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INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
MONDAY, May 11, 2015
8150 BARBARA AVENUE
7:00 P.M.
CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL
PRESENTATIONS

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

A. Minutes - (i) April 6, 2015 Work Session Meeting
(ii) April 27, 2015 Regular Meeting
(iii) March 27, 2015 Strategic Planning Meeting
(iv) March 28, 2015 Strategic Planning Meeting

B. Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending May 5, 2015

C. Approve the Hiring Engineer and Architect for Potential Golf Course Capital
Improvements Project

D. CLASSIC CONSTRUCTION; Consider a Resolution approving re-descriptions of stormwater
easements and drainage easements and approving development documents related to the
plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

E. Approve Proposal from EOR, Inc. for NWA Hydrologic and Hydraulic (H & H) Model Update

F. Approve Proposal for Professional Services for Feasibility Study for City Project No.
2015-03 - 65th Street between Trunk Highway 3 and Argenta Trail

G. Resolution Receiving Bids and Awarding Contract for the 2015 Pavement Management
Program, City Project No. 2015-09A - Crackseal

H. Resolution Receiving Bids and Awarding Contract for the 2015 Pavement Management
Program, City Project No. 2015-09B - Sealcoat

I. Resolution Approving Estimated Costs for the Project, the Joint Powers Agreement with
Dakota County Transportation Department for Milling, Bituminous Overlay, and City Utility
Repairs and Resolution Ordering City Project No. 2015-06 - 70th Street Mill and Overlay (TH
3 to Cahill Avenue)



J. Consider a Resolution Approving a Permanent Utility and Drainage Easement and Temporary
Construction Easement on property identified as PID No. 20-00700-28-015 owned by Mr.

and Mrs. Deuth Relating to City Project No. 2015-11 - NWA 70th Street Lift Station, Argenta
District

K. Approve Collective Bargaining Agreement between The City of Inver Grove Heights
and International Union of Operating Engineers (IUOE) for the years 2015 - 2016

L. Schedule Special Meeting

M. Schedule Public Hearing

N. Personnel Actions

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

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:
A. Consider Application for On-Sale/Sunday Intoxicating Liquor - OVERBOARD Bar & Grill

B. Assessment Hearing for 2015 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2015-09E -
47th Street Area Reconstruction

7. REGULAR AGENDA:

FINANCE:

A. Consider Accepting and Approving the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for the Year
Ended December 31, 2014, Management Letter and Other Required Report

FIRE:

B. Consider Authorizing the Inver Grove Heights Fire Department to Order a Fast Attack Fire
Truck and Pre-Pay Full Price at the Time Ordered

PUBLIC WORKS:

C. Consider Resolution Levying Assessments for 2015 Improvement Program, City Project No.
2015-14 - 47th Street Area Water and Sanitary Sewer Improvements and Rehabilitation

D. Consider Resolution Awarding Contract for the 2015 Pavement Management Program, City
Project No. 2015-09E - 47th Street Area Reconstruction and the 2015 Improvement
Program, City Project No. 2015-14 - 47th Street Area Water and Sewer Improvements and

Rehabilitation, and Approving a Joint Powers Agreement with South St. Paul



E. Resolution Approving Two Cost Share Contracts with Dakota County Soil and Water
Conservation District for Community Conservation Partnership Funding Program and
Acceptance of a Permanent Drainage, Utility and Storm Water Ponding Easement for City

Project No. 2015-09E - 47th Street Area Reconstruction

F. Resolution Accepting Proposal from American Engineering Testing, Inc. (AET) for
Construction Phase Geotechnical Services for City Project No. 2015-09E - 47th Street Area

G. Approve Agreement with Xcel Energy for Topsoil and Seeding on City Project No. 2015-09E -

47t Street Area Reconstruction

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:

H. MATTHEW GENS; Consider the Second Reading of an Ordinance Amendment to Title 10 of
the City Code (Zoning Ordinance) to amend the definition of Single Family Dwelling, and to
add the use of Supervised Student Housing as an Interim Use in single family residential

zoning districts.

ADMININISTRATION:
I. Consider the Second Reading of the Draft Massage Therapist and Massage Business

Licensing Ordinance

J. Consider Approval of a City Clerk Job Description and Compensation, Revisions to the
City Administrators Job Description and Authorization to Post the City Clerk Position

. MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS

9. ADJOURN

This document is available upon 3 business day request in alternate formats such as Braille, large print, audio
recording, etc. Please contact Amy Jannetto at 651.450.2510 or ajannetto@invergroveheights.org




INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION
MONDAY, APRIL 6, 2015 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in work session on
Monday, April 6, 2015, in the City Council Chambers. Mayor Tourville called the meeting to order at 6:00
p.m. Present were Council members Bartholomew, Hark, Mueller and Piekarski Krech; City Administrator
Lynch, City Attorney Kuntz, Community Development Director Link, Public Works Director

Thureen, Parks and Recreation Director Carlson, Chief Stanger, and Chief Thill

2. PUBLIC WORKS MAINTENANCE FACILITY

Mr. Thureen stated a space needs study for the Public Works Maintenance Facility was prepared by
Oertel Architects. A committee comprised of the Public Works Director, Street Maintenance
Superintendent, Lead Mechanic, Utilities Superintendent, and Parks Maintenance Superintendent was
formed and worked with the architects to assess current and future needs and develop concept plans to
address the identified needs.

Jeff Oertel, Oertel Architects, provided an overview his firm’s experience in the design of maintenance
facilities. He explained his team collected detailed data related to existing operations and equipment,
spoke to staff, and toured the existing facility to conduct the space needs analysis. A concept plan was
developed that would involve removing the existing fueling system to provide more cost effective options
for expansion and remodeling of the facility going forward. He stated the current facility was packed with
vehicles and a lot of extra handling and work was required by staff to use and access certain vehicles and
equipment on a daily basis. He noted since the facility was originally constructed there had been a
number of advancements in the field of public works, such as the use of brine, that have resulted in
operational changes that have caused the facility to need to be organized differently over time. He stated
the current space was very tight and the skewed configuration of the building was not conducive to an
efficient layout. He reviewed the current layout of the entire public works site and the preferred concept
plan. He reiterated the preferred plan contemplated relocation of the existing fueling system. He
explained the plan included drive lanes with vehicle parking between the drive lanes and off to either side
of the drive lanes. He stated this would allow staff to drive through the facility and exit and enter on
opposite ends of the garage. This would eliminate a lot of the vehicle maneuvering that had to take place
at the beginning and end of each shift. He stated if an addition was built staff would be able to work in the
existing maintenance facility during construction of the vehicle storage and maintenance addition. He
noted the proposed addition would help the City gain operational efficiencies. He discussed the
importance of being able to regularly wash vehicles and equipment. The project proposed combination
manual and automatic wash bays. The fueling island would be relocated to the southwest area of the site.
The first phase of construction also contemplated an office addition that would include new locker rooms
and restrooms, a new break room, and a new conference room. If the first phase of the plan was done
without the office addition there was enough money and enough square footage involved that the City
would be required to set aside funds to meet ADA standards. An elevator would need to be added or
other accommodations would need to be incorporated into the design in order to make the facility
accessible. The proposed office addition would allow the City to have all employee spaces located on the
first floor and would eliminate accessibility concerns. The proposed concept plan would allow the City to
be able to store all vehicles within the existing fleet in a designated parking spot without the need for
parking in the driveways. Future vehicle storage needs were also contemplated in the second phase of
the plan. He explained the facility currently used for salt storage was very valuable in that it was
somewhat of a luxury to be able to store, load, and unload salt under a cover. He noted the salt building
did have a number of drawbacks, including workshops that were not heated or ventilated properly. He
reviewed the preliminary cost estimate. It was assumed that the building would be classified as heavy
industrial. The specifications called for 30-year construction components such as pre-cast concrete wall
panels and a steel roof structure. He stated the cost estimates were based on the expectation that the
building would be a long-term facility. The subtotal for construction was estimated to be $5.3 million and
an additional $500,000 was estimated for other expenses such as soil borings, surveys, and fees. A 10%
contingency was also included. He stated the total estimate for the first phase of the project was $6.2-6.3
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million. The estimate for the office addition was $1.1 million. He noted the estimates for upgrades to the
remainder of the site included adding access to the salt storage building on the back end of the building to
allow for more efficient unloading of trucks.

Mayor Tourville questioned when staff envisioned starting the project. He stated given the cost estimates
it was unlikely that it would be a 2016 project.

Mr. Thureen stated the intent was to get feedback from the Council on the concept plan. The phased
approach was proposed to address the highest priority needs in terms of operational efficiency. He
explained for planning purposes staff included the item in the CIP for 2018.

Councilmember Mueller opined allowing room for vehicles to pull in and out of the garage with trailers
attached would require a lot of extra space.

Mr. Oertel stated the most important vehicle that the space was designed for was a plow truck. The
proposed space would allow for easy access and maneuvering of plow trucks.

Mr. Thureen stated parking was a major concern from a staff perspective because in the winter time
trailers routinely had to be maneuvered in and out of the garage to access other vehicles and equipment.
He noted the overall goal was to increase operational efficiency by having more productive work time
versus staff having to take time every morning to maneuver vehicles and equipment.

Councilmember Mueller questioned if it would save money to have one accessible bathroom located on
the first floor.

Mr. Oertel stated the City would need a men’s and women’s locker area and a separate break area
located on the first floor to meet ADA standards.

Mayor Tourville stated the City would do whatever was required to comply with ADA regulations.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated he wanted to be certain that all vehicles would have access to the
fuel station.

Mayor Tourville stated it would be helpful to visit the maintenance facility to review the concept plan
onsite. He opined without more specific information related to financing it would be difficult to accept the
report because the perception would be that the project would be ordered.

Mr. Thureen explained staff would prefer to bring the report back at a regular meeting for the Council to
formally receive the report.

3. TOBACCO ORDINANCE
a. Tobacco Licensing

Mr. Lynch stated the first part of the discussion related to the a request from Dakota County whereby the
City would take over the administration of tobacco licensing effective January 1, 2016. He explained Inver
Grove Heights was one of two large cities in the County that currently was not responsible for tobacco
licensing.

Bridget McCauley Nason, LeVander, Gillen, & Miller, stated the City Code did not currently contain any
provisions related to tobacco licensing or the sale of tobacco. Dakota County currently conducted
compliance checks and licensed retailers of tobacco products in the City. In 2014 there were 33 licensees
in the City and 58 compliance checks were conducted by Dakota County. Seven (7) compliance checks
failures were reported in 2014. She reiterated the County had sent a letter indicating their preference
would be to turn over the administration of tobacco licensing to the City. State statute provides that the
County is required to license and regulate the sale of tobacco in all statutory cities unless an ordinance is
adopted. If the City did not adopt an ordinance that would provide for the regulation of tobacco sales the
County would continue to be required to serve that function.

Mayor Tourville stated his interpretation was that the County was telling the City to prepare to take over
the regulation of tobacco sales beginning in 2016.
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Mr. Lynch reiterated the County did not want to be the licensing authority for the City any longer.

Ms. Nason stated the County currently charged an annual license fee of $320. She explained given the
number of current licensees in the City the potential revenue generated would be approximately $10,000.
She noted the City would incur costs associated with licensing including the cost to perform mandatory
compliance checks and conduct background investigations. The general provisions of the proposed
ordinance would require all vendors or sellers of tobacco products or tobacco-related devices to obtain a
license from the City. She stated many of the definitions included in the ordinance were taken directly
from State statute. A mandatory instructional program requirement was also included that would require
license holders to provide compliance training to their employees to try to prevent the sale of tobacco to
minors. The draft ordinance would also require all licensees to obtain an age verification device within two
(2) years of the issuance of the first license. The proposed ordinance would also prohibit sampling of
tobacco products. She explained a majority of the prohibited sales were the same as what was included
in statute. Minimum penalties were included in the ordinance to address compliance check failures and a
number of provisions were included that related to the denial, suspension, or revocation of licenses.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the City would be able to set its own license fee.
Ms. Nason replied in the affirmative.

Councilmember Hark questioned if sampling would be allowed outdoors.

Ms. Nason stated the prohibition against sampling would apply to indoor areas.

b. Tobacco Sampling

Ms. Botten explained Council previously directed staff to draft two types of ordinance language for
consideration. The first would prohibit sampling and the second would allow sampling with certain
guidelines and conditions. She stated the Minnesota Clean Indoor Air Act prohibited smoking in all indoor
public spaces, but provided an exception for tobacco sampling in tobacco product shops. Over 50
Minnesota cities and counties have opted to adopt regulations that are more restrictive than State law to
prohibit indoor smoking and sampling of tobacco in public places. In Dakota County the cities of Eagan,
Hastings, Mendota Heights, Rosemount, South St. Paul, and West St. Paul all prohibited tobacco
sampling. The proposed draft ordinance contained language that would prohibit all tobacco and nicotine
sampling in retail establishments. Alternative language was prepared that would allow sampling with
certain requirements. She reviewed the conditions under which sampling would be allowed in a retail
establishment. She explained staff recommended inclusion of the language prohibiting sampling and
smoking of tobacco in public places. She stated the proposed language would close the loophole in State
law and would be the most direct option for enforcement of the ordinance.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if building code would provide an avenue for adjacent tenants to
express concerns about sampling at a neighboring business.

Ms. Botten stated that would be a question for the building official.

Councilmember Hark questioned how much it would cost the City to perform the annual compliance
checks.

Chief Stanger stated he estimated the costs based on what the department experienced for alcohol
compliance checks. He explained it would cost the department approximately $250 to perform the initial
background investigation on an applicant for a license. The annual compliance checks would cost the
department approximately $3,000 per year.

Councilmember Mueller questioned if a renewal investigation would be required if the ownership of a
licensed business did not change.

Chief Stanger replied in the affirmative.

The City Council requested that the Chief break down the costs involved for the Police Department to
make a decision on what an appropriate license fee would be.
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Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned how a person could sample a product without using a
sampling device.

Ms. Botten stated a person could either purchase the device from the store or bring their own device to
sample products with. She noted the intent was to prohibit the sharing of devices for the purposes of
sampling at the retail establishments. She stated other cities had incorporated similar language into their
ordinance to address health and safety concerns.

Councilmember Hark clarified that at this point there was nothing that would prohibit sampling in the City.
Ms. Botten replied in the affirmative.

Councilmember Hark questioned if state statute regulated e-cigarettes in the same manner as tobacco
products.

Ms. Botten explained current statutory provisions did not regulate e-cigarettes in the same manner as
tobacco products. She noted e-cigarettes were prohibited in some public places, such as hospitals and
schools, but were allowed in restaurants and other public places because they were not recognized as a
tobacco-related device.

Mayor Tourville opined the regulation of e-cigarettes and sampling was two separate issues.

Mr. Lynch reviewed information that was provided to the City by other organizations interested in the
discussion related to the regulation of tobacco products, e-cigarettes, and sampling.

Motion by Mueller, second by Piekarski Krech, to receive all information and correspondence.

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.
Patrick Reilly, 8590 Atlantic Avenue, discussed the issue of sampling. He opined sampling was really a

form of indoor smoking. He encouraged the City to be forward thinking and to prohibit sampling
altogether.

Tyler Thompson, 5854 Blaine Avenue, stated the concept of sampling was an important aspect of his
business model. He explained it allowed customers to determine what they wanted to purchase. He
noted none of the products involved with sampling used a form of combustible tobacco. He stated
sampling produced a vapor, not smoke. He opined that prohibiting sampling would be detrimental to his
business.

Councilmember Mueller questioned if devices were repaired for customers in a back room of the store.

Mr. Thompson replied in the negative. He stated he had an area in the front of the store where repairs
were made in front of the customer. He noted it would be hard to assess the functionality of a device if
sampling was prohibited inside the store.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned how long customers typically stayed in the store to sample.
Mr. Thompson stated the length of time varied based on the needs of each individual customer.

Mr. Kuntz questioned what percentage of customers were coming into the store for vaping products
versus tobacco products.

Mr. Thompson stated he sold no tobacco products in his store. All of his products were vapor products.

Mr. Kuntz stated if the sampling of tobacco-related products was prohibited it would not apply to Mr.
Thompson’s store if he did not stock tobacco-related products.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned how sampling was defined in the proposed ordinance. He
questioned if there were limitations that would clearly define when sampling became lounging.

Ms. Nason stated the draft ordinance included language that would prohibit all forms of sampling in an
indoor establishment.
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Jay, owner of vape shop in Inver Grove Heights, stated he did not sell any tobacco products. He added
the emission from an e-cigarette was almost entirely an odorless vapor. He noted he had over 1,000
transactions every month at his business. He questioned how his business negatively impacted the
community and what the reason would be for banning sampling of products. He explained prohibiting
sampling would result in the loss of business and would force him to

close his shop.

Mr. O’Rourke stated he submitted a number of the documents the Council previously received by motion.
He reviewed the history and evolution of the language adopted by the City of Minneapolis related to
sampling products. He noted Minneapolis recently updated their ordinance to specifically allow the
sampling of electronic cigarette devices. Hennepin County and Hopkins also passed similar ordinances to
allow sampling. He explained if the proposed ordinance was adopted, the City would be the only
community to prohibit sampling when there were established vape shops in the City. He reiterated the
adoption of the ordinance would negatively impact the operations at existing businesses.

Mayor Tourville clarified that Mr. O’Rourke represented the Independent Vapor Retailers of MN.

Mr. O’Rourke replied in the affirmative. He explained a majority of the members of the organization only
sold vaping and electronic cigarette products. He stated he advocated for issues related to vaping and
sampling of electronic cigarette products.

Alicia Leisinger, Association for Non Smokers of Minnesota, stated her organization worked to reduce the
use of tobacco. She presented information from the MN Department of Health related to the use of
hookah and electronic delivery devices by youth. She discussed other cities that had opted to adopt
similar ordinance language related to sampling. She stated communities are increasingly concerned
about the prevalence of the use of e-cigarette devices by youth.

Nick Pickar, employee at L.W.’s Bierstube, stated there was a hookah lounge located in the same strip
mall as the restaurant. He explained they had experienced issues with the patrons of the hookah lounge
but did not have issues with the smoke shop itself.

Councilmember Mueller questioned if they had experienced any issues related to parking.
Mr. Pickar replied in the affirmative. He noted they shared a parking lot with three (3) other businesses.

Mohammed, 6426 Cahill Avenue, stated his business was located in the same strip mall as the Bierstube.
He explained the primary source of the complaints about his hookah lounge had originated from the
Bierstube. He stated if the City banned sampling it would put a lot of people out of business.

Mayor Tourville questioned if his hookah lounge sold e-cigarettes.

Mohammed replied in the negative. He stated his business sold and allowed sampling of tobacco
products.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she still had questions related to the legality of sampling and
needed more information to clarify what other cities currently allowed. She opined she was not sure that
regulation of the activity was within the city’s purview.

Councilmember Bartholomew agreed that the information was contradictory and he still had a number of
questions that needed to be addressed. He stated it would be difficult to enforce regulations related to
sampling.

The City Council agreed that more discussion was needed regarding the issue of sampling and directed
staff to bring back more information related to the sampling of electronic cigarettes.

4. THERAPEUTIC MASSAGE ORDINANCE REVISIONS

Bridget McCauley Nason, LeVander, Gillen, & Miller, provided an overview of the proposed ordinance
revisions. She stated the purpose of the revisions was to ensure a strict licensing scheme that would
prohibit the use of therapeutic massage businesses for illegal activities. She reviewed the statutory
exemptions for licensure and the provisions for licensure in the City.
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Councilmember Mueller questioned if home occupations would be allowed.

Ms. Nason stated the ordinance would allow for a licensed therapist to visit an off-site premises to offer
massage services.

Mayor Tourville suggested that the first reading of the ordinance be put on the agenda for the next regular
meeting. He also asked staff to send the draft ordinance to the Chamber of Commerce for review and
comment.

5. EMERGENCY EVACUATION PLANS — PRESENTATION

Lieutenant Josh Otis presented the emergency evacuation plan for the Council Chambers. He reviewed
the plans for emergencies related to severe weather, fire or other emergency, or an active threat. He
displayed the prescribed evacuation routes for each type of emergency.

Mayor Tourville questioned if the emergency evacuation routes were posted at City Hall.

Lieutenant Otis stated routes were posted in the main concourse and would also be posted in the Council
Chambers. He noted the same training would be provided to all groups that routinely used the chambers.

6. DISCUSS 50" ANNIVERSARY

Tracy Petersen, Recreation Superintendent, discussed potential ideas to celebrate the City’s upcoming
50™ anniversary. She stated the anniversary was a great opportunity to showcase and highlight the City’s
attributes. The first option was a one-day, large scale event, similar to a street fair. The second option
was to host a series of smaller activities over the course of several months that would be incorporated with
other community events. She explained marketing, timing, staff & Council involvement, local business
involvement, and identification of a goal or objective should be discussed to provide direction to staff.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned why the event would not be held in conjunction with Inver
Grove Heights Days. She opined it made more sense to piggy back on an established, large-scale event.

Ms. Petersen stated she could speak with the committee to discuss the possibility of partnering with Inver
Grove Heights Days. She explained the events would have to be coordinated for planning and marketing
purposes to draw attention to the specific events meant to celebrate the 50" anniversary.

Mayor Tourville stated is his initial thought was to host a celebration independent of Inver Grove Heights
Days to keep the focus on the 50" anniversary.

Councilmember Mueller stated he would rather do something in conjunction with Inver Grove Heights
Days.

Councilmember Hark suggested doing one compact event so it did not get lost amongst the activities for
Inver Grove Heights Days and lose its significance.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned what the significance was of the anniversary if it wasn’t a
community celebration.

Mayor Tourville stated 50 years as a City was a big deal for Inver Grove Heights and it was important to
showcase what has happened in the City and how much things have changed. He suggested hosting
events over the course of a weekend.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the broader community would not get as involved in an event just
for the 50" anniversary. She opined it needed to be tied into a larger community event to get more people
to attend.

Mayor Tourville stated the actual anniversary date in December may not be as conducive to hosting an
outdoor activity. He opined a number of issues would need to be worked out if the event was going to be
hosted in conjunction with Inver Grove Heights Days.

Ms. Petersen stated staff could return to Council in June with some additional ideas on how to plan the
events in conjunction with Holiday on Main Street.
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Councilmember Bartholomew suggested holding a ceremony to commemorate the 50" anniversary prior
to the fireworks at Inver Grove Heights Days and the City would sponsor the fireworks display.

Mayor Tourville suggested that staff come up with a few more potential ideas for further discussion.

Councilmember Hark suggested opening the Grove up for free use by community members if the event
was hosted in December.

7. REVIEW FINAL SPECIFICATIONS AND COSTS FOR FIRE TRUCK PURCHASE

Chief Thill stated at the end of 2014 the Council authorized staff to begin the process of determining the
cost to repair the engine for Fire Station #1. The truck committee researched the purchase and found that
the total cost of the truck would be approximately $620,000. Potential reductions in the total cost could be
realized through a pre-payment plan and the resale of Engine 11. She stated the Central Equipment Fund
currently had enough money available to cover the cost of the replacement truck. She explained the cost
of the truck would increase by 3% if it was purchased after April 15", She reviewed the specifications and
features of the replacement truck.

Mr. Lynch explained when money was used from the Central Equipment Fund to purchase new vehicles
the department was charged an allocation in its budget over the estimated life span of the equipment to
replenish the Central Equipment Fund.

8. ADJOURN: The meeting was adjourned by a unanimous vote at 9:40 pm.



INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING
MONDAY, APRIL 27, 2015 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on
Monday, April 27, 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, City
Engineer Kaldunski, Finance Director Smith, and Chief Thill

3. PRESENTATIONS: None.
4. CONSENT AGENDA:

Mayor Tourville removed Item 4D from the Consent Agenda.

Councilmember Hark removed ltem 4E from the Consent Agenda.

Councilmember Mueller removed Item 4H from the Consent Agenda.

A. Minutes of April 13, 2015 Regular City Council Meeting

B. Resolution No. 15-69 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending April 21, 2015

C. Resolution No. 15-70 Approving the Development Contract and related Agreements for the Plat of
Blackstone Vista

F. Approve Request for Donation to Inver Grove Heights Days

G. Schedule Public Hearing

. Personnel Actions

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to approve the Consent Agenda.
Ayes: 5

Nays: 0 Motion carried.

D. Approve Proposal from SEH, Inc. for Engineering Services for Revisions to the City’s Two Water
System Emergency Generators to Meet EPA Emissions Standards

Mayor Tourville stated he would abstain from the vote.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Mueller, to approve proposal from SEH, Inc. for engineering
services for revisions to the City’s two water system emergency generators to meet EPA
emissions standards

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

E. Approve Proposal from EOR, Inc. for NWA Hydrologic and Hydraulic Model Update
Councilmember Hark questioned what hourly rate the consultant would charge the City.

Mr. Thureen explained the hourly rate varied based on the individual performing the work. He stated he
requested a detailed breakdown of the rates from the consultant but did not receive the information in time
to include with the agenda item.

Councilmember Hark stated the contract did not include attendance at meetings and questioned how
much extra time that generally involved.

Mr. Thureen stated the proposal did not assume attendance at any meetings. It was not anticipated that
the consultant would have to attend any commission or Council meetings. He noted attendance at any
meetings would be at an additional cost to the City.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated he would prefer to table the item to review the detailed cost
information.
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Motion by Bartholomew, second by Hark, to table consideration of the proposal from EOR, Inc. for
the Northwest Area Hydrologic and Hydraulic Model update to May 11, 2015

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

H. Approve the Collective Bargaining Agreement between the City of Inver Grove Heights and the
American Federation of State, County, and Municipal Employees (AFSCME), Local 1065, Council 5, for
the Years 2015-2016

Councilmember Mueller suggested that the language pertaining to a $300 allowance for a part-time CSO
should be removed from the contract. He stated the City no longer had a CSO and had no plans to fill the
position at this time.

Mr. Lynch stated the contract listed a number of positions and their corresponding salary ranges and the
position of CSO was still listed. He explained if the Council wanted to formally eliminate the position
separate action would need to be taken at a subsequent meeting. He noted any changes to the contract
language would also need to be approved by the bargaining unit. He stated because the part-time CSO
position was currently vacant there was nobody eligible to receive the allowance outlined in the terms

of the contract. He added the Police Chief may choose to revive the CSO program in the future.

Mayor Tourville stated it did not hurt anything to leave the position in the contract. He opined any decision
to eliminate the position should be discussed with the Police Chief.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned why the uniform allowance for the Fire Marshal was
increased.

Mr. Lynch stated during negotiations the bargaining unit requested an increase to reflect that the cost of
goods was increasing. He explained staff felt the request was reasonabile.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she had never seen the Fire Marshal in full uniform.

Chief Thill stated the Fire Marshal did have a full uniform in addition to his regular apparel worn on a daily
basis while in the office or out in the field. She noted his uniform varied based on the weather, site
conditions, and job duties for the day.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech opined it seemed like a rather large uniform allowance.
Mr. Lynch stated the uniform allowance for the Fire Marshal was proposed to increase $40-$60.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated he did not have an issue with leaving the CSO position in the
contract. He opined he would hesitate to have to reopen the contract if the CSO position was budgeted
for by the Police Chief in 2016 or subsequent years.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Hark, to approve the Collective Bargaining Agreement
between the City of Inver Grove Heights and the American Federation of State, County, and
Municipal Employees (AFSCME), Local 1065, Council 5, for the Years 2015-2016

Ayes: 4
Nays: 1 (Mueller) Motion carried.

5. PUBLIC COMMENT: None.
6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:

A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Application for On-Sale/Sunday Intoxicating Liquor
License from El Azteca for Premises Located at 5816 Blaine Avenue

Mr. Lynch stated the hearing was a continuation of the public hearing previously opened at the meeting on
April 13th. He explained the Police Department was able to complete the background investigation and
found no basis for denial of the request for a liquor license.

James Reyes spoke in favor of the applicant and encouraged Council to approve the liquor license.
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Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to close the public hearing.

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.
Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to approve the on-sale/sunday intoxicating

liquor license for El Azteca, LLC dba El Azteca Mexican Restaurant for premises located at 5816
Blaine Avenue

Ayes: 5

Nays: 0 Motion carried.
7. REGULAR AGENDA:
FINANCE:

A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Financing of 2015 and 2016 Projects

Steve Apfelbacher, Ehlers and Associates, discussed the authorization process for various projects being
considered by the City. He reviewed the projects that had been identified to be financed in 2015 and 2016
including Argenta Trail, 70th Street, Northwest Area, the proposed Fire Station, and the Pavement
Management Program. He noted the projects were included in the most recent CIP and identified in the
cash flow projections to determine the impact of each project on the overall tax levy. He explained the
budgeted numbers had changed and, in many cases, were higher than what had previously been included
in the CIP. He noted the issuance of debt had to be authorized under a specific State statute.

Mr. Apfelbacher provided an overview of the authorization process to issue debt for the street-related
projects (Argenta Trail, 70th Street, and Northwest Area) identified by staff. He stated the City would be
required to develop a plan outlining the street reconstruction projects for the next five years and to hold a
hearing to consider approval of the plan. He explained if the plan was approved it would be subject to a
reverse referendum. He noted the entire approval process would take approximately four (4) months. If
Council chose to proceed, staff would develop the plan and schedule the hearing for a regular meeting in
July. The plan would require a unanimous vote of the Council in order to issue debt. He stated the major
concern was that the Argenta Trail and 70th Street projects would likely begin in 2015 and the City would
need money towards the end of the year in order to be able to pay the County. He recommended that the
second phase of Argenta Trail be included in the five year plan.

Councilmember Hark questioned if all of the street-related projects identified would be included in the five
year plan.

Mr. Apfelbacher replied in the affirmative. He noted the statutory authorization was the same for all street-
related projects.

Councilmember Bartholomew clarified that staff would also contemplate incorporating other street projects
into the five year plan with the exception of the Pavement Management Program itself.

Mr. Apfelbacher stated that was correct. He explained the approach in the past with respect to the
Pavement Management Program was to consider those projects under the 429 statutory process because
they were generally subject to special assessments. He noted once the five year plan was developed and
approved it did not mean that the City was required to complete any of the projects identified. Subsequent
Council approval would be required to move forward with any of the projects identified and to issue debt.

Mayor Tourville questioned if the proposed issuance of debt would jeopardize the City’s current bond
rating.

Mr. Apfelbacher stated the City would be pushing the envelope if all of the projects identified were carried
out within the timeframes proposed. He noted that would be closely analyzed and monitored throughout
the process and prior to any issuance of debt.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated the development of the five year plan would not affect the bond
rating.
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Mr. Apfelbacher clarified the issuance of debt could affect the bond rating, not the development of the five
year plan.

Mr. Kuntz explained the larger policy decision for the Council was what projects would be identified in the
notice for the proposed hearing in July. He stated the amount of debt being proposed for authorization
had to be clearly identified in the notice of the hearing.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated her understanding was that the hearing notice would have to
include an estimate for each project that was proposed to be considered at a later date. She questioned if
each individual project would then require unanimous approval by the City Council prior to debt being
issued.

Mr. Apfelbacher stated approval of the plan required the unanimous vote of the Council. He explained the
Council had to provide direction in terms of which projects they would like included in the plan, bearing in
mind that including more projects would increase the amount of debt proposed to be issued.

Mr. Kuntz noted any project not identified in the plan would not be eligible to be funded through the
issuance of debt under the statutory authority referenced.

Mr. Lynch noted staff's recommendation was to include as many projects as possible to provide the City
with flexibility and viable funding options for consideration going forward. He reiterated none of the
projects included had to be financed through the issuance of debt, but it would be an option available to
the City.

Mayor Tourville questioned if the amount currently proposed for the Argenta Trail project was for both the
northern and southern segments.

Mr. Kuntz replied in the negative.

Mayor Tourville opined the Council needed to consider including both segments of the Argenta Trail
project in the five-year plan because it was unlikely to qualify for the 429 process.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated including the projects in the plan would also give the Council the
flexibility to see how the issuance of debt would affect the City’s bond rating at the time the project was
considered.

Mr. Kuntz summarized that the Council wanted to see a broad list of projects on the plan, including the
northern segment of Argenta Trail.

Mr. Apfelbacher recommended that the project to extend sewer and water in the Northwest Area to
service various subdivisions be included in the overall scope of the proposed debt issuance. The overall
cost would be paid back to the City over time through user charges within the Northwest Area.

He reviewed the authorization process for the proposed Fire Station. He stated the City would have three
ways to authorize the issuance of debt for the project. He noted the benefits of each type of authorization
process were still being analyzed and would be discussed by Council at a later date. He explained the
Council would still be required to develop a plan and hold a hearing, however only a simple majority vote
of the Council would be required for authorization. Such an authorization would still be subject to a
reverse referendum. The second type of authorization would be to call for a special election to consider
the issuance of debt for the project. The third type of authorization would involve leased revenue bonds
issued through the EDA.

Mr. Apfelbacher provided a general overview of the tax implications outlined in the report. He noted the
overall impact was based on the valuations in place at the end of 2014.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech clarified the tax impact would increase if any other street-related projects
were included in the overall plan.

Mr. Apfelbacher replied in the affirmative.

Mayor Tourville asked staff to clearly identify each project and the corresponding cost estimates in the
plan along with the projected tax implications.
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Mr. Apfelbacher stated staff would begin developing the plan and would return in June to ask Council to
call for the public hearing.

PUBLIC WORKS:

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution Awarding Contract for the 2015 Capital
Improvement Program, City Project No. 2015-10, NWA Trunk Utility Improvements, Argenta
District (Alverno Avenue to Blackstone Vista Development) and City Project No. 2015-11, NWA
70th Street Lift Station, Argenta District

Mr. Kaldunski stated six (6) bids were received and the low bid was submitted by SM Hentges and Sons in
the amount of $2,083,708.48. He noted the easements required for the project had been secured.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated timing was going to be a critical issue on the project and she was
concerned that the would not contractor allocate enough resources to do the job that needed to get done.
She opined she was not completely satisfied with the work the contractor had done on previous projects in
the City.

Mr. Kaldunski stated the completion dates were clearly outlined in the contract.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if there were any penalties included in the contract if the
contractor failed to meet the completion dates.

Mr. Kaldunski stated the contract included a clause for liquidated damages.

