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INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
-REVISED-
MONDAY, MARCH 9, 2015

8150 BARBARA AVENUE
. CALL TO ORDER 7:00 P.M.

. ROLL CALL

. PRESENTATIONS

A. National Nutrition Month Proclamation

. CONSENT AGENDA - All items on the Consent Agenda are considered routine and have been made available to the
City Council at least two days prior to the meeting; the items will be enacted in one motion. There will be no separate
discussion of these items unless a Council member or citizen so requests, in which event the item will be removed
from this Agenda and considered in normal sequence.

A. Minutes - February 23, 2015 Regular City Council Meeting
B. Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending March 4, 2015

C. Resolution Awarding Contract for Demolition of 6845 Dixie Avenue East, 6836
Dickman Trail, and 6549 Doffing Avenue East to Max Steininger

D. Change Order No. 8 and Pay Voucher No. 6 for City Project No. 2014-09D, College
Trail Street Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Street Reconstruction and
City Project No. 2014-06, Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement
Improvements

E. Resolution Accepting Individual Project Order (IPO) 19B for Additional Final Design
and Construction Phase Services for City Project No. 2014-09D, College Trail Street
Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Street Reconstruction

F. Resolution Accepting Individual Project Order (IPO) 20A for Additional Final Design
and Construction Phase Services for City Project No. 2014-06, Blaine Avenue
Retaining Wall Replacement

G. Resolution Authorizing the Submittal of Grant Applications for the Community
Conservation Partnership (CCP) with Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation
District for City Project No. 2015-09E - 47th Street Area Reconstruction for the
Boyd Avenue Biofiltration Basin and Bower Court Hydrodynamic Separator

H. Approve Therapeutic Massage License
I. Amend Official City Council Schedule
J. Award Contract for Installation of Rooftop Heating Units at Fire Station 3

K. Approve Temporary Liquor License - Inver Hills Community College Foundation



5. PUBLIC COMMENT: Public comment provides an opportunity for the public to address the Council on items that are
not on the Agenda. Comments will be limited to three (3) minutes per person.

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:
7. REGULAR AGENDA:

PUBLIC WORKS:
A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Argenta Trail North Study Area Update, Alignment 3A
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:

B. RYLAND HOMES: Consider a Resolution relating to the Final Plat and Final PUD
Development Plans for Blackstone Vista

C. ROOTY’S DEN, LLC & LES JEPSEN: Consider the following Resolutions for the A&W property
located at 9061 Buchanan Trail:

i) Resolution Amending the Final PUD Development Plan and related
agreements for A&W to allow for an Expansion of the Building and
to Allow One Free Standing Sign on the Property

i) Resolution Amending the Approved Conditions of Approval for
Arbor Pointe 14th Addition to allow One Free Standing Sign on the
Subject Property

FINANCE:

D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider the following actions:

i) Approve 2014 & 2015 Transfers
i) Approve Carryover of Unused Budget Appropriations

ADMINISTRATION:

E. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Approval of Lease Agreement with Criminal
Justice Information Integration Network (CJIIN) Program through Dakota County

8. MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS

9. EXECUTIVE SESSION
A. Update on Union Negotiations

B. Consideration of Termination of Employment

10. 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

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
MAYORAL PROCLAMATION

WHEREAS, food is the substance by which life is sustained; and

WHEREAS, the type, quality, and amount of food that individuals consume each day
plays a vital role in their overall health and physical fitness; and

WHEREAS, there is a need for continuing nutrition education and a wide-scale effort to
enhance access to healthy food and healthy eating;

NOW, THEREFORE, |, George Tourville, Mayor of Inver Grove Heights, do hereby
proclaim the month of March NATIONAL NUTRITION MONTH® in 2015 and encourage

all citizens to join the campaign for better nutrition for themselves and others in the goal
of achieving optimal health.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF | have hereto set my hand and caused the seal of Inver Grove
Heights to be affixed.

Done on this 9" day of March, 2015.

George Tourville, Mayor



INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 2015 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on
Monday, February 23, 2015, in the City Council Chambers. Mayor Tourville called the meeting to order at
7:00 p.m. Present were Council members Bartholomew, Hark, Mueller and Piekarski Krech; City
Administrator Lynch, City Attorney Kuntz, Community Development Director Link, Public Works Director
Thureen, Parks and Recreation Director Carlson, Chief Stanger, Chief Thill, and Deputy Clerk Kennedy

3. PRESENTATIONS: None.
4. CONSENT AGENDA:

A. i) Minutes — February 2, 2015 City Council Work Session
i) Minutes — February 9, 2015 Special City Council Meeting
iii) Minutes — February 9, 2015 Regular City Council Meeting

B. Resolution No. 15-23 Approving Application for Fiscal Year 2015 Dakota County Community
Development Block Grant Funding

C. Approve Purchase of Golf Course Capital Equipment

D. Resolution No. 15-24 Approving Conveyance of Property to Macalester College and Granting of an
Easement by Macalester College to the City of Inver Grove Heights

E. Personnel Actions
Motion by Bartholomew, second by Hark, to approve the Consent Agenda

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:

Joe Beckers, 5058 Brent Ave. E., stated there was a meeting within the last week regarding the
reconstruction of Brent Avenue. He expressed concern that residents were informed the City was the
project until there was another street project large enough to include the Brent Avenue component. He
explained his main concern was not the condition of the street. He stated the main problem was the
manhole at the end of 51* Street and Brent Avenue. He opined the manhole was too high and would not
allow the water to flow off of the street properly. He suggested that the manhole cover be lowered by
eight (8) inches to allow water to runoff the street. He stated the street project had been delayed many
times and the residents had been told for 20 years that it would be attached to another project. He asked
the Council to help expedite the process to at least fix the manhole cover to get the water off of the street.

Mr. Thureen stated a summary of the meeting that was held with the neighborhood would be provided to
the Council for review.

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:

A.CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolutions Ordering Projects, Approving Plans and
Specifications, and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for the 2015 Pavement Management Program,
City Project No. 2015-09E, 47" Street Area Reconstruction, and the 2015 Improvement Program, City
Project No. 2015-14, 47™ Street Area Water and Sanitary Sewer Improvements and Rehabilitation

Steve Dodge, Assistant City Engineer, explained the general improvements proposed for the area
included segments of full reconstruction, segments of mill and overlay, and drainage improvements. He
added that some of the fully reconstructed segments would also receive water main and sewer
improvements. The total cost for the street reconstruction project (2015-09E) was estimated to be
$3,296,725 and $788,005 was proposed to be assessed, approximately 24% of the total project cost. The
total cost for the water and sanitary sewer improvement project (2015-14) was estimated to be $841,930.
The benefit appraisal report for the project recommended utilizing an assessment cap of $6,000 for single
family parcels. The appraiser recommended an assessment cap of $3,000 for a single family parcel that
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only received drainage improvements. He noted there were five (5) such parcels located on 46" Street.
The appraiser also analyzed the special benefit for the Church parcel and recommended an assessment
of $55,000. He explained even though the proposed assessments were included in a preliminary
assessment roll the Council would not take formal action to levy the assessments until the final
assessment hearing was held for the project. He stated one (1) letter of objection was received related to
the proposed assessment of five (5) parcels on 46™ Street for drainage improvements. He explained the
total drainage area for the five (5) parcels drained onto the project area either through the storm sewer off
of 46™ Street or through the back of the lots down to Bower Path. Engineering staff recommended
formally receiving the letter but continuing with the project parameters as proposed. He noted the
individual property owners would have to follow the appropriate procedure to submit formal objections
prior to the final assessment hearing. He explained the project schedule called for the Council to receive
bids and hold the assessment hearing in early May prior to awarding a contract for the project in May or
June.

Councilmember Mueller questioned if the all of the property owners proposed to be assessed only for
drainage improvements were made aware of the proposed $3,000 assessment.

Mr. Dodge stated the property owners were informed that the appraiser reevaluated the proposed
drainage assessment included in the feasibility report and changed the recommended benefit from $4,000
to $3,000.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if all property owners proposed to be assessed, including the
Church, were notified about the recommended assessment caps.

Mr. Dodge replied in the affirmative.
Motion by Mueller, second by Piekarski Krech, to close the public hearing for both projects

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to receive the letter of objection from Mike and
Brenda VerWay

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Hark, to adopt Resolution No. 15-25 Ordering Improvements,
Authorizing and Approving Plans and Specifications, and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for
the 2015 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2015-09E — 47" Street Area
Reconstruction, and Resolution No. 15-26 Ordering Improvements, Authorizing and Approving
Plans and Specifications, and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for the 2015 Improvement
Program, City Project No. 2015-14 — 47" Street Area Water and Sanitary Sewer Improvements and
Rehabilitation

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

7. REGULAR AGENDA:
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:

A. BRAND ENERGY SERVICES: Consider Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to Allow
Outdoor Storage on the property located at 6265 Carmen Avenue

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property. The request was for a conditional use permit for an outdoor
contractor’'s yard. The applicant proposed to lease an existing building and use it for his business which
offers scaffolding, insulation, and painting services to the industrial construction market. Most of the
applicant’s equipment would be stored inside with the exception of scaffolding and vehicles. He stated the
storage would be up against the building and on the periphery of the property. Ordinance regulations
required screening along residential properties. He stated there was existing screening along the western
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and northern property lines that was in disrepair and the applicant would make the necessary
improvements. The applicant would also be required to install screening along Carmen Avenue to screen
the operation from the public road. The proposal met the conditional use permit criteria. Both Planning
staff and the Planning Commission recommended approval. He noted in the past there had been
concerns raised by the neighborhood regarding nighttime noise and operations as the previous tenant had
a lot of nighttime activity. The current applicant proposed regular business hours of 7 am — 5 pm with the
exception of emergency calls for service.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if there was an existing fence along Carmen Avenue.
Mr. Link replied in the negative.
Councilmember Bartholomew questioned why the previous tenant was not required to install a fence.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if screening was required along the front of the property and
along the residential neighborhood.

Mr. Link replied in the affirmative.

Mayor Tourville stated the previous tenant likely was not required to have a fence along Carmen Avenue
because there was no outdoor storage.

Councilmember Hark questioned what the hours of operation would be on the weekends.
Mr. Link stated staff’'s understanding was that operations were limited to Monday through Friday.

Councilmember Mueller questioned why a fence was required in the front of the property. He expressed
concern that the applicant would not be able to adequately advertise the location of his business.

Mr. Link stated the applicant proposed a mesh fence to screen the outdoor storage from the public.

Adam Sease, Brand Energy Services, stated the hours of operation would be Monday through Friday from
7 am to 5 pm with the exception of responding to emergency calls for service. He explained he wanted a
fence across the front of the property for security reasons. He stated the fence would adjoin to the
building and the existing fences on the property with access gates on the front.

Mayor Tourville questioned if the applicant agreed with the conditions of approval.
Mr. Sease replied in the affirmative.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to adopt Resolution No. 15-27 approving a
Conditional Use Permit for a Contractor’s Yard with Outdoor Storage

Ayes: 5

Nays: 0 Motion carried.

B. JAMES CUNNINGHAM: Consider the following Resolutions related to a Variance from Critical Area
Setback Standards to allow a building pad location for property located at the end of Dalton Court:

i) Resolution approving a Variance to allow a 10 foot setback from bluffline for a 35'x65’
building pad and to allow grading to occur on slopes greater than 18% for the storm water
design

i) Resolution denying a Variance to allow a gazebo with a 15 foot setback from bluffline

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property. The request was for a variance from bluff setback
standards, a variance to allow grading on slopes greater than 18%, and a variance from bluff setback
standards for a gazebo. He explained the property was approximately six (6) acres in size and was
currently vacant. The applicant planned to sell the property and would like to provide buyers with an
assurance that there was a building site on the property. He stated if the critical area zoning regulations
were applied to the property there was no buildable site. The variances were requested to create the
buildable site. He explained the property had several unique features including steep topography. The
bluffline represented the flattest topography on the property and that is where the building pad was
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proposed to be located. The proposed gazebo site would be located towards the tip of the bluffline ridge.
He stated the lot was also created prior to the adoption of the critical area zoning regulations. He
explained there was a lot of discussion at the Planning Commission public hearing as to what would be an
appropriate use of the property. He stated there was a general consensus that some of the variances
were necessary in order to make the lot buildable. An agreement was reached that the building pad
should be 35 feet by 65 feet in size and setback ten (10) feet from the bluffline, and that grading should be
allowed to create a storm water management facility down slope. The disagreement related to the
variance for the gazebo as both Planning staff and the Planning Commission did not find the variance to
be necessary in order to make a reasonable use of the property.

James Cunningham, applicant, stated he wanted to make it as easy as possible for whoever purchased
the lot to build a home. He explained when the issue was first discussed with City staff the engineer
suggested including a pad for a gazebo. He noted he was not even sure that anyone would want to build
a gazebo on the property and he did not want to jeopardize the sale of the lot over that variance.

Mayor Tourville stated the bluffline guidelines were originally established by the DNR and it was unlikely
that the variance for the gazebo would be approved because it was not necessary to make the lot
buildable.

Councilmember Hark commended the applicant for finding a compromise at the Planning Commission
meeting.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Hark, to adopt Resolution No. 15-28 approving a Variance to
allow a 10 foot setback from bluffline for a 35’x65’ building pad and to allow grading to occur on
slopes greater than 18% for the storm water design and Resolution No. 15-29 denying a Variance
to allow a gazebo with a 15 foot setback from bluffline

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

PUBLIC WORKS:

C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider the following actions:
i) Receive Preliminary Design Reports for Argenta Trail (CSAH 28/63) Realignment
South Project (City Project No. 2014-11), Argenta Trail (CSAH 63) Realignment
77" Street Area Study (City Project No. 2014-11), Argenta Trail (CSAH 63) Realignment
North Study Area

i) Consider Resolutions Adopting an Alignment for the South Project Area, an
Alignment for the 77" Street Connection, and an Alignment for the North Study
Area Future Right-of-Way Corridor

i) Consider Resolutions Scheduling a Public Hearing at the Planning Commission
to consider a Comprehensive Plan Amendment for the New Road Alignments

Mr. Thureen stated the Council was provided with a hard copy of a letter received late in the afternoon
from the attorney representing Mr. Deanovic. He noted all other correspondence related to the item that
had been received to date was previously provided to the Council. He stated an update of the text for the
north area study was also provided prior to the meeting. He explained when the study began the focus
was on the south project area. The goals of the study were to determine a preliminary design for a
realignment of Argenta Trail to extend the existing four-lane segment from Yankee Doodle Road across
T.H. 55 north to Amana Trail. The project was to include safety improvements at the intersection with T.H.
55, completion of the construction of Amana Trail, and realignment of the existing local street connection
to Argenta Trail. As staff worked on the study for the south project area the preliminary plat for the
Blackstone properties was approved. Several of the conditions of approval spoke to going through the
process to determine the alignment for the future county road in relationship to the Blackstone plat. Once
staff analyzed in detail the point at which the new four-lane segment would transition back into the two-
lane stretch of existing Argenta Trail, it was determined that the acquisitions that would be required to
facilitate the transition varied based on the alignment that would be chosen for the future right-of-way
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corridor going north. Because of those factors the contract with Kimley-Horn was amended to add the
north project area to the study while maintaining the original schedule to ensure that deadlines were met
for construction of the south segment in 2016 and the conditions outlined in the Blackstone preliminary
plat approval.

Brian Sorensen, Assistant County Engineer, provided an overview of the Regional Roadway System
Visioning Study that was commissioned in 2009 by Dakota County, Eagan, and Inver Grove Heights in
conjunction with Mendota Heights, Sunfish Lake, Mn/DOT, and the Federal Highway Administration. At
that time 4,300 acres of land in Eagan and Inver Grove Heights were identified to be analyzed because of
the growth that was coming to the area. It was also understood that there would be a lot of growth
throughout the region that would generate transportation needs within the study area. The agencies
involved in the study acknowledged that the transportation system would not be able to support the future
planned growth that had been identified. The purpose of the study was to identify a long-term roadway
system vision for transportation improvements in the study area to address the needs arising from future
growth. Five (5) different alternatives were considered in the study for improvements to the roadway
system. He noted that three (3) of the alternatives considered the addition of an interchange at 494
between T.H. 149 and T.H. 3. He reviewed the recommendations that were adopted by the study partners
as the system vision. He noted that the study clearly identified a need for a system of improvements to
address all of the growth coming to the region. He stated throughout the current process with Argenta
many people inquired why other roadways in the area could not be improved in lieu of improvements to
Argenta Trail. He reiterated that improvements to other roadways would be necessary in addition to the
improvements that are needed along Argenta Trail. He noted the study also recommended consideration
of a high volume, high capacity intersection or interchange in the long-term at T.H. 55 and Argenta Trail.

Mr. Sorensen discussed the regional study’s recommendations that were specific to Argenta Trail. The
segment between T.H. 55 and 494 showed projected traffic volumes that would warrant future
improvements to a six-lane roadway. He explained that was why a 200 foot right-of-way corridor had
been discussed throughout the process in relation to the north study area. The projected traffic volumes
would require %2 mile access spacing for full intersections. The recommendations also included long-term
coordination with transit needs and the need to avoid or minimize impacts to Hornbeam Lake. He noted
the original undertaking was a system planning study so no specifics related to the future alignment or
design of Argenta Trail were determined.

Bill Klingbeil, Kimley-Horn, reviewed the preliminary design report for the south project. The goals of the
design for the south project area were to improve safety at the T.H. 55 intersection, accommodate
projected traffic growth, upgrade roadways to current design standards, provide full access at Amana
Trail, and accommodate the potential for a future interchange at T.H. 55. He stated three (3) alignment
alternatives were developed and each of the alternatives met the project goals and priorities. The
alignment alternatives were then evaluated against specific criteria including safety and operations, design
standards, cost, right-of-way and utility impacts, and impacts to the Northwest Area regional basins. He
noted the area was landlocked and drainage was a major concern.

The first alignment alternative for the south project area was the western most alignment and it matched
the existing alignment of Argenta Trail where possible. He noted the alignment also generally avoided the
Northwest Area regional basins. He explained the alignment was not recommended by the project
management team because the skew angle at the intersection was not desirable.

Councilmember Bartholomew asked for a more detailed explanation of a skew angle.

Mr. Klingbeil explained T.H. 55 and Argenta Trail did not intersect at a 90-degree angle and it was difficult
for drivers to see cars approaching from far away because of the acute angles at the intersection. He
stated engineers try to design intersections so they are perpendicular. He explained the first alignment
alternative was also not recommended because it was found that a long segment of the Magellan Pipeline
would run directly underneath the road. He noted the existence of the pipeline made the alignment
alternative cost prohibitive because of the cost implications of relocating the pipeline. Additional right-of-
way impacts also contributed to the alternative not being recommended.
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Mr. Klingbeil stated the second alignment alternative was recommended by the project management
team. He explained the proposed alignment improved the skew angle at the intersection and the
horizontal curves were flatter for increased safety and better drivability. He noted the road was designed
using reverse curves to reduce the impact to the regional basins and protect the drainage feature. He
explained the alignment alternative was recommended because it was the best balance of meeting the
design standards and protecting the regional basins, and it reduced the overall right-of-way and utility
impacts.

Mr. Klingbeil reviewed the third alignment alternative. He explained the alternative was the eastern-most
alignment. It eliminated the skew angles at the intersection and it created the most desirable horizontal
curves resulting in the straightest alignment. He stated the third alignment was not recommended by the
project management team because it significantly impacted the Northwest Area regional basins and
ultimately was not the right balance for the project.

Mr. Klingbeil discussed the public involvement in the process. He stated the project team hosted several
open houses and attended numerous meetings with individual property owners. He explained the general
concerns from the public related to property impacts. The development community expressed concerns
related to the impact on future opportunities for development. He stated if the Council moved forward with
approval of the second alignment alternative the County Board would consider approval of the
recommendation on March 17". Once an alignment was approved by both the City Council and the
County Board staff would begin the right-of-way acquisition process in April/May of 2015 in anticipation of
completing the acquisition and final design processes by the spring of 2016. He noted actual construction
of the improvements would not start until mid-2016.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the County Board was going to consider all three (3)
alternatives or only the alternative selected by the City Council.

Mr. Sorensen stated all three (3) alternatives would be presented to the County Board along with an
explanation of the process that had been completed. He explained ultimately the project management
team would like the County Board to endorse one alignment for all of Argenta Trail. He noted a big part of
the County’s consideration would be what the City would like to see in terms of an alignment. He stated
everyone involved wanted the City and the County to be on the same page and endorse the same
alignment.

Mr. Klingbeil presented the preliminary design report for the 77" Street local connection to Argenta Trail.
He stated the realignment of the local street connection was necessary because of the realignment of
CR-28 and Argenta Trail. The goals of the project were to provide adequate spacing from the T.H. 55
intersection and to maintain full access from the 77" Street neighborhood to Argenta Trail and Yankee
Doodle Road. Three (3) alignment alternatives were developed and evaluated against specific criteria
including safety, design standards, cost, utility impacts, and right-of-way impacts.

Mr. Klingbeil reviewed the revised Alignment A. The revised alignment maintained the existing
neighborhood connection routing via 77" Street, was the lowest cost alternative, connected to Yankee
Doodle Road at the Argenta Trail intersection, and was a 90-degree intersection that accommodated the
Magellan Pipeline crossing. Alignment B modified the connection to the neighborhood via Rolling Hills
Drive and impacted the driving pattern through the neighborhood. Alignment C also modified the
connection to the neighborhood via Rolling Hills Drive and connected to Yankee Doodle Road a ¥4 mile
west of the Argenta Trail intersection. He explained the County also required additional traffic studies to
be completed to determine the best location for the intersection. The County took traffic counts at the
existing intersections of CR-28 and 77" Street as well as CR-28 and Argenta Trail to analyze the vehicle
delay for traffic exiting the neighborhood during the peak morning and afternoon rush hours. A sight line
assessment, crash summary analysis, and a signal warrant analysis were also completed for the
intersection of CR-28 and Argenta Trail. It was found that the operations of Alignment C would be better
for traffic exiting the neighborhood, Alignments B and C would significantly redistribute traffic patterns
through the neighborhood by approximately 1,400 vehicles per day, sight lines would be adequate for
each connection point, current crash rates were near state-wide averages, and a signal would not be
justified at CR-28 and Argenta Trail with any of the alignment options. He noted the need for a signal was
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triggered by the traffic volume on the roads and a signal could not be constructed until the traffic volume
reached the appropriate threshold. He explained the existing traffic pattern conditions were analyzed to
determine what would happen if connections were made at either option B or C. He stated the existing
traffic patterns remained the same with Alignment A. Alignment B rerouted the traffic through the
neighborhood and increased the number of cars leaving the area from approximately 100 vehicles per day
to 1,500 to 2,000 vehicles per day in the future. Alignment C similarly rerouted traffic through the
neighborhood and increased the number of cars leaving the area to the estimated volumes shown for
Alignment B. He stated through the public process there was support and opposition for each of the
alignment alternatives. Many of the concerns were related to safety at the Yankee Doodle intersection
and rerouting traffic through the Eagan neighborhood for options B and C. He noted there were property
impact concerns for each of the alignments as well as concerns related to increased travel time when
entering and exiting the neighborhood. He state the speeding concerns related to 77" Street were
addressed through the speed studies that were conducted as well as information provided by law
enforcement patrolling the area. The conclusion was that a speeding issue had not been witnessed on
77" Street. He explained the project management team recommended adoption of Alignment A because it
maintained the existing neighborhood traffic patterns, provided a full access intersection at Yankee Doodle
Road, and it limited direct impacts to residential properties and right-of-way acquisition.

Councilmember Hark clarified that either Alignment B or C would also require approval from the City of
Eagan.

Mr. Klingbeil replied in the affirmative. He noted that the City of Eagan was involved in the process.

Mayor Tourville questioned if a response had been received from Mn/DOT regarding potential loss of the
interchange at T.H. 55 and T.H. 3.

