previously discussed in November and questions were raised that needed  
to be addressed by the landfill operator.  

Tony Frattalone, Dawnway Landfill, addressed the complaints regarding the demolition debris limits.  He 
explained their permits were originally approved in 2002 by the MPCA and the County and they were still 
working off of the same CAD drawing that defined their limits of construction.  The plan outlined by the 
CAD drawing showed an area to fill with the landfill.  He stated they were required by the MPCA and the 
County to submit annual topographic elevation shots to show where material was placed in the landfill in 
order to quantify the amount of material put into the landfill each year.  He noted the plans from 2002 
contained a profile line that defined the demolition limits.  He explained their primary focus was to work 
within the limit outlined by the 2002 permit so when their operation was finished the landfill would be within 
the established limits.  He stated the Dawnway Landfill was a demolition landfill that primarily took 
construction and demolition debris.  No solid waste was taken at the site.  He noted they did sell topsoil, 
sand, and rock that has been screened out of material.   
Tim Freeman, licensed land surveyor, stated he had worked with Frattalone on the site since 2011.  He 
noted he inherited a lot of information about the landfill.  He explained he performed surveys on the site in 
January each year.  He stated the profile lines were based on shots taken in previous years.  The profile 
line referenced by Mr. Frattalone denoted the limits that were taken from the 2002 plans.  He explained 
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the survey was conducted using GPS and the data was input into an AutoCAD drawing using a coordinate 
system.  He noted the measurements taken from the survey were repeatable and very accurate.  He  
stated the measurements since 2011 had all been within the landfill limits outlined on the 2002 plans.     

Mr. Lynch asked Mr. Frattalone to explain the difference between the excavation area and the landfill. 

Mr. Frattalone explained the goal was for the landfill debris to stay within the limits defined on the 2002 
plans.  He stated as the landfill was filled up it was impossible to maintain the slope necessary to end up 
within the debris limits at the bottom so they had to excavate as they placed debris in the landfill area.  
The area that was excavated was then filled in with compactable material on the outside of the debris limit  
line to maintain the appropriate slope.     

Mr. Kuntz questioned what was done with the sand that was excavated and where the compactable  
material came from that was used to maintain the appropriate slope. 

Mr. Frattalone stated the sand was sold and the fill came from various sites.  He noted the fill was all clean  
and compactable and did not qualify as landfill material.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if they were mining more sand than was allowed by permit. 

Mr. Frattalone stated they had to mine the material out to get the landfill in place.  He explained there was 
not a good grading limit on any of the plans and it had never been a concern because most of the fill had 
been placed on the South St. Paul side of the landfill.  He noted they just started to fill the area in question  
in 2012 and the permit was not related to how much material was mined.   

Mayor Tourville clarified the mining limit was not the same as the demolition debris limit. 

Mr. Frattalone stated that was correct. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if there were lines denoting the mining limit. 

Mr. Frattalone explained they used setbacks to establish the mining limits. 

Mr. Kuntz questioned if they reported how much material was sold annually. 

Mr. Frattalone responded in the affirmative.  He stated they paid sand and gravel tax on everything that 
was taken out.  He noted they were not required to report how many cubic yards of compactable fill were  
brought in annually because it would show up on the annual topographic shots. 

Joe McBride, 4055 59th St. E., questioned if the NCUC allowed the operator to excavate as much material  
as was required to dig the hole. 

Mr. Hunting stated the NCUC limited the amount of material leaving the site to an amount equal to the  
approved debris limit.  He explained the City had information the operator generated from their year-end 
reports that had the volume of material removed and the space remaining.  He noted there was still a  
considerable amount of air space left in the landfill.      

Mr. McBride opined that there was no enforcement or monitoring of the NCUC requirements related to the  
amount of material being excavated and the amount of compactable fill being brought in.    

Mr. Freeman stated he verified the debris limits annually.  He noted as the operator built up the debris for 
the landfill they had to monitor to ensure they did not go outside of the debris limits.  He explained for 
safety purposes the operator had to over-excavate and then backfill with compactable fill in order to meet 
the debris limits.  He stated the permit was for the debris and the debris limit was the control.  The 
operator was allowed to over-excavate as needed in order to build up the debris within the established  
debris limits.      

Mayor Tourville stated the concern was that more was being excavated than filled in. 

Mr. Freeman explained the operator had to keep a running total of how debris was put in and how much  
space remained to be filled.  He opined the process was very well controlled. 

Mr. Kuntz explained Mr. McBride wanted to know how many cubic yards of good fill inside or outside the  
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debris limit were left to be excavated. 

Mr. Freeman stated the operator could not excavate beyond the setbacks.  The permit stated the operator  
could not fill anything beyond the debris limit line.    

Mr. Frattalone stated in phase 4 they still had roughly 300,000 cubic yards of sand to excavate.   

Mr. McBride stated his concern was that it could not be investigated because the description of where the  
operator could excavate was vague.   

Councilmember Bartholomew stated in order to create the necessary air space the operator had to  
excavate further back. 

Mr. McBride questioned why it could not be cut at 1.5:1 slope. 

Mr. Frattalone stated the cut was a 1.5:1 line on the drawing but it could not be excavated at that slope  
because it would not stand and would slide into the hole. 

Mr. McBride opined the debris limit was not a 1.5:1 line on the CAD drawing. 

Mr. Freeman stated the debris limit was a 1.5:1 line on the drawing.  He explained the operator was 
correct that sand would not stand when cut at a 1.5:1 slope.  The operator digs the slope until it is deep  
enough that it will safely stand.   

Mayor Tourville stated the County found no evidence of the operator exceeding the debris limit, that the 
mining beyond the debris limit line was not a violation, and concluded that the landfill was operating in  
compliance with the terms of the permit.   

Mr. McBride opined there had to be some way to monitor the volume being sold versus the total area still 
available for the landfill.  He stated the operator could only sell as much material as was needed to create  
the airspace.   

Mr. Freeman stated the volume outlined in the permit was a part of the overall design that was approved  
in 2002. 

Mayor Tourville suggested Mr. McBride may want to meet with the land surveyor independently if he was 
not satisfied with the information that had been provided.  He stated the information that had been  
presented indicated there was no violation of the non-conforming use certificate. 

Frank Rauschnott questioned how many complaints had been received regarding the landfill and how  
close Mr. McBride lived to the landfill.  

Mayor Tourville stated a few complaints had been received. 

Mr. McBride stated he lived approximately 100-150 feet away from the landfill. 

Walter Carlson, 6398 Ballantine Avenue, recommended hiring an arbitrator to work through the issues. 

Dian Piekarski, 7609 Babcock Trail, questioned how the fill was monitored and if a log was kept of where  
the fill came from and where it was buried.   

Mr. Frattalone stated on a quarterly basis the County and the MPCA regulated what went into the landfill.   
He explained they were required to provide the information to both agencies.   

No action was taken on this item. 

C. ALAN BEBEL: Consider Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to Operate a Contractor’s 
Yard with Outdoor Storage  at the property located at 11278 Rich Valley Boulevard 

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property.  He explained the Conditional Use Permit was originally 
granted in 2007 and expired because the business did not open within the required two (2) year timeframe 
stipulated.  He stated the business specialized in concrete removal, demolition, excavation, and trenching.  
The proposal was to construct two (2) buildings each approximately 2,000 square feet in size.  He noted 
the access off of Rich Valley Boulevard required approval from Dakota County.  Both Planning staff and  
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the Planning Commission recommended approval of the request.   

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the applicant agreed with the conditions. 

Alan Bebel, 11278 Rich Valley Boulevard, replied in the affirmative. 

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Mueller, to adopt Resolution No. 15-09 approving a Conditional 
Use Permit to Operate a Contractor’s Yard with Outdoor Storage at the property located at 11278  
Rich Valley Boulevard 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

D. IMH SPECIAL ASSET 175: Consider a Resolution relating to a Comprehensive Plan Amendment to 
Change the Land Use Designation of a Portion of the property from MU, Mixed Use to LMDR, Low-
Medium Density Residential for the property located at the Northeast Corner of Hwy 3 and County 
Road 26   

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property.  The request was for a comprehensive plan amendment to 
change the land use designation of a portion of the approximately 40 acre property to low-medium density 
residential to allow for some single family development.  He stated the property was currently designated 
on the comprehensive plan for mixed use. He noted the request required approval by 4/5 of the Council.  If 
approved the applicant intended to submit a subdivision application to break the property into three (3) 
outlots that would then be sold to developers.  One outlot would be for a single family development, one 
for a 50-unit townhome development, and one for a 200-unit apartment building.  The first phase of 
development would be the single family homes.  He explained staff had land use and financial concerns 
with the proposal.  The land use concerns pertained to both the comprehensive plan and the site plan.  He 
stated the intersection of South Robert Trail and 70th Street would become very busy as the Northwest 
Area developed.  The anticipated traffic volumes for the intersection were similar to those of the 
intersection of Yankee Doodle Road and Pilot Knob Road in Eagan.  He stated that was the primary 
reason the City planned for larger densities at that site.  The proposal would create a pocket of single 
family development amidst higher density uses.  There was concern that the proposal could create land 
use conflicts that could make it difficult to develop surrounding properties.  He explained single family 
development was also likely to create opposition for future higher density development around it and could 
set a precedent leading to other properties at the intersection also requested a land use designation 
change to allow for single family development.  He stated the loss of density could affect future 
commercial development in the area as well as the utility fees needed to pay for City infrastructure.  He 
explained staff questioned the feasibility of the concept site plan for the apartment building as there was 
only 100 feet from the edge of the right-of-way to the edge of the wetlands.  The site plan did not account 
for the full 50 foot setback or a possible trail.  The concept plan did not provide for future storm water from 
a future roundabout and it was unknown whether the site plan would comply with the City’s Northwest 
Area stormwater and zoning requirements.  He explained the proposed townhome development did not 
meet the 50 foot setback from 70th Street and there was also a trunk utility line that would run through the 
area and could result in the loss of units.  He stated the concept plan as proposed was close to the density 
assumed for the property and the utility connection fees would be short $33,000.  He noted 80% of the 
utility connection fees, $2.6 million, was reliant on the apartment and townhome developments so there 
would be some level of financial risk assumed by the City if the request was approved.  He stated there 
had been no discussion regarding the construction of a collector street or the extension of City utilities 
through the development and it was unknown who would pay for the improvements.  Staff recommended 
denial because they did not think the single family development in the midst of higher density development 
was an appropriate land use, they questioned the feasibility of the site plan because the density was put 
on the periphery of the property, and the City could incur some financial risk if the request was approved.  
The Planning Commission recommended approval because it would spur development in the Northwest  
Area and would provide more immediate support for commercial development.  The Planning Commission  
also felt the proposal to include single family development was in line with current market trends.   

Councilmember Mueller questioned when the roundabout was planned for construction. 
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Mr. Kaldunski stated the roundabout shown was planned construction several years ago and had since 
been removed from Mn/DOT’s current CIP.  He explained staff had not had the opportunity to obtain input 
from Mn/DOT because no plat had been submitted.  He noted Dakota County discussed conducting a joint  
study to start reviewing the need for a roundabout at the intersection.    

Mayor Tourville stated both Mn/DOT and the County were waiting for development to occur in the area  
before deciding on a roundabout at the intersection.  

Councilmember Mueller questioned how much space would be needed for a trail near the apartment  
building.  

Mr. Link estimated that another 20-30 feet would be needed beyond the right-of-way.  He noted there 
were still a number of unknowns associated with the request because the level of detail was not at the 
platting or subdivision stage yet.  He stated the developer was requesting consideration of the land use  
change at this time and agreed to put together the concept site plan at staff’s request.   

Tom Goodrum, Westwood Professional Services, opined that the issues raised by staff had been 
addressed by the developer.  He stated they did not envision development occurring at the intersection 
that would be similar to that of the intersection in Eagan that was referenced by staff.  He opined the 
developer’s request was not a new land use concept because the majority of the site would remain a 
mixed use designation.  He stated the proposed designation change to low-medium density was 
requested as a transitional piece for the development.  He added the southeast corner of the intersection 
was also designated for low-medium density.  He provided an overview of the potential impact on 
surrounding neighborhoods and opined that the proposed change would not set a precedent as any future 
requests to change the land use designation of surrounding properties would similarly have to explain to 
the City the reasons why a lower density was requested.  He explained the development would be laid out 
so as to provide natural buffers between the single family and the higher density development.  He stated 
the proposed land use plan would comply with the City’s density requirements.  He opined that the 
proposed apartment building would be feasible on the northwest corner of the property despite the 
topographical challenges.  He stated the plans incorporated the necessary easements to fit within the City 
and County requirements for future utility and street improvements.  He noted the neighboring properties 
to the north and the east could not be developed until this development occurred because it would bring 
the road to the north as well the extension of City utilities.  He discussed the constraints of the property in 
terms of easements and stormwater requirements and they provided a plan that worked within the 
limitations and met all the necessary density and financial needs.  He reiterated that the proposed 
development would encourage development of surrounding properties and would open up the potential to 
develop 80 acres of medium density property.  He referenced the study that was performed by the Urban 
Land Institute and explained many of the recommendations in the report were incorporated into the 
development proposal.  He opined that the City’s commercial projections were not plausible because there 
would only be one (1) access on property.  He noted there was already commercial development in the 
area that was not being used.  He explained the ponding requirement for a future roundabout was also 
incorporated into the plan.  He stated the developer’s proposed plan would be able to incorporate changes 
as they occur and the unknown factors become more finalized during site plan review process.  He opined 
the proposed plan would meet the land use needs of the City.   
Tim Keenan, IMH Special Asset 175, stated he just started a multi-family development in Apple Valley and 
he felt the market would shift towards that type of development in the next few years.  He explained he 
would develop the multi-family pieces of the proposed development with a partner.  He stated the City 
asked him to provide 228 dwelling units within the development to meet connection fee projections and 
the concept plan showed 296 units in development.  He opined the concept plan demonstrated how the 
development would interact with surrounding properties.  He stated they also supplied a letter from Dakota 
County expressing their interest in potentially using the site for a workforce housing development.  He 
explained the footprint shown for the apartment building was similar to what was done in Apple Valley and 
the terrain of this site was more favorable.  He stated he could not meet the City’s requirement for 83,000 
square feet of commercial space when 200,000 square feet of commercial space was vacant within a half 
mile of the site.  He explained he had a tremendous amount of interest from developers for the 48 home 



INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING – January 12, 2015  PAGE 9 

single family component of the development.  He opined if they were upfront about the fact that multifamily 
development would surround the single family development there should be little opposition because the  
plans would be publically known before the single family properties were sold.     

Mary T’Kach, 7848 Babcock Trail, expressed concern about the financial impacts and the precedent that 
could be set by approving the development.  She stated if the financial shortfalls have to be absorbed by  
future developers at some point it may be too expensive for people to develop in the Northwest Area.   

Mayor Tourville stated he could not see 80,000 square feet of commercial going onto that site given the  
current market.   

Ms. T’Kach opined the market trends could change in the near future.  She expressed concern that the 
City would set a precedent of downsizing developments in the Northwest Area.  She stated the community  
wanted neighborhoods to be connected and the proposed development did not incorporate that vision.   

Councilmember Bartholomew clarified the developer met the densities as proposed. 

Mr. Link explained the density proposed by the developer came close to the combination of units and 
commercial development that the City projected.  He noted that assumed that the apartment and  
townhomes could be built according to their projections.   

Councilmember Mueller questioned what assurances the City had that the apartments would be built. 

Mr. Link stated the City did not have any assurances and that was one of the concerns.   

Councilmember Mueller opined the City needed to have some protection that the apartments and  
townhomes would be constructed.   

Mr. Link stated the only thing they could be assured of at this point was the single family component  
because the understanding was that multiple developers would be involved. 

Mr. Keenan stated he fully intended on being involved with the development of the property. 

Mayor Tourville opined that many of the concerns could not be addressed until the plan moved through  
the stages of development.  He noted both the County and the State were waiting on development to  
occur to look at the transportation plan for the area. 

Mr. Keenan stated he would build the apartment component within five (5) years with our without a  
partner. 

Councilmember Mueller questioned if the developer understood the storm water requirements. 

Mr. Keenan stated the site was very challenging and that was why he hired an engineering firm to work  
through those issues.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated they did not have any final plans at this point.  She explained her 
only issue was that the City needed an assurance that the apartments would be built.  She questioned  
how the City could legally guarantee that apartment building was built.   

Mr. Kuntz stated it was problematic that single family would be built before the apartments.  He questioned  
what the consequence would be for not building the apartments.   

Mr. Keenan noted the request was only to rezone 15 acres and the remaining higher density zoning would  
serve as protection.   

Ms. T’Kach noted the CDA indicated an interest in a workforce housing development but it would not be  
50 units.   

Mr. Keenan stated the area proposed for the apartment building was already zoned for mixed use. 

Councilmember Bartholomew stated he liked the densities where they were at.  He opined he saw some 
natural buffering between the MDR and the LMDR.  He expressed concern with the financial risk involved  
with the apartment component.    
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The Council stated their preference would be to wait to vote until the all members of the Council were  
present.  

Mr. Keenan stated he would agree to a 2 week extension to come back on January 26th.  

Mr. Kuntz requested that the applicant extend to Friday, January 30th.  

Mr. Keenan agreed.    

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to table consideration of the item to January 26,  
2015 at the request of the applicant, and to extend the 60-day deadline to January 30, 2015. 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

ADMINISTRATION 

E. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Council Appointments for 2015: 

 i) Official Newspaper 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to designate the South-West Review as the  
Official City Newspaper for 2015 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

 ii) Official Depositories 

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to approve official depositories for 2015 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

 iii) Acting Mayor 

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to rotate service as Acting Mayor beginning  
with the most senior councilmember 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

 iv) Council Delegates to Association of Metropolitan Municipalities 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to appoint Mayor Tourville and Councilmember  
Bartholomew as delegates to the Association of Metropolitan Municipalities 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

 v) Council Delegates to Dakota Communications Center Board 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to appoint Mayor Tourville and   
Councilmember Piekarski Krech as delegates to the Dakota Communications Center Board 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

 vi) Representatives to Northern Dakota County Cable Communications  

Motion by Mueller, second by Piekarski Krech, to appoint Mayor Tourville and Richard Jackson as  
representatives to the Northern Dakota County Cable Communications Board 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

 vii) Deputy Weed Inspector 
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Mayor Tourville appointed the Parks Superintendent to the position of Deputy Weed Inspector for  
2015 

8. MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS: 

9. ADJOURN: Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to adjourn.  The meeting was adjourned by  
 a unanimous vote at 10:15 pm. 



AGENDA ITEM _____4B_____ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 
 
Meeting Date: January 26, 2015  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 January 8, 2015 to 
January 21, 2015. 
 
 
SUMMARY                         
 
Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending  
January 21, 2015.  The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo. 
 
 

General & Special Revenue $414,601.95

Debt Service & Capital Projects 191,874.50

Enterprise & Internal Service 278,786.42

Escrows 7,168.78

Grand Total for All Funds $892,431.65

 
 
 
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 January 8, 2015 to January 21, 2015 and the listing of disbursements requested for 
approval. 
 



 
 
 
 
 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. _____ 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE 
PERIOD ENDING January 21, 2015 

 
 WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending January 21, 2015 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 $414,601.95
Debt Service & Capital Projects 191,874.50
Enterprise & Internal Service 278,786.42
Escrows 7,168.78

Grand Total for All Funds $892,431.65

 
 
 
 Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 26th day of January, 
2015. 
 