Motion by Mueller, second by Bartholomew, to adopt Resolution No. 15-71 awarding the contract
for the 2015 Capital Improvement Program, City Project No. 2015-10, Northwest Area Trunk Utility
Improvements, Argenta District (Alverno Avenue to Blackstone Vista Development) and City
Project No. 2015-11, NWA 70th Street Lift Station, Argenta District

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution Receiving Feasibility Report,
Scheduling a Public Hearing, and Authorizing Preparation of Plans and Specifications for the
2014 Improvement Program, City Project No. 2014-11, Argenta Trail South Project Area Street
Improvements, including Amana Trail and 77th Street West

Mr. Thureen reviewed the project area and the scope of work proposed. The estimated project cost was
$14,425,000. He noted the City’s estimated share of the cost was $6.6 million dollars. He requested that
the Council remove the authorization to prepare plans and specifications as changes were made by the
consultant and would be brought back at the next regular Council meeting as a separate item for approval.
The proposed funding source was either street reconstruction bonds or another source as identified by the
City Council. He explained ordering the project would be contingent upon the Council approving a
financing plan for the project and a joint powers agreement with the County for the acquisition of property
and construction of the project.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned why the City’s share of the project costs was still at 45%.
She opined that the connection was more of a benefit to the City of Eagan than to Inver Grove Heights.

Mr. Thureen stated the County would review the policy for the northern segment of Argenta Trail if a future
six-lane roadway was considered. The southern segment was still subject to the standard policy of a
55/45 cost share because a standard four-lane roadway was proposed.

Councilmember Mueller questioned if five (5) parcels would still need to be taken.

Mr. Thureen stated that was the worst case scenario. He noted the project needs were still being
considered.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Mueller, to adopt Resolution No. 15-72 Receiving the
Feasibility Report and Scheduling a Public Hearing for the 2014 Improvement Program, City
Project No. 2014-11, Argenta Trail South Project Area Street Improvements, including Amana Trail
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and 77th Street West

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

ADMINISTRATION:

D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider First Reading of an Ordinance relating to Massage
Therapist and Massage Business Licensing

Bridget McCauley Nason, LeVander, Gillen, & Miller, presented the draft of an ordinance relating to the
licensing of massage therapists and therapeutic massage businesses. She stated the City’s current
ordinance dated back to 1974 and did not adequately address the scope of issues related to the practice
of therapeutic massage. The proposed ordinance would repeal the existing chapter in the City Code and
would replace it with a new ordinance that would bring the code up to date with respect to terminology and
the provisions related to the licensing of massage therapists and businesses. She provided an overview
of the terminology that was updated. The proposed ordinance required massage therapists to obtain a
license from the City and to prove compliance with specific educational requirements. Therapeutic
massage businesses would also be required to obtain a license from the City. She explained a number of
exceptions were included in the proposed ordinance, including statutorily mandated exceptions or
exemptions. She stated the proposed ordinance also clearly identified the grounds for license
suspension, revocation, or denial. She noted a subsequent ordinance would be required to update the
zoning code to make the terminology uniform throughout the code.

Councilmember Mueller questioned if the City had any current massage therapists operating out of their
home.

Ms. Nason stated she would work with staff to determine if any current massage therapists operated out of
their homes.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Hark, to adopt the First Reading of an Ordinance relating to
Massage Therapist and Massage Business Licensing

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:

E. MATTHEW GENS: Consider an Ordinance Amendment to Title 10 of the City Code (Zoning Code) to
Amend the Definition of Dwelling/Dwelling Unit, and to add the Use of Supervised Student Housing as
an Interim Use in Single Family Residential Zoning Districts

Mr. Link explained New Aspiration International House was a non-profit organization that established a
program that offered students from Mongolia the opportunity to further their education at Inver Hills
Community College. The program allowed students to live with another family in a single-family home.
Students were required to adhere to a strict set of guidelines including the prohibited use of vehicles. He
stated the City’s ordinance did not currently provide for such a use, and a change to current definitions
was required. Staff recommended that the use be recognized as an interim use to give the City the
opportunity to review the approval and go through a public process to issue a permit. Staff also
recommended that the program be limited to eight (8) students. The Planning Commission did not
recommend approval of the request. Inver Hills Community College supported approval of the request.

Matthew Genz, applicant, stated the organization had been incorporated since 2013. He provided an
overview of the history of the organization and the establishment of the program. He stated he currently
had six (6) students living in his home and he was looking to relocate closer to Inver Hills Community
College.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned why they chose to partner with Inver Hills.

Mr. Genz stated a primary reason was Inver Hills‘ strong relationship with the University of Minnesota and
the wide-range of course offerings that provided more opportunities for the students to pursue various
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degrees.

Councilmember Mueller questioned how the students would get to class if they were unable to drive.

Mr. Genz stated he and his family currently provided transportation to the students.

Mayor Tourville clarified the zoning change would allow anyone to establish a similar program in the City.

Mr. Link replied in the affirmative. He noted the ordinance was intentionally written very specifically to
establish criteria for approval of a similar interim use.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she wanted to ensure that each person would have enough space
to live comfortably.

Councilmember Bartholomew suggested adding a requirement that the interim use permit would only be
issued to a valid 501(c)(3) organization. He also suggested limiting the number of students allowed to six

(6).

Mr. Kuntz stated the City would need to articulate why the entity selection would make a difference in
terms of allowing the interim use. He noted the ordinance already limited the issuance of an interim use
permit to an organization rather than to any individual.

Councilmember Hark questioned what the criteria were by which interim uses were evaluated.
Mr. Link stated the criteria were similar to that of a conditional use permit.

Councilmember Hark stated he liked the way ordinance was worded and felt that making it an interim use
built in certain protections for the City to be able to monitor and regulate the situation more closely.

Councilmember Bartholomew opined limiting it to 501(c)(3) organizations was important because it
narrowed the scope of what type of organization the interim use permit could be issued to and prevented a
for-profit entity from attempting to establish the interim use.

The Council discussed the payment of property taxes by a non-profit organization.

Mr. Genz questioned how he could be assured that the Council would grant the interim use before he
purchased a home.

Mr. Link stated the purchase of the home could be contingent upon the applicant obtaining the interim use
permit.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated he would like to be able to have more control over the number of
people allowed based on the square footage of the home and to make the interim use permit difficult to
obtain.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the organization would be exempt from property taxes.
Mr. Link stated staff would bring additional information to the second reading.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Hark, to adopt the first reading of an Ordinance amending
Title 10 of the City Code (Zoning Code) to Amend the Definition of Dwelling/Dwelling Unit, and to
add the Use of Supervised Student Housing as an Interim Use in Single Family Residential Zoning
Districts

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.
F. ELEANOR SCHMANDT: Consider an Ordinance Amendment Rezoning Two Properties from R-1A,

Single Family Residential to R-1C, Single Family Residential for properties located along 49th Street
and Brent Avenue

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property. He explained up to this point in time the subject properties
had not been serviced by City utilities. As a result of the Leyde development, the City was in the process
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of extending sewer and water to the area, including to the subject properties. The properties were
currently zoned R-1A. In order for the lots to be buildable, they needed to be rezoned. Both Planning
staff and the Planning Commission recommended approval of the request.

Dan Seliga, 4904 Boyd Avenue, spoke in favor of the proposed rezoning request.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to adopt Ordinance No. 1292 rezoning two
properties from R-1A, Single Family Residential to R-1C, Single Family Residential for properties
located along 49th Street and Brent Avenue

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

G. CLASSIC CONSTRUCTION: Consider the following resolutions for property located
between 10967 and 11305 Clark Road:

i) Resolution relating to a Preliminary and Final Plat for the plat of Lighthouse
Holdings Addition

ii) Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit for the service of semi-tanks,
trucks and trailers, including equipment, parts and tires in the 1-2 zoning district

i) Resolution relating to a Variance to allow entrance driveways and radius greater
than allowed and to allow storage/parking up to the property lines to the outlots.

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property. He stated the operation would consist of semi-truck and
trailer repair, retail parts distribution, and a trailer dealership. He noted the business was a 24-hour
operation. The proposal was for an 82,000 square foot facility with 80-100 employees. He provided an
overview of the proposed site plan. He explained one variance related to the entrance off of Clark Road.
The applicant requested an entrance that was wider than what was typically allowed. Staff supported the
request because of the type of use proposed and felt the wider entrance would better accommodate the
heavy truck traffic and wider turning radius of such vehicles. The second variance related to the setback
from an internal lot line. He noted staff did not have any concerns related to the setback variance as it
would not have an impact on adjacent properties. He explained the applicant requested a reduction to the
proposed park dedication fees. The applicant requested that the pond area be excluded from park
dedication requirements. After consultation with the City Attorney, it was determined that the ordinance
did not allow for such a reduction and a separate ordinance amendment would be required. The
ordinance did allow for a reduction based on wetlands and that credit was already factored into the
calculation of park dedication fees. He stated both Planning staff and the Planning Commission
recommended approval of the requests.

Dean, owner of North American Trailer, provided information on the growth of his business since 2008 to
demonstrate the need for a new facility. He requested consideration of a reduction in park dedication
fees. He stated the finished acreage of the site was approximately 16 acres and that was what he felt the
park dedication fees should be based on. He noted there were several wetlands on the property.

Mr. Kuntz summarized the ordinance provisions which regulated the calculation of park dedication fees.
He stated the applicant’s request would require an ordinance revision.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned what the requirements were for the landscaping plan.

Mr. Link explained the landscaping requirements were dictated by ordinance. He stated the amount of
landscaping required was based on the frontage and linear footage of the property.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated it made more sense to require infiltration plantings to protect the
wetlands. She opined it seemed that the amount of landscaping required for an industrial area was
overkill.

Councilmember Mueller questioned who would be liable for the runoff into the ponds.



INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING - April 27, 2015 PAGE 9
Mr. Kaldunski explained there were agreements in place outlining how the stormwater runoff would be
handled.

Mr. Link stated staff could review the landscaping plan to determine if more plantings could be
implemented near the wetlands.

The applicant stated he was being asked to pay park dedication fees for property that could never be
used. He requested that the Council consider some sort of adjustment to the fees.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned why a credit could not be given for the stormwater runoff
collected on the property from other neighboring properties.

Mr. Link reminded the Council that the developer designed the site in a very specific manner and it was
assumed that the lost acreage was factored into the purchase price of the property.

Mr. Kaldunski reviewed the stormwater plan for the site.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the applicant’s property was collecting drainage from other
properties.

Mr. Kaldunski replied in the affirmative.

Mayor Tourville stated the City had to treat everyone fairly in terms of the calculation of park dedication
fees.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned what could be done to incentivize this development.
Mr. Link stated the City did not currently have a financial assistance program in place.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the buildable area could be defined differently for the 1-2
zoning district.

The Council directed staff to look for ways to provide some financial relief to the applicant to account for
the buildable area used to calculate park dedication fees.

Mr. Kuntz suggested further discussion could be held with the applicant through the discussions related to
the improvement agreement. He stated the improvement agreement had to be brought back for Council
approval at a later date.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to adopt Resolution No. 15-73 approving a
Preliminary and Final Plat for the plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition, Resolution No. 15-74
approving a Conditional Use Permit for the service of semi-tanks, trucks and trailers, including
equipment, parts and tires in the 1-2 zoning district, and Resolution No. 15-75 approving a Variance
to allow entrance driveways and radius greater than allowed and to allow storage/parking up to the
property lines to the outlots

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 10:10 pm




City of Inver Grove Heights
Summary minutes of the City Council Meeting
March 27, 2015

The Meeting was called to Order at 3:05

Present: Mayor Tourville, Council; Piekarski-Krech, Mueller, Hark, Bartholomew; City
Administrator Joe Lynch; Public Works Director Scott Thureen; Police Chief Larry
Stanger, Parks & Recreation Director Eric Carlson; Fire Chief Judy Thill; Finance
Director Kristi Smith; Community Development Director Tom Link

The Council met on this date for the purpose of hearing from each Department Director
on the most important issue facing that Department over the next 24 months.

Lynch gave an overview of what had been done in the past and reviewed the 2014
process and items identified by Council as the top issues in the city.

Scott Thureen gave an overview of the Transportation system in the City. He reviewed
the most recently discussed Pavement Management Plan and the budget shortfall
facing that program. The three largest impacts to the Transportation system will be:

Continued funding and increased cost coverage of repair and replacement of existing
street miles

New funding driven by need for new infrastructure — both local and regional- that will
occur and be needed in the Northwest Area

New funding and system improvement needed to deal with changed to traffic volumes
and patterns in the Southeastern portion of the city.

Chief Stanger gave an overview of the Police Department. The single larget issue
facing the city with Police Services will be staffing. With an increase in size and street
miles, as well as demographic changes and impacts brought from retail/commercial
development the Police Department will need more Patrol officers, as well as additional
staff such as a dedicated technology position to deal with the ever increasing demands
from all of the recent changes with dashboard cameras, license plate readers and
storage required for use in cases. The Chief indicated that the Police Department
would be looking at a possible change in service delivery for 2016. The Department
might go to a Team Policing approach ford delivery. More discussion would come as
the Council gets into the budget process.

Eric Carlson gave an update on the Park system planning process to consider
replacement of existing parks infrastructure. He also reviewed the Northwest Area park
system planning and financing. He overviewed the Golf Course Capital Improvement
needs and the VMCC projects yet to be determined. Park system funding is the number
one need of the Parks and Recreation Department for the foreseeable future.

Chief Thill talked about the planning around the possible new Fire Station including
vehicles, equipment and a possible new delivery system, Duty Crew, for responding to



City of Inver Grove Heights
Summary minutes of the City Council Meeting
March 27, 2015

emergencies. The singular focus and greatest issue facing the Fire Department is the
delivery of a new Fire Station.

Kristi Smith discussed briefly the challenge that lay ahead for the City to determine how
it would finance a great number of projects, all with large expense to them, and keep the
city fiscally stable while keeping the tax rate competitive. The Council will need to
carefully consider the City’s debt load compared to the operating expense and keep that
ration to 20% or under.

Tom Link talked about four things that are all related for the Community Development
Department:

Land Use — changes and re-considerations, especially in the NWA given the market and
the flexibility the City desired

Zoning — related to the above, considerations need to be given to densities and
requirements on SF versus MF units and encouraging a mix of the two types in order to
be able to afford the utility extensions to provide service to these areas

Housing — the city will need to consider some language dealing with the allowance of
ancillary/accessory uses in Single Family residences, as well as encouraging a greater
diversity in housing styles and price points

Staffing- given the recent pressure of development it is clear that additions will have to
be considered in order to address such things as response times and in order to turn
permits around in a timely fashion

Mueller Moved, Seconded by Piekarski-Krech to adjourn the meeting. All in favor. The
Strategic Planning Session of the City Council was adjourned at 6:00 p.m.



City of Inver Grove Heights
Minutes of the Meeting of the City Council
March 28, 2015

The meeting was called to order at 9:03 a.m
Present: Mayor Tourville; City Council; Bartholomew, Hark, Mueller, Piekarski-Krech;
City Administrator Lynch

The following is a Summary of the discussion that took place.

City Administrator Lynch reviewed the following with the Council asking the question,
“‘What should we do about these items”.

Does the Council want to complete the Mission and Values Statements with a Vision
statement and what should the process be to complete it?

Does the City want/need to go through a process to enable the organization to focus in
on our process, policies, services and outcomes — i.e. Malcolm Baldridge, Lean or Six
Sigma?

Transportation —

New systems — Collector Road system in NorthWest Area and contribution toward new
County Roads and projects — i.e. Argenta Trail, 80" Street Roundabout, 70™ Street
Roundabout, etc.

Existing infrastructure — Pavement Management system - $8.7M needed annually
and a $4.5M shortfall between what is needed and what is funded.

Staffing & potential service changes

Police — additional 2 positions — Team Policing
Fire — additional staffing — Duty Crew

Administration — Organizational modification — loss of ACA and now change with
Deputy Clerk

Park System
Funding replacement — what is staying and what would be replaced/repurposed
New — Northwest Area

VMCC Operations



Continued School District support —both use and financially- Debt and operating

Long term Capital — Roof, HVAC system refrigerant system, repurpose Zero
Entry Pool

Golf Course

Ongoing operational concerns-ability to pay its own way
Capital costs and funding for those

Facilities
Fire Station
Public Works
Parks Buildings
VMCC

Funding/Finance

Debt to operating %
Use of cash and funding from other sources for one time and ongoing expenses
Levy

NorthWest Area

Land Use — review existing plan and revise according to market/demand/ability of
Land to support

Zoning — revision in conjunction with Comprehensive Plan

Staffing — ability to meet demand for Land Use applications and building/project
Inspection

Council Member Piekarski-Krech moved to adjourn at 12:00 p.m. Council Member Hark
seconded. All voted in favor.



AGENDA ITEM 4B

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Meeting Date:  May 11, 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 April 22, 2015 to
May 5, 2015.

SUMMARY

Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending
May 5, 2015. The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo.

General & Special Revenue $403,150.80
Debt Service & Capital Projects 76,288.37
Enterprise & Internal Service 206,707.18
Escrows 5,181.32
Grand Total for All Funds $691,327.67

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 April 22, 2015 to May 5, 2015 and the listing of disbursements requested for approval.



DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA
RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE
PERIOD ENDING May 5, 2015

WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending May 5, 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 $403,150.80
Debt Service & Capital Projects 76,288.37
Enterprise & Internal Service 206,707.18
Escrows 5,181.32
Grand Total for All Funds $691,327.67

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 11th day of May, 2015.
Ayes:

Nays:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Clerk



City of Inver Grove Heights

Expense Approval Report

By Fund
Payment Dates 4/22/2015 - 5/5/2015

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

ABSOLUTE TRAILER SALES INC 98550 04/22/2015 Refund - Meter size change 101.207.2070300 80.16
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523629/5 04/22/2015 501126 101.44.6000.451.60012 10.72
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523681/5 04/22/2015 501126 101.44.6000.451.60012 1.64
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523842/5 04/22/2015 501126 101.44.6000.451.60011 7.99
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523842/5 04/22/2015 501126 101.44.6000.451.60012 9.99
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523851/5 04/22/2015 501126 101.44.6000.451.60012 5.28
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523918/5 04/22/2015 501126 101.42.4200.423.40040 7.99
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523918/5 04/22/2015 501126 101.42.4200.423.60011 39.98
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523764/5 04/22/2015 501126 101.44.6000.451.60040 249
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0039845 04/17/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FAIR SH, 101.203.2031000 49.56
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0039846 04/17/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SH 101.203.2031000 733.76
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0039847 04/17/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SH 101.203.2031000 86.00
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0040247 05/01/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FAIR SH, 101.203.2031000 66.08
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0040248 05/01/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SH 101.203.2031000 733.76
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0040249 05/01/2015 UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SH 101.203.2031000 86.00
ALL GOALS, INC. 11147 04/22/2015 03/31/15 101.44.6000.451.60066 2,610.00
AMERICAN INFRASTRUCTURE TECHNOL' 14048 04/22/2015 3/31/15 101.43.5200.443.60016 1,581.45
ASSOCIATED MECHANICAL CONTRACTO 45147 04/29/2015 S26577 101.42.4200.423.40040 600.00
ASSOCIATED MECHANICAL CONTRACTO 45148 04/29/2015 S26577 101.42.4200.423.40040 400.85
BARNA, GUZY, & STEFFEN LTD 50003-005 04/29/2015 143997 101.41.1100.413.30430 403.00
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY 23190328.15-1 04/29/2015 2015 PROJECT REVIEWS & STUI 101.43.5100.442.30300 3,860.50
BECKER ARENA PRODUCTS, INC. 00102428 04/22/2015 INV000 101.44.6000.451.40047 94.00
BECKER ARENA PRODUCTS, INC. 00102523 04/22/2015 INV000 101.44.6000.451.40047 213.56
BLACKTOP PROS, LLC 15-11 04/29/2015 4/17/15 101.43.5200.443.40046 15,000.00
BUREAU OF CRIMINAL APPREHENSION 00000231992 04/22/2015 00000012981 101.42.4000.421.40044 390.00
CA DEPT OF CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES INV0040250 05/01/2015 MIGUEL GUADALAJARA FEIN/TA 101.203.2032100 279.69
CARGILL, INC. 2902206431 04/22/2015 3/12/15 101.43.5200.443.60016 1,450.19
CENTURY LINK 03/22/15 651 457 41874  04/22/2015 651 457 4184 101.44.6000.451.50020 58.94
CENTURY LINK 03/22/15 651 457 5524 04/22/2015 651 457 5524 101.44.6000.451.50020 66.89
CITY OF SAINT PAUL INO0005872 04/22/2015 2997 101.42.4000.421.50080 1,275.00
CITY OF SAINT PAUL INO0005891 04/22/2015 77 101.42.4000.421.40042 331.27
CITY OF ST LOUIS PARK 25325 04/22/2015 130115 - BORGWARDT SEMINAF 101.44.6000.451.50080 86.00
CITY OF ST LOUIS PARK 25326 04/22/2015 133953 - HAWKINS SEMINAR 3/1' 101.44.6000.451.50080 86.00
CITY OF WEST ST. PAUL 2015-0068 04/22/2015 Gun Range Rental 101.42.4000.421.60018 1,750.00
COLLINS ELECTRICAL CONST. 1530649.01 04/29/2015 4/13/15 101.43.5200.443.40046 328.50
CULLIGAN 03/31/15 04/22/2015 157-98511918-7 101.44.6000.451.40040 960.00
CULLIGAN 3/31/15 157-98459100-6  04/22/2015 157-98459100-6 101.42.4200.423.60065 7.00
CULLIGAN 3/31/15 157-98473242-8  04/22/2015 157-98473242-8 101.42.4200.423.60065 35.05
DAKOTA COUNTY TECH COLLEGE 00125672 04/22/2015 00092312 J Robertson - Pursuit Re 101.42.4000.421.50080 225.00
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS 00015327 04/29/2015 3/16/15 101.42.4000.421.70501 1,376.47
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS 00015327 04/29/2015 3/16/15 101.42.4200.423.30700 1,399.80
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS 00015327 04/29/2015 3/16/15 101.43.5200.443.30700 46.66
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS 00015757 04/22/2015 2015 1ST HALF STS WORK CRE\ 101.44.6000.451.70501 13,276.50
EFTPS INV0039904 04/17/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 602.71
EFTPS INV0039906 04/17/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 121.50
EFTPS INV0039907 04/17/2015 SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDIN 101.203.2030400 519.52
EFTPS INV0040202 04/24/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 1,747.04
EFTPS INV0040204 04/24/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 282.56
EFTPS INV0040205 05/01/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 18.45
EFTPS INV0040207 05/01/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 104.64
EFTPS INV0040269 05/01/2015 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 39,690.08
EFTPS INV0040271 05/01/2015 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 10,627.04
EFTPS INV0040272 05/01/2015 SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDIN 101.203.2030400 31,663.34
ESS BROTHERS & SONS INC uu1172 04/22/2015 3/26/15 101.43.5200.443.60016 421.00
EXECUTIVE CONTRACTORS, INC. 41915A 04/29/2015 4/19/15 101.43.5200.443.40046 13,125.00
FIRST IMPRESSION GROUP, THE 61980 04/29/2015 4363 101.43.5100.442.50030 28.05
FIRST IMPRESSION GROUP, THE 61980 04/29/2015 4363 101.44.6000.451.50030 14.03
FIRST IMPRESSION GROUP, THE 62244-P 04/29/2015 62244 101.41.1100.413.50035 2,475.00
FIRSTSCRIBE 2465651 04/29/2015 4/1/15 101.43.5100.442.40044 250.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS ACH ONL INV0040252 05/01/2015 HSA ELECTION-FAMILY 101.203.2032500 2,605.42
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS ACH ONLINV0040253 05/01/2015 HSA ELECTION-SINGLE 101.203.2032500 2,872.51
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 101.41.1100.413.30550 5.21
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 101.41.2000.415.30550 20.58



GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
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GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC

GOPHER BEARING
GRAINGER
GRAINGER
GRAINGER
GRAINGER
GRAINGER
GRAINGER
GRAINGER
GRAINGER

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES

IAFC MEMBERSHIP

ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0040199
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0040254
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0040255
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0040256
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0040257
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0040258
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0040267
IGH FIRE RELIEF ASSN 041315

IGH FIRE RELIEF ASSN 041315
IMAGE TREND INC 33193

ING DIRECT INV0039903
IUCE INV0040259
JEFF HOHEISEL PROFESSIONAL TREE C, 124763
JOBSHQ 1543761
JRK SEED & TURF SUPPLY 14555/4
JRK SEED & TURF SUPPLY 14582/4
KEEPRS, INC 266959-04
KEEPRS, INC 273836
KEEPRS, INC 273843
KENISON, TERRI MARCH 2015
L.T.G. POWER EQUIPMENT 187855
LELS INV0040260
LELS SERGEANTS INV0040268

IN513556
IN513556
IN513556
IN513556
IN513556
IN513556
IN513556
IN525813
IN525813
IN525813
IN525813
IN525813
IN525813
IN525813
IN525813
IN525813
IN525813
IN525813
6435292
9700451652
9714448884
9715570132
9715570157
9716185401
9716730024
9717190756
9712193045

04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
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04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015

4/13/15 6035 3225 0255 48 04/29/2015
4/13/15 6035 3225 0255 48 04/29/2015
2015 MEMBERSHIP 91529 04/29/2015

LOCAL GOVERNMENT INFORMATION SY{39995
LOCAL GOVERNMENT INFORMATION SY{40005

M & J SERVICES, LLC
M & J SERVICES, LLC
M & J SERVICES, LLC
M & J SERVICES, LLC
M & J SERVICES, LLC
M & J SERVICES, LLC

1193
1194
1198
1199
1200
1201

MADISON NATIONAL LIFE INSURANCE CCMAY 2015

MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL
MENDOTA HEIGHTS FIRE RELIEF
MIKE'S SHOE REPAIR, INC.
MINNEAPOLIS OXYGEN CO.
MINNEAPOLIS OXYGEN CO.

80427
80427
80479
04-09-15
4072015
171122742
171122743

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SIINV0040251

MISSISSIPPI PUB

MN DEPT OF REVENUE
MN DEPT OF REVENUE

24
INV0039905
INV0040203

04/24/2015
05/01/2015
05/01/2015
05/01/2015
05/01/2015
05/01/2015
05/01/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/17/2015
05/01/2015
04/22/2015
04/29/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/29/2015
05/01/2015
05/01/2015
04/29/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/29/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
05/01/2015
04/22/2015
04/17/2015
04/24/2015

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

Invoice

0782358
806460150
806460150
806460150
806460150
806460150
806460150
806460150
806460150

6035 3225 0255 4813
6035 3225 0255 4813
2015 MEMBERSHIP
ICMA-AGE 50+
ICMA-AGE <49 %
ICMA-AGE <49
ICMA-AGE 50+ %
ICMA-AGE 50+

101.42.4000.421.30550
101.43.5000.441.30550
101.43.5100.442.30550
101.43.5200.443.30550
101.44.6000.451.30550
101.45.3000.419.30550
101.45.3300.419.30550
101.41.1100.413.30550
101.41.2000.415.30550
101.42.4000.421.30550
101.42.4200.423.30550
101.43.5000.441.30550
101.43.5100.442.30550
101.43.5200.443.30550
101.44.6000.451.30550
101.45.3000.419.30550
101.45.3200.419.30550
101.45.3300.419.30550
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.44.6000.451.60016
101.44.6000.451.40040
101.44.6000.451.40040
101.44.6000.451.40040
101.44.6000.451.40040
101.44.6000.451.60040
101.44.6000.451.40040
101.43.5200.443.60040
101.42.4200.423.40040
101.42.4200.423.60065
101.42.4200.423.50070
101.203.2031400

101.203.2031400

101.203.2031400

101.203.2031400

101.203.2031400

ICMA (EMPLOYER SHARE ADMII 101.203.2031400

ROTH IRA (AGE 49 & UNDER)

2014 CONTRIBUTIONS
2015 CONTRIBUTIONS
11362

MSRS-HCSP

UNION DUES IUOE
REFUND CITY LICENSE
315741

1382

1382

INVERGOOO1
invergrpda

02B0009294

MARCH 2015

5656

UNION DUES (LELS)
UNION DUES (LELS SGT)
106325

111541

3/31/15

3/31/15

4/7/15

4/7/15

4/7/15

4/7/15

GROUP #012439
30170270

30170270

30170270

SAFETY HOPPER
4/7/15

113504

171122743

101.203.2032400
101.42.4200.423.20510
101.42.4200.423.20510
101.42.4200.423.30700
101.203.2032200
101.203.2031000
101.45.0000.3219500
101.41.1100.413.50025
101.44.6000.451.60016
101.44.6000.451.60016
101.42.4000.421.60045
101.42.4000.421.60045
101.42.4000.421.60045
101.42.4200.423.30700
101.44.6000.451.60040
101.203.2031000
101.203.2031000
101.42.4000.421.70501
101.42.4200.423.30700
101.43.5200.443.40046
101.43.5200.443.40046
101.43.5200.443.40046
101.43.5200.443.40046
101.43.5200.443.40046
101.43.5200.443.40046
101.203.2031700
101.44.6000.451.60065
101.44.6000.451.60066
101.44.6000.451.60066
101.42.4200.423.30700
101.42.4200.423.30700
101.42.4200.423.40042
101.42.4200.423.40042

JUSTIN PARRANTO FEIN/TAXPA 101.203.2032100

4/9/15
STATE WITHHOLDING
STATE WITHHOLDING

101.41.1100.413.50075
101.203.2030300
101.203.2030300

78.15
5.21
20.84
5.21
17.40
4.69
10.42
34.46
96.45
270.44
14.00
13.44
4462
35.51
53.98
18.30
15.46
18.50
163.07
102.20
24.52
21.46
112.13

(21.46)
11.62
24.52
344.60
102.79
23.35
259.00
150.00
3,655.67
4,557.30
1,261.36
4,629.36
73.67
799.24
25,000.00
25,000.00
3,110.00
1,636.87
1,158.01
50.00
34458
1,826.40
131.60
6.20
131.99
145.60
850.00
65.90
1,300.00
235.00
1,735.00
118.00
363.00
515.00
2,720.00
960.00
1,040.00
1,145.00
2,508.04
25.14
51.55
44.98
150.00
30.00
54.56
54.56
300.41
664.18
237.25
585.18



MN DEPT OF REVENUE INV0040206 05/01/2015 STATE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 12.87
MN DEPT OF REVENUE INV0040270 05/01/2015 STATE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 16,135.50
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 287579 04/22/2015 04/13/15 101.43.5200.443.60045 43.79
MSANI 4/6/15 04/22/2015 2015 SPRING CAN-AM CONFERE 101.42.4000.421.50080 150.00
NATURE CALLS, INC. 21308 04/22/2015 03/31/15 101.44.6000.451.40065 162.00
NELCOM CORP 29032 04/22/2015 04/10/15 101.42.4000.421.40042 1,864.20
NELCOM CORP 29033 04/22/2015 04/10/15 101.42.4000.421.40042 168.75
NELCOM CORP 29035 04/22/2015 04/10/15 101.42.4000.421.40042 1,419.45
NEWMAN SIGNS INC TI-0284460 04/29/2015 INV0O1 101.43.5200.443.60016 907.80
OXYGEN SERVICE COMPANY, INC 03299015 04/22/2015 04394 101.42.4000.421.60065 24.80
PERA INV0040200 04/24/2015 PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN 101.203.2030600 195.34
PERA INV0040201 04/24/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE & F 101.203.2030600 293.01
PERA INV0040261 05/01/2015 PERA COORDINATED PLAN 101.203.2030600 30,971.06
PERA INV0040262 05/01/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA PER 101.203.2030600 2,382.39
PERA INV0040263 05/01/2015 PERA DEFINED PLAN 101.203.2030600 69.23
PERA INV0040264 05/01/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (PERA DEFII 101.203.2030600 69.23
PERA INV0040265 05/01/2015 PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN 101.203.2030600 12,441.88
PERA INV0040266 05/01/2015 EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE & F 101.203.2030600 18,662.81
PETTY CASH 4/29/15 04/29/2015 PETTY CASH REQUEST 101.41.1000.413.50075 12.97
PETTY CASH 4/29/15 04/29/2015 PETTY CASH REQUEST 101.41.2000.415.50065 17.94
PETTY CASH 4/29/15 04/29/2015 PETTY CASH REQUEST 101.41.2000.415.50065 17.94
PETTY CASH 4/29/15 04/29/2015 PETTY CASH REQUEST 101.41.2000.415.50065 23.92
PETTY CASH 4/29/15 04/29/2015 PETTY CASH REQUEST 101.43.5100.442.60010 6.99
PETTY CASH 4/29/15 04/29/2015 PETTY CASH REQUEST 101.43.5100.442.60010 7.49
PETTY CASH 4/29/15 04/29/2015 PETTY CASH REQUEST 101.44.6000.451.50080 5.00
PIONEER ATHLETICS INV547988 04/22/2015 CI5498 101.44.6000.451.60016 819.00
PIONEER ATHLETICS INV549889 04/22/2015 CI5498 101.44.6000.451.60016 2,396.25
ROBERT THOMAS HOMES 4/15/15 04/29/2015 OVERCHARGED-WATER METER 101.207.2070300 5.70
SHEFCHIK, JANET 4/13/15 04/22/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE/BINDERS 101.41.1100.413.50065 43.35
SHEFCHIK, JANET 4/13/15 04/22/2015 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE/BINDERS 101.41.1100.413.60070 74.85
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, INC. 295988 04/29/2015 4340 101.43.5100.442.30300 220.91
SPECIALIZED ENVIRONMENTAL TECH IN(17090 04/22/2015 ACTT #10984 03/01/15 - 03/31/15 101.44.6000.451.60016 560.00
SPORTSIGN 36993 04/22/2015 17181-10 101.44.6000.451.60065 50.00
SPRINT 842483314-161 04/22/2015 Invoice 101.41.1000.413.50020 69.98
SPRINT 842483314-161 04/22/2015 Invoice 101.41.1100.413.50020 69.98
SPRINT 842483314-161 04/22/2015 Invoice 101.41.2000.415.50020 34.99
SPRINT 842483314-161 04/22/2015 Invoice 101.42.4000.421.50020 34.99
SPRINT 842483314-161 04/22/2015 Invoice 101.42.4200.423.50020 34.99
SPRINT 842483314-161 04/22/2015 Invoice 101.43.5000.441.50020 34.99
SPRINT 842483314-161 04/22/2015 Invoice 101.44.6000.451.50020 34.99
SPRINT 842483314-161 04/22/2015 Invoice 101.45.3000.419.50020 34.99
ST PAUL STAMP WORKS INC 330203 04/22/2015 INVERO003 101.42.4200.423.60045 25.30
ST PAUL STAMP WORKS INC 330802 04/22/2015 INVERO003 101.42.4200.423.60045 1,141.34
ST. ONGE, NEAL 4/18/15 04/29/2015 REIMBURSE-FOOD 101.42.4200.423.50075 82.49
STRAIGHT RIVER MEDIA 1299 04/20/2015 MAY-JUNE 101.41.1100.413.50032 900.00
T MOBILE INV0040229 04/29/2015 494910368 101.43.5100.442.50020 49.99
THOMSON REUTER - WEST 831538908 04/22/2015 1000197212 101.42.4000.421.30700 155.35
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 63718 04/22/2015 CIT001 101.44.6000.451.40047 96.05
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 63720 04/22/2015 CIT001 101.44.6000.451.40047 146.72
TRANS UNION LLC 03552348 04/29/2015 0924V0009007 101.41.1100.413.30500 26.50
TWIN CITIES OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH PC 30412387 04/29/2015 4/3/15 101.41.1100.413.30500 95.00
TWIN CITY SAW A21390 04/22/2015 03/27/15 101.44.6000.451.60040 96.10
TWIN SOURCE SUPPLY 00444264 04/22/2015 04/09/15 101.43.5200.443.40065 85.36
TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC 025-121682 04/29/2015 41443 101.41.2000.415.40044 438.00
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900248247 04/22/2015 04/14/15 101.43.5200.443.60045 30.89
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900248247 04/22/2015 1051948 101.44.6000.451.60045 21.71
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0247260 04/22/2015 4/7/15 101.43.5200.443.60045 30.31
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0247260 04/22/2015 4/7/15 101.44.6000.451.60045 21.71
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 244100 04/22/2015 114866 101.42.4000.421.60045 119.98
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 243142 04/22/2015 114866 101.42.4000.421.60045 118.67
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 244101 04/11/2015 114866 101.42.4000.421.60045 82.99
Fund: 101 - GENERAL FUND 343,003.66
ENDORSE COMMUNICATIONS LLC 471 04/22/2015 471 201.44.1600.465.50025 2,793.75
ENDORSE COMMUNICATIONS LLC 472 04/22/2015 472 201.44.1600.465.50025 275.00
TOWN SQUARE TELEVISION 2015-141 04/20/2015 2015-141 201.44.1600.465.50025 2,280.00
Fund: 201 - C.V.B. FUND 5,348.75
BUDGET SIGN AND GRAPHICS 60156 04/22/2015 04/09/15 204.44.6100.452.60009 36.00
CITY OF ST LOUIS PARK 256327 04/22/2015 130117 - PETERSEN SEMINAR 3/ 204.44.6100.452.50080 86.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.30550 2.24
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 204.44.6100.452.30550 13.78
GOPHER SPORT 8940560 04/22/2015 404658 204.44.6100.452.60009 123.15