Mr. Thureen stated Mn/DOT’s responded that none of the alignments being considered would affect the
existing interchange at T.H. 55 and T.H. 3.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if 77" Street currently connected to Rolling Hills Drive.
Mr. Klingbeil replied in the affirmative.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if it was assumed under Alignments B and C that the Eagan
residents would be traveling through the neighborhood instead of going out to T.H. 149.

Mr. Klingbeil stated the new intersection created under Alignment B or C would generally draw more
vehicles from Eagan because it would be located closer them.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech opined she did not like Alignment A because the intersection would be
placed on a curve and it would be unsafe.

Mr. Klingbeil stated the existing intersection was located on a curve that did not meet the design criteria
being used for the project. A sight distance analysis was conducted at the proposed location and it was
found that there would be sufficient sight distance at the new intersection.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she still had safety concerns because most people did not drive
according to engineering standards. She opined she did not support any of the alignment options
presented.

Councilmember Mueller questioned if the speed could be lowered on that stretch of the road.
Mr. Klingbeil explained speed limits were established by Mn/DOT.

Mayor Tourville stated he received some comments from residents questioning why Alignments B and C
were not pursued further to see if the City of Eagan would be agreeable to either option.

Mr. Klingbeil stated in Alignments B and C, where the increased traffic volume was anticipated, the
existing road was only 32 feet wide whereas 77" Street was currently 40 feet wide. He explained 77"
Street was built to handle higher volumes of traffic. He noted Alignments B and C were both circuitous
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routes and it did not seem feasible to send up to 2,000 vehicles through the area on a daily basis. He
stated when making the alignment recommendation more factors were considered than just whether or
not the City of Eagan would grant approval of an alignment.

Mr. Klingbeil reviewed the north area study. He explained the goals of the study were to plan for a future
interchange connection at 494, identify a 200 foot right-of-way corridor, provide direction for alignment of
south project area, and provide guidance for future development. He stated in order to finish the design
for the south project area there needed to be an understanding of where the north alignment would be in
the future. Five alignment alternatives were developed and evaluated against specific criteria including
safety, design standards, regional basin impacts, right-of-way impacts, and project cost differential. He
explained for the north study area ranges of project costs were assigned to each alternative because it
was a long-term project and the costs would be dependent upon the stage of development properties
were in at the time of construction.

The first alignment alternative was located to the west of the existing power lines, provided a direct
alignment to the future interchange, and utilized the most existing right-of-way. Mr. Klingbeil explained the
alignment would involve substantial impacts to the neighborhood with an estimated ten (10) total
acquisitions and 20 impacted parcels. The total cost was estimated to be $7.4 to $8.7 million.

The second alignment was centered on the existing power lines and provided a direct alignment to the
future interchange. He stated this alternative would require future relocation of the power lines to the
west. The alternative had substantial impacts to the neighborhood with an estimated six (6) total
acquisitions and 19 impacted parcels. He noted the alignment would have major impacts on the regional
basins and power lines. The total cost was estimated to be $7.8 to $9.6 million.

The third alignment was located on the western 200 feet of the Blackstone Ridge development and the
eastern property line of the existing neighborhood and provided a direct alignment to the future
interchange. The alternative would require relocation of the power lines on the west side of the property
line. Four (4) total acquisitions and 16 impacted parcels were estimated in addition to major impacts to
the regional basins. The total cost was estimated to be $8.4 to $10.8 million.

Mr. Klingbeil explained since the last time the alignments were discussed with the Council there were
more questions raised regarding the third alternative and what would happen if it was moved right next to
the power lines. He stated alignment 3a was located within the 200 foot right-of-way on the Blackstone
Ridge development, directly east of the power lines. The alternative would require relocation of the power
lines south of 70" Street, but would provide a direct alignment to the future interchange. One (1) total
acquisition and ten (10) impacted parcels were estimated. The alignment would result in major impacts to
the regional basins as well as the power lines. The total cost was estimated to be $7.3 to $9.8 million.

The fourth alignment moved farther to the east to avoid both neighborhood and regional basin impacts
and provided a direct alignment to the future interchange. One (1) total acquisition and ten (10) impacted
parcels were estimated. He noted the alignment would sever 14 acres of the Blackstone Ridge
development resulting in increased right-of-way acquisition costs. The total cost was estimated to be $6.2
to $9.3 million.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the cost of the easement for the property to the south was
included.

Mr. Klingbeil replied in the affirmative. He explained the fifth alternative was the eastern-most alignment
possible within the design standards. The alignment avoided major impacts to the regional basins but was
the least preferred alternative from a roadway and intersection design standpoint. One (1) total acquisition
and 11 impacted parcels were estimated. Ten (10) acres of the Blackstone Ridge development would be
severed. He noted there were also transition cost implications. He explained alignment alternatives 1, 2,
and 3 were able to take advantage of the construction work being done in the south project area to avoid
additional construction costs in the future. He stated the fifth alternative was also the longest alignment
and would be more expensive in terms of construction costs. The total cost was estimated to be $7.2 to
$10.2 million.
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Mr. Klingbeil discussed the feedback received from the existing neighborhood. A majority of the concerns
related to the potential impacts to properties and the community feel of the existing neighborhood. In
general, the neighborhood expressed opposition to Alignments 1, 2, and 3 and preferred Alignment 5.
The developers’ concerns generally related to the impacts on planned and future development. He noted
no general consensus on a preferred alignment was received from the developers.

Mr. Klingbeil stated after evaluating the alignment alternatives the project management team found that
Alignments 2 and 3 were higher risk because of the need to relocate the power lines and the associated
cost implications. He noted the project management team recommended eliminating Alignments 2 and 3
from consideration.

Mr. Sorensen discussed what each of the alignment alternatives would mean going forward and the plans
for implementation. He stated with respect to the implementation of Alignment 1 there was no immediate
need to acquire any property. He clarified the individual property owners would not be approached by the
City or the County to purchase their property unless the property owner indicated an interest in selling. He
explained property acquisitions were not likely to occur until such time that there were plans in place to
move forward with an interchange at 494. He noted the entire process that would be required to move
forward with an interchange project would take a long time. He stated it would be prudent for the City and
the County to be prepared to acquire properties if and when property owners were willing to sell. He
recommended that the City consider adoption of an official map in 2015 to clearly identify the future
alignment to both existing property owners and developers. He stated the City and the County would
need to work with development as it occurred to preserve and secure the future right-of-way needed.

Mr. Sorensen stated the implementation process for Alignment 4 would be slightly different. The City and
County would still need to be prepared to work with future development as it occurred to preserve right-of-
way. He explained it would also be helpful if the City and County completed a preliminary design to help
guide future development access and grading. He explained construction of the south project would also
have to include a transitional roadway section to tie into the existing Argenta Trail south of 70" Street that
would not be needed for the ultimate build-out of Alignment 4.

Mr. Sorensen explained the implementation process for Alignment 5 would also involve coordination with
future development to preserve right-of-way and completion of a preliminary design. He noted early
acquisition may be desired to accommodate development and access north of 70" Street. He stated with
this alignment a transitional roadway section would be required for construction of the south project.

Mr. Thureen stated the next step in the process would be to present the south project and north study
alignments to the County Physical Development Committee on March 10" and the County Board would
consider formal adoption of the alignments on March 17". He noted if the City and County wanted to take
advantage of the funding programmed by Mn/DOT a project would need to be scheduled for construction
in 2016 for the south area. He reiterated the alignment chosen for the north study area impacted the
location of the tie-in for the south project area. He explained the western-most alignment for the north
study area, Alignment 1, would necessitate the acquisition of one (1) additional property in the south
project area whereas Alignment 2-5 would not. He reviewed the two (2) conditions (28 and 29) of
approval included in the preliminary plat and PUD for Blackstone Ridge that also impacted the project
schedule. He stated staff did allow flexibility in the schedule with respect to the north study area alignment
that would allow postponement of a final decision until March 9" if needed.

Councilmember Bartholomew opined the City was a long way from coming up with money to begin the
acquisition of properties. He stated the phrase “no immediate need” was very open-ended and made it
difficult for the Council to make decisions regarding the north study area.

Mr. Thureen stated the interchange project was likely a 10 to 20 year timeframe. He noted ten (10) years
was an optimistic schedule to get an interchange designed, approved, and constructed.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated his fear was that by placing an alignment for the north study area on
a map the City would be locking in certain properties when the City had no funding available at the
moment for acquisition.
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Mayor Tourville questioned what the plan would be if a property owner was interested in selling after an
alignment was selected.

Mr. Thureen explained staff would present a recommendation that would outline how acquisitions could be
funded if there was immediate interest from impacted property owners.

Mayor Tourville questioned if the funding package for the north area was somewhat dependent on the
alignment that was selected.

Mr. Thureen replied in the affirmative. He explained with respect to properties that were currently
undeveloped the County would expect dedication of the right-of-way for a typical county road.

Councilmember Mueller stated the property owners in the existing neighborhood needed a decision to be
made so they would know what the plans were and have time to plan accordingly for the impacts to their
property. He questioned how long property owners would be given to stay in their property.

Mr. Thureen reiterated the need to acquire properties would be triggered by either an interchange project
at 494 or future development that would enough pressure on the system to require incremental
improvements to Argenta Trail.

Charles Thorkildson, 510 Rolling Hills Circle, Eagan, discussed the local street connection at 77" Street.
He opined that all of the traffic would not be coming from Eagan residents because in both Alignments B
and C the traffic from Inver Grove Heights would be rerouted through Eagan. He expressed concern
regarding the projected traffic delays for vehicles exiting the neighborhood under Alignments B and C. He
stated under Alignment B his home would be less than 30 feet from the road and he would not be able to
get out of his driveway, under Alignment C his home would no longer exist.

Tim Moore, 1949 77" St., expressed concern that Alignments A and B each created four-legged
intersections with two directions of traffic that would be uncontrolled. He opined the intersection would be
unsafe and if vehicles had to wait longer periods of time to exit the neighborhood drivers may become
impatient and take more risks. He questioned why the ¥ mile spacing from the T.H. 55 intersection was
allowed when %2 mile access spacing would be required to the north.

Darryl Boerger, 1959 77" St. W., opined both Alignments A and B created skewed angles at the
intersection because the intersection would be located in the middle of a curve. He stated the intersection
would not be safe, especially with a speed limit of 50 mph. He referenced a national traffic study and
opined that a three-legged intersection would be much safer than a four-legged intersection that was
partially uncontrolled.

Larry Rocheford, 1966 77" St., opined that the proposed Alignment A was ill-advised. He stated that
either Alignment B or C would be better and safer alternatives for the whole neighborhood. He added
there was too much traffic on 77" Street and Alignment A would be dangerous.

Jerry Bretoi, 8365 Courthouse Blvd. Ct., opined it was the Council’s responsibility to do everything within
their legal authority to protect the property rights of the existing residents. He encouraged the Council to
support the alignments that would do the least harm to the existing neighborhoods.

Andrew Hanselman,1970 Upper 86" St. W., stated there was already a pre-existing entrance that
Alignment B would tie into and that option would be the least disruptive to the neighborhood.

Ryan Vetter, 3294 Rolling Hills Drive, Eagan, stated the topography of Argenta was very challenging
regardless of the alignment that was selected. He expressed concern that Alignments B and C would
significantly increase the amount of traffic flowing through the neighborhood in Eagan and would not
funnel the traffic out as efficiently as Alignment A. He noted throughout all of the neighborhood meetings
the project management team was always very clear that their recommendation was to create a four-
legged intersection.

Craig Selander, 3298 Rolling Hills Drive, Eagan, opined that the project management team was comprised
of experienced professionals with the necessary knowledge and experience to make recommendations on
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traffic safety and roadway design. He stated the project management team was looking out for the best
interest and safety of the community and county as a whole. He encouraged the Council to listen to the
recommendations of the project management team.

Mr. Sorensen explained that the existing curve at Yankee Doodle Road and Argenta Trail would become
flatter as a result of the realignment under the proposed Alignment A and the existing sight lines would
also improve. He stated the design standards were important because they factored into how the curve
needed to be designed so drivers could see as they approached the curve. He noted issues related to
sight lines arose when the curves were less than the typical standards for arterial roadways. He clarified
there was an important distinction between skewed intersections and intersections located on curves. He
explained the projected 29 second delay was the average delay estimated for any vehicle approaching the
intersection to make a left turn. He stated the City and County were restricted by State statute with
respect to establishing speed limits. He noted neither the City nor the County had the option to reject or
override a speed limit established by Mn/DOT. He explained the process to establish speed limits was
standardized and used in all 50 states. He acknowledged that the crash rates, on average, would be
higher at a four-legged intersection than at a three-legged intersection because there was traffic entering
the intersection from both sides. He stated if Alignment C was selected two (2) three-legged intersections
would be created and the average crash rates for both intersections combined would be similar to that of a
four-legged intersection. He addressed the concerns related to access spacing. He stated in the short-
term a four-lane roadway was proposed and with the design that was recommended Amana Trail would
be located much closer than a ¥2 mile from T.H. 55. In the long-term, the roadway section to the north of
Amana Trail was the segment with traffic volume projections that would warrant an eventual six-lane
roadway and would require the %2 mile access spacing from the intersection. He noted the long-term
traffic volume projections for the segment south of Amana Trail were not the same and ¥4 mile access
spacing would be sufficient. He clarified that the project management team attempted to analyze and
assess the situation based on what would be the best solution for the entire neighborhood and the
boundary between Eagan and Inver Grove Heights was not a factor in their recommendation.

Roger Tadsen, 115 Belmont Road, Apple Valley, stated his neighborhood was impacted by two roadways
that were constructed through the neighborhood. He explained through that process not a single home in
the neighborhood was lost because of advanced planning by the city, county, and state. He encouraged
the Council to make their decision quickly and with as little impact to the existing neighborhood as
possible.

Kyle Van, 6818 Argenta Trail, referenced language in the City’s 2030 Comprehensive Plan that stated
“future development should focus on preservation and maintenance of existing neighborhoods”. He
opined that Alignment Alternative 1 for the north study area contradicted what was contained in the
Comprehensive Plan because it involved the total acquisition of ten (10) properties. He stated in 2010 the
participants in the Regional Roadway Visioning Study adopted option E for the future alignment of
Argenta. He argued that option E most closely resembled Alignment Alternative 4 for the north study
area. He stated the same alignment (option E) was reflected in the City’s Northwest Area Collector Street
Study in 2012. He opined that the proposed Blackstone developments precipitated a push to adopt
Alignment Alternative 1 because it placed no burden on the developer to provide right-of-way for the future
alignment of Argenta Trail north of 70™ Street. He stated the burden would be placed on long-time
property owners and tax payers if Alignment 1 was selected.

Laurie Wolfe, 6742 Argenta Trail, stated she represented the neighborhood located in the northeast
quadrant of 70" Street and Argenta Trail. She explained the residents were not opposed to development
in the City or proposed developments within their neighborhood. She stated they supported the
development of necessary roadways in the City to improve the efficient handling of transportation needs.
She noted 12 of the 15 property owners in her neighborhood were not interested in selling their property.
The remaining property owners had either not provided their opinions or were waiting for the final
alignment of Argenta in the north study area to be determined. She argued that no one from the City or
County had visited the property owners in the neighborhood to discuss the proposed alignment options.
She stated the neighborhood was interested in a negotiated compromise. She added that all of the
residents at the open house in early January supported Alignment Alternative 5 and also suggested
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Alignment Alternative 3a that was presented by the project management team. She opined Alignment 3a
would allow for the realignment of Argenta Trail while keeping the developer’s property for Blackstone
Ridge intact and dramatically reducing the need to acquire existing homes in the neighborhood. She
asked the Council to give serious consideration to Alignment 3a.

Dennis Wolfe, 6742 Argenta Trail, questioned why it took so long for the project management team to
present Alignment 3a when it was originally suggested in early January. He also questioned why the
project management team did not recommend that Alignment 3a stay in the mix for consideration. He
opined that further analysis of the option was warranted because it was a compromise that would provide
benefit to all parties involved. He stated Alignment 3a would put the road directly on the east side of the
existing power line easement and the homes in his neighborhood would be preserved. He opined there
were viable possibilities for mitigating and relocating the affected wetlands located on the Deanovic
property. He suggested the power line easement could accommodate the relocated wetland and there
was a possibility that private land could also be used if it was discussed with the property owner. He
opined that total reconstruction of the power line would not be any worse than the 400 feet that was laid
out in Alignment 3 and there would be no degradation to the proposed skew angles. He added that the
total amount of earthwork required for Alignment 3a would be similar to what was outlined in Alignment 3.
He noted the new roadway in Alignment 3a would be straighter than what was proposed in Alignment 1.
He stated under the proposed Alignment 3a the Ace in the Hole property would lose less acreage and the
property owner was not in favor of Alignment 1. He argued it was wrong to put a road on developed
properties rather than on vacant land. He opined the Council was supposed to represent the best interest
of the citizens in the community not a developer. He requested that the Council look at the options
available to come up with a compromise that would be amenable to both the existing neighborhood and
the Deanovic property.

Sally English, Sunfish Lake, stated the residents within the existing neighborhood agreed with the many
aspects of what the City and the developer proposed. She opined that Alignment 3a was the only option
that considered the desire to optimize land development and preserve the existing neighborhood. She
argued that eminent domain should be the City’s last option and the goal should be to protect individual
property rights.

Greg Alsterlund, 2205 75" St., stated he had been a resident of the City since 1979. He explained he had
a number of close relationships with the residents along Argenta Trail. He opined the neighborhood was a
very proud and valuable part of the community and the proposed project did not feel right because it
appeared that the City was attempting to maximize its tax base at the expense of the existing
neighborhood. He stated the neighborhood was trying to get through the situation by coming up with a
solution that was a compromise for all parties involved. He suggested further consideration of Alignment
3a because it would keep the existing neighborhood intact.

Linda Flannery, 7101 Argenta Trail, stated each of the five (5) alignment alternatives presented for the
north study area went across her property. She opined it was not fair that the staff report did not mention
how much of her property would be taken in each of the options. She agreed that Alignment 3a should be
further discussed and analyzed even though it would probably mean her house would be sacrificed. She
stated the neighborhood did not want to live in the lurch any longer and needed a decision to be made so
the residents would know how their property would be affected. She asked the Council to consider and
acknowledge the impact on the existing residents who have paid taxes in the City for many years.

John Todd, 6689 Argenta Trail, questioned if the letter received from Mr. Deanovic’s attorney was
available for public review.

Mayor Tourville stated it would become a part of the public record after the Council formally received it.

Dian Piekarski, 7609 Babcock Trail, stated she had often questioned if the City would be able to pay its
debt obligations if no more development occurred and the answer had always been yes. She explained
she met with the Finance Director to discuss her concern that the City was pushing development to pay off
its existing debt obligations for the infrastructure in the Northwest Area. She stated she questioned how
much in additional taxes the average property owner would have to pay to pay the City’s debt if no more
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development occurred. She explained the answer was that taxes would increase $58 to $70 annually for
residential property owners to pay off the debt. She opined that Alignment 3a was worth considering even
though it would result in less connection fees being collected from the developer. She noted if the
development moved forward the City would only take on more debt to extend utilities. She opined that the
Council needed to consider the taxpayers it represented and that she would be in favor of paying a little bit
more in taxes every year to cover debt obligations if it would preserve the existing homes in the
neighborhood.

Steven Soltau, 8170 Old Carriage Court, Shakopee, introduced himself as one of the underlying
landowners of property included in the Blackstone development. He stated he had been involved with the
property since 2002. He opined owning property for planned development was not easy. He explained he
had dealt with trespassing, theft, encroachment, poaching, and other difficulties that come with carrying
the burden of holding property. He noted he started with six (6) ownership partners and was down to one
(1). He stated the most difficult aspect was the uncertainty and risk of eminent domain. He opined Mr.
Deanovic was unique in that he was able to bring forth a viable development despite the challenges in the
Northwest Area. He asked the Council to consider that the need to realign Argenta Trail was regional in
nature and no local benefit would be gained by the developer.

Joe Vogel, 6963 Arkansas Ave., opined it did not seem that anyone wanted the road except for the County
and there was not a need to do anything at this point in time, especially from a financial standpoint. He
argued that a future six-lane roadway was unrealistic. He opined the realignment provided no benefit to
the City.

lan Peterson, Vice President of Ryland Homes, stated the realignment of Argenta Trail was a big
component of the Blackstone development. He explained it was difficult to assess the financial impacts of
the various alignment alternatives even though the project management team attempted to calculate cost
ranges. He stated one key component that had been left out of the calculations was the loss of
development fees and tax base. He provided an overview of the projected impact of Alignment 5 on the
Blackstone Ridge development and the Falcon Partners parcel. He explained approximately $3.7 million
in development fees would be generated under Alignment 1 by the Blackstone and Falcon Partners plat.
Under Alignment 4 the fees generated would be reduced to $1.5 million and under Alignment 5 the fees
generated would be reduced to $1.8 million. He reiterated there would also be a significant impact to the
tax base. He stated under Alignment 1 approximately $80 million in assessed value was assumed for the
Blackstone property and the Falcon Partners property. Under Alignment 4 the assessed value of the
decreased to $34 million and under Alignment 5 the assessed value decreased to $43.5 million. Under
Alignment 4 he estimated the loss of tax revenue to be $700,000 annually and under Alignment 5
$550,000 annually. He opined that would represent a lot of lost revenue to both the City and the County.
He stated the developer also had property rights and needed a decision to be made in order to determine
if they would be able to move forward with the Blackstone development.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the developer could make the development viable under
Alignment 3a if the City negotiated changes to the development requirements or made concessions to the
development fees.

Mr. Peterson explained it was communicated early in the process that the wetland being discussed could
not be touched by the developer or anyone else. He noted Alignment 3a went right through that wetland.
He stated they worked very hard to come up with a plan that would be viable and still fit within the
constraints of the Northwest Area. He stated that Alignment 3a would not be a viable option from a
development perspective and if that alignment was selected the development would not be able to move
forward.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the developer would agree to Alignment 5.

Mr. Peterson stated the developer would lose 35 lots under Alignment 5 and would need additional
financial considerations to make it work.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned how many lots the developer would lose under Alignment 3a.

Mr. Peterson stated they never ran the numbers because they did not see it as a viable alternative.



INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING - February 23, 2015 PAGE 14

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned why Alignment 3a was not a viable option.

Mr. Peterson stated the developer would have a hard time getting things permitted correctly in order to go
through an exceptional class wetland.

Mr. Thureen stated the impact to the wetland would need to be seriously considered. He added he would
pull the survey from the Northwest Area to determine the exact classification and whether or not relocation
was an option.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated it may be able to be moved to the west if the neighbors were
amenable.

Mr. Thureen stated the wetland was fairly significant in terms of its performance as a regional basin for the
Northwest Area. He noted that was why the developer was advised to stay away from it in his design. He
explained it would be difficult to relocate given the terrain in the area. He estimated additional volume
would be needed from what would remain in the Blackstone Ridge plat in order to compensate for the loss
of the basin.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated flexibility was a main premise of the design standards for the
Northwest Area. She opined the City needed to be flexible and look at things differently in this instance to
come up with a solution that would save the existing homes in the neighborhood and maximize the
development potential for Blackstone. She stated she wanted both the development and the
neighborhood to succeed and she was willing to make compromises to ensure that happened.

Jim Deanovic, developer, asked the Council to give him more time to examine Alternative 3a with staff and
determine if something could be worked out.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated both she and the neighborhood were willing to make concessions
to find a viable solution.

Mayor Tourville questioned if the amount of right-of-way needed for the corridor could be reduced.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned why the City and County could not ask Xcel to use some of
their right-of-way.

Mr. Sorensen stated the intent was to make sure that a larger problem was not created in the future when
the needs became apparent. He explained if enough space was not set aside now it could cost everyone
involved substantially more in the future when the roadway had to be expanded. He noted there could be
some things done to phase or stage the right-of-way need make it work better in the short-term. He
explained Xcel purchased their own easement and if the City or County wanted to do anything within that
easement the costs associated with the relocation of the lines would have to be negotiated.