Ayes: 
                              
Nays:         

___________________________ 
        George Tourville, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________ 
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk 

 
 
 



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
3M TP19036 12/31/2014 JBK2728 101.42.4000.421.40044 1,000.00        
3M 05056095 12/31/2014 5918140 101.44.6000.451.60045 50.00             
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0036603 01/09/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FAIR SHAR 101.203.2031000 33.04             
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0036604 01/09/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHAR101.203.2031000 756.69           
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0036605 01/09/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHAR101.203.2031000 86.00             
ATOM 2015 MEMBERSHIP 01/21/2015 2015 MEMBERSHIP DUES 101.42.4000.421.50070 250.00           
AVCAM 2015 MEMBERSHIP 01/21/2015 2015 MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL 101.42.4000.421.50070 30.00             
BARNA, GUZY, & STEFFEN LTD 139901 12/31/2014 50003-005 101.41.1100.413.30430 988.00           
BELLEISLE, MONICA 12/31/14 12/31/2014 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE 101.42.4200.423.50065 62.09             
BOHRER, ERIC 1/11/15 12/31/2014 REIMBURSE-VEST 101.42.4000.421.60045 556.50           
BRANDT, BRIAN 12/23/14 12/31/2014 REIMBURSE- PLATES AND CUPS 101.42.4200.423.60065 18.74             
BUREAU OF CRIMINAL APPREHENSION 00000231991 12/31/2014 00000012981 101.42.4200.423.40040 390.00           
CA DEPT OF CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES INV0036606 01/09/2015 MIGUEL GUADALAJARA FEIN/TAXP101.203.2032100 279.69           
CENTURY LINK 12/19/14 651 455 9072 782 12/31/2014 651 455 9072 782 101.42.4200.423.50020 42.49             
CENTURY LINK 12-22-14 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50020 64.89             
CENTURY LINK 12-22-14 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50020 58.94             
CENTURY LINK 12-7-14 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50020 58.94             
CITY OF BURNSVILLE 2015 ANNUAL DUES 01/14/2015 2015 ANNUAL DUES 101.41.1000.413.50070 8,614.50        
CITY OF FARMINGTON - MAAG 2015 MAAG DUES 01/21/2015 2015 MAAG DUES 101.42.4000.421.50070 8,300.00        
CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS RECEIVABLES 400413005460 12/31/2014 612005356 101.42.4000.421.30700 1,988.10        
CITY OF SAINT PAUL IN00006349 12/31/2014 77 101.42.4000.421.40042 130.00           
CUB FOODS 12/30/14 12/30/2014 HOUSE CHARGE 12/30/14 101.43.5100.442.60065 8.14               
CWH RESEARCH INC. 4033 12/31/2014 12/31/14 101.41.1100.413.30500 2,343.30        
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 109394-7 1/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5400.445.40020 1,186.74        
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 246837-9 1/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40020 340.23           
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 250165-8 1/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40020 51.81             
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 393563-2 1/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40020 144.28           
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 426713-4 1/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5400.445.40020 48.14             
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 443054-2 1/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40020 11.53             
DIRECT RADAR/LIDAR TESTING 1/19/15-1/23/15 01/21/2015 CLASS 1/19-1/23 101.42.4000.421.50080 475.00           
EFTPS INV0036625 01/09/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101 203 2030200 41 110 68

Expense Approval Report
City of Inver Grove Heights By Fund

Payment Dates 1/8/2015 - 1/21/2015

EFTPS INV0036625 01/09/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 41,110.68    
EFTPS INV0036627 01/09/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 10,727.38      
EFTPS INV0036628 01/09/2015 SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030400 30,972.12      
EFTPS INV0036633 01/09/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 236.04           
EFTPS INV0036635 01/09/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 301.94           
EFTPS INV0036636 01/09/2015 SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030400 562.80           
EFTPS INV0036783 01/09/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 1,134.79        
EFTPS INV0036785 01/09/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 779.80           
EFTPS INV0036786 01/09/2015 SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030400 759.50           
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 2015 MN PUBLIC FINANCE SEMIN01/14/2015 REGISTRATION - K. SMITH 101.41.2000.415.50080 275.00           
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 66369 B 12/31/2014 EDA ACTIVITIES 101.41.1100.413.30150 205.00           
EYEMED JANUARY 2015 01/14/2015 JANUARY 2015 PREMIUM 101.203.2032700 214.79           
FIRST IMPRESSION GROUP, THE 60399 12/31/2014 4363 101.41.1100.413.50030 145.00           
FIRSTSCRIBE 2464800 01/21/2015 1/1/15 101.43.5100.442.40044 250.00           
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS ACH ONLY INV0036608 01/09/2015 HSA ELECTION-FAMILY 101.203.2032500 2,755.42        
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS ACH ONLY INV0036609 01/09/2015 HSA ELECTION-SINGLE 101.203.2032500 2,875.35        
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.41.1100.413.30550 26.96             
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.41.2000.415.30550 94.89             
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.42.4000.421.30550 261.98           
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.42.4200.423.30550 14.00             
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5000.441.30550 8.38               
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5100.442.30550 54.43             
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.30550 33.17             
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.30550 65.55             
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.45.3000.419.30550 18.30             
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.45.3200.419.30550 15.46             
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.45.3300.419.30550 18.50             
HER, STEVE 11/14/13 11/20/2013 TRAINING 101.42.4000.421.50075 17.97             
HER, STEVE 3/31/14 04/16/2014 REIMBURSE-LUNCH 101.42.4000.421.50075 10.82             
IAFC MEMBERSHIP 2015 MEMBERSHIP 01/14/2015 82644 101.42.4200.423.50070 234.00           
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0036610 01/09/2015 ICMA-AGE <49 % 101.203.2031400 3,654.40        
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0036611 01/09/2015 ICMA-AGE <49 101.203.2031400 4,532.30        
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0036612 01/09/2015 ICMA-AGE 50+ % 101.203.2031400 1,201.60        
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0036613 01/09/2015 ICMA-AGE 50+ 101.203.2031400 4,951.99        
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0036614 01/09/2015 ICMA (EMPLOYER SHARE ADMIN) 101.203.2031400 73.67             
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0036623 01/09/2015 ROTH IRA (AGE 49 & UNDER) 101.203.2032400 774.24           
INSIGHT EDGE 1387 12/31/2014 DECEMBER COACHING 101.42.4000.421.30700 1,000.00        
INVER GROVE FORD 12/26/14 94917 12/31/2014 16-0000104 101.42.4000.421.70300 267.81           
IUOE INV0036615 01/09/2015 UNION DUES IUOE 101.203.2031000 1,132.51        

Expense Approval Report
City of Inver Grove Heights By Fund

Payment Dates 1/8/2015 - 1/21/2015



KEEPRS, INC 256962-01 12/31/2014 INVGROHTPD 101.42.4000.421.60018 3,965.10        
KERFELD, TODD PL 2014-2059 12/31/2014 JOB CANCELLATION 101.45.0000.3222000 40.00             
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES 205302 01/14/2015 2015 LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE 101.41.1000.413.50080 315.00           
LELS INV0036616 01/09/2015 UNION DUES (LELS) 101.203.2031000 1,222.00        
LELS SERGEANTS INV0036624 01/09/2015 UNION DUES (LELS SGT) 101.203.2031000 235.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 12/31/14 92000E 12/31/2014 92000E 101.42.4000.421.30410 13,667.69      
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Council Meetings 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.41.1000.413.30401 120.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Engineering 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5100.442.30420 1,712.00        
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Inspections 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.45.3300.419.30420 148.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Mayor/CC 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.41.1000.413.30420 2,284.00        
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Parks 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.30420 842.40           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Planning 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.45.3200.419.30420 2,250.65        
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Police 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.42.4000.421.30420 4.00               
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Public Works 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5000.441.30420 56.00             
LILLIE SUBURBAN NEWSPAPERS 12/31/14 001363 12/31/2014 001363 101.41.1100.413.50025 490.00           
LINK, THOMAS 12/11/14 12/31/2014 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE AND PARKIN101.45.3000.419.50065 57.32             
LOWE'S Dec 2014 Stmt 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60065 123.95           
METRO CITIES 34 2015 MEMBERSHIP DUES 01/14/2015 2015 MEMBERSHIP DUES 101.41.1000.413.50070 9,878.00        
MINNEAPOLIS OXYGEN CO. 183156946 12/31/2014 113504 101.42.4200.423.40042 106.47           
MINNEAPOLIS OXYGEN CO. 183156947 12/31/2014 113504 101.42.4200.423.40042 57.92             
MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERV INV0036607 01/09/2015 JUSTIN PARRANTO FEIN/TAXPAYE101.203.2032100 300.41           
MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY ABR0110118I 01/14/2015 000000012982 101.42.4200.423.30700 10.00             
MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY DECEMBER 2014 12/31/2014 MN STATE SURCHARGE ACH 101.207.2070100 1,171.79        
MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY DECEMBER 2014 12/31/2014 MN STATE SURCHARGE ACH 101.41.0000.3414000 (25.00)            
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 B 01/20/2015 Invoice 101.207.2070300 25.87             
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 CR 01/20/2015 Invoice 101.207.2070300 (0.22)              
MN DEPT OF REVENUE INV0036626 01/09/2015 STATE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 16,404.12      
MN DEPT OF REVENUE INV0036634 01/09/2015 STATE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 124.39           
MN DEPT OF REVENUE INV0036784 01/09/2015 STATE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 548.32           
MN FIRE SERVICE CERT BOARD 25613 10/19/2011 10/1/11 101.42.4200.423.50070 1,240.00        
MN FOP LODGE #1 MEMBERSHIP 2015 01/14/2015 MEMBERHSIP LODGE #1 101.42.4000.421.50070 90.00             
MOORE MEDICAL LLC 98483459 I 12/31/2014 21185816 101.42.4200.423.40042 342.09           
MRPA 2015 Awards bqt registration 01/21/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50080 35.00             
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 993430-00 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40047 2,285.58        
NORTHSTAR CHAPTER AMERICAN PAYROLL 5603806 01/14/2015 MEMBERSHIP FEE 101.41.2000.415.50070 50.00             
OXYGEN SERVICE COMPANY, INC 03288916 12/31/2014 04394 101.42.4000.421.60065 24.80             
PERA INV0036617 01/09/2015 PERA COORDINATED PLAN 101.203.2030600 31,027.66      
PERA INV0036618 01/09/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA PERA) 101.203.2030600 2,386.72        
PERA INV0036619 01/09/2015 PERA DEFINED PLAN 101.203.2030600 53.46             
PERA INV0036620 01/09/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (PERA DEFINE 101.203.2030600 53.46             
PERA INV0036621 01/09/2015 PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN 101.203.2030600 13,193.15      
PERA INV0036622 01/09/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE & FIRE101.203.2030600 19,789.70      
PERA INV0036629 01/09/2015 PERA COORDINATED PLAN 101.203.2030600 589.98           
PERA INV0036630 01/09/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA PERA) 101.203.2030600 45.27             
PERA INV0036631 01/09/2015 PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN 101.203.2030600 634.39           
PERA INV0036632 01/09/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE & FIRE101.203.2030600 951.59           
RENE C. DAVIDSON COURTHOUSE 12/30/14 12/31/2014 COPIES 101.42.4000.421.30700 15.00             
ROLLNRACK, LLC 12/30/14 12/31/2014 12/30/14 101.42.4200.423.60040 1,740.00        
SCHROEPFER, WILLIAM DECEMBER 2014 BANK RUNS 12/31/2014 BANK RUNS DEC 2014 101.41.2000.415.50065 32.00             
SCOTT NELSON COACHING, INC. 560 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.30700 800.00           
SENSIBLE LAND USE COALITION 1/28/15 01/14/2015 REGISTRATION - 1/28/15 101.45.3000.419.50080 38.00             
SENSIBLE LAND USE COALITION 1/28/15 01/14/2015 REGISTRATION - 1/28/15 101.45.3200.419.50080 76.00             
SETS DESIGN INC. 13526 12/31/2014 12/29/14 101.42.4000.421.60045 120.00           
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 6765-1 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40047 129.58           
SIRCHIE FINGER PRINT LABORATORIES 0190762-IN 12/31/2014 00-0055077 101.42.4000.421.60065 893.37           
STREICHER'S I1088562 01/14/2015 285 101.42.4000.421.60018 3,945.60        
STREICHER'S I1102974 01/21/2015 285 101.42.4000.421.60018 2,505.50        
THOMSON REUTER - WEST 830990386 12/31/2014 DECEMBER 2014 101.42.4000.421.30700 147.95           
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 62796 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5400.445.40042 387.23           
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 62822 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40047 480.25           
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 62825 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40047 192.10           
TWIN CITY MARINA 12618 01/14/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.40046 2,152.21        
TWIN CITY MARINA 12619 01/21/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.40046 4,940.00        
TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC 025-112009 01/14/2015 41443 101.41.2000.415.40044 28,945.13      
U OF M - CCE REGISTRATION 2015 CEAM - S. THUREEN 01/14/2015 CEAM REGISTRATION/MEETING 101.43.5000.441.50070 60.00             
U OF M - CCE REGISTRATION 2015 CEAM - S. THUREEN 01/14/2015 CEAM REGISTRATION/MEETING 101.43.5000.441.50080 295.00           
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900234731 01/14/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60045 31.62             
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900234731 01/14/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60045 28.62             
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900235665 01/21/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60045 31.62             
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900235665 01/21/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60045 28.62             
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 233030 01/14/2015 I14866 101.42.4000.421.60018 148.00           
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 230910 12/31/2014 I14866 101.42.4000.421.60045 150.00           
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 231481 12/31/2014 I14866 101.42.4000.421.60045 105.60           
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 231921 12/31/2014 I14866 101.42.4000.421.60045 63.50             
USA MOBILITY WIRELESS INC Y0317409A 12/31/2014 0317409-1 101.42.4000.421.50020 4.89               
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.42.4000.421.50020 1,140.93        
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.42.4200.423.50020 675.46           
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5000.441.50020 52.08             
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5100.442.50020 304.68           
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.50020 267.45           



VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50020 207.96           
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.45.3000.419.50020 50.78             
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.45.3300.419.50020 156.24           
VOLUNTEER FIREFIGHTERS BENEFIT 2015 01/14/2015 2015 101.42.4200.423.50070 55.00             
WAL-MART BUSINESS 12/22/14 6032 2025 3025 7113 12/31/2014 6032 2025 3025 7113 101.42.4000.421.60065 82.12             
XCEL ENERGY 440526126 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.40020 302.35           
XCEL ENERGY 440526126 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5400.445.40020 10,725.76      
XCEL ENERGY 440545136 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.42.4200.423.40010 2,847.19        
XCEL ENERGY 440545136 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.42.4200.423.40020 1,267.43        
XCEL ENERGY 440545165 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5400.445.40020 983.31           
XCEL ENERGY 441047267 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40010 954.64           
XCEL ENERGY 441047267 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40020 1,017.17        
XCEL ENERGY 441220758 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.42.4000.421.40042 41.23             
Fund: 101 - GENERAL FUND 338,683.52     

LONE OAK COMPANIES 65787 01/14/2015 UTILITY BILLING 201.44.1600.465.50035 297.95           
SEA LIFE MINNESOTA LLC CON2014IGH 12/31/2014 12/23/14 201.44.1600.465.50025 239.00           
Fund: 201 - C.V.B. FUND 536.95           

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.30550 22.63             
IGH SENIOR CLUB 1-6-15 01/14/2015 Invoice 204.227.2271000 1,464.00        
IGH/SSP COMMUNITY EDUCATION 1-6-15 01/14/2015 Invoice 204.227.2271000 3,644.00        
MCGUIRE, ERIN 12/30/14 01/14/2015 REFUND - LOW ENROLLMENT 204.207.2070300 18.95             
MCGUIRE, ERIN 12/30/14 01/14/2015 REFUND - LOW ENROLLMENT 204.44.0000.3470000 266.05           
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 B 01/20/2015 Invoice 204.207.2070300 35.93             
TARGET BANK Dec 2014 stmt 12/31/2014 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60009 163.13           
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.50020 75.98             
Fund: 204 - RECREATION FUND 5,690.67        

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 522665/5 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60012 7.99               
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 522665/5 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60012 7.99               
ASCAP 2015 stmt 01/14/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50070 335.00           
BECKER ARENA PRODUCTS, INC. 101514 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60016 288.00           
BIEBERT, CLAUDIA 9/5/14 12/31/2014 REIMBURSE- PT AND GROUP X RE205.44.6200.453.50070 90.00             
BOHRER, EILEEN 5/3/14 12/31/2014 REIMBURSE - TCA UPDATE COURS205.44.6200.453.50070 12.85             
BROADCAST MUSIC INC 25954385 01/21/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50070 335.00           
DAKOTA GLASS & GLAZING INC 2014704 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 585.00           
EVANS, LORI 1/12/15 01/21/2015 REFUND - LOW ENROLLMENT 205.44.0000.3493501 34.00             
EZ FITNESS SOLUTIONS, LLC 14-0003 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40042 750.00           
EZ FITNESS SOLUTIONS, LLC 14-0004 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40042 392.71           
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 8.75               
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 205 44 6200 453 30550 26 74GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 26.74           
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 3.50               
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 11.00             
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 8.75               
GLEWWE DOORS 173203 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 255.00           
GOPHER PLUMBING SUPPLY 235799 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 221.68           
GRAINGER 9616497245 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60016 68.50             
HAWKINS, INC. 3678951 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60024 1,078.69        
HAWKINS, INC. 3678952 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60024 1,222.18        
JOHNSTONE SUPPLY 70-S100185534.001 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 110.28           
KANE, LILY PR 6/14/13 06/19/2013 ACH RTN PR 6/14/13 205.44.6200.453.10300 64.76             
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 B 01/20/2015 Invoice 205.207.2070300 7,664.02        
NAC MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SERVICE 109669 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 174.00           
NAC MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SERVICE 109669 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 2,864.07        
PETTY CASH - TERI O'CONNOR 1/12/15 01/21/2015 HOCKEY SECTIONALS 205.100.1010400 1,500.00        
PIONEER PRESS 1214414398 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50025 250.00           
R & R SPECIALTIES OF WI, INC. 0056314-in 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40042 73.50             
R & R SPECIALTIES OF WI, INC. 0056409-in 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40042 34.50             
ROACH, RICK 12/31/14 12/31/2014 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE 205.44.6200.453.50065 41.44             
ROACH, RICK 12/31/14 12/31/2014 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE 205.44.6200.453.50065 66.64             
SAM'S CLUB Dec 2014 stmt 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60065 20.12             
SAM'S CLUB Dec 2014 stmt 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60065 10.47             
SAM'S CLUB Dec 2014 stmt 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60065 16.13             
SAM'S CLUB Dec 2014 stmt 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60065 40.57             
SESAC 2015 license 01/07/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50070 719.00           
SPRUNG SERVICES 65677 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 630.50           
SPS COMPANIES, INC. S2989826.001 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 2,190.71        
STERICYCLE INC 4005269361 01/07/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40025 650.13           
SWAGGER, CHE 12/7/14 12/31/2014 REIMBURSE-BARRE BLEND WORK205.44.6200.453.50070 37.75             
VANCO SERVICES LLC 1-2-15 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.70600 93.80             
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50020 23.92             
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50020 23.90             
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50020 47.80             
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50020 91.08             
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50020 91.07             
XCEL ENERGY 441047267 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40010 5,327.29        
XCEL ENERGY 441047267 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40010 14,053.10      
XCEL ENERGY 441047267 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40020 11,027.72      
XCEL ENERGY 441047267 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40020 14,429.98      



Fund: 205 - COMMUNITY CENTER 68,111.58      



EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 2/5 2/6 2015 01/21/2015 REGISTRATION - T. LINK 290.45.3000.419.50080 275.00           
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 290.45.3000.419.30550 1.23               
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 EDA-River Country C12/31/2014 Invoice 290.45.3000.419.30420 1,267.00        
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 EDA-Shipton 12/31/2014 Invoice 290.45.3000.419.30420 36.00             
Fund: 290 - EDA 1,579.23        

LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Impr Project-HVP 12/31/2014 Invoice 402.44.6000.451.30420 607.50           
Fund: 402 - PARK ACQ. & DEV. FUND 607.50           

KIMLEY-HORN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 6337925 12/31/2014 160509025.3 434.73.5900.734.30300 47,657.90      
M & J SERVICES, LLC FINAL PAY VO. NO. 1 12/30/2014 CITY PROJECT NO. 2014-16 434.73.5900.734.30420 6,895.00        
Fund: 434 - 2014 IMPROVEMENT FUND 54,552.90      

KIMLEY-HORN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 6337992 12/31/2014 16050921.3 440.74.5900.740.30300 8,668.90        
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 #1409D-College Tra 12/31/2014 Invoice 440.74.5900.740.30420 17.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 #1509E 47th st & Ne12/31/2014 Invoice 440.74.5900.740.30420 218.00           
Fund: 440 - PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROJ 8,903.90        

LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 #1510-Impr Project 12/31/2014 Invoice 446.74.5900.746.30420 297.50           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 #1510-Impr Project 12/31/2014 Invoice 446.74.5900.746.30420 1,258.50        
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 2014-13 NWA UTILIT12/31/2014 Invoice 446.74.5900.746.30420 4,748.74        
Fund: 446 - NW AREA 6,304.74        

SAVATREE 3404247 12/31/2014 Invoice 450.75.5900.750.40047 400.00           
SAVATREE 3404248 12/31/2014 Invoice 450.75.5900.750.40047 700.00           
SAVATREE 3404250 12/31/2014 Invoice 450.75.5900.750.40047 300.00           
SAVATREE 3404251 12/31/2014 Invoice 450.75.5900.750.40047 480.00           
SAVATREE 3409301 12/31/2014 Invoice 450.75.5900.750.40047 310.00           
SAVATREE 3409309 12/31/2014 Invoice 450.75.5900.750.40047 639.00           
SAVATREE 3559140 12/31/2014 Invoice 450.75.5900.750.40047 2,370.00        
SAVATREE 3559141 12/31/2014 Invoice 450.75.5900.750.40047 220.00           
Fund: 450 - COMMUNITY PROJECTS FUND 5,419.00        

BLACKBERRY POINTE APARTMENTS 2014 2ND HALF 12/31/2014 2014 2ND HALF PAYMENT 453.57.9000.570.90100 116,086.46     
Fund: 453 - SE QUADRANT TIF DIST 4-1 116,086.46     