IGH SENIOR CLUB 4/6/2015 04/22/2015 LUNCH & MARCH MEMBERSHIP 204.227.2271000 1,180.00
IGH/SSP COMMUNITY EDUCATION 04/06/15 04/22/2015 SR TRIP, UCARE DISC, & SCOOF 204.227.2271000 1,453.00
MN VOLLEYBALL HEADQUARTERS INC 1559 04/22/2015 YOUTH MINI CLINICS 204.44.6100.452.30700 1,332.00
PETERSEN, TRACY 4/7/15 04/22/2015 REIMBURSE-PARKING 204.44.6100.452.50065 24.00
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF0571 04/22/2015 04/06/15 204.44.6100.452.60045 157.32
Fund: 204 - RECREATION FUND 4,407.49
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523792/5 04/22/2015 501126 205.44.6200.453.60016 13.47
BECKER ARENA PRODUCTS, INC. 00102456 03/30/2015 INV00O 205.44.6200.453.40040 (98.00)
BY THE YARD INC. 47992 04/22/2015 CC A133015 205.44.6200.453.60040 1,723.05
CAP FLOORING & PAINTING, LLC. 39125 04/22/2015 402060 205.44.6200.453.80200 10,196.35
CINDY MEJIA 04/17/15 04/22/2015 PAYROLL 4/17/15 ACH RETURNE 205.44.6200.453.10300 137.14
COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, IN35783 04/29/2015 APRIL 2015 205.44.6200.453.40040 6,767.85
CRAIG DAHLSTROM 04/09/15 04/22/2015 REFUND - FITNESS CLASS LOW 205.44.0000.3493501 5.00
CRAWFORD DOOR SALES COMPANY 18200 04/22/2015 4840 205.44.6200.453.40040 575.00
CULLIGAN-METRO 101X27648701 04/22/2015 101-10130177-4 205.44.6200.453.40040 990.91
ENTERTAINMENT DESIGN GROUP, LLC 607 04/22/2015 PARKS & REC OFFICE REMODEI205.44.6200.453.40040 1,035.00
ENTERTAINMENT DESIGN GROUP, LLC 607 04/22/2015 PARKS & REC OFFICE REMODEI205.44.6200.453.40040 2,863.00
ENTERTAINMENT DESIGN GROUP, LLC 609 04/22/2015 PARK & REC REMODEL 205.44.6200.453.40040 799.00
EZ FITNESS SOLUTIONS, LLC 15-0001 04/22/2015 04/11/15 205.44.6200.453.40042 666.88
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 22.04
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 5.21
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 3.50
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 11.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 34.14
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 12.50
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 205.44.6200.453.30550 12.50
GOODIN COMPANY 01363276-00 04/22/2015 1001619 205.44.6200.453.40040 358.24
GRAINGER 9704810507B 04/29/2015 806460150 205.44.6200.453.40040 60.70
GRAINGER 9714827459 04/22/2015 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60011 304.85
GRAINGER 9714827459 04/22/2015 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60011 304.85
GRAINGER 9715570140 04/22/2015 806460150 205.44.6200.453.40040 77.76
GRAINGER 9710712630 04/22/2015 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60016 54.00
GRAINGER 9712193052 04/22/2015 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60040 106.76
HAWKINS, INC. 3712170 04/22/2015 108815 205.44.6200.453.60024 877.26
HAWKINS, INC. 3712171 04/22/2015 108815 205.44.6200.453.60024 1,070.19
HILLYARD INC 601557341 04/22/2015 274069 205.44.6200.453.40042 151.73
HILLYARD INC 601557341 04/22/2015 274069 205.44.6200.453.40042 151.72
HILLYARD INC 601560728 04/22/2015 274069 205.44.6200.453.60011 169.29
HILLYARD INC 601560728 04/22/2015 274069 205.44.6200.453.60011 169.29
HUEBSCH SERVICES 3439233 04/22/2015 92965 205.44.6200.453.40040 204.79
HUEBSCH SERVICES 3439233 04/22/2015 92965 205.44.6200.453.40040 64.67
JODY HENCIER 04/09/15 04/22/2015 REFUND - FITNESS CLASS LOW 205.44.0000.3493501 5.00
KELLY SOLBERG 04/09/15 04/22/2015 REFUND - FITNESS CLASS LOW 205.44.0000.3493501 5.00
MARY CADY 040915 04/22/2015 REFUND - CLASS LOW ENROLL205.44.0000.3493501 5.00
MARY WALLACE 04/09/15 04/22/2015 REFUND - FITNESS CLASS LOW 205.44.0000.3493501 5.00
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 80111 04/22/2015 30170270 205.44.6200.453.60016 76.60
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL CM0000911 04/22/2015 30170270 205.44.6200.453.60016 (23.88)
MINNESOTA COMMUNITY EDUCATION AS£ 00004241 04/22/2015 4/1/15 205.44.6200.453.50025 75.00
NAC MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SERVI(113111 04/22/2015 8712-1 205.44.6200.453.40040 3,628.00
O'CONNOR, TERI 3/23/15 04/22/2015 REIMBURSE-POSGUYS 205.44.6200.453.60065 19.99
PETTY CASH - ATM 04/10/15 04/22/2015 1ST QTR 2015 BANK FEE REIMB 205.44.6200.453.70440 79.00
PIONEER PRESS 0315414398 04/22/2015 414398 205.44.6200.453.50025 850.00
R & R SPECIALTIES OF WI, INC. 005715-IN 04/22/2015 IGHVET 205.44.6200.453.40042 73.50
RICE SOUND & SERVICE INC 04-2634 04/22/2015 03/31/15 205.44.6200.453.40042 55.00
ROACH, RICK 3/30/15 04/22/2015 3/30/15 205.44.6200.453.50065 59.81
SCHOENFELDER RENOVATIONS, INC.  S2719 04/22/2015 P10752 205.44.6200.453.80200 4,980.75
SIGN RESULTS LLC 04/08/15 04/22/2015 SIGN RENTAL - AGING FAIR/TOY 205.44.6200.453.40050 175.00
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF0296 04/22/2015 03/24/15 205.44.6200.453.60045 107.75
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF0296 04/22/2015 03/24/15 205.44.6200.453.60045 116.25
TDS MEDIA DIRECT, INC. 63593 04/22/2015 APRIL 2015 205.44.6200.453.50025 220.00
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 63719 04/22/2015 CITOO1 205.44.6200.453.40040 288.10
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 63719 04/22/2015 CITOO1 205.44.6200.453.40040 336.11
TROJE'S TRASH & RECYCLING 5633 04/22/2015 438610 205.44.6200.453.40065 165.00
TROJE'S TRASH & RECYCLING 5633 04/22/2015 438610 205.44.6200.453.40065 165.00
VANCO SERVICES LLC 00006656693 04/22/2015 MARCH 2015 205.44.6200.453.70600 90.00
VINCE CAREY 04/17/15 04/22/2015 PAYROLL 04/17/15 ACH RETURN 205.44.6200.453.10300 300.98
VINCE CAREY 04/17/15 04/22/2015 PAYROLL 04/17/15 ACH RETURN 205.44.6200.453.10300 122.93
W W GOETSCH ASSOC INC 94159 04/22/2015 GROVE LEISURE POOL 3/2/15 205.44.6200.453.40040 867.00
ZEE MEDICAL SERVICE 54110090 04/22/2015 002914 205.44.6200.453.60065 379.86
ZEE MEDICAL SERVICE 54110090 04/22/2015 002914 205.44.6200.453.60065 379.87
ZEE MEDICAL SERVICE 54110090 04/22/2015 002914 205.44.6200.453.60065 379.87



Fund: 205 - COMMUNITY CENTER 43,889.13
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 290.45.3000.419.30550 0.52
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 290.45.3000.419.30550 1.25
INTEGRA REALTY RESOURCES 124-2015-0050 04/22/2015 MCPHILLIPS (6940 & 6950 DIXIE . 290.45.3000.419.30700 6,500.00
Fund: 290 - EDA 6,501.77
WELLS FARGO BANK 1161289 04/29/2015 INVE1208AGOI 352.57.9000.570.90300 500.00
Fund: 352 - G.O. IMPROVEMENT 2008A 500.00
BRAUN INTERTEC CORPORATION B025278 04/22/2015 109213 425.72.5900.725.30700 2,704.50
Fund: 425 - 2005 IMPROVEMENT FUND 2,704.50
ASCE 4/13/15 04/22/2015 C-990 CONSTRUCTION FULL SE 440.74.5900.740.30700 403.47
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY 23190328.14-32 04/22/2015 02/21/15 - 03/20/15 440.74.5900.740.30700 360.00
FINANCE & COMMERCE, INC. 742111797 04/29/2015 10062309 440.74.5900.740.50025 217.98
FINANCE & COMMERCE, INC. 742111798 04/29/2015 10062309 440.74.5900.740.50025 217.98
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, INC. 295949 04/29/2015 4340 440.74.5900.740.30700 47,492.44
Fund: 440 - PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROJ 48,691.87
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY 23190328.14-32 04/22/2015 02/21/15 - 03/20/15 441.74.5900.741.30700 2,754.33
Fund: 441 - STORM WATER MANAGEMENT 2,754.33
ASCE 4/13/15 04/22/2015 C-990 CONSTRUCTION FULL SE 446.74.5900.746.30700 403.48
BOLTON & MENK, INC. 0176752 04/29/2015 T21.109315 446.74.5900.746.30300 6,009.67
EVERGREEN LAND SERVICES 00-11273 04/29/2015 4/7/15 446.74.5900.746.30700 469.60
EVERGREEN LAND SERVICES 00-11274 04/29/2015 10062309 446.74.5900.746.30700 450.00
Fund: 446 - NW AREA 7,332.75
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY 4/8/15 04/22/2015 2/21/15-3/20/15 451.75.5900.751.30700 8,196.50
DAKOTA COUNTY CDA 4/3/15 04/29/2015 4/3/15 451.75.5900.751.30700 3,619.14
JOEL CARLSON 4/15/15 04/29/2015 MAY 2015 451.75.5900.751.30700 1,000.00
Fund: 451 - HOST COMMUNITY FUND 12,815.64
JR'S APPLIANCE DISPOSAL 85994 04/22/2015 04/09/15 454.43.5500.446.40025 234.90
SPS COMPANIES, INC. $3060175.002 04/29/2015 3/27/15 454.43.5500.446.40025 1,254.38
Fund: 454 - LANDFILL ABATEMENT 1,489.28
ABSOLUTE TRAILER SALES INC 98550 04/22/2015 Refund - Meter size change 501.50.0000.3814000 1,125.00
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523862/5 04/22/2015 501126 501.50.7100.512.60016 7.97
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523729/5 04/22/2015 501126 501.50.7100.512.60016 22.98
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523795/5 04/22/2015 501126 501.50.7100.512.60016 16.98
AUTOMATIC SYSTEMS CO. 29152 04/22/2015 INVEOO1 501.50.7100.512.40042 501.05
BADGER STATE INSPECTION, LLC 1000345 04/22/2015 ms03xc303 501.50.7100.512.40043 3,248.00
CITY OF BLOOMINGTON 03/1/15 - 03/31/15 04/22/2015 P/A TOTAL COLIFORM 501.50.7100.512.30700 420.00
CONTRACTORS & SURVEYORS SUPPLY 8868 04/22/2015 04/07/15 501.50.7100.512.60016 375.00
FIRST IMPRESSION GROUP, THE 61980 04/29/2015 4363 501.50.7100.512.50030 42.92
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.30550 15.12
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.30550 33.72
GOODIN COMPANY 02095310-00 04/29/2015 1001619 501.50.7100.512.60016 119.10
GOPHER STATE ONE-CALL 131266 04/29/2015 MNO00435 501.50.7100.512.30700 191.40
GOPHER STATE ONE-CALL 133420 04/22/2015 MNO00435 501.50.7100.512.30700 295.90
IDEAL SERVICE, INC. 7104 04/22/2015 3/18/15 501.50.7100.512.40040 536.25
METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENVIRON SRV 0001043424 04/29/2015 WO030 501.50.7100.512.40040 375.00
MN PIPE & EQUIPMENT 0331166 04/29/2015 2195 501.50.7100.512.30700 242.19
NORTHWESTERN POWER EQUIPMENT C 15015DJ 04/22/2015 03/27/15 501.50.7100.512.40042 460.20
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-139183 04/22/2015 1578028 501.50.7100.512.60016 27.30
PLANT & FLANGED EQUIPMENT COMPAN 0064753-IN 04/22/2015 INV5000 501.50.7100.512.40042 480.00
ROBERT THOMAS HOMES 4/15/15 04/29/2015 OVERCHARGED-WATER METER 501.50.0000.3814000 80.00
SHAPCO PRINTING 316719 04/29/2015 0585 501.50.7100.512.50030 325.00
SPRINT 842483314-161 04/22/2015 Invoice 501.50.7100.512.50020 69.98
TKDA 002015000999 04/22/2015 0015781.000 501.50.7100.512.30700 1,478.34
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 63717 04/22/2015 CITOO1 501.50.7100.512.40042 195.30
TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC 025-120403 04/29/2015 41443 501.50.7100.512.70440 355.62
VALLEY-RICH CO, INC 1/16/15 1 04/22/2015 R150052 01/31 501.50.7100.512.40046 4,457.00
VALLEY-RICH CO, INC 01/17/15 1 04/22/2015 R150052 01-31 501.50.7100.512.40046 2,743.94
VALLEY-RICH CO, INC 21486 04/29/2015 I1GH 501.50.7100.512.40046 2,674.43
Fund: 501 - WATER UTILITY FUND 20,915.69
AUTOMATIC SYSTEMS CO. 28232 04/22/2015 INVEO1 - 200015 502.51.7200.514.40042 313.55
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.30550 10.85
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 502.51.7200.514.30550 16.62
SAVATREE 3601601 04/29/2015 1158646 502.51.7200.514.40043 3,840.00



TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC 025-120403 04/29/2015 41443 502.51.7200.514.70440 355.63
W. W. GOETSCH ASSOCIATES, INC. 94099 04/22/2015 3/19 502.51.7200.514.40042 1,614.21
ZIEGLER INC SW050234272 04/22/2015 3/31/15 502.51.7200.514.40042 810.43
Fund: 502 - SEWER UTILITY FUND 6,961.29
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523853/5 04/22/2015 501126 503.52.8600.527.60012 8.99
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523874/5 04/22/2015 501126 503.52.8600.527.60012 9.84
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523777/5 04/22/2015 501126 503.52.8500.526.40040 46.87
ALL ELEMENTS INC. 3011 04/22/2015 4/14/15 503.52.8600.527.80400 20,800.66
ARAMARK REFRESHMENT SERVICES 1175273 04/22/2015 48128 503.52.8300.524.76100 262.97
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES 629-8208735 04/22/2015 792502342 503.52.8600.527.60045 95.89
CLEVELAND GOLF/SRIXON 4437485 B 04/22/2015 4437485 503.52.8200.523.76300 539.92
COLLEGE CITY BEVERAGE 620167 04/22/2015 3592 503.52.8300.524.76150 488.80
DRAFT TECHNOLOGIES 04131510 04/22/2015 04/13/15 503.52.8300.524.40042 50.00
GARY'S PEST CONTROL 49559 04/22/2015 4/14/15 503.52.8500.526.40040 69.63
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 503.52.8000.521.30550 10.42
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.30550 5.21
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 503.52.8000.521.30550 11.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 503.52.8500.526.30550 11.96
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 503.52.8600.527.30550 25.50
GERLACH OUTDOOR POWER EQUIP 83437 04/22/2015 109606 503.52.8100.522.40042 175.66
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 557254 04/22/2015 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 27.07
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 557558 04/22/2015 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 33.14
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 557835 04/22/2015 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 20.70
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 558147 04/22/2015 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 22.50
JJ TAYLOR DIST. COMPANY OF MN 2350770 04/22/2015 00834 503.52.8300.524.76150 355.00
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 80562 04/22/2015 30170265 503.52.8600.527.60012 31.58
NAPA OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 4166150 04/22/2015 400007006 503.52.8600.527.60012 33.18
NAVIKA USA INC. 00049086 04/22/2015 3/18/15 503.52.8200.523.76400 320.78
NIKE USA, INC. 14727367 03/30/2015 79282 503.52.8200.523.76200 (59.36)
NIKE USA, INC. 970201097 04/22/2015 79282 503.52.8200.523.76200 630.51
NIKE USA, INC. 970275138 04/22/2015 79282 503.52.8200.523.76200 59.36
NIKE USA, INC. 970436082 04/22/2015 79282 503.52.8200.523.76300 43.88
NIKE USA, INC. 970547131 04/22/2015 79282 503.52.8200.523.76250 195.73
SUMMIT FACILITY & KITCHEN SERVICE 97985 04/22/2015 97985 503.52.8300.524.40042 339.44
TDS MEDIA DIRECT, INC. 63684 04/22/2015 04/27/15 503.52.8500.526.50025 208.00
TDS METROCOM 04/13/15 651 457 3667 04/22/2015 651 457 3667 503.52.8500.526.50020 253.31
TITLEIST 900308368 04/22/2015 US00008363 503.52.8200.523.76200 175.17
TITLEIST 900446397 04/22/2015 US00008363 503.52.8200.523.76200 102.82
US FOODSERVICE 5609970 04/22/2015 03805983 503.52.8300.524.76050 1,007.37
WILSON SPORTING GOODS 4517674333 04/22/2015 187981 503.52.8200.523.76250 584.66
WILSON SPORTING GOODS 4517690253 04/22/2015 187981 503.52.8100.522.60060 2,167.20
WILSON SPORTING GOODS 4517690254 04/22/2015 187981 503.52.8000.521.60065 25.02
WILSON SPORTING GOODS 4517715172 04/22/2015 187981 503.52.8000.521.60065 25.02
WIRTZ BEVERAGE MN BEER INC 1090386179 04/22/2015 75606 503.52.8300.524.76150 158.40
WITTEK 325075 04/22/2015 123575 503.52.8100.522.60015 517.70
Fund: 503 - INVER WOOD GOLF COURSE 29,891.50
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 67288 04/29/2015 4/10/15 511.50.7100.512.30150 478.13
Fund: 511 - NWA - WATER 478.13
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 67288 04/29/2015 4/10/15 512.51.7200.514.30150 478.12
Fund: 512 - NWA - SEWER 478.12
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 602.00.2100.415.30550 0.26
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 602.00.2100.415.30550 2.07
KENNEDY & GRAVEN 125305 04/29/2015 NV125-00045 602.00.2100.415.30420 426.67
Fund: 602 - RISK MANAGEMENT 429.00
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523857/5 04/29/2015 501126 603.00.5300.444.60012 3.16
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523870/5 04/29/2015 501126 603.00.5300.444.60012 14.48
ADVANCED GRAPHIX, INC. 192010 04/29/2015 4/15/15 603.00.5300.444.80700 20.00
BOYER TRUCKS - MINNEAPOLIS 949751 04/22/2015 C20390 603.00.5300.444.40041 69.22
CENTENNIAL GLASS 100005317 04/29/2015 4/19/15 603.00.5300.444.40041 240.59
COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, IN35783 04/29/2015 APRIL 2015 603.00.5300.444.40040 273.76
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 67287 04/29/2015 4/10/15 603.00.5300.444.70600 4,160.00
ELROY'S ELECTRIC SERVICE 4279 04/29/2015 4/14/15 603.00.5300.444.40041 155.44
EMC 45435 04/29/2015 INVERG 603.00.5300.444.40041 1,000.00
EMERGENCY AUTOMOTIVE TECHNOLOG AW033115-8 04/22/2015 3/31/15 603.00.5300.444.40041 308.10
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY 1-4650986 04/08/2015 10799 603.00.5300.444.40041 (30.00)
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY 112-023473 04/22/2015 10799 603.00.5300.444.60012 32.48
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY 1-4676236 04/29/2015 10799 603.00.5300.444.40041 597.16
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY 1-4677773 04/29/2015 10799 603.00.5300.444.40041 30.00
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04/22/2015
03/30/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/29/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/29/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/29/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/29/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/09/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/29/2015
04/29/2015
04/29/2015
04/29/2015
04/29/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015
04/22/2015

10799
7754787
501278
501278
501278
Invoice
Invoice
806460150
806460150
332660
01799 - 2015 Ford
4/1/15
4/6/15
5656
5656
4/6/15
04/10/15
4/14/15
04/08/15
23866-01-398429
23866-02-398433
04/13/15
30170270
03/25/15
3/5/15
INVEROO1
04/07/15
91180
PARKS
32755
32755
19063
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
4502557
4502557
000208
000208
000208
000208
000208
2556007
2556007
04/15/15
200100474
3/31/15
000154
000154

603.140.1450050

603.00.5300.444.40040
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.30550
603.00.5300.444.30550
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.80700
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.50080
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.140.1450060

603.140.1450060

603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.60040
603.00.5300.444.60012
603.00.5300.444.40065
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.60045
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.80400
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.140.1450050

603.140.1450050

603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.140.1450050

603.00.5300.444.60012
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.60012
603.00.5300.444.60012
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.140.1450050

603.00.5300.444.60012
603.140.1450050

603.140.1450050

603.140.1450050

603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.60012
603.140.1450050

603.140.1450050

603.00.5300.444.40042
603.00.5300.444.40042
603.00.5300.444.40042
603.00.5300.444.40042
603.00.5300.444.40042
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.60040
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.80700

207.84
53.17
2,252.82
(1,920.00)
171.98
5.21
9.24
49.68
(49.68)
383.76
9,592.29
1,437.20
361.40
64.86
259.57
80.00
325.50
78.45
54.91
5,661.82
11,729.25
200.00
92.76
2,110.77
38.50
179.76
19.80
55.38
131.46
8.49
588.34
60,216.38
3.95
6.83
11.46
493.63
22.99
(142.00)
15.32
36.99
(22.99)
22.70
113.41
12.99
8.40
23.88
15.75
9.04
6.41
57.35
27.44
48.34
45.29
56.69
34.37
14.99
57.05
(34.37)
16.99
755.00
251.64
120.00
120.00
(129.23)
120.00
120.00
138.10
166.77
2,201.92
9.38
98.30
317.16
(805.00)



TRUCK UTILITIES, INC. 0282388 04/22/2015 000154 603.00.5300.444.80700 806.00
TSS AUTOMOTIVE EQUIPMENT SERVICE 703200 04/22/2015 4/6/15 603.00.5300.444.40040 1,366.87
TWIN SOURCE SUPPLY 00444178 04/22/2015 3/30/15 603.00.5300.444.60012 263.00
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900248247 04/22/2015 1051948 603.00.5300.444.40065 112.05
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 0900248247 04/22/2015 1051948 603.00.5300.444.60045 28.53
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0247260 04/22/2015 4/7/15 603.00.5300.444.40065 114.10
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0247260 04/22/2015 4/7/15 603.00.5300.444.60045 28.53
ZARNOTH BRUSH WORKS 0154120-IN 04/22/2015 INV1669 603.00.5300.444.40041 15.95
ZARNOTH BRUSH WORKS 0154120-IN 04/22/2015 INV1669 603.140.1450050 1,118.00
ZARNOTH BRUSH WORKS 0154255-IN 04/22/2015 INV1669 603.00.5300.444.40041 399.35
Fund: 603 - CENTRAL EQUIPMENT 110,024.62
COORDINATED BUSINESS SYSTEMS ARIN096565 04/29/2015 4502512 604.00.2200.416.60005 170.00
COORDINATED BUSINESS SYSTEMS ARIN097114 04/29/2015 4502512 604.00.2200.416.60005 95.00
COORDINATED BUSINESS SYSTEMS ARIN097274 04/29/2015 4502512 604.00.2200.416.60005 122.50
COORDINATED BUSINESS SYSTEMS CNIN176169 04/29/2015 4502512 604.00.2200.416.40050 1,659.00
Fund: 604 - CENTRAL STORES 2,046.50
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523852/5 04/29/2015 501126 605.00.7500.460.60016 27.74
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 523741/5 04/22/2015 501126 605.00.7500.460.60016 4.60
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY 23190328.14-32 04/22/2015 02/21/15 - 03/20/15 605.00.7500.460.30700 2,754.32
COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, IM35783 04/29/2015 APRIL 2015 605.00.7500.460.40040 3,478.41
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 605.00.7500.460.30550 3.50
HUEBSCH SERVICES 3439229 04/22/2015 100075 605.00.7500.460.40065 107.49
MAS COMMUNICATIONS 150300063 04/22/2015 1010 605.00.7500.460.40040 48.20
MID CENTRAL DOOR COMPANY 0028331-IN 04/29/2015 CIT580 605.00.7500.460.40040 484.00
MINNESOTA ELEVATOR, INC 618766 04/22/2015 5395 605.00.7500.460.40040 239.40
OERTEL ARCHITECTS 1 04/22/2015 PUBLIC WORKS STUDY 605.00.7500.460.30700 6,060.00
P&D MECHANICAL CONTRACTING CO. 10758 04/29/2015 15-141 605.00.7500.460.40040 300.00
USA MOBILITY WIRELESS INC Y0317493D 04/29/2015 0317493-5 605.00.7500.460.40065 4.64
Fund: 605 - CITY FACILITIES 13,512.30
CDW GOVERNMENT INC TT35295 04/29/2015 2394832 606.00.1400.413.60042 730.19
DELL MARKETING XJOX9NRGS 04/22/2015 19368783 606.00.1400.413.80600 235.65
DELL MARKETING XJNFRDM22 04/22/2015 19368783 606.00.1400.413.80610 771.25
ENTERTAINMENT DESIGN GROUP, LLC 607 04/22/2015 PARKS & REC OFFICE REMODEI606.00.1400.413.60065 240.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN513556 04/22/2015 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.30550 5.21
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN525813 04/22/2015 Invoice 606.00.1400.413.30550 16.06
IDEAL SYSTEM SOLUTIONS, INC. 47672 04/29/2015 1SSQ15870 606.00.1400.413.30700 6,963.00
INTEGRA TELECOM 120365026 04/29/2015 002129 606.00.1400.413.50020 75.00
MN GIS/LIS CONSORTIUM 200000714 04/22/2015 O'DONNELL - SPRING WORKSH(606.00.1400.413.50080 192.00
MN GIS/LIS CONSORTIUM 200000715 04/22/2015 BONTRAGER - SPRING WORKS} 606.00.1400.413.50080 192.00
NDC4 42015-A 04/29/2015 WEB STREAMING EXPENSES 20606.00.1400.413.30700 7,062.00
TDS METROCOM 4/13/15 651 451 1944 04/29/2015 651 451 1944 606.00.1400.413.50020 247.23
WORKS COMPUTING, INC. 23472 04/22/2015 INVER 606.00.1400.413.30700 330.00
WORKS COMPUTING, INC. 23507 04/22/2015 INVER 606.00.1400.413.30700 4,102.94
WORKS COMPUTING, INC. 23533 04/22/2015 INVER 606.00.1400.413.30700 807.50
Fund: 606 - TECHNOLOGY FUND 21,970.03
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY 23190328.14-32 04/22/2015 02/21/15 - 03/20/15 702.229.2302801 95.00
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY 23190328.14-32 04/22/2015 02/21/15 - 03/20/15 702.229.2302801 2,360.85
DAKOTA CTY ATTORNEY 13-3259 04/29/2015 VEHICLE FORFEITURE 702.229.2291000 72.25
EMMONS & OLIVIER RESOURCES 00095-0046-3 04/29/2015 00095-0046 702.229.2282002 392.85
EMMONS & OLIVIER RESOURCES 00095-0046-3 04/29/2015 00095-0046 702.229.2298301 896.85
NEWMAN SIGNS INC TI-0283162 04/22/2015 INV002 702.229.2282002 853.32
NEWMAN SIGNS INC TI-0283162 04/22/2015 INV002 702.229.2282902 474.07
STATE TREASURER'S OFFICE 13-3259 04/29/2015 VEHICLE FORFEITURE 702.229.2291000 36.13
Fund: 702 - ESCROW FUND 5,181.32

Grand Total

691,327.67



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Approval of Hiring Engineer and Architect for Potential Golf Course Capital
Improvements Projects

Meeting Date:  May 11, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent Agenda None
Contact: Eric Carlson — 651.450.2587 X | Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Eric Carlson Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Matt Moynihan FTE included in current complement
Joel Metz New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Approve hiring Herfort Norby Golf Course Architects LLC (Norby Golf). In an amount of $16,500
to provide a Preliminary Renovation Plan for the driving range and bunkers renovations on the
9-hole Executive and 18-hole Championship Course(s).

Approve hiring Erik Christensen Design Group LTD (EC Design) in an amount of $6,000 to
provide a preliminary irrigation plan for the 235-acre golf course property.

Establish an overall project budget of $26,000.

SUMMARY

Inver Wood Golf Course opened to the public in 1992 making the property and the
improvements to the course in excess of 24 years old. Over the history of the course, Inver
Wood has provided many opportunities for the community to enjoy the game of golf, take a
lesson, participate in a league, raise money for the BEST Foundation, and has provided for over
1,300,000 rounds of golf.

In 2014 the Park Commission and City Council reviewed the management structure and
operations of Inver Wood Golf Course. At the conclusion of the process the Commission and
Council adopted the following recommendations:

« Continue to operate Inver Wood with existing city staff

* Introduce new ideas to increase revenue at the course

* Generate positive operating revenue of 11% over operating expenses and use
excess revenue to fund small capital needs of Inver Wood

» Develop a capital improvement financing plan for large capital projects of the golf
course that are needed to keep Inver Wood as a viable golf asset

The Park and Recreation Commission reviewed this item at their Wednesday, April 8" meeting
and is recommending approval. The City Council discussed this at their Monday, May 4™ Work
Study Session and wanted the item placed on the Council Agenda for consideration.



Irrigation
Inver Wood'’s irrigation system is past the end of its useful life. The existing irrigation technology

at Inver Wood is no longer supported in the industry and much of the underground infrastructure
is causing increased maintenance costs due to brittle pipe and defective valves. Inver Wood
experiences in excess of 40 - 50 irrigation issues annually.

New technology in irrigation systems will not only bring Inver Wood’s system up to date, but will
also lower maintenance costs. New “best practices” in golf course irrigation would be utilized to
provide for less water to be used which in turn acts as a natural resource conservation measure.

Staff has researched irrigation systems and found that many of the courses that have replaced
their systems have used EC Design because of the experience and expertise in designing cost
effective and efficient irrigation systems for golf courses in the Twin Cities metro area and
across the upper Midwest. EC Design will:

Review existing documentation

Compile computer generated data base maps
New pump station analysis

Hydraulic piping calculations

Irrigation product application & analysis
Develop budgetary cost

EC Design’s proposal will give the City a preliminary design and cost estimate so a financing
plan can be developed for Council consideration as a part of the 2016 budget process. It is
estimated that the irrigation project will be an investment of $1,500,000 - $2,000,000.

Bunkers
Inver Wood has 66 bunkers all of which have outlived their 10-15 year useful life. Issues with
the current bunkers include:

Bunker creep (bunkers have grown in size)

Location (some bunkers not needed while some slow down play)

Sand contamination (dirt and rocks entering the bunker)

Drainage (during heavy rain events, bunkers get washed out and have to be repaired)
Increased maintenance costs (based on the above issues)

Norby Golf will review all the bunkers and develop a plan to:

o Remove bunkers that are not needed reducing overall maintenance costs and speeding

up play

¢ Resizing bunkers to reduce maintenance costs and provide for an improved player’s
experience

¢ Incorporate irrigation improvements along with EC Design while improving drainage
issues

Norby Golf’s proposal will give the City a preliminary design and cost estimate so a financing
plan can be developed for Council consideration as a part of the 2016 budget process. ltis
estimated that the bunkers project will be an investment of $500,000 - $600,000.