Jim Abbott, 6720 Argenta Trail, stated the wetland being discussed encroached on his property. He
explained he would potentially be willing to extend more of the wetland on his property to accommodate
the easement needed for Alignment 3a.

Nikki Abbott, 6720 Argenta Trail, opined the developer would also gain land if he was able to develop
where the existing marsh was located.

Mary T'Kach, 7848 Babcock Trail, asked the City and the developer to discuss the original goals of the
Northwest Area including higher densities and clustered development. She opined the developer may be
able to reconfigure the type of development to get more units on the property and make it more viable
financially.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated the preliminary design reports were completed by professionals and
he believed the recommended alignment for the local street connection was the correct. He explained he
could not justify routing all of the traffic through Eagan and doubling the traffic volume through that area.
He stated he supported Alignment A for the 77" Street local connection.

Councilmember Hark stated he also supported Alignment A for the local street connection because it
maintained the status quo in terms of traffic flow and volumes. He noted once the southern segment of
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Argenta was realigned the curve would become much flatter.

Councilmember Mueller stated he would support the recommended alignment for 77" Street because it
would not affect the interchange at T.H. 55 and T.H. 3.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the professionals did not drive on the road or live in the
neighborhood. She opined Alignment A was not more beneficial because the intersection would still be
located on a curve and the sight lines would still be impacted. She noted she did not think any of the
alternatives presented for the local street connection were viable. She added the increased traffic
volumes would be generated from Eagan residents.

Mayor Tourville stated there was no solution for the local street connection that would appease everyone.
He noted the Police Department would continue to monitor the speed of traffic through the area as closely
as possible to make sure it did not become an issue. He explained he would support Alignment A for the

local street connection.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Hark, to adopt Resolution No. 15-30 selecting Alignment
Option A for the Connection of 77" Street West to Realigned Argenta Trail (County State Aid
Highway 63) as presented in the February 23, 2015 Preliminary Design Report for Argenta Trail
(CSAH 63) Realignment — 77" Street Area Study

Ayes: 4
Nays: 1 (Piekarski Krech) Motion carried.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 15-31 selecting
Alignment Alternative 2 for the Reconstruction and Expansion of Argenta Trail (County State Aid
Highway 28/63) as presented in the February 23, 2015 Preliminary Design Report for Argenta Trail
(CSAH 28/63) Realignment — South Project (CP 63-25)

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Mayor Tourville suggested City and County staff meet with the neighborhood and the
developer to further explore Alignment 3a and discuss the alignment alternatives to determine if a
compromise could be reached.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated he would support tabling the item to further consider Alignment 3a.
He opined that everyone involved had property rights, including the developer, and the City had to
protect all of them.

Mr. Kuntz suggested continuing to proceed with the schedule to hold a public hearing before the Planning
Commission regarding the Comprehensive Plan Amendment. He explained that way the notification
process could still be followed and if the hearing had to be cancelled or postponed it could be.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to table consideration of an Alignment
Alternative for the Realignment of Argenta Trail (CSAH 63) — North Area Future Right-of-Way
Corridor to March 9, 2015 and to direct staff to further review and analyze Alignment Alternative 3a
as presented

Ayes: 5

Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to adopt Resolution No. 15-32 authorizing staff to
Initiate a Comprehensive Plan Amendment Application Process related to the Realignment of
Argenta Trail between the points at Highway 55 on the South End and near 1-494 on the North End
Ayes: 5

Nays: 0 Motion carried.
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Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Hark, to receive Preliminary Design Reports for Argenta
Trail (CSAH 28/63) Realignment South Project (City Project No. 2014-11), Argenta Trail (CSAH 63)
Realignment 77" Street Area Study (City Project No. 2014-11), Argenta Trail (CSAH 63)
Realignment North Study Area, and to receive all written correspondence presented at the meeting

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

The City Council recessed at 10:40 pm and reconvened at 10:50 pm.

D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution Receiving the Final Feasibility Report and
Scheduling Public Hearing for City Project No. 2015-13, Northwest Area Trunk Utility Improvements,
Argenta District (70" Street Lift Station to Blackstone Ridge Development) and a Resolution
Authorizing Comprehensive Plan Amendments if the 69™ Street Alignment is Selected

Mr. Kaldunski stated City Project No. 2015-13 involved the extension of trunk sewer and water from the
70™ Street lift station to the Blackstone Ridge development. Bolton & Menk was hired to complete a
feasibility study to examine three (3) options including 69" Street, 70" Street, and 71 Street. He
explained the 70™ Street option began at a lift station (located on an outlot of the Blackstone Vista plat)
and would travel south of existing 70" Street right-of-way through various properties and across Argenta
Trail to eventually cross under 70" Street and end at Blackstone Ridge. The total estimated cost for the
option was $3.6 to $3.7 million. The 71 Street alignment started at the same lift station location and
followed an existing road proposed through the Blackstone Vista development, through the Messerich,
Glennlin, and Flannery properties, and up to Blackstone Ridge. The total estimated cost for the option
was $3.1 to $3.5 million, including both construction and easement acquisition costs. The 69" Street
alignment started at the same lift station location and would go through the Joseph and Zachary properties
to follow the existing 69™ Street right-of-way to cross the Krenz property and end at Blackstone Ridge.
The total estimated cost for the option was $2.9 to $2.95 million. He noted the cost differential between
the options was reduced because the actual easement costs were further refined by an independent
appraiser. He explained the project would be funded with connection charges as trunk improvements. He
reiterated the 69" Street and 71 Street alignment alternatives were very close in cost. He noted if the
City was successful in negotiating the donation of the easement across the Messerich property the 69"
Street and 71 Street option would become even closer in cost. He stated the public hearing would be
scheduled for April 13" at which time the Council would actually consider ordering the project.

Mr. Kuntz stated there was discussion about the possibility of considering simultaneous construction of a
lateral line if the Council wanted to consider the 69" Street alignment for the extension of trunk utilities.
He explained the lateral line would be designed and constructed for eventual connection by the residents
in the area. He noted the trunk line would be so deep that connection would not be available without a
lateral line. He explained at this point in time the City did not have a feasibility report for a lateral line. If
the Council wanted to pursue a lateral line they would have to order a feasibility report to gain an
understanding of the costs that would be associated with that component of the project. The City would
also need to discuss how to fund the construction of the lateral line if the determination was made that
connection would not be mandatory. He noted the City would not be able to fund the lateral line using
connection fees for the Northwest Area that were collected for the trunk line because they were dedicated
funds. The City also would not be able to issue revenue bonds dependent upon lateral connection fees.
He explained there was an existing State Plumbing Code requirement that stated if sewer was accessible,
and if it was feasible to connect, buildings had to be connected to City sewer unless local ordinance
provided otherwise. The City had an ordinance that required connection to the sewer in the year following
the year in which connection was made available. If the City chose to install a lateral line at this time he
suggested that the City pass an ordinance that would not require connection to that particular line in order
to protect the Comprehensive Plan designation of the exception neighborhood. He explained the
ordinance would provide the ability for those in the exception neighborhood to connect to the lateral line
under certain circumstances including voluntary connection, failure of an existing septic system, or
construction of a new building.
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Mayor Tourville clarified if the 69™ Street alignment was selected residents in the exception neighborhood
would not be required to connect to City utilities at the time of construction even if a lateral line was
included.

Mr. Kuntz replied in the affirmative.

Councilmember Hark confirmed there would be three scenarios in which residents would be forced to
connect.

Mr. Kuntz replied in the affirmative.

Mayor Tourville questioned if there was a rough estimate of how much it would cost to hook up to the
system.

Mr. Kaldunski stated he would not be able to provide an exact cost without a feasibility report. He
explained he estimated construction of a lateral line to cost $120,000 to $180,000 depending on how
much pipe was needed. He stated the connection fee would also change based on when a property
owner decided to connect because the fees were generally adjusted annually.

Mr. Lynch reiterated if the lateral line was included the costs for the 69™ Street and 71% Street alignments
were nearly equal. He stated the City put together a report related to the status of the existing septic
systems in the exception neighborhood. He explained there were eight (8) properties in the area with
systems that ranged from 14 to 40 years old and when those systems failed the property owners would be
required to connect to City utilities if they were unable to replace their system. He noted it would be more
expensive at that time for residents to connect to City services.

Martha Zachary, 6921 Arkansas Ave., expressed disappointment that the 69" Street option was being
discussed even though the City Council had previously removed it from consideration. She stated she did
not want any of her property taken for an easement or right-of-way. She explained no one had
approached her to discuss the proposed 69" Street alignment and she requested that people contact her
directly if they had questions about her property. She reiterated she was opposed to the 69™ Street
alignment.

Jim Deanovic, developer, stated he was in favor of the 71% Street alignment. He opined if the residents in
the 69™ Street neighborhood did not want utilities extended through their neighborhood the City should not
force the issue.

Mike Simon, 1636 69™ Street, clarified if the 69" Street option was selected without a lateral line the pipe
would be buried too deep for residents to connect.

Mayor Tourville replied in the affirmative.
Mr. Simon questioned if anyone on 69" Street would be assessed for the trunk line.
Mayor Tourville replied in the negative.

Mr. Simon questioned why the neighborhood was not notified about the meeting at which the Council
chose to add the 69™ Street option to the feasibility report. He stated a majority of the neighborhood had
been under the assumption that it was not being considered.

Mayor Tourville stated the Council was given preliminary cost estimates that 70" Street and 71" Street
options may have been a couple hundred thousand dollars more than the 69" Street option. The Council
made the decision to add 69" Street to the feasibility report to obtain more refined cost estimates. He
noted there was also a misconception in the neighborhood that people would be assessed for the trunk
line. He stated adding it to the feasibility report provided the Council with more information to make a
better decision.

Mr. Simon stated he and his wife were opposed to the 69" Street option in large part because of what
would happen to the Zachary property. He opined the City had not provided the neighborhood with any
concrete information regarding what would happen under the 69" Street scenario or the cost to property
owners. He stated it was hard to make a decision without detailed information.
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Nikki Abbott, 6720 Argenta Trail, questioned if the Zachary property could be restored to its original stated
if utilities were extended through her property.

Mr. Kaldunski addressed the concerns regarding a lack of information communicated with the
neighborhood. He explained the first step in the process was to do a feasibility study and set a public
hearing. He stated neighborhood meetings were typically held approximately ten (10) days before the
public hearing to share more detailed information with the affected property owners. He noted there were
no plans at this point in time to include a street improvement project with the 69™ Street alternative. He
explained in the feasibility study the 69™ Street alternative involved installation of a sanitary sewer that
would be jacked approximately 35 feet deep below the existing surface of the Zachary property in an area
to the north of the house. He stated the line would be directionally drilled and she would see no
disturbance on the surface of her property from the deep sanitary sewer line. The second part of the
improvement project would include directionally boring a trunk water main seven (7) to ten (10) feet deep
that would be installed in such a manner that the surface of the property would not be disturbed.

Councilmember Hark questioned how wide the easement would be across the Zachary property.

Mr. Kaldunski stated the easement would match the southern right-of-way line of 69" Street and the City
would attempt to negotiate an easement over the northern portion of the Zachary property.

Mayor Tourville questioned if there was an existing easement on the property.

Mr. Kaldunski replied in the negative. He noted the appraiser did provide an estimate on the value of the
easement.

lan Peterson, Ryland Homes, opined this was an opportunity for the neighborhood. He stated when the
existing septic systems began to fail and there were city utilities surrounding the neighborhood it was
extremely likely that property owners would be forced to bring sewer and water to their property to
connect. He explained the deal being offered was favorable because the City would install the utilities and
the property owners would not be forced to connect.

Joe Vogel, 6963 Arkansas Ave., opined that the value of the Zachary property would go down as a result
of the easement. He stated the lot sizes in the neighborhood were part of the reason why the homes in
the area were so unigue. He explained he always expected sewer and water to eventually be extended
down 70" Street because it was a major roadway and it was a much straighter alignment. He opined the
cheapest option was not necessarily the best alternative. He questioned who would pay for the trunk line
going from the Vista development to the Ridge development.

Mr. Lynch stated the developer would pay for the utility extension on and across his properties and the
City would fund the extension of the remaining segments, including the construction of the lift station.

Mr. Vogel stated as a taxpayer he had as much right to have access to the trunk line as anyone else. He
opined that the 70™ Street alignment made the most sense.

Dick Roberts, 1655 68™ St., stated it was nice to hear that the City was considering a lateral line if the 69™
Street alignment was selected because it would provide some incentive or potential benefit to the
exception neighborhood. He opined if that had been a part of the original proposal the neighborhood may
have reacted more favorably.

Ed Joseph, 1735 70" St. W., stated he supported the 69" Street alignment because of the cost savings to
the neighborhood. He explained if the trunk line was installed now with a lateral line the costs would be
covered by the City rather than by the residents of the neighborhood. He opined that the neighborhood
did not understand how expensive it would be to connect to the system in the future when their septic
systems failed.

Mr. Kuntz clarified that if the 69" Street alternative was selected and a lateral line was installed the
property owners would not be forced to connect to the system at the time of construction. If and when
they did choose to connect, they would have to pay the applicable trunk and lateral connection fees.

Kyle Van, 6818 Argenta Trail, questioned if the feasibility study could include information outlining the
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connection fees so residents would have a cost estimate to make an informed decision.

Mr. Kaldunski stated the issue was brought to the Council to determine if they wanted to add information
regarding the lateral line to the feasibility study. He noted he could not provide detailed cost estimates
without a feasibility study.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned how large the easement would be across the Zachary property.

Mr. Kaldunski stated he did not know the exact dimensions of the easement at this time. He noted it
would be located to the north of the existing home.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if anything could be done on the property within the easement.

Mr. Kaldunski stated the property owner would not be able to construct anything within the easement. He
noted there was an existing septic system in the same location and the property owner was not currently
allowed to construct anything over the septic system.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the easement shown on the map appeared as though it would
span half of the property.

Mr. Kaldunski stated the property owner would still retain ownership of the property within the easement
and would still be able to enjoy the use of her yard. He noted property owners typically received
compensation for easements that were granted.

Ms. Zachary stated no one had been to her house to perform an appraisal or find out where her septic
system was located. She questioned the accuracy of the figures in the feasibility report.

Mayor Tourville stated the appraiser based their estimates on the value of the land.
Mr. Simon stated it was difficult to make a decision without a cost estimate.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if it would cost more to prepare a feasibility study for the
lateral line on 69" Street.

Mr. Thureen stated there would be costs for the consultant to prepare the report.

Councilmember Mueller stated if the neighborhood was not interested they should not spend more money
and staff time on the issue.

Mayor Tourville stated he originally saw further consideration of 69" Street as an opportunity to save
money. He explained because the construction costs were so similar it may be best to proceed with the
71% Street alternative.

Mr. Kuntz stated the resolution would have to be amended to identify the 71 alignment as the selected
alignment.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to adopt Resolution No. 15-33 receiving the
Feasibility Report dated February 23, 2015 and Calling for a Public Hearing to Order City Project
No. 2015-13, Northwest Area Trunk Utility Improvements, Argenta District (70" Street Lift Station to
Blackstone Ridge Development) and to amend the resolution to identify the 71°% Street alignment
as the preferred alternative.

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

8. MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS:

9. ADJOURN: Motion by Mueller, second by Hark, to adjourn. The meeting was adjourned by
a unanimous vote at 12:12 am on Tuesday, February 24, 2015




AGENDA ITEM 4B

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Meeting Date: March 9, 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 February 5, 2015 to
March 4, 2015.

SUMMARY

Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending
March 4, 2015. The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo.

General & Special Revenue $877,574.68
Debt Service & Capital Projects 113,170.05
Enterprise & Internal Service 518,617.85
Escrows 23,979.72
Grand Total for All Funds $1,533,342.30

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 February 5, 2015 to March 4, 2015 and the listing of disbursements requested for
approval.



DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA
RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE
PERIOD ENDING March 4, 2015

WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending March 4, 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 $877,574.68
Debt Service & Capital Projects 113,170.05
Enterprise & Internal Service 518,617.85
Escrows 23,979.72
Grand Total for All Funds $1,533,342.30

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 9th day of March, 2015.
Ayes:

Nays:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk



City of Inver Grove Heights

Expense Approval Report

By Fund

Payment Dates 2/5/2015 - 3/4/2015

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

SAFE-FAST, INC. 148351 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60045 167.80
MN BOOKSTORE 011877 02/18/2015 413002 101.45.3300.419.60018 627.00
SPRINT 842483314-154 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.41.1000.413.50020 974.62
SPRINT 842483314-154 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.41.1100.413.50020 350.10
SPRINT 842483314-154 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.41.2000.415.50020 174.95
SPRINT 842483314-154 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.42.4000.421.50020 259.43
SPRINT 842483314-154 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.42.4200.423.50020 174.95
SPRINT 842483314-154 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5000.441.50020 174.95
SPRINT 842483314-154 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50020 243.73
SPRINT 842483314-154 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.45.3000.419.50020 174.95
NEOGOV INV14016 02/18/2015 2/14/15-2/13/16 101.41.1100.413.30700 3,567.00
CARGILL, INC. 2902101232 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60016 9,811.86
UOFM 0230015203 02/25/2015 5027611 101.43.5200.443.40046 59.00
CENTURY LINK 1-22-15 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50020 66.89
CENTURY LINK 1-22-15 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50020 58.94
KEEPRS, INC 266959 02/25/2015 INVERGO0001 101.42.4000.421.60045 234.58
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.42.4000.421.50020 1,431.79
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.42.4200.423.50020 676.21
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.43.5000.441.50020 52.14
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.43.5100.442.50020 304.98
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.50020 267.69
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50020 208.32
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.45.3000.419.50020 50.83
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.45.3300.419.50020 156.42
OXYGEN SERVICE COMPANY, IN'07848724 02/18/2015 04394 101.42.4000.421.60065 86.00
BERGUM, ERIC 1/26/15 02/18/2015 REIMBURSE-TRAINING 101.42.4200.423.30700 550.00
BERGUM, ERIC 1/26/15 02/18/2015 REIMBURSE-TRAINING 101.42.4200.423.50065 271.20
LAWMAN BADGE COMPANY 2030 03/04/2015 1/26/15 101.42.4000.421.60045 4,862.70
GRAINGER 9649707479 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40040 297.66
SNI SOLUTIONS 134499 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60016 2,460.00
KEEPRS, INC 267262 02/25/2015 INVERGO0008 101.42.4000.421.60045 39.76
THUREEN, SCOTT D 1/28/15 02/18/2015 REIMBURSE-EDUCATION 101.43.5000.441.60018 30.00
KALDUNSKI, TOM 1/28/15 02/18/2015 REIMBURSE-SAFETY GLOVES  101.43.5100.442.60045 29.99
KEEPRS, INC 266959-01 02/25/2015 INVERO001 101.42.4000.421.60045 57.91
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 286214 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60045 19.90
SU-Z'S EMBROIDERY INC 30356 02/25/2015 1/28/15 101.43.5100.442.60045 67.49
EMERGENCY RESPONSE SOLUT 3467 02/23/2015 1/28/15 101.42.4200.423.60065 11,539.71
LILLIE SUBURBAN NEWSPAPERE 1/30/15 001363 02/18/2015 001363 101.41.2000.415.50025 115.50
LILLIE SUBURBAN NEWSPAPERS 1/30/15 001363 02/18/2015 001363 101.44.6000.451.50025 163.30
HINDMAN, PETE 1/30/15 02/18/2015 REIMBURSEMENT-SHOES 101.43.5100.442.60045 101.99
ASPEN MILLS 160613 02/25/2015 INVO01 101.42.4200.423.30700 28.00
L.T.G. POWER EQUIPMENT 186653 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60040 149.35
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP 63140 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40047 118.05
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP 63141 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40040 96.05
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP 63144 02/25/2015 CIT001 101.42.4000.421.60018 502.03
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP 63145 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40040 179.22
OXYGEN SERVICE COMPANY, IN'03292260 02/25/2015 04394 101.42.4000.421.60065 24.80
CULLIGAN 1/31/15 157-9845910C 02/25/2015 157-98459100-6 101.42.4200.423.60065 61.05
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£1/31/15 92000E 02/25/2015 2/2/15 101.42.4000.421.30410 13,716.94
BELLEISLE, MONICA 1/31/15 02/18/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE 101.42.4200.423.50065 44.65
BARNA, GUZY, & STEFFEN LTD 141446 02/25/2015 1/31/15 101.41.1100.413.30430 91.00
MINNEAPOLIS OXYGEN CO. 171118511 02/25/2015 113504 101.42.4200.423.40042 53.76
MINNEAPOLIS OXYGEN CO. 171118512 02/25/2015 113504 101.42.4200.423.40042 54.56
NATURE CALLS, INC. 21250 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40065 162.00
LANGUAGE LINE SERVICES 3540273 03/04/2015 9020909043 101.42.4000.421.50020 24.56
FIRST IMPRESSION GROUP, THE 60521 02/25/2015 4363 101.41.1100.413.50032 2,885.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Council N 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.41.1000.413.30401 120.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Engineer 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5100.442.30420 3,064.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Inspectio 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.45.3300.419.30420 156.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Mayor/C(02/18/2015 Invoice 101.41.1000.413.30420 2,266.18
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Parks  02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.30420 146.00
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LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Planning 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.45.3200.419.30420 436.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Public W 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5000.441.30420 904.00
USA MOBILITY WIRELESS INC ~ Y0317409-1 03/04/2015 0317409-1 101.42.4000.421.50020 9.78
STERLING CODIFIERS 16261 02/18/2015 IN0921 101.41.1100.413.30700 500.00
MAINSTREET DESIGNS, INC. 22576 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60065 2,653.80
DAKOTA CTY FIRE CHIEFS ASSN 2015 ANNUAL DUES 12/25/2015 2015 ANNUAL DUES 101.42.4200.423.50070 75.00
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS  1/31/15 P0001753 12/31/2014 P0001753 101.42.4000.421.60065 570.00
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS  1/31/15 P0001753 12/31/2014 P0001753 101.42.4000.421.70501 1,376.47
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS  1/31/15 P0001753 12/31/2014 P0001753 101.42.4200.423.30700 1,376.47
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS  1/31/15 P0001753 12/31/2014 P0001753 101.43.5200.443.30700 46.66
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 246837-9 2/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40020 340.23
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 250165-8 2/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40020 51.81
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 393563-2 2/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40020 267.68
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 426713-4 2/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5400.445.40020 46.98
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 443054-2 2/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40020 12.14
KENISON, TERRI DECEMBER 2014 12/31/2014 DECEMBER 2014 101.42.4200.423.30700 850.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.41.1100.413.30550 5.21
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.41.2000.415.30550 20.58
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.42.4000.421.30550 78.15
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5000.441.30550 5.21
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5100.442.30550 20.84
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.30550 5.21
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.30550 17.40
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.45.3000.419.30550 4.69
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.45.3300.419.30550 10.42
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.41.1100.413.30550 1.18
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.41.2000.415.30550 2.29
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.42.4000.421.30550 11.80
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5000.441.30550 1.18
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5100.442.30550 3.54
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.30550 1.18
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.30550 3.92
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.45.3000.419.30550 1.05
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 101.45.3300.419.30550 3.54
FIRSTSCRIBE 2465082 02/25/2015 109213 101.43.5100.442.40044 250.00
THOMSON REUTER - WEST 831177715 02/25/2015 1000197212 101.42.4000.421.30700 147.95
GFOA 0162001 02/25/2015 2/10/15 101.41.2000.415.50070 250.00
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900239468 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60045 31.62
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900239468 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60045 24.39
XCEL ENERGY 445118655 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40010 993.92
XCEL ENERGY 445118655 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40020 1,665.02
EYEMED 9756550 02/25/2015 2/10/15 101.203.2032700 205.49
PERA INV0037532 02/10/2015 PERA COORDINATED PLAN 101.203.2030600 72.04
PERA INV0037533 02/10/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA PERA 101.203.2030600 5.54
EFTPS INV0037534 02/10/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 67.65
MN DEPT OF REVENUE INV0037535 02/10/2015 STATE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 36.19
EFTPS INV0037536 02/10/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 39.84
EFTPS INV0037537 02/10/2015 SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDINC 101.203.2030400 68.72
COLLINS ELECTRICAL CONST. 1530241.01 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.43.5400.445.40042 587.80
CARGILL, INC. 2902149428 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60016 1,549.35
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP 63241 03/05/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40047 101.81
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-130565 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60016 17.96
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 237661 03/04/2015 114866 101.42.4000.421.60045 7.99
MN FIRE SERVICE CERT BOARD 3111 03/04/2015 2/12/15 101.42.4200.423.30700 125.00
KUSTOM SIGNALS, INC. 509760 03/04/2015 18993 101.42.4000.421.40042 350.83
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENIG2015-03 03/04/2015 MARCH 2015 101.42.4000.421.70502 44,208.00
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENIG2015-03 03/04/2015 MARCH 2015 101.42.4200.423.70502 4,912.00
MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRYJANUARY 2015 02/12/2015 JANUARY SURCHARGE 101.207.2070100 909.05
MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRYJANUARY 2015 02/12/2015 JANUARY SURCHARGE 101.41.0000.3414000 (25.00)
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 2/13/15 6035 3225 02! 03/04/2015 6035 3225 0255 4813 101.42.4200.423.60065 8.54
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 237753 03/04/2015 14866 101.42.4000.421.60045 51.49
NEWMAN SIGNS INC TI-0282857 03/04/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60016 630.66
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523205/5 03/04/2015 501126 101.42.4200.423.60065 31.97
SPRINT 842483314-153 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.41.1000.413.50020 51.78
SPRINT 842483314-153 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.41.1100.413.50020 69.98
SPRINT 842483314-153 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.41.2000.415.50020 34.99
SPRINT 842483314-153 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.42.4000.421.50020 34.99
SPRINT 842483314-153 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.42.4200.423.50020 34.99
SPRINT 842483314-153 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.43.5000.441.50020 34.99
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SPRINT 842483314-153 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50020 34.99
SPRINT 842483314-153 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.45.3000.419.50020 34.99
BATTLES, SHANNON 2/17/15 02/18/2015 REIMBURSE-MNGFOA 101.41.2000.415.50070 60.00
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES 213126 03/04/2015 2/17/15 101.41.1000.413.50080 120.00
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 900240435 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60045 31.62
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 900240435 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60045 24.39
SMITH KRISTI 2/18/15 02/25/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE/MISC 101.41.2000.415.50035 30.76
SMITH KRISTI 2/18/15 02/25/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE/MISC 101.41.2000.415.50065 66.13
SMITH KRISTI 2/18/15 02/25/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE/MISC 101.41.2000.415.50070 60.00
SMITH KRISTI 2/18/15 02/25/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE/MISC 101.41.2000.415.50075 15.00
SMITH KRISTI 2/18/15 02/25/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE/MISC 101.41.2000.415.60010 1.28
PETTY CASH - POLICE 2/18/15 02/18/2015 PETTY CASH 101.42.4000.421.50035 8.85
PETTY CASH - POLICE 2/18/15 02/18/2015 PETTY CASH 101.42.4000.421.50070 20.00
PETTY CASH - POLICE 2/18/15 02/18/2015 PETTY CASH 101.42.4000.421.50075 31.24
SMITH KRISTI 2/18/15 02/25/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE/MISC 101.44.6000.451.50075 15.00
JEFFERSON FIRE & SAFETY, INC 212351 02/18/2015 INV0O3 101.42.4200.423.50035 75.00
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523241/5 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60016 14.97
COORDINATED BUSINESS SYSTECNIN170663 03/04/2015 4555082 101.42.4200.423.30700 123.75
PRECISE MRM IN200-1004504 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.30700 70.12
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 238297 03/04/2015 114866 101.42.4000.421.60045 373.45
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 238299 03/04/2015 114866 101.42.4000.421.60045 50.33
3M TP26860 03/04/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60016 595.35
INSIGHT EDGE 1389 02/18/2015 2/2/15 101.42.4000.421.30700 2,500.00
LOWE'S Jan 2015 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60065 5.07
HILLYARD INC 601503899 03/04/2015 274086 101.42.4200.423.60011 259.58
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0037868 02/20/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FAIR SHAI101.203.2031000 33.04
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INVV0037869 02/20/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHA 101.203.2031000 756.69
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0037870 02/20/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHA 101.203.2031000 86.00
CA DEPT OF CHILD SUPPORT SE INV0037871 02/20/2015 MIGUEL GUADALAJARA FEIN/TAX101.203.2032100 279.69
MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF H' INV0037872 02/20/2015 JUSTIN PARRANTO FEIN/TAXPAY 101.203.2032100 300.41
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS #INV0037873 02/20/2015 HSA ELECTION-FAMILY 101.203.2032500 2,755.42
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS #INV0037874 02/20/2015 HSA ELECTION-SINGLE 101.203.2032500 2,925.35
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0037875 02/20/2015 ICMA-AGE <49 % 101.203.2031400 2,933.94
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0037876 02/20/2015 ICMA-AGE <49 101.203.2031400 4,607.30
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0037877 02/20/2015 ICMA-AGE 50+ % 101.203.2031400 1,075.51
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0037878 02/20/2015 ICMA-AGE 50+ 101.203.2031400 9,351.99
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0037879 02/20/2015 ICMA (EMPLOYER SHARE ADMIN) 101.203.2031400 73.67
PERA INV0037880 02/20/2015 PERA COORDINATED PLAN 101.203.2030600 31,396.40
PERA INV0037881 02/20/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA PERA 101.203.2030600 2,415.06
PERA INV0037882 02/20/2015 PERA DEFINED PLAN 101.203.2030600 69.23
PERA INV0037883 02/20/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (PERA DEFINE101.203.2030600 69.23
PERA INV0037884 02/20/2015 PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN 101.203.2030600 11,433.30
PERA INV0037885 02/20/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE & FIF 101.203.2030600 17,149.91
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0037886 02/20/2015 ROTH IRA (AGE 49 & UNDER) 101.203.2032400 799.24
EFTPS INV0037887 02/20/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 38,882.30
MN DEPT OF REVENUE INV0037888 02/20/2015 STATE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 15,991.86
EFTPS INV0037889 02/20/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 11,310.16
EFTPS INV0037890 02/20/2015 SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDINC 101.203.2030400 35,790.44
ING DIRECT INV0037915 02/20/2015 MSRS-HCSP 101.203.2032200 17,311.17
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 CR 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.207.2070300 (0.31)
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.207.2070300 23.82
BATTLES, SHANNON 2/23/15 03/04/2015 REIMBURSE-MNGFOA LUNCHEOI 101.41.2000.415.50075 50.00
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900241416 03/04/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60045 31.62
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900241416 03/04/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60045 24.39
TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC 025-116913 02/25/2015 41443 101.41.2000.415.40044 438.00
SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF 10/1/14-1/2/15 02/25/2015 UTILITY BILLING 10/1/14-1/2/15 101.207.2070900 33.00
WS&D PERMIT SERVICE 114372 02/25/2015 JOB CANCELLED BD2014-2826 101.45.0000.3221000 153.40
SENSIBLE LAND USE COALITION 2/25/15 02/25/2015 REGISTRATION 2/25/15 101.45.3200.419.50080 38.00
MN STATE FIRE DEPT ASSOC 2015 02/25/2015 2015 MSFDA MEMEBERSHIP DUE: 101.42.4200.423.50070 450.00
KEEPRS, INC 266959-80 02/25/2015 INVERGO0001 101.42.4000.421.60045 (31.30)
KENISON, TERRI JANUARY 2015 02/25/2015 JANUARY 2015 101.42.4200.423.30700 850.00
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900238512 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60045 31.62
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900238512 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.60045 28.62
XCEL ENERGY 444220444 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.40020 233.51
XCEL ENERGY 444220444 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5400.445.40020 10,466.39
XCEL ENERGY 444238111 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5400.445.40020 1,028.19
XCEL ENERGY 444238148 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.42.4200.423.40010 2,858.66
XCEL ENERGY 444238148 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.42.4200.423.40020 1,345.82
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523093/5 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5200.443.60016 8.98
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TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP 63178 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.40040 192.10
U OF M - CCE REGISTRATION 10361 02/25/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50080 185.00
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 109394-7 2/15 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.43.5400.445.40020 1,201.07
ADVANCED GRAPHIX, INC. 191598 02/18/2015 2/5/15 101.42.4000.421.50030 385.00
COMCAST 2/5/15 8772 10 591 03 02/25/2015 8772 10 591 0359526 101.42.4200.423.30700 12.62
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-129594 02/18/2015 1578028 101.44.6000.451.60040 1.99
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, 293207 02/25/2015 4340 101.43.5100.442.30300 1,706.59
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523128/5 02/18/2015 501126 101.44.6000.451.60040 19.99
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0O037506 02/06/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FAIR SHAI101.203.2031000 33.04
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0037507 02/06/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHA 101.203.2031000 756.69
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0037508 02/06/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHA 101.203.2031000 86.00
CA DEPT OF CHILD SUPPORT SE INV0037509 02/06/2015 MIGUEL GUADALAJARA FEIN/TAX 101.203.2032100 279.69
MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF H INV0037510 02/06/2015 JUSTIN PARRANTO FEIN/TAXPAY 101.203.2032100 300.41
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS /INV0037511 02/06/2015 HSA ELECTION-FAMILY 101.203.2032500 2,755.42
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS #INV0037512 02/06/2015 HSA ELECTION-SINGLE 101.203.2032500 2,875.35
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0037513 02/06/2015 ICMA-AGE <49 % 101.203.2031400 3,448.47
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0037514 02/06/2015 ICMA-AGE <49 101.203.2031400 4,507.30
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0037515 02/06/2015 ICMA-AGE 50+ % 101.203.2031400 1,262.72
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INVO0037516 02/06/2015 ICMA-AGE 50+ 101.203.2031400 4,951.99
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0037517 02/06/2015 ICMA (EMPLOYER SHARE ADMIN) 101.203.2031400 73.67
IUCE INV0037518 02/06/2015 UNION DUES IUOE 101.203.2031000 1,078.26
LELS INV0037519 02/06/2015 UNION DUES (LELS) 101.203.2031000 1,482.00
PERA INV0037520 02/06/2015 PERA COORDINATED PLAN 101.203.2030600 30,799.30
PERA INV0037521 02/06/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA PERA 101.203.2030600 2,369.15
PERA INV0037522 02/06/2015 PERA DEFINED PLAN 101.203.2030600 69.23
PERA INV0037523 02/06/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (PERA DEFINE 101.203.2030600 69.23
PERA INV0037524 02/06/2015 PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN 101.203.2030600 13,013.73
PERA INV0037525 02/06/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE & FIF 101.203.2030600 19,520.57
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0037526 02/06/2015 ROTH IRA (AGE 49 & UNDER) 101.203.2032400 799.24
LELS SERGEANTS INV0037527 02/06/2015 UNION DUES (LELS SGT) 101.203.2031000 235.00
EFTPS INV0037528 02/06/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 39,167.38
MN DEPT OF REVENUE INV0037529 02/06/2015 STATE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 15,784.44
EFTPS INV0037530 02/06/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 10,604.62
EFTPS INV0037531 02/06/2015 SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDINC 101.203.2030400 30,962.20
CENTURY LINK 2/7/2015 03/05/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50020 58.94
T MOBILE 2/8/15 02/25/2015 494910368 101.43.5100.442.50020 49.99
FOX, KIM 2/9/15 02/25/2015 REIMBURSE-EDA 101.41.1000.413.50075 83.49
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 237199 02/25/2015 114866 101.42.4000.421.60045 150.10
XCEL ENERGY 444933920 02/18/2015 Invoice 101.42.4000.421.40042 42.77
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, 293327 02/25/2015 4340 101.43.5100.442.30300 3,957.19
STATE FIRE MARSHAL DIVISION 2015 CONFERENCE 03/04/2015 APRIL 15-16 101.42.4200.423.30700 260.00
NFPA 2015 RENEWAL 03/04/2015 2015 RENEWAL 6338177X 101.42.4200.423.50070 1,255.50
FIER, BRIAN 3/2/15 03/04/2015 REIMBURSE - RENEW CERTIFICA 101.42.4200.423.30700 354.00
SENSIBLE LAND USE COALITION 3/4/15 03/04/2015 MEMBERSHIP 101.45.3000.419.50070 250.00
MINNESOTA CHIEFS OF POLICE . 4/20-4/22 2015 03/04/2015 REGISTRATION 101.42.4000.421.50080 1,135.00
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0038157 03/06/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FAIR SHAI101.203.2031000 33.04
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0038158 03/06/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHA 101.203.2031000 756.69
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0038159 03/06/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHA 101.203.2031000 86.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS #INV0038162 03/06/2015 HSA ELECTION-FAMILY 101.203.2032500 2,755.42
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS /INV0038163 03/06/2015 HSA ELECTION-SINGLE 101.203.2032500 2,925.35
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0038164 03/06/2015 ICMA-AGE <49 % 101.203.2031400 3,363.23
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0038165 03/06/2015 ICMA-AGE <49 101.203.2031400 4,607.30
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0038166 03/06/2015 ICMA-AGE 50+ % 101.203.2031400 1,230.89
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0038167 03/06/2015 ICMA-AGE 50+ 101.203.2031400 4,779.36
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0038168 03/06/2015 ICMA (EMPLOYER SHARE ADMIN) 101.203.2031400 73.67
IUOE INV0038169 03/06/2015 UNION DUES IUOE 101.203.2031000 1,078.26
LELS INV0038170 03/06/2015 UNION DUES (LELS) 101.203.2031000 1,300.00
PERA INV0038171 03/06/2015 PERA COORDINATED PLAN 101.203.2030600 30,429.90
PERA INV0038172 03/06/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA PERA 101.203.2030600 2,340.74
PERA INV0038173 03/06/2015 PERA DEFINED PLAN 101.203.2030600 69.23
PERA INV0038174 03/06/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (PERA DEFINE101.203.2030600 69.23
PERA INV0038175 03/06/2015 PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN 101.203.2030600 13,246.16
PERA INV0038176 03/06/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE & FIF 101.203.2030600 19,869.20
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0038177 03/06/2015 ROTH IRA (AGE 49 & UNDER) 101.203.2032400 799.24
LELS SERGEANTS INV0038178 03/06/2015 UNION DUES (LELS SGT) 101.203.2031000 235.00
EFTPS INV0038179 03/06/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 38,987.14
MN DEPT OF REVENUE INVV0038180 03/06/2015 STATE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 15,725.29
EFTPS INV0038181 03/06/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 10,563.18
EFTPS INV0038182 03/06/2015 SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDINC 101.203.2030400 30,507.34
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ING DIRECT INV0038314 03/06/2015 MSRS-HCSP 101.203.2032200 4,424.68
EFTPS INV0038315 03/06/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 21.44
Fund: 101 - GENERAL FUND 751,552.40
GREENSPRING MEDIA GROUP  2014CI-120 03/04/2015 1/15/15 201.44.1600.465.50025 3,000.00
RIVER HEIGHTS CHAMBER OF C(5212 03/04/2015 OCTOBER SERVICES 201.44.1600.465.30700 1,750.00
RIVER HEIGHTS CHAMBER OF Ct5212 03/04/2015 OCTOBER SERVICES 201.44.1600.465.40065 200.00
BENGTSON, NICOLE 11/12/14 11/12/2014 REIMBURSE-CVB JUNE-NOV 201.44.1600.465.50035 3.98
BENGTSON, NICOLE 11/12/14 11/12/2014 REIMBURSE-CVB JUNE-NOV 201.44.1600.465.50065 87.70
BENGTSON, NICOLE 11/12/14 11/12/2014 REIMBURSE-CVB JUNE-NOV 201.44.1600.465.50075 22.99
Fund: 201 - C.V.B. FUND 5,064.67
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF0064 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60045 35.00
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF0064 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60045 85.13
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF0064 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60045 15.00
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF0064 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60045 10.00
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF0064 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60045 25.00
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF0064 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60045 15.00
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF0064 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60045 40.00
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF00866 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60045 857.25
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.50020 76.09
MRPA 8424 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.50080 35.00
FACILITY PROGRAMS LLC 1222 12/31/2014 SOTA UT13 204.44.6100.452.50070 1,350.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.30550 2.24
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.30550 0.48
TWIN CITIES INFLATABLES, INC. 4822 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.40065 248.00
TARGET BANK Feb 2015 Stmt 03/05/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60009 59.14
TARGET BANK Feb 2015 Stmt 03/05/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60009 28.21
IGH/SSP COMMUNITY EDUCATIO 2-2-15 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.227.2271000 501.00
IGH SENIOR CLUB 2-2-15 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.227.2271000 336.00
MAYER ARTS INC 2756 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.30700 846.00
MAYER ARTS INC 2756A 03/05/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.30700 47.00
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 02/18/2015 Invoice 204.207.2070300 10.84
FUN EXPRESS INC 670388954-01 03/05/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.60009 90.73
GRAHAM, JEN 2/6/15 02/25/2015 REIMBURSE-SAMS CLUB 204.44.6100.452.60009 251.45
EBERT, LESLIE 5/21/12 06/06/2012 OVERPAYMENT ON ENROLLMEN"204.44.6100.452.70450 5.00
PFLUGER, ALASON 9/14/11-2 12/31/2011 REFUND DUE TO LOW ENROLLMI 204.44.0000.3470000 162.00
Fund: 204 - RECREATION FUND 5,131.56
PETTY CASH - TERI O'CONNOR 1/12/15 B 02/18/2015 PETTY CASH REQUEST BOYS SE 205.100.1010400 2,000.00
ODLAND, LISA 1-15-15 ck rgst 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.207.2070300 7.57
ODLAND, LISA 1-15-15 ck rgst 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.0000.3492900 107.18
ECSI SYSTEM INTEGRATORS 21158 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50055 893.22
ECSI SYSTEM INTEGRATORS 21158 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50055 893.22
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 74564 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60012 33.85
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50020 90.81
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50020 23.99
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50020 23.97
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50020 90.81
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50020 47.90
MRPA 8440 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60065 150.00
ROACH, RICK 1/27/15 02/25/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE 205.44.6200.453.50065 31.35
ROACH, RICK 1/27/15 02/25/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE 205.44.6200.453.50065 20.99
ROBERT BROOKE & ASSOCIATE! 26690 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 36.37
PUSH PEDAL PULL 132615 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 846.36
DAKOTA GLASS & GLAZING INC 2015011 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 867.00
R & R SPECIALTIES OF WI, INC. 0056699-in 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40042 93.00
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 75169 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60012 38.58
HORWITZ NS/I HJ015351 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 5,370.00
NAC MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAI111141 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 960.78
HILLYARD INC 601477380 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 252.09
HILLYARD INC 601477380 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 252.08
HILLYARD INC 601477381 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 188.56
HILLYARD INC 601477381 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 188.55
ICE SKATING INSTITUTE 121569 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50070 25.00
CULLIGAN 1-31-15 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60016 176.51
CULLIGAN 1-31-15 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60016 706.04
SWEENEY, LOGAN 12/12/15 12/25/2015 BOYS SECTION SEMI-FINALS 205.44.6200.453.30700 90.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 22.04
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GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 5.21
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 4.98
XCEL ENERGY 445118655 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40010 14,484.76
XCEL ENERGY 445118655 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40010 4,921.43
XCEL ENERGY 445118655 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40020 14,518.66
XCEL ENERGY 445118655 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40020 12,078.62
UNITED LABORATORIES INV110076 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60016 183.70
UNITED LABORATORIES INV110076 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60016 183.70
R & R SPECIALTIES OF WI, INC. 0056804-in 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40042 73.50
ODLAND, LISA 2-11-15 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.207.2070300 7.64
ODLAND, LISA 2-11-15 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.44.0000.3492900 107.11
PREMIER ELECTRICAL CORPOR/ 61897 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 511.25
DORNFIELD, MARK 2/12/15 02/25/2015 SECTION GAME 205.44.6200.453.30700 90.00
SWEENEY, BRIAN 2/12/15 02/25/2015 BOYS SECTION SEMI-FINALS 205.44.6200.453.30700 90.00
MSHSL REGION 3AA 2-12-15 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.44.0000.3492200 5,090.00
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 76259 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60016 7.92
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 76259 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 19.29
COMCAST Feb 2015 Stmt 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50070 184.29
PETTY CASH - ATM 2/13/15 02/18/2015 ATM REQUEST 205.100.1011500 3,000.00
OFFICE DEPOT Feb 2015 Stmt 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60065 45.99
COMMON SENSE BUILDING SER\' 35380 03/04/2015 FEBRUARY 2015 205.44.6200.453.40040 6,767.85
HAWKINS, INC. 3696413 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60024 1,256.16
HAWKINS, INC. 3696414 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60024 1,180.11
HILLYARD INC 601497220 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 250.25
HILLYARD INC 601497220 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 250.25
HILLYARD INC 601497221 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 309.88
HILLYARD INC 601497221 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 309.89
HILLYARD INC 601497251 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 13.25
HILLYARD INC 601497251 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 13.25
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523228/5 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 4.97
MN SAFETY SERVICES LLC 21815 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30700 1,840.00
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523235/5 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 11.96
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523235/5 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 50.40
NAC MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAI111789 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 1,112.50
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 286659 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60045 122.97
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 286659 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60045 122.97
RICE SOUND & SERVICE INC 04-2613 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40042 1,182.00
TRINH, NICOLE 2/2/15 02/25/2015 REFUND-LOW ENROLLMENT 205.44.0000.3493501 177.00
VANCO SERVICES LLC 2-2-15 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.70600 123.85
HAWKINS, INC. 3691267 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60024 240.53
SPRUNG SERVICES 65844 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 630.50
OLD WORLD PIZZA Jan-Feb 2015 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60065 79.00
OLD WORLD PIZZA Jan-Feb 2015 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.76050 26.00
ONKEN, CORY 2/20/15 03/04/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE 205.44.6200.453.50055 16.91
ONKEN, CORY 2/20/15 03/04/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE 205.44.6200.453.50065 65.89
HILLYARD INC 601503890 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 22.75
HILLYARD INC 601503890 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 22.76
HILLYARD INC 601503891 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 171.09
HILLYARD INC 601503891 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 171.09
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.207.2070300 8,533.88
STATE OF MN - DEPT OF PUBLIC 1907100512014 M-73:03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50070 50.00
STATE OF MN - DEPT OF PUBLIC 1907100512014 M-73:03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.50070 50.00
HILLYARD INC 601505343 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 30.83
HILLYARD INC 601505343 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 30.84
HILLYARD INC 601505344 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 27.33
HILLYARD INC 601505344 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 27.32
SAM'S CLUB Feb 2015 Stmt 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 9.62
SAM'S CLUB Feb 2015 Stmt 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 9.62
SAM'S CLUB Feb 2015 Stmt 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60065 14.96
SAM'S CLUB Feb 2015 Stmt 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60065 11.98
SAM'S CLUB Feb 2015 Stmt 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60065 7.67
R & R SPECIALTIES OF WI, INC. 0056921-IN 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40042 54.00
SOUTH ST PAUL BLUE LINE CLUE12/18/14 02/25/2015 12/18/14 205.44.6200.453.50025 125.00
HILLYARD INC 601508983 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 6.86
HILLYARD INC 601508983 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 6.86
APEX ARENA SOLUTIONS, INC. 1st & final 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30700 7,500.00
APEX ARENA SOLUTIONS, INC. 1st & final 03/05/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30700 7,500.00
HILLYARD INC 601480509 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 243.43
HILLYARD INC 601480509 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60011 243.43