3M 05056095 12/31/2014 5918140 501.50.7100.512.60045 50.00             
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 522759/5 01/14/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60016 2.88               
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 522761/5 01/14/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60016 8.49               
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 522808/5 01/21/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60016 3.99               
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 522815/5 01/21/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60016 6.94               
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 522816/5 01/21/2015 Invoice 501 50 7100 512 40040 19 99ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 522816/5 01/21/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40040 19.99           
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 522714/5 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60016 19.99             
CITY OF BLOOMINGTON 1215 01/14/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.30700 723.50           
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.30550 28.84             
GOPHER STATE ONE-CALL 129535 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.30700 245.05           
GRAINGER 9636511645 01/21/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40040 292.40           
HARMON AIR, INC 4568 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40040 130.00           
HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS LTD D400667 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.75500 1,191.25        
MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY ALR0046949I 01/21/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40040 100.00           
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 B 01/20/2015 Invoice 501.207.2070200 1,184.21        
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 B 01/20/2015 Invoice 501.207.2070300 33.87             
MUNICIPAL H20 5717 01/14/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.30700 4,200.00        
STATE OF MN-DEPT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 1907100472014 m-68906 01/21/2015 190710047 501.50.7100.512.40040 100.00           
STATE OF MN-DEPT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 1907100492014 M-68885 01/21/2015 190710049 501.50.7100.512.40040 25.00             
SUSA - SECRETARY/TREASURER 2015 MEMBERSHIP 01/21/2015 DAN HELLING 501.50.7100.512.50070 125.00           
TKDA 002014004456 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.30700 1,385.37        
VALLEY-RICH CO, INC 21123 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40046 7,533.14        
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.50020 393.34           
WATER CONSERVATION SERVICES INC 5651 01/21/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.30700 369.60           
WATER CONSERVATION SERVICES INC 5595 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.30700 8,274.00        
XCEL ENERGY 438185997 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40010 2,367.16        
XCEL ENERGY 438185997 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40010 25.00             
XCEL ENERGY 438185997 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40010 48.39             
XCEL ENERGY 438185997 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40020 130.54           
XCEL ENERGY 438185997 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40020 14,832.90      
XCEL ENERGY 438185997 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40020 140.02           
Fund: 501 - WATER UTILITY FUND 43,990.86      

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.30550 16.62             
METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENVIRON SRVCS 0001039199 12/31/2014 5084 502.51.7200.514.40015 141,807.25     
MN POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY 2015 WASTEWATER CERT. EXAM01/21/2015 REGISTRATIONS 502.51.7200.514.50080 220.00           
MN RURAL WATER ASSOCIATION 3/5/15 01/21/2015 EXAN REFRESHER 502.51.7200.514.50080 480.00           
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS CO. 6760-2 12/31/2014 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.60016 86.06             
XCEL ENERGY 438185997 12/31/2014 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.40010 320.54           
XCEL ENERGY 438185997 12/31/2014 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.40020 1,086.25        
Fund: 502 - SEWER UTILITY FUND 144,016.72     

3M 05056095 12/31/2014 5918140 503.52.8600.527.60065 50.00             
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 201360-5 1/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40020 217.11           
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8000.521.30550 18.50             



GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8500.526.30550 12.94             
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.30550 26.46             
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 B 01/20/2015 December 2014 - Sales & Use Tax 503.207.2070300 296.82           
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8500.526.50020 16.08             
SOUTH BAY DESIGN 010115 12/31/2014 010115 503.52.8500.526.50025 570.00           
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8500.526.50020 233.94           
XCEL ENERGY 440056985 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8500.526.40010 219.23           
XCEL ENERGY 440056985 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8500.526.40020 680.28           
XCEL ENERGY 440056985 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40010 565.47           
XCEL ENERGY 440056985 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40020 522.69           
Fund: 503 - INVER WOOD GOLF COURSE 3,429.52        

EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 66498 B 12/31/2014 NW AREA CONNECTION FEE STUD511.50.7100.512.30150 307.50           
Fund: 511 - NWA - WATER 307.50           

EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 66498 B 12/31/2014 NW AREA CONNECTION FEE STUD512.51.7200.514.30150 307.50           
Fund: 512 - NWA - SEWER 307.50           

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 602.00.2100.415.30550 2.06               
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUST C0020784 01/14/2015 C0020784 602.00.2100.415.70200 4,021.53        
Fund: 602 - RISK MANAGEMENT 4,023.59        

1800 RADIATOR INC 72787862 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 168.00           
3M 05056095 12/31/2014 5918140 603.00.5300.444.60045 50.00             
ABM EQUIPMENT & SUPPLY 0123102 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 299.92           
CAT-PERSONAL SAFETY TRAINING 11460 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60065 130.65           
COMPLETE COOLING SERVICES 21317 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 167.40           
CRYSTEEL TRUCK EQUIPMENT CFP157282 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 (6.04)              
CRYSTEEL TRUCK EQUIPMENT F35732 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 124.78           
CRYSTEEL TRUCK EQUIPMENT FP157282 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 93.94             
FLEETPRIDE 65900391 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 63.21             
FLEETPRIDE 65936499 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 (23.03)            
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.30550 14.30             
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 12/12/14 6035 3225 0206 1959 12/31/2014 6035 3225 0206 1959 603.00.5300.444.40040 437.43           
INTERSTATE POWERSYSTEMS R001094481:01B 12/31/2014 13468 603.00.5300.444.40041 441.13           
INVER GROVE FORD 5166135 01/14/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 9.26               
INVER GROVE FORD 51665658 01/14/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 16.68             
INVER GROVE FORD 5166638 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 50.60             
LARSON COMPANIES B-250070002 01/14/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 285.80           
LARSON COMPANIES B-250070103 01/14/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 (150.00)          
LARSON COMPANIES B-250120135 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 41.54             
LARSON COMPANIES B 250120160 01/21/2015 Invoice 603 00 5300 444 40041 258 71LARSON COMPANIES B-250120160 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 258.71         
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 165581 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450060 12,837.48      
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 165582 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450060 1,885.08        
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 165583 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450060 4,398.39        
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 169092 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450060 1,227.24        
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 169151 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450060 657.72           
METRO JANITORIAL SUPPLY INC 11013246 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60012 106.29           
METROMATS 12609 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40065 38.50             
METROMATS 12778 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40065 38.50             
MIDWAY FORD 101679 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.80700 17,953.20      
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-125283 01/14/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 18.88             
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-125562 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60012 14.12             
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-126030 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 487.07           
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-126169 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 21.58             
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-126171 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60040 11.99             
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-123006 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 29.99             
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 980014238 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 1,355.46        
R & R SPECIALTIES OF WI, INC. 0056349-cm 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 (20.00)            
RED POWER DIESEL SERVICE, INC. 11603 12/31/2014 11603 603.00.5300.444.40041 561.42           
SNAP-ON INDUSTRIAL ARV/ 23818025 10/29/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60040 68.19             
SNAP-ON INDUSTRIAL ARV24542809 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60040 1,326.33        
SNAP-ON INDUSTRIAL ARR/84954486 08/27/2014 200100474 603.00.5300.444.60040 (173.23)          
SOUTH ST PAUL STEEL SUPPLY CO 01134433 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60012 64.60             
SQUARE FOOT CONSTRUCTION LLC 314 01/14/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 625.00           
TITAN MACHINERY 115159 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.80800 7,086.62        
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 62823 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 797.09           
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 62824 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 976.89           
TRENCHERS PLUS, INC. RT37583 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 92.40             
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900234731 01/14/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40065 112.95           
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900234731 01/14/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60045 27.42             
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900235665 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40065 112.95           
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900235665 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60045 27.42             
UNITED FARMS COOP 74780 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 319.66           
UNITED FARMS COOP 74774 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 1,131.57        
UNITED FARMS COOP 74776 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 (38.46)            
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.50020 103.92           



WESTERN PETROLEUM COMPANY 9726677 01/21/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 680.79           
XCEL ENERGY 440526126 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40010 2,958.12        
XCEL ENERGY 440526126 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40020 1,648.78        
ZARNOTH BRUSH WORKS 0152919-IN 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 22.70             
Fund: 603 - CENTRAL EQUIPMENT 62,068.90      

COORDINATED BUSINESS SYSTEMS 269350294 B 01/21/2015 923425 604.00.2200.416.40050 188.57           
OFFICE DEPOT Nov 2014 Stmt 12/31/2014 Invoice 604.00.2200.416.60005 270.36           
OFFICE DEPOT Nov 2014 Stmt 12/31/2014 Invoice 604.00.2200.416.60010 136.87           
US BANCORP EQUIPMENT FINANCE, INC. 269332961 01/14/2015 923425 604.00.2200.416.40050 4,758.77        
Fund: 604 - CENTRAL STORES 5,354.57        

CULLIGAN 12/31/14 157-98503022-8 12/31/2014 157-98503022-8 605.00.7500.460.60011 59.35             
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.30550 3.50               
HALVERSON, DENNIS 1/11/15 01/14/2015 REIMBURSE-SHOES 605.00.7500.460.60045 89.95             
HILLYARD INC 601445280 01/14/2015 274069 605.00.7500.460.60016 448.91           
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 12/12/14 6035 3225 0206 1959 12/31/2014 6035 3225 0206 1959 605.00.7500.460.60016 32.12             
HORWITZ NS/I W33565 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40040 399.65           
HUEBSCH SERVICES 3393296 01/14/2015 100075 605.00.7500.460.40065 107.49           
LONE OAK COMPANIES 1/12/15 01/14/2015 UTILITY BILLING 605.00.7500.460.50035 1,525.36        
MAS COMMUNICATIONS 1930 01/21/2015 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40040 46.80             
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40020 8.79               
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40040 13.88             
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40044 0.66               
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40065 0.39               
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.60011 0.08               
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.60016 0.07               
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.60065 0.03               
PIONEER PRESS 2015 1142690 01/14/2015 1142690 605.00.7500.460.30700 416.00           
XCEL ENERGY 440526126 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40020 7,493.06        
ZEE MEDICAL SERVICE 54184913 01/14/2015 1/7/15 605.00.7500.460.60065 131.85           
Fund: 605 - CITY FACILITIES 10,777.94      

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN470654 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.30550 12.56             
INTEGRA TELECOM 12615229 01/14/2015 887115 606.00.1400.413.50020 1,040.26        
INTEGRA TELECOM 120361497 12/31/2014 002129 606.00.1400.413.50020 483.69           
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.50020 0.17               
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.60010 1.07               
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.60041 86.26             
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.80610 120.77           
MN DEPT OF REVENUE December 2014 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.80620 44.25             
O'DONNELL SCOTT 1/7/15 01/14/2015 REIMBURSE CABLES 606 00 1400 413 60065 64 24O'DONNELL, SCOTT 1/7/15 01/14/2015 REIMBURSE-CABLES 606.00.1400.413.60065 64.24           
O'DONNELL, SCOTT 12/31/14 12/31/2014 REIMBURSE-BEST BUY/PARKING 606.00.1400.413.60065 30.00             
O'DONNELL, SCOTT 12/31/14 12/31/2014 REIMBURSE-BEST BUY/PARKING 606.00.1400.413.60065 148.82           
PRECISE MRM IN200-1004068 12/31/2014 000208 606.00.1400.413.30700 120.00           
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 61225 12/31/2014 CIT001 606.00.1400.413.60015 2,086.45        
US INTERNET 110-080034-0015 01/14/2015 1/10/15-2/9/15 606.00.1400.413.30700 220.00           
VERIZON WIRELESS 9737748942 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.50020 50.78             
Fund: 606 - TECHNOLOGY FUND 4,509.32        

CULLIGAN 12/31/14 157-98473242-8 01/15/2015 157-98473242-8 702.229.2286300 20.05             
KIMLEY-HORN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 6337993A 12/31/2014 160509024.3 702.229.2303201 283.56           
KIMLEY-HORN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 6337993B 12/31/2014 160509024.3 702.229.2303201 159.00           
KIMLEY-HORN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 6337993C 12/31/2014 160509024.3 702.229.2303201 159.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Alan Bebel Contracto12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2285601 88.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Annistone Ranch (8812/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2287701 123.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Argenta Hills 9th Add12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2306401 209.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Biagini/Memorial Eco12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2304201 77.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 CHS Parking Lot Imp12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2308801 88.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Concord Crossroads12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2306301 88.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Flint Hills Resources 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2298701 22.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Forfeiture-Cherry 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2291000 32.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Forfeiture-Garcia 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2291000 112.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Forfeiture-Malm 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2291000 32.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Forfeiture-Martinez 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2291000 172.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Frome CUP (8956 A 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2282401 204.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Llonis Addition (John12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2296201 44.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 MGT Development, I12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2283800 589.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Miller CGA (6914 Bo12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2283301 202.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Morrie's Mazda 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2309701 386.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Nabersberg Addition 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2302801 445.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Oakbrush 4th Additio12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2307501 22.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Police-Forfeiture 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2291000 153.80           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 River Heights Vineya12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2306801 44.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Salem Hills Elem Imp12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2304801 55.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Schlomka's First Add12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2296601 22.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Shamrock Oaks - 22 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2309501 44.00             
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Shamrock Oaks - Lo 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2301001 44.00             



LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Simley High School A12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2303801 220.00           
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 12/14 Watrud Properties, L12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2305801 88.00             
SAM'S CLUB Dec 2014 stmt 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2307200 1,830.58        
SCOTT COUNTY CLERK OF COURT 2014003834 01/21/2015 TRAVIS MICHAEL DAVEY 702.229.2291000 345.00           
TARGET BANK Dec 2014 stmt 12/31/2014 Invoice 702.229.2307200 57.04             
WASHINGTON COUNTY COURT ADMIN 114021255 01/14/2015 MICHAEL JOHN GARCIA 702.229.2291000 200.00           
Fund: 702 - ESCROW FUND 6,660.03        

TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC 025-113574 12/31/2014 41443 710.00.0000.3610000 508.75           
Fund: 710 - INVESTMENT TRUST FUND 508.75           

Grand Total 892,431.65     

























































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

 
Accept 2014 Donations for Various Parks and Recreation Programs 
 
Meeting Date: January 26, 2015  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda   None 

Contact: Tracy Petersen – 651.450.2588  Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Tracy Petersen  Budget amendment requested 

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

   New FTE requested – N/A 

  X Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED  
Accept 2014 donations/sponsorships totaling $22,775 for various parks and recreation 
programs/events. 
 
SUMMARY 
The Parks and Recreation Department receives various donations and sponsorships from 
businesses and other organizations to support and enhance recreation programs and events. 
  

Business/Organization Amount Purpose 

Dairy Queen $300 Rec Program Sponsor 

Heartland Credit Union $600 Special Event Sponsor 

Various Businesses $7,750 Safety Camp Sponsors 

Dakota Pediatrics $400 Special Event Sponsor 

Dr. Jennifer Eisenhuth $700 Special Event Sponsor 

CHS $1,000 IGH Days Sponsor 

Total Construction & Equip $1,000 Recreation/Parks Event 
Sponsor 

MN Twins Community Fund $1,000 Special Event Sponsor 

IGH Senior Club $500 Community Center Donation 

Various Businesses $9,525 Holiday on Main Street * 
revolving account separate 
from Recreation/administered 
by Recreation 

TOTAL $22,775  

 
 
 
 
 
  
  
 



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

 
Consider Interim Appointment of Golf Course Superintendent 
 
Meeting Date: January 26, 2015  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda  None 

Contact: Eric Carlson – 651.450.2587 X Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Eric Carlson  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: Janet Shefchik  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
The Council is asked to appoint Mr. Joel Metz on a three month interim basis, effective January 
27, 2015, as the Golf Course Superintendent at Inver Wood Golf Course. 
 
SUMMARY 
On December 18th, 2014 Mr. Glen Lentner retired from Inver Wood after serving as the 
Superintendent for 22 years.  After careful consideration, staff is recommending that Mr. Joel 
Metz fill the position.  Mr. Metz received an Associates Degree in Turf and Grounds 
Maintenance from Anoka-Hennepin Technical College.  Mr. Metz is licensed/certified in Non-
Commercial Pesticide Application, Power Limited Technician, Phosphorus Fertilizer, First Aid 
and CPR. Mr. Metz has worked in various positions at the Inver Wood Golf Course for the last 
20+ years.  Most recently Mr. Metz has served as the Assistant Golf Course Superintendent for 
the past 14 years.   
 
Following past practice, staff is recommending that Mr. Metz start at Step 1 of the position which 
represents a small increase in the employee’s salary from his current position (2014  Step 5 
Assistant $63,500 to Step 1 Superintendent $66,100).  Mr. Metz would serve a 3-month interim 
period.  During this time, the Parks and Recreation Director will evaluate his performance based 
upon goals established and feedback received from staff and our golf course users.  At the 
conclusion of the interim appointment, a determination will be made whether to consider making 
that appointment a permanent one or to do an external recruitment and hiring process.  Mr. 
Metz is excited about the opportunity and is ready to help make Inver Wood Golf Course one of 
the best municipally owned courses in the metro area. 
 
 
 
 
Note: 
If the appointment of the Golf Course Superintendent isn’t approved by the City Council the item 
labeled “Consider Interim Appointment of Assistant Golf Course Superintendent” should be 
tabled. 



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

 
Consider Interim Appointment of Assistant Golf Course Superintendent 
 
Meeting Date: January 26, 2015  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda  None 

Contact: Eric Carlson – 651.450.2587 X Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Eric Carlson  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: Janet Shefchik  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
The Council is asked to appoint Mr. Ken Felix on a three month interim basis, effective January 
27, 2015, as the Assistant Golf Course Superintendent at Inver Wood Golf Course. 
 
SUMMARY 
On December 18th, 2014 Mr. Glen Lentner retired from Inver Wood after serving as the 
Superintendent for 22 years.  In an earlier action, the City Council has appointed Mr. Joel Metz 
to the Golf Course Superintendent position which has created a vacancy in the Assistant Golf 
Course Superintendent position.  After careful consideration, staff is recommending that Mr. Ken 
Felix fill the position.  Mr. Felix received an Associates Degree in Landscape Horticulture from 
Dakota County Vo-Tech.  Mr. Felix is licenses/certificated in Non-Commercial Pesticide 
Application, Power Limited Technician, Phosphorus Fertilizer, CPR, and AED. Mr. Felix is 
currently a Park Maintenance employee, but has worked as a 2nd Assistant at Inver Wood for 
10+ years.  Mr. Felix has 30+ years of experience in the golf course industry.   
 
Following past practice, staff is recommending that Mr. Felix start at Step 2 of the position which 
represents a small increase in the employee’s salary from his current position (2014 Year 4 
Park Maintenance $53,019 to Step 2 Assistant $53,900).   Mr. Felix would serve a 3-month 
interim period.  During this time, the Golf Course Superintendent and Parks and Recreation 
Director will evaluate his performance based upon goals established and feedback received 
from staff and our golf course users.  At the conclusion of the interim appointment, a 
determination will be made whether to consider making that appointment a permanent one or to 
do an external recruitment and hiring process.   Mr. Felix is excited about returning to Inver 
Wood and working with Mr. Metz in helping make Inver Wood Golf Course one of the best 
municipally owned courses in the metro area. 
 
 
 
Note: 
This appointment is contingent on the City Council approving the appointment of the Golf 
Course Superintendent (Joel Metz) this evening. 



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

 
Consider Approval of Golf Course Technician Job Description 
 
Meeting Date: January 26, 2015  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda  None 

Contact: Eric Carlson – 651.450.2587 X Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Eric Carlson  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: Janet Shefchik  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
The Council is asked to approve the attached job description for the Golf Course Technician for 
Inver Wood Golf Course. 
 
SUMMARY 
In the early years of the Inver Wood Golf Course the maintenance staff included: 
 

 Superintendent (1) 

 Assistant Superintendent (1) 

 2nd Assistant (1) 

 Golf Course Technician (2) 
 
Over the years both Golf Course Technician positions and the 2nd Assistant position were 
eliminated due to budget concerns. 
 
As a part of the 2015 budget process and based on feedback during the Park Commissions 
review of the Inver Wood Golf Course in 2014, we have budgeted to reduce our Golf Shop 
Cashier positions from three to two and add a Golf Course Technician.  The staffing change is 
budget “neutral” and should improve the playing conditions of the golf course which is the main 
product we are “selling” at Inver Wood.  The Golf Course Technician is an IUOE Union position 
providing 36 weeks of employment at 40-hour per week receiving pro-rated benefits. 
 
Once approved, an external recruitment and hiring process will begin.  The City Council is 
expected to approve the appointment of the recommended individual sometime in March. 
  



City of Inver Grove Heights 
 

POSITION DESCRIPTION 
 

Position Title: Golf Course Technician 
  
Department/Location: Parks & Recreation – Inver Wood Golf Course Division 
  
Immediate Supervisor: Assistant Golf Course Superintendent 
  
Latest PD Revision: January 2015 
 

Position Summary: 
This is a part-time (36 weeks per year; 40 hours per week) front line maintenance position 
responsible for assisting in performing tasks that lead to the overall repair, maintenance 
and development of the golf course.   Incumbent is responsible for performing semi-
skilled maintenance projects under the general supervision of the Assistant Golf Course 
Superintendent. 
 

 
Essential Accountabilities and Expected Outcomes 

 
1) Develops and maintains a good working knowledge of department’s policies, procedures 

and protocols that must be known and regularly applied in performing all accountabilities of 
this position. 
a) Incumbent is knowledgeable about what is happening in the golf course and follows 

established policies and procedures while carrying out the functions of the position. 
b) Regularly shows ability to properly prioritize workload to effectively serve the various 

needs of the golf course. 
2) Able to perform a variety of maintenance assignments based on the scope of work to be 

done. 
a) Displays ability to safely and effectively operate a variety of equipment, power tools, and 

hand tools in the performance of daily work assignments. 
b) Follows a prescribed preventative maintenance program and performs routine and 

complex maintenance at the golf course. 
c) Follows work plans, inspecting the course and provides work direction on the job site. 
d) Fills out proper reports and paperwork related to job responsibility. 