Driving Range

With the technological advancement in golf equipment, many golfers using the Inver Wood
driving range are capable of driving a golf ball outside of the current boundary nets. The main
issues at the driving range include:

o The existing grass tee is large enough to support practice, however, the increase in golf
technology has reduced the useable size of the grass tee area due to safety reasons

e With golfers using a smaller grass tee area, golf course maintenance staff cannot keep
the turf in acceptable condition for golfers to practice from

¢ Golf course management is forced to use the artificial mat line for practice which is not
what customers want, which has decreased the revenue generated at the driving range

Norby Golf will review the driving range and develop a plan to:

o Review options to increase the natural grass tee area
¢ Analyze safety netting that surrounds the driving range

An improved driving range will increase customer satisfaction and provide for safer conditions
for golfers, motorists, pedestrians, and adjacent property owners. Inver Wood’s driving range
generates approximately $100,000 annually. With an improved/enlarged driving range natural
grass tee area, the revenue generated by the range should increase by an estimated $25,000 -
$50,000 annually helping to generate additional revenue to pay for operations and capital
investments at Inver Wood.

Norby Golf's proposal will give the City a preliminary design and cost estimate so a financing
plan can be developed for Council consideration as a part of the 2016 budget process. It is
estimated that the driving range project will be an investment of $200,000 - $300,000.



Erik Christensen Design LTD

Public # Project
Year Course Private | Holes Cost Project Description
1 | 2014 | Braemar Public 9 $325,000 Irrigation renovation
2 | 2013 | Keller Public 18 | $1,300,000 | New irrigation system
3 | 2013 | Cleary Lake Public 9 $650,000 | Irrigation renovation/pumps
station/well
4 | 2008 | Green Haven | Public 18 | $935,000 Irrigation
renovation/well/pump
5 | 2014 | Olympic Hills | Private 8 $1,800,000 | New irrigation system
6 | 2014 | Minneapolis Private 18 | $1,600,000 | Irrigation
Golf Club renovation/pump/controller
7 | 2014 | Tartan Park Private 27 | $2,000,000 | Irrigation renovation/pump
8 | 2012 | Interlachen Private 18 $1,375,000 | Irrigation
renovation/pump/controller
Herfort Norby Golf Course Architects, LLC
Public # Project
Year Course Private | Holes Cost Project Description
1 | 2014 | Bakker Public 13 $300,000 | Bunker renovation and
Crossing drainage
2 | 2014 | Bemidji Town | Public 18 $330,000 | Bemidji, MN-Renovate
& Country bunkers & green irrigation
3 | 2014 | EImwood Golf | Public 9 $1.7million | City of Sioux Falls -
Course Complete renovation
4 | 2014 | Coal Creek Public 18 $5.0million | City of Louisville, CO —
Golf Course complete renovation
5 | 2012 | Pebble Creek | Public 7 $80,000 City of Becker, MN —
Golf Course bunker renovation
6 | 2013 | Bunker Hills Public | Practice | $200,000 | City of Coon Rapids, MN—
Golf Course Driving range plus 4 holes
7 | 2014 | Moccasin Private 14 $200,000 | Aberdeen, SD —tee
Creek CC renovation
8 | 2013 | Brookings Private 18 $200,000 | Brookings, SD — bunker &
Country Club tee renovation




AGENDA ITEM q_D

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

CLASSIC CONSTRUCTION - Case No. 15-09SCV

Meeting Date:  May 11, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:

Item Type: Consent 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: Planning FTE included in current complement
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider a Resolution approving re-descriptions of stormwater easements and drainage
easements and approving development documents related to the plat of Lighthouse Holdings
Addition.

o Requires 3/5th's vote

SUMMARY

The City Council approved the Final Plat and Conditional Use Permit on April 27, 2015. The
related development agreements were still being reviewed by the applicant and the City and
were not ready when the project was reviewed by Council.

At that meeting, the applicant requested some adjustments to the park dedication fee
requirements. The City and the developer have come to an agreement regarding fee
adjustments to address the park dedication issue. The City Attorney has prepared a separate
memo (attached) which describes the fee adjustments.

A number of stormwater and drainage easements required new descriptions for the lots within
the plat. The City Attorney has worked with the applicant’s attorney to address these new
descriptions. The City Attorney has prepared a separate memo (attached) describing this
process.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of the attached documents as presented.

Attachments:
1. Memo to Mayor and Councilmembers re Documents Associated with Plat of Lighthouse
Holdings Addition;
Resolution Approving Documents Relating to Plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition;
Memo to Mayor and Councilmembers re Financial Adjustments by City relating to Plat of
Lighthouse Holdings Addition;
4. Mutual Termination of Easement Agreement;
5. First Amendment to Permanent Drainage and Utility Easement;
6. First Amendment to Flowage Easement;
7. Amended and Restated Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement;
8
9.
1

2.
3.

Improvement Agreement for Plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition;
Retaining Wall Maintenance Agreement for Plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition; and
0. Flowage Easement for Plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition.
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TO: Inver Grove Heights Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz, City Attorney
DATE: May 6, 2015
RE: Lighthouse Holdings, LLC — Re-description of Stormwater Easements and
Drainage Easements associated with the Plat of Lighthouse Holdings
Addition; May 11, 2015 Council Meeting

Section 1. Background. On or about March 26, 2015, Lighthouse Holdings, LLC bought
Outlot A, Gainey 2™ Addition from Watrud Properties, LLC. The property is going to be owned
by Lighthouse Holdings, LLC and operated by North American Trailer. North American Trailer
will relocate its existing business on Concord Boulevard to the new site to be platted as
Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

At the April 27, 2015 Council meeting, the Council approved the preliminary and final plat for
the plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

Preparatory to closing, the new owner, Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, has asked that the existing
storm water easements and drainage easements which encumber the property be re-described to
conform to the new descriptions for the buildable lot and outlots on the plat of Lighthouse
Holdings Addition. The property is encumbered by a number of easements that benefit private
adjoining landowners as well as the City. Maintenance of the stormwater ponds rests with the
adjoining landowners pursuant to a recorded Stormwater Maintenance Agreement that allocates
financial responsibility for maintenance among the private landowners. The City is not
financially responsible for storm water maintenance.

Section 2. Purpose of Re-Described Documents. Lighthouse Holdings, LLC has prepared the
following agreements which re-describe the existing storm water easements and drainage
easements:

633 SOUTH CONCORD STREET « SUITE 400 « SOUTH SAINT PAUL, MINNESOTA 55075 « 651-451-1831 « FAX 651-450-7384
OFFICE ALSO LOCATED IN SPOONER, WISCONSIN



Mutual Termination of Easement Agreement;

First Amendment to Permanent Drainage and Utility Easement;

First Amendment to Flowage Easement; and

Amended and Restated Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement.

O =

The above-listed documents do not impose on the City any additional obligations and the
documents do not eliminate any rights that the City currently has under the existing recorded
agreements.

The Engineering Department has reviewed and approved the legal descriptions contained within
the above-listed documents.

The City has also prepared three additional documents to deal with the new lot. Those
documents are:

1. Improvement Agreement for Plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition;
. Retaining Wall Maintenance Agreement for Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings
Addition; and
3. Flowage Easement on Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

Section 3. Council Action. The Council is asked to approve the following documents by the
attached resolution:

Mutual Termination of Easement Agreement;

First Amendment to Permanent Drainage and Utility Easement;

First Amendment to Flowage Easement;

Amended and Restated Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement;

Improvement Agreement for Plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition;

Retaining Wall Maintenance Agreement for Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings
Addition; and

7. Flowage Easement on Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

O (A B B9 (T =

This matter will be considered by the Council at the May 11, 2015 Council meeting.

Attachments



RESOLUTION NO.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION APPROVING RE-DESCRIPTIONS OF STORMWATER EASEMENTS
AND DRAINAGE EASEMENTS AND APPROVING DEVELOPMENT DOCUMENTS
RELATED TO PLAT OF LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS ADDITION

WHEREAS, on or about March 26, 2015, Lighthouse Holdings, LLC bought Outlot A,
Gainey 2™ Addition from Watrud Properties, LLC (the Property).

WHEREAS, the Property is going to be owned by Lighthouse Holdings, LLC and
operated by North American Trailer.

WHEREAS, preparatory to closing, the new owner, Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, has
asked that the storm water easements and drainage easements which encumber the Property be

re-described to conform to the new descriptions for the buildable lot and outlots on the plat of
Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

WHEREAS, the Property is encumbered by a number of easements that benefit private
adjoining landowners as well as the City. Maintenance of the stormwater ponds rests with the
adjoining landowners pursuant to a recorded Stormwater Maintenance Agreement that allocates
financial responsibility for maintenance among the private landowners. The City is not
financially responsible for maintenance.

WHEREAS, Lighthouse Holdings, LLC has requested that the City execute the
following documents which re-describe the existing storm water easements and drainage
easements:

Mutual Termination of Easement Agreement;

First Amendment to Permanent Drainage and Utility Easement;

First Amendment to Flowage Easement; and

Amended and Restated Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement.

o op

WHEREAS, the above-listed documents re-describe the easements. The documents do
not impose on the City any additional obligations and the documents do not eliminate any rights
that the City currently has.

WHEREAS, the City has also prepared the following three additional documents to
address the development on Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition:



1.
2

o)
s

Improvement Agreement for Plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition;

Retaining Wall Maintenance Agreement for Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings
Addition; and

Flowage Easement on Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Inver
Grove Heights, Minnesota, as follows:

1)

tho Ao o

2.)

The City hereby approves the following documents:

Mutual Termination of Easement Agreement;

First Amendment to Permanent Drainage and Utility Easement;

First Amendment to Flowage Easement;

Amended and Restated Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement;
Improvement Agreement for Plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition;

Retaining Wall Maintenance Agreement for Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings
Addition; and

Flowage Easement on Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

The Mayor and City Administrator / Clerk are authorized to execute the above-
listed documents on behalf of the City.

Adopted by the City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights this 11" day of May,

2015.

ATTEST:

George Tourville, Mayor

Joe Lynch, City Administrator / Clerk



LEVANDER,
GILLEN &
MILLER, P.A.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

“MO

TO: Inver Grove Heights Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz, City Attorney
DATE: May 6, 2015

TIMOTHY J. KUNTZ
DANIEL J. BEESON
*KENNETH J. ROHLF
oSTEPHEN H. FOCHLER
+JAY P. KARLOVICH
ANGELA M. LUTZ AMANN
*KORINE L. LAND
o*DONALD L. HOEFT
DARCY M. ERICKSON
DAVID S. KENDALL
BRIDGET McCAULEY NASON
TONA T. DOVE

BRADLEY R. HUTTER

HAROLD LEVANDER
1910-1992

ARTHUR GILLEN
1919-2005

* ROGER C. MILLER
1924-2009

*ALSO ADMITTED IN WISCONSIN
+ALSO ADMITTED IN NORTH DAKOTA
OALSO ADMITTED IN MASSACHUSETTS
DUALSO ADMITTED IN OKLAHOMA

RE: Financial Adjustments related to Plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition; May

11, 2015 Council Meeting

Section 1. Background. The development agreements relating to the Plat of Lighthouse

Holdings Addition are on the Council agenda for May 11, 2015.

At the April 27, 2015 Council meeting the developer asked for adjustments relating to the park
contribution fee. The developer was told that adjustments and computation of the fee would
require an ordinance amendment and were not available at this time unless such ordinance
amendment passed. The Council directed that staff explore with the developer alternate means

to address some of the governmental impositions.
That exercise has led to the following:

1. The park contribution fees of $143,750 have not changed.

2. The Improvement Agreement limits engineering inspection fees to $7,000 instead of

$17,000. This is a reduction of $10,000.

3. The tree replacement obligation is limited to 72 trees instead of 110 trees resulting in a

value savings of $11,000.
4. The planning review escrow was reduced by $5,000.
5. The total adjustments amount to $26,000.

This information was shared with the developer. The developer has indicated a willingness to

proceed on this basis.

633 SOUTH CONCORD STREET « SUITE 400 « SOUTH SAINT PAUL, MINNESOTA 55075 « 651-451-1831 « FAX 651-450-7384

OFFICE ALSO LOCATED IN SPOONER, WISCONSIN



DRAFTED BY AND

UPON RECORDING RETURN TO:

GRAY, PLANT, MOOTY, MOOTY
& BENNETT, P.A. (WTA)

500 IDS CENTER

80 SOUTH EIGHTH STREET

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402

MUTUAL TERMINATION OF EASEMENT AGREEMENT
Date: , 2015

FOR VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, the undersigned, constituting the original parties, or the
successors in interest to the original parties, to the documents hereby terminated, do hereby mutually
terminate that certain Easement Agreement dated January 14, 2002, filed for record on January 22, 2002,
in the office of the Dakota County Recorder as Document No. 1853035, as amended by that certain
Amended Easement Agreement dated March 15, 2005, and filed for record on April 4, 2005, in the office
of the Dakota County Recorder as Document No. 2309659, and as further amended by that certain
Agreement Relating to Construction of Storm Water Facilities dated March 15, 2005, and filed for record
on April 4, 2005, in the office of the Dakota County Recorder as Document No. 2309658.

SRW PPOPERTIES, LLC
a Minnespta lipited liability company

Steven Watrud, Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )

[ ) ss
COUNTY OF . Jtf2 ¢ é )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this /_(: day of /72{,‘, , 2015, by
Steven Watrud, Chief Manager of SRW Properties, LLC, a Minnesota hmlted hablhty comparny.

2.

I\(otary Public /\fu

"“““* KAREN K. JOHNSON

’g}r NOTARY PUBLIC- MINNESOTA
; Commission Expies Jan. 31, 2020




LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS, LLC

By: MeEAe | L peard of

Dean A. Dally, Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )

) ss

COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this Jf/ day of /ch 2015,
by Dean A. Dally, the Chief Manager of Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a Minnesota limited llablhty

company, on behalf of the limited liability company. ; /
/L/\ /) ; /
N/otary Public /l‘/

£5"% KAREN K. JOHNSON {

Roeky G -MINNESOTA
%ﬁ\f MyNOTG ‘mm ,:’”ﬁ;,,m 31,2020

- --.a-Minnesota limited-liability.company. .. — oo



CONSENT TO TERMINATION

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
a Minnesota municipal corporation

By:
George Tourville, Mayor
By:
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of , 2018,

by George Tourville, the Mayor, and Melissa Kennedy, the Deputy City Clerk of the City of Inver Grove
Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation.

Notary Public

GP:3912055 vl



CONSENT TO TERMINATION

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
a Minnesota municipal corporation

By:
George Tourville, Mayor
By:
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of , 2015,

by George Tourville, the Mayor, and Melissa Kennedy, the Deputy City Clerk of the City of Inver Grove
Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation.

Notary Public

GP:3912055 vl



FIRST AMENDMENT
TO PERMANENT DRAINAGE AND UTILITY EASEMENT

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO PERMANENT DRAINAGE AND UTILITY EASEMENT
(the “First Amendment”) is made this __ day of , 2015, by and between the City of
Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation (“City”) and Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a
Minnesota limited liability company (“Landowner™).

RECITALS:

A. Pursuant to that certain Permanent Drainage and Utility Easement by and between City
and Watrud Properties, LLC, dated July 28, 2014, and recorded in the Dakota County Recorder’s Office
on October 23, 2014 as Document No. 3035430, an easement was granted to the City for utility and
drainage purposes (the “Permanent Easement™);

B. Landowner, as successor in interest to Watrud Properties, LLC owns the real property
situate within Dakota County, Minnesota as described on the attached Exhibit A (hereinafter
“Landowner’s Property™);

C. Landowner and City would like to amend the description of the Permanent Easement
Area (as defined in the Permanent Easement) as hereafter provided.

NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which
is hereby acknowledged, the parties agree as follows:

1. Incorporation. Except as expressly provided in this Amendment, all provisions of the
Permanent Easement remain in full force and effect and are hereby ratified and confirmed and shall

remain unchanged.

2. Legal Description of Permanent Fasement Area. Exhibit B of the Permanent Easement
shall be deleted in its entirety and replaced by the Exhibit B attached hereto.

3. Permitted Grading and Paving. City acknowledges that Landowner intends to grade and
pave over the Permanent Easement Area, and City hereby approves such activities provided that
Landowner shall be responsible to repair any damage done to any City improvements in the Permanent
Easement Area. If the City has to repair, replace, reconstruct, inspect or maintain the utility pipes in the




Permanent Easement Area and by doing so has to disrupt or remove the pavement placed by the
Landowner, then in such case the Landowner, not the City, has the responsibility, at its expense, to restore
and replace the pavement.

4, Ratification. Except as amended hereby, the Permanent Easement is hereby ratified and
remains in full force and effect.

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

6. Counterpart Signatures.  This Agreement may be signed in counterpart, and the
compilation of all executed pages will constitute a single, fully executed, original.

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

LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS, LLC
a Minnesota limited liability company

By: t\@.\ﬁ A NAi L=

Dean A. Dally, Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss

COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this /& day of /}/ 5,4, 2015,
by Dean A. Dally, the Chief Manager of Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability

company, on behalf of the limited liability company.
/L /< o

#5755 KAREN K.JOHNSON Notary Public

j NOTARY PUBLIC - MINNESOTA
My Commission Expires Jan. 31, 2020




CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS,
a Minnesota municipal corporation

By:
George Tourville, Mayor
By:
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of , 2015, by

George Tourville, the Mayor, and Melissa Kennedy, the Deputy City Clerk of the City of Inver Grove
Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation.

Notary Public

THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY:
Gray, Plant, Mooty, Mooty & Bennett, P.A.
500 IDS Center

80 South Eighth Street

Minneapolis, MN 55402

WTA/jla



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS,
a Minnesota municipal corporation

By:
George Tourville, Mayor
By:
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of , 2015, by

George Tourville, the Mayor, and Melissa Kennedy, the Deputy City Clerk of the City of Inver Grove
Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation.

Notary Public

THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY:
Gray, Plant, Mooty, Mooty & Bennett, P.A.
500 IDS Center

80 South Eighth Street

Minneapolis, MN 55402

WTA/jla



EXHIBIT A

Legal description

Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition, Dakota County, Minnesota



EXHIBIT B

Legal Description of Permanent Easement Area

A 20 foot permanent nonexclusive easement for drainage and utility purposes over, under,
through and upon Lot 1, Block 1, LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS ADDITION, according to the
recorded plat thereof, Dakota County, Minnesota, the centerline of said easement is described as
follows:

Commencing at the northeast corner of said Lot 1, Block 1; thence on an assumed
bearing of South 00 degrees 12 minutes 38 seconds East, along the east line of said Lot 1,
Block 1, a distance of 688.71 feet to the point of beginning of the centerline to be
described; thence South 89 degrees 47 minutes 22 seconds West a distance of 8.76 feet;
thence South 15 degrees 24 minutes 56 seconds West a distance of 141.35 feet to the
north line of Outlot A, said LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS ADDITION, and there said
centerline terminates.

The sidelines of said easement are prolonged or shortened to terminate on the east line of said
Lot 1, Block 1, and the north line of said Qutlot A.

GP:3908653 v2



FIRST AMENDMENT
TO FLOWAGE EASEMENT

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO FLOWAGE EASEMENT (the “First Amendment”) is made
this _ day of , 2015, by and between the City of Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota
municipal corporation (“City””) and Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company
(“Landowner™).

RECITALS:

A. Pursuant to that certain Flowage Easement by and between City and Watrud Properties,
LLC, dated July 28, 2014, and recorded in the Dakota County Recorder’s Office on October 23, 2014 as
Document No. 3035429, an easement was granted to the City to drain, flow and store storm water and
surface water (the “Flowage Easement”);

B, Landowner, as successor in interest to Watrud Properties, LLC owns the real property
situate within Dakota County, Minnesota as described on the attached Exhibit A (hereinafter

“Landowner’s Property”);

C. Landowner and City would like to amend the description of the Flowage Easement Area
(as defined in the Flowage Easement) as hereafter provided.

NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which
is hereby acknowledged, the parties agree as follows:

1. Incorporation. Except as expressly provided in this Amendment, all provisions of the
Flowage Easement remain in full force and effect and are hereby ratified and confirmed and shall remain
unchanged.

2. Legal Description of Flowage Easement Area. Exhibit B of the Flowage Easement shall

be deleted in its entirety and replaced by the Exhibit B attached hereto.

3. Ratification. Except as amended hereby, the Flowage Easement is hereby ratified and
remains in full force and effect.



4, Governing Law, This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with
the laws of the State of Minnesota,

5. Counterpart Signatures. This Agreement may be signed in counterpart, and the
compilation of all executed pages will constitute a single, fully executed, original.

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

written.

LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS, LLC
a Minnesota limited liability company

By: NFE] A NA&L A
Dean A. Dally, Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
)

sS
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 22 4 day of /_"224/].'*44_ , 2015,
by Dean A. Dally, the Chief Manager of Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability

company, on behalf of the limited lability company. . .

#5755, KAREN K JOHNSON Notary Public [~
R/ NOTARY PUBLIC- MINNESOTA
oo My Comamission Expires Jan. 31, 2020




CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS,
a Minnesota municipal corporation

By:
George Tourville, Mayor
By:
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of , 2015, by

George Tourville, the Mayor, and Melissa Kennedy, the Deputy City Clerk of the City of Inver Grove
Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation.

Notary Public

THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY:
Gray, Plant, Mooty, Mooty & Bennett, P.A.
500 IDS Center

80 South Eighth Street

Minneapolis, MN 55402

WTA/jla



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS,
a Minnesota municipal corporation

By:
George Tourville, Mayor
By:
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of , 2015, by

George Tourville, the Mayor, and Melissa Kennedy, the Deputy City Clerk of the City of Inver Grove
Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation.

Notary Public

THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY:
Gray, Plant, Mooty, Mooty & Bennett, P.A.
500 IDS Center

80 South Eighth Street

Minneapolis, MN 55402

WTA/jla



EXHIBIT A

Legal description

Lot 1, Block 1, and Outlots A, B, C, D, and E, Lighthouse Holdings Addition, Dakota County,
Minnesota



EXHIBIT B

Legal Description of Flowage Easement Area

Outlots A, B, C, D, and E, Lighthouse Holdings Addition, Dakota County, Minnesota



Amended and Restated
Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement
(Gainey Addition, Gainey Second Addition, and Lighthouse Holdings Addition)

THIS AMENDED AND RESTATED STORM WATER FACILITIES MAINTENANCE
AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made, entered into and effective the _ day of ,
2015, by and among the City of Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation
(hereafter referred to as “City”), Gainey Realty and Investment Corporation, a Michigan
corporation (hereafter referred to as “Gainey”), SRW Properties, LLC, a Minnesota limited
liability company (hereinafter referred to as “SRW”), Rodger O. Espeseth and Sherryl Espeseth,
husband and wife (hereinafter referred to collectively as “Espeseth”), Watrud Properties, LLC, a
Minnesota limited liability company (hereinafter referred to as “Watrud”), and Lighthouse
Holdings, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company (hereinafter referred to as “Lighthouse

Holdings™).

This Agreement hereby replaces, in its entirety, that certain Storm Water Facilities
Agreement - Relating to the Gainey Addition and Gainey Second Addition, dated March 17,
2005, and recorded April 4, 2005, as Document No. 2309655, in the Office of the County
Recorder of Dakota County, Minnesota, and filed April 4, 2005, as Document No. 562327, in the
Office of the County Registrar of Titles of Dakota County, Minnesota, as amended by that
certain Modification Agreement dated March 28, 2006, and recorded April 26, 2006, as
Document No. 2423670, in the Office of the County Recorder of Dakota County, Minnesota
(hereafter referred to as the “Original SWFMA?”).

Subject to the terms and conditions hereafter stated and based on the representations,
warranties, covenants, agreements and recitals of the parties herein contained, the parties do
hereby agree as follows:

ARTICLE 1
DEFINITIONS

1.1 Terms: The following terms, unless elsewhere specifically defined herein, shall have
the following meanings as set forth below.



1.3 Gainey. “Gainey” means Gainey Realty and Investment Corporation, a Michigan
corporation, and its successors and assigns.

1.4 Gainey Property. “Gainey Property” means Lot 1, Block 1, Gainey Addition, except
the northerly 7.31 acres thereof. .

1.5 SRW. “SRW" means SRW Properties, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company,
and its successors and assigns (formerly known as Steenberg-Watrud Construction Company,

Inc.).

1.6 SRW Property. “SRW Property” means Lot 1, Block 1, Gainey Second Addition.

1.7 Watrud. “Watrud” means Watrud Properties, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability
company, and its successors and assigns. _

1.8 Watrud Property. “Watrud Property” means the northerly 7.31 acres of Lot 1, Block
1, Gainey Addition.

1.9 Lighthouse Holdings. “Lighthouse Holdings” means Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a
Minnesota limited liability company, and its successors and assigns.

1.10 Lighthouse Holdings Property. ‘“Lighthouse Holdings Property” means Lot 1,
Block 1, and Outlots A, B, C, D, and E, Lighthouse Holdings Addition (formerly Outlot A,

Gainey Second Addition).

1.11 Lighthouse Project Property. “Lighthouse Project Property” means Lot 1, Block 1,
Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

1.12 Lighthouse Holdings Outlots. “Lighthouse Holdings Outlots” means Outlots A, B,
C, D, and E, Lighthouse Holdings Addition, as they exist today and any replatting of such

outlots in the future.

1.13  Espeseth. “Espeseth” means collectively, Rodger O. Espeseth and Sherryl
Espeseth, husband and wife, and their heirs, successors and assigns.

1.14 Espeseth Property. “Espeseth Property” means Lot 1, Block 1, Espeseth Addition
(formerly Outlot C, Gainey Addition).

1.15 Storm Water Facilities. “Storm Water Facilities” means each and all of the
following, individually and collectively:

a)  Any existing or future storm water pipes, conduits, ditches, catch basins, ponds
and storm water collection apparatuses lying within the Gainey Property, the SRW Property, the
Watrud Property, and the Lighthouse Holdings Outlots, or in any future lots or outlots in any
future replats of any of the forgoing lots or outlots, each such lots and outlots being referred to
herein as a “Lot,” and collectively as the “Lots.” ‘

1.16 Responsible Owner. “Responsible Owner” means, jointly and severally, each and

2



all of the following:

a.) The fee title owners, from time to time, of the Gainey Property, the SRW
Property, the Watrud Property, and the Lighthouse Holdings Project Property; provided that
neither this language nor any other language contained in this agreement shall require a
Responsible Owner to be responsible for any more of the maintenance and tax expenses of the
Storm Water Facilities located on the Lighthouse Holdings Outlots than the percentages shown

in section 4.2,
1.17 Subject Land. “Subject Land” means the Lots as defined in paragraph 1.15.

ARTICLE 2
RECITALS

Recital No. 1. Gainey is the owner of the Gainey Property which, pursuant to existing
easements, drains storm water onto the Lighthouse Holdings Outlots, and is responsible to share
in the costs of construction, maintenance, and taxes for the storm water facilities for such storm
water as hereinafier provided.

Recital No. 2. SRW is the owner of the SRW Property which, pursuant to existing
easements, drains storm water onto the Lighthouse Holdings Outlots, and is responsible to share
in the costs of construction, maintenance, and taxes for the storm water facilities for such storm
water as hereinafter provided.

Recital No. 3. Watrud is the owner of the Watrud Property, which, pursuant to existing
easements, drains storm water onto the Lighthouse Holdings Outlots, and is responsible to share
in the costs of construction, maintenance, and taxes for the storm water facilities for such storm

water as hereinafter provided.

Recital No. 4. Lighthouse Holdings is the owner of the Lighthouse Project Property,
which drains storm water onto the Lighthouse Holdings Outlots, and is responsible to share in
the costs of construction, maintenance, and taxes for the storm water facilities for such storm

water as hereinafter provided

Recital No. 5. Lighthouse Holdings is the owner of the Lighthouse Holdings Outlots,
onto which the storm water described in Recitals No. 1, 2, 3, and 4, above, drains.

Recital No. 6. The City requires this Agreement as a condition to the development of the
Lighthouse Holdings Project Property.

Recital No. 7. Espeseth is the owner of the Espeseth Property, which, as the result of the
development of the Espeseth Property, no longer utilizes the Storm Water Facilities.

ARTICLE 3
REPLACEMENT OF PRIOR AGREEMENTS

It is hereby agreed that anything to the contrary notwithstanding contained in the
Original SWFMA, the obligations of the parties hereto relative to the maintenance of storm



water facilities located on the Lighthouse Holdings Outlots shall be governed and controlled by
this Agreement.

ARTICLE 4
ESPESETH PROPERTY STORM WATER DRAINAGE

4.1 Espeseth shall be solely responsible for the construction, maintenance, and taxes
relating to any and all storm water facilities serving the Espeseth Property, and, as a result, is
hereby released from any obligations imposed on Espeseth by the Original SWFMA.

4.2 Espeseth shall have no responsibility for the construction, maintenance, or taxes of
any of the Storm Water Facilities, and is hereby released from any such responsibility.

ARTICLE 5
RESPONSIBILITY FOR MAINTENANCE

5.1 Construction of Storm Water Facilities.’

a) The Storm Water Facilities located on the SRW Property and the Lighthouse
Holdings Outlots and serving the SRW Property have been constructed and installed at the sole
expense of SRW’s predecessor in interest.

b.) The Storm Water Facilities located on and serving the Gainey Property have been
constructed and installed at the sole expense of Gainey.

c.) The Storm Water Facilities located on and serving the Watrud Property have been
constructed and installed at the sole expense of Watrud.

d.) The Storm Water Facilities located on the Lighthouse Holdings Outlots and serving
the Gainey Property and the Watrud Property have been constructed and installed at the sole
expense of Gainey,.

e.) Any additional Storm Water Facilities needed for the development of the Lighthouse
Holdings Project Property shall be constructed and installed at the sole expense of Lighthouse

Holdings.

5.2 Maintenance/Taxes of Storm Water Facilities. The Responsible Owners are
obligated at their expense to perpetually maintain the Storm Water Facilities as follows:

a.) Each of'the Responsible Owners shall at their sole expense maintain that portion of the
Storm Water Facilities serving their respective properties that is not located on the Lighthouse

Holdings Outlots.

b.) Lighthouse Holdings shall at its sole expense maintain that portion of the Storm Water
Facilities serving the Lighthouse Holdings Project Property that is not also serving the property
of one or more of the other Responsible Owners.



¢.) The maintenance of the Storm Water Facilities located on the Lighthouse Holdings
Outlots and serving the property of two or more Responsible Owners shall be the responsibility
of Lighthouse Holdings; however, the expense of such maintenance shall be allocated among the

Responsible Owners as follows:

)  Watrud 12.6%
I) SRW 11.1%
) Gainey 17.0%

IV) Lighthouse Holdings 59.3%

d.) In addition to the maintenance expense, Watrud, Gainey and Lighthouse Holdings
(but not SRW) shall be responsible for the real estate taxes attributable to the land value of the
Lighthouse Holdings Outlots in the following percentages:

D Watrud 12.6%
)  Gainey 28.1%
III) Lighthouse Holdings 59.3%

5.3 Standard of Maintenance. The standard of maintenance shall comply with the
minimum standards contained in Section 430 of the Inver Grove Heights City Code and, in
addition, the standard of care shall be reasonable and conform to the same standards that the
City's Director of Public Works utilizes for storm water systems that the City maintains, as those
standards are from time to time amended.

5.4 Notice of Non Compliance; Cure Period. If the City’s Director of Public Works
(“DPW™) determines, in the DPW’s sole discretion, that the Responsible Owners have not
complied with the maintenance standards, the DPW shall provide written notice to the
Responsible Owners of such failure to comply with the standards of maintenance. This notice
shall specify that the Responsible Owners will have thirty (30) days to comply with the
maintenance standards, unless thirty (30) days is not practicable for the Responsible Owners to
cure the default, in which case the Responsible. Owners shall be given a reasonable time, as
determined by the DPW, to cure the default provided the Responsible Owners have commenced a
suitable cure within the initial thirty (30) days after notice. Notwithstanding the requirement
contained in this Section relating to written notice and opportunity of the Responsible Owners to
comply with the standard of maintenance, in the event of an emergency as determined by the
DPW, the City may perform the work to be performed by the Responsible Owners without giving
any notice to the Responsible Owners and without giving the Responsible Owners thirty (30)
days to comply with the standards of Maintenance. Ifthe City performs emergency service work,
the Responsible Owners shall be obligated to repay the City the costs incurred to perform the
emergency service work, and the City shall follow those procedures set forth in Sections 5.5 and
5.6 with respect to the billing, collection and/or tax certification of such costs.

5.5 Payment of Costs Incurred by City. . If the Responsible Owners fail to comply with
the maintenance standards within the time periods required by Section 5.4, or in the case of an
emergency situation as determined by the DPW, the City may perform those tasks necessary for
compliance and the City shall have the right of access to the Subject Land to perform such work.
The City shall charge all costs incurred by the City to perform the tasks necessary for compliance
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to the Responsible Owners. The amount of costs charged by the City to the Responsible Owners
shall be the usual and customary amounts charged by the City given the task, work, or
improvement performed by the City to ensure compliance with the maintenance standards. The
City shall allocate cost between the Responsible Owners in accordance with the allocation
provided for in Section 5.2, The Responsible Owners shall make payment directly to the City
within twenty (20) days after invoicing (“Due Date”) by the City. Bills not paid by the Due Date
shall incur the standard penalty and interest established by the City for utility billings within the

City.

5.6 Certification of Costs Payable with Taxes. If payment is not made, the City may
certify to Dakota County the amounts due as payable with the real estate taxes for the property
owned by the Responsible Owner who has failed to pay in the next calendar year; such
certifications may be made under Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 444 in a manner similar to
certifications for unpaid utility bills. The charges shall be allocated in accordance with Section
5.2. Responsible Owners waive any and all procedural and substantive objections to the
imposition of such usual and customary charges. The Responsible Owners hereby further waive
any and all procedural and substantive objections to requirements and any claims that the
charges or special assessments exceed the benefit to the property. The Responsible Owners
waive any appeal rights otherwise available pursuant to Minnesota Statutes § 429.081. The
Responsible Owners acknowledge that the benefit from the performance of maintenance tasks
by the City to ensure compliance with the maintenance standards equals or exceeds the amounts
of the charges and assessments for the maintenance costs that are being imposed hereunder upon

the Subject Property.