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

COCA COLA BOTTLING COMPAN 118400314 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.76100 301.92
BECKER ARENA PRODUCTS, INC 101990 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 86.25
HUEBSCH SERVICES 3408527 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 133.06
HUEBSCH SERVICES 3408527 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 168.22
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523114/5 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 60.45
HILLYARD INC 601483785 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 58.09
HILLYARD INC 601483785 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 58.09
PREMIER ELECTRICAL CORPOR/ 6188 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 653.00
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES Jan 2015 Stmt 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 24.97
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES Jan 2015 Stmt 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60040 24.97
GLEWWE DOORS 173850 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 1,810.00
GLEWWE DOORS 173875 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 225.00
SIGN RESULTS LLC 2-6-15 02/18/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40050 150.00
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523137/5 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60016 18.98
APEC 120013 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.60016 338.77
GRAINGER 9661143496 02/25/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.40040 208.13
Fund: 205 - COMMUNITY CENTER 115,485.43
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 EDA 02/18/2015 Invoice 290.45.3000.419.30420 60.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 EDA-Rivi02/18/2015 Invoice 290.45.3000.419.30420 280.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 290.45.3000.419.30550 0.52
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 290.45.3000.419.30550 0.10
Fund: 290 - EDA 340.62
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Impr Proj02/18/2015 Invoice 402.44.6000.451.30420 283.50
FRIENDS OF THE MISSISSIPPI RI' 2-4-15 02/18/2015 Invoice 402.44.6000.451.30700 12,291.87
Fund: 402 - PARK ACQ. & DEV. FUND 12,575.37
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P./£81000E 1/15 Doffing A02/18/2015 Invoice 425.72.5900.725.30420 56.00
Fund: 425 - 2005 IMPROVEMENT FUND 56.00
EDWARDS,MICHAEL 1/27/15 02/18/2015 REIMBURSE-MEETING 428.72.5900.728.60065 10.13
KALDUNSKI, TOM 1/27/15 02/18/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE/PARKING 428.72.5900.728.60065 82.26
AMERICAN ENGINEERING TESTII 66138 02/25/2015 INV001 428.72.5900.728.30300 856.00
Fund: 428 - 2008 IMPROVEMENT FUND 948.39
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 75157 02/18/2015 Invoice 433.73.5900.733.60065 500.56
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 75179 02/18/2015 Invoice 433.73.5900.733.60065 (108.92)
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 75181 02/18/2015 Invoice 433.73.5900.733.60065 261.09
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 76792 03/05/2015 Invoice 433.73.5900.733.60065 52.83
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES Jan 2015 Stmt 02/25/2015 Invoice 433.73.5900.733.60065 116.83
Fund: 433 - 2013 IMPROVEMENT FUND 822.39
GOLIATH HYDRO-VAC INC 19790 02/25/2015 2014-11 434.73.5900.734.30340 2,463.00
ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN GROU 2015036 03/04/2015 14-056 434.42.4200.423.30700 500.00
Fund: 434 - 2014 IMPROVEMENT FUND 2,963.00
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, 292608 02/18/2015 4340 440.74.5900.740.30300 28,232.97
LILLIE SUBURBAN NEWSPAPERS 1/30/15 001363 02/18/2015 001363 440.74.5900.740.50025 205.90
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 #1509E < 02/18/2015 Invoice 440.74.5900.740.30420 979.00
KIMLEY-HORN & ASSOCIATES, IN6391324 02/18/2015 160509021.3 440.74.5900.740.30300 4,470.55
Fund: 440 - PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROJ 33,888.42
SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF 10/1/14-1/2/15 02/25/2015 UTILITY BILLING 10/1/14-1/2/15 441.207.2070800 58.32
Fund: 441 - STORM WATER MANAGEMENT 58.32
BRAUN INTERTEC CORPORATIO B019955 02/25/2015 109213 446.74.5900.746.30700 4,534.50
BOLTON & MENK, INC. 1/14/15 02/18/2015 T18.108658 446.74.5900.746.30300 19,438.00
BOLTON & MENK, INC. 1/14/15 02/18/2015 T18.108658 446.74.5900.746.30300 22,131.15
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 #1510-In 02/18/2015 Invoice 446.74.5900.746.30420 8,118.26
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P./£81000E 1/15 #1511-Irr 02/18/2015 Invoice 446.74.5900.746.30420 549.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 #1513-In 02/18/2015 Invoice 446.74.5900.746.30420 1,040.50
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 #512-Imf 02/18/2015 Invoice 446.74.5900.746.30420 175.50
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 2014-13 02/18/2015 Invoice 446.74.5900.746.30420 554.00
EVERGREEN LAND SERVICES  00-11200 02/25/2015 2/10/15 446.74.5900.746.30700 1,261.60
BRAUN INTERTEC CORPORATIO B022303 02/25/2015 109213 446.74.5900.746.30700 1,465.50
Fund: 446 - NW AREA 59,268.01
SAVATREE 3559142 12/31/2014 1022556 450.75.5900.750.40047 404.00
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Fund: 450 - COMMUNITY PROJECTS FUND 404.00
CITY OF WEST ST. PAUL 2015-0006 12/31/2014 VOLUNTEER EXPENSE 451.75.5900.751.30700 1,000.15
JOEL CARLSON MARCH 2015 03/04/2015 MARCH 2015 451.75.5900.751.30700 1,000.00
Fund: 451 - HOST COMMUNITY FUND 2,000.15
LIBERTY TIRE RECYCLING, LLC 629379 02/25/2015 Invoice 454.43.5500.446.40025 186.00
Fund: 454 - LANDFILL ABATEMENT 186.00
SPRINT 842483314-154 02/18/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.50020 349.90
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.50020 244.44
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 7413-7 02/18/2015 6682-5453-5 501.50.7100.512.60016 5.26
HACH COMPANY 9222520 02/18/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60019 1,965.93
CITY OF BLOOMINGTON 1/1/15-1/31/15 02/18/2015 P/A COLIFORM 501.50.7100.512.30700 430.50
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.30550 15.12
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.30550 341
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-130269 02/18/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60040 19.18
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 21315 03/04/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60016 139.80
UPS 000027914A0075 03/04/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60016 8.07
SPRINT 842483314-153 02/25/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.50020 69.98
MN DEPT OF HEALTH 2/17/15 OPERATOR (02/18/2015 SCOTT GUBASH 501.50.7100.512.50080 32.00
MN AWWA 2/17/15 WATER OPEI 02/18/2015 WATER OPERATORS 501.50.7100.512.50080 525.00
OXYGEN SERVICE COMPANY, IN107856111 03/04/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60016 187.48
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-129086 02/18/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60016 90.84
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 02/18/2015 Invoice 501.207.2070200 1,249.57
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 02/18/2015 Invoice 501.207.2070300 34.06
SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF 10/1/14-1/2/15 02/25/2015 UTILITY BILLING 10/1/14-1/2/15 501.50.7100.512.40005 251.58
XCEL ENERGY 444232801 02/18/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40010 2,411.07
XCEL ENERGY 444232801 02/18/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40020 14,716.89
HACH COMPANY 9225330 02/18/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60011 664.26
HAWKINS, INC. 3692418 02/18/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60019 5,630.26
HACH COMPANY 9227606 02/18/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.60019 572.68
WATER CONSERVATION SERVIC5721 02/25/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.40046 270.13
MN POLLUTION CONTROL AGEN'9900035409 03/04/2015 06278 501.50.7100.512.50070 300.00
Fund: 501 - WATER UTILITY FUND 30,187.41
SAFE-FAST, INC. INV148350 02/18/2015 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.40042 880.00
SAFE-FAST, INC. INV148352 02/18/2015 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.40042 79.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.30550 10.85
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.30550 2.44
VIKING INDUSTRIAL CENTER 3040942 03/04/2015 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.60016 649.00
SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF 10/1/14-1/2/15 02/25/2015 UTILITY BILLING 10/1/14-1/2/15 502.51.7200.514.40015 406.84
XCEL ENERGY 444232801 02/18/2015 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.40010 293.50
XCEL ENERGY 444232801 02/18/2015 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.40020 1,098.20
METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENVIR 0001040468 02/25/2015 5084 502.51.7200.514.40015 141,807.25
Fund: 502 - SEWER UTILITY FUND 145,227.08
VGM CLUB 641114 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40042 160.00
NAPA OF INVER GROVE HEIGHT{408741 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.60012 45.77
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 503.52.8500.526.50020 386.67
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 75077 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40040 289.32
XCEL ENERGY 443728089 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8500.526.40010 276.91
XCEL ENERGY 443728089 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8500.526.40020 687.73
XCEL ENERGY 443728089 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40010 646.70
XCEL ENERGY 443728089 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40020 588.11
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 75231 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40040 (0.64)
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 75233 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40040 10.02
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 201360-5 2/15 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40020 230.25
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8000.521.30550 10.42
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.30550 5.21
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8000.521.30550 2.36
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.60012 0.71
TDS METROCOM 2/13/15 651 457 3667 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8500.526.50020 256.82
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES 629-8162157 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.60045 69.44
MPGA 2015 MPGA DUES  02/18/2015 2015 MEMBERSHIP DUES 503.52.8500.526.50070 75.00
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.207.2070300 146.30
MPGA 2015 MEMBER CLUB 02/25/2015 2015 MEMBER CLUB DUES 503.52.8500.526.50070 75.00
PRESTIGE FLAG 392908 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8500.526.40040 634.12
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES 16105443 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.60045 109.21
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MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 997025-00 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40042 851.68
UNITED STATES FOOTGOLF ASS 1012 02/25/2015 2/9/15 503.52.8600.527.60020 2,630.00
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 76012 02/18/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.40040 6.42
Fund: 503 - INVER WOOD GOLF COURSE 8,193.53
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 66841 03/04/2015 2/13/15 511.50.7100.512.30150 260.62
Fund: 511 - NWA - WATER 260.62
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 66841 03/04/2015 2/13/15 512.51.7200.514.30150 260.63
Fund: 512 - NWA - SEWER 260.63
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUS 29089 02/18/2015 0200037030 602.00.2100.415.50009 73,688.50
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUS 48757 02/18/2015 CM 37066 602.00.2100.415.50010 37,536.25
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUS 48757 02/18/2015 CM 37066 602.00.2100.415.50010 4,317.50
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUS 48757 02/18/2015 CM 37066 602.00.2100.415.50011 35,331.50
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUS 48757 02/18/2015 CM 37066 602.00.2100.415.50012 9,483.50
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUS 48757 02/18/2015 CM 37066 602.00.2100.415.50015 460.25
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUS 48757 02/18/2015 CM 37066 602.00.2100.415.50016 3,020.75
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 602.00.2100.415.30550 0.26
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 602.00.2100.415.30550 0.04
Fund: 602 - RISK MANAGEMENT 163,838.55
METROMATS 13107 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40065 38.50
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 CR 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.50020 (47.09)
SNAP-ON INDUSTRIAL ARV/24749162 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60040 1,205.60
LITTLE FALLS MACHINE INC 00055583 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 128.58
HEALTHEAST VEHICLE SERVICE: 21697 03/04/2015 1/27/15 603.00.5300.444.80700 9,253.80
SNAP-ON INDUSTRIAL ARV/24758100 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60040 694.08
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-128558 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 4.66
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-128558 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 12.94
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-128575 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 22.80
KIMBALL MIDWEST 4018317 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60012 357.07
SECURITY ACCESS SYSTEMS IN(3098 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 700.00
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP 63138 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 304.65
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP 63142 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 336.18
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP 63143 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 301.02
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP 63146 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 414.02
FLEETPRIDE 66396591 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 2,919.39
WESTERN PETROLEUM COMPAI 97281906 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 746.79
METROMATS 12939 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40065 38.50
FRAMING PLACE & GALLERY, TH 21465 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 130.57
O'DAY EQUIPMENT, LLC INV032399 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 168.82
TITAN MACHINERY 410277-CL 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 327.88
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.30550 5.21
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.30550 1.18
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900239468 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60045 111.08
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900239468 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60045 27.42
RED POWER DIESEL SERVICE, I 11829 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 1,236.53
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-130268 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 122.24
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-130323 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 9.48
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 246250 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450060 11,718.59
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 246256 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450060 1,776.66
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 246259 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450060 4,145.41
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-130416 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 17.98
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-130547 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 199.96
BOYER TRUCKS - PARTS DISTRII 933583 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 605.89
BOYER TRUCKS - PARTS DISTRII 933659 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 299.45
LARSON COMPANIES B-250430047 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 78.34
LARSON COMPANIES B-250430268 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 70.71
COMMON SENSE BUILDING SER\35380 03/04/2015 FEBRUARY 2015 603.00.5300.444.40040 273.76
DIAMOND MOWERS INC 0095280-IN 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.80400 31,524.00
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-131186 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60040 13.99
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-131188 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 6.19
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-131221 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 92.14
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 900240435 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40065 111.08
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 900240435 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60045 27.42
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-131335 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 77.16
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-131340 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 9.38
PETTY CASH - POLICE 2/18/15 02/18/2015 PETTY CASH 603.00.5300.444.40041 24.00
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FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMP;1-4634152 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 51.17
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMP; 1-Z03721 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 103.92
MN LOCKS 101069643 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60065 20.04
MIDWAY FORD 102138 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.80700 26,084.48
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-129058 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 34.57
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-129123 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 10.54
FLEETPRIDE 66435918 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 171.98
DAKOTA CTY TREASURER-AUDI18867 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40025 107.10
KIMBALL MIDWEST 4058565 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60012 123.26
HARMON AIR, INC 4619 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 707.50
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-132029 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60040 13.98
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-132083 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60012 35.94
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-132088 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60040 9.98
STATE OF MN - DEPT OF PUBLIC 1907100502014 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.50070 25.00
NATIONAL MECHANICAL SOLUTI(2084 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 7,875.00
SECURITY ACCESS SYSTEMS IN122315 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 325.00
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900241416 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40065 111.08
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900241416 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60045 34.27
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-132227 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 77.80
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-132237 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60012 3.99
LITTLE FALLS MACHINE INC 00055745 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 218.64
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900238512 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40065 112.95
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900238512 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60045 27.42
XCEL ENERGY 444220444 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40010 2,892.95
XCEL ENERGY 444220444 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40020 1,984.53
BOYER TRUCKS - PARTS DISTRII 930795 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 301.45
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-129335 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 86.81
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-129532 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60012 92.98
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-129534 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60040 16.99
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-129537 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 24.27
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMP;1-203586 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 103.92
NUSS TRUCK AND EQUIPMENT 4430597P 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 158.27
FLEETPRIDE 66520334 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 82.64
WESTERN PETROLEUM COMPANN97284340-41801 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.140.1450050 101.75
LARSON COMPANIES B-250360189 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 18.93
NELSON AUTO CENTER F35600 03/04/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.80700 23,550.48
ABM EQUIPMENT & SUPPLY 0142506-IN 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 252.32
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-129614 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 177.50
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523130/5 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40040 11.48
FLEETPRIDE 66554067 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 (1,920.00)
EMERGENCY AUTOMOTIVE TECIRP020615-1 02/25/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 168.65
METRO JANITORIAL SUPPLY INC 11013304 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60011 153.96
METRO JANITORIAL SUPPLY INC 11013305 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60011 91.06
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-130067 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 3.52
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-130141 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.60012 21.99
FLEETPRIDE 66581445 02/18/2015 Invoice 603.00.5300.444.40041 36.55
Fund: 603 - CENTRAL EQUIPMENT 135,342.62
US BANCORP EQUIPMENT FINAN 271463143 02/18/2015 923425 604.00.2200.416.40050 4,688.49
COORDINATED BUSINESS SYSTEARIN093057 12/31/2014 1/29/15 604.00.2200.416.60010 68.28
OFFICE DEPOT Feb 2015 Stmt 03/05/2015 Invoice 604.00.2200.416.60005 309.25
OFFICE DEPOT Feb 2015 Stmt 03/05/2015 Invoice 604.00.2200.416.60010 13.55
Fund: 604 - CENTRAL STORES 5,079.57
LONE OAK COMPANIES 65925 02/18/2015 UTILITY BILLING 605.00.7500.460.50035 508.33
HILLYARD INC 601478507 02/18/2015 274069 605.00.7500.460.60016 305.32
USA MOBILITY WIRELESS INC ~ Y0317493B 02/25/2015 0317493-5 605.00.7500.460.40065 4.25
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40020 20.01
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40040 15.91
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40044 1.16
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40047 0.50
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40065 0.30
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.60011 0.16
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.60016 1.28
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.60065 0.66
SEACOLE 138686 03/05/2015 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.60016 1,720.86
LONE OAK COMPANIES 2/11/15 02/25/2015 UTILITY POSTAGE 605.00.7500.460.50035 1,491.32
COMMON SENSE BUILDING SER\35380 03/04/2015 FEBRUARY 2015 605.00.7500.460.40040 3,478.41
OERTEL ARCHITECTS 2 02/25/2015 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SE 605.00.7500.460.30700 6,820.00



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

XCEL ENERGY 444220444 02/18/2015 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40020 8,720.27
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP 63177 02/18/2015 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40040 192.10
HUEBSCH SERVICES 3408523 02/18/2015 100075 605.00.7500.460.40065 107.49
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523112/5 03/04/2015 501126 605.00.7500.460.60011 43.98
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523113/5 03/04/2015 501126 605.00.7500.460.60011 151.93
MINNESOTA ELEVATOR, INC 613454 02/25/2015 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.40040 239.40
Fund: 605 - CITY FACILITIES 23,823.64
SPRINT 842483314-154 CR  02/18/2015 Invoice 606.46.0000.3660000 (1,905.00)
KEEPRS, INC 12694354 02/25/2015 887115 606.00.1400.413.50020 1,040.56
VERIZON WIRELESS 9739451801 02/25/2015 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.50020 50.83
GS DIRECT, INC. 312882 02/25/2015 306120 606.00.1400.413.60010 309.27
US INTERNET 110-080034-0016 02/18/2015 2/10/15-3/9/15 606.00.1400.413.30700 220.00
INTEGRA TELECOM 120362525 02/18/2015 002129 606.00.1400.413.50020 273.60
INTEGRA TELECOM 120362526 02/18/2015 002129 606.00.1400.413.50020 381.60
INTEGRA TELECOM 120362527 02/18/2015 002129 606.00.1400.413.50020 258.00
INTEGRA TELECOM 120362528 02/18/2015 002129 606.00.1400.413.50020 3,547.80
WORKS COMPUTING, INC. 23324 02/18/2015 INVER 606.00.1400.413.30700 577.50
WORKS COMPUTING, INC. 23326 02/25/2015 1/30/15 606.00.1400.413.30700 467.50
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN477724 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.30550 5.21
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, IN481600 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.30550 1.18
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.50065 0.26
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.50080 4.96
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.60010 10.80
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.60041 5.57
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.60042 1.23
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.60065 1.69
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.80610 1.49
MN DEPT OF REVENUE January 2015 B 12/31/2014 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.80620 0.15
WORKS COMPUTING, INC. 22875 02/25/2015 10/31/14 606.00.1400.413.30700 1,150.00
Fund: 606 - TECHNOLOGY FUND 6,404.20
STANTEC CONSULTING SERVICE 867304 02/18/2015 92607 702.229.2302801 3,619.50
EMMONS & OLIVIER RESOURCE¢ 00095-0044-10 02/18/2015 00095-0044 702.229.2303201 5,989.05
EDWARDS,MICHAEL 1/30/15 02/18/2015 REIMBURSE- MEETING 702.229.2290200 115.92
CULLIGAN 1/31/15 157-98473242 03/04/2015 157-98473242-8 702.229.2286300 4.50
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Alan Beh 02/18/2015 Invoice 702.229.2285601 567.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Biagini/M 02/18/2015 Invoice 702.229.2304201 11.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Concord 02/18/2015 Invoice 702.229.2306301 816.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Deanovic 02/18/2015 Invoice 702.229.2303201 3,277.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Forfeiture 02/18/2015 Invoice 702.229.2291000 40.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Forfeiture 02/18/2015 Invoice 702.229.2291000 17.52
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 IMF Fina 02/18/2015 Invoice 702.229.2309001 77.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Nabersb¢02/18/2015 Invoice 702.229.2302801 856.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Orchard 02/18/2015 Invoice 702.229.2293601 264.00
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.£81000E 1/15 Police-F¢02/18/2015 Invoice 702.229.2291000 136.00
STATE TREASURER'S OFFICE = 14-1290 12/31/2014 14-1290 702.229.2291000 36.13
DAKOTA CTY ATTORNEY 14-1290 12/31/2014 14-1290 702.229.2291000 72.75
STANTEC CONSULTING SERVICE 876272 03/04/2015 193802731 702.229.2309101 875.00
WAL-MART - IGH 2/11/15 ESCROW RE 03/04/2015 ESCROW RELEASE 702.229.2282501 975.50
PETTY CASH - POLICE 2/18/15 02/18/2015 PETTY CASH 702.229.2291000 41.50
PETTY CASH - POLICE 2/18/15 02/18/2015 PETTY CASH 702.229.2291000 20.75
PETTY CASH - POLICE 2/18/15 02/18/2015 PETTY CASH 702.229.2291000 20.75
PETTY CASH - POLICE 2/18/15 02/18/2015 PETTY CASH 702.229.2291000 20.75
OLD WORLD PIZZA Jan-Feb 2015 03/05/2015 Invoice 702.229.2307200 29.00
MAUER CHEVROLET 2/23/15 03/04/2015 ESCROW RELEASE - MAUER CHE 702.229.2285300 3,297.24
MIHM CUSTOM HOMES, INC. 2/23/15 03/04/2015 ESCROW RELEASE - 1595 86TH C 702.229.2296301 397.61
NONNEMACHER, VINCENT & PAT2/23/15 03/04/2015 ESCROW RELEASE - 7929 AREGE 702.229.2304401 647.00
SARANTOS, TONY 2/23/15 03/04/2015 ESCROW RELEASE - 8594 INVER 702.229.2305401 633.22
LEE BRANDEL CONSTRUCTION, 2/23/15 03/04/2015 ESCROW RELEASE - 9145 DALTO 702.229.2306001 1,122.03
Fund: 702 - ESCROW FUND 23,979.72

al

1,533,342.30
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AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Approving Demolition Contract — 6845 Dixie Avenue East

a A /

Meeting Date: ~ March 9, 2015 ﬁ? [Z’ Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent [ None
Contact: Thomas J. Link: 651-450-2546 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Tom Link, Director of Comm. Dev. Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: NA FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other (Revenue)

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

The City Council is to consider the Resolution Awarding Contract for Demolition to Max
Steininger Inc., as attached. The contract includes the demolition of:

e The Aaron (Paulette) Frederick residence and accessory buildings at 6845 Dixie Avenue
e The Aaron (Paulette) Frederick contractor’s yard at 6836 Dickman Trail
e The Dziewic detached garage at 6549 Doffing Avenue East

BACKGROUND

The City took possession of the Frederick residence and contractor’'s yard last summer. The
City acquired the Dziewic residential property three years ago and subsequently demolished the
house. However, the terms of the sale allowed the Dziewics to lease the detached garage for
two years. That lease expired last spring and the building is now empty.

The City sent out a Request for Proposal for demolition of these three properties last fall.
Though the Request for Proposal was sent to seven contractors, the City received only one
proposal. That proposal was for $60,000. Staff was not satisfied with the single proposal or
with the proposal’s cost. Staff, therefore, did not proceed with the demolition work last fall and
sent out a new Request for Proposal this winter, again to seven contractors.

The City received four proposals for the demolition work, as follows:

e Kamish Excavation $57,940.00
¢ Lloyd’s Construction Services Inc. $54,600.00
¢ Carl Bolander & Sons Co. $49,876.54
e Max Steininger Inc. $45,000.00

Funding for the demolition of 6549 Doffing Avenue East will come from Project #9811.
Sufficient funds exist to cover this cost.