3) Develops and maintains cooperative working relationships with all contacts inside and 
outside the division. 
a) Only appropriate information is shared with customers, vendors, staff, and the public. 
b) Provides work direction and trains in safety and proper techniques to division staff as 

needed. 
4) Able to use applicable technology necessary to be effective and efficient in the position. 
5) Assumes additional accountabilities as assigned. 



Accountabilities Shared by all City Employees: 
 
Developing and maintaining a thorough working knowledge of all department and City-wide 
policies, protocols and procedures that apply to the performance of this position. 
 
Demonstrating by personal example the service excellence and integrity expected from all 
employees. 
 
Developing respectful and cooperative working relationships with co-workers, including willing 
assistance to newer employees so that their job responsibilities can be performed with 
confidence as quickly as possible. 
 
Conferring regularly with and keeping one’s immediate supervisor informed on all important 
matters pertaining to assigned job accountabilities. 
 
Representing the City in a professional manner to all outside contacts when doing the City’s 
business and also with the general public. 
 
Typical Working Environment: 
 
Demands of the position may require employee to work days/evenings/weekends as the 
demands of the position require. 
 
Position primarily works in an outdoor environment with temperature extremes of a year-round 
environment. 
 
Typical Physical Requirements for this Position: 
 
Must be able to sit, stand, speak, hear, and effectively communicate to staff, and the public. 
 
Must be able to stoop, kneel, crouch, handle objects, lift and carry 75lbs, bend, push, pull, use 
hand and foot coordination, perform near activity, and have depth perception. 
 
Selection Criteria to Qualify for this Position: 
 
High School diploma or equivalent 
 
2 years golf course maintenance experience. 
 
Valid, unrestricted Minnesota Drivers License. 
 
Minnesota Pesticide Applicators License; 
 
Desirable – First Aid; CPR; AED certifications 
 
Clean background check. 
 
Employee’s Acknowledgement and Date:        _____________________________________ 
 
Supervisor’s Acknowledgement and Date:     ______________________________________ 
 
Administrative Services Acknowledgement and Date:  ______________________________ 
 



REVISED 
 

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

 
PERSONNEL ACTIONS 
 
Meeting Date: January 26, 2015  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:  Recreation – Daniel Eddy, Richard Mraz, Josh 
Ennis, Cole O’Brien,  
 
Please confirm the retirement of: Pete Hindman, Engineering. 
 
Please confirm the employment of:  Stanley Mankowski, Operations Worker. 































































































































































































































































































































































Feasibility Report 
47th Street Area Reconstruction 

City Project No. 2015-09E 

and

47th Street Area Water and Sewer Improvements and 
Rehabilitation

City Project No. 2015-14 

City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota 

City Project No. 2015-09E/2015-14 
SEH No. INVER 129894 

January 21, 2015 





47th Street Area Reconstruction 
and

47th Street Area Water and Sewer Improvements and Rehabilitation 

Feasibility Report 
City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota 

City Project No. 2015-09E/2015-14 
SEH No. INVER 129894 

January 21, 2015 

I hereby certify that this report was p1repared by me or under my direct supervision, 
and that I am a duly Licensed Professional Engineer under the laws of the State of 
Minnesota. 

Greg F. Anderson, PE 
Project Manager 

Date: January 21, 2015  Lic. No.: 26859 

Reviewed By: Marcus Gunderson  Date: January 21, 2015 

     

Short Elliott Hendrickson Inc. 
3535 Vadnais Center Drive 
St. Paul, MN 55110-5196 
651.490.2000 





SEH is a registered trademark of Short Elliott Hendrickson Inc. 
Feasibility Report INVER 129894 
City of Inver Grove Heights Page i 

Table of Contents 
Letter of Transmittal 
Certification Page 
Title Page 
Table of Contents 

  Page 

1.0 Introduction ................................................................................................................1
2.0 Existing Conditions ...................................................................................................2

2.1 Streets ..............................................................................................................................2
2.2 Sanitary Sewer .................................................................................................................3
2.3 Water Main .......................................................................................................................3
2.4 Storm Sewer .....................................................................................................................4

2.4.1 Backyard Drainage Low Areas ............................................................................ 4
3.0 Proposed Improvements ...........................................................................................5

3.1 Streets ..............................................................................................................................5
3.2 Sanitary Sewer .................................................................................................................7
3.3 Water Main .......................................................................................................................8
3.4 Storm Sewer .....................................................................................................................8

3.4.1 Water Quality Treatment ..................................................................................... 9
4.0 Other Utilities ...........................................................................................................11
5.0 Right-of-Way ............................................................................................................11
6.0 Neighborhood Meeting ............................................................................................11
7.0 Permits and Approvals ............................................................................................11
8.0 Estimated Costs .......................................................................................................12
9.0 Financing ..................................................................................................................12
10.0 Implementation ........................................................................................................13

10.1 Assessments ..................................................................................................................13
10.1.1 Street Assessments........................................................................................... 13
10.1.2 Storm Assessments........................................................................................... 13

10.2 Benefit Analysis ..............................................................................................................13
10.3 Project Schedule ............................................................................................................14

11.0 Conclusion and Recommendations .......................................................................14
11.1 Conclusions ....................................................................................................................14
11.2 Recommendations ..........................................................................................................14



Table of Contents (Continued) 
List of Tables 

Table 1 – Approximate Street Widths ....................................................................................................7
Table 2 – 47th Street Area Reconstruction (2015-09E) ...................................................................... 12
Table 3 – 47TH Street Area Water & Sewer Improvements and Rehabilitation (2015-14) .................12
Table 4 – 47th Street Area Reconstruction (2015-09E) ...................................................................... 13
Table 5 – 47TH Street Area Water & Sewer Improvements and Rehabilitation (2015-14) .................13

List of Figures 
Figure 1 – Project Area
Figure 2 – Existing Sanitary Sewer System
Figure 3 – Existing Water Main System
Figure 4 – Drainage Areas
Figure 5 – Proposed Typical Sections
Figure 6 – Proposed Street Improvements
Figure 7 – Proposed Sanitary Sewer Improvements
Figure 8 – Proposed Water Main Improvements
Figure 9 – Proposed Storm Sewer Improvements
Figure 10 – Proposed Storm Water Treatment Areas

List of Appendices 
Appendix A Cost Estimate
Appendix B Undeveloped Lot Utility Extension & Assessment Figure and  Petitioning Parcels 

Figure
Appendix C Stormwater Review of Ullrich Addition
Appendix D Draft Preliminary Assessment Rolls
Appendix E Neighborhood Open House Comment Summary and Sign-in Sheet



January 2015 

INVER 129894 
Page 1 

Feasibility Report 
47th Street Area Reconstruction 
and

47th Street Area Water and Sewer Improvements 
Prepared for City of Inver Grove Heights 

1.0 Introduction
The City of Inver Grove Heights received a petition from forty three (43) property owners 
along 47th Street, Bower Path, Bower Court and Boyd Avenue requesting improvements to 
their streets. An additional petition was received requesting water and sewer service to two 
unimproved lots along 49th Street at Brent Avenue.  At their September 22, 2014 regular 
meeting the Inver Grove Heights City Council adopted Resolution 14-148 authorizing the 
preparation of a feasibility report for City Project No. 2015-09E: 47th Street and 
Neighborhood Streets Reconstruction. Financing considerations necessitate separating the 
project into a utility project (sanitary sewer and water main) and reconstruction project (street 
and storm water facilities) in order to accommodate the 429 statute requirements. The project 
includes City Project No. 2015-09E (47th Street Area Reconstruction) and City Project No. 
2015-14 (47th Street Area Water and Sewer Improvements). 

This project will provide residential street and drainage improvements as well as utility 
improvements in the 47th Street neighborhood.  The reconstruction and utility project include 
improvements to the streets, sanitary sewer mains, water mains, storm sewer, and overall 
storm water management in the project areas.  The streets included in this report are listed 
below: 

47th Street E., South St. Paul to its terminus  
Bower Path, 47th Street E. to 46th Street E. 
Bower Court, Bower Path to its terminus 
Boyd Avenue, Bower Path to 300 feet south of 47th Street E. 
46th Court, Bower Path to its terminus 
49th Street, Brent Avenue to South St. Paul 
Brent Avenue, 47th Street E. to 49th Street E. 

 Bryce Avenue, 47th Street E. to 49th Street E. 

The project area is shown on figure 1, found in the appendix.  Work in unimproved Bryce 
Avenue (50th Street to 49th Street) will be coordinated with the Ullrich Site Development. 

City staff considered including the 51st Street neighborhood: streets would be 51st Street 
(Brent to SSP border), Brent Avenue (51st Street to 50th Street), unimproved Bryce Avenue 
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(51st Street to 50th Street) and an unimproved alley off of 50th Street. The 51st Street 
neighborhood is not feasible to incorporate into this years’ project due to: 

Lack of support from the residents 
Appraiser’s evaluation found that the per parcel special benefit is significantly less than 
the rest of the study area. 
Attaining the 20% minimum assessment amount will be a challenge. 

 The complexity of the area will take additional time, to hold meetings and consider 
various options with residents and council. 

Staff recommends the 51st Street neighborhood reconstruction be considered at a future 
date through resident petition or council direction. Staff is offering to continue the discussion 
with the neighborhood in order to receive further input. 

2.0 Existing Conditions 
2.1 Streets  

The existing streets are bituminous surfaced with concrete curb & gutter, (mostly 
surmountable curb).  The street widths generally are 36-feet in face of curb to face of curb.  
These streets serve as local streets with relatively low traffic volumes.  The existing 
pavement is showing significant signs of distress due to age, poor subgrade soils, excessive 
cracking, potholes and traffic.  Also, a number of recent water main breaks have resulted in 
street patches that affect the ride of the street.  The bituminous pavement will be replaced on 
all project streets as part of this project. The existing curb & gutter will be completely replaced 
on reconstruction streets while only spot replacement of existing curb & gutter will be 
completed on mill and overlay streets.  The curb on the reconstruction streets has been 
reviewed by American Engineering Testing (AET) and determined to have deteriorated to the 
end of its life-cycle due to observation of extensive scaling, chipped concrete, and exposed 
aggregate.  There are no existing sidewalks or trails along these streets. 

The streets north of 47th Street, including 47th Street, were constructed in 1984 with the 
exception of 46th Court and Bower Court, which were built in 1988.  The portions of Brent 
and Bryce Avenues in the project area are significantly older, dating back to the early 1970’s.  

The existing streets in the 51st Area are bituminous surfaced with the exception of the alley 
south of 50th Street between Brent and Bryce which is gravel. Unimproved Bryce Avenue 
south of 50th is currently a bituminous shared driveway that is privately owned and 
maintained extending a little over halfway to 51st.  It is not plowed by the City and its 
alignment meanders between mature trees.  The width of the streets themselves varies from 
16-feet on 51st to 24-feet on Brent.  Both streets have bituminous curb on one side and 
concrete curb on the other. There is a concrete alley, 10th Avenue S. (from 50th Street E. to 
51st Street E.) that appears to service the parcels on the east side of unimproved Bryce 
Avenue.

American Engineering Testing performed a series of 11 soil borings in October of 2014 in the 
project area.  The existing pavement and aggregate base thicknesses were noted as part of 
the soil boring process.  The existing pavement thickness was found to range from 3.75-inch 
to 9.0-inch with most borings showing generally around 5-inch of bituminous pavement.  The 
existing aggregate base thickness was found to be extremely variable with most borings not 
showing a distinct aggregate base layer.  In general, the underlying soils beneath the streets 
was found to consist primarily of fill overlying till and coarse alluvium (clayey and silty sands).   
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2.2 Sanitary Sewer 
The existing sanitary sewer mains run down the center of most of the project streets and 
consists of either clay (VCP) or ductile iron pipe (DIP).  Figure 2 shows the existing sanitary 
sewer system in the project area. A television inspection of all the sanitary sewer mains in the 
project area was completed by American Environmental Services in October of 2014.  A copy 
of the report and televising logs is available at the Engineering Division for review.  This 
feasibility report was charged with reviewing the condition of the existing mains and making 
recommendations on needed replacements. The television report found the existing sewer 
mains to be in good condition.  The televising did find four items that need repair as well as 
many pipe joints in the VCP sections with root intrusion. Clay sewer pipe will be 
reconstructed with PVC when it’s located under proposed water main improvements, 
because the clay pipe and joints may not withstand the construction impacts. 

Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) was a common material used for sanitary sewer mains.  VCP mains 
typically have short pipe segments that result in a significant number of pipe joints that can 
allow root intrusion into the main that can lead to blockages.  Pipe joints are also an 
opportunity for potential inflow and infiltration (I/I) of ground water into the sanitary sewer 
system.  A common repair on VCP sanitary sewer mains is to structural line the main 
between manholes.  This structural lining can be accomplished from the surface without the 
need for an open trench in the street.  This method is particularly useful when the street 
surface can’t be disturbed or, as is the case here, the existing sewer main is very deep, 
20-feet or more in some areas and an open trench that deep would be difficult in a fully 
developed area. 

As part of the televising effort, an evaluation of the existing VCP mains for potential structural 
lining was completed.  The condition of the existing VCP mains in the project area will allow 
these mains to be structurally lined as part of a future maintenance project after structural 
repairs are completed.  The televising did find four areas that need to be repaired prior to the 
mains being lined.  

Based on the televising report, the portions of the existing sanitary sewer consisting of DIP 
are in good condition and do not require lining. 

2.3 Water Main 
The existing water mains in the project area are 6-inch, 8-inch, and 12-inch in diameter and 
either cast iron pipe (CIP) or ductile iron pipe (DIP) material. Figure 3 shows the existing 
water main system in the project area.  There have been a number of water main breaks in 
the project in recent years including a significant one at the intersection of 47th Street and 
Brent Avenue this past winter.  These improvements will include the replacement of all of the 
CIP water main and service lines.  In areas of existing DIP water main it is anticipated that 
only the existing valves and hydrants will be replaced as part of these improvements. The 
existing DIP mains will remain in-place. 

Also included in this report is a review of the City’s water system model to determine the 
need for looping or upsizing the existing mains in 49th Street, 50th Street and the extension 
of Brent Avenue between 49th and 50th Streets in conjunction with the Ullrich Site 
Development.   

The existing water main system is stubbed into Seidl’s Lake Park for a potential loop to the 
existing main in Bower Court.  A review of the City’s existing water system model has 
identified there is no need for the water loop in the park.  Additionally a water service for 
future rest room facilities in this area of the park will be provided. 
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The water main system in the NE quadrant of the City is fed by a 1985 12-inch main crossing 
I-494 and aligned with Boyd Avenue. An 8-inch main was installed across I-494 just west of 
Blaine Avenue in 2007 to ensure adequate flow and to act as a back-up to the 12-inch 
crossing. In addition, staff has reviewed the need for water main cross-connections in the 
area with South St. Paul (SSP) for emergency purposes and has determined there is 
adequate support from the meter manhole connections installed at Centex Homes 
(15th Avenue and Bloomberg Lane) and on 50th Street at the SSP border (9th Street). If an 
additional cross connection was considered, installing a meter manhole to the SSP 12-inch 
water main at the 46th Street and Bower Path intersection would be the ideal location. 

2.4 Storm Sewer 
An existing storm sewer system is located on Bower Court, Bower Path, and Boyd Avenue 
north of 47th Street.  This system drains to Seidl’s Lake at the west end of Bower Court and 
discharges to a 3-foot wide rip-rap channel into Seidl’s Lake, with no storm water volume or 
water quality management controls.  At the south end of the project area, two small segments 
of storm sewer exist in 50th Street just south of the proposed Ullrich Site Development. No 
other storm sewer exists within the project area.  

The storm sewer is reinforced concrete pipe (RCP). The trunk line appears to be in good 
condition based on the information available including the televising report of the northern 
portion of the system. This report indicated that there are three locations that will require 
excavation and spot repairs to 15-inch and 18-inch concrete pipe sections. The storm sewer 
ranges in size from 12-inch to 27-inch diameter. There are approximately 18 catch basin 
inlets and 16 manholes within the project limits. There are two yard drain structures that are 
located off City of right-of-way (ROW) but appear to be connected to the City system.  One of 
those is located in the backyard of 4630 Bower Path and the other is located in the back yard 
of 4609 Bower Path.   

The southern portion of the project area, generally 49th Street and the south half of both 
Brent and Bryce Avenues, surface flows into what is referred to as the Ullrich Site 
Development south of 49th Street.   

Existing drainage patterns and drainage area boundaries within the project area are shown in 
Figure 4.  The south half of Brent Avenue and Bryce Avenue north of 49th Street East flow to 
the south, over 49th Street East and into a wooded area south of 49th Street East.  Brent 
Avenue, between 50th Street East and 51st Street East, flows to the south and into a natural 
low area west of 5065 Brent Avenue.  A small portion of the drainage on Bryce Avenue and 
50th Street East is conveyed north (to the Ullrich Addition regional pond H-2) and the 
remainder flows south (which eventually flows east down 51st Street East). The drainage of 
51st Street East appears to flow to the east into the MnDOT ROW.    

2.4.1 Backyard Drainage Low Areas 
There are several areas which temporarily pond storm water within the project area.  Area 
property owners were surveyed and their concerns were documented. The specific areas of 
concern are described below. 

2685 Bower Court. There’s a low spot in the street near this address.  More than 
10 acres drain to this low area. No existing flooding of homes or structures has been 
identified.
4630 Bower Path. There’s an area drain in the back yard of this property and drainage 
enters the storm sewer system on Boyd Avenue in front of the church.  Approximately 
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2.2 acres drain to this backyard area.  No existing flooding of homes or structures has 
been identified.  
Bethesda Lutheran Church. There are reported street flooding issues at the low point in 
Boyd Avenue near the church driveways.  Approximately 8.4 acres drains to this area.  
On the northeast corner of the Bethesda Lutheran Church property, there’s a low area 
which is subject to flooding.  It appears this low area fills to approximately 18-inches prior 
to overtopping to the east.  Approximately 3.3 acres drains to this area.   
4609 Bower Path. There’s an area drain in the back yard of this property and drainage 
enters the storm sewer system on Bower Path, in the low point between Boyd Avenue 
and 46th Court East.  Approximately 1.8 acres drains to this backyard and an additional 
7.7 acres drains to the low point on Bower Path.   

 4873 Bryce Avenue East. There’s a low area in the back yard of this property.  Based on 
the available data, it appears this low area overflows to the south.  Approximately 1.0 
acres drains to this area. 

The isolated low areas will temporarily retain storm water and pose little threat to property or 
the infrastructure; therefore, staff is not recommended storm water improvements in the low 
areas. 

3.0 Proposed Improvements 
The proposed improvements are based on the results of the sanitary sewer and storm sewer 
televising reports, the geotechnical investigation & recommendations, a review of the as-built 
drawings for the project streets, input from City Staff and feedback received from residents on 
the resident questionnaire.  During the final design phase and plan preparation, we will 
continue to work with City Staff on specific issues.   

3.1 Streets 
The improvements proposed for the project streets include a full pavement reconstruction 
and a mill & overlay.  The method of improvement for a given block or section of street was 
determined based on the geotechnical recommendation, the existing pavement condition, 
existing curb type and amount of utility replacement needed. Most project streets will be a full 
reconstruct, with the exception of 46th Court, which is scheduled to be a mill & overlay. 
Figure 6 shows the project streets and proposed improvement methods. 

The full reconstruction method will consist of a complete removal of the existing pavement 
and curb & gutter and replacement with a new street section.  Based on the Inver Grove 
Heights standards for local streets, the proposed pavement section will consist of 4-inches of 
bituminous pavement (placed in two 2-inch lifts) over an 8-inch layer of aggregate base, on a 
24-inch layer of granular borrow.  Subsurface drain tile will be installed at the bottom of the 
street section behind the curb per City standards.  The new concrete curb and gutter will be 
B618 in design.  The local streets will be built to their existing width of 36-foot width from 
face-of-curb to face-of-curb, except for a portion of 47th Street will be narrowed from 39-feet 
to 36-feet to match the neighborhood street width. The proposed typical street sections are 
shown on Figure 5. Table 1 summarizes the existing street widths, curb types and proposed 
improvement method. 

The residents and council were approached for input on street widths and related potential 
savings in construction costs and life cycle costs of the streets. Staff’s analysis shows that for 
this project street mileage, for every 4-feet in street width reduction there would be 
approximately $100,000 savings in construction costs and $150,000 savings in 50-year 
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lifecycle costs of the pavement (street sweeping, seal coating, crack sealing, mill and overlay, 
patching, etc.). Narrower street widths would also reduce stormwater runoff volume and 
increase water quality for Seidl’s Lake and localized ponding areas. The existing street widths 
will be retained based on feedback from the residents that attended the neighborhood 
meeting and from council at a work session. The east end of the 47th Street (Brent Avenue to 
the east) will be reduced from 39 feet to 36 feet to match the rest of 47th Street and the 
neighborhood street widths.  