5.7 Obligation For Maintenance Notwithstanding Public Easement. The Responsible
Owners agree that their obligations relating to maintenance of the Storm Water Facilities exist
notwithstanding the fact that a portion of the Storm Water Facilities may be located in areas
owned by the City or in public easements. City hereby grants to the Responsible Owners a
temporary right and license to enter the public easements and the public road rights-of-way for
the purpose of performing the maintenance obligations relating to the Storm Water Facilities for
the duration of the performance of the maintenance. The Responsible Owners hereby grant the
City a temporary right and license to enter the Storm Water Facilities areas in the Gainey
Property, the SRW Property, the Watrud Property, and the Lighthouse Holdings Outlots for the
purpose of performing maintenance of the Stormn Water Facilities as defined in Section 1.15 for

the duration of the maintenance.

ARTICLE 6
DEFAULTS; REMEDIES

6.1 Failure to Pay Maintenance Costs. Each Responsible Owner shall be liable for
payment of its respective share of the costs of maintenance and taxes described in Section 5.2
hereof (“Maintenance Costs™) within thirty (30) days of receipt of notice from Lighthouse
Holdings (and its successors and assigns, or their authorized representatives) of the amount due
and an itemization of the work completed. In the event any Responsible Owner fails to pay its
respective share of such costs within such thirty 30-day period, Lighthouse Holdings shall have
a lien on the delinquent Responsible Owner’s Lot for the amount of that Responsible Owner's
unpaid Maintenance Costs and other costs and expenses provided for in this Agreement.
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Recording of this Agreement constitutes record notice and perfection of any lien under this
Article 6, and no further recordation of any notice of or claim for the lien is required.

A lien for unpaid Maintenance Costs and other costs and expenses provided for in this
Agreement may be foreclosed against a delinquent Responsible Owner’s Lot (i) by action, or (ii)
by advertisement, in a like manner as a mortgage containing a power of sale. Lighthouse
Holdings shall have the power to bid in at the foreclosure sale and to acquire, hold, lease,
mortgage and convey any Lot so acquired. The Responsible Owner and any other person
claiming an interest in any Lot, by the acceptance or assertion of any interest in a Lot, grants to
Lighthouse Holdings its successors and assigns, a power of sale and full authority to accomplish
the foreclosure. Lighthouse Holdings and its successors and assigns shall also have the right to
pursue any other remedy at law or in equity against a Responsible Owner who fails to pay
Maintenance Costs applicable to such Responsible Owner’s Lot.

6.2 Nonmonetary Defaulis. Without limiting the foregoing, if any party (a “Defaulting
Party”) fails to fulfill its obligations pursuant to this Agreement (other than obligations to pay
Maintenance Costs as described in Section 6.1 hereof), then the party adversely affected by
such failure (a “Benefitted Party”) may, after providing the Defaulting Party with Requisite
Notice, as hereinafter defined, resort to legal action to enforce the terms of this Agreement,
which shall include any remedy available at law or in equity, and any judgment thereon shall
constitute a lien on the title to the Lot owned by the Defaulting Party. Such lien may be
foreclosed (i) by action, or (ii) by advertisement, in a like manner as a mortgage containing a
power of sale. The Benefitted Party shall have the power to bid in at the foreclosure sale and
to acquire, hold, lease, mortgage and convey any lot so acquired. The Defaulting Party grants
to the Benefitted Party, its successors and assigns, a power of sale and full authority to
accomplish the foreclosure. The Defaulting Party and its successors and assigns shall also
have the right to pursue any other remedy at law or in equity against a Defaulting Party who
fails to fulfill its obligations pursuant to this Agreement (other than an obligation to pay
Maintenance Costs) applicable to such Defaulting Party’s Lot.

As used. herein “Requisite Notice” shall mean not less than ten (10) days’ written notice and
opportunity to cure, or such longer period as is reasonably necessary if the default or other
failure is not reasonably susceptible to cure within said ten (10) days, provided that action has
been commenced to cure the default and is being diligently pursued by the Defaulting Party
within the said ten (10) day period.

6.3 Attomneys’ Fees and Interest. Any party which prevails in a lawsuit to enforce this
agreement shall be entitled to reasonable attorneys’ fees to be paid by the Responsible Party or
the Defaulting Party, as the case may be, which fees, together with any judgment rendered in
connection with such lawsuit and together with interest at the rate of eight percent (8%) per year,
or the highest rate permitted by law, whichever is lower, shall constitute a lien on the title to the
Lot owned by the Defaulting Party.




ARTICLE 7
INTERFERENCE

Notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement to the contrary, Lighthouse
Holdings, and its successors and assigns, may, from time to time, as often and for so long as
reasonably necessary therefore, interfere with or close on a temporary basis, all or any part of any of
the easement areas if such interference is done reasonably in connection with the construction,
repair, maintenance or replacement of any of the improvements upon any of the easement areas.
Additionally, during any period when any building improvement on Lighthouse Holdings Project
Property is undergoing construction, reconstruction, 'maintenance or repair, the owner of the
Lighthouse Holdings Project Property shall be entitled to interfere on a temporary basis with the
easements in question 5o long as reasonable alternative means of storm water drainage is provided.
The owner of the Lighthouse Holdings Project Property shall make every reasonable effort to
minimize the interference with the rights granted herein so as not to materially affect the rights of
other owners. The owner of the Lighthouse Holdings Project Property reserves the right to make
such use of the easement areas as will not materially interfere with the rights granted in this

Agreement.

ARTICLE 8
MISCELLANEOUS

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

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

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

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



IN WITNESS WEHREOF, the parties have executed this agreement on the day and year
first stated above.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk

RESPONSIBLE OWNERS

Gainey Realty and Investment Corporation

By:

Harvey N. Gainey, President

SRW Properties, LLC

By:

Steven R. Watrud, Chief Manager
Watrud Properties, LLC
By:

Steven R. Watrud, Chief Manager



IN WITNESS WEHREOF, the parties have executed this agreement on the day and year
first stated above.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk

RESPONSIBLE OWNERS

Gainey Realty and Investment Corporation

By:

Harvey N. Gainey, President

SRW Properties, LLC

By:

Steven R. Watrud, Chief Manager

Watrud Properties, LLC

By:

Steven R. Watrud, Chief Manager



Rodger O. and Sherryl Espeseth

Sherryl Espeseth

Rodger O. Espeseth

Lighthouse Holdings, LL.C

By:

Dean A. Dally, Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
)ss.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this day of , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared George Tourville and Melissa Kennedy, to me personally known,
who being duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and Deputy Clerk of the
City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the forgoing instrument, and that the seal
affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed in behalf of said municipality by authority of its
City Council and said Mayor and Deputy Clerk acknowledged said instrument to be the free act
and deed of said municipality.

NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF MICHIGAN )
COUNTY OF KENT 355'
Onthis __ dayof , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said

County, personally appeared Harvey N. Gainey, to me personally known, who being duly
sworn, did say that he is the President of Gainey Realty and Investment Company, a Michigan
Corporation, the company named in the forgoing instrument, signed in behalf of said
Corporation by authority of its board of directors and said Harvey N. Gainey acknowledged said
instrument to be the free act and deed of the Corporation.

NOTARY PUBLIC
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Rodger O. and Sherryl Espeseth

Sherryl Espeseth

Rodger O. Espeseth

Lighthouse Holdings, LLC

By:

Dean A. Dally, Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
)ss.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this day of , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared George Tourville and Melissa Kennedy, to me personally known,
who being duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and Deputy Clerk of the
City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the forgoing instrument, and that the seal
affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed in behalf of said municipality by authority of its
City Council and said Mayor and Deputy Clerk acknowledged said instrument to be the free act
and deed of said municipality.

NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF MICHIGAN )
COUNTY OF KENT 3“’
Onthis __ day of , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said

County, personally appeared Harvey N. Gainey, to me personally known, who being duly
sworn, did say that he is the President of Gainey Realty and Investment Company, a Michigan
Corporation, the company named in the forgoing instrument, signed in behalf of said
Corporation by authority of its board of directors and said Harvey N. Gainey acknowledged said
instrument to be the free act and deed of the Corporation.

NOTARY PUBLIC
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IN WITNESS WEHREQOF, the parties have executed this agreement on the day and year
first stated above.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk

RESPONSIBLE OWNERS

Gainey Realty and Investment Corporation

By: %W%W /%UIDU«M

/ Harvey N. Gainey, President

SRW Properties, LLC

By:

Steven R. Watrud, Chief Manager

Watrud Properties, LLC

By:

Steven R. Watrud, Chief Manager



Roger O. and Sherryl Espeseth

Rédger O. Espesett T—

Lighthouse Holdings, LLC

By:

Dean A. Dally, Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
)ss.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this day of , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared George Tourville and Melissa Kennedy, to me personally known,
who being duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and Deputy Clerk of the
City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the forgoing instrument, and that the seal
affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed in behalf of said municipality by authority of its
City Council and said Mayor and Deputy Clerk acknowledged said instrument to be the free act
and deed of said municipality.

NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF MICHIGAN )
COUNTY OF KENT ;SS'
On this day of , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said

County, personally appeared Harvey N. Gainey, to me personally known, who being duly
sworn, did say that he is the President of Gainey Realty and Investment Company, a Michigan
Corporation, the company named in the forgoing instrument, signed in behalf of said
Corporation by authority of its board of directors and said Harvey N. Gainey acknowledged said
instrument to be the free act and deed of the Corporation.

NOTARY PUBLIC
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Rodger O. and Sherryl Espeseth

Sherryl Espeseth

Rodger O. Espeseth

Lighthouse Holdings, LLC

By: NFAl A.Nao
Dean A. Dally, Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
)ss.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this day of , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared George Tourville and Melissa Kennedy, to me personally known,
who being duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and Deputy Clerk of the
City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the forgoing instrument, and that the seal
affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed in behalf of said municipality by authority of its
City Council and said Mayor and Deputy Clerk acknowledged said instrument to be the free act
and deed of said municipality.

NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF MICHIGAN )
COUNTY OF KENT ;SS'
On this day of , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said

County, personally appeared Harvey N. Gainey, to me personally known, who being duly
sworn, did say that he is the President of Gainey Realty and Investment Company, a Michigan

Corporation, the company named in the forgoing instrument, signed in behalf of said:.::.:.
Corporation by authority of its board of directors and said Harvey N. Gainey acknowledged said - 2 -5

instrument to be the free act and deed of the Corporation.

NOTARY PUBLIC

10




IN WITNESS WEHREOF, the parties have executed this agreement on the day and year

first stated above.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk

RESPONSIBLE OWNERS

Gainey Realty and Investment Corporation

By:

Harvey N. Gainey, President

SRW Properties, LLC

w AL T

Steven R. Watrud, Chief Manager

Watrud Properties, LLC

Steven R. Watrud, Chief Manager




Rodger O. and Sherryl Espeseth

~Shetryl Espeseth

Rodger O. Espeseth

Lighthouse Holdings, LL.C

By:

Dean A. Dally, Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
)ss.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this day of , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared George Tourville and Melissa Kennedy, to me personally known,
who being duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and Deputy Clerk of the
City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the forgoing instrument, and that the seal
affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed in behalf of said municipality by authority of its
City Council and said Mayor and Deputy Clerk acknowledged said instrument to be the free act
and deed of said municipality.

NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF MICHIGAN )
COUNTY OF KENT gSS‘
On thisg&‘ﬂ day of ;{ft//[% , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said

County, personally appeared Harvey N. Gainey, to me personally known, who being duly
swomn, did say that he is the President of Gainey Realty and Investment Company, a Michigan
Corporation, the company named in the forgoing instrument, signed in behalf of said
Corporation by authority of its board of directors and said Harvey N. Gainey acknowledged said

instrument to be the free act and deed of the Corporation.g\ﬁ;
NOTARY PU B C’ ~~~~

VWAY DiLLey
10 NOTAR’IE PUBLIC - Mickigay

NT C
MY COMMISSION EXP)
ACTING Iy Km?ECSO‘lIJUN’:rYy 19,2018



STATE OF MINNESOTA )
)ss.
" COUNTY OFDAKOTA™ ™)

On this % day of {&ﬂ/’gﬁ , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared Stevem R. Watrud, to me personally known, who being duly
sworn, did say that he is the Chief Manager of SRW Properties, LLC, a Minnesota Limited
Liability Company, the company named in the forgoing instrument, signed in behalf of said
corporation by authority of its board of governors and said Steven R. Watrud acknowledged said
instrument to be the free act and deed of said company.

"% KAREN K. JOHNSON § A/ /%

fa.ebt NéTARY PUBLIC ﬂ

NOTARY PUBLIC-MINNESOTA
?‘Lj My Commission Exwes.hn 31,2020

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
)ss.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 2(/ day of /77///@4 , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared Steven R. Watrud, to me personally known, who being duly
sworn, did say that he is the Chief Manager of Watrud Properties, LLC, a Minnesota Limited
Liability Company, the company named in the forgoing instrument, signed in behalf of said
corporation by authority of its board of governors and said Steven R. Watrud acknowledged said
instrument to be the free act and deed of said company.

:é‘. % KAREN K. JOHNSON | NOTARY PUBLIC
j NOTAHYPUBUC MINNESOTA

Commission Expires Jan. 31, 2020

STATE OF MINNESOTA
)ss.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this =X day of MQALA_, 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared Rodger O. Espeseth and Sherryl Espeseth, husband and wife, to
me personally known, who being duly sworn, acknowledged said instrument to be their free act

and deed. % W\QQOg L\“ﬁ (/\M,ua,,

NOTARY PUBLIC
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" "COUNTY OF DAKOTA ™ 7)

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
)ss.

On this ,‘3&7 day of MZ/I'JL , 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said
County, personally appeared Dean A. Dally, to me personally known, who being duly swom,
did say that he is the Chief Manager of Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, named in the forgoing
instrument, signed in behalf of said Company by authority of its board of governors and said
Dean A. Dally acknowledged said instrument to be the free act and deed of said gompany.

[t

NOTARY PUBLIC /7 ~

#5738 KAREN K. JOHNSON §
EL'B\} NOTARY PUBLIC - MINNESOTA

03 My Commission Expices Jan. 31, 2020

This Instrument Was Drafted By:
Vance B. Grannis, Jr. (Atty, Id.36821)
Grannis & Hauge, P.A.

1260 Yankee Doodle Road

Suite 200

Eagan, MN 55122-2201

Telephone: (651) 456-9000

GP:3912042 v3
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IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT
FOR THE PLAT OF LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS
ADDITION, DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT
FOR THE PLAT OF LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS ADDITION,
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

THIS IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT (Agreement) is made and entered into on the
11™ day of May, 2015 by and between the City of Inver Grove Heights, a municipality of the State
of Minnesota, (hereinafter called the City ), and Developer identified herein.

RECITALS:
WHEREAS, the Developer has applied to the City for approval of the Development Plans;

WHEREAS, under authority granted to it, including Minnesota Statutes Chapters 412, 429,
and 462, the Council has agreed to approve the Development Plans on the following conditions:

L. That the Developer enter into this Improvement Agreement, which contract defines
the work which the Developer undertakes to complete; and

2. The Developer shall provide a cash deposit or letter of credit in the amount and with
conditions satisfactory to the City, providing for the actual construction and installation of such
improvements within the period specified by the City.

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

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

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

ARTICLE 1
DEFINITIONS

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

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

1.3 Owner. “Owner” means Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability
company, and its successors and assigns.

14 Developer. "Developer" means Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a Minnesota limited
liability company, and its successors and assigns.

1.5  Subject Property. "Subject Property" means the real property located in the City




of Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota, described on Exhibit A.

1.6  Development Plans. "Development Plans" means all the plans, drawings,
specifications and surveys identified on the attached Exhibit B, and hereby incorporated by
reference and made a part of this Improvement Agreement.

1.7  Improvement Agreement. "Improvement Agreement" means this instant contract
by and between the City and Developer.

1.8  Council. "Council" means the Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights.

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

1.10 Director of PWD. “Director of PWD" means the Director of the Public Works
Department of the City of Inver Grove Heights and his delegates.

1.11 County. "County" means Dakota County, Minnesota.

1.12 Other Regulatory Agencies. “Other Regulatory Agencies" means and includes,
individually and collectively, the following:

a.) Minnesota Department of Transportation
b.) Dakota County

c.) Dakota County Highway Department

d.) Water Management Organization

e.) Metropolitan Council

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

1.13  Utility Companies. "Utility Companies" means and includes, jointly and severally,
the following: ‘

a.) utility companies, including electric, gas and cable;
b.) pipeline companies.

1.14 Prior Easement Holders. "Prior Easement Holders" means and includes, jointly
and severally, all holders of any easements or other property interests in the Subject Property.

1.15 Developer Improvements. "Developer Improvements" means and includes,
individually and collectively, all the improvements identified in Article 3 and on the attached
Exhibit B.

1.16 Developer Public Improvements. "Developer Public Improvements" means and




includes, individually and collectively, all the improvements identified and checked on the attached
Exhibit C that are further labeled "public". Developer Public Improvements are improvements to
be constructed by the Developer within public right-of-way or public easements and which are to be
approved and later accepted by the City. Developer Public Improvements are part of Developer
Improvements.

1.17 Developer Default. "Developer Default" means and includes, individually and
collectively, any of the following or any combination thereof:

a.) failure by the Developer to timely pay the City any money required to be
paid under the Improvement Agreement;

b.) failure by the Developer to timely construct the Developer Improvements
according to the Development Plans and the City standards and
specifications;

c.) failure by the Developer to observe or perform any covenant, condition,
obligation or agreement on its part to be observed or performed under this
Improvement Agreement;

d.) breach of the Developer Warranties.

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

1.19 Developer Warranties. "Developer Warranties" means that the Developer hereby
warrants and represents the following:

A. Authority. Developer has the right, power, legal capacity and authority to enter into
and perform its obligations under this Improvement Agreement, and no approvals or
consents of any persons are necessary in connection with the authority of Developer
to enter into and perform its obligations under this Improvement Agreement.

B. No Default. Developer is not in default under any lease, contract or agreement to
which it is a party or by which it is bound which would affect performance under
this Improvement Agreement. Developer is not a party to or bound by any
mortgage, lien, lease, agreement, instrument, order, judgment or decree which
would prohibit the execution or performance of this Improvement Agreement by
Developer or prohibit any of the transactions provided for in this Improvement
Agreement.

C. Present Compliance With Laws. Developer has complied with and to the best of
its knowledge is not in violation of applicable federal, state or local statutes, laws,
and regulations including, without limitation, permits and licenses and any
applicable zoning, environmental or other law, ordinance or regulation affecting the
Subject Property and the Development Plans and the Developer Improvements; and
Developer is not aware of any pending or threatened claim of any such violation.




D. Continuing Compliance With Laws. Developer will comply with all applicable
federal, state and local statutes, laws and regulations including, without limitation,
permits and licenses and any applicable zoning, environmental or other law,
ordinance or regulation affecting the Development Plans and the Developer
Improvements.

E. No Litigation. There is no suit, action, arbitration or legal, administrative or other
proceeding or governmental investigation pending, or to the best knowledge of
Developer threatened against or affecting Developer or the Subject Property or the
Development Plans or the Developer Improvements. Developer is not in default
with respect to any order, writ, injunction or decree of any federal, state, local or
foreign court, department, agency or instrumentality.

F. Full Disclosure. None of the representations and warranties made by Developer or
made in any exhibit hereto or memorandum or writing furnished or to be furnished
by Developer or on its behalf contains or will contain any untrue statement of
material fact or omit any material fact the omission of which would be misleading.

G. Warranty On Proper Work and Materials. The Developer warrants all
Developer Improvements and erosion control required to be performed by it under
this Improvement Agreement against defective material and faulty workmanship for
a period of two (2) years after its completion and acceptance by the City. With
respect to matters covered by the warranty, the Developer, at its own expense, shall
be solely responsible for performing repair work required by the City within thirty
(30) days of notification or if not reasonably cureable within thirty (30) days, such
additional reasonable period of time to effect the cure.

All trees, grass, and sod shall be warranted to be alive, of good quality, and disease
free for one year after planting. Any replacements shall be similarly warranted for
one year from the time of planting.

The warranty period for street, water main, sanitary sewer, drainage and erosion
control improvements shall be for two (2) years after completion and acceptance by
the City; the warranty for the street, drainage and erosion control improvements
shall also include the obligation of the Developer to repair and correct any damage
to or deficiency with respect to such improvements.

H. Obtaining Permits. The Developer shall obtain in a timely manner and pay for all
required permits, licenses and approvals, and shall meet, in a timely manner, all
requirements of all applicable, local, state and federal laws and regulations which
must be obtained or met before the Developer Improvements may be lawfully
constructed.

L Fee Title. Owner owns fee title to the Subject Property.

1.20 City Warranties. “City Warranties” means that the City hereby warrants and
represents as follows:

A. Organization. City is a municipal corporation duly incorporated and validly



existing in good standing the laws of the State of Minnesota.

B. Authority. City has the right, power, legal capacity and authority to enter into and
perform its obligations under this Improvement Agreement.

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

If to City: City of Inver Grove Heights
Attention: City Administrator
8150 Barbara Avenue
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

If to Owner: Lighthouse Holdings, LLC
Attention: Dean A. Dally, Chief Manager
10011 Xylite Street NE
Minneapolis, MN 55449

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

ARTICLE 2
APPROVALOF DEVELOPMENT PLANS

2.1.  Approval of Development Plans. The Development Plans are hereby approved by
the City.

22 Recording of Improvement Agreement. The Developer shall record the
Improvement Agreement with the County Recorder.

ARTICLE 3
DEVELOPER IMPROVEMENTS

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

3.2  Ground Material. The Developer shall insure that adequate and suitable ground
material shall exist in the areas of utility improvements to be made by Developer and shall




guarantee the removal, replacement or repair of substandard or unstable material. The cost of said
removal, replacement or repair is the responsibility of the Developer.

3.3  Drainage Plan and Easements. The Developer shall construct drainage facilities
adequate to serve the Subject Property in accordance with the Development Plans. The Developer
agrees to grant to the City all necessary easements for the preservation of the drainage system, for
drainage basins and for utility service. All such easements required by the City shall be on the
Subject Property and in writing, in recordable form; such easements shall be delivered to the City
contemporaneously with execution of this Improvement Agreement.

3.4  Erosion Control. The Developer shall be responsible for all damage caused as the
result of any grading and excavation within the Subject Property including, but not limited to,
restoration of existing control structures and clean-up of public right-of-way until improvements are
completed. The City reserves the right to perform any necessary erosion control or restoration as
required, if requirements are not complied with after Formal Notice by the City as stated in Article
12. The Developer shall be financially responsible for payment for this extra work.

ARTICLE 4
OTHER PERMITS

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

ARTICLE 5
OTHER DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS

5.1  Miscellaneous Requirements. Any additional requirements for approval of the
Development Plans as specified by the Council are incorporated herein, as set forth in Exhibit D.

ARTICLE 6
DEVELOPER PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS

6.1 Approval of Contractors and Engineer. Any contractor or engineer preparing
plans and specifications selected by the Developer to design, construct or install any Developer
Public Improvements must be approved in writing by the Director of PWD.

6.2  Construction. The construction, installation, materials and equipment related to
Developer Public Improvements shall be in accord with the Development Plans. The Developer
shall cause the contractors to furnish the PWD a written schedule of proposed operations,
subcontractors and material suppliers, at least five (5) days prior to commencement of construction
work. The Developer shall notify the City in writing, coordinate and hold a pre-construction
conference with all affected parties at least three (3) days prior to starting construction of any
Developer Public Improvements.



6.3  Inspection. The PWD or its designated representative shall periodically inspect the
work installed by the Developer, its contractors, subcontractors or agents. The Developer shall
notify the PWD two (2) working days prior to the commencement of the laying of utility lines,
subgrade preparation or any other improvement work which shall be subsequently buried or
covered to allow the City an opportunity to inspect such improvement work. Upon receipt of said
notice, the City shall have a reasonable time, not to be less than three (3) working days, to inspect
the improvements. Failure to notify the City to allow it to inspect said work shall result in the
City’s right pursuant to Article 13 to withhold the release of any portion of the escrow amount
resulting from work being performed without the opportunity for adequate City inspection.

6.4  Faithful Performance of Construction Contracts. The Developer shall fully and
faithfully comply with all terms of any and all contracts entered into by the Developer for the
installation and construction of all of the Developer Public Improvements; and the Developer shall
obtain lien waivers. Within thirty (30) days after Formal Notice, the Developer agrees to repair or
replace, as directed by the City and at the Developer's sole cost and expense, any work or materials
relating to Developer Public Improvements that within the warranty periods of Section 1.19(G)
become defective or damaged in the opinion of the City.

6.5 City Acceptance. The Developer shall give Formal Notice to the City within thirty
(30) days once Developer Public Improvements have been completed in accord with this
Development Contract and the ordinances, City standards and specifications and the Development
Plans. The City shall then inspect the Developer Public Improvements and notify the Developer of
any Developer Public Improvements that do not so conform. Upon compliance with this
Development Contract and City ordinances, standards and specifications, and the Development
Plans, the Developer Public Improvements shall become the property of the City upon Formal
Notice of acceptance by the City. After acceptance, the Developer Public Improvements become
the property of the City, and the Developer shall have no responsibility with respect to maintenance
of the Developer Public Improvements except as provided in paragraph 8 of Exhibit E of this
Improvement Agreement and except as provided in Section 1.19(G) of this Improvement
Agreement and except as provided in the Amended and Restated Storm Water Facilities
Maintenance Agreement and except as provided in the Retaining Wall Maintenance Agreement
relating to the Subject Property. If the Developer Public Improvements do not conform, Formal
Notice shall be given to the Developer of the need for repair or replacement or, in its discretion, the
City may proceed under Article 12.

6.6  Engineering Submittals Required. The record plan "as built" drawings of the
Developer Improvements shall be provided by the Owner in accordance with City standards no later
than 90 days after completion and acceptance of the Improvements by the City, unless otherwise
approved in writing by the Director of Public Works. If the record plans are not provided to the
City within the 90 days, the City may have this work done and pay for it with the developer’s
sureties. In addition, final quantity tabulations shall be required, which must include the following
items:

( As built storm water facilities, including the underground facilities.

2. As built grading plan containing spot elevations taken throughout the Subject
Property to verify the Subject Property is graded in accordance with the approved
grading plan with extra shots to verify swale elevations and locations. In pond
areas, enough shots must be taken on the pond bottom, side slopes and grade



breaks to verify the volume of each pond. The as-built must also verify
emergency overflow elevations and locations. This as-built plan shall be certified
as to general conformance with the City approved grading plan by a Registered
Engineer or Registered Land Surveyor and submitted in an electronic format.

.3 Final as-built information shall be submitted in an electronic format compatible with
the City’s Geographic Information System (GIS). All information must be on the
Dakota County coordinates system. Compatible formats are emailed AUTOCAD
.DWG or .DXF. As-built drawings shall also be scanned, stored and emailed as
images in .TIFF or .PDF. All as-built drawings must be the approved plans
modified to reflect as-built conditions Note: All corrected lines, grades and
elevations shall have a line drawn through the original text and the new information
placed nearby; the original information or text shall not be erased.

ARTICLE 7
RESPONSIBILITY FOR COSTS

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

7.2 City Miscellaneous Expenses. The Developer shall reimburse the City for all
reasonable engineering, administrative, legal and other expenses incurred or to be incurred by the
City in connection with this Improvement Agreement, and Development Plan approval and
acceptance and authorization of improvements. Bills not paid within thirty (30) days shall accrue
interest at the rate of eight percent per year.

7.3  Enforcement Costs. The Developer shall pay the City for costs incurred in the
enforcement of this Improvement Agreement, including engineering and reasonable attorneys' fees.

7.4  Time of Payment. The Developer shall pay all bills from the City within thirty (30)
days after billing. Bills not paid within thirty (30) days shall bear interest at the rate of 8% per year.

ARTICLE 8
DEVELOPER WARRANTIES

8.1  Statement of Developer Warranties. The Developer hereby makes and states the
Developer Warranties.

ARTICLE 9
CITY WARRANTIES

9.1  Statement of City Warranties. The City hereby makes and states the City
Warranties.

ARTICLE 10
INDEMNIFICATION OF CITY




10.1 Indemnification of City. Provided the City is not in Default under the
Improvement Agreement with respect to the particular matter causing the claim, loss or damage,
Developer shall indemnify, defend and hold the City , its Council, agents, employees, attorneys and
representatives harmless against and in respect of any and all claims, demands, actions, suits,
proceedings, losses, costs, expenses, obligations, liabilities, damages, recoveries, and deficiencies,
including interest, penalties and attorneys' fees, that the City incurs or suffers, which arise out of,
result from or relate to:

a.) breach by the Developer of the Developer Warranties;

b.) failure of the Developer to timely construct the Developer
Improvements according to the Development Plans and the City
ordinances, standards and specifications;

c.) failure by the Developer to observe or perform any covenant,
condition, obligation or agreement on its part to be observed or

performed under this Improvement Agreement;

d.) failure by the Developer to pay contractors, subcontractors, laborers,
or materialmen;

() failure by the Developer to pay for materials;
f) approval by the City of the Development Plans;

g.) failure to obtain the necessary permits and authorizations to
construct the Developer Improvements;

h.) construction of the Developer Improvements;
i) delays in construction of the Developer Improvements;

ARTICLE 11
CITY REMEDIES UPON DEVELOPER DEFAULT

11.1  City Remedies. If a Developer Default occurs, that is not caused by Force Majeure,
the City shall give the Developer Formal Notice of the Developer Default and the Developer shall
have thirty (30) days to cure the Developer Default. If the Developer, after Formal Notice to it by
the City, does not cure the Developer Default within thirty (30) days, then the City may avail itself
of any remedy afforded by law and any of the following remedies:

a.) the City may specifically enforce this Improvement Agreement;

b.) the City may suspend any work, improvement or obligation to be
performed by the City;

c.) the City may collect on the cash deposit pursuant to Article 12
hereof;

d.) the City may, at its sole option, perform the work or improvements



to be performed by the Developer, in which case the Developer shall
within thirty (30) days after written billing by the City reimburse the
City for any costs and expenses incurred by the City. In the
alternative, the City may in whole or in part, specially assess any of
the costs and expenses incurred by the City; and the Developer
hereby waives any and all procedural and substantive objections to
the installation and construction of the work and improvements and
the special assessment resulting therefrom, including, but not limited
to, notice and hearing requirement and any claim that the special
assessments exceed benefit to the Subject Property.

11.2 No Additional Waiver Implied By One Waiver. In the event any agreement
contained in this Improvement Agreement is breached by the Developer and thereafter waived in
writing by the City, such waiver shall be limited to the particular breach so waived and shall not be
deemed to waive any other concurrent, previous or subsequent breach hereunder. All waivers by
the City must be in writing.

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

11.4 Emergency. Notwithstanding the requirement contained in Section 11.1 hereof
relating to Formal Notice to the Developer in case of a Developer Default and notwithstanding the
requirement contained in Section 11.1 hereof relating to giving the Developer a thirty (30) day
period to cure the Developer Default, in the event of an emergency as determined by the Director of
PWD, resulting from the Developer Default, the City may perform the work or improvement to be
performed by the Developer without giving any notice or Formal Notice to the Developer and
without giving the Developer the thirty (30) day period to cure the Developer Default. In such case,
the Developer shall within thirty (30) days after written billing by the City reimburse the City for
any and all costs incurred by the City. In the alternative, the City may, in whole or in part, specially
assess the costs and expenses incurred by the City; and the Developer hereby waives any and all
procedural and substantive objections to the installation and construction of the work and
improvements and the special assessments resulting therefrom, including, but not limited to, notice
and hearing requirements and any claim that the special assessments exceed benefit to the Subject
Property. The Developer hereby waives any appeal rights otherwise available pursuant to Minn.
Stat. § 429.081.

ARTICLE 12
ESCROW DEPOSIT

12.1 Escrow Requirement. Prior to the Developer beginning construction of the
Developer Improvements, the Developer shall deposit with the City a cash deposit or letter of credit
or other security acceptable to the City for the amounts stated in Exhibit E.

All cost estimates shall be acceptable to the Director of PWD. The total escrow amount



was calculated as shown on the attached Exhibit E. The bank and form of the irrevocable letter of
credit or cash deposit shall be subject to approval by the City Finance Director and City Attorney
and shall continue to be in full force and effect until released by the City. The irrevocable letter of
credit shall be for a term ending December 31, 2018. In the alternative, the letter of credit may be
for a one year term provided it is automatically renewable for successive one year periods from the
present or any future expiration dates with a final expiration date of December 31, 2018, and further
provided that the irrevocable letter of credit states that at least sixty (60) days prior to the expiration
date the bank will notify the City if the bank elects not to renew for an additional period. The
irrevocable letter of credit shall secure compliance by the Developer with the terms of this
Improvement Agreement. The City may draw down on the irrevocable letter of credit or cash
deposit, without any further notice than that provided in Section 11.1 relating to a Developer
Default, for any of the following reasons:

a.) a Developer Default; or

b.) upon the City receiving notice that the irrevocable letter of credit will
be allowed to lapse without renewal or replacement before
December 31, 2018.

The City shall use the cash deposit proceeds to reimburse the City for its costs and to cause
the Developer Improvements listed on Exhibit E to be constructed to the extent practicable; if the
Director of PWD determines that such Developer Improvements listed on Exhibit D have been
constructed and after retaining 10% of the proceeds for later distribution pursuant to Section 12.2,
the remaining proceeds shall be distributed to the Developer.

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

12.2 Escrow Release and Escrow Increase; Developer Improvements.

Periodically, upon the Developer's written request and upon completion by the Developer
and acceptance by the City of any specific Developer Improvements, ninety percent (90%) of that
portion of the cash deposit covering those specific completed improvements only shall be
released. The final ten percent (10%) of that portion of the cash deposit, for those specific
completed improvements shall be held until acceptance by the City and expiration of the
warranty period under Section 1.19(G) hereof; in the alternative, the Developer may post a bond
satisfactory to the City with respect to the final ten percent (10%).

If it is determined by the City that the Development Plans were not strictly adhered to, or
that work was done without City inspection, the City may require, as a condition of acceptance, that
the Developer post a irrevocable letter of credit, or cash deposit equal to 125% of the estimated
amount necessary to correct the deficiency or to protect against deficiencies arising therefrom. The
additional irrevocable letter of credit, or cash deposit, shall remain in force for such time as the City
deems necessary, not to exceed five (5) years. In the event that work, which is concealed, was done
without permitting City inspection, then the City may, in the alternative, require the concealed
condition to be exposed for inspection purposes.