Funding for the demolition of 6845 Dixie Avenue and 6836 Dickman Trail will come from the
EDA. On June 23, 2014 Council approved funding for the purchase of these properties,
however, at this time only $12,150.51 of funds remain. Staff is working with the contractor to
obtain a breakdown of the costs by parcel. If the costs for the demolition on these two parcels



exceed the funds available Council will be asked to approve an additional transfer to cover
these costs at a later date.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval of the Resolution Awarding the Contract for Demolition of 6845
Dixie Avenue East, 6836 Dickman Trail, and 6549 Doffing Avenue East to Max Steininger Inc.,
in the amount of $45,000.

Enc: Resolution



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION AWARDING CONTRACT FOR DEMOLITION OF 6845 DIXIE
AVENUE EAST, 6836 DICKMAN TRAIL, AND 6549 DOFFING AVENUE EAST TO
MAX STEININGER INC.

WHEREAS, the City desires to enter into a contract with a demolition contractor to
remove residential structures at 6845 Dixie Avenue, remove a contractors yard at 6836 Dickman
Trail, and remove a detached garage at 6549 Doffing Avenue East; and

WHEREAS, the City distributed Request for Proposals to seven demolition firms; and

WHEREAS, the City received four complete proposals from Kamish Excavation,
Lloyd’s Construction Services Inc., Carl Bolander & Sons Co., and Max Steininger Inc.; and

WHEREAS, the City has reviewed these proposals and the firm’s qualifications.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Inver
Grove Heights hereby selects Max Steininger Inc. to demolish the structures at 6845 Dixie
Avenue East, 6836 Dickman Trail, and 6549 Doffing Avenue East at a cost of $45,000 and direct
staff to enter into a contract with Max Steininger Inc.

Adopted by the City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights this 9" day of March, 2015.

Ayes:
Nays:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Change Order No. 8 and Pay Voucher No. 6 for City Project No. 2014-09D — College
Trail Street Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Street Reconstruction and 2014-06
Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement Improvements.

Meeting Date: March 9, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent None
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
SR New FTE requested — N/A
B X | Other: Pavement Management
< Fund, Special Assessments, MSA
Funds, Water Fund, Sewer Fund,
DCSWCD Grant

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider Change Order No. 8 and Pay Voucher No. 6 for City Project No. 2014-09D — College Trail
Street Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Street Reconstruction and 2014-06 Blaine Avenue
Retaining Wall Replacement Improvements.

SUMMARY

The improvements were ordered as part of the 2014 Pavement Management Program. The contract
was awarded in the amount of $2,769,496.10 to S.M. Hentges and Sons, Inc., on May 27, 2014 for City
Project No. 2014-09D College Trail Street Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Street
Reconstruction and 2014-06 Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement Improvements. The change
order items will be funded through the Contingency Funds.

Change order No. 8, in the amount of $39,332.84 is for various additional work requests needed for
College Trail. The change order items include additional storm sewer and a sedimentation basin along
College Trail, additional ditch grading and storm sewer along the north side of College Trail, and
additional ditch grading near the Bower Path intersection. Change Order No. 8 reflects all outstanding
additional work items from the 2014 construction season.

The only work remaining in 2015 is Contractor turf establishment warranty and punch list item work. |
project that the Final Payment in 2015 will be approximately $140,000 under the total budget set at the
time of the contract award when all change orders and engineering services are included. A Final
Compensating Change Order of approximately $80,000 is anticipated when the Final Payment is made
reflecting an under run of the project quantities and change orders.



| recommend approval of Change Order No. 8, in the amount of $39,332.84 (for a revised contract
amount of $3,045,100.93) and Pay Voucher No. 6, in the amount of $284,220.43 for work on City
Project No. 2014-09D — College Trail Street Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Street
Reconstruction and 2014-06 Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement Improvements.

TJK/nh

Attachments: Pay Voucher No. 6
Change Order No. 8



CHANGE ORDER NO. 8

2014 PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
CITY PROJECT NO. 2014-09D AND 2014-06

COLLEGE TRAIL STREET RECONSTRUCTION, BARBARA AVE PARTIAL STREET
RECONSTRUCTION, AND BLAINE AVENUE RETAINING WALL REPLACEMENT

Owner: City of Inver Grove Heights
8150 Barbara Avenue
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077
Contractor: S.M. Hentges and Sons, Inc.

650 Quaker Ave.
Jordan, MN 55352

Date of Issuance: March 9, 2015

Engineer: Kimley-Horn and Associates

" PURPOSE OF CHANGE ORDER: See attached.

CHANGE IN CONTRACT PRICE

CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIME

Original Contract Price:

$2,769,496.10

Original Contract Time:

Final Completion Date — October 31, 2014

Previous Change Orders

$236,271.99

Net Change from Previous Change Orders

Contract Price Prior to this Change Order

$3,005,768.09

Contract Time Prior to this Change Order

Final Completion Date — October 31, 2014

Net Increase (Decrease) of this Change Order

$39,332.84

Net Increase (Decrease) of Change Order

238 calendar days for Final Completion Date

Contract Price with all Approved Change Orders

$3.045,100.93

Contract Time with Approved Change

Final Completion Date — June 26, 2015

Recommended
By: ~/‘%/M/

Approved”?/ / J 4 _
By: \/) 227494 //v/ﬁj

Nick Hahn, City of Inver Grove Heights

Approved By: Approved By:

S.M. Hentges and/Sons, Ifc.
vy,

Date of Council Action:

March 9, 2015

Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer

George Tourville, Mayor




ATTACHMENT TO CHANGE ORDER NO. 8
CITY PROJECT NO. 2014-09D AND 2014-06
COLLEGE TRAIL STREET RECONSTRUCTION AND BARBARA AVE PARTIAL STREET
RECONSTRUCTION, AND BLAINE AVENUE RETAINING WALL REPLACEMENT

Description of Changes:

Additional Storm Sewer and Sedimentation Basin

This work was added to replace an existing drainage swale from College Trail to the existing
wetland to the south with a sedimentation basin and storm sewer drop structure. Following
field review of the existing drainage swale a sedimentation basin with a storm sewer drop
structure was designed to reduce outlet velocities into the existing wetland. This work
includes additional equipment, labor, and material costs. This was done as time-and-materials
work with an agreed price of $20,050.64.

Total cost of additional work = $20,050.64

Additional Ditch Grading and Storm Sewer in College Trail North Ditch area

The proposed north ditch along College Trail maintained the existing rural section design of the
north half of College Trail and continued the allowance of parking per State Aid standards.
Following field review of the proposed ditch section and numerous discussions with residents
from 8251 to 8279 College Trail, additional ditch grading and storm sewer work was required.
The following work was completed to address requests and concerns of adjacent homeowners
while maintaining State Aid standards.

Additional storm sewer, yard inlet, and ditch grading from 8251 to 8261 College Trail
Additional storm sewer, yard inlet, and ditch grading at 8265 College Tralil

Additional storm sewer, yard inlet, and ditch grading at 8271 College Tralil

Additional storm sewer and ditch grading at 8275 College Trail

This work includes additional equipment, labor, and material costs. This was done as time-
and-materials work with an agreed price of $16,601.50.

Total cost for the additional work = $16,601.50

Bower Path Grading Work

The end of Bower Path west of 87" Street/Bower Court was removed as part of the project and
the dead end roadway was not repaved. The proposed construction plans proposed the
replacement of the pipe culvert consistent with the remainder of the culverts within the project
area. Following coordination with the adjacent property owners, the culvert was proposed to
be removed and replaced with a rural ditch section. The grading of the ditch section was work
additional to the Contract. However, since the grading removed the need for a culvert
crossing, this work will result in a savings of approximately $500 for the project.

This work includes additional equipment, labor, and material costs. This was done as time-
and-materials work with an agreed price of $2,680.70

Total cost for the additional work = $2,680.70

Total Cost of Change Order No. 8 = $ 39,332.84



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
CONSTRUCTION PAY VOUCHER

ESTIMATE NO: 6 (Six)

DATE: January 30, 2015

PERIOD ENDING: January 30, 2015

CONTRACT: 2014 Pavement Management Program

PROJECT NO: 2014-09D — College Trail Street Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Street
Reconstruction and 2014-06 — Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement

TO:  S.M. Hentges and Sons, Inc.
650 Quaker Ave.
Jordan, MN 55352

Original Contract AMOUNT........coiiir i $2,769,496.10

. Total Addition (Change Order No. 2, 3,4,6,7,and 8) .......cccocevveeeviieeieece e $275,604.83

. TOtB] Dot covmsmmromonvosnessmsmsmsmnssssamssnmssss s s s e A i 5 5455 fomb dnsramsnnsons $0.00
: Total' Contract AMOUNE. s e ittt onsseasssaes savesmnasivanessns samras $3,045,100.93
Total Value of WOork 10 Date .....cccuvveiieiiiiecc e $2,957,921.94
Less REetaiNEd (290) «.eee i ittt $59,158.44

~ kess Provious Payment ... coussummsmusmnsmmssssssssommsosossmsssnssssmmms $2,614,543.07
Total Approved for Payment this Voucher............coocooviiiiiiieicce $284,220.43
Total Payments including this VOUCHhEr ...........coooiiiiiiiiiic e $2,898,763.50

Approvals:

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

Signed by: March 9, 2015
Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer
3 7
s ) . / . //I /:‘; .y -
Signed by: e 124/,% 3! O /TT'77,7>.--’{/; ) — /%44(/ -l 1.720/"3
S.M. Hentg&i’s, Inc) Date
Signed by: March 9, 2015

George Tourville, Mayor
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AGENDA ITEM i é

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Accepting Individual Project Order (IPO) 19B for Additional Final Design and
Construction Phase Services for City Project No. 2014-09D — College Trail Street Reconstruction
and Barbara Avenue Partial Street Reconstruction.

Meeting Date: March 9, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
[tem Type: Consent None
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
AR New FTE requested — N/A

X | Other: Pavement Management Fund,
Special Assessments, MSA Funds,
Water Fund, Sewer Fund, DCSWCD
Grant

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Resolution accepting Individual Project Order (IPO) 19B for additional final design and construction phase
services for City Project No. 2014-09D — College Trail Street Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial
Street Reconstruction.

SUMMARY

The City Council previously accepted Kimley-Horn IPO No. 19 on September 9, 2013 for feasibility study,
topographic survey, final design, and construction phase services for City Project 2014-09D. Kimley-Horn
IPO 19A including additional topographic survey and final design phase services was accepted by the
City Council on May 27, 2014. This IPO 19B includes additional final design and construction phase
services for the project. The cost for these additional services is $27,550 and will be funded by the
Pavement Management Fund.

A summary of the additional services included in IPO 19B is as follows:

e Kimley-Horn prepared College Trail plan revisions at the direction of City staff to respond to requests
from the area residents and to accommodate unknown field conditions. The plan revisions included
the addition of a grant eligible sedimentation basin and outlet pipe near the College Trail wetland,
modifications to the Bower Path intersection to accommodate resident comments/concerns, and
reconfiguration of storm sewer along College Trail to avoid impacts to a CenturyLink fiber optic line.

e Kimley-Horn provided additional coordination and administration services during the construction
phase of the project. Additional resident meetings were required to coordinate design changes and
property impacts along College Trail. Kimley-Horn also provided additional construction
administration services to assist City staff in negotiating additional work items, preparing change
orders, and tracking project budgets.

| recommend that the Council adopt the resolution accepting IPO 19B from Kimley-Horn and Associates,
Inc. in the amount of $27,550 for City Project No. 2014-09D — College Trail Street Reconstruction and
Barbara Avenue Partial Street Reconstruction. | estimate that the final project cost will be approximately
$140,000 under the total budget set at the time of contract award when all change orders and engineering
services are included.

TJK/nh
Attachments:  Resolution
IPO No. 19B



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY

RESOLUTION ACCECPTING INDIVIDUAL PROJECT ORDER (IPO) NO. 19B FROM KIMLEY-HORN &
ASSOCIATES, INC. FOR ADDITIONAL FINAL DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION PHASES SERVICES
FOR CITY PROJECT NO. 2014-09D — COLLEGE TRAIL RECONSTRUCTION AND BARBARA AVENUE
PARTIAL RECONSTRUCTION

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, on September 9, 2013 the City Council approved IPO 19 with Kimley-Horn and
Associates, Inc. to include feasibility study, topographic survey, final design, and construction phase services
for City Project No. 2014-09D — College Trail Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Reconstruction:
and

WHEREAS, on May 27, 2014 the City Council approved IPO 19A with Kimley-Horn and Associates,
Inc. to include additional topographic survey and final design services for City Project No. 2014-09D —
College Trail Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Reconstruction; and

WHEREAS, City staff has requested and received IPO 19B from Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
which includes additional final design and construction phase services for the project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS,
MINNESOTA THAT:

1. IPO 19B from Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. is accepted and staff is authorized to enter
into an agreement with Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. in the amount of $27,550 for
additional final design and construction phase services for City Project No. 2014-09D —
College Trail Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Reconstruction.

2. IPO 19B will be funded by the Pavement Management Fund.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 9" day of March 2015.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk



INDIVIDUAL PROJECT ORDER NUMBER 19B

Describing a specific agreement between Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. (the Consultant), and City of Inver
Grove Heights (the Client) in accordance with the terms of the Master Agreement for Continuing Professional
Services dated April 19, 2011, which is incorporated herein by reference.

Identification of Project:

General Category of Services:

Specific Scope of Basic Services:

Additional Services if Required;
Schedule;

Deliverables:

Method of Compensation
Special Terms of Compensation:

Other Special Terms of
Individual Project Order:

ACCEPTED:

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

College Trail Street Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Street
Reconstruction

City Project 2014-09D

Additional Construction Phase Services

Additional construction phase services for the College Trail portion of the
project. See attached Exhibit A for a more detailed summary of the scope of
services.

None identified at this time.

No change.

None identified at this time.

To be billed on an hourly (cost plus) basis as detailed in attached Exhibit B.

None

None

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

BY: BY:

/ d
TITLE: TR A Y Y
DATE: DATE: ‘Z,/ '3,/ /S




EXHIBIT A
SCOPE OF SERVICES

INDIVIDUAL PROJECT ORDER (IPO) NO. 19B

COLLEGE TRAIL STREET RECONSTRUCTION AND BARBARA AVENUE PARTIAL

STREET RECONSTRUCTION

Previous IPO’s No. 19 and 19A included feasibility study, final design, and construction phase
services for the College Trail Street Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Street
Reconstruction, City Project 2014-09D. This IPO includes additional construction phase services
for the College Trail portion of the project. These services are detailed below.

1.  Additional Plan Revisions

A.

CenturyLink Storm Sewer Conflict

A 3x3 fiber optic line was identified in the field survey and Gopher One call
information during the design phase of the project to be located under the
proposed sidewalk. Following additional field locates prior to storm sewer
construction, the fiber optic line was found to be in conflict with approximately
400 feet of the proposed storm sewer. Two additional iterations of storm sewer
design were required as a result of the utility conflict.

FES-13 Sedimentation Basin Design

City staff requested that a pretreatment sedimentation basin and outlet control
structure be designed and constructed to provide additional treatment and energy
dissipation for stormwater runoff into the wetland south of College Trail.
Kimley-Horn prepared a plan revision showing revised grading and storm sewer
for the basin.

Bower Path and College Trail Intersection

Following a request from a resident in the College Heights area, Kimley-Horn
prepared an alternative design for the intersection of College Trail and Bower
Path. We prepared an exhibit for the purposes of discussing proposed changes
with City staff. Following approval by City staff, Kimley-Horn finalized the plan
revision to modify the Bower Path alignment and proposed curb line at the
intersection.




2. Additional Coordination Meetings

Additional construction coordination and resident coordination meetings were attended
by Kimley-Horn staff at the request of City staff. A list of these meetings is provided
below:
e Two (2) meetings related to the CenturyLink storm sewer conflict
o Three (3) meetings related to a project schedule extension and additional work
items for the Contractor
* Five (5) meetings for additional coordination with College Trail residents

3. Additional Construction Coordination

The original IPO prepared at the beginning of the final design phase assumed an effort
level of 10 hours per week to provide construction coordination services. Additional
construction coordination time was required due to difficulties with the Contractor. A
construction coordination effort of approximately 14-15 hours per week on average (4-5
hours additional) was required for approximately 20 weeks.

4. Change Order and Budget Summary Preparation

Upon request by City staff, Kimley-Horn has prepared four (4) change orders for the
project. We have also assumed that we will need to prepare one (1) additional change
order through the completion of the project.

Kimley-Horn has also prepared and updated budget summary tabulations for the project.
This work has included tabulating the partial payments, change orders, and City project
activity reports to track the project budget and contingencies. We have prepared three (3)
iterations of the budget summary and anticipate the need to prepare one (1) additional
iteration as part of the project closeout.




EXHIBIT B
ESTIMATED COSTS

INDIVIDUAL PROJECT ORDER (IPO) NO. 19B

COLLEGE TRAIL STREET RECONSTRUCTION AND BARBARA AVENUE PARTIAL
STREET RECONSTRUCTION

Kimley-Horn proposes that the additional services completed within this IPO be performed on an
hourly (cost plus) basis using our current standard hourly rate schedule. The following is a
summary of our estimated costs for the services included as a part of this IPO:

Work Task Estimated Fee
1. Additional Plan Revisions $ 4,000
2. Additional Coordination Meetings $ 6,000
3. Additional Construction Coordination $ 12,000

$

$

$

4. Change Order and Budget Summary Preparation 4,000
Reimbursable Expenses 1,550
Total 27,550

Our total estimated not-to-exceed cost for the scope of services included as a part of this IPO is,
therefore, $27,550 including all labor and reimbursable expenses.




AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Accepting Individual Project Order (IPO) 20A for Additional Final Design and Construction
Phase Services for City Project No. 2014-06 — Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement.

Meeting Date: March 9, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:

Item Type: Consent None

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

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

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

X | Other: Pavement Management Fund,
Special Assessments, MSA Funds,
Water Fund, Sewer Fund, DCSWCD
Grant

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Resolution accepting Individual Project Order (IPO) 20A for additional final design and construction phase
services for City Project No. 2014-06 — Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement.

SUMMARY

The City Council previously accepted Kimley-Horn IPO No. 20 on December 9, 2013 for final design services for
City Project 2014-06 — Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement. This IPO 20A includes additional final design
and construction phase services for the project. The cost for these additional services is $16,950 and will be
funded by the Pavement Management Fund.

A summary of the additional services included in IPO 20A is as follows:

e Following award of the construction contract, the property at the corner of Blaine Avenue and Blanchard Way
was sold to a new owner. Kimley-Horn and City staff worked with the new owner to eliminate a portion of the
proposed retaining wall on the property in exchange for additional grading and landscape improvements.
Kimley-Horn prepared revised plans for the retaining wall that resulted in a construction cost savings of
approximately $15,000.

e Unforeseen watermain conditions were encountered along Blaine Avenue during the construction of the
retaining wall. As a result of these unforeseen conditions, additional design services were required to
coordinate and prepare plan revisions for the installation of a new watermain along Blaine Avenue and for the
reconstruction of the eastern half of the roadway. Water utility funds will be utilized for this work.

¢ Kimley-Horn was requested by City staff to provide construction observation services that were not included
in the original scope of work for the retaining wall improvements. Pavement Management Funds will cover
this work.

| recommend that the Council adopt the resolution accepting IPO 20A from Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc in
the amount of $16,950 for City Project No. 2014-06 — Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement.

TJK/nh
Attachments: Resolution
IPO No. 20A



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY

RESOLUTION ACCECPTING INDIVIDUAL PROJECT ORDER (IPO) NO. 20A FROM KIMLEY-HORN &
ASSOCIATES, INC. FOR ADDITIONAL FINAL DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION PHASES SERVICES FOR CITY
PROJECT NO. 2014-06 — BLAINE AVENUE RETAINING WALL REPLACEMENT

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, on December 9, 2013 the City Council accepted a proposal from Kimley-Horn and Associates,
Inc. for professional engineering services for City Project No. 2014-06 — Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement.
IPO 20 was approved for final design services for the project; and

WHEREAS, City staff has requested and received, IPO 20A from Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. which
includes additional final design and construction phase services for City Project No. 2014-06 — Blaine Avenue
Retaining Wall Replacement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS,
MINNESOTA THAT:

1. IPO 20A from Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. is accepted and staff is authorized to enter into an
agreement with Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. in the amount of $16,950 for additional final
design and construction phase services for City Project No. 2014-06 — Blaine Avenue Retaining Walll
Replacement.

2. IPO 20A will be funded by the Pavement Management Fund and the Water Utility Fund.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 9" day of March 2015.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk



INDIVIDUAL PROJECT ORDER NUMBER (IPO) NO. 20A

Describing a specific agreement between Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. (the Consultant), and City of Inver
Grove Heights (the Client) in accordance with the terms of the Master Agreement for Continuing Professional
Services dated April 19, 2011, which is incorporated herein by reference.

Identification of Project:

General Category of Services:

Specific Scope of Basic Services:

Additional Services if Required:

Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement
City Project 2014-06

Additional Construction Phase Services

Additional plan revisions and construction observation services, See attached
Exhibit A for a more detailed summary of the scope of services.

None identified at this time.

Schedule: No change.
Deliverables: Retaining Wall Construction Observation Report
Method of Compensation To be billed on an hourly (cost plus) basis as detailed in attached Exhibit B.
Special Terms of Compensation: None
Other Special Terms of
Individual Project Order: None
ACCEPTED:;
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
BY: BY:
/' N
TITLE: e Or, Vie [72hobnd
DATE: DATE: Z/ /3 S.///S




EXHIBIT A
SCOPE OF SERVICES

INDIVIDUAL PROJECT ORDER (IPO) NO. 20A

BLAINE AVENUE RETAINING WALL REPLACEMENT
CITY PROIJECT 2014-06

Previous [PO 20 included final design and construction phase services for the Blaine Avenue
Retaining Wall Replacement project. This IPO includes design modifications and construction
observation services. These services are detailed below.

1.

Retaining Wall Design Modifications

During the plan preparation phase of the project the 7990 Blanchard Court property was
for sale and the original owners were unwilling to consider modifications to their property
while the home was on the market. Following the sale, the new owner was willing to
consider modifications which allowed the wall at that property to be eliminated from the
project. Kimley-Horn revised the wall design and assisted City staff in negotiating
landscaping improvements on the 7990 Blanchard Court property. This work required re-
designing half the retaining wall and additional coordination with residents, including
three (3) site visits. The reduction in retaining wall will reduce future maintenance
obligations for the City,

Blaine Avenue Watermain Replacement and Conflict Resolution

Unknown as-built conditions of the Grace Church water service were discovered duting
work to abandon the existing watermain behind the retaining wall. The existing
watermain in the center of Blaine Avenue, assumed to be active, was found to be
abandoned. Following this discovery, Kimley-Horn worked with City staff to develop
alternatives to connect Grace Church to an active watermain. The selected alternative
was made to replace the abandoned watermain under Blaine Avenue. Kimley-Horn
prepared two (2) exhibits and the one (1) plan revision for the replacement of the
abandoned watermain. The work required removal and replacement of the northbound
driving lane on Blaine Avenue. Kimley-Horn also prepared and coordinated Change
Order No. 4 with the Contractor for the watermain replacement work.

The abandoned watermain was removed and found to be contaminated with radon. The
Contractor was unable to dispose of the watermain materials using standard disposal
methods. Kimley-Horn assisted City staff in coordinating testing of the materials by AET
and proper disposal by the Contractor.




3. Retaining Wall Construction Observation

At the request of City staff, Kimley-Horn provided construction observation services for
the construction of the Blaine Avenue retaining wall. Following completion of
construction, Kimley-Horn prepared a report summarizing our field observations,
compiling geotechnical testing data, and confirming the wall construction was performed
per the construction plans and specifications.