A further review of the geotechnical investigation and data helped determine that some street 
sections will require the 24-inch layer of granular borrow, while other full reconstruction areas 
will only require a 12-inch layer of granular borrow.  The change to the 12-inch granular layer 
was a cost savings method that used the geotechnical data to determine the areas that will 
require a thinner layer of granular material while still achieving the desired pavement 
rating/life expected for a reconstructed street.  However, the geotechnical firm, AET warned 
that the underlying soils are frost susceptible and having only 1-foot of sand subgrade does 
come with a risk of the frost unevenly affecting the 4-inch flexible pavement reducing its life 
and wear. Staff is recommending the standard 2-foot sand base be installed, the construction 
costs reflect this method. 

A partial reconstruction option was reviewed by saving the curb and reconstructing the street 
with 1-foot sand sub-base. However, the curb was identified to be at the end of its life cycle 
and differential settlement (between curb and pavement) concerns eliminated this option for 
cost saving measures. 

The neighborhood between 50th and 51st Streets along Brent and Bryce Avenues would 
likely require a full reconstruction method with a 24-inch granular borrow layer based on the 
geotechnical data.  But with many questions about proposed street widths, the unimproved 
alley off of 50th Street, the shared concrete alley on SSP border (10th Avenue S.), the 
possibility of improving Bryce Avenue (replacing the current shared driveway), to a full street 
section extended to 51st Street, and concerns meeting the 429 Statute requirements for 
assessing, formal improvement recommendations for these streets are not included in this 
report.  The 51st Street area reconstruction and improvements will need to be considered at 
a future date through residential petition or Council direction.   

The pavement replacement on 46th Court will be an edge mill along the curb and the 
installation of a new 2-inch lift of bituminous pavement; thereby raising the crown of the road 
adding structural strength and improving drainage. 

The project area currently does not have sidewalks or trails.  With a trail system in Seidl’s 
Lake Park at the west end of 47th Street, the council may want to consider installing a six foot 
concrete sidewalk along the north side of 47th Street from Seidl’s Lake Park to the east end 
of the project on 47th Street at 9th Avenue East.  The proposed sidewalk would be installed 
with a 6-foot boulevard between the back of the curb and the new sidewalk.  At the street 
crossing of the new sidewalk, pedestrian ramps meeting ADA requirements would be 
installed.  This option was reviewed with the residents at the neighborhood meeting and 
received very little support from those present. The current project cost estimate does not 
include a sidewalk. 

If a sidewalk was included in the project, the existing driveways along the proposed sidewalk 
alignment would receive a new concrete apron between the street and the new sidewalk.  All 
other disturbed driveway ends in the project area will be restored with the same material as 
the existing driveway.  
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Table 1 – Approximate Street Widths 

Street Name Existing Width (F-F) Proposed Width (F-F) Existing Curb &
Gutter Type 

Bower Ct. 35’ 35’ Surmountable  
Bower Path 36’ 36’ Surmountable 

46th Ct. 36’ 36’ Surmountable 

47th St. 

36’
(West end to Brent Ave.) 

36’
(West end to Brent Ave.) Surmountable 

39’
(Brent Ave.to 9th Ave.) 

36’
(Brent Ave.to 9th Ave.) B618 

Boyd Ave. 36’ 36’ Surmountable 
Brent Ave (N. of 50th St.) 36’ 36’ B618 
Bryce Ave. (N. of 50th St.) 36’ 36’ B618 

49th St. 

36’
(Brent Ave. to Bryce Ave.) 

36’
(Brent Ave. to Bryce Ave.) B618 

35’
(Bryce Ave. to 9th Ave) 

35’
(Bryce Ave. to 9th Ave) B618 

Note: All new curb will be installed as B618 Curb and Gutter (with the excavation of spot curb replacement, which would 
match the existing curb & gutter). 

3.2 Sanitary Sewer 
The results of the sanitary sewer televising investigation found the existing sanitary mains to 
be in good condition.  The existing mains were found to be either VCP or DIP material.  The 
existing DIP mains are in good condition and do not require any improvements.  The existing 
VCP mains were found to be of satisfactory condition to allow for them to be lined.  The 
televising report identified four issues that will need to be completed prior to or as part of the 
sewer lining. One issue is a cracked pipe that may need replacement via open cut prior to 
lining. The other three issues are leaks that should be pressure grouted to create a seal 
around the pipe.  

Lining an existing sanitary sewer consists of inserting a resin impregnated liner into the 
existing VCP sanitary main.  The liner is then cured with either steam or hot water to form a 
new pipe against the inside wall of the existing sewer main.  After curing, the liner hardens 
and the result is a new pipe within the old pipe.  After curing, the existing service line stubs 
are re-established.  Lining of the existing VCP sanitation sewer mains will be completed as a 
maintenance project by Public Works outside of these improvements.   

It is recommended to replace the VCP mains via open cut in areas where the sewer main is 
shallow (less than 12-feet in depth) or where the existing water main will also be replaced.  
See Figure 7 for the sanitary sewer replacement areas and methods.  The new sanitary 
sewer main will be PVC in material.  In areas where the VCP sanitary sewer main will be 
replaced via open cut, the existing service lines will also be replaced with PVC pipe material 
and the service lines reconnected to the new service line at the property line. 

A petition was received by council for sewer and water extension at the October 13, 2014 
regular meeting. Sanitary sewer main will need be extended in 49th Street from Bryce 
Avenue, west toward Brent Avenue to provide sewer service to two existing, vacant lots south 
of 49th Street.  These two lots will be responsible for the complete cost of the sewer 
extension, sewer services, and water services through an assessment waiver agreement to 



INVER 129894 Feasibility Report 
Page 8 City of Inver Grove Heights 

be executed prior to installation of the facilities.  In addition, the westerly lot will be 
responsible for its share of the water main improvement being installed between 
49th Street E. and Boyd Avenue. An assessment overview map has been provided with not-
to-exceed assessment costs in Appendix B. The documents were shared with the 
landowners by staff. The landowners were made aware of a rezoning of the two lots is 
necessary, from R1-A to R1-C, in order for the lot sizes to follow the proper zoning 
designation. 

Where the existing sanitary sewer main is DIP in material, no improvements area planned on 
the mains or service lines.  

The existing castings on all the sanitary sewer manholes will be replaced as part of the 
improvements and adjusted to the new street elevations.  For manholes with a significant 
number of rings, or that will not have room for two rings under the new casting, the structure 
will be reconstructed by adding or removing a precast barrel section.  Infiltration/inflow (I/I) 
barriers will be installed on all manholes as well. 

3.3 Water Main 
All the existing CIP water mains will be replaced with new DIP water main.  The mains will be 
replaced with 8-inch diameter pipe. A review of the water system model for this portion of the 
City shows the proposed system improvements will provide over 3,500 gpm for the desired 
fire flow for fire suppression in relation to the 52-unit senior housing building proposed to be 
built on the Ullrich Site Development. See Figure 8 for water main improvements.   

In areas of water main replacement, the existing service lines will be removed and replaced 
as well as valves and hydrants.  New 1-inch copper service lines will be installed from the 
new main to the property line, the existing curb box & stop will be replaced and the existing 
service line connected to the new curb stop. 

In areas of existing DIP water main, the main line pipe is anticipated to remain in place, as 
well as the service lines.  In these areas it is proposed to replace the existing gate valves as 
well as replace the hydrants, including the hydrant lead pipe back to the main and the tee at 
the main.  The installation of the new hydrant will include a new gate valve. 

The existing water main in 50th Street has a section of 6-inch CIP, between Bryce Street and 
Brent Street. This section of 6-inch main should be replaced with 8-inch DIP to complete the 
8-inch system upgrades in this area. This replacement can wait and be completed with future 
improvements in 50th Street. 

3.4 Storm Sewer  
The proposed storm sewer improvements are shown on Figure 9.  
Based on our review of the video/televising reports there are three small areas of the existing 
storm sewer trunk main will require excavation and spot repair. During the street 
reconstruction project, rings will need replacement at most structures. Additional storm sewer 
is proposed in several areas of concern including:  

New storm sewer laterals and catch basins will be installed in the street low areas near 
the intersection of Boyd Avenue and 47th Street adjacent to the church. This will include 
an extension of the lateral line and a new catch basin to the east end of the church 
parking lot along 47th;  
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A new storm sewer stub will be placed in front of 4673 Boyd Avenue and extend to the 
east to the church parking lot to accept the outflow from a planned future rain garden on 
church property;  
New storm sewer along 49th Street that will route to proposed rain gardens or bio 
retention and then into the regional ponding area proposed in the Ullrich Site 
Development;  
A new lateral line extension to collect the low point in the backyard at 4873 Bryce that will 
connect to the new system in 49th Street; 
Possible replacement and upsizing of the backyard pipe at 4609 Bower Path. An 
alternative is to ensure an adequate surface overflow is provided from the low point; and 

 A possible modification to the system in the Bower Court low point. This would be 
combined with a storm water treatment system (surface or subsurface) between the low 
point and the outlet to Seidl’s Lake. An alternative is to ensure an adequate surface 
overflow is provided from the low point. 

The proposed Ullrich Site Development will require the installation of additional storm sewer 
and coordination with the work proposed along 49th Street.  A preliminary stormwater review 
by Barr Engineering Co. dated September 30, 2014 (see Appendix C), indicates that the 
proposed storm sewer system would consist of pipe ranging in size from 12inch to 36-inch 
diameter and would require approximately 11 catch basins and three (3) manhole structures.  
A large pond would be re-constructed/modified on the Ullrich Site Development to maintain or 
improve existing drainage patterns to the maximum extent practicable.   

3.4.1 Water Quality Treatment 
The project is subject to City of Inver Grove Heights stormwater treatment goals to provide 
infiltration of 1-inch of runoff from the contributing impervious street surfaces. Maximizing the 
treatment provided within this project area will include a three-phase approach. First, the City 
will install several bio-retention basins within the public ROW and/or existing drainage and 
utility easement areas. There are three locations that have been identified as having good 
soils for infiltration while being able to collect sufficient contributing area to provide water 
quality benefits. These include: 

At the west end of 49th Street and north of the Ullrich Site Development. The area 
available for this basin is on the order of 2,400 square feet. This location has good soils 
for infiltration about 7 feet below the surface. 
At the east end of 49th prior to the new storm sewer system discharging in to the Ullrich 
Site Development and immediately east of 2896 49th Street East. The area available for 
this basin is on the order of 3,000 square feet. This location has good soils for infiltration 
about 7 feet below the surface. 

 Due to physical constraints including soils, slopes and the depth of the existing storm 
sewer in the Bower Court area, the feasibility of installing a surface treatment feature in 
the system is significantly limited and would require extensive clearing of mature trees 
and excavation on the slopes behind the residential properties to make such a system fit 
in the area. Therefore, the preferred method of obtaining some level of treatment for this 
system is an underground hydrodynamic separator (HDS). HDS units are designed as 
flow-through structures with a settling or separation unit to remove sediment and other 
pollutants. These systems can be installed in-line or off-line taking only low flows from a 
diversion structure. The large contributing drainage area to this location and the need to 
reduce loading to Seidl’s Lake make this system a practical and effective approach for 
this area.  
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The second phase of water quality improvements is to implement the City’s rainwater garden 
program within the project area. Residents are given the opportunity to have a rain garden 
installed in the boulevard and the City allocates a budget for each project to install these 
residential systems. An initial screening of the project area has been completed to help 
prioritize potential rain garden locations. That screening was based on the following criteria:  

Drainage area to the proposed location. Larger drainage areas for a particular rain 
garden location were ranked as a higher priority than rain garden locations with small 
drainage areas. 
Resident documented area of concern. The responses from a residential questionnaire 
were examined.  If a property owner had expressed concern over a particular area, that 
area was ranked as a higher priority than an area that went unmentioned in the 
questionnaire.   
Open, partially flat area. The topography and existing conditions were examined based 
on a preliminary assessment. If there seemed to be a relatively flat space that could 
accommodate a rain garden, it was given a higher priority ranking than a smaller area 
with greater topography. 

 Soil permeability. Eleven (11) soil borings were taken across the project area. The boring 
logs were examined and sandy well drained soil areas were given the highest priority. If a 
particular area had poorly drained soils, the ranking for that area was adjusted down one 
priority level.   

Figure 10 shows rain garden locations based on the ranking from the criteria above.  The 
locations were ranked in value from 1 to 3 with 1 being highest priority and greatest potential 
benefit and 3 being less beneficial.  If a certain area met three of these criteria, it was ranked 
as high priority.  If it fulfilled two criteria, it was ranked as medium priority.  If it met just one of 
those criteria, it was ranked as low priority. This ranking is not intended to limit the placement 
of additional rain water gardens elsewhere within the project area.  

The third phase of achieving water quality improvements in the project area is to 
accommodate the placement of private systems such as a rain garden near the parking lot at 
the church property. While the church will be responsible to install their own rain garden, the 
City will provide a storm sewer stub to that location to facilitate the connection and overflow of 
the system into the overall public drainage system. In addition, the City will be working with 
the Ullrich Site Development owners to coordinate design of the trunk storm system and 
water quality treatment features within the property.   

The City has met with the Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation District (DCSWCD) 
representatives and the Bethesda Church members and have identified grant opportunities 
for areas draining to Seidl’s Lake: 

Water quality treatment facility in Bower Court area (Hydro Dynamic Separator). 
City’s roadside rain garden program. 

 Bethesda Church area water quality filtration basin considered as either a private or 
public system. 

The 49th Street drainage area and Ullrich addition are not eligible for grant opportunities 
because they do not drain to a body of water (wetland/pond/lake). 
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4.0 Other Utilities 
The proposed improvements will be coordinated with the private utility companies per the 
City’s utility coordination plan.  The intent would be to coordinate any private utility 
improvements during the project so that future disruptions of the newly constructed streets 
could be avoided. 

5.0 Right-of-Way
The construction limits of this project are anticipated to fall within the existing street ROW and 
no new easements or ROW are anticipated. Temporary construction easements may be 
needed to address the off-street drainage improvements. 

There is an unimproved backyard alley ROW from 47th Street to 49th Street on the block 
between Brent and Bryce that is being reviewed with the City attorney for vacating while 
retaining the City’s right for drainage and utility purposes, the backyards are completely 
developed with fences and structures which encroach in the current ROW. 

6.0 Neighborhood Meeting 
The Engineering Division held a neighborhood meeting from 5:00 p.m. to 6:30 p.m. Tuesday, 
December 2, 2014 at City Hall council chambers.  Representatives from SEH were in 
attendance at the meeting to assist City Staff in answering questions, recording resident 
comments and providing information from the report.   

Approximately 34 residents and property owners attended the meeting. A copy of the full 
summary of the open house comments is included in the appendix.  A list of the general 
comments are below: 

Most in attendance were not in favor of a new sidewalk along the north side of 47th 
Street
All residents in attendance from the 51st Neighborhood were not in favor on extending 
Bryce Avenue to 51st Street. 
General concern on keeping project costs down along with assessments low. 
Most agreed that the street pavement needs to be replaced. 
Most residents would not be in favor of narrowing the streets to 32-feet or 28-feet. 
Questions regarding irrigation systems and invisible fences were answered by staff. 
The driveway replacement construction methods and program were explained. 
Several questions on assessment process and amounts 
Who and when would sidewalk and Bryce extension decisions be made? 
Most felt that having the assessment hearing before construction starts would be a good 
idea.

 4618 Bower Path has a backyard storm system that often causes standing water 

7.0 Permits and Approvals 
The proposed improvements will require securing the following permits: 

Minnesota Department of Health (MDH) - Water Main Extension Permit, will be required 
for the water main replacement/extension work. 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) – Sanitary Sewer Extension Permit, will be 
required for the sanitary sewer extension. 
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 MPCA – General Storm Water Permit for Construction Activities under the National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program will be required by the 
contractor during construction activities. 

8.0 Estimated Costs 
The total estimated cost of both projects outlined in this report is $4,138,655.  The costs for 
each project are broken out into their respective components and summarized in the tables 
below: 

Table 2 – 47th Street Area Reconstruction (2015-09E) 

Improvements Local Street 
(Reconstruction) 

Local Street (Edge 
Mill & Overlay) Total 

Street Improvements $2,747,000 $59,000 $2,806,000
Storm Sewer Improvements $261,225  $261,225
Water Quality Improvements $229,500  $229,500

Total $3,237,725 $59,000 $3,296,725

Table 3 – 47TH Street Area Water & Sewer Improvements and Rehabilitation (2015-14) 

Improvements Water Main 
Replacement 

Sanitary 
Sewer 

Replacement 

Sanitary 
Sewer 

Extension 
Total 

Sanitary Sewer Improvements $220,850 $30,450 $251,300
Water Main Improvements $590,630  $590,630

Total Estimated Project Costs $590,630 $220,850 $30,450 $841,930

A detailed cost estimated has been prepared for the proposed improvements and is included 
in Appendix of this report.  These costs include the engineer’s opinion of probable 
construction costs along with 10 percent for contingencies and 25 percent for indirect project 
costs including administrative, legal, fiscal, engineering, and capitalized interest. 

9.0 Financing
The City intends to fund the proposed improvements through various methods including the 
City’s Pavement Management Program (PMP) Fund, special assessments and the City Utility 
funds.

Street and storm sewer costs will be funded by special assessments, PMP Fund, Storm 
Water Utility Fund, and DCSWCD Grants.  Sanitary sewer, water main, and services under 
reconstruction or replacement will be financed by the City Sewer and Water Funds or 
bonding. New sanitary sewer water main and service improvements will be accessed 100% 
towards the benefitting parcels.   
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Table 4 – 47th Street Area Reconstruction (2015-09E) 

Proposed  
Assessments

Pavement  
Management 

Funds 

Stormwater Grand 
Funds Total 

Street & Storm 
Improvements 

$795,271 $2,451,454 $50,000 $3,296,725 

Total $795,271 $2,451,454 $50,000 $3,296,725 

Table 5 – 47TH Street Area Water & Sewer Improvements and Rehabilitation (2015-14)  

Improvements Proposed 
Assessments* Water Fund Sewer Fund Total 

Sanitary Sewer Improvements $26,156 $225,144 $251,300
Water Main Improvements $4,658 $585,972 $590,630

Total $30,814 $585,972 $225,144 $841,930
* These assessments are by waiver or private agreement for utility extensions to vacant lots. If waiver agreement not 

reached, these improvements may not be installed.  

10.0 Implementation
10.1 Assessments 

The proposed street, utility and drainage improvements are eligible for assessments 
according to the City’s PMP Funding Policy.  The policy includes obtaining a benefit appraisal 
conducted by an independent appraisal firm which takes into consideration the land use, area 
valuations, location, zoning and other characteristics within the project area to identify the 
special benefit to properties. 

A preliminary assessment roll will be prepared for the Improvement Hearing and available at 
an informational meeting prior to the improvement hearing (see Appendix D for a draft 
preliminary assessment roll).  The project area includes mostly single-family lots with the 
exception of the City Park at Seidl’s Lake and the grouping of lots owned by the Bethesda 
Lutheran Church.   

10.1.1 Street Assessments 
Single-family residential and twin home properties are assessed on a per lot basis. Non-
single family lots (multi-family residential, commercial, industrial and institutional properties) 
are assessed on a front foot basis.  The equivalent front foot assessment rate for the single-
family residential and twin-home properties is one-half of the non-single properties. 

10.1.2 Storm Assessments 
Properties benefitting from storm sewer and drainage improvements are assessed on an 
area basis based on the contributing drainage area of the parcel, regardless of the parcel use 
type.   

10.2 Benefit Analysis 
A preliminary benefit analysis has been completed by an independent appraiser, Metzen 
Appraisals.  The final report will be available for public viewing at the Engineering Division at 
City Hall.  The independent appraiser has reviewed the project and affected parcels to 
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determine the following benefits to each parcel type as a result of the proposed 
improvements:   

Single Family Residential ......................................................................... $6,000 per parcel 
 Bethesda Lutheran Church..................................................................... $55,000 

The benefit analysis is a recommendation by an independent appraiser for consideration by 
the Council.  The preliminary assessment analysis will be completed per policy; however, the 
recommended assessment “caps” will be considered for Council action only during the final 
assessment hearing.   

10.3 Project Schedule 
The following schedule is proposed for the project: 

Neighborhood Informational Meeting ............................................................. December 3, 2014 
City Council Receives Feasibility Report/Orders Improvement Hearing ......... January 26, 2015 
Authorizing preparation of plans and specification .......................................... January 26, 2015 
Neighborhood Informational Meeting ............................................................ Mid-February 2015 
Public Improvement Hearing .......................................................................... February 23, 2015 
Approve Plans & Specs/Order Improvement/Authorize Ad for Bid ................ February 23, 2015 
Bid Opening ............................................................................................................ April 2, 2015 
City Council Receives Bids/Orders Assessment Hearing ..................................... April 13, 2015 
Neighborhood Informational Meeting .................................................................. Late April 2015 
Assessment Hearing/Award Project ...................................................................... May 11, 2015 
Begin Construction  ........................................................................................................ late May 
Substantial Completion ............................................................................... September 10, 2015 
Final Completion .............................................................................................. October 17, 2015

11.0 Conclusion and Recommendations
This report outlines the recommended improvements for the proposed City Project No. 
2015-09E, the 47th Street and Neighborhood Streets Reconstruction Project as well as 
proposed City Project No. 2015-14, the 47th Street Area Water and Sewer Improvements 
and Rehabilitation (shown in Figure 1).  This report also identifies the estimated cost for the 
recommended improvements as well as the approvals and permits necessary to proceed with 
the construction of the improvements.   