ARTICLE 13
MISCELLANEOUS




13.1  City's Duties. The terms of this Improvement Agreement shall not be considered
an affirmative duty upon the City to complete any Developer Improvements.

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

13.3 Recording. The Improvement Agreement shall be recorded with the County
Recorder and the Developer shall provide and execute any and all documents necessary to
implement the recording.

134 Binding Agreement. The parties mutually recognize and agree that all terms and
conditions of this recordable Improvement Agreement shall run with the Subject Property, and shall
be binding upon the successors and assigns of the Developer and Owner. This Improvement
Agreement shall also run with and be binding upon any after acquired interest of the Developer and
Owner in the Subject Property.

13.5 Contract Assignment. The Developer may not assign this Improvement
Agreement without the written permission of the Council. The Developer's obligations hereunder
shall continue in full force and effect, even if the Developer sells the Subject Property.

13.6 Amendment and Waiver. The parties hereto may by mutual written agreement
amend this Improvement Agreement in any respect. Any party hereto may extend the time for the
performance of any of the obligations of another, waive any inaccuracies in representations by
another contained in this Improvement Agreement or in any document delivered pursuant hereto
which inaccuracies would otherwise constitute a breach of this Improvement Agreement, waive
compliance by another with any of the covenants contained in this Improvement Agreement, waive
performance of any obligations by the other or waive the fulfillment of any condition that is
precedent to the performance by the party so waiving of any of its obligations under this
Improvement Agreement. Any agreement on the part of any party for any such amendment,
extension or waiver must be in writing. No waiver of any of the provisions of this Improvement
Agreement shall be deemed, or shall constitute, a waiver of any other provisions, whether or not
similar, nor shall any waiver constitute a continuing waiver.

13.7 Governing Law. This Improvement Agreement shall be governed by and
construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Minnesota.

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

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

13.10 Inconsistency. If the Development Plans are inconsistent with the words of this
Improvement Agreement or if the obligation imposed hereunder upon the Developer are
inconsistent, then that provision or term which imposes a greater and more demanding obligation
on the Developer shall prevail.

13.11 Access. The Developer hereby grants to the City, its agents, employees, officers,



and contractors a license to enter the Subject Property to perform all work and inspections deemed
appropriate by the City during the installation of Developer Improvements.

13.12 Consent. The Owner hereby consents to the recording of this Improvement
Agreement. The Owner agrees that the Subject Property is subject to the terms and conditions of

this Improvement Agreement.

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



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Improvement Agreement.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:
George Tourville
Its: Mayor
ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Administrator / Clerk

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 11™ day of May, 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said County,
personally appeared George Tourville and Joe Lynch to me personally known, who being each by
me duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and City Administrator / Clerk of
the City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the foregoing instrument, and that the
seal affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed on behalf of said municipality by authority of
its City Council and said Mayor and City Administrator / Clerk acknowledged said instrument to be
the free act and deed of said municipality.

Notary Public



OWNER AND DEVELOPER:
LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS, LLC

Dean A. Dally
Its Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this day of May, 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said County,
personally appeared Dean A. Dally to me personally known, who being by me duly sworn, did
say that he is a Chief Manager of Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a limited liability company, the
entity named in the foregoing instrument, and that said instrument was signed on behalf of said
limited liability company by authority of the Board of Governors and said Dean A. Dally
acknowledged said instrument to be the free act and deed of the limited liability company.

Notary Public
THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY: AFTER RECORDING PLEASE
RETURN TO:
Timothy J. Kuntz Timothy J. Kuntz
LeVander, Gillen, & Miller, P.A. LeVander, Gillen & Miller, P.A.
633 South Concord Street 633 South Concord Street
Suite 400 Suite 400
South St. Paul, MN 55075 South St. Paul, MN 55075
(651) 451-1831 (651) 451-1831

LACLIENTS\810\81000\ 3000 - Pass Through\Blaine Brothers-Plat of Lighhouse Holdings - 13196\documents\Improvement
Agreement (Lighthouse Holdings).doc



EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY

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

Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition and Outlots A, B, C, D and E,
Lighthouse Holdings Addition, according to the recorded plat thereof, Dakota
County, Minnesota.



EXHIBIT B

LIST OF IMPROVEMENT PLANS

DATE OF PLAN PREPARED
PLAN PREPARATION BY
Preliminary Plat E.G. Rud & Sons, Inc.
Site Plan 3-19-15 Rose Architectural
(AL.1]) Group, Inc.
Grading & Drainage Plan 3-20-15 Plowe Engineering, Inc.
(C1.1)
ESC Plan 3-20-15 Plowe Engineering, Inc.
(C1.2)
Utility Plan — Storm Sewer 3-20-15 Plowe Engineering, Inc.
(C2.1)
Utility Plan — Sanitary Sewer & 3-20-15 Plowe Engineering, Inc.
Watermain (C2.2)
Curbing & Paving Plan 3-20-15 Plowe Engineering, Inc.
(C3)
Landscape Plan 3-19-15 Rosa Architectural
(L1.1 and L1.2) Group, Inc.
Building Elevations 3-19-15 Rosa Architectural
(A3.1) Group, Inc.
*The above-listed Development Plans were revised on , 2015.
The above-listed Development Plans were approved by the City Engineer on May » 2013,

The Development Plans also include compliance by Developer and Owner with the conditions set

forth in the following:

1. Memorandum from City Engineer Tom Kaldunski to City Planner Allan Hunting dated

March 20, 2015.

2. E-mail correspondence from City Engineer Tom Kaldunski to Dean Dally dated October

22,2014.

3. The storm water comments by Barr Engineering dated

, 2015.

The “Engineering Memos”. The Engineering Memos are on file with the City.

The Development Plans also include modifications of the above referenced Development Plans

as approved from time to time by the City Engineer.



EXHIBIT C
DEVELOPER IMPROVEMENTS

The items checked with an "X" below are Developer Improvements.
The items checked with "Public" below are those Developer Improvements that are Developer
Public Improvements.

CHECKED COMPLETION DATE IMPROVEMENT

X before issuance of a erosion control measures have
building permit been installed

X before issuance of a site grading and Storm Water
building permit Facilities are operational to a

level approved by the City
Engineer

X 12-31-16 or before grading, drainage and
issuance of certificate erosion control have been
of occupancy, whichever completed
occurs first

X 12-31-16 or before sanitary sewer and water
issuance of certificate service lines have been
of occupancy, whichever extended to the building pad
occurs first

X 12-31-16 or before Storm Water Facilities and
issuance of certificate storm water improvements
of occupancy, whichever have been completed
occurs first

X 12-31-16 or before parking lot
issuance of certificate
of occupancy, whichever
occurs first

X 12-31-16 or before retaining walls
issuance of certificate of
occupancy, whichever
occurs first

X 12-31-16 or before landscaping **

issuance of certificate of
occupancy, whichever
occurs first

(including tree replacement
requirements)



**Note: Landscaping must be completed prior to issuance of certificate of occupancy, provided,
however, if the request for the certificate of occupancy is made in the months of October through
April and if all other requirements for the certificate of occupancy, except landscaping, have been
met, then the City shall issue the certificate of occupancy and the Developer is then required to
complete the landscaping no later than the following June 5%



L)

EXHIBIT D
MISCELLANEOUS REQUIREMENTS AND CONDITIONS
IMPOSED BY THE CITY

CONDITIONS TO BE SATISFIED BEFORE DEVELOPER BEGINS

CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY FOR DEVELOPER IMPROVEMENTS. Before the

Developer begins construction of the Developer Improvements, all of the following
conditions must be satisfied:

a.)

b.)

d.)

f.)

g)

h.)

1.)

J)

Developer must provide to the City of Inver Grove Heights the letter of credit
escrow for Developer Improvements stated on Exhibit E of the Improvement
Agreement.

Developer must provide to the City of Inver Grove Heights the cash deposit for
engineering inspection fees stated on Exhibit E of the Improvement Agreement.

Except as provided in paragraph 16 of this Exhibit E, Developer must fully pay the
City of Inver Grove Heights for all planning and legal fees that have been incurred
up to the date of this Improvement Agreement; and Developer must further escrow
with the City an amount determined by the City of Inver Grove Heights for future
planning and engineering review fees and for legal fees, except for such fees as may
already otherwise be taken into account in the calculations or engineering inspection
escrow made a part of Exhibit E.

Developer and Owner must execute a Mutual Termination of Easement Agreement
for the Subject Property. The form of the agreement is subject to the approval of the
City Attorney and the Director of PWD.

Developer and Owner must execute a First Amendment to Permanent Drainage and
Utility Easement for the Subject Property. The form of the agreement is subject to
the approval of the City Attorney and the Director of PWD.

Developer and Owner must execute a First Amendment to Flowage Easement for
the Subject Property. The form of the agreement is subject to the approval of the
City Attorney and the Director of PWD.

Developer and Owner must execute an Amended and Restated Storm Water
Facilities Maintenance Agreement for the Subject Property. The form of the
agreement is subject to the approval of the City Attorney and the Director of PWD.

Developer and Owner must execute this Improvement Agreement.

Developer and Owner must enter into a Retaining Wall Maintenance Agreement for
the Subject Property. The form of the agreement is subject to the approval of the
City Attorney and the Director of PWD.

Developer and Owner must execute a Flowage Easement for the Subject Property.
The form of the agreement is subject to the approval of the City Attorney and the
Director of PWD.



2:)

3.)

k.)

L)

All of the following documents have been recorded and evidence of recording has
been provided to the City:

e Mutual Termination of Easement Agreement Maintenance Agreement

e First Amendment to Permanent Drainage and Utility Easement

o First Amendment to Flowage Easement (amending Flowage Easement for
Outlot A, Gainey Second Addition)

Amended and Restated Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement
Improvement Agreement

Retaining Wall Maintenance Agreement

Flowage Easement (over Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition)

Developer and Owner must provide title evidence in the form of a title insurance
policy or recorded Warranty Deed that shows that the Owner owns the property
within the Plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

Developer or contractor performing construction services on behalf of the
Developer shall provide a Certificate of Insurance naming the City as an additional
insured.

CONDITIONS TO BE SATISFIED BEFORE THE ISSUANCE OF A BUILDING

PERMIT FOR THE DEVELOPER IMPROVEMENTS. Before the issuance of a

building permit for the Developer Improvements, the following conditions must be
satisfied by Developer and Owner:

a.)
b.)

c.)

d)

f.)

All of the conditions of paragraph 1 of this Exhibit D have been met.
Erosion control measures have been installed.

Site grading and Storm Water Facilities are operational to a level approved by the
City Engineer.

An industrial storm water permit has been applied for by Developer from the
MPCA.

The storm water comments by Barr Engineering dated , 2015
have been addressed by Developer to the reasonable satisfaction of the City
Engineer.

Developer shall provide the City Engineer with an Operations and Maintenance
Plan for the Storm Water Facilities identified in paragraph 8 of this Exhibit D.

CONDITIONS TO BE SATISFIED BY DECEMBER 31, 2016 OR BEFORE THE

ISSUANCE OF A CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY FOR THE DEVELOPER

IMPROVEMENTS. By December 31, 2016 or before the issuance of a Certificate of

Occupancy for the Developer Improvements, whichever occurs first, the following
conditions must be satisfied by Developer and Owner:

a.)
b.)

All of the conditions of paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Exhibit D have been met.

General site grading, drainage and erosion control have been completed.



C). All of the Developer Improvements have been completed per the approved
Development Plans.

d.) Sanitary sewer and water service lines have been extended to the building pad.
e.) All Storm Water Facilities and storm water improvements have been completed.

f.) The retaining walls have been installed.
g.) The parking lot has been completed.

h.) The landscaping and tree replacement have been completed (see note in Exhibit C
above).

4.) CLEAN UP OF CONSTRUCTION DEBRIS ON STREETS AND ADJOINING
PROPERTY. The escrow amount stated on Exhibit E shall include an appropriate amount as
determined by the Director of Public Works to assure that the Developer removes any construction
debris from streets adjoining the Subject Property and from private properties that adjoin the
Subject Property. During the construction within the Subject Property the Developer is responsible
for removing any construction debris (including paper wrappings, construction material and other
waste products resulting from construction) that may be blown from the construction site into
adjoining private properties or into City streets or that may fall from delivery trucks onto adjoining
private properties or City streets.

5.) PARK DEDICATION. Since the property being platted as Lighthouse Holdings
Addition was previously platted as an outlot, no park dedication was paid during the previous
platting approval. Park dedication is collected when an outlot is replatted. The Subject Property
is an existing outlot that is being replatted. Accordingly, park dedication fees are owed at the
time of platting. Park dedication is calculated at $5,000 per acre. The City’s subdivision code
allows delineated wetland areas to be subtracted from the overall lot area. The lot area is 34.41
acres. The delineated wetland area is 5.66 acres. The net area is 28.75 acres x $5,000 =
$143,750. Prior to City execution of the plat, Developer shall pay the City a park contribution
fee of $143,750.

6.) CRUSHING OF MATERIAL ON SITE. Developer desires to crush excavated
material on site during construction of the Developer Improvements. The City agrees to allow
Developer to crush material on site if the material remains on the site.

7.) ENCROACHMENT OF TREES. Pursuant to the Development Plans there are
several trees and plantings located on the east side of the Plat of Lighthouse Holdings Addition
adjacent to Clark Road that are located within the City’s drainage and utility easement and within
the area where the City’s water main is located. The City has approved the landscaping plan
which is part of the Development Plans and approves the location of the trees and plantings as
shown on the landscape plan. It is the responsibility of the Developer to verify with the utility
companies whether any of the existing utilities will be impacted by the location of the trees and
plantings as shown on the landscape plan.

8.) STORM WATER FACILITIES.

A. Operations & Maintenance Plan.




Developer shall construct the following storm water facility improvements on the Subject
Property as shown on the approved Development Plans (hereafter referred to as the Storm Water

Facilities):

e underground storm water detention system on Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings
Addition

extension of stormwater pipe to Outlot A

construction of new storm water pipe from Outlot A to Outlot B

construction of overflow pipe from Outlot B to Outlot C to Outlot E
construction of the NURP pond on Outlot E & filling in of basins or ponds on

Outlots A and E and Lot 1, Block 1

e construction of manhole over existing pipe located in the northeast corner of the
Subject Property adjacent to Clark Road

e construction of catch basin manhole over existing 30 inch pipe located along the
north boundary line of Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition

Owner must comply with Section IV of the NWA Stormwater Manual which outlines the
requirements for the operations and maintenance of Long Term Best Management Practices
(BMP’s) for stormwater facilities. The Owner must prepare an Operations & Maintenance Plan
to show how the Owner plans to operate and maintain Long Term Best Management Practices
for the Stormwater Facilities being constructed on the Subject Property. The Owner must submit
an Operations & Maintenance Plan to the City prior to the issuance of a building permit for the
Subject Property. The final Operations & Maintenance Plan must be approved by the City. The
Owner and its successors and assigns thereof shall be responsible for following the Operations &
Maintenance Plan as approved by the City. The final Operations & Maintenance Plan shall be on
file with the City’s Director of Public Works.

The final Operations & Maintenance Plan shall contain the following information:

a.

b.

Detailed inspection requirements;

Inspection and maintenance schedules;

Contact information for the Owner;
As built plans of the Storm Water Facilities;

A letter of compliance from the designer after construction of the Storm
Water Facilities is completed;

The requirement for an annual report to the City to demonstrate that post
construction maintenance is being accomplished per the Operations &
Maintenance Plan;

The GPS coordinates for the Storm Water Facilities shall be provided to
the City after construction is completed. Storm Water Facilities smaller
than 200 square feet can be located with one GPS coordinate. Storm
Water Facilities larger than 200 square feet shall have outlet coordinates
and the corners of the Storm Water Facilities located by GPS. The GPS



readings shall be provided to the City before the Storm Water Facilities are
covered;

h. A form and level of pretreatment approved by the City are required in the
treatment train before any infiltration system; and

1. A program for monitoring and testing water quality.

The Standard of Maintenance means that the Owner must comply with the Operations &
Maintenance Plan and must comply with the standards that are required by the City Engineer; the
Standard of Maintenance must conform to the same standards that the City utilizes for storm water
systems that the City maintains, as those standards are from time to time amended.

Owner must comply with the Standard of Maintenance.

In January of each year, the Owner shall submit to the City an annual report that identifies
all of the tests, inspections, corrective measures and other activities conducted by the Owner under
the Operations & Maintenance Plan for the preceding year. The annual report shall identify water
quality monitoring and testing results. The annual report shall also identify any conditions of non-
compliance with the Standard of Maintenance during the preceding year and the annual report shall
address how the conditions of non-compliance were cured. The annual report shall also include the
information shown on the form attached hereto as Exhibit F. If Owner was not required to perform
tests during the previous year, then the annual report for that particular year shall be limited to the
inspections and corrective measures, if any, that were taken during the year without reference to the
tests.

B. Notice of Non-Compliance.

If the City’s DPW determines, at his reasonable discretion, that the Owner has not
complied with the Standard of Maintenance, the DPW shall provide written notice to the Owner
of such failure to comply with the Standard of Maintenance. This notice shall specify that the
Owner will have thirty (30) days to comply with the Standard of Maintenance, unless thirty (30)
days is not practicable for the Owner to cure the default, in which case the Owner shall be given
a reasonable time, as reasonably determined by the DPW, to cure the default provided the Owner
has commenced a suitable cure within the initial thirty (30) days. Notwithstanding the
requirement contained in this paragraph relating to written notice and opportunity of the Owner
to comply with the Standard of Maintenance, in the event of an emergency as reasonably
determined by the DPW, the City may perform the work to be performed by the Owner without
giving any notice to the Owner. If the City performs emergency service work, the Owner and the
City shall follow those procedures set forth in paragraphs C and D below with respect to the
billing, collection and/or tax certification of such costs.

C. Payment of Costs Incurred by City.

If the Owner fails to comply with the Standard of Maintenance within thirty (30) days
after delivery of the written notice, or in the case of an emergency situation as reasonably
determined by the DPW, the City may perform those tasks necessary for compliance and the City
shall have the right of access to the areas where the Storm Water Facilities are located to perform
such work. The City shall charge all costs incurred by the City to perform the tasks necessary for
compliance to the Owner.



The amount of costs charged by the City to the Owner shall be the usual and customary
amounts charged by the City given the task, work, or improvement performed by the City to
ensure compliance with the Standard of Maintenance. The Owner shall make payment directly to
the City within thirty (30) days after invoicing (“Due Date”) by the City. Bills not paid by the
Due Date shall incur the standard penalty and interest established by the City for utility billings
within the City.

D. Certification of Costs Payable With Taxes: Special Assessments.

If payment is not made under paragraph C above by the Owner, the City may certify to
Dakota County against Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition the amounts due as
payable in the next calendar year; such certifications may be made under Minnesota Statutes,
Chapter 444 in a manner similar to certifications for unpaid utility bills. The Owner waives any
and all procedural and substantive objections to the imposition of such usual and customary
charges on Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

Further, as an alternate means of collection, if the written billing is not paid by the
Owner, the City, without notice and without hearing, may specially assess Lot 1, Block 1,
Lighthouse Holdings Addition for the costs and expenses incurred by the City. The Owner
hereby waives any and all procedural and substantive objections to special assessments for the
maintenance costs including, but not limited to, notice and hearing requirements and any claims
that the charges or special assessments exceed the benefit to Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings
Addition. The Owner waives any appeal rights otherwise available pursuant to Minnesota
Statutes § 429.081. The Owner acknowledges that the benefit from the performance of
maintenance tasks by the City to ensure compliance with the Standard of Maintenance equals or
exceeds the amount of the charges and assessments for the maintenance costs that are being
imposed hereunder upon Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

9) SUBJECT PROPERTY TO COMPRISE ONE TAX IDENTIFICATION
NUMBER. Before the issuance of a building permit for the Subject Property, the Developer and
Owner shall provide evidence to the City that Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition and
Outlots A, B, C, D and E, Lighthouse Holdings Addition have been issued one (1) combined tax
parcel identification number by Dakota County.

10.) ACCESS PERMITS TO CLARK ROAD. Access permits to Clark Road must
be issued by Dakota County as part of plat review by Dakota County.

11.) FILLING OF PONDS ON LOT 1, BLOCK 1 AND OUTLOT A AND BASIN
ON OUTLOT E. As part of the Developer Improvements, Developer is filling the existing pond
located on Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition and partially filling the existing pond
located on Outlot A, Lighthouse Holdings Addition. Developer is also filling in the existing
basin on Outlot E, Lighthouse Holdings, Addition. Developer is responsible to meet all
requirements established by the City Engineer relating to the filling of the ponds and basin.

12.) ALIGNMENT OF DRIVEWAYS RELATING TO TRUCK TURNING
MOVEMENTS. The properties along Clark Road are intended to be higher intensity industrial
which would include trucking type operations. The vehicles associated with these types of uses
may need larger openings to accommodate the turning radius of the vehicles. The City granted
Owner a variance to allow for wider curb openings with greater curb radius and zero setbacks for




the parking/storage area adjacent to the outlots. The City has requested that the driveway to the
Subject Property be aligned with the existing driveways across Clark Road to avoid conflicts
with truck turning movements. Developer shall provide the City with a truck turning movement
study to ensure that the driving lanes can accommodate the anticipated semi truck trailers.

13.) PROTECTED AREA SIGNS FOR OUTLOTS. Developer shall provide 4” x
4” treated wood posts for protected area signage around Outlots A, B, C, D and E, Lighthouse
Holdings Addition. The signs should be placed five feet inside each Outlot, at every angle point
and with an approximate spacing of 200 feet. The City will provide the signs to the Developer
and the Developer will be responsible to pay the City for the signs.

14.) RETAINING WALL REQUIRMENTS. Prior to the City issuing a building
permit for the Subject Property, all retaining wall permits must be issued by the City. Prior to the
City granting a certificate of occupancy for the Subject Property, the retaining wall permit must
be complete, wall certification must be received and accepted by the Chief Building Official,
grading associated with the retaining wall must be accepted by the City Engineer and the
retaining wall record drawing must be received and accepted by the City.

15) TREE REPLACEMENT LIMITATION. As part of the City’s tree
replacement requirements, the City initially determined that the Developer was required to plant
110 over story trees on the Subject Property. The Development Plans (landscape plan) showed
Developer installing 72 over story trees on the Subject Property. The City has determined that
the difference of 38 trees do not have to be planted on the Subject Property. The Developer is
only required to plant the 72 trees as shown on the landscape plan.

16.) RETURN OF PLANNING ESCROW. With respect to the planning escrow that
has been deposited with the City, the City agrees to return to Developer $5,000 from the initially
deposited planning escrow.

17.) ENGINEERING ESCROW LIMITATION. City agrees that the engineering
inspection escrow shall be limited to $7,000. The Developer shall not be required to reimburse
the City for engineering inspection costs above $7,000




EXHIBIT E
ESCROW CALCULATION

DEVELOPER IMPROVEMENTS

1.) Grading, Drainage and $
Erosion Control

2) Extension of Sanitary $
Sewer and Water Service Lines

3) Storm Water Facilities $
4) Parking Lot $

5.) Retaining Walls

6.) Landscaping $

7.) Construction debris clean-up $

8.) Certified As-Builts $
SUBTOTAL: $
MULTIPLIED BY: x 1.23
EQUALS:

&*H FH

ESCROW AMOUNT:



EXHIBIT E
ESCROW CALCULATION
(Continued)

In addition to the Escrow Amount for Developer Improvements set forth above, the Developer shall
deposit $7,000 in cash with the City (hereafter “Engineering Escrow Amount™). The Developer is
not required to deposit any additional funds to the City for the Engineering Escrow.

This Engineering Escrow Amount shall be used to pay the City for engineering inspection fees at
the City’s standard rates charged for such tasks.

Subject to the following paragraph, upon satisfactory completion of the Developer Improvements,
the City shall return to the Developer any remaining portion of the Engineering Escrow Amount not
otherwise charged the Developer for engineering inspection performed by the City.

Twenty five percent (25%) of this Engineering Escrow Amount shall be retained by the City
(hereafter referred to as Escrow Retainage) and this Escrow Retainage shall be available to the City
to pay for deficiencies and problems related to the Developer Improvements on the Subject
Property in the event such problems and deficiencies arise after the City has accepted the Developer
Improvements. The City may use the Escrow Retainage to correct any such deficiencies or
problems or to protect against further deficiencies or problems.

The City shall return to the Developer any remaining Escrow Retainage when all the following
events have occurred:

a.) The expiration of the warranty period under Section 1.19(G) of this Improvement
Agreement.



ANNUAL INSPECTION FORM FOR STORM WATER FACILITIES

EXHIBIT F

ISTRUCTURE ID:

INSPECTION DATE/TIME: INSPECTOR(S):
LOCATION: POND ID:
EASEMENT
IACCESSIBLE ¥ N
§STRUCTURES IN ESMT. | vy N DESCRIPTION
TREES IN ESMT. Y N LARGEST DIAMETER (INCHES)

STRUCTURE FES  PIPE cB SPCD OTHER
ATTRIBUTES TRASH GUARD WEIR SURGE BASIN OTHER NONE
CONDITION* ACCEPTABLE MINOR MAINTENANCE ~ MAJOR MAINTENANCE  INACCESSIBLE

JEND SECTION EROSION | Y N
FLOW CONDITION FLOW PRESENT  NO FLOW SUBMERGED
COMMENTS
VEGETATION/DEBRIS | WEEDS, ETC. BRUSH, TREES, ETC.  GARBAGE/DEBRIS NONE
RESTRICTING FLOW Y N
COMMENTS

SEDIMENT
CONDITION® NONE MINOR MAINTENANCE ~ MAJOR MAINTENANCE
COMMENTS

RIP RAP PRESENT: Y N
CONDITION** oK MINOR MAINTENANCE ~ MAJOR MAINTENANCE
COMMENTS
ILLICIT DISCHARGE  |DATE OF LAST RAINFALL EVENT:
ODOR ¥ N COMMENTS:
COLOR Y N COMMENTS:
FLOATABLES IN v N
DICHARGES COMMENTS:
STAINS/DEPOSITS IN " "
STRUCT. COMMENTS:
MAINTENANCE
PERFORMED:
SIGNED: DATE:

*  Minor Maintenance: i.e. regrout joint, repair trash guard; Major Maintenance: structure separating(ed) from pipe
** Minor Maintenance: repair can be done by City crews, Major Maintenance: heavy equip. is needed




RETAINING WALL MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT
FOR LOT 1, BLOCK 1, LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS ADDITION
INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA

THIS RETAINING WALL MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT FOR LOT 1,
BLOCK 1, LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS ADDITION (hereafter referred to as “Agreement”)
is made, entered into and effective this 11" day of May, 2015, by and between the City of Inver
Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation (hereafter referred to as “City”) and
Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company, (hereafter referred to as Lot
Owner and Responsible Owner). Subject to the terms and conditions hereafter stated and based
on the representations, warranties, covenants, agreements and recitals of the parties herein
contained, the parties do hereby agree as follows:

ARTICLE 1
DEFINITIONS

1.1  Terms. The following terms, unless elsewhere specifically defined herein, shall
have the following meanings as set forth below.

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

1.3 Lot Owner. “Lot Owner” means Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a Minnesota
limited liability company, and its successors and assigns.

1.4  Retaining Wall Facilities. “Retaining Wall Facilities” means each and all of the
following, individually and collectively, to the extent located within the Lot:

The retaining wall structure, retaining wall foundation, retaining wall anchors,
retaining wall fencing, and retaining wall drainage collection appurtenances,
retaining wall drainage piping, and retaining wall drainage discharge
appurtenances located on the north boundary line of the Lot.

1.5  Retaining Wall Construction Plan. “Retaining Wall Construction Plan” means
the Plan prepared by Plowe Engineering, Inc. dated March 20, 2015, and
approved by the City’s Director of Public Works on May , 2015. The Retaining Wall
Construction Plan is on file with the City.




1.6  Lot. “Lot” means that certain real property located in the City of Inver Grove
Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota legally described on the attached Exhibit A.

1.7 Responsible Owner. “Responsible Owner” means the fee title owner(s) of the
Lot during the period of time that it or they own fee title to the Lot.

1.8  Maintenance Standards. “Maintenance Standards” means the Standards of
Maintenance as defined in Article 3, Section 3.3 of this Agreement.

1.9 DPW. “DPW” means the City’s Director of Public Works.

ARTICLE 2
RECITALS

Recital No. 1. Lot Owner owns the Lot.

Recital No. 2. Lot Owner will construct the Retaining Wall Facilities on the Lot
pursuant to the Retaining Wall Construction Plan.

Recital No.3.  The City is willing to allow the Responsible Owner to begin the
Developer Improvements identified in the Improvement Agreement for the Lot if Lot Owner
executes this Retaining Wall Maintenance Agreement.

Recital No. 4. By this Agreement the parties seek to:

a.) impose upon the Responsible Owner the responsibility of maintaining the
Retaining Wall Facilities consistent with the Maintenance Standards,
notwithstanding the fact that the Retaining Wall Facilities may exist within
easements dedicated or granted to the City and the public; and

b.) provide a mechanism where the City may charge-back to the Responsible Owner
any maintenance work that the City performs with respect to the Retaining Wall
Facilities in the event the Responsible Owner fails to perform its obligations to
maintain the Retaining Wall Facilities consistent with the Maintenance Standards.

Recital No. 5. Lot Owner is currently the only Responsible Owner.

ARTICLE 3
RESPONSIBILITY FOR MAINTENANCE

3.1 Construction of Retaining Wall Facilities. Lot Owner agrees that by a date
reasonably set by the City’s Director of Public Works the Retaining Wall Facilities shall be
constructed and installed in accordance with the Retaining Wall Construction Plan at the sole
expense of Lot Owner.

3.2  Maintenance of Retaining Wall Facilities. The Responsible Owner is obligated
at its expense to perpetually maintain the Retaining Wall Facilities in accordance with the
Standard of Maintenance set forth in Section 3.3 hereof. The Responsible Owner shall not
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modify, alter, remove, or eliminate the Retaining Wall Facilities for as long as the Retaining
Wall Facilities exist. All entities that fall within the definition of Responsible Owner have the
joint and several obligations of the defined Responsible Owner. The responsibility of the
Responsible Owner for maintaining the Retaining Wall Facilities on the Lot exists even though
the event or omission which caused the need for maintenance of the Retaining Wall Facilities
may arise on property outside of the Lot.

3.3  Standard of Maintenance. The Standard of Maintenance for the Retaining Wall
Facilities shall comply with the minimum standards of the Minnesota State Building Code and
any applicable provisions of the Inver Grove Heights City Code (as amended from time to time,
by amendment of general applicability). In addition, the Standard of Maintenance shall keep the
Retaining Wall Facilities in reasonable conformance with the original professional engineering
retaining wall designs reflected in the Retaining Wall Construction Plan and in industry
standards (as amended from time to time), and the Standard of Maintenance shall include the
same standards that the City’s Director of Public Works utilizes for similar retaining wall
systems that the City maintains, as those standards are from time to time amended. The
Responsible Owner shall also insure that the Retaining Wall Facilities always remain safe,
structurally sound and otherwise in compliance with the professional engineering retaining wall
designs as reflected in the Retaining Wall Construction Plan and in industry standards (as
amended from time to time). The Retaining Wall Construction Plan is on file with the City.

34  Notice of Non-Compliance with Section 3.1; Cure Period. If the City’s
Director of Public Works (“DPW?”) determines, at his reasonable discretion, that the Responsible
Owner has not complied with Section 3.1 hereof, the DPW shall provide written notice to the
Responsible Owner of such failure to comply with Section 3.1. This notice shall specify that the
Responsible Owner will have thirty (30) days to comply with Section 3.1, unless thirty (30) days
is not practicable for the Responsible Owner to cure the default, in which case the Responsible
Owner shall be given a reasonable time, as determined by the DPW, to cure the default provided
the Responsible Owner has commenced construction of the Retaining Wall Facilities within the
initial thirty (30) days. Notwithstanding the requirement contained in this Section relating to
written notice and opportunity of the Responsible Owner to comply with Section 3.1, in the
event of an emergency as determined by the DWP, the City may perform the work to be
performed by the Responsible Owner without giving any notice to the Responsible Owner and
without giving the Responsible Owner thirty (30) days to comply with Section 3.1. If the City
performs emergency construction work, the Responsible Owner shall be obligated to repay the
City the costs incurred to perform the emergency construction work, and the City shall follow
those procedures set forth in Sections 3.5 and 3.6 with respect to the billing, collection and/or tax
certification of such costs.

3.5 Payment of Costs Incurred by City. If the Responsible Owner fails to comply
with Section 3.1 within thirty (30) days after delivery of the written notice, or in the case of an
emergency situation as determined by the DPW, the City may perform those tasks necessary for
compliance with Section 3.1 and the City shall have the right of access to the areas where the
Retaining Wall Facilities are to be located to perform such construction work. The City shall
charge all costs incurred by the City to perform the tasks necessary for compliance with Section
3.1 to the Responsible Owner.




The amount of costs charged by the City to the Responsible Owner shall be the usual and
customary amounts charged by the City given the task, work, construction or improvement
performed by the City to ensure compliance with Section 3.1. The Responsible Owner shall
make payment directly to the City within twenty (20) days after invoicing (“Due Date”) by the
City. Bills not paid by the Due Date shall incur the standard penalty and interest established by
the City for utility billings within the City.

3.6  Certification of Costs Payable With Taxes; Special Assessments. If payment
is not made under Section 3.5 by the Responsible Owner with respect to the Lot, the City may
certify to Dakota County the amounts due as payable with the real estate taxes for the Lot in the
next calendar year; such certifications may be made under Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 444 in a
manner similar to certifications for unpaid utility bills. The Responsible Owner waives any and
all procedural and substantive objections to the imposition of such usual and customary charges
on the Lot.

Further, as an alternate means of collection, if the written billing is not paid by the
Responsible Owner, the City, without notice and without hearing, may specially assess the Lot
for the costs and expenses incurred by the City. The Responsible Owner hereby waives any and
all procedural and substantive objections to special assessments for such costs including, but not
limited to, notice and hearing requirements and any claims that the charges or special
assessments exceed the benefit to the Lot. The Responsible Owner waives any appeal rights
otherwise available pursuant to Minnesota Statute § 429.081. The Responsible Owner
acknowledges that the benefit from the performance of the tasks by the City to ensure
compliance with Section 3.1 equals or exceeds the amount of the charges and assessments for
compliance with Section 3.1 that are being imposed hereunder upon the Lot.