EXHIBIT B
ESTIMATED COSTS

INDIVIDUAL PROJECT ORDER (IPO) NO. 20A

BLAINE AVENUE RETAINING WALL REPLACEMENT
CITY PROJECT 2014-06

Kimley-Horn proposes that the additional services completed within this IPO be performed on an
hourly (cost plus) basis using our current standard hourly rate schedule. The following is a
summary of our estimated costs for the services included as a part of this IPO:

Work Task Estimated Fee
1. Retaining Wall Design Modifications $ 4,000
2. Blaine Avenue Watermain Replacement $ 7,500
3. Retaining Wall Construction Observation § 4,500
Reimbursable Expenses $ 950
Total $ 16,950

Our total estimated not-to-exceed cost for the scope of services included as a part of this IPO is,
therefore, $16,950 including all labor and reimbursable expenses.




AGENDA ITEM i G

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Authorizing the Submittal of Grant Applications for the Community Conservation
Partnership (CCP) with Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation District for City Project No.
2015-09E — 47" Street Area Reconstruction for the Boyd Avenue Biofiltration Basin and Bower
Court Hydrodynamic Separator

Meeting Date: March 9, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent None
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Steve W. Dodge, Asst City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
M New FTE requested — N/A
. X | Other: Pavement Management Funds,
Special Assessments, Utility Funds,
Grant Funds, Agreements

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider resolution authorizing the submittal of a grant applications for the Community Conservation
Partnershlp (CCP) with Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation District for City Project No. 2015-09E
— 47" Street Area Reconstruction for the Boyd Avenue biofiltration basin and Bower Court hydrodynamic
separator

SUMMARY

The City Engineering Staff has been working with the Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation District
(SWCD) to secure two cost share grants for the construction of: 1) a storm sewer hydrodynamic separator
at Bower Court, and 2) a biofiltration basin in the northwest corner of Bethesda Church property. The City
will apply for two Community Conservation Partnership (CCP) grants with Dakota County SWCD which
would cover 65 percent of the costs up to a maximum of $50,000 per grant.

The hydrodynamic separator total cost is estimated at $54,000. It is a specially designed storm manhole
that would provide water quality treatment for the area draining to Seidl's Lake by removing debris, total
suspended solids, floatables, and attached nutrients.

The biofiltration basin total cost is estimated at $56,600. It would be constructed within a City- obtalned
drainage easement within the Bethesda Church property at the northeast corner of Boyd Avenue and 47
Street. Staff is requesting authorization to negotiate and prepare an easement agreement and storm
water facilities maintenance agreement with Bethesda Church and finance the easement through
assessment negotiations. The City would be operator and owner of the biofiltration basin. Bethesda
Church has agreed to perform the vegetation maintenance of the basin. In conjunction with this request,
Bethesda Church is applying for a private grant to build an additional bioretention basin through the
SWCD Conservation Initiative Funding program. If both grant applications are approved, through a
partnershlp of the City, SWCD and Bethesda Church, Seidl's Lake will receive cleaner storm water and
the 47™ Street neighborhood will observe aesthetic improvements from the vegetated and landscaped
basins.

Funding for the projects will come from SWCD Grants (up to $50,000 each), and the 35 percent City
portion of the cost share contribution through credits from land acquisition, City attorney, engineering,
project management and inspection expenses and through pavement management funds.

A project fact sheet from the SWCD outlining this program is attached for reference. The SWCD staff
believes this project is a prime candidate for funding in the 2015 construction season.



The City Engineer recommends adoption of the resolution authorizing the submittal of grant applications
for the Community Conservation Partnership with Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation District for
City Project No. 2015-09E — 47" Street Area Reconstruction for the Boyd Avenue biofiltration basin and
the Bower Court hydrodynamic separator.

SWD/sd

Attachment: Resolution
Grant Applications
Cost estimates
Project maps
Project fact sheets
Easement Exhibit



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF A GRANT APPLICATION TO THE DAKOTA
COUNTY SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT FOR THE COMMUNITY
CONSERVATION PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM ON CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-09E — 47"
STREET AREA RECONSTRUCTION FOR THE BOYD AVENUE BIOFILTRATION BASIN

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, as part of the City’s 2015 Pavement Management Program, the 47" Street
Area will be reconstructed and a storm water biofiltration basin is planned in the northeast
corner of Boyd Avenue and 47" Street within the Bethesda Church property; and

WHEREAS, in order to improve water quality to Seidl's Lake the City Council has
authorized the development of storm water facilities with the construction project; and

WHEREAS, based on the experience the Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation
District has with the construction and maintenance of storm water facilities, the SWCD will assist
the City with an application for a grant from their Community Conservation Partnership Program
as outlined in the Council packet.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE
HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA THAT:

1. Staff is authorized to submit an application seeking up to $50,000 in Community
Conservation Partnership grant funds from the Dakota County Soil & Water
Conservation District for storm water facilities for City Project No. 2015-09E — 47"
Street Area Reconstruction for the Boyd Avenue biofiltration basin.

2. Council is providing authorization for staff to negotiate an easement agreement and
storm water facilities maintenance agreement with Bethesda Church as a part of the
SWCD application process.
Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 9th of March 2015.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF A GRANT APPLICATION TO THE DAKOTA
COUNTY SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT FOR THE COMMUNITY
CONSERVATION PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM ON CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-09E — 47"
STREET AREA RECONSTRUCTION FOR THE BOWER COURT HYDRODYNAMIC
SEPARATOR

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, as part of the City’s 2015 Pavement Management Program, the 47" Street
Area will be reconstructed and a storm water hydrodynamic separator is planned in the Bower
Court; and

WHEREAS, in order to improve water quality to Seidl's Lake the City Council has
authorized the development of storm water facilities with the construction project; and

WHEREAS, based on the experience the Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation
District has with the construction and maintenance of storm water facilities, the SWCD will assist
the City with an application for a grant from their Community Conservation Partnership Program
as outlined in the Council packet.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE
HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA THAT:

1. Staff is authorized to submit an application seeking up to $50,000 in Community
Conservation Partnership grant funds from the Dakota County Soil & Water
Conservation District for storm water facilities for City Project No. 2015-09E — 47"
Street Area Reconstruction for the Bower Court hydrodynamic separator.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 9th of March 2015.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk
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Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation District

COST SHARE APPLICATION

DAKOTA COUNTY

Program Type: ___Ipp __¢ctcs _ carF  _Xxccer
1. LEAD APPLICANT
Name/Title: Steve Dodge, P.E.
Organization City of Inver Grove Heights
Address: 8150 Barbara Avenue Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077
Phone/email: 651-450-2541 sdodge@invergroveheights.org
Contact: Steve Dodge 651-450-2541 sdodge@invergroveheights.org

2. PROJECT LOCATION
Address/City/Township Name 2670 Bower Court (approximate) Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077 0
1/4 section 0 Section 28 Township 28 Range 22

3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION, PLAN SKETCHES, AND PHOTO (attach additional pages as necessary)
Installation of a Hydrodynamic Separator to treat stormwater runoff from the adjacent neighborhoods. The structure
will be installed as part of the stormsewer system during a street reconstruction project and will remove sediment and
phosphorus before stormwater is discharged to Seidl’s Lake. The city will provide engineering, construction
documents and oversee the installation of the project. District staff will assist the city with design and provide
technical assistance during the installation. The requested cost share funding will only be used for the installation of
the hydrodynamic separator per the attached cost share agreement. Funding will not be used for any roadway
improvements the city will be making as part of the project or for any other construction activities not identified on
the approved cost share plans.

The application attachments are:

1) Application Factsheet

2) Cost Share Project Value Estimate

3) Subwatershed Analysis Worksheets

4\ Tlrhan (Cast Share Praoram Cantract with Oneration & Maintenance Plan

4. LIST THE MAIN OUTCOME OR BENEFITS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT (attach additional pages as necessary)
The project will reduce the amount of phosphorus and sediment that would otherwise be discharged to Seidl's Lake.

Estimated pollutant load reductions are based on SHSAM model results (see attached subwatershed analysis
worksheets)

5. BUDGET SUMMARY AND REQUESTED AMOUN (See attached cost estimate for details)
Total Estimated Project Value is:
Funding Amount Requested From District is:
Value of Match Provided by Applicant is:
Other:
6. OTHER FUNDING SOURCES
State EQIP/USDA Watershed Other

7. COLLABORATORS - PRINCIPAL CONTACT NAMES AND PHONE NUMBERS

Collaborator Contact Person Role Phone/Fax
City of Inver Grove Heights Steve Dodge Project coordinator 651-480-2541
Dakota County SWCD Curt Coudron Technical Assistance 651-480-7774
8. Public Outreach: Are you willing to allow a small sign to be placed near the project and site visits?] X Yes NoO

9. Operation and Maintenance: Are you willing to follow an Operation and Maintenance Plan prepared by the SWCD
at your own expense? _ X Yes No

I certify that to the best of my knowledge and belief that the information contained in this application is true, complete and accurate

Signature of Applicant/Contact Date

Signature of Property Owner(s) Date



Item No.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

BOWER COURT - HYDRODYANMIC SEPARATOR

CITY NO. 2015-09E

Item Unit
MOBILIZATION LS
COMMON EXCAVATION (CV) (P) cY
HYDRODYNAMIC SEPARATOR
(STORMCEPTOR - MODEL 2400) LS

TOTAL ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION COST
CONSTRUCTION CONTINGENCY (10%)
LEGAL, ENGINEERING, ADMIN, FISCAL, FINANCE (25%)

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST

Quantity Unit Price Amount
1 $ 190000 $ 1,900.00
200 $ 12.00 $ 2,400.00
1 $ 35,000.00 $ 35,000.00
$ 39,300.00
$ 3,900.00
$ 10,800.00

54,000.00
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B Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation District
DAKO l."‘,“,‘?!".\'_lt)'

~ COST SHARE APPLICATION

SOIL & WATEF

Program Type: _mwp __ CCS _ CIF _Xccp
1. LEAD APPLICANT
Name/Title: Steve Dodge, P.E.
Organization City of Inver Grove Heights
Address: 8150 Barbara Avenue Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077
Phone/email: 651-450-2541 sdodge@invergroveheights.org
Contact: Steve Dodge 651-450-2541 sdodge@invergroveheights.org

2. PROJECT LOCATION
Address/City/Township Name 2855 47th Street Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077 0
1/4 section 0 Section 28 Township 28 Range 22

3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION, PLAN SKETCHES, AND PHOTQ (attach additional pages as necessary)
Installation of a 2,600 square foot biofiltration cell to capture and treat stormwater runoff from street and parking lot.
Currently, the runoff enters the City storm sewer system and discharges untreated into Seidl’s Lake. The city will
provide engineering, construction documents and oversee the installation of the project. District staff will assist the
city with design and provide technical assistance during the installation. The requested cost share funding will only
be used for the installation of the bioretention cell per the attached cost share agreement. Funding will not be used for
any roadway improvements the city will be making as part of the project or for any other construction activities not
identified on the approved cost share plans.

The application attachments are:

1) Application Factsheet

2) Cost Share Project Value Estimate

3) Subwatershed Analysis Worksheets

4) Urban Cost Share Program Contract with Operation & Maintenance Plan

4. LIST THE MAIN OUTCOME OR BENEFITS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT (attach additional pages as necessary)
The project will reduce the amount of phosphorus and sediment that would otherwise be discharged to Seidl's Lake.
Estimated pollutant load reductions are based on WinSLAMM model results (see attached subwatershed analysis
worksheets)

5. BUDGET SUMMARY AND REQUESTED AMOUN(See attached cost estimate for details)
Total Estimated Project Value is:
Funding Amount Requested From District is:
Value of Match Provided by Applicant is:
Other:
6. OTHER FUNDING SOURCES
State EQIP/USDA Watershed Other

7. COLLABORATORS - PRINCIPAL CONTACT NAMES AND PHONE NUMBERS

Collaborator Contact Person Role Phone/Fax
City of Inver Grove Heights Steve Dodge Project coordinator 651-480-2541
Dakota County SWCD Curt Coudron Technical Assistance 651-480-7774
8. Public Outreach: Are you willing to allow a small sign to be placed near the project and site visits? 0 X__ Yes NoO

9. Operation and Maintenance: Are you willing to follow an Operation and Maintenance Plan prepared by the SWCD
at your own expense? X Yes No

I certify that to the best of my knowledge and belief that the information contained in this application is true, complete and accurate

Signature of Applicant/Contact Date

Signature of Property Owner(s) Date
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Item No.

O ON -
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11
12
13
14
15
16

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

47TH ST/ BOYD AVE - BIOFILTRATION BASIN
CITY NO. 2015-09E

Item
COMMON EXCAVATION (CV) (P)
FILTER TOPSOIL BORROW
ORGANIC TOPSOIL BORROW
PRETREATMENT INLET DEVICE
4 IN PVC PIPE DRAIN
4 IN PERFORATED HDPE PIPE DRAIN WITH
CIRCULAR KNIT FILTER SOCK
4 IN INSTALL PVC PIPE DRAIN CLEANOUT
4 IN KNIFE VALVE AND BOX
DRAIN SUMP BASKET
HYDRAULIC MATRIX MULCH (FLEXTERRA
2500 LB/ACRE)
VEGETATION PLANTS PLUGS AND POTS
SILT FENCE, TYPE MS
SEED MIX 25-151
MULCH TYPE 6, SHREDDED HARDWOOD
EROSION STABILIZATION MAT - ENKAMAT
LANDSCAPE EDGING - PLASTIC

TOTAL ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION COST

CONSTRUCTION CONTINGENCY (10%)

Unit
cY
cY
cY
EA
LF

LE
EA
EA
EA

LB
LS
LF
ACRE
CY
SY
LF

LEGAL, ENGINEERING, ADMIN, FISCAL, FINANCE (25%)

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST

Quantity Unit Price Amount
481 § 12.00 $ 5,800.00
288 $ 65.00 $ 18,720.00
55 $ 36.00 $ 1,980.00
2 $ 200000 $ 4,000.00
8 § 16.00 $ 128.00
200 $ 14.00 $ 2,800.00
2§ 400.00 $ 800.00
1 $ 1,200.00 $ 1,200.00
19 400.00 $ 400.00
430 $ 1.00 $ 430.00
1 $ 200000 $ 2,000.00
330 $ 170 $ 561.00
0.1 $ 5,000.00 $ 500.00
32 3 50.00 $ 1,600.00
10 §$ 6.00 $ 60.00
300 $ 075 § 225.00
$ 41,200.00
$ 4,100.00
$ 11,300.00
$ 56,600.00



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Approval of Therapeutic Massage License

Meeting Date: March 9, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Iltem Type: Consent X | None
Contact: 651-450-2513 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Melissa Kennedy Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: N/A FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED: Consider approval of application by Georgia Kruse for an
individual therapeutic massage license to contract for business at Salon Fusion, 3105 65" St.

SUMMARY:

Ms. Kruse applied for an individual therapeutic massage license to provide therapeutic massage
services at an existing licensed business in the City, Salon Fusion. The applicant completed the
required number of hours of therapeutic massage training, provided the requisite insurance
certificates, and is a member in good standing of a recognized professional therapeutic
massage organization. A background investigation was completed by the Police Department
and no basis for the denial of the application was found.



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

AMEND 2015 CITY COUNCIL MEETING SCHEDULE

Meeting Date:  March 9, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent X | None
Contact: 651-450-2513 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Amend the 2015 City Council meeting schedule

SUMMARY:

The Council has selected dates to host the annual business town hall meeting and commission
appreciation dinner. The business town hall meeting is scheduled for April 8, 2015 at 11:30 am
and the commission appreciation dinner is scheduled for April 16, 2015 at 6:00 pm. Because a
qguorum of the Council will likely be present at both events staff recommends amending the
adopted 2015 meeting scheduled to include both dates. Staff will post notice of the events as
required. An amended schedule is attached for your review.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Council approve the amended 2015 meeting schedule.



2015 CITY COUNCIL MEETING SCHEDULE

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

REGULAR MEETINGS

WORK SESSION MEETINGS

HOLIDAYS

7:00 P.M. 7:00 P.M. CITY HALL CLOSED
JANUARY 12 JANUARY 5 JANUARY 1 — New Year’s Day
JANUARY 26 JANUARY 19 - Martin Luther King, Jr.
FEBRUARY 9 FEBRUARY 2 FEBRUARY 16 - President’s Day
FEBRUARY 23
MARCH 9 MARCH 2
MARCH 23
APRIL 13 APRIL 6 APRIL 3 — Good Friday (¥2 day)
APRIL 27 April 8 — Business Town Hall @

11:30 am
APRIL 16 — Commission
Appreciation Dinner @ 6 p.m.
MAY 11 MAY 4 MAY 25 - Memorial Day

MAY 26 (Tuesday)

MAY 18 — Commission Interviews
and Appointments @ 7 p.m.

JUNE 8 JUNE 1

JUNE 22

JULY 13 JULY 6 JULY 3 — Fourth of July (observed —

JULY 27 Holidays that fall on a Saturday are
observed on Friday)

AUGUST 10 AUGUST 3

AUGUST 24

SEPTEMBER 14
SEPTEMBER 28

SEPTEMBER 8 (Tuesday)

SEPTEMBER 7 - Labor Day

OCTOBER 12 OCTOBER 5

OCTOBER 26

NOVEMBER 9 NOVEMBER 2 NOVEMBER 11 - Veterans Day
NOVEMBER 23 NOVEMBER 26 & 27 - Thanksgiving
DECEMBER 14 DECEMBER 7 DECEMBER 24 - Christmas Eve

DECEMBER 28 (If nec.)

(2 Day)
DECEMBER 25 - Christmas Day




AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Meeting Date:  March 9, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent None
Contact: Judy Thill, 651-450-2495 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Judy Thill, Fire Chief Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: n/a FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED: Consider awarding the installation of 3 new rooftop
heating units at station 3 to Master Mechanical.

SUMMARY:

The present rooftop heating units at station 3 are well over 20 years old and have outlived their
life expectancy. Because of the age of the present units, one unit has failed and can no longer
be repaired at a reasonable cost. While the other two are still working at this time, some parts
are difficult to get, fuses overload and burn out and temperatures in the various parts of the
facility cannot be balanced. The newer high efficiency units will also be more efficient, resulting
in lower energy costs.

Proposals were received from three companies to replace all three units and include the
following: $16,800 from Master Mechanical, $33,784 from Egan Company, and $19,175 from
Horwitz NS/I. While all three companies would provide quality equipment and work, the
recommendation is to go with Master Mechanical, the lowest bid. They will remove and dispose
of the old units and replace with high efficiency Carrier Units. All hook ups and start-up services
are included in the bid.

The funding source for these units will come from the Host Community Fund.



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Approval of Temporary Liquor License — Inver Hills Community College
Foundation

Meeting Date: March 9, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Iltem Type: Consent X | None
Contact: 651-450-2513 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Melissa Kennedy Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: N/A FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED:

Consider approval of the request from Inver Hills Community College Foundation for a
temporary liquor license on April 9, 2015.

SUMMARY:

Gail Morrison, Executive Director at Inver Hills Community College, is requesting approval of a
temporary liquor license to serve a cash bar at a fundraiser to be held at the college on April 9,
2015 for the Inver Hills Foundation. Lancer Hospitality has been contracted to cater the event
and is licensed with the State of Minnesota for the sale of intoxicating liquor and also carries
liquor liability insurance to serve alcoholic beverages. A certificate of liability insurance from
Lancer Hospitality was provided with the temporary license request.



AGENDA ITEM 1 l '

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Argenta Trail North Study Area Update — Alignment 3A

Meeting Date:  March 9, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Regular X | None
Contact: Scott D. Thureen, 651.450.2571 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: SDT FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other:

At the February 23, 2015 City Council meeting, the neighborhood adjacent to the proposed
Blackstone Ridge development presented another alignment alternative for the right-of-way
corridor for future Argenta Trail, referred to as Alternative 3A. The developer of Blackstone
Ridge agreed to consider this alignment, and staff was directed to meet with the neighborhood,
the developer, County staff and the project consultant to discuss the ramifications of the
proposed alignment. One of the new aspects of this proposal was the offer by the owners of
two parcels in the neighborhood to allow storm water ponding to be constructed on their
property to help offset the impact of the loss of most of the existing regional storm water basin
that would be impacted if Alignment 3A was selected.

As a result of this activity, no Council action was taken regarding an alignment for the right-of-
way corridor for future Argenta Trail in the North Study Area. Staff was directed to bring the
results of this meeting back to the March 9, 2015 Council meeting.

Two meetings were held. On Wednesday, February 25, 2015, the aforementioned large group
meeting was held. The consultant for the Argenta Trail Study prepared a preliminary concept
plan showing an alternative for mitigating the loss of storm water storage due to the road
alignment going through most of an existing regional basin. The developer’'s engineer also
presented a concept plan with the same purpose. His plan also showed a concept for a revised
plat that included 72 lots (versus the 118 lots in the City-approved preliminary plat for
Blackstone Ridge).

While many aspects of the proposed alignment were discussed, the primary concerns/questions
posed by the neighborhood representatives were: the large size of the proposed ponding area
on portions of the two parcels that had been offered for consideration, the acquisition of the
necessary land and the timing of that acquisition, the potential impact of the pond on the local
surficial groundwater table and potential basement groundwater seepage issues.

On Friday, February 27, 2015, the property owners who had offered portions of their property for
ponding called staff to notify them that upon review of the impact to their property, they were
withdrawing their offer.

A second meeting was held on Monday, March 2, 2015 with the developer, his attorney and
engineer, representatives from the proposed builder, County and City staff. The purpose of this
meeting was to discuss the concept plat and drainage plan that the developer's engineer had
presented at the February 27 meeting and to determine whether all of the stakeholders could
reach an agreement on the viability of Alignment 3A. The impacts due to mitigating the loss of
the regional basin were discussed; along with the concept of the developer, County and City



sharing some storm water storage facilities. Expectations for the future county road right-of-way
acquisition via dedication and acquisition were discussed, as was the overall impact to the
number of lots (as compared to the City-approved preliminary plat). The developer’'s team
proposed a combination of items that, in their opinion, would result in a plan they could support.

City and County staff will need time to review what was proposed. (As of March 5th, staff was
waiting for the developer's engineer to provide a memo clarifying the suggestions that team
presented at the March 2nd meeting.) Finding a plan to mitigate the loss of storm water storage
that is acceptable to all stakeholders will be a challenge. In addition, County staff asked that
this concept plat be brought before the County Plat Commission as soon as possible for review
and comment to allow the other County staff involved in the plat approval process to provide
their input.

The overall timeline was discussed. The current schedule is being driven by condition number
28 in the resolution approving the preliminary plat for Blackstone Ridge that states, “Final plat
approval is subject to approval by the City of a comprehensive plan amendment to the
transportation plan to the effect that realigned Argenta Trail will not be placed in the plat of
Blackstone Ridge. The City shall use its best efforts to schedule studies, review and hearings
so that the Council can vote on the Comprehensive Plan Amendment to the transportation plan
on or about April 27, 2015.” The developer stated that he does not want to extend that decision
date.

Discussion between City and County staff resulted in this revised schedule of action items to
meet the April 27, 2015 deadline.

Tentative Schedule

March 9 City Council Update on status of Alignment Alternative 3A

March 17 Planning Commission Public Hearing for Comprehensive Plan Amendment to
address final alignment of Argenta Trail. Presentation
and then extend hearing to April 7th.

March 23 City Council Discuss and choose an option for Argenta Trail
alignment.

March 23 County Plat Commission Review new 72 lot concept plat for Blackstone Ridge.

April 7 Planning Commission Continuation of hearing for Comprehensive Plan
Amendment to address final alignment of Argenta Trail.
Planning Commission to make recommendation.

April 13 City Council Meeting to take action on the Comprehensive Plan
Amendment for the chosen alignment for Argenta Trail.
(Potential continuation to April 27).

April 14 County Physical Review of City Council approved alignment.
Development Committee

April 21 County Board Consider approval of City Council approved option for
Argenta Trail alignment.



Tentative Schedule (Cont.)

April 27 City Council Second meeting date for Council to take action on
(if necessary) Comprehensive Plan Amendment for Argenta Trail.
Council to make final decision.