11.1 Conclusions 
As a result of this study, we conclude that: 

The proposed improvements are necessary to maintain the City's infrastructure based on 
the condition of the existing streets and infrastructure in the project area.    

 The project is feasible from an engineering stand point and cost effective, as portions of 
the existing infrastructure that is in good condition (DIP sanitary sewers and water mains, 
storm sewer mains, curb & gutter, etc.) will be preserved where possible. 

11.2 Recommendations
Based on the above conclusions, we recommend that: 

This report be reviewed by the City Council, City Staff and the consulting appraiser. 
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The City Council accepts this report and schedule the Improvement Hearing to receive 
public comment on the project.   
The project be completed under one contract in order to complete the work in an orderly 
and cost effective manner. 

 The improvements proceed as outlined in this report.   
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Appendix A 
Cost Estimate 



ITEM UNIT ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
LINE NO. ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST QUANTITY COST QUANTITY COST QUANTITY COST QUANTITY COST QUANTITY COST QUANTITY COST QUANTITY COST QUANTITY COST QUANTITY COST

STREET
1 2021.501 MOBILIZATION LS $144,663.72 1 $144,663.72 0.10 $14,466.37 0.10 $14,466.37 0.10 $14,466.37 0.10 $14,466.37 0.10 $14,466.37 0.10 $14,466.37 0.10 $14,466.37 0.10 $14,466.37 0.20 $28,932.74
2 2101.501 CLEARING ACRE $2,000.00 1 $1,325.80 0.06 $125.80 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.01 $20.00 0.00 $0.00 0.19 $380.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.40 $800.00
3 2101.502 CLEARING TREE $300.00 38 $11,400.00 2.00 $600.00 7.00 $2,100.00 0.00 $0.00 8.00 $2,400.00 3.00 $900.00 8.00 $2,400.00 3.00 $900.00 7.00 $2,100.00 0.00 $0.00
4 2101.506 GRUBBING ACRE $2,000.00 1 $1,325.80 0.06 $125.80 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.01 $20.00 0.00 $0.00 0.19 $380.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.40 $800.00
5 2101.507 GRUBBING TREE $300.00 38 $11,400.00 2.00 $600.00 7.00 $2,100.00 0.00 $0.00 8.00 $2,400.00 3.00 $900.00 8.00 $2,400.00 3.00 $900.00 7.00 $2,100.00 0.00 $0.00
6 2104.505 REMOVE BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT SY $2.50 24,505 $61,262.50 1782.00 $4,455.00 5395.00 $13,487.50 0.00 $0.00 8090.00 $20,225.00 2788.00 $6,970.00 1874.00 $4,685.00 2288.00 $5,720.00 2288.00 $5,720.00 0.00 $0.00
7 2104.505 REMOVE BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT (DRIVEWAY) SY $2.50 712 $1,779.50 69.50 $173.75 185.40 $463.50 0.00 $0.00 221.90 $554.75 38.10 $95.25 33.10 $82.75 109.10 $272.75 54.70 $136.75 0.00 $0.00
8 2104.501 REMOVE CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER LF $3.00 12,792 $38,376.00 972.00 $2,916.00 2856.00 $8,568.00 0.00 $0.00 3962.00 $11,886.00 1476.00 $4,428.00 1030.00 $3,090.00 1248.00 $3,744.00 1248.00 $3,744.00 0.00 $0.00
9 2104.503 REMOVE CONCRETE (DRIVEWAY) SY $6.00 573 $3,438.60 51.30 $307.80 183.70 $1,102.20 0.00 $0.00 124.20 $745.20 72.90 $437.40 26.70 $160.20 71.20 $427.20 43.10 $258.60 0.00 $0.00

10 2104.509 REMOVE SIGN EACH $25.00 14 $350.00 3.00 $75.00 3.00 $75.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $25.00 2.00 $50.00 3.00 $75.00 1.00 $25.00 1.00 $25.00 0.00 $0.00
11 2104.513 SAWING BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT- FULL DEPTH LF $3.00 1,132 $3,396.30 104.00 $312.00 278.00 $834.00 0.00 $0.00 333.00 $999.00 89.10 $267.30 82.00 $246.00 164.00 $492.00 82.00 $246.00 0.00 $0.00
12 2104.511 SAWING CONCRETE LF $7.00 881 $6,167.70 77.00 $539.00 276.00 $1,932.00 0.00 $0.00 196.20 $1,373.40 109.30 $765.10 40.00 $280.00 111.00 $777.00 71.60 $501.20 0.00 $0.00
13 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (EV) CY $9.00 28,651 $257,859.00 2070.00 $18,630.00 6242.00 $56,178.00 0.00 $0.00 9422.00 $84,798.00 3226.00 $29,034.00 2235.00 $20,115.00 2728.00 $24,552.00 2728.00 $24,552.00 0.00 $0.00
14 2105.525 TOPSOIL BORROW (CV) CY $15.00 1,695 $25,425.00 119.00 $1,785.00 349.00 $5,235.00 0.00 $0.00 615.00 $9,225.00 180.00 $2,700.00 126.00 $1,890.00 153.00 $2,295.00 153.00 $2,295.00 0.00 $0.00
15 2105.609 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW CY $25.00 19,100 $477,500.00 1381.00 $34,525.00 4161.00 $104,025.00 0.00 $0.00 6281.00 $157,025.00 2151.00 $53,775.00 1490.00 $37,250.00 1818.00 $45,450.00 1818.00 $45,450.00 0.00 $0.00
16 2123.610 STREET SWEEPING (W/ PICKUP BROOM) DAY $200.00 26 $5,280.00 3.30 $660.00 3.30 $660.00 3.30 $660.00 3.30 $660.00 3.30 $660.00 3.30 $660.00 3.30 $660.00 3.30 $660.00 0.00 $0.00
17 2211.501 AGGREGATE BASE, CLASS 5 100% CRUSHED LIMESTONE CY $15.00 6,448 $96,720.00 463.00 $6,945.00 1394.00 $20,910.00 0.00 $0.00 2150.00 $32,250.00 721.00 $10,815.00 500.00 $7,500.00 610.00 $9,150.00 610.00 $9,150.00 0.00 $0.00
18 2350.501 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE - STREETS TON $60.00 2,755 $165,300.00 202.00 $12,120.00 610.00 $36,600.00 0.00 $0.00 898.00 $53,880.00 315.00 $18,900.00 212.00 $12,720.00 259.00 $15,540.00 259.00 $15,540.00 0.00 $0.00
19 2350.502 NON-WEARING COURSE MIXTURE - STREETS TON $55.00 2,780 $152,900.00 202.00 $11,110.00 610.00 $33,550.00 25.00 $1,375.00 898.00 $49,390.00 315.00 $17,325.00 212.00 $11,660.00 259.00 $14,245.00 259.00 $14,245.00 0.00 $0.00
20 2357.502 BITUMINOUS TACK COAT GAL $5.00 1,220 $6,100.00 89.00 $445.00 270.00 $1,350.00 0.00 $0.00 397.00 $1,985.00 140.00 $700.00 94.00 $470.00 115.00 $575.00 115.00 $575.00 0.00 $0.00
21 2350.505 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE, 3" - DRIVEWAY TON $75.00 121 $9,052.50 11.80 $885.00 31.40 $2,355.00 0.00 $0.00 37.60 $2,820.00 6.50 $487.50 5.60 $420.00 18.50 $1,387.50 9.30 $697.50 0.00 $0.00
22 2521.501 PEDESTRIAN CURB RAMP EACH $1,200.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
23 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER DESIGN B618 (HAND PLACED SPOT CURB) LF $22.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
24 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER DESIGN B618 (CURB MACHINE) LF $12.00 12,792 $153,504.00 972.00 $11,664.00 2856.00 $34,272.00 0.00 $0.00 3962.00 $47,544.00 1476.00 $17,712.00 1030.00 $12,360.00 1248.00 $14,976.00 1248.00 $14,976.00 0.00 $0.00
25 2531.604 CONCRETE VALLEY GUTTER SF $15.00 312 $4,680.00 0.00 $0.00 78.00 $1,170.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 78.00 $1,170.00 0.00 $0.00 78.00 $1,170.00 78.00 $1,170.00 0.00 $0.00
26 2531.507 CONCRETE DRIVEWAY SY $46.00 573 $26,362.60 51.30 $2,359.80 183.70 $8,450.20 0.00 $0.00 124.20 $5,713.20 72.90 $3,353.40 26.70 $1,228.20 71.20 $3,275.20 43.10 $1,982.60 0.00 $0.00
27 2531.507 CONCRETE DRIVEWAY APRON (47TH ST.) SY $46.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
28 2521.501 CONCRETE WALK (6') SF $4.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
29 2521.501 CARRIAGE WALK SF $4.00 190 $760.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 120.00 $480.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 28.00 $112.00 42.00 $168.00 0.00 $0.00
30 2563.601 TRAFFIC CONTROL LS $15,000.00 1 $15,000.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.00 $0.00
31 2564.533 F & I SIGN EACH $150.00 12 $1,800.00 1.00 $150.00 3.00 $450.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $150.00 2.00 $300.00 3.00 $450.00 1.00 $150.00 1.00 $150.00 0.00 $0.00
32 2105.604 GEOTEXTILE FABRIC, TYPE V SY $3.00 29,379 $88,137.00 2070.00 $6,210.00 6242.00 $18,726.00 0.00 $0.00 9422.00 $28,266.00 3952.00 $11,856.00 2237.00 $6,711.00 2728.00 $8,184.00 2728.00 $8,184.00 0.00 $0.00
33 2502.541 6" PERF PVC PIPE DRAIN LF $10.00 13,350 $133,500.00 972.00 $9,720.00 2856.00 $28,560.00 0.00 $0.00 4188.00 $41,880.00 1808.00 $18,080.00 1030.00 $10,300.00 1248.00 $12,480.00 1248.00 $12,480.00 0.00 $0.00
34 2573.502 SILT FENCE, STANDARD MACHINE SLICED LF $2.00 120 $240.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 120.00 $240.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
35 2575.505 SODDING TYPE LAWN (W/ 4" TOPSOIL) SY $4.75 18,632 $88,500.58 1242.00 $5,899.50 3649.00 $17,332.75 0.00 $0.00 6422.00 $30,504.50 1886.00 $8,958.50 2242.70 $10,652.83 1595.00 $7,576.25 1595.00 $7,576.25 0.00 $0.00
36 2575.523 SEEDING AND EROSION CONTROL BLANKET, CATEGORY 4 SY $3.00 3,758 $11,274.00 2091.00 $6,273.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1667.00 $5,001.00
37 2574.601 LANDCAPING ALLOWANCE LS $10,000.00 1 $10,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.20 $2,000.00
38 2130.601 WATER USAGE ALLOWANCE LS $10,000.00 1 $10,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.20 $2,000.00
39 2504.601 IRRIGATION ALLOWANCE LS $10,000.00 1 $10,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.10 $1,000.00 0.20 $2,000.00

STREET SUBTOTAL = $2,034,780.59 $158,952.82 $419,827.52 $21,376.37 $606,560.42 $229,980.82 $168,147.35 $194,377.27 $194,024.27 $41,533.74
+10% CONTINGENCY = $203,478.06 $15,895.28 $41,982.75 $2,137.64 $60,656.04 $22,998.08 $16,814.73 $19,437.73 $19,402.43 $4,153.37

+25% = $508,695.15 $39,738.21 $104,956.88 $5,344.09 $151,640.11 $57,495.21 $42,036.84 $48,594.32 $48,506.07 $10,383.44
TOTAL ESTIMATED STREET COST = $2,746,953.80 $214,586.31 $566,767.15 $28,858.10 $818,856.57 $310,474.11 $226,998.92 $262,409.32 $261,932.77 $56,070.55

STORM SEWER
40 2104.501 REMOVE STORM SEWER PIPE LF $5.00 460 $2,300.00 39.00 $195.00 293.00 $1,465.00 0.00 $0.00 47.00 $235.00 81.00 $405.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
41 2104.501 REMOVE CATCH BASIN OR MANHOLE EACH $300.00 17 $5,100.00 2.00 $600.00 10.00 $3,000.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $300.00 4.00 $1,200.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
42 2502.521 4" PVC SUMP BASKET PIPE LF $35.00 134 $4,690.00 32.00 $1,120.00 26.00 $910.00 13.00 $455.00 25.00 $875.00 23.00 $805.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 15.00 $525.00 0.00 $0.00
43 2504.602 6"x4" TEE (DRAIN TILE TO PVC) EACH $150.00 10 $1,500.00 2.00 $300.00 2.00 $300.00 1.00 $150.00 2.00 $300.00 2.00 $300.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $150.00 0.00 $0.00
44 2105.604 EXTRA 4" DRAIN TILE BEHIND CURB FOR HOUSES WITH SUMP BASKET LF $10.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
45 - CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE (SUMP BASKET) EACH $800.00 10 $8,000.00 2.00 $1,600.00 2.00 $1,600.00 1.00 $800.00 2.00 $1,600.00 2.00 $1,600.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $800.00 0.00 $0.00
46 2503.511 12" RCP SEWER DES 3006 CL V LF $35.00 460 $16,100.00 39.00 $1,365.00 293.00 $10,255.00 0.00 $0.00 47.00 $1,645.00 81.00 $2,835.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
47 2503.511 15" RCP SEWER DES 3006 CL V LF $40.00 673 $26,920.00 20.00 $800.00 171.50 $6,860.00 0.00 $0.00 193.50 $7,740.00 40.00 $1,600.00 248.00 $9,920.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
48 2503.511 18" RCP SEWER LF $45.00 742 $33,390.00 20.00 $900.00 240.50 $10,822.50 0.00 $0.00 193.50 $8,707.50 40.00 $1,800.00 248.00 $11,160.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
49 2503.511 21" RCP SEWER LF $55.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
50 2503.511 24" RCP SEWER LF $55.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
51 2503.511 27" RCP SEWER LF $55.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
52 2503.511 36" RCP SEWER LF $80.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
53 2501.515 12" FLARED END SECTION EACH $600.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
54 2501.515 18" FLARED END SECTION EACH $900.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
55 2501.515 21" FLARED END SECTION EACH $1,000.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
56 2501.515 36" FLARED END SECTION EACH $1,200.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
57 2506.503 RECONSTRUCT STORM MANHOLE LF $325.00 8 $2,600.00 1.00 $325.00 3.00 $975.00 0.00 $0.00 4.00 $1,300.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
58 2506.502 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE, 2'X3' EACH $1,200.00 24 $28,800.00 2.00 $2,400.00 10.00 $12,000.00 0.00 $0.00 5.00 $6,000.00 4.00 $4,800.00 3.00 $3,600.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
59 2506.502 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE, DES 48-4020 EACH $1,200.00 3 $3,600.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $1,200.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $2,400.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
60 2506.602 CATCH BASIN CASTING EACH $675.00 24 $16,200.00 2.00 $1,350.00 10.00 $6,750.00 0.00 $0.00 5.00 $3,375.00 4.00 $2,700.00 3.00 $2,025.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
61 2506.602 STORM MANHOLE CASTING EACH $700.00 3 $2,100.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $700.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $1,400.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
62 2573.530 STORM DRAIN INLET PROTECTION (WIMCO) EACH $300.00 24 $7,200.00 2.00 $600.00 10.00 $3,000.00 0.00 $0.00 5.00 $1,500.00 4.00 $1,200.00 3.00 $900.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
63 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM STRUCTURE EACH $600.00 14 $8,400.00 0.00 $0.00 10.00 $6,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 4.00 $2,400.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
64 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM PIPE EACH $500.00 4 $2,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $1,000.00 2.00 $1,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
65 2506.602 ADJUST STORM MANHOLE EACH $600.00 16 $9,600.00 3.00 $1,800.00 11.00 $6,600.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $1,200.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
66 2573.601 STORM WATER MANAGEMENT ALLOWANCE LS $15,000.00 1 $15,000.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.13 $1,875.00 0.00 $0.00

STORM SEWER SUBTOTAL = $193,500.00 $15,230.00 $72,412.50 $3,280.00 $38,352.50 $25,720.00 $33,280.00 $1,875.00 $3,350.00 $0.00
+10% CONTINGENCY = $19,350.00 $1,523.00 $7,241.25 $328.00 $3,835.25 $2,572.00 $3,328.00 $187.50 $335.00 $0.00

+25% = $48,375.00 $3,807.50 $18,103.13 $820.00 $9,588.13 $6,430.00 $8,320.00 $468.75 $837.50 $0.00
TOTAL ESTIMATED STORM SEWER COST = $261,225.00 $20,560.50 $97,756.88 $4,428.00 $51,775.88 $34,722.00 $44,928.00 $2,531.25 $4,522.50 $0.00

49TH STREET BRENT AVENUE (NORTH) BRYCE AVENUE (NORTH) BRYCE ALIGNMENT (B/T 49TH AND 50TH ST.)
47TH STREET AREA RECONSTRUCTION (2015-09E)

TOTAL BOWER COURT BOWER PATH 46TH COURT 47TH STREET BOYD AVENUE
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ITEM UNIT ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
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49TH STREET BRENT AVENUE (NORTH) BRYCE AVENUE (NORTH) BRYCE ALIGNMENT (B/T 49TH AND 50TH ST.)TOTAL BOWER COURT BOWER PATH 46TH COURT 47TH STREET BOYD AVENUE

MILL AND OVERLAY
67 2104.505 REMOVE BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT (DRIVEWAY) SY $2.50 40 $100.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 40.00 $100.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
68 2104.501 REMOVE CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER LF $3.00 360 $1,080.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 360.00 $1,080.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
69 2104.503 REMOVE CONCRETE (DRIVEWAY) SY $6.00 150 $900.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 150.00 $900.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
70 2104.513 SAWING BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT- FULL DEPTH LF $3.00 45 $134.10 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 44.70 $134.10 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
71 2104.511 SAWING CONCRETE LF $7.00 154 $1,078.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 154.00 $1,078.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
72 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (EV) CY $9.00 95 $855.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 95.00 $855.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
73 2105.609 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW CY $25.00 25 $625.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 25.00 $625.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
74 2211.501 AGGREGATE BASE, CLASS 5 100% CRUSHED LIMESTONE CY $15.00 50 $750.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 50.00 $750.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
75 2350.505 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE, 3" - DRIVEWAY TON $75.00 7 $525.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 7.00 $525.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
76 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER DESIGN B618 (HAND PLACED SPOT CURB) LF $40.00 360 $14,400.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 360.00 $14,400.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
77 2531.507 CONCRETE DRIVEWAY SY $46.00 150 $6,900.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 150.00 $6,900.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
78 2575.505 SODDING TYPE LAWN (W/ 4" TOPSOIL) SY $4.75 70 $332.50 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 70.00 $332.50 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
79 2232.501 MILL BITUMINOUS SURFACE (2.0") SY $2.50 1,723 $4,307.50 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1723.00 $4,307.50 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
80 2232.604 WEARING COURSE FOR OVERLAY, 2" (46TH COURT) TON $60.00 195 $11,700.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 195.00 $11,700.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00

SUBTOTAL = $43,687.10 $0.00 $0.00 $43,687.10 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
+10% CONTINGENCY = $4,368.71 $0.00 $0.00 $4,368.71 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

+25% = $10,921.78 $0.00 $0.00 $10,921.78 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL ESTIMATED MILL AND OVERLAY COSTS = $58,977.59 $0.00 $0.00 $58,977.59 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

RAIN GARDENS AND BIORETENTIOIN BASINS
81 2402.601 DRAINAGE FEATURE (RAIN GARDENS) - CHURCH AREA LS $50,000.00 1 $50,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $50,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
82 - BIORETENTION BASIN SF $25.00 4,800 $120,000.00 2400.00 $60,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 2400.00 $60,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00

ALTERNATE SUBTOTAL = $170,000.00 $60,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $50,000.00 $60,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
+10% CONTINGENCY = $17,000.00 $6,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 $6,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

+25% = $42,500.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $12,500.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL ESTIMATED RAIN GARDEN AND BIORETENTION BASINS COSTS = $229,500.00 $81,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $67,500.00 $81,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

PROJECT SUBTOTAL = $2,441,967.69 $234,182.82 $492,240.02 $68,343.47 $644,912.92 $305,700.82 $261,427.35 $196,252.27 $197,374.27 $41,533.74
+10% CONTINGENCY = $244,196.77 $23,418.28 $49,224.00 $6,834.35 $64,491.29 $30,570.08 $26,142.73 $19,625.23 $19,737.43 $4,153.37

+25% = $610,491.92 $58,545.71 $123,060.01 $17,085.87 $161,228.23 $76,425.21 $65,356.84 $49,063.07 $49,343.57 $10,383.44
TOTAL ESTIMATED PROJECT COST = $3,296,656.39 $316,146.81 $664,524.03 $92,263.69 $870,632.44 $412,696.11 $352,926.92 $264,940.57 $266,455.27 $56,070.55
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WATER MAIN
1 2104.501 REMOVE WATERMAIN LF $8.00 2,616 $20,928.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 960.00 $7,680.00 0.00 $0.00 384.00 $3,072.00 0.00 $0.00 624.00 $4,992.00 648.00 $5,184.00
2 2104.509 REMOVE GATE VALVE & BOX EACH $150.00 29 $4,350.00 2.00 $300.00 4.00 $600.00 1.00 $150.00 9.00 $1,350.00 6.00 $900.00 1.00 $150.00 4.00 $600.00 1.00 $150.00 1.00 $150.00
3 2104.509 REMOVE GATE VALVE & BOX (BRENT AVE. TO BOYD AVE. LOOP) EACH $150.00 1 $150.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $150.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
4 2104.509 REMOVE HYDRANT EACH $300.00 17 $5,100.00 2.00 $600.00 3.00 $900.00 2.00 $600.00 3.00 $900.00 2.00 $600.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $600.00 2.00 $600.00 1.00 $300.00
5 2104.509 REMOVE LEAD TO HYDRANT, VALVE, AND FITTING EACH $1,000.00 17 $17,000.00 2.00 $2,000.00 3.00 $3,000.00 2.00 $2,000.00 3.00 $3,000.00 2.00 $2,000.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $2,000.00 2.00 $2,000.00 1.00 $1,000.00
6 2504.602 6" GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH $1,250.00 18 $22,500.00 2.00 $2,500.00 4.00 $5,000.00 1.00 $1,250.00 3.00 $3,750.00 4.00 $5,000.00 0.00 $0.00 4.00 $5,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
7 2504.602 8" GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH $1,900.00 6 $11,400.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 3.00 $5,700.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $1,900.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $1,900.00 1.00 $1,900.00
8 2504.602 12" GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH $3,000.00 5 $15,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 3.00 $9,000.00 2.00 $6,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
9 2504.602 HYDRANT EACH $3,300.00 4 $13,200.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 3.00 $9,900.00 1.00 $3,300.00

10 2504.602 NEW HYDRANT, LEAD, VALVE, AND FITTING EACH $10,000.00 17 $170,000.00 2.00 $20,000.00 3.00 $30,000.00 2.00 $20,000.00 3.00 $30,000.00 2.00 $20,000.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $20,000.00 2.00 $20,000.00 1.00 $10,000.00
11 2504.602 1" CORPORATION STOP EACH $125.00 22 $2,750.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 3.00 $375.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $250.00 0.00 $0.00 16.00 $2,000.00 1.00 $125.00
12 2504.602 1" CURB STOP AND BOX EACH $300.00 22 $6,600.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 3.00 $900.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $600.00 0.00 $0.00 16.00 $4,800.00 1.00 $300.00
13 2504.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING WATER SERVICE EACH $250.00 22 $5,500.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 3.00 $750.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $500.00 0.00 $0.00 16.00 $4,000.00 1.00 $250.00
14 2504.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING WATER MAIN EACH $1,000.00 2 $2,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $1,000.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $1,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
15 2504.603 1" COPPER, TYPE K LF $30.00 870 $26,100.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 120.00 $3,600.00 0.00 $0.00 70.00 $2,100.00 0.00 $0.00 640.00 $19,200.00 40.00 $1,200.00
16 2504.603 6" DIP WM LF $32.00 10 $320.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 10.00 $320.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
17 2504.603 8" DIP WM LF $36.00 2,606 $93,816.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 950.00 $34,200.00 0.00 $0.00 384.00 $13,824.00 0.00 $0.00 624.00 $22,464.00 648.00 $23,328.00
18 2504.603 12" DIP WM LF $46.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
19 2451.607 CRUSHED ROCK PIPE BEDDING (WATERMAIN) CY $30.00 291 $8,721.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 106.70 $3,201.00 0.00 $0.00 42.70 $1,281.00 0.00 $0.00 69.30 $2,079.00 72.00 $2,160.00
20 2504.608 DUCTILE IRON FITTINGS (EPOXY COATED) LB $5.00 494 $2,470.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 298.00 $1,490.00 0.00 $0.00 196.00 $980.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
21 2504.601 TEMPORARY WATER LS $12,000.00 1 $9,600.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.20 $2,400.00 0.00 $0.00 0.20 $2,400.00 0.00 $0.00 0.20 $2,400.00 0.20 $2,400.00

WATER MAIN SUBTOTAL = $437,505.00 $25,400.00 $39,500.00 $24,000.00 $109,616.00 $34,500.00 $28,207.00 $28,200.00 $96,485.00 $51,597.00
+10% CONTINGENCY = $43,750.50 $2,540.00 $3,950.00 $2,400.00 $10,961.60 $3,450.00 $2,820.70 $2,820.00 $9,648.50 $5,159.70

+25% = $109,376.25 $6,350.00 $9,875.00 $6,000.00 $27,404.00 $8,625.00 $7,051.75 $7,050.00 $24,121.25 $12,899.25
TOTAL ESTIMATED WATER MAIN COST = $590,631.75 $34,290.00 $53,325.00 $32,400.00 $147,981.60 $46,575.00 $38,079.45 $38,070.00 $130,254.75 $69,655.95

SANITARY SEWER:
22 2104.501 REMOVE SANITARY SEWER (DIP) LF $5.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
23 2104.509 REMOVE SANITARY MANHOLE EACH $750.00 5 $3,750.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $750.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $1,500.00 2.00 $1,500.00
24 2503.602 8"x4" PVC WYE EACH $150.00 22 $3,300.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $150.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $300.00 0.00 $0.00 17.00 $2,550.00 2.00 $300.00
25 2503.602 12"x4" PVC WYE EACH $200.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
26 2503.602 RECONSTRUCT SANITARY MANHOLE EACH $1,000.00 2 $2,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $1,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $1,000.00 0.00 $0.00
27 2503.603 CLEANING AND TELEVISING LF $2.55 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
28 2503.603 8" PVC SANITARY SEWER LF $35.00 1,854 $64,890.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 329.00 $11,515.00 0.00 $0.00 360.00 $12,600.00 0.00 $0.00 657.00 $22,995.00 508.00 $17,780.00
29 2503.603 4" PVC SANITARY SERVICE LF $35.00 860 $30,100.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 40.00 $1,400.00 0.00 $0.00 60.00 $2,100.00 0.00 $0.00 680.00 $23,800.00 80.00 $2,800.00
30 2451.607 CRUSHED ROCK PIPE BEDDING (SANITARY) CY $30.00 206 $6,180.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 36.60 $1,098.00 0.00 $0.00 40.00 $1,200.00 0.00 $0.00 73.00 $2,190.00 56.40 $1,692.00
31 2506.602 ADJUST CASTING (SANITARY MANHOLE) EACH $600.00 21 $12,600.00 3.00 $1,800.00 6.00 $3,600.00 3.00 $1,800.00 6.00 $3,600.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $1,200.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $600.00
32 2506.516 F&I CASTING AND COVER (SANITARY) EACH $675.00 27 $18,225.00 3.00 $2,025.00 6.00 $4,050.00 3.00 $2,025.00 7.00 $4,725.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $1,350.00 2.00 $1,350.00 2.00 $1,350.00 2.00 $1,350.00
33 2506.602 CONSTRUCT 48" MANHOLE STRUCTURE EACH $2,500.00 7 $17,500.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $2,500.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $5,000.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $5,000.00 2.00 $5,000.00
34 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING SANITARY SERVICE EACH $350.00 20 $7,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $350.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 17.00 $5,950.00 2.00 $700.00
35 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING SANITARY SEWER EACH $1,750.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
36 2506.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING SANITARY MANHOLE EACH $1,000.00 2 $2,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $1,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $1,000.00
37 2503.603 SANITARY SEWER LINING - 8" CLAY PIPE LF $30.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
38 2503.603 SANITARY SEWER LINING - 12" CLAY PIPE LF $42.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
39 2503.603 SANITARY SEWER LINING - 18" CLAY PIPE LF $60.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
40 2503.603 SANITARY SERVICE LINING (TOP HATS) EACH $1,500.00 0 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
41 2503.603 EXCAVATION POINT REPAIR EACH $15,000.00 1 $15,000.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $15,000.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00
42 2503.603 INFILTRATION LEAK REPAIR EACH $1,200.00 3 $3,600.00 0.00 $0.00 2.00 $2,400.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 1.00 $1,200.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00 0.00 $0.00

SANITARY SEWER SUBTOTAL = $186,145.00 $3,825.00 $25,050.00 $3,825.00 $28,088.00 $1,200.00 $22,550.00 $2,550.00 $66,335.00 $32,722.00
+10% CONTINGENCY = $18,614.50 $382.50 $2,505.00 $382.50 $2,808.80 $120.00 $2,255.00 $255.00 $6,633.50 $3,272.20

+25% = $46,536.25 $956.25 $6,262.50 $956.25 $7,022.00 $300.00 $5,637.50 $637.50 $16,583.75 $8,180.50
TOTAL ESTIMATED SANITARY SEWER COST = $251,295.75 $5,163.75 $33,817.50 $5,163.75 $37,918.80 $1,620.00 $30,442.50 $3,442.50 $89,552.25 $44,174.70

PROJECT SUBTOTAL = $623,650.00 $29,225.00 $64,550.00 $27,825.00 $137,704.00 $35,700.00 $50,757.00 $30,750.00 $162,820.00 $84,319.00
+10% CONTINGENCY = $62,365.00 $2,922.50 $6,455.00 $2,782.50 $13,770.40 $3,570.00 $5,075.70 $3,075.00 $16,282.00 $8,431.90

+25% = $155,912.50 $7,306.25 $16,137.50 $6,956.25 $34,426.00 $8,925.00 $12,689.25 $7,687.50 $40,705.00 $21,079.75
TOTAL ESTIMATED PROJECT COST = $841,927.50 $39,453.75 $87,142.50 $37,563.75 $185,900.40 $48,195.00 $68,521.95 $41,512.50 $219,807.00 $113,830.65

49TH STREET BRENT AVENUE (NORTH) BRYCE AVENUE (NORTH) BRYCE ALIGNMENT (B/T 49TH AND 50TH ST.)
47TH STREET AREA WATER & SEWER IMPROVEMENTS AND REHABILITATION (2015-14)

TOTAL BOWER COURT BOWER PATH 46TH COURT 47TH STREET BOYD AVENUE

1/22/2015  11:58 AM 1 S:\FJ\I\Inver\129894\4-stud-dsgn-insp-rpts\excel\MOST UPDATED ESTIMATES as of 1.21.15\MOST UPDATED Estimated Quantities Split Between Two Projects - 1.21.15.xlsx



Appendix B 
Undeveloped Lot Utility Extension & Assessment Figure and  

Petitioning Parcels Figure 
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PID No. 205360000020
Assessment Type Subtotal
Street/Storm = $6,000
Sanitary Sewer Main = $11,458
Sanitary Sewer Service = $1,620
Water Service = $2,329
Total Assessment = $21,407

PID No. 205035003300
Assessment Type Subtotal
Street/Storm = $6,000
Sanitary Sewer Main = $11,458
Sanitary Sewer Service = $1,620
Water Service = $2,329
Total Assessment = $21,407

Date: 1/26/2015





Appendix C 
Stormwater Review of Ullrich Addition 

Barr Engineering, dated September 30, 2014 



 

 

September 30, 2014 

Mr. Tom Kaldunski, P.E. 
City Engineer 
City of Inver Grove Heights 
8150 Barbara Ave. 
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077 
 
Re: Stormwater Review of the Ullrich Addition  

Dear Mr. Kaldunski: 

At the direction of city staff, we reviewed the plans for the Ullrich Addition, located east of Boyd Avenue 
between 49th Street and 50th Street, to determine the stormwater impacts of the project. This letter 
summarizes our evaluation and presents our recommendations to the city. This letter also includes a 
concept plan for a storm drain system that would serve the entire watershed contributing to the regional 
basin that lies within the proposed development area. 

The proposed development would include construction of one new multi-unit housing building with a 
parking lot, two new single-family homes, and a cul-de-sac along Bryce Avenue connecting to 50th Street. 
The site contains an existing regional stormwater pond that would be re-graded as part of the 
development. The proposed project would create approximately 1.73 acres of new impervious surface. 
Runoff from the proposed development would be conveyed to the re-graded basin through a proposed 
storm drain system. 

The regional stormwater pond that would be modified as part of the development lies within 
subwatershed H-2 in the city’s Highway 110-494 Drainage Basin. Subwatershed H-2 and the pond were 
not included in the Barr Watershed Model (BWM) that was used to establish peak water elevations for the 
2nd Generation Water Resources Management Plan (WRMP), because the pond was known to be dry the 
majority of the time due to high infiltration rates of the underlying soils. The pond has a surface overflow 
at approximately 849.2 ft NAVD88, based on Dakota County LiDAR and survey data shown on the 
developer’s plans. 

For this review, we created a hydrologic model in HydroCAD to evaluate the runoff volume for 
subwatershed H-2, and the peak water elevations and peak discharge for the pond for the Atlas 14 100-
year, 24-hour event of 7.43 inches and the 100-year, 10-day snowmelt event of 7.2 inches. We evaluated 
three modeling conditions: 

1. Existing Conditions Model – We reviewed recent aerial photography, topography, and storm drain 
as-builts provided by the city and modified the WRMP subwatershed divides to determine the 
existing drainage area for the pond. The H-2 watershed area decreased slightly compared to the 
WRMP, from 19.5 acres to 18.75 acres, due to storm drain systems constructed on 50th Street and 
on Boyd Avenue. However, the overall drainage area decreased significantly compared to the 
WRMP because the pond in subwatershed H-1 now overflows to the pond in subwatershed T-14 



 
 
Mr. Tom Kaldunski 
September 30, 2014 
Page 2 
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rather than to the pond in subwatershed H-2. Figure 1 shows the subwatershed divides, 
impervious surfaces, and flow directions for the Existing Conditions model. 

2. Proposed Conditions Model – This model incorporates new impervious areas based on the 
proposed Ullrich Addition site plan, and a new stage-storage curve for the pond, based on the 
proposed grading plan. Figure 2 shows the existing and proposed impervious surfaces and the 
pond surface area for the Proposed Conditions model. 

3. Fully Built-out Conditions Model – This model incorporates the impervious areas from the 
Proposed Conditions model and additional impervious area, based on the future development of 
all the developable parcels within the watershed. We assumed that the future impervious 
percentage would be the maximum impervious surface allowed for each lot according to the city’s 
impervious surface standards, which ranged from 25% to 35% of the developable parcel area. 
Figure 3 shows the parcels that were assumed to be developed for the Fully Built-out Conditions 
model. 

Table 1 summarizes the watershed area, impervious area, pond overflow elevation, and pond volume at 
the overflow elevation for each of the modeling conditions. 

Table 1. Modeling parameters 

Model 
Total Area 

(acres) 
Impervious Area 

(acres) 

Overflow 
Elevation  

(msl) 

Pond Volume at 
Overflow 

(ac-ft) 
Existing 
Conditions 

18.75 
4.11  

(22%) 
849.2 7.49 

Proposed 
Conditions 

18.75 
5.84 

(31%) 
848.0 11.30 

Fully Built-out 
Conditions 

18.75 
6.26 

(33%) 
848.0 11.30 

 

Modeling Results 

Under existing conditions, the pond discharges during the 100-year, 24-hour event and the 100-year, 10-
day snowmelt event. Under the proposed conditions, the pond would not discharge due to the increased 
storage capacity provided by re-grading the pond. 

Table 2 summarizes the results for the pond in subwatershed H-2 for the simulated events. 
Table 2. Modeling results 

Model 

100-year, 24-hour Event  
(7.43 inches) 

100-year, 10-day Snowmelt Event 
(7.20 inches) 

Runoff 
Volume 
(ac-ft) 

Peak 
Elevation 

(cfs) 

Peak 
Discharge 

(cfs) 

Runoff 
Volume 
(ac-ft) 

Peak 
Elevation 

(cfs) 

Peak 
Discharge 

(cfs) 
Existing 
Conditions 

7.77 849.24 0.60  10.88 849.24 0.56 

Proposed 
Conditions 

8.30 846.29 0 10.88 847.77 0 
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Model 

100-year, 24-hour Event  
(7.43 inches) 

100-year, 10-day Snowmelt Event 
(7.20 inches) 

Runoff 
Volume 
(ac-ft) 

Peak 
Elevation 

(cfs) 

Peak 
Discharge 

(cfs) 

Runoff 
Volume 
(ac-ft) 

Peak 
Elevation 

(cfs) 

Peak 
Discharge 

(cfs) 
Fully Built-out 
Conditions 

8.31 846.30 0 10.88 847.77 0 

 

Plan Review Comments 

In addition to the results of our hydrologic and hydraulic analysis, we offer the following comments on the 
plans and design: 

1. The additional volume provided by the proposed pond re-grading would be sufficient to contain 
one inch of runoff from the new impervious surfaces. 

2. The re-graded pond and outlet would maintain or reduce peak flows from the pond for the 2-
year, 10-year, and 100-year events compared to existing conditions. 

3. The proposed development would not increase the watershed area contributing to the pond.  

4. Subwatershed divides should be shown on the grading or utility plan. 

5. The HydroCAD model provided by the developer should be updated to include the entire area 
tributary to the pond, including contributing area outside the proposed development. 

6. The HydroCAD model provided by the developer simulated a 100-year, 10-day snowmelt event of 
9.96 inches. Runoff from the snowmelt event exceeded the volume of the modeled storage curve 
for the proposed pond. This error should be corrected. The city requires a 100-year, 10-day 
snowmelt depth of 7.2 inches, but MnDOT approvals are necessary, MnDOT may require a 10-
inch snowmelt event  

7. The existing garage east of the pond has a first floor elevation of 845.4. This is more than 2 feet 
below the pond outlet (overflow) elevation of 848.0, and below the peak pond elevation for the 
100-year, 24-hour event and the 100-year, 10-day snowmelt event. The garage would be flooded 
and Bryce Avenue would be flooded at the low point during either of these events. A berm could 
be constructed along the east side of the proposed pond to prevent flooding to the existing 
garage and the proposed street. 

8. The low point of the proposed road profile for Bryce Avenue is 845.87, which is below the peak 
pond elevation 846.29 for the 100-year, 24-hour event and 847.77 for the 100-year, 10-day 
snowmelt event. City ordinance requires the low point of the road to be at least 1-foot above the 
100-year event. 

9. Runoff would enter the pond as surface flow at the west side of the proposed multi-unit building. 
The city recommends that storm sewer with the capacity to convey the 10-year, 24-hour Atlas 14 
event to the pond is recommended. Riprap, Scour-Stop fabric, or similar material should be 
considered to reduce the potential for erosion from surface runoff in excess of the storm sewer 
capacity in this area. 
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10. The developer should provide options for stormwater pre-treatment to avoid excessive 
sedimentation and trash accumulation in the pond. For example, a “treatment-train” approach 
including infiltration basins in other areas of the development and/or a two-cell pond could be 
considered. The city has identified several potential locations where infiltration basins or rain-
water gardens could be constructed (Figure 4).  

11. The developer should collect soil borings down to 10 feet below the proposed bottom of the 
pond for soil sieve and hydrometer analysis identifying 200 sieve passing and silt/clay content to 
ensure that the pond would drain within 48 hours. Inundation times in excess of 48 hours would 
damage plantings in the infiltration basin. For infiltration rate calculations, the maximum 
allowable infiltration rate is 1.67 inches per hour. If the soil is capable of infiltrating runoff at or 
above the maximum rate, the 100-year, 24-hour event would take 52 hours to infiltrate. If the soil 
infiltration rate is much less than the maximum rate, then the soil should be amended or 
vegetation that would survive longer inundation periods should be planted at the bottom of the 
basin. 

12. The developer should consider options for constructing infrastructure to support a pumped 
emergency overflow outlet. A pumped outlet could be connected to an existing catch basin on 
50th Street, which discharges to the MnDOT pond south of 50th Street. Alternatively a pumped 
outlet could be connected to an existing South Saint Paul storm sewer system on 50th Street. 
MnDOT approval to discharge water to the 494 right of way storm sewer system or City of South 
Saint Paul approvals would be required, respectively, for these options. 

13. A vegetation/planting palette for the pond should be provided. If soils underlying the pond are 
inadequate for supporting vegetation, an approved soil amendment would be required.  

14. Detail plans should be provided with the design plans, including details for the storm drain 
utilities and the outlet channel.  

15. An operations and maintenance (O & M) plan for the stormwater utilities and pond should be 
provided. 
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Storm Drain Concept Plan 

At the city’s direction we developed a concept plan for a storm drain system that would serve the 
watershed area lying north of 49th Street as well as the proposed development. We sized pipes to convey 
the 10-year, 24-hour Atlas 14 event. We did not investigate inlet capacity for the system. Rim elevations 
were estimated based on Dakota County LiDAR or on the developer’s proposed plans.  
 
The storm drain system would drain to the regional pond within the proposed development, and would 
include a series of drop manholes to control the velocity along steeply-sloped Bryce Avenue. Figure 4 
shows the system layout. Table 3 includes the pipe, catch basin, and manhole details.  
 