Staff will continue to work with the developer, through the aforementioned schedule, and be
prepared to recommend an alignment option that is supported by the City, County and
developer; or absent that return to the options that meet the greatest number of study objectives
so that the options can be forwarded to the Planning Commission for consideration at the April
7th meeting.



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

RYLAND HOMES - Case No. 15-01PUD

Meeting Date:  March 9, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Regular Agenda X | None
Contact: Allan Hunting 651.450.2554 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Allan Hunting, City Planner Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Consider the following requests for Blackstone Vista:

a) A Resolution approving the Final PUD Development Plan and Final Plat for Blackstone
Vista.

o Requires 3/5th's vote.

0 60-day deadline: May 7, 2015 (second 60-days)
SUMMARY

The applicant is proposing the final plat and PUD for Blackstone Vista. The plat in total contains
77 lots and nine outlots. The City Council approved the preliminary plat and PUD on November
10, 2014.

ANALYSIS
Blackstone Vista is one of three neighborhoods in the Blackstone PUD that was approved with a
total of 44 conditions. The final plans were reviewed against the pertinent preliminary conditions
of approval.

The plat and site plan are consistent with the preliminary plans. The number of lots were
reduced by one because the outlot containing the lift station needed to be bigger. The
Developer will deed outlots to the city that are needed for the lift station and contain much of the
storm water system and the County regional trail.

A portion of the Mendota/Lebanon greenway regional trail will be constructed as part of this
project. The details of the construction and payment of costs are being finalized. The specifics
will be listed in the development contract and will be in place prior to release of the final plat.

Engineering has indicated they are comfortable with the final plans and they have met their
conditions of approval. There are a few minor points to update on the plans but they will be
approved by the city engineer before any works begins on site.

With further designs of the trunk sanitary now known, Engineering has noted that the portion of
the street from 70" Street south to the east connection road may need to be straightened out
some in order to minimize the number of man holes needed for the trunk sewer line.
Engineering will approve the plans once this detail has been worked out.

RECOMMENDATION
Planning Staff: Recommends approval of the Final Plat and Final PUD Development plans
with the three conditions listed in the attached resolution.

Planning Commission: Also recommends approval of the Final Plat and Final PUD
Development Plans as proposed (7-0).



March 9, 2015
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Attachments: Resolution approving the Final Plat and Final PUD Development Plans
Planning Commission Recommendation
Planning Report



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A FINAL PUD DEVELOPMENT PLAN AND A FINAL
PLAT TO BE KNOW AS BLACKSTONE VISTA

CASE NO. 15-01PUD
(Ryland Homes)

WHEREAS, a final plat and final PUD development plan application has been
submitted to the City for property legally described as;

See Exhibit A

WHEREAS, the final plat application satisfies the pertinent conditions of preliminary
plat and preliminary PUD approval and conforms to all applicable zoning and subdivision
regulations (City Code Sections 10-13A and 11-1) and other standards applied by the City in the
platting of property.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE
HEIGHTS that, the Final Plat and Final PUD development plan for Blackstone Vista is hereby
approved subject to the following conditions:

1. The final plat and accompanying site plans shall be in substantial conformance
with the following plans on file with the Planning Department except as may be
modified by the conditions below.

Final Plat no date

Final Plat (4 sheets)

Site Plan dated 2/5/15
Open Space Plan dated 2/5/15
Strip, Sign and Lighting Plan dated 2/5/15
Final Street Plan (4 sheets) dated 2/5/15
Turn Lane Detail (2 sheets) dated 2/5/15
Final Intersection Plan dated 2/5/15
Trail Plan (3 sheets) dated 2/5/15
Sanitary and Watermain Plan (5 sheets) dated 2/5/15
Final Storm Sewer Plan (8 sheets) dated 2/5/15

Infiltration Basin Plans (2 sheets) dated 2/5/15



Resolution No. 15- Page 2

Grading Plan (3 sheets) dated 2/5/15
Erosion Control (3 sheets) dated 2/5/15
Planting Plan (4 sheets) dated 12/16/14

The final plat and final PUD approval is subject to execution of a development
contract for the plat and subject to execution of the agreements referenced in the
development contract. Said contract must be executed prior to release of the final
plat for recording.

Prior to releasing the plat for recording, all engineering comments on the final
grading, drainage and erosion control, utility plans and final plat relating to
easements shall be addressed and approved by the City Engineer.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL, that the Mayor and Deputy
Clerk are hereby authorized to execute the Final Plat.

Passed this 9th day of March, 2015.

AYES:
NAYS:

ATTEST:

George Tourville, Mayor

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk



EXHIBIT A

Legal Description:

That part of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 7, Township 27 North, Range 22 West,
Dakota County, Minnesota, lying Northwesterly of SAR No. 63 (formerly SAR No. 26) described as follows:
Commencing at the intersection of the North line of said Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter with the
centerline of SAR No. 63, said point being 1327.68 feet East of the Northwest corner of said Southeast Quarter
of the Northwest Quarter; thence North 89 degrees 17 minutes 24 seconds West (assumed bearing) along the
North line of said Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter 208.10 feet;

thence South 17 degrees 55 minutes 10 seconds West 34.55 feet to a point which is 33 feet South of the North
line of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter; thence South 89 degrees, 17 minutes 24 seconds East
214.17 feet to the centerline of SAR No. 63, said point being the

point of beginning of the property to be described; thence North 89 degrees, 17 minutes 24 seconds West
214.17 feet; thence South 17 degrees 55 minutes 10 seconds West 205.20 feet; thence South 43 minutes 17
seconds 36 seconds West 191.0 feet; thence South 68 degrees 09 minutes 19 seconds West 138.89 feet;
thence South 53 degrees 51 minutes 36 seconds West 185.61 feet; thence South 36 degrees 48 minutes 24
seconds East 209.0 feet to the centerline of SAR No. 63; thence South 53 degrees 07 minutes 31 seconds West
along said centerline 331.13 feet; thence Southwesterly along said centerline on a tangential curve concave to
the Southeast, radius 716.20 feet central angle 18 degrees 31 minutes 52 seconds, arc distance 231.64 feet;
thence North 57 degrees 33 minutes 29 seconds West 404.52 feet to a point on the West line of said Southeast
Quarter of the Northwest Quarter which is 462.3 feet North of the Southwest Corner of the Southeast Quarter
of the Northwest Quarter; thence North 0 degrees 19 minutes 42 seconds East, along said West line 857.50
feet to the Northwest corner of said Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter; thence South 89 degrees 17
minutes 24 seconds East 1327.68 feet to the centerline of SAR No. 63; thence Southerly along said centerline
an arc distance of 33.26 feet to the point of beginning.

Parcel 2 (20-00700-27-010):
The East 40.25 rods of West one-half of the Northwest Quarter of Section 7, Township 27 North, Range 22
West, Dakota County, Minnesota.

And
The South 8 rods of the West 7 rods of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter, Section 7, Township
27 North, Range 22 West, Dakota County, Minnesota.

And

That part of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter, Section 7, Township 27 North, Range 22 West,
Dakota County, Minnesota, lying Westerly of SAR No. 63 (formerly SAR No. 26) described as follows:
Commencing at the Southwest Corner of said Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter; thence South 89
degrees 19 minutes 11 seconds East (assumed bearing) along the South line of the Southeast Quarter of the
Northwest Quarter 115.5 feet to the beginning of the property to be described; thence North 0 degrees 19
minutes 42 seconds parallel with the West line of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter 132.0 feet;
thence South 89 degrees 19 minutes 11 seconds East 159.85 feet to the centerline of SAR No. 63; thence South
28 degrees 32 minutes 54 seconds West 149.31 feet to the South line of the Southeast Quarter of the
Northwest Quarter; thence North 89 degrees 19 minutes 11 seconds West 89.25 feet to the point of
beginning.



RECOMMENDATION TO
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

TO: Mayor and City Council of Inver Grove Heights
FROM: Planning Commission
DATE: February 17, 2015

SUBJECT: RYLAND HOMES - CASE NO. 15-01PUD

Chair Maggi noted there were two different case numbers listed in the staff report and asked
which was correct.

Mr. Hunting responded that the correct case number was 15-01PUD.
Chair Maggi asked that comments be focused on tonight’s agenda, which is Blackstone Vista
only, and advised that discussion regarding the Argenta Trail realignment and 69" Street would

be discussed at the February 23 City Council meeting.

Reading of Notice
There was no public notice.

Presentation of Request

Mr. Hunting explained the request as detailed in the report. He advised that the applicant is
requesting approval of the final plat and final PUD development plan for Blackstone Vista. The
number of lots was reduced by one because a larger outlot was needed for the lift station.
County staff has reviewed the plat and are working with the applicant on turn lane designs. The
City Engineer and his consultants are satisfied that they meet the Northwest Area requirements
and will review the latest revised set of plans this week. Staff is satisfied that the applicant has
addressed all of the conditions that pertain to Blackstone Vista in the original PUD approval and
they recommend approval of the request.

Chair Maggi asked for clarification of Condition 15.

Mr. Hunting replied that Condition 15 referred to a legal document that will recorded with the
chain of title indicating the PUD zoning and the regulations related to that.

Chair Maggi asked if the 30 foot rear yard setback listed in Condition 26 was the standard
setback throughout the City.

Mr. Hunting replied in the affirmative.

Commissioner Simon asked for clarification of why Blackstone Vista was being separated from
Ponds and Ridges for the final PUD rather than going through the process that Argenta Hills
used by coming in as a preliminary PUD, then a final PUD, and then coming back for approvals
on the individual phases.

Mr. Hunting responded that Blackstone was following the same process as Argenta Hills.



Recommendation to City Council
February 17, 2015
Page 2

Commissioner Simon stated that Argenta Hills requested their final PUD, and then the nine
phases of Argenta Hills came back separately, partly because of changes from what was
originally approved.

Mr. Hunting advised that Blackstone’s process was no different from what was done with
Argenta Hills or any other PUD. Each phase of the Argenta Hills PUD came in with their own
final PUD approval for each phase or plat addition. Blackstone Vista is being proposed all in
one phase.

Chair Maggi stated the difference may be that Argenta Hills was one development whereas
Blackstone was three separate distinct developments.

Commissioner Simon asked why the conditions pertaining only to the Ponds or Ridges were left
in the final approval for the Vista development.

Mr. Hunting replied that any final PUD is reviewed against the preliminary conditions of approval
and the final PUD has its own set of conditions. In this case, Blackstone Vista was reviewed
against the conditions of approval that pertained to Blackstone Vista.

Commissioner Simon asked for clarification of the legend shown on sheet 2 of 5 in the plan set
showing five foot easements.

Mr. Hunting replied that the legend in question pertained to the standard lot perimeter
easements and was not referring to the setbacks.

Commissioner Simon asked how the City would assure that the side yard setbacks were five
feet and ten feet, for a total of 15 feet.
Mr. Hunting replied that the final site plan will include a list of all the required setbacks.

Commissioner Simon stated that many of the lots were not 65-70 feet wide as shown on the
original plat.

Mr. Hunting replied that some of the lots may be smaller at certain points; however, staff
measures lot width from the setback.

Commissioner Gooch asked if five foot setbacks on the garage side and ten foot setbacks on
the house side were required.

Mr. Hunting replied in the affirmative.
Opening of Public Hearing

lan Peterson, Ryland Homes, advised that he read and understood the report and was available
to answer any questions.

Commissioner Simon asked where rain garden No. 2 was located.
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Chair Maggi asked the applicant if he felt confident that rain garden #2 was included in the
development plan.

Mr. Peterson replied in the affirmative.

John Todd, 6689 Argenta Trail, asked if approval of the final plat would impact any potential
utility routings.

Mr. Hunting replied that to his knowledge this application would not lock out any option and
would not have an impact on what route Council would ultimately choose.

Mr. Todd asked if this plat would be affected by the routing that was eventually chosen.

Mr. Hunting replied it would not, stating that any of the suggested routings would work with this
plat.

Chair Maggi closed the public hearing.

Planning Commission Discussion

Commissioner Klein asked how often staff has met with the residents regarding the Blackstone
project, and stated he was not aware of any controversy regarding the Vista portion of the
project.

Mr. Hunting replied that he was not involved in any neighborhood meetings; however, other staff
has met with residents regarding the Argenta Trail realignment, sewer routing, etc. but he was
unsure how many meetings took place.

Commissioner Gooch advised that he supported the request providing five foot and ten foot side
yard setbacks would be required.

Planning Commission Recommendation

Motion by Commissioner Scales, second by Commissioner Robertson, to approve the request
for the final plat and final PUD development plans for Blackstone Vista, with the conditions listed
in the report.

Commissioner Klein asked who would be responsible for the maintenance of the street lighting.
Mr. Hunting replied he was unsure, but believed it was the City’s responsibility.

Motion carried (7/0). This item goes to the City Council on March 9, 2015.



PLANNING REPORT
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

REPORT DATE: February 12, 2015 CASE NO: 15-02PUD
APPLICANT: Ryland Homes

REQUEST: Final Plat and Final PUD Development Approval for Blackstone Vista
MEETING DATE: February 17, 2015

LOCATION: West side of Argenta Trail between 70t Street and Hwy 55
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: LDR-NWAPUD

ZONING: R-1C/PUD

REVIEWING DIVISIONS: Planning PREPARED BY: Allan Hunting
Engineering City Planner
Park and Recreation
Fire Marshall

BACKGROUND

Ryland Homes has submitted the final plat and final development plan for Blackstone Vista. The
plat consists of 77 single family lots plus nine outlots. Outlot E is part of the plat, but is not part of
the PUD approval. Plans for Outlot E will be presented to the city by the landowner at a later
date.

The City Council approved the preliminary plat and development plans on November 10, 2014.

EVALUATION OF THE REQUEST

The final plan review is limited to a review of the plans against the preliminary plat conditions of
approval for compliance. The review will address each of the 44 conditions. A copy of the
resolution approving the preliminary plans, including the conditions is attached.

Condition #1 relating to consistency with preliminary plans. The submitted final plans are
consistent with the preliminary plans approved by Council. The following provides some
additional detail on some of the individual approved plans:

Final Plat. The lot and outlot layout is the same as the preliminary plat. The number of lots have
been reduced by one because a larger outlot was needed for the lift station. All outlots except for
Outlot E will either be deeded to the city or owned and maintained by the home owners
association.
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Site Plan. The site plan which is the same as the plat in this case, is consistent with the
preliminary plans.

Open Space Plan. The open space plan is consistent with the preliminary plan. The outlots that
contained the open space have not changed.

Landscape Plan and Tree Inventory. The submitted final plans are consistent with the
preliminary plans. The number of plantings and location match the preliminary plans.

Trail Plan. The City is working with Dakota County and the developer for the construction of the
Mendota-Lebanon Hills Regional Trail through the development. The alignment and connections
are consistent with the preliminary plans. Construction of the trail is to occur with the plat
grading and construction. Details of the costs and construction responsibilities will be addressed
in the development contract.

Condition #2 relating to approval of the final grading, drainage and erosion control plans. The
City Engineer has indicated the plans have addressed comments from engineering and the
city’s consultants. Overall, there are some minor issues yet to be resolved, but the review is
done to final comment.

Condition #3 relating to drainage and utility easements provided on the plat. The plat provides
for easements over the main drainage areas. The City Engineer has reviewed the plat and finds
the necessary easements are in place. There will be more review and refinement as we discuss
the development contract and if any other easements are required, they will be shown on the
final plat prior to City Council review.

Condition #4 relating to ownership of natural area/open space. No easements are required
because all open space is in outlots that will be deeded to the city.

Condition #5 relating to park dedication. Park dedication will consist of a cash payment of
$2,850 per lot. With 77 lots, cash park dedication will equal $219,450. The park dedication fees
are collected at time of final plat release.

Condition #6 relating to plans reviewed by the Fire Marshall. The Fire Marshall has reviewed
the plans and did not provide any correction comments at this time. The Fire Marshall will
conduct a full review of the plans with the building permit application.

Condition #7 relating to County Review. The final plat has been reviewed by Dakota County.
The plat is consistent with their right-of-way needs and applicant is working with the county
on turn lane designs on 70t Street.

Condition #8 and #9 relating to storm water facilities maintenance agreement and
responsibilities. The developer will be required to enter into a maintenance agreement with the
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City for all of the storm water features. The details of the agreement will be addressed during
the development contract meeting which is currently in progress. The City Engineer is
involved in the drafting of the agreements to insure all of the design elements of the Northwest
Storm Water Manual are incorporated into the maintenance agreement. The City Council will
review and take action on the maintenance agreement with the development contract.

Condition #10 relating to executing a conservation easement over those areas required for open
space. In this plat, all the required open space falls within outlots that will be deeded to the
city. Therefore, no open space conservation easements are required from the developer.

Condition #11 relating to payment of plat utility fees. The development contract will address
the specific fees that the developer must pay before plat release as part of the funding for the
infrastructure of the sewer and water for the Northwest Area. The Council adopted an
ordinance which specifies fees to be paid at time of final plat release. There will also be
additional fees collected at time of building permit for all residential structures. This condition
was intended to state the developer’s responsibility for paying these fees.

Condition #12 relating to credits given towards Northwest Area utility connection fees. The
City Council approved the preliminary plans with some credits given to the developer. The
credits were spelled out in a separate resolution. Staff is in the process of verifying compliance
with the conditions in that resolution. This will be addressed with city council review.

Condition #13 relating to payment of building permit fees. This condition was intended to
state the developers are responsible for payment of building permit fees as noted in the
condition. These fees are collected at time of building permit.

Condition #14 relating to acknowledegment of future city approvals. This condition was
drafted by the City Attorney to clarify in all developments in the Northwest Area what changes
require administrative or Council review. This language will be carried over into the
development contract.

Condition # 15 relating to acknowledgement of PUD zoning. This condition was drafted by the
City Attorney to indicate an acknowledgement will be recorded with the County for each
development indicating the zoning and regulations placed on the property. It puts on record
for any future land owners that there are special regulations on the property. This same type of
notification was used in Arbor Pointe.

Condition #16 relating to entering into a development contract. This process has begun. A
development contract will be drafted and reviewed by the City Council during their review of
the final plan set.

Condition #17 relating to recording of documents. A standard condition notifying all parties of
what documents must be recorded with the final plat. The City Attorney's office will work
with the developer and city staff to insure all documents are recorded.
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Condition #18 relating to construction of sanitary sewer and water trunk lines for the plats.
The City Engineer is working with the developer and city attorney to address construction and
any credits given. This will be finalized in the development contract.

Condition #19 relating to private streets in Blackstone Ponds. Not applicable to this review and
plat.

Condition #20 relating to wetland buffers. There are no wetlands in Blackstone Vista so no
buffers are required.

Condition #21 relating to noise mitigation measures in home construction per overlay district.
The building permit plans will be required to address the airplane noise mitigation measures
that are listed in the ordinance. Plans will be reviewed by the Inspections Department.

Condition #22 relating to plans meeting the comments from the engineering consultants. The
City Engineer has indicated the plans have addressed the comments from the city’s consultants.
There are a few minor changes yet to be addressed, but these will be addressed prior to council
review. The City Engineer is comfortable with the plans and recommends approval.

Condition #23 relating to street lighting. The applicant has provided a street lighting plan
which shows lights at street intersections and at equal spacing along the road. Lights are
installed by the developer and lighting costs are eventually charged to the individual lots. This
condition has been satisfied.

Condition #24 relating to trail easements for the Mendota-Lebanon Regional Trail. Since all of
the regional trail will either be in city owned outlots or in public right-of-way, the developer
will not have to provide any easements to the city. The City will grant easement to the County
over the outlots for the trail as the trail will ultimately be owned and maintained by the
County. The Parks and Recreation Director is working with Dakota County Parks staff to
address all of the requirements and agreements for the regional trail. This will be approved by
the Council either with the PUD plans or at a later meeting.

Condition #25 relating to boundaries of open space with marker posts. Engineering has created
a post and sign template for developers to use to mark the open space boundary. The final
location of the posts will be approved by Engineering and will be field inspected.

Condition #26 relating to setbacks. The plans reflect a 30 foot rear yard setback for the lots.
There are no lots abutting 70t Street in this plat so the 50 foot setback does not apply.

Condition #27 relating to Blackstone Ridge open space. This condition not applicable to this
phase.
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Condition #28 relating to Blackstone Ridge and future alienment of Argenta Trail. This
condition not applicable to this phase.

Condition #29 relating to overall project approval subject to comp plan amendment for Argenta
Trail alignment. The City is in the process of processing the comp plan amendment. Council is
being presented with the 5 alignment options for the northern section of Argenta Trail
realignment and the 3 southern options in a meeting in February. The Council and County
Commissioners' are expected to adopt a final alignment in March. The Council will be
presented with the Argenta Trail alignment comp plan amendment in April.

Condition #30 relating to 65t Street connection in Blackstone Ridge. This condition not
applicable to this phase.

Condition #31 relating to collector street connections in Blackstone Ridge. This condition not
applicable to this phase.

Condition #32 relating to collector streets 65t and 67t in Blackstone Ridge. This condition not
applicable to this phase.

Condition #33 relating to storm water management in Blackstone Ridge. This condition not
applicable to this phase.

Condition #34 relating to construction of utilities for Blackstone Ponds and Blackstone Ridge.
This condition not applicable to this phase.

Condition #35 relating to access to Blackstone Ponds. This condition not applicable to this
phase.

Condition #36 relating to comments from the Director of Parks and Recreation. The comments
relating to Blackstone Vista are for the County regional trail. City staff, County staff and the
developer have met to discuss the details of the construction of the trail. The trail will be
constructed with the grading and development of the plat. A joint powers agreement will be
set up between the city and county to address maintenance. The city will grant a 30 foot wide
trail easement to the county over the outlots for the trail. Further details of the trail
construction obligations will be addressed in the development contract.

Condition #37 relating to impervious surface calculations per lot for the development. The
applicant’s engineer is working on preparing impervious surface calculations for the lots. This
will be used to review building permits so impervious surface on each lot will match the storm
water design capacity. This final detail will be reviewed prior to city council review.

Condition #38 relating to parking in Blackstone Ponds. This condition not applicable to this
phase.
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Condition #39 relating to city ordering public improvement projects for the trunk water main
and sewer. The Engineering Department is working with the council to establish a timetable
for ordering the project and construction time period for the trunk lines and lift station at 70th
Street. The Council is expected to order the improvements in the next couple of months.

Conditions #40 and #41 relating to funding the extension of trunk utilities. The City
Administrator is working with the city council on the funding of the utilities. The bonding
would be approved by council in the next couple of months.

Condition #42 relating to acquisition of easements for the trunk utility lines. Engineering and
the city's consultant are working on obtaining the necessary easements for construction of the
utilities on property outside of the plat. Council will be taking action on these matters at the
same time with ordering the utility construction projects.

Condition #43 relating to payment of all escrow account balances with plat release. Details of
this condition are covered in the development contract.

Condition #44 relating to park dedication, utility connection and hook-up fees. This condition
spells out how the fees will be calculated for the first three years after the project was originally
approved. This is an ongoing condition that will be looked at with all three development
neighborhoods.

ALTERNATIVES

A. Approval. If the Planning Commission finds the proposed Final plat and Final PUD
development plans for Blackstone Vista, a recommendation of approval should be made
subject to the following conditions:

1. The project shall be developed in substantial conformance with the following
plans on file with the Planning Department except as may be modified by the

conditions below:

Preliminary PUD conditions of approval and site plan

Final Plat (4 sheets)

Site Plan dated 2/5/15
Open Space Plan dated 2/5/15
Street Lighting Plan dated 2/5/15
Final Street Plan (4 sheets) dated 2/5/15
Turn Lane Detail (2 sheets) dated 2/5/15
Final Intersection Plan dated 2/5/15
Trail Plan (3 sheets) dated 2/5/15
Sanitary and Watermain Plan (5 sheets) dated 2/5/15

Final Storm Sewer Plan (8 sheets) dated 2/5/15
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Grading Plan (