Table 3. Storm Drain Pipe Table 

U/S 
Structure 

D/S 
Structure 

U/S 
Invert 

D/S 
Invert 

Length 
(ft) 

Diameter 
(in) 

Slope 
(ft/ft) 

U/S Rim 
Elevation 

D/S Rim 
Elevation 

CB100 CB101 881.00 880.81 37 12 0.005 886.80 886.81 
CB101 CB102 880.81 878.79 289 15 0.007 886.81 884.79 
CB102 MH1000 872.79 871.41 93 24 0.015 884.79 876.40 
CB103 CB102 879.90 878.79 36 12 0.031 884.90 884.79 
CB104 MH1001 856.03 854.65 151 24 0.009 868.00 859.60 
CB105 CB107 843.20 840.37 128 24 0.022 854.00 845.87 
CB106 CB105 848.00 847.50 36 12 0.014 854.00 854.00 
CB107 MH1002 840.37 839.50 58 36 0.015 845.87 845.10 
CB108 CB107 840.57 840.37 36 12 0.006 845.87 845.87 
CB109 CB104 878.96 878.20 81 12 0.009 866.00 868.00 
CB110 CB109 880.96 878.96 197 12 0.010 866.96 866.00 
EX101 CB107 845.99 840.37 153 18 0.037 Unknown 845.87 
FE1000 EX100 842.00 <Null> 71 12 N/A N/A Unknown 

MH1000 CB104 864.40 863.03 94 24 0.015 876.40 868.00 
MH1001 CB105 849.93 849.00 56 24 0.017 859.60 854.00 
MH1002 FE1001 839.50 839.00 24 36 0.021 845.10 N/A 

 
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 952-832-2626 (or gfransen@barr.com) or 
Karen Chandler at 952-832-2813 (or kchandler@barr.com). 
 

Sincerely,  

 
Greg Fransen 
Water Resources Scientist 
Barr Engineering Company 
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Appendix D 
Draft Preliminary Assessment Rolls 











Appendix E 
Neighborhood Open House Comment Summary and Sign-in Sheet 



Summary of Comments from the Neighborhood Meeting 

City of Inver Grove Heights 
2014 Pavement Management Program 

Urban Street Reconstruction – 47th Street Neighborhood 
Information Meeting 

Wednesday, December 3, 2014 
5:30 p.m. 

Council Chambers 

I. INTRODUCTION/ATTENDANCE LIST/COMMENT CARDS 
A. There were 34 people in attendance, not all signed in. 

II. DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 
A. Project Area 

B. Street Improvements 
1. 51st Street 

a. Widening might be a problem for a few houses who already have short driveways. 
(only a couple) 

b. Truck issue, won’t move it for garbage trucks      51st at South St. Paul Alley – 
Staff to review 

2. Bryce Ave. (South of 50th) 
a. Most people are against the road extending through to 51st

(1) More traffic 
(2) Unwanted assessment costs 
(3) Want to keep trees 
(4) Plows don’t come through there now. 

b. Several against putting in a sidewalk along 47th or anywhere for that matter. 
c. Who decides on Bryce extension? City council has final decision but public input 

appreciated. 
3. Brent Ave. (South of 50th) 

a. Currently 24-feet wide, city typically doesn’t want to put streets in less than 28-feet 
b. Residents doesn’t want assessment cost, especially since its new construction at 

100% assessed. 
4. 47th Street 

a. People are against a new sidewalk 
b. The city’s policy is to have the sidewalks in the right-of-way maintained by the 

City. The question is how soon will they be out there to maintain them? 

C. Existing Utilities – Issues/Concerns 
1. Sanitary Sewer 

a. All pipes were televised 
b. DIP excellent shape – remain as is. 
c. VCP will either be replaced or slip lined in-place. 
d. Services will be replaced or lining option at home owner’s cost in VCP area. 
e. Sewer backups around 47th and Bryce in 1970’s (resident comment) 

2. Water Main 
a. DIP – remain as is 
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Page 2 

b. CIP pipe reviewing for replacement – hydrants/valves to be reworked in all areas. 
c. 50th Street has had water main breaks (resident comment). 

3. Storm Sewer 
a. Plan to add Storm Sewer in Boyd/47th Street 
b. Bower Path neighborhood – 4615 storm replacement in easement 

(1) Standing water that eventually goes away 
(2) Snow melt issues 

c. 46th backyard drainage to Bower Path 
d. Potential storm septor manhole in bower Court cul-de-sac for water quality 

treatment prior to Serdl’s Lake 

D. Drainage Issues/Concerns from Seidls Residents 
1. 5048 Bryce – Do not want Bryce Avenue to be extended to 51st

2. 5027 Bryce – Do not want Bryce Avenue to be extended to 51st

3. 5068 Bryce - Do not want Bryce Avenue to be extended to 51st

4. 47th Street – cul-de-sac council bust 
5. Tree replacement? 
6. 47th Street – road replaced – road fixed at least amount/costs 

III. ASSESSMENT POLICY 
A. Reconstruction 

1. 70% Property Owner 
2. 30% City 

B. Mill & Overlay 
1. 80% Property Owner 
2. 20% City 

C. Drainage Improvements 
1. Assessed on area basis. 
2. 46th residents may receive drainage easement with this project based on drainage 

area. 

D. Independent Appraisers Benefit Analysis 

IV. PROJECT SCHEDULE 
A. Possible a 2 year schedule for construction, SEH//staff will determine once final decision on 

project is made. 

V. ASSESSMENT PROCESS 
A. Describe 429 Statute and Steps 

1. Process to pay – taxes over 10 years or prepay in full to avoid interest. 

B. Assessment Deferments 

VI. GROUP Q&A 
A. Miscellaneous questions/comments from residents: 

1. Double assessments to those of 46th Street? Assessed already for 46th St. Project. 
a. Possibly a drainage assessment with this project. 

2. Assessments based on lot size? 



Summary of Comments from the Neighborhood Meeting 
Wednesday, December 3, 2014 
Page 3 

a. For drainage assessment yes; Street portion of assessment same for all single 
family lots. 

3. Most in attendance not in favor of Bryce extended to 51st or sidewalk on 47th street. 
4. How are sprinkler systems and invisible fences addressed? 

a. There will be allowances in plans to replace them. 
5. How are driveways repaired? 

a. Driveways repaired behind new curb with like materials – allowance in plans. 
6. Are boulevard trees replaced 

a. No, city policy. 
7. Feedback favorable on holding assessment hearing prior to awarding 

contract/beginning construction. 
8. Concerns over assessment and project. Keep them as low as possible. 
9. When are decisions made on street widths, sidewalks, etc.? 

a. Council will receive feasibility report in January, public hearing anticipated in 
February.

10. Water main and sanitary sewer improvements paid by utility funds, not assessments. 
Service line replacements would be assessed.  

VII. BREAKOUT SESSION WITH ENGINEERS, TECHNICIANS & CONSULTANTS 

s:\fj\i\inver\129894\1-genl\16-mtgs\2014 12 03\meeting minutes 2014 12 03.docx
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MEMO 
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1910-1992 
•  
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1919 - 2005 

•  
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ALSO ADMITTED IN NORTH DAKOTA 

ALSO ADMITTED IN MASSACHUSETTS 

ALSO ADMITTED IN OKLAHOMA 

 

 TO: Inver Grove Heights Mayor and City Councilmembers 

 FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz, City Attorney  

 DATE: January 21, 2015  

 RE: Project Labor Agreements relating to Project 2015-10 – Northwest Area 

Trunk Utility Improvements / Argenta District (Alverno Avenue to 

Blackstone Vista Development) and Project 2015-11 – Northwest Area 70
th

 

Street Lift Station – Argenta District  

  January 26, 2015 Council Meeting  

 

Section 1. Background.  In the past, the City has entered into a Project Labor 

Agreement with the St. Paul Building Construction Trades Council for projects that the Council 

has determined must absolutely be completed on time, without any work stoppage relating to 

labor disputes or jurisdictional challenges among collective bargaining units in the construction 

trades.  A Project Labor Agreement was used in the following City projects: 

 1.) The interchange bid package relating to Arbor Pointe construction; 

 2.) The west bid package relating to Arbor Pointe construction;  

 3.) The east bid package relating to Arbor Ponte construction; 

 4.) Veterans Memorial Community Center; 

 5.) Project No. 1995-08 – Water Treatment Plant;  

6.) Project No. 1997-15 – Veterans Memorial Community Center Aquatics and 

Fitness Center Addition; 

 7.) Project No. 2003-15 – Northwest Area Utilities; and  

8.) Project No. 2006-05 – Water Treatment Facility Expansion;  
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9.) Project No. 2008-18 – Public Safety Addition / City Hall Renovation.  

 

 Section 2. Council Action.  The Council is asked to consider whether it wishes to 

enter into a similar Project Labor Agreements for the following two city improvement projects: 

 

1. Project No. 2015-10 – Northwest Area Trunk Utility Improvements / Argenta District 

(Alverno Avenue to Blackstone Vista Development) which project includes construction 

of trunk water main, water main valves, appurtenances and restoration and trunk sanitary 

sewer, manholes, appurtenances and restoration which will affect several large parcels in 

the vicinity of Alverno Avenue and Argenta Trail near the proposed Blackstone Vista 

Development.   

 

2. Project No. 2015-11 – Northwest Area 70
th

 Street Lift Station – Argenta District which 

project includes construction of a sanitary sewer lift station and appurtenances on a parcel 

located along 70
th

 Street West.  The proposed lift station will pump sewage through the 

Blackstone Vista development to the terminus of the proposed trunk gravity sewer.  City 

Project No. 2015-11 will affect all parcels in the sewer drainage area generally located in 

the Northwest Area near the intersection of Argenta Trail and 70th Street. 

 

Separate resolutions approving such an agreement for Project 2015-10 and Project 2015-11 are 

attached to this memo, together with a form of the Project Labor Agreement.   

Attachments 
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

 DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 

 RESOLUTION NO. _____ 

 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENT 

WITH THE ST. PAUL BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION TRADES COUNCIL 

FOR CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-10 – NORTHWEST AREA TRUNK UTILITY 

IMPROVEMENTS / ARGENTA DISTRICT (ALVERNO AVENUE TO 

BLACKSTONE VISTA DEVELOPMENT)  

 

 WHEREAS,  the City of Inver Grove Heights (the “City”) has authorized the design of 

plans and specifications for the next phase of a municipal water distribution system and a 

municipal sanitary sewer collection system to serve the City’s Northwest Area; construction 

plans have been prepared for Project No. 2015-10 – Northwest Area Trunk Utility 

Improvements / Argenta District (Alverno Avenue to Blackstone Vista Development) (the 

“Project”) which provides for construction of trunk water main, water main valves, 

appurtenances and restoration and trunk sanitary sewer, manholes, appurtenances and restoration 

which will affect several large parcels in the vicinity of Alverno Avenue and Argenta Trail 

near the proposed Blackstone Vista Development.   

 

 WHEREAS, the Project needs to be completed in an expeditious and efficient manner free 

of disruption or delay of any kind. 

 

 WHEREAS, it is essential to secure optimum productivity and to eliminate any delays in 

the work and to comply with the requirements and other factors that necessitate a timely completion 

of this Project. 

 

 WHEREAS, in recognition of the special needs of this Project and to maintain a spirit of 

harmony, labor management peace, and stability during the term of this Project, it is advisable that a 

Project Labor Agreement be executed by the successful bidder with the St. Paul Building and 

Construction Trades Council. 

 

 WHEREAS, the Minnesota Attorney General has indicated that such Project Labor 

Agreements are valid agreements and that the City is authorized to enter into such agreements. 

 

 WHEREAS, the Minnesota Supreme Court in the matter of Queen City Const., Inc. v. City 

of Rochester, 604 N.W.2d 368 (Minn.App.Dec 28, 1999) has upheld the authority of the city to 

enter into such agreements. 
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 WHEREAS, under such a Project Labor Agreement it is not necessary that contractors, at 

the time of bidding, be a union shop. 

 

 WHEREAS, under such Project Labor Agreements, union and non-union contractors may 

bid on the project, but the successful bidder on the project must agree to abide by the Project Labor 

Agreement and the union recognition requirements and the union pay-scale and other rules of work 

as contained in the Project Labor Agreement and in the separate union contracts that are 

incorporated therein. 

 

 WHEREAS, in undertaking public works projects, the City has a compelling interest in 

ensuring that construction proceeds in a timely, cost-efficient manner, with the highest degree of 

quality and with minimal delays and disruptions, with the highest degree of safety for workers 

and the public; and in a manner that provides meaningful training and employment opportunities. 

 

 WHEREAS, Project Labor Agreements that establish uniform terms and conditions of 

employment for the contractors and craft construction employees working throughout a project 

have been shown to provide an effective mechanism for overall construction project and staffing 

and planning because they allow project owners to predict their labor costs and requirements up-

front, and, therefore, more accurately estimate actual total project costs.  Project Labor 

Agreements promote cost-efficient, timely, and safe construction project delivery by providing 

access to a reliable supply of properly trained and skilled construction craft personnel for all 

aspects of the project.  Project Labor Agreements assure greater productivity and workmanship 

quality from construction craft personnel, thereby yielding high quality, cost-efficient projects, 

while also reducing maintenance and repair costs over the life of the project.  Project Labor 

Agreements integrate work schedules and standardize work rules for the project to provide a 

well-coordinated, efficiently functioning construction worksite that will minimize delays, 

promote quality, and maintain project safety.  Project Labor Agreements assure that construction 

will proceed without interruptions from staffing shortages, high employee turnover, safety 

incidents, and labor disputes, by providing reliable project staffing, contractual guarantees 

against work stoppages, and mutually binding procedures for resolving disputes. 

 

 WHEREAS, a Project Labor Agreement can provide a public entity with a useful tool for 

advancing its interests in cost-efficiency, quality, safety and timeliness in public works 

construction. 

 

 WHEREAS, consistent with the City’s role as a market participant in purchasing 

construction services, and the routine practice under public contracting laws of requiring 

contractors and subcontractors to meet certain qualification standards as a condition of 

performing public projects, the City may require contractors and subcontractors to abide by a 

Project Labor Agreement as a condition of working on a particular public works project. 
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 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER 

GROVE HEIGHTS: 

 

1. The City has determined that it is in the best interest of the City, as an owner of 

real property, to have a Project Labor Agreement in place for the Project.  By 

submitting a bid in response to Request for Bids, each bidder is agreeing that, 

upon award of a contract, it will enter into, and have in effect for the duration of 

the Project, a Project Labor Agreement with the Saint Paul Building and 

Construction Trades Council.  Failure of the successful bidder to enter into and 

maintain such an agreement for the duration of the Project may be grounds for 

termination by the City for cause.  Upon execution, the Project Labor Agreement 

shall be incorporated into and become a part of the contract documents for the 

Project. 

 

 2. The attached form of Project Labor Agreement is hereby approved. 

 

 3. The City's Consulting Engineer is directed to place within the bidding specifications 

for the Project the requirement that the contractors enter into such Project Labor 

Agreement and comply with the Project Labor Agreement and such specifications 

shall also be contained within the contract documents with the various contractors 

for the Project. 

 

 4. The contract specifications shall provide that the wage rates shall be determined by 

the Project Labor Agreement.  If there are wages not covered by the Project Labor 

Agreement, the minimum wage rates shall be the prevailing wage rates determined 

by the Minnesota Department of Labor and Industry pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 

177.41 et seq. (the state wages rates).   

 

 Passed this 26
th

 day of January, 2015. 

 

              

       George Tourville, Mayor 

 

 

Attest: 

 

 

       

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk 

 

 
C:\Users\mrheaume\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Outlook\MESK9MQP\Resolution Approving Project 

Labor Agreement - 2015-10 (1-26-15 Meeting).doc 
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

 DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 

 RESOLUTION NO. _____ 

 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENT 

WITH THE ST. PAUL BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION TRADES COUNCIL 

FOR CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-11 – NORTHWEST AREA 70TH STREET 

LIFT STATION – ARGENTA DISTRICT   

 

WHEREAS,  the City of Inver Grove Heights (the “City”) has authorized the design of 

plans and specifications for the construction of Project No. 2015-11 – Northwest Area 70th 

Street Lift Station – Argenta District (the “Project”) which project includes construction of a 

sanitary sewer lift station and appurtenances on a parcel located along 70
th

 Street West.  The 

proposed lift station will pump sewage through the Blackstone Vista development to the 

terminus of the proposed trunk gravity sewer.  City Project No. 2015-11 will affect all parcels in 

the sewer drainage area generally located in the Northwest Area near the intersection of Argenta 

Trail and 70th Street. 

 

 WHEREAS, the Project needs to be completed in an expeditious and efficient manner free 

of disruption or delay of any kind. 

 

 WHEREAS, it is essential to secure optimum productivity and to eliminate any delays in 

the work and to comply with the requirements and other factors that necessitate a timely completion 

of this Project. 

 

 WHEREAS, in recognition of the special needs of this Project and to maintain a spirit of 

harmony, labor management peace, and stability during the term of this Project, it is advisable that a 

Project Labor Agreement be executed by the successful bidder with the St. Paul Building and 

Construction Trades Council. 

 

 WHEREAS, the Minnesota Attorney General has indicated that such Project Labor 

Agreements are valid agreements and that the City is authorized to enter into such agreements. 

 

 WHEREAS, the Minnesota Supreme Court in the matter of Queen City Const., Inc. v. City 

of Rochester, 604 N.W.2d 368 (Minn.App.Dec 28, 1999) has upheld the authority of the city to 

enter into such agreements. 

 

 WHEREAS, under such a Project Labor Agreement it is not necessary that contractors, at 

the time of bidding, be a union shop. 
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 WHEREAS, under such Project Labor Agreements, union and non-union contractors may 

bid on the project, but the successful bidder on the project must agree to abide by the Project Labor 

Agreement and the union recognition requirements and the union pay-scale and other rules of work 

as contained in the Project Labor Agreement and in the separate union contracts that are 

incorporated therein. 

 

 WHEREAS, in undertaking public works projects, the City has a compelling interest in 

ensuring that construction proceeds in a timely, cost-efficient manner, with the highest degree of 

quality and with minimal delays and disruptions, with the highest degree of safety for workers 

and the public; and in a manner that provides meaningful training and employment opportunities. 

 

 WHEREAS, Project Labor Agreements that establish uniform terms and conditions of 

employment for the contractors and craft construction employees working throughout a project 

have been shown to provide an effective mechanism for overall construction project and staffing 

and planning because they allow project owners to predict their labor costs and requirements up-

front, and, therefore, more accurately estimate actual total project costs.  Project Labor 

Agreements promote cost-efficient, timely, and safe construction project delivery by providing 

access to a reliable supply of properly trained and skilled construction craft personnel for all 

aspects of the project.  Project Labor Agreements assure greater productivity and workmanship 

quality from construction craft personnel, thereby yielding high quality, cost-efficient projects, 

while also reducing maintenance and repair costs over the life of the project.  Project Labor 

Agreements integrate work schedules and standardize work rules for the project to provide a 

well-coordinated, efficiently functioning construction worksite that will minimize delays, 

promote quality, and maintain project safety.  Project Labor Agreements assure that construction 

will proceed without interruptions from staffing shortages, high employee turnover, safety 

incidents, and labor disputes, by providing reliable project staffing, contractual guarantees 

against work stoppages, and mutually binding procedures for resolving disputes. 

 

 WHEREAS, a Project Labor Agreement can provide a public entity with a useful tool for 

advancing its interests in cost-efficiency, quality, safety and timeliness in public works 

construction. 

 

 WHEREAS, consistent with the City’s role as a market participant in purchasing 

construction services, and the routine practice under public contracting laws of requiring 

contractors and subcontractors to meet certain qualification standards as a condition of 

performing public projects, the City may require contractors and subcontractors to abide by a 

Project Labor Agreement as a condition of working on a particular public works project. 
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 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER 

GROVE HEIGHTS: 

 

1. The City has determined that it is in the best interest of the City, as an owner of 

real property, to have a Project Labor Agreement in place for the Project.  By 

submitting a bid in response to Request for Bids, each bidder is agreeing that, 

upon award of a contract, it will enter into, and have in effect for the duration of 

the Project, a Project Labor Agreement with the Saint Paul Building and 

Construction Trades Council.  Failure of the successful bidder to enter into and 

maintain such an agreement for the duration of the Project may be grounds for 

termination by the City for cause.  Upon execution, the Project Labor Agreement 

shall be incorporated into and become a part of the contract documents for the 

Project. 

 

 2. The attached form of Project Labor Agreement is hereby approved. 

 

 3. The City's Consulting Engineer is directed to place within the bidding specifications 

for the Project the requirement that the contractors enter into such Project Labor 

Agreement and comply with the Project Labor Agreement and such specifications 

shall also be contained within the contract documents with the various contractors 

for the Project. 

 

 4. The contract specifications shall provide that the wage rates shall be determined by 

the Project Labor Agreement.  If there are wages not covered by the Project Labor 

Agreement, the minimum wage rates shall be the prevailing wage rates determined 

by the Minnesota Department of Labor and Industry pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 

177.41 et seq. (the state wages rates).   

 

 Passed this 26
th

 day of January, 2015. 

 

 

              

       George Tourville, Mayor 

 

Attest: 

 

 

       

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk 
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