3.7  Notice of Non-Compliance with Section 3.2; Cure Period. If the City’s
Director of Public Works (“DPW?”) determines, at his reasonable discretion, that the Responsible
Owner has not complied with the Standard of Maintenance, the DPW shall provide written
notice to the Responsible Owner of such failure to comply with the Standard of Maintenance.
This notice shall specify that the Responsible Owner will have thirty (30) days to comply with
the Standard of Maintenance, unless thirty (30) days is not practicable for the Responsible
Owner to cure the default, in which case the Responsible Owner shall be given a reasonable
time, as determined by the DPW, to cure the default provided the Responsible Owner has
commenced a suitable cure within the initial thirty (30) days. Notwithstanding the requirement
contained in this Section relating to written notice and opportunity of the Responsible Owner to
comply with the Standard of Maintenance, in the event of an emergency as determined by the
DWP, the City may perform the work to be performed by the Responsible Owner without giving
any notice to the Responsible Owner and without giving the Responsible Owner thirty (30) days
to comply with the Standard of Maintenance. If the City performs emergency service work, the
Responsible Owner shall be obligated to repay the City the costs incurred to perform the
emergency service work, and the City shall follow those procedures set forth in Sections 3.8 and
3.9 with respect to the billing, collection and/or tax certification of such costs.

3.8 Payment of Costs Incurred by City. If the Responsible Owner fails to comply
with the Standard of Maintenance within thirty (30) days after delivery of the written notice, or
in the case of an emergency situation as determined by the DPW, the City may perform those
tasks necessary for compliance and the City shall have the right of access to the areas where the
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Retaining Wall Facilities are located to perform such work. The City shall charge all costs
incurred by the City to perform the tasks necessary for compliance to the Responsible Owner.

The amount of costs charged by the City to the Responsible Owner shall be the usual and
customary amounts charged by the City given the task, work, or improvement performed by the
City to ensure compliance with the Standard of Maintenance. The Responsible Owner shall make
payment directly to the City within twenty (20) days after invoicing (“Due Date”) by the City.
Bills not paid by the Due Date shall incur the standard penalty and interest established by the
City for utility billings within the City.

3.9  Certification of Costs Payable With Taxes; Special Assessments. If payment
is not made under Section 3.8 by the Responsible Owner with respect to the Lot, the City may
certify to Dakota County the amounts due as payable with the real estate taxes for the Lot in the
next calendar year; such certifications may be made under Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 444 in a
manner similar to certifications for unpaid utility bills. The Responsible Owner waives any and
all procedural and substantive objections to the imposition of such usual and customary charges
on the Lot.

Further, as an alternate means of collection, if the written billing is not paid by the
Responsible Owner, the City, without notice and without hearing, may specially assess the Lot
for the costs and expenses incurred by the City. The Responsible Owner hereby waives any and
all procedural and substantive objections to special assessments for the maintenance costs
including, but not limited to, notice and hearing requirements and any claims that the charges or
special assessments exceed the benefit to the Lot. The Responsible Owner waives any appeal
rights otherwise available pursuant to Minnesota Statute § 429.081. The Responsible Owner
acknowledges that the benefit from the performance of maintenance tasks by the City to ensure
compliance with the Standard of Maintenance equals or exceeds the amount of the charges and
assessments for the maintenance costs that are being imposed hereunder upon the Lot.

3.10 Obligation For Maintenance Notwithstanding Public Easement. The
Responsible Owner agrees that its obligations relating to maintenance of the Retaining Wall
Facilities exist notwithstanding the fact that the Retaining Wall Facilities may be located in
whole or in part within public easements.

The City hereby grants to the Responsible Owner a temporary right and license to enter
public easements and public road rights-of-way for the purpose of performing the maintenance
obligations relating to the Retaining Wall Facilities for the duration of the performance of the
maintenance. The Responsible Owner hereby grants to the City a temporary right and license to
access and enter the Lot for the purpose of performing maintenance of the Retaining Wall
Facilities for the duration of the performance of the maintenance.

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

a.) failure by the Responsible Owner to observe or perform any covenant, conditions,
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obligation or agreement on their part to be observed or performed under this
Agreement;

b.) failure by the Responsible Owner to pay contractors, subcontractors, laborers, or
materialmen;

c.) failure by the Responsible Owner to pay for any materials that may be used by the
Responsible Owner to maintain the Retaining Wall Facilities;

d.) construction of the Retaining Wall Facilities.

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

ARTICLE 4
CITY’S COVENANTS

41  Compliance with Improvement Agreement. The City agrees that if
Responsible Owner executes this Retaining Wall Maintenance Agreement and complies with the
other conditions contained in the Improvement Agreement between the parties of even date
herewith, then the City will allow the Responsible Owner to begin the Developer Improvements
identified in the Improvement Agreement for the Lot.

ARTICLE 5
MISCELLANEOUS

5.1  Binding Agreement. The parties mutually recognize and agree that all terms and
conditions of this recordable Agreement shall run with Lot and shall be binding upon the parties and
the successors and assigns of the parties. This Agreement shall also be binding on and apply to any
title, right and interest of the Lot Owner in Lot acquired by the Lot Owner after the execution date
of this Agreement or after the recording date of this Agreement.

Upon request by a Responsible Owner, the City will prepare for the Responsible Owner, at
standard City charges, a special assessment search indicating the extent to which, if any, there is a
levied or pending special assessment under Section 3.6 and/or Section 3.9 hereof.

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

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

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

5.5  Consent. Lot Owner consents to the recording of this Agreement.

5.6  Notice. Notice shall means notices given by one party to the other if in writing and
if and when delivered or tendered either in person or by depositing it in the United States mail in a
sealed envelope, by certified mail, return receipt requested, with postage and postal charges prepaid,
addressed as follows:

If to City: City of Inver Grove Heights
Attention: City Administrator
8150 Barbara Avenue
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

If to Lot Owner: Lighthouse Holdings, LL.C
Attention: Dean A. Dally
10011 Xylite Street NE
Minneapolis, MN 55449

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

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



IN WITNESS WHEREOF Lot Owner and the City have entered into this Agreement on
the day and year first stated above.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:
George Tourville
Its: Mayor
ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Administrator / Clerk

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 11" day of May, 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said County,
personally appeared George Tourville and Joe Lynch to me personally known, who being each by
me duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and City Administrator / Clerk of
the City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the foregoing instrument, and that the
seal affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed on behalf of said municipality by authority of
its City Council and said Deputy City Clerk acknowledged said instrument to be the free act and
deed of said municipality.

Notary Public



LOT OWNER
LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS, LLC

Dean A. Dally
Its Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )

) SS.
COUNTYOF____ )
On this day of May, 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said County,

personally appeared Dean A. Dally, to me personally known, who being by me duly sworn, did
say that he is the Chief Manager of Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability
company, and that the foregoing instrument was executed on behalf of Lighthouse Holdings,
LLC by authority of the Boards of Governors of Lighthouse Holdings, LLC.

Notary Public
THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY: AFTER RECORDING PLEASE
RETURN TO:
Timothy J. Kuntz Timothy J. Kuntz
LeVander, Gillen, & Miller, P.A. LeVander, Gillen & Miller, P.A.
633 South Concord Street 633 South Concord Street
Suite 400 Suite 400
South St. Paul, MN 55075 South St. Paul, MN 55075
(651) 451-1831 (651) 451-1831



EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LOT

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

Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition, according to the recorded plat

thereof on file and of record with the Office of the County Recorder, Dakota
County, Minnesota.
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FLOWAGE EASEMENT

This FLOWAGE EASEMENT (Flowage Easement) is granted and conveyed this 11"
day of May, 2015, by and between the City of Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal
corporation (City) and Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company,
(hereafter referred to as Landowner).

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

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

A permanent non-exclusive easement to drain, flow and deposit
storm water and surface water from Outlot B, Lighthouse Holdings
Addition into, over, across, through and upon Lot 1, Block 1,
Lighthouse Holdings Addition to Outlot C, Lighthouse Holdings
Addition (hereinafter “Flowage Easement”) which Flowage
Easement is legally described and depicted on Exhibit B
(hereinafter the “Flowage Easement Area”) attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference; and for all such purposes
ancillary, incident or related thereto.

The Flowage Easement rights granted herein are forever and shall include, but not be limited to the
right to discharge storm water and surface water from Clark Road and from the Clark Road storm
water system from Outlot B, Lighthouse Holdings Addition into, over, across, through and upon
the Flowage Easement Area on Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition to Outlot C,
Lighthouse Holdings Addition.

EXEMPT FROM STATE DEED TAX

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



a.) to enter upon the Flowage Easement Area at all reasonable times for the
purposes of inspection, grading and sloping relating to the purposes of this Flowage
Easement; and

b.) to excavate and refill ditches or trenches; and

c.) to remove from the Flowage Easement Area trees, brush, herbage, aggregate,
undergrowth and other obstructions interfering with the Flowage Easement.

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

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

The Landowner, for itself and its successors and assigns, does hereby warrant to and
covenant with the City, its successors and assigns, that it is well seized in fee of the Landowner’s
Property described on Exhibit A and the Flowage Easement Area described and depicted on Exhibit
B and that it has good right to grant and convey the Flowage Easement herein to the City.

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



IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, the Landowner and the City have caused this Easement to
be executed as of the day and year first above written.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Administrator / Clerk

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 11™ day of May, 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said County,
personally appeared George Tourville and Joe Lynch, to me personally known, who being each
by me duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and City Administrator /
Clerk of the City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the foregoing instrument,
and that the seal affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed on behalf of said municipality
by authority of its City Council and said Mayor and City Administrator / Clerk acknowledged
said instrument to be the free act and deed of said municipality.

Notary Public



LANDOWNER:
LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS, LLC

Dean A. Dally
Its Chief Manager

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this day of May, 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said County,
personally appeared Dean A. Dally to me personally known, who being by me duly sworn, did
say that he is a Chief Manager of Lighthouse Holdings, LLC, a limited liability company, the
entity named in the foregoing instrument, and that said instrument was signed on behalf of said
limited liability company by authority of the Board of Governors and said Dean A. Dally
acknowledged said instrument to be the free act and deed of the limited liability company.

Notary Public
THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY: AFTER RECORDING PLEASE
RETURN TO:
Timothy J. Kuntz Timothy J. Kuntz
LeVander, Gillen, & Miller, P.A. LeVander, Gillen & Miller, P.A.
633 South Concord Street 633 South Concord Street
Suite 400 Suite 400
South St. Paul, MN 55075 South St. Paul, MN 55075
(651) 451-1831 (651) 451-1831



EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LANDOWNER’S PROPERTY

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

Lot 1, Block 1, Lighthouse Holdings Addition, according to the recorded plat thereof, Dakota
County, Minnesota.



EXHIBIT B
LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND DEPICTION OF FLOWAGE EASEMENT AREA

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

A 20 foot wide permanent non-exclusive easement for flowage purposes over,
under, through and upon Lot 1, Block 1, LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS
ADDITION, according to the recorded plat thereof, Dakota County, Minnesota,
the centerline of said easement is described as follows:

Commencing at the southwest corner of said Lot 1, Block 1; thence on an
assumed bearing of North 00 degrees 12 minutes 38 seconds West, along the most
westerly line of said Lot 1, Block 1, a distance of 331.80 feet to the point of
beginning of the centerline to be described; thence South 42 degrees 38 minutes
04 seconds East a distance of 137.21 feet; thence North 89 degrees 47 minutes 36
seconds East a distance of 214.93 feet to the northwesterly line of Outlot B, said
LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS ADDITION, and there said centerline terminates.

The sidelines of said easement are prolonged or shortened to terminate on said
most westerly line of Lot 1, Block 1, and the west and northwesterly lines of said
Outlot B.
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A 20 foot wide permanent nonexclusive easement for flowage purposes over, under, through and upon Lot 1,

Block 1, LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS ADDITION, according to the recorded plat thereof, Dakota County, Minnesota, the
centerline of said easement is described as follows:

Commencing ot the southwest corner of said Lot 1, Block 1; thence on an assumed bearing of North 00
degrees 12 minutes 38 seconds West, along the most westerly line of said Lot 1, Block 1, a distance of
331.80 feet to the point of beginning of the centerline to be described; thence South 42 degrees 38
minutes 04 seconds East a distance of 137.21 feet; thence North 89 degrees 47 minutes 36 seconds
East o distance of 214.93 feet to the northwesterly line of Outlot B, said LIGHTHOUSE HOLDINGS ADDITION,
and there said centerline terminates.

The sidelines of said easement are prolonged or shortened to terminate on said most westerly line of Lot 1, Block
1, and the west and northwesterly lines of said Outlol B.

Location: City of Inver Grove Heights

Scale 1"=100"|  Denotes Iron Monument | Bearing Datum: County |Job No. 14430AB |Drwg By _JEN

| hereby certify that this plan, survey or report was prepared by me

or under my direct supervision and that | am a duly Licensed Land
Surveyor under the laws of the State of Minnesota.

E. G. RUD & SONS, INC.

Dated this_Sth day of _ April 2015.

innesota License No._41578

PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYORS
6776 LAKE DRIVE NE, SUITE 110
LINO LAKES, MINNESOTA 55014
TEL. (651) 361-8200
FAX (651) 361-8701

www,.egrud.com
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AGENDA ITEM 2 E

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Approve Proposal from EOR, Inc. for NWA Hydrologic and Hydraulic (H & H) Model
Update

Meeting Date:  May 11, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent None
Contact: Scott D. Thureen, 651.450.2571 X | Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: é{zﬁ' FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other:

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Approve proposal from EOR, Inc. for NWA H & H Model update.
SUMMARY

The existing H & H model for the NWA was developed using the design precipitation standards
in place at the time. A major update to those standards, known as Atlas 14, resulted in
increased rainfall amounts for larger, less frequent rainfall events.

The entire H & H model for the NWA will need to be updated. This proposal covers only that
portion of the NWA that affects the design of realigned Argenta Trail (see map included in the
attached proposal).

The proposed cost of $16,000 will be funded from the Storm Water Utility ($12,000) and City
Project No. 2014-11 ($4,000).

| recommend approval of the proposal.

SDT/kf
Attachment:  Proposal



651 Hale Avenue North Oakdale, Minnesota 55128 telephone: 651.770.8448 facsimile: 651.770.2552 www.eorinc.com

Date | May 5, 2015

To| Scott Thureen Contactinfo| IGH
cc | Contact info |
cc | Contact info |

From| Brett H. Emmons Contactinfo| EOR

Regarding | Argenta Trail Realignment Preliminary Design H&H Modeling

Scope of Services

1

Update model with new contours, storage, recently collected existing infrastructure and
overflows. Model 10-day snowmelt (7.2” runoff) event. Add modeling scenarios for and newly
available Atlas 14 24-hr rain events (100-yr and back-to-back 100-yr), to include projected land
use. Includes subwatersheds connected to the Argenta Trail alignment from just south of TH 55,
through the proposed Blackstone development corridor, and to I-694.

Deliverables: Updated Model available to run proposed scenarios
Table of updated hydrology data: HWLs, Volumes, Overflows, etc.
Level of Effort: $10,010

Task 1 Breakdown:
Task | Hydrology/Hydraulic Model Update Hour Cost
01-A | Revise subwatershed delineation & hydrology input Parameters 28 $2,809.00
01-B | Revise basin bottom/overflow elevations, storage volume curves 24 $2,260.00
01-C | Review/Revise culvert routing & coordinate field review 25 $2,527.00
01-D | Model scenario running and HWL comparison & documentation 23 $2,413.00
Task 1 Total: | 100 | $10,010.00

Mapping Update to reflect new topography and recently collected existing conditions features.
Several instances of new information on culvert road crossings that affect the basin HWLs and
flows have appeared thus far and will be included. Show the newly revised Regional Basin
locations and data on the City’s NW Area Map.

Deliverables: Updated Regional Basins Map and GIS data layers

Level of Effort: $1,967
Task 2 Breakdown:
Task | Revise Existing Conditions Regional Basin Map Hour Cost

02-A | Update map attribute tables for NOF/LFE, Basin HWL/Volumes 19 $1,967.00

Task 2 Total: 19 $1,967.00

Modeling of preliminary design options (up to 3) to quantify impacts and mitigation options.
Update regional model based on the preferred road option to reflect the post road project
conditions, which can subsequently be used for future evaluation and guidance on infrastructure
planning and development proposals.

Emmons & Olivier Resources, Inc. water | ecology | community




memo

20f2
Deliverables: Design input for Regional Basins and model scenario for preferred changes.
Design Memorandum quantifying the Regional Basin changes needed.
Level of Effort: $4,000
Task 3 Breakdown:
Task | Preliminary Design Modeling (3) Hour Cost
03-A | Design Scenario model modifications 15 $1,583.00
03-B [ Proposed scenario simulations & results exporting 4 $360.00
03-C [ Results comparison & reporting 4 $360.00
03-D | Memorandum of recommendations and client communication 12 $1720.00
Task 3 Total: 35 $4,023.00

Key Understandings
1. This work would be done in conjunction with the Kimley-Horn work on Argenta Trail planning
and design.

2. Meetings with City commissions or officials are not included. If requested meetings, would be

billed additionally on an hourly basis under this scope.

Estimated Fee and Schedule
It is estimated that the services included above will be $16,000. The schedule will be coordinated with
the Argenta Trail road design and responsive to the needs of the project team.

Emmons & Olivier Resources, Inc.

ve N, Oakdale, MN 55128 p: 651.770

8448
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AGENDA ITEM 4 ;

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Approve Proposal for Professional Services for Feasibility Study for City Project No.
2015-03 — 65th Street between Trunk Highway 3 and Argenta Trail

Meeting Date:  May 11, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:

ltem Type: Consent None

Contact: Scott D. Thureen, 651.450.2571 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: P FTE included in current complement

New FTE requested — N/A

Fund (408)

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Approve proposal for professional services for feasibility study for City Project No. 2015-03 —
65th Street between Trunk Highway 3 and Argenta Trail.

SUMMARY

The preliminary plat for Blackstone Ridge assumes that 65th Street will be constructed between
Argenta Trail and the north boundary of that development. It also assumes that it will be a City
project.

In addition, the trunk water main loop for the Argenta District as assumed to follow the 65th
Street alignment from the north boundary of Blackstone Ridge, east to Trunk Highway 3. The
plan and profile of the future street should be established to insure the trunk water main would
not need to be relocated in the future if it is constructed prior to the street.

We requested, and received, a proposal from WSB & Associates, Inc. to prepare a feasibility
study for the project (WSB prepared the 2012 NWA Collector Street System Study).

| recommend that the City Council approve the proposal in the amount of $8,500. Funding for
the study would come from the Capital Improvement Revolving Fund (408). The fund would be
reimbursed once a project advances.

SDT/kf
Attachment: Proposal
Map of study area

X | Other: Capital Improvement Revolving



% dstociates: die engineering- planning+ environmental- construction 701 Xenia Avenue South
Suite 300
Minneapolis, MN 55416

Tel: 763-541-4800
Fax: 763-541-1700

April 21, 2015

Mr. Scott Thureen

Public Works Director

City of Inver Grove Heights
8150 Barbara Avenue

Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

Re: Request for Authorization to
Provide Professional Services for
Feasibility Study — 65™ Street Improvements
Between Trunk Highway 3 and Argenta Trail

Dear Mr. Thureen:

This letter is a scope of work for the feasibility study of the 65" Street improvements between

Trunk Highway 3 (Robert Trail South) and Argenta Trail (CSAH 63) in the northwest area of the
City of Inver Grove Heights.

WSB will work with City staff to further evaluate the feasibility of the infrastructure needs of the
Northwest Expansion Area from a transportation perspective. A Community Collector street
system will be evaluated for the roadway segment mentioned above beginning with the outcomes
established in the “Northwest Area Collector Street Plan” final report and incorporating recent
changes in land use, land development, and transportation needs identified by the City.

The feasibility study will include the following:

e Executive Summary, Background Information, Existing Conditions, Proposed
Conditions, Conclusions and Recommendations

e Location Map, Typical Section, and Roadway Profile Exhibits

e Financing and Other Funding Source Opportunities

e Project Cost and Schedule

This proposal represents our complete understanding of the work needed to complete the
feasibility study as requested. The total cost for the described work above is $8,500.

We appreciate the opportunity to share this proposal with you, and look forward to working with
the City of Inver Grove Heights on this project. If you are in agreement with the scope of
services and proposed fee, please sign in the appropriate space below and return one copy to us.

Equal Opportunity Employer

wsbeng.com
K:101943-00 Admin FINAL REPORT Scope of Services - feasibility study 65TH Street 4 21 15.docx



Mr. Scott Thureen
April 21, 2015
Page 2

Please contact me at 612-214-7053 or breifsteck@wsbeng.com if you have any questions
regarding this proposal. Thank you.

Sincerely,

WSB & Associates, Inc.

&/&.4@%

Brad A. Reifsteck, PE
Sr. Project Manager

ACCEPTED BY:

City of Inver Grove Heights

I hereby authorize WSB & Associates, Inc. to complete the Feasibility Study identified
above for an hourly not to exceed cost of $8,500.

Name

Title

Signature

Date

K:101943-00'Admin'\ FINAL REPORT Scope of Services - feasibility study 65TH Street 4 21 15.docx
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: City Project No. 2015-03
65th Street between T.H. 3 and Argenta Trail

STUDY AREA
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AGENDA ITEM Ll G

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Receiving Bids and Awarding Contract for the 2015 Pavement Management Program, City
Project No. 2015-09A - Crackseal

Meeting Date: May 11, 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

New FTE requested — N/A
Other: Pavement Management Fund
440, Park Maintenance Fund 444

K X

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Resolution receiving bids and awarding contract for the 2015 Pavement Management Program, City Project No.
2015-09A — Crackseal.

SUMMARY

City Project No. 2015-09A was advertised with bids received and publicly read aloud at 10:00 a.m. on April 28,
2015. Three contractors submitted bids. The crackseal area map is attached. The map shows the base bid
areas (1, 2, 3, and 4) and bid alternate areas (A, B, and C). The following table summarizes the base bid and bid
alternates:

5% Bid BID BID BID
BIDDER Bond BASE BID ALTERNATE A ALTERNATE B ALTERNATE C TOTAL BID
Fahrner Yes $65,365.99 $68,732.25 $41,510.45 $18,625.25 $194,233.94
Paragon Co. Yes $104,961.00 $41,825.00 $30,525.00 $20,045.00 $197,356.00
Astech Corp. Yes $91,529.50 $37,287.50 $26,413.00 $49,254.50 $204,484.50

Bid Alternate C is for cracksealing of trails and a parks and recreation parking lot and the work has been
recommended by Eric Carlson, Parks and Recreation Director. The 2015 PMP budget has $400,000 available for
sealcoating and cracksealing. The target budget for cracksealing is $130,000 therefore award of the Base Bid
and Bid Alternate A for street cracksealing is proposed.

The low combined Base Bid (Areas 1, 2, 3, and 4) and Bid Alternates A and C is $152,723.49. The low combined
Base Bid and Bid Alternates A and C was submitted by Fahrner Asphalt.

The funding sources and amounts are as follows:

Pavement Management Fund 440 $134,098.24
Park Maintenance Fund 444 $18,625.25
Total $152,723.49

Public Works/Engineering recommends adopting the resolution receiving bids and awarding the contract for City
Project No. 2015-09A — Crackseal to Fahrner Asphalt, in the amount of $152,723.49, for the Base Bid plus Bid
Alternates A and C. Bid Alternate B may be considered for the 2016 crackseal project. The 2015 cracksealing
and sealcoating project will be awarded within the 2015 PMP budget total amount.

TJIK/js
Attachments:  Area Map

Minutes of Bid Opening
Bid Tabulation

Resolution
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
8150 Barbara Avenue
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

Minutes of Bid Opening on Tuesday, April 28, 2015 at 10:00 a.m.

CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-09A
CRACKSEAL PROGRAM
Pursuant to an advertisement for bids for City Project No. 2015-09A - Crackseal Program, an

administrative meeting was held on April 28, 2015 for the purpose of bid opening. Bids were
opened and read aloud.

Attending the meeting were:

Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer

Kathleen J. Fischer, Public Works Support Specialist
John D. Schmeling, Senior Engineering Technician
Gary Wheaton, Paragon Co.

Bids were opened and read aloud as follows:

5% Bid TOTAL BASE BID
BIDDER Bond BASE BID ALTERNATES PLUS ALTERNATES
Fahrner Yes $65,365.99 $128,867.95 $194,233.94
Paragon Co. Yes $104,961.00 $92,395.00 $197,356.00
Astech Corp. Yes $91,529.50 $112,955.00 $204,484.50

Submitted by:

Gﬁ/ a/%&mQ Fercte

Kathleen J. Fischefr/Public Works Support Specialist
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION RECEIVING BIDS AND AWARDING CONTRACT FOR THE 2015 PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT
PROGRAM, CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-09A — CRACKSEAL TO FAHRNER ASPHALT, IN THE AMOUNT OF
$152,723.49 (BASE BID AND BID ALTERNATES A AND C)

RESOLUTION NO.
WHEREAS, pursuant to an advertisement for bids for the 2015 Pavement Management Program, City

Project 2015-09A, Crackseal, bids were received, opened, read aloud, and tabulated according to law. The following
bids were received complying with the advertisement:

5% Bid BID BID BID
BIDDER Bond BASE BID ALTERNATEA | ALTERNATEB | ALTERNATEC TOTAL BID
Fahrner Yes $65,365.99 $68,732.25 $41,510.45 $18,625.25 $194,233.94
Paragon Co. Yes $104,961.00 $41,825.00 $30,525.00 $20,045.00 $197,356.00
Astech Corp. Yes $91,529.50 $37,287.50 $26,413.00 $49,254.50 $204,484.50

5% Bid BID BID TOTAL BASE BID AND BID
BIDDER Bond BASE BID ALTERNATEA | ALTERNATEC ALTERNATES A AND C
Fahrner Yes $65,365.99 $68,732.25 $18,625.25 $152,723.49
Paragon Co. Yes $104,961.00 $41,825.00 $20,045.00 $166,831.00
Astech Corp. Yes $91,529.50 $37,287.50 $49,254.50 $178,071.50

WHEREAS, a budget of $160,000 is available for the project from various funds; and

WHEREAS, bids were reviewed to determine the combination of Base Bid and Bid Alternates that would
provide the largest project for the budgeted amount; and

WHEREAS, Fahrner Asphalt is the lowest responsible bidder including the Base Bid and Bid Alternates A
and C; with a total amount of $152,723.49.

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

1. The Mayor and Clerk are hereby authorized and directed to enter into a contract with Fahrner Asphalt,
in the name of the City of Inver Grove Heights, for City Project 2015-09A, 2015 Cracksealing Program
according to plans and specifications therefore approved by the Council and on file at the Office of the
City Clerk.

2. The City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to return, forthwith, to all bidders, the deposits made
with their bids except for the deposit of the successful bidder and the next lowest bidder shall be
retained until the contract has been signed.

3. Project funding for the Base Bid and Bid Alternate A, in the amount of $134,098.24, shall be provided
by Fund 440 - Pavement Management Capital Project Fund. Project funding for the Bid Alternate C,
in the amount of $18,625.25, shall be provided by Fund 444 — Park Maintenance Fund.
Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 11th day of May 2015.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Clerk
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Receiving Bids, Awarding Contract, and Approving Change Order No. 1 for the 2015 Pavement
Management Program, City Project No. 2015-09B — Sealcoat

Meeting Date: May 11, 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

New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: Pavement Management Fund
440, Park Maintenance Fund 444

s

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Resolution receiving bids, awarding contract, and approving Change Order No. 1 for the 2015 Pavement
Management Program, City Project No. 2015-09B — Sealcoat.

SUMMARY

City Project No. 2015-09B was advertised with bids received and publicly read aloud at 10:30 a.m. on April 28,
2015. Two contractors submitted bids. The sealcoat area map is attached. The map shows the base bid areas
(1, 2, 3, and 4) and bid alternate areas (A, B, C, D, and E). The following table summarizes the base bid and bid
alternates:

5% Bid BID BID BID BID BID
BIDDER Bond BASE BID ALTERNATEA | ALTERNATEB | ALTERNATE C | ALTERNATED | ALTERNATEE TOTAL BID
Pearson Bros., Inc. Yes $211,602.50 $14,267.50 $127,475.25 $25,917.00 $65,330.50 $24,605.00 $469,197.75
Allied Blacktop, Inc. Yes $221,430.76 $16,129.82 $131,626.82 $27,804.23 $67,553.52 $23,117.00 $487,662.15

Bid Alternate E is for sealcoating and fogsealing two parks and recreation parking lots and the work has been
recommended by Eric Carlson, Parks and Recreation Director. The 2015 PMP budget has $400,000 available for
sealcoating and cracksealing. The crackseal project streets are being awarded, in the amount of $134,098.24 of
PMP funds, which leaves $265,901.76 for sealcoating. The City would like to award the Base Bid and Alternates
A, C, and E to Pearson Bros., Inc. and approve Change Order No. 1 to use the entire PMP budget remaining for
street sealcoating.

The low combined Base Bid (Areas 1, 2, 3, and 4) and Bid Alternates A, C, and E to be awarded is $276,392.00
which was submitted by Pearson Brothers, Inc.. Change Order No. 1, in the amount of $14,114.76, allows
additional street sealcoating to take place on 102™ Street West adjacent to Bid Alternate C and allows full
utilization of the PMP budget for sealcoating.

The funding sources for the project are as follows:

Pavement Management Fund 440 $265,901.76
Park Maintenance Fund 444 $24,605.00
Total $290,506.76

Public Works/Engineering recommends adopting the resolution receiving bids, awarding contract to Pearson
Bros., Inc., in the amount of $276,392.00, for the Base Bid plus Bid Alternates A, C, and E, and approving
Change Order No. 1, in the amount of $14,114.76 (For a revised contract amount of $290,506.76), for City Project
No. 2015-09B — Sealcoat. Area B and D may be considered for the 2016 sealcoat project.

TJK/js

Attachments:  Area Map
Minutes of Bid Opening
Bid Tabulation
Resolution

Change Order No. 1
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City of Inver Grove Heights
PrOJect No. 2015-09B - Seal Coat
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
8150 Barbara Avenue
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

Minutes of Bid Opening on Tuesday, April 28, 2015 at 10:30 a.m.

CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-09B
SEALCOAT PROGRAM

Pursuant to an advertisement for bids for City Project No. 2015-09B - Sealcoat Program, an
administrative meeting was held on April 28, 2015 for the purpose of bid opening. Bids were
opened and read aloud.
Attending the meeting were:
Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer
Kathleen J. Fischer, Public Works Support Specialist
John D. Schmeling, Senior Engineering Technician

Bids were opened and read aloud as follows:

5% Bid TOTAL BASE BID
BIDDER Bond BASE BID ALTERNATES PLUS ALTERNATES
Pearson Yes $211,602.50 $257,595.25 $469,197.75
Allied Blacktop Yes $221,430.76 $266,231.39 $487,662.15

Submitted by:

Kathleen J. Fischef,/Public Works Support Specialist




PREPARED BY: JDS

CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-098B - BID TABULATION

D

ATE: 4/28/15

Base Bid Total:| $  249,319.20

Y:\PublicWorks\Engineering\PROJECTS_PUBLIC\2015_PROJECTS\2015-09B_Sealcoating\BID\2015-09B_BidTab

$  211,602.50

Engineer's Estimate Pearson Allied
Item
No. [Base Bid Schedule A (Area 1) Unit | Est. Qty | Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price
1 |Street Sweeping Hours 8| s 200.00 | $ 1,600.00 | § 100.00 | $ 800.00 | $ 250.00 | $ 2,000.00
2 [Seal Coating (FA-2 Class A) SY 13,252 $ 0.95] S 12,589.40 | $ 0.75] S 9,939.00 | $ 1.02]$ 13,517.04
3 [Bituminous Material for Seal Coat (CRS-2P) GAL 4,506| $ 290 S 13,067.40 | $ 3.00|$ 13,518.00 | $ 1.75]S 7,885.50
4 |Seal Coat Test Strip EA 1S 500.00 | $ 500.00 | § 100.00 | S 100.00 | $ 1,000.00 | § 1,000.00
5 |Pavement Message (Right/Thru Turn Arrow) Latex EA 1]$ 15000 S 150.00 | $  200.00 | $ 200.00 | $  100.00 | § 100.00
6 [Pavement Message (Left Turn Arrow) Latex EA 1S 100.00 | 100.00 [ S 100.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 80.00 | $ 80.00
7 __|Pavement Message (Right Turn Arrow) Latex EA 2[$ 100.00 | $ 200.00 | $  100.00 | $ 200.00 | $ 80.00 | $ 160.00
8 |Linear Markings 4" Width Latex Double Yellow LF 1300| $ 2.00] S 2,600.00 | $ 0.90 | $ 1,170.00 | $ 0.88 | S 1,144.00
9 |Linear Markings 4" Width Latex Solid White LF 2,600{ $ 0.90 [ $ 2,340.00 | $ 045 | $ 1,170.00 | $ 044 | S 1,144.00
10 |Linear Markings 24" Width Latex Solid White LF 27| S 5.00( S 135.00 | $ 4.00] S 108.00 | § 4.00 | S 108.00
11 |Traffic Control LS 1l s 500.00 | § 500.00 | $ 700.00 | $ 700.00 | $ 2,800.00 | $ 2,800.00
Schedule A Subtotal:| $ 33,781.80 $ 28,005.00 $ 29,938.54
Item
No. [Base Bid Schedule B (Area 2) Unit | Est. Qty| Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price
1 [Street Sweeping Hours 20| $ 200.00 | S 4,000.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 2,000.00 | S 250.00 | $ 5,000.00
2 |Bituminous Material for Fog Seal (CRS-2P) GAL 1,600( $ 3.00($S 4,800.00 | $ 4.50 | $ 7,200.00 3.00|$ 4,800.00
3 |Seal Coating (FA-2 Class A) SY 34,557 $ 0.95]$S 32,829.15 | $ 0.75]$ 25,917.75 1.02]S 35,248.14
4 |Bituminous Material for Seal Coat (CRS-2P) GAL 10,792| $ 290 (S 31,296.80 | $ 3.00|$ 32,376.00 1751$ 18,886.00
5 [Seal Coat Test Strip EA 1S 500.00 | $ 500.00 | § 100.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 1,000.00 | $ 1,000.00
6 [Linear Markings 4" Width Latex Solid White LF 6,500( $ 1.25] $ 8,125.00 | $ 045 | $ 2,925.00 | $ 044 ]S 2,860.00
7 |Linear Markings 4" Width Latex Double Yellow LF 3,500| $ 2.00] S 7,000.00 | S 0.90 | § 3,150.00 | $ 0.88 | S 3,080.00
8 |Linear Markings 12" Width Latex Solid White LF 80| $ 4.00] $ 320.00 | $ 4.00 | S 320.00 | $ 350 $ 280.00
9 [Traffic Control LS 1] $ 1,500.00 | $ 1,500.00 | $ 700.00 | $ 700.00 | $ 6,800.00 | S 6,800.00
Schedule B Subtotal:| $  90,370.95 $ 74,6875 $  77,954.14
Item
No. |[Base Bid Schedule C (Area 3) Unit | Est. Qty | Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price
1 [Street Sweeping Hours 20{$ 200.00] S 4,000.00 | $  100.00 | $ 2,000.00 [ $ 250.00 | $ 5,000.00
2 [Bituminous Material for Fog Seal (CRS-2P) GAL 1,350| $ 3.00 S 4,050.00 | $ 4.50 | S 6,075.00 | S 3.00|$ 4,050.00
3 [Seal Coating (FA-2 Class A) SY 37,741| $§ 0.95]$ 35,853.95 | $ 0.75| S 28,305.75 | $ 1.02]$ 38,495.82
4 |Bituminous Material for Seal Coat (CRS-2P) GAL 11,324| $ 290 S 32,839.60 | S 3.00|$ 33,972.00 | $ 1751 19,817.00
5 [Seal Coat Test Strip EA 1S 500.00 | $ 500.00 | § 100.00 | S 100.00 | $ 1,000.00 | $ 1,000.00
6 |Pavement Message (RR Crossing) Latex EA 1S 400.00 | $ 400.00 | § 300.00 | $ 300.00 | S 300.00 | $ 300.00
7 |Linear Markings 4" Width Latex Double Yellow LF 350( $ 2.00| S 700.00 | $ 0.90 ] S 315.00 | $ 0.88 [ 308.00
8 |Linear Markings 12" Width Latex Solid White LF 85[ S 4.00 | S 340.00 | $ 350 | $ 297.50 | $ 350 S 297.50
9 |Linear Markings 24" Width Latex Solid White LF 35[ S 6.00| S 210.00 | $ 4.00] S 140.00 | S 4.00 | 140.00
10 |Traffic Control LS 1] $ 1,500.00 | $ 1,500.00 | $ 700.00 | S 700.00 | $ 7,600.00 | $ 7,600.00
Schedule C Subtotal:| $ 80,393.55 $ 72,205.25 $ 77,008.32
Item
No. [Base Bid Schedule D (Area 4) Unit | Est. Qty | Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price
1 [Street Sweeping Hours 8|S 200.00 | $ 1,600.00 | $ 100.00 | S 800.00 | $ 250.00 [ S 2,000.00
2 |Bituminous Material for Fog Seal (CRS-2P) GAL 1,400| S 3.00] $ 4,200.00 | $ 4.50 | $ 6,300.00 | $ 3.00 [ $ 4,200.00
3 [Seal Coating (FA-2 Class A) SY 12,838 S 0.95]$S 12,196.10 | $ 0.75] S 9,628.50 | $ 1.02 ]S 13,094.76
4 |Bituminous Material for Seal Coat (CRS-2P) GAL 4,592| $ 290 (S 13,316.80 | $ 3.00|$ 13,776.00 | $ 1.75] S 8,036.00
5 |Seal Coat Test Strip EA 1S 500.00 | $ 500.00 | § 100.00 | S 100.00 | $ 1,000.00 | $ 1,000.00
6 |Linear Markings 4" Width Latex Double Yellow LF 2,100( $ 2.00| S 4,200.00 | $ 0.88 | S 1,848.00 | $ 0.88 | $ 1,848.00
7 |Linear Markings 4" Width Latex Broken White LF 4,200 $ 150 | $ 6,300.00 | § 0.44 | S 1,848.00 | $ 044 | $ 1,848.00
8 |Linear Markings 12" Width Latex Solid White LF 200] $ 4.00] S 800.00 | $ 3.50 | $ 700.00 | $ 350 S 700.00
9 |Linear Markings 24" Width Latex Solid White LF 32| S 5.00 [ § 160.00 | S 4.00] S 128.00 | $ 4.00] S 128.00
10 [Crosswalk Marking Paint White Latex SF 250( S 4.00| $ 1,000.00 | $ 350 $ 875.00 | $ 350| S 875.00
11 |Traffic Control LS 1S 500.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 700.00 | S 700.00 | $ 2,800.00 | $ 2,800.00
Schedule D Subtotal:| §  44,772.90 $ _ 36,703.50 $ 3652976

_$ 221,430.76

10F2



PREPARED BY: JDS

CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-09B - BID TABULATION

D

ATE: 4/28/15

Bid Alt. C read at $10,000.

Subtotal (Alternates A-E):| $  291,913.15

Total Base Bid with Alternates A through E:| §  541,232.35

Y:\PublicWorks\Engineering\PROJECTS_PUBLIC\2015_PROJECTS\2015-09B_Sealcoating\BID\2015-098_BidTab

$  257,595.25
S 469,197.75

Engineer's Estimate Pearson Allied
Item
No. |Bid Alternate A Unit | Est. Qty| Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price
1 |Street Sweeping Hours 5|$ 200.00 | $ 1,000.00 | § 100.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 250.00 | $ 1,250.00
2 |Seal Coating (FA-2 Class A) SY 7,666] S 095 S 7,282.70 | $ 0751 S 5,749.50 | S 1.02 (S 7,819.32
3 |Bituminous Material for Seal Coat (CRS-2P) GAL 2,606| $ 290 S 7,557.40 | $ 3.00($S 7,818.00 | S 175| S 4,560.50
4 |Seal Coat Test Strip EA 1S 500.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 1,000.00 | $ 1,000.00
5 |Traffic Control LS 1f$ 500.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 1,500.00 | $ 1,500.00
Bid Alternate A Total:| $ 16,840.10 $ 14,267.50 fnate A Total:| $ 16,129.82
Item
No. |Bid Alternate B Unit | Est. Qty | Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price
1 |Street Sweeping Hours 40| S 200.00 | $ 8,000.00 | $ 100.00 | 4,000.00 [ $  250.00 | $ 10,000.00
2 |Seal Coating (FA-2 Class A) SY 68,191 $ 095 $ 64,781.45 | § 075]$ 51,143.25 | 1.02|$ 69,554.82
3 |Bituminous Material for Seal Coat (CRS-2P) GAL 23,184 $ 290 (S 67,233.60 | $ 3.00|$ 69,552.00 | $ 175|$ 40,572.00
4 |Seal Coat Test Strip EA 1S 500.00 | § 500.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 1,000.00 | $ 1,000.00
5 |Linear Markings 12" Width Latex Solid White LF 90| S 4.00 [ $ 360.00 | S 22.00 | $ 1,980.00 | S 20.00 | S 1,800.00
6 |[Traffic Control LS 1) $ 3,000.00 | $ 3,000.00 | $ 700.00 | S 700.00 | $ 8,700.00 | $ 8,700.00
Bid Alternate B Total:( $  143,875.05 $ 127,475.25 $  131,626.82
Item
No. [Bid Alternate C Unit [ Est. Qty| Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price
1 |Street Sweeping Hours 10| $ 200.00 | § 2,000.00 | $ 100.00 | & 1,000.00 { $ 250.00 | $ 2,500.00
2 |Seal Coating (FA-2 Class A) SY 13,624] S 0.95] S 12,942.80 [ $ 075 | $ 10,218.00 | $ 1.02[$ 13,896.48
3 |Bituminous Material for Seal Coat (CRS-2P) GAL 4,633| S 290 S 13,435.70 | § 3.00 | $ 13,899.00 | $ 175] S 8,107.75
4 [Seal Coat Test Strip EA 1S 500.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 1,000.00 [ $ 1,000.00
5 |Traffic Control LS 1S 500.00 | $ 500.00 | § 700.00 | $ 700.00 | $ 2,300.00 | $ 2,300.00
Bid Alternate C Total:| $ 29,378.50 $ 25,917.00 $ 27,804.23
Item
No. |[Bid Alternate D Unit | Est. Qty| Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price
1 |Street Sweeping Hours 20| $ 200.00 | S 4,000.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 2,000.00 | $ 250.00 [ 5,000.00
2 |Seal Coating (FA-2 Class A) SY 35,326[ S 095]$ 33,559.70 | $ 0.75]$ 26,494.50 | $ 1.02 | S 36,032.52
3 |Bituminous Material for Seal Coat (CRS-2P) GAL 12,012 $ 290 $ 34,834.80 | S 3.00|$ 36,036.00 | $ 175(S 21,021.00
4 |Seal Coat Test Strip EA 1) $ 500.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 1,000.00 | $ 1,000.00
5 |Traffic Control LS 1| $ 1,500.00 | $ 1,500.00 | § 700.00 | $ 700.00 | $ 4,500.00 | $ 4,500.00
Bid Alternate D Total:| $ 74,394.50 $ 65,330.50 $ 67,553.52
Item
No. |Bid Alternate E (North Valley and Oakwood Park Parking Lots) Unit | Est. Qty| Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price Unit Price Bid Price
1 [Street Sweeping Hours 8[s 200.00 | $ 1,600.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 800.00 [ S 250.00 | $ 2,000.00
2 |Bituminous Material for Fog Seal (CSS-1h) GAL 1000| $ 3.00($S 3,000.00 | $ 4.00 | $ 4,000.00 | $ 3.00 | $ 3,000.00
3 |Seal Coating (FA-2 Class A) SY 9,500 $ 095 S 9,025.00 [ $ 075 | S 7,125.00 | S 102 [$ 9,690.00
4 |Bituminous Material for Seal Coat (CRS-2P) GAL 3,300| $ 290 (S 9,570.00 | S 3.00 | $ 9,900.00 | S 175 (S 5,775.00
5 |Pavement Message (Handicap Parking) Latex EA 8| S 60.00 | S 480.00 | $ 100.00 | $ 800.00 | $ 84.00 | S 672.00
6 |Linear Markings 4" Width Latex Solid White LF 3,000] $ 1.25] S 3,750.00 | S 0.66 | $ 1,980.00 | S 0.66 | $ 1,980.00
Bid Alternate E Total:| $ 27,425.00 $ 24,605.00 $ 23,117.00

$  266,231.39
__$ 487,662.15
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION RECEIVING BIDS AND AWARDING CONTRACT FOR THE 2014 PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT
PROGRAM, CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-09B — SEALCOAT TO PEARSON BROS,, INC., IN THE AMOUNT OF
$290,506.76 (BASE BID AND BID ALTERNATES A, C, AND E, AND CHANGE ORDER NO. 1)

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, pursuant to an advertisement for bids for the 2015 Pavement Management Program, City
Project 2015-09B, Sealcoat, bids were received, opened, read aloud, and tabulated according to law. The following
bids were received complying with the advertisement:

5% Bid BID BID BID BID BID
BIDDER Bond BASE BID ALTERNATEA | ALTERNATEB | ALTERNATEC | ALTERNATED | ALTERNATEE TOTALBID
Pearson Bros., Inc. Yes $211,602.50 $14,267.50 $127,475.25 $25,917.00 $65,330.50 $24,605.00 $469,197.75
Allied Blacktop, Inc. Yes $221,430.76 $16,129.82 $131,626.82 $27,804.23 $67,553.52 $23,117.00 $487,662.15
5% Bid BID BID BID CHANGE
BIDDER Bond BASE BID ALTERNATEA | ALTERNATEC ALTERNATE E TOTAL BID ORDER NO. 1 TOTAL
Pearson Bros., Inc. Yes $211,602.50 $14,267.50 $25,917.00 $24,605.00 $276,392.00 $14,114.76 | $290,506.76
Allied Blacktop, Inc. Yes $221,430.76 $16,129.82 $27,804.23 $23,117.00 $288,481.81

WHEREAS, a budget of $300,000 is available for the project from various funds; and

WHEREAS, bids were reviewed to determine the combination of Base Bid and Bid Alternates that would
provide the largest project for the budgeted amount; and

WHEREAS, Change Order No. 1 allows the maximum use of the 2015 PMP budget for street sealcoating;

and

WHEREAS, Pearson Bros., Inc., is the lowest responsible bidder for the Base Bid plus Alternates A, C,

and E.

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

MINNESOTA:

1. The Mayor and Clerk are hereby authorized and directed to enter into a contract with Pearson Bros.,
Inc., in the name of the City of Inver Grove Heights, for City Project 2015-09B, 2015 Sealcoating
Program according to plans and specifications therefore approved by the Council and on file at the

Office of the City Clerk.

2. The City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to return, forthwith, to all bidders, the deposits made
with their bids except for the deposit of the successful bidder and the next lowest bidder shall be
retained until the contract has been signed.

3. The project is hereby awarded for the Base Bid plus Bid Alternates A, C, and E in the amount of
$276,392.00.

4. The Council hereby approves Change Order No. 1, in the amount of $14,114.76, for a revised contract
amount of $290,506.76, to utilize the full budget for street sealcoating.



5. Project funding for the Base Bid plus Bid Alternates A and C, in the amount of $251,787.00, and for
Change Order No. 1, in the amount of $14,114.76, shall be provided by Fund 440 - Pavement
Management Capital Project Fund. Project funding for Bid Alternate E, in the amount of $24,605.00,
shall be provided by Fund 444 — Park Maintenance Fund.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 11th day of May 2015.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Clerk



CHANGE ORDER NO. 1

2015 PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-09B
SEALCOAT

Owner: City of Inver Grove Heights
8150 Barbara Avenue
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077
Contractor: Pearson Brothers

11079 Lamont Avenue N.E.
Hanover, MN 55341

e

PURPOSE OF CHANGE ORDER

CHANGE IN CONTRACT PRICE

The available budget for street sealcoating is $265,901.76. The contract cost for street sealcoating
awarded in the base bid plus bid alternates A and C is $251,787.00. To fully utilize the available
budget for streets,additional sealcoating will be installed adjacent to the area of bid alternate C on
102™ Street. This work will be done by overrunning quantities on bid alternate C.

Total change order amount = $265,901.76 - $251,787.00 = $14,114.76 addition

Date of Issuance: May 11, 2015

Engineer: City Engineer

CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIME

Original Contract Price:
$276,392.00

Original Contract Time:

Previous Change Orders
$0.00

Net Change from Previous Change Orders

Contract Price Prior to this Change Order
$276,392.00

Contract Time Prior to this Change Order

Net Increase of this Change Order
$14,114.76

Net Increase (Decrease) of Change Order

Contract Price with all Approved Change Orders
$290,506.76

Contract Time with Approved Change

S, o f

Jyfhrﬁ Schridliffg, Engineering Technician

Approved By:

Tl JUULM.

Approved By:

Approved
By:

Pearson Brothers

Date of Council Action:

May 11, 2015

Thomas JAKaldunski, City Engineer

George Tourville, Mayor



AGENDA ITEM | ;

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Approving Estimated Costs for the Project, the Joint Powers Agreement with Dakota
County Transportation Department for Milling, Bituminous Overlay, and City Utility Repairs and
Resolution Ordering City Project No. 2015-06 — 70th Street Mill and Overlay (TH 3 to Cahill
Avenue)

Meeting Date:  May 11, 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, Assistant City Enginéer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
/?bg{ New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: Pavement Management
Fund, Sewer Fund, Water Fund,
Dakota County Funds

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Resolution approving estimated costs for the project, the Joint Powers Agreement with Dakota County
Transportation Department for milling, bituminous overlay, and City utility repairs and resolution
ordering City Project No. 2015-06 — 70th Street Mill and Overlay (TH 3 to Cahill Avenue).

SUMMARY

Dakota County’s 5-year Capital Improvement Plan includes a 2015 project to perform a mill and overlay
project on 70" Street (CP 26-53) from T.H. 3 to Cahill Avenue. The mill and overlay project is funded
by Dakota County. The City has inspected the proposed project and has requested that City utilities
(storm, water, sanitary sewer, and water system) be adjusted/modified. The City is responsible for 80
percent of storm water system adjustments or repairs in accordance with the 2013 Joint Powers
Agreement for storm sewer systems. The City is responsible for the cost of the sanitary sewer and
water system utility adjustments or repairs.

A Joint Powers Agreement is attached covering the utility adjustments or repairs for sanitary sewer and
water systems. Under the Joint Powers Agreement for utility repairs, the City is responsible to provide
plans and cover the cost of utility repairs on this Dakota County mill and overlay project.

City staff inspected the utilities and prepared plans and specifications for the project. Dakota County
received bids for the utility repairs. The bid cost for the utility repairs is $40,846.27. The City will fund
these improvements through the Pavement Management Fund, Utility Operating Funds, and Dakota
County Funds.

Public Works recommends adoption of the resolution approving estimated costs for the project, the
Joint Powers Agreement with Dakota County Transportation Department for Milling, Bituminous
Overlay, and City Utility Repairs and the Resolution Ordering City Project No. 2015-06 — 70th Street
Mill and Overlay (TH 3 to Cahill Avenue).

Attachment: Resolution
Joint Powers Agreement



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY

RESOLUTION APPROVING ESTIMATED COSTS FOR THE PROJECT, THE JOINT POWERS
AGREEMENT WITH DAKOTA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT FOR MILLING,
BITUMINOUS OVERLAY, AND CITY UTILITY REPAIRS, AND RESOLUTION ORDERING CITY
PROJECT NO. 2015-06 — 70™ STREET MILL AND OVERLAY (TH 3 TO CAHILL AVENUE)
RESOLUTION NO.
WHEREAS, the Dakota County 5-year Capital Improvement Program includes a mill and

overlay at 70" Street East from T.H. 3 to Cahill Avenue; and

WHEREAS, the City is responsible for cost associated with storm sewer, sanitary sewer, water
utilities, and curb and gutter repairs; and

WHEREAS, the City approved a Maintenance Agreement for Storm Sewer Systems between
Dakota County and the City of Inver Grove Heights on October 14, 2013; and

WHEREAS, the City has inspected utilities, provided plans and specifications, and estimated
costs for the project; and

WHEREAS, the City deems this project necessary; and

WHEREAS, Dakota County Transportation Department and the City of Inver Grove Heights
wants to enter into a Joint Powers Agreement for Milling, Bituminous Overlay, and City Utility Repairs.

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

1. City Project No. 2015-06 — 70" Street Mill and Overlay (TH 3 to Cahill Avenue) is hereby

ordered.

2. Staff is authorized to enter into an agreement with the Dakota County Transportation
Department for Milling, Bituminous Overlay, and City Utility Repairs.

3. Funding for the utility adjustments and repairs shall be through the Pavement

Management Fund and Utility Operating Funds for sewer and water.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 11" day of May 2015.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Clerk



Dakota County Contract No. C0026677

JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR

MILLING, BITUMINOUS OVERLAY, AND CITY UTILITY REPAIRS

BETWEEN
THE COUNTY OF DAKOTA
AND
THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
COUNTY PROJECT 26-53

CITY PROJECT 2015-06

SYNOPSIS: Dakota County Transportation Department and the City of Inver Grove Heights agree
to include the necessary repairs to City sanitary sewer and water systems in the resurfacing of
County State Aid Highway 26 (70" Street) from Trunk Highway 3 to Cahill Avenue, County Project
26-53, in Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County.



Contract No. C0026677
March 23, 2015

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into by and between the County of Dakota, referred to in
this Agreement as "the County"; and the City of Inver Grove Heights, referred to in this Agreement
as "the City".

WHEREAS, under Minnesota Statutes Section 162.17, subdivision 1 and 471.59, subdivision 1,
two governmental units may enter into an Agreement to cooperatively exercise any power common
to the contracting parties, and one of the participating governmental units may exercise one of its

powers on behalf of the other governmental units; and

WHEREAS, the County desires to resurface County State Aid Highway 26 (70" Street) from Trunk
Highway 3 to Cahill Avenue in Inver Grove Heights, County Project 26-53 (the “Project”); and

WHEREAS, it is considered mutually desirable to repair and adjust the City sanitary sewer and
water systems affected by the resurfacing of CSAH 26 in County Project 26-53; and

WHEREAS, the County and the City have included this Project in their Capital Improvement
Program and Pavement Management Program, respectively, and will jointly participate in the costs

of said resurfacing, and sanitary sewer and water system repairs.
NOW, THEREFORE, it is agreed that the County and the City will share responsibilities and costs
associated with County highway resurfacing, sanitary sewer system repairs, water system repairs,

and related activities as described in the following sections:

1. County highway resurfacing. The County shall be solely responsible for the costs of the

milling and bituminous overlay resurfacing of CSAH 26 from Trunk Highway 3 to Cahill Avenue.

2. Sanitary Sewer & Water System — City Utility Repairs. The City shall be responsible for all

costs associated with the utility repairs to sanitary sewer and water systems in the Project. The
City shall be responsible for inspecting and approving the utility repairs. Further, the City shall be

responsible for the maintenance of all such facilities after the completion of the Project.

3. Plans and Specifications. The County shall prepare the complete milling and paving plans

and specifications and contract documents for County Project 26-53 consistent with State Aid

2



Contract No. C0026677
March 23, 2015

design standards and the Dakota County Transportation Plan. The City shall be responsible for
inventorying and identifying necessary sanitary sewer system and water system repairs and
preparing plans and technical specifications to be incorporated into the County’s plans and
specifications. The repair plans shall be in accordance with City standards unless the City and
County mutually agree on the alternative repair specifications. The County Board will award the

contract for construction to the lowest responsible bidder in accordance with state law.

4. Payment. The County will administer the contract and act as the paying agent for all
payments to the Contractor. Payments to the Contractor will be made as the project work
progresses and when certified by the County Engineer. The County will bill the City for the City
share of project costs. Upon presentation of an itemized claim by one agency to the other, the
receiving agency shall reimburse the invoicing agency for its share of the costs incurred under this
agreement within 35 days from the presentation of the claim. If any portion of an itemized claim is
questioned by the receiving agency, the remainder of the claim shall be promptly paid, and
accompanied by a written explanation of the amounts in question. Payment of any amounts in
dispute will be made following good faith negotiation and documentation of actual costs incurred in
carrying out the work. By submitting a written request from the Authorized Representative, the City

agrees to pay their share of project costs in accordance with this Agreement.
B, Amendments. Any amendments to this Agreement will be effective only after approval by
both governing bodies and execution of a written amendment document by duly authorized officials

of each agency.

6. Effective Dates. This Agreement will be effective upon execution by duly authorized

officials of each governing body and shall continue in effect until all work to be carried out in
accordance with this Agreement has been completed. In no event will this Agreement continue in
effect after December 31, 2016, unless the parties mutually agree to an extension of the project

term.

7. Change Orders and Supplemental Agreements. Any change orders or supplemental

agreements that affect the Project cost participation must be approved by appointed
representatives of both Parties prior to execution of work. For the purposes of this section, the

City’s appointed representative is Steve Dodge, Assistant City Engineer, and the County’s

3



Contract No. C0026677
March 23, 2015

appointed representative is Ross Beckwith, Construction Engineer, or their successors. Both
Parties shall endeavor to provide timely approval of change orders and supplemental agreements

so as not to delay construction operations.

8. Final completion. Final completion of a construction project must be approved by both the

County and the City.

9. Pavement Maintenance. Upon acceptance of a project by the County and City, the County

shall be responsible for all pavement maintenance within County right of way unless necessitated

by a failure of a City utility system or installation of new facilities.

10. Subsequent Excavation. After completion of a project, and after expiration of the warranty

period regarding repair, if excavation within the highway right of way is necessary to repair or
install water, sewer, or other city utilities, the City shall apply for a permit from the County and shall
be responsible to restore the excavated area and road surface to its original condition at the time of
disturbance. If the City fails to have the highway properly restored, the County Engineer may have
the work done and the City shall pay for the work within 30 days following receipt of a written claim

by the County.

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

Transportation standard specifications, rules and contract administration procedures.

12. Indemnification. The County agrees to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City

against any and all claims, liability, loss, damage, or expense arising under the provisions of this
Agreement and caused by or resulting from negligent acts or omissions of the County and/or those
of County employees or agents. The City agrees to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the
County against any and all claims, liability, loss, damage, or expense arising under the provisions
of this Agreement for which the City is responsible, including future operation and maintenance of
facilities owned by the City and caused by or resulting from negligent acts or omissions of the City
and/or those of City employees or agents. All Parties to this agreement recognize that liability for
any claims arising under this agreement are subject to the provisions of the Minnesota Municipal

Tort Claims Law; Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 466. In the event of any claims or actions filed



Contract No. C0026677
March 23, 2015

against either party, nothing in this agreement shall be construed to allow a claimant to obtain

separate judgments or separate liability caps from the individual Parties.

13. Acts of Employees. Any and all persons engaged in the work to be performed by the

County shall not be considered employees of the City for any purpose, including Worker's
Compensation, or any and all claims that may or might arise out of said employment context on
behalf of said employees while so engaged. Any and all claims made by any third party as a
consequence of any act or omission on the part of said County employees while so engaged on
any of the work contemplated herein shall not be the obligation or responsibility of the City. The
opposite situation shall also apply: the County shall not be responsible under the Worker’s
Compensation Act for any employees of the City and any and all claims made by any third party as
a consequence of any act or omission on the part of said City employees while so engaged on any

of the work contemplated herein shall not be the obligation or responsibility of the County.

14. Audits. Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Sec 16 C. 05, Subd. 5, any books, records,
documents, and accounting procedures and practices of the County and the City relevant to this
Agreement are subject to examination by the County or the City and either the Legislative Auditor
or the State Auditor as appropriate. The County and the City agree to maintain these records for a

period of six years from the date of performance of all services covered under this Agreement.

15. Integration and Continuing Effect. The entire and integrated agreement of the Parties

contained in this Agreement shall supersede all prior negotiations, representations or agreements
between the City and the County regarding the Project; whether written or oral. All agreements for
future maintenance or cost responsibilities shall survive and continue in full force and effect after

completion of the Project provided for in this Agreement.

[SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW]



Contract No. C0026677
March 23, 2015

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

authorized representative.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL:

Public Works Director

(SEAL)

By

Mayor

By

Deputy City Clerk

Date

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL:

County Engineer

COUNTY BOARD RESOLUTION

No. 15-174 Date: April 7, 2015

COUNTY OF DAKOTA

By:

Physical Development Director

Date:

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Assistant County Attorney Date
KS-2015-



AGENDA ITEM l J

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider a Resolution Approving a Permanent Utility and Drainage Easement and
Temporary Construction Easement on property identified as PID No. 20-00700-28-015
owned by Mr. and Mrs. Deuth Relating to City Project No. 2015-11 — NWA 70th Street Lift
Station, Argenta District

Meeting Date:  May 11, 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: FTE included in current complement

New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: Northwest Area Connection
Charges, Utility Funds

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider a resolution approving a Permanent Utility and Drainage Easement and Temporary
Construction Easement on property identified as PID No. 20-00700-28-015 owned by George
and Jacqueline Deuth relating to City Project No. 2015-11 — NWA 70th Street Lift Station,
Argenta District.

SUMMARY

A permanent easement agreement is needed for utility and drainage purposes for future
watermain looping and an eventual emergency connection with the City of Eagan’'s water
system on the south side of 70th Street. This easement will allow the City to stub out a 12”
main so that 70th Street will not need to be torn up at a later date for this future connection.

A temporary easement agreement on the Deuth property is needed for grading, sloping,
construction, utility and drainage purposes so the connection the work can be accomplished.

Mr. and Mrs. Deuth have signed the agreements and they are providing the easement at no
cost because they understand the benefit of looping the watermains if their land is developed.

| recommend the Council adopt the resolution approving the permanent utility and drainage
easement and temporary construction easement on property identified as PID No. 20-00700-28-
015 owned by Mr. and Mrs. Deuth relating to City Project No. 2015-11 — NWA 70th Street Lift
Station, Argenta District.

TJIK/kf
Attachments: Permanent Utility and Drainage Easement and Temporary Construction

Easement Agreement
Concept Plan



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY

RESOLUTION APPROVING A PERMANENT UTILITY AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT AND
TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT ON PROPERTY IDENTIFIED AS 20-00700-28-
015 RELATING TO CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-11 — NWA 70TH STREET LIFT STATION,
ARGENTA DISTRICT

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, in conjunction with City Project No. 2015-11 — NWA 70th Street Lift Station,
Argenta District, the City needs to obtain a permanent utility and drainage easement and
temporary easement on property identified as PID No. 20-00700-28-015 owned by Mr. and Mrs.
Deuth; and

WHEREAS, the permanent utility and drainage easement is necessary for the purposes
of future watermain looping and an eventual emergency connection with the City of Eagan’s
water system to avoid impact to the nearby intersection at 70th Street and Blackstone Vista
access; and

WHEREAS, the temporary construction easement is necessary so that the future water
connection to the City of Eagan can be made at a future date; and

WHEREAS, the owners of property identified as 20-00700-28-015 (Mr. and Mrs. Deuth)
are agreeable to the above-mentioned easements.

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

1. The City Council approves the attached Permanent Utility and Drainage Easement
on property identified as 20-00700-28-015 relating City Project No. 2015-11 — NWA
70th Street Lift Station, Argenta District.

2. The City Council approves the attached Temporary Construction Easement on
property identified as 20-00700-28-015 relating City Project No. 2015-11 — NWA
70th Street Lift Station, Argenta District.

Adopted by the City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights this 11th day of May 2015

AYES:
NAYES:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Clerk



PERMANENT UTILITY AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT

AND

TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT

THIS PERMANENT UTILITY AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT AND
TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT (Easement) is made, granted and conveyed this
(,_L_’day of May, 2015, between George T. Deuth and Jacqueline S. Deuth, husband and wife
(hereinafter md1v1dually and collectively referred to as “Landowner”) and the City of Inver Grove
Heights, a municipal corporation organized under the laws of the State of Minnesota (hereinafter
referred to as the “City”).

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

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

1.) A permanent easement for utility and drainage purposes and all
such purposes ancillary, incident or related thereto (hereinafter
“Permanent Easement”) under, over, across, through and upon that
real property identified and legally described on Exhibit B and
depicted on Exhibit B-1, (hereinafter the “Permanent Easement
Area”) attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference; and

2.) A temporary easement for grading, sloping, construction, utility
and drainage purposes and all such purposes ancillary, incident
or related thereto (hereinafter “Temporary Easement”) under,
over, across, through and upon that real property legally described
and depicted on Exhibit B and depicted on Exhibit B-1 (hereinafter
the “Temporary Easement Area™) attached hereto and incorporated
herein by reference. The Temporary Easement shall expire on
December 31, 2015.



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

The Temporary Easement rights granted herein shall include, but not be limited to, the
construction, maintenance, repair and replacement of any sanitary sewer, water mains, storm
water facilities, drainage facilities and any utilities, underground pipes, culverts, conduits,
other utilities and mains, and all facilities and improvements ancillary, incident or related
thereto, under, over, across, through and upon the Temporary Easement Area.

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

EXEMPT FROM STATE DEED TAX
The rights of the City also include the right of the City, its contractors, agents and servants:

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

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

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

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

e.) to enter upon the Temporary Easement Area during the term of its existence
for the purposes of construction, reconstruction, inspection, repair, grading, sloping,
and restoration relating to the purposes of this Easement; and



f) to maintain the Temporary Easement Area, any City improvements and any
underground pipes, conduits, or mains, during the term of its existence, together
with the right to excavate and refill ditches or trenches for the location of such pipes,
conduits or mains; and

g.) to remove from the Temporary Easement Area during the term of its
existence trees, brush, herbage, aggregate, undergrowth and other obstructions
interfering with the location, construction and maintenance of the pipes, conduits, or
mains and to deposit earthen material in and upon the Temporary Easement Area;
and

h.) to remove or otherwise dispose of all earth or other material excavated from
the Temporary Easement Area during the term of its existence as the City may deem
appropriate.

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

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

The Landowner, for themselves and their successors and assigns, do hereby warrant to and
covenant with the City, its successors and assigns, that they are well seized in fee of the
Landowner’s Property described on Exhibit A and the Temporary Easement Area described and
depicted on Exhibit B and that they have good right to grant and convey the Temporary Easement
herein to the City.

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank]



IN TESTIMONY WHEREOYF, the Landowner and the City have caused this Easement to be
executed as of the day and year first above written.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Administrator / Clerk

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) Ss.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this ___ day of May, 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said County,
personally appeared George Tourville and Joe Lynch, to me personally known, who being each
by me duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and City Administrator /
Clerk of the City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the foregoing instrument,
and that the seal affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed on behalf of said municipality
by authority of its City Council and said Mayor and City Administrator / Clerk acknowledged
said instrument to be the free act and deed of said municipality.

Notary Public



\

LANDOWNER

Geor Deﬁ’th

STATE OF MINNESOTA )

)
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this .qﬂ"day of May, 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said County,
personally appeared George Deuth and Jacqueline Deuth, husband and wife, to me personally
known to be the persons described in and who executed the foregoing instrument and they
acknowledged that they executed the same as their free act and deed.

This instrument was drafted by:
Timothy J. Kuntz

LeVander, Gillen & Miller, P.A.
633 South Concord Street, Suite 400
South St. Paul, Minnesota 55075
(651)451-1831

After recording, please return to:
Timothy J. Kuntz

LeVander, Gillen & Miller

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



EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LANDOWNER'’S PROPERTY

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

The North 710.44 feet of the East 329.78 feet of the following described parcel:

That part of the West Half of the Northwest Quarter of Section Seven (7), Township
Twenty-seven (27) North, Range Twenty-two (22) West, lying Northerly of State Trunk
Highway No. 55, described as follows:

Beginning at the Northwest corner of said Section Seven (7), as marked by a Judicial Land
Mark; thence East, along the North line of said Section, a distance of 719.56 feet to a point
which is distant 664.125 feet (40 1/4 rods) West of the Northeast corner of said West Half
of the Northwest Quarter, and said point being marked by a Judicial Land Mark; thence
South, parallel with the East line of said West Half of the Northwest Quarter, a distance of
2145.9 feet to a point on the Northerly Right of Way Line of State Trunk Highway No. 55,
said point being marked by a Judicial Land Mark; thence Northwesterly along said Right of
Way line to its intersection with the West line of Section Seven (7), said point of
intersection being marked by a Judicial Land Mark; thence North, along said West Section
line, a distance of 1840.9 feet to the point of beginning.

A.P.N. 20-00700-28-015.

Torrens Property



EXHIBIT B

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF EASEMENT AREAS

A permanent easement for utility and drainage purposes and all such purposes
ancillary, incident or related thereto, over, under, across, through and upon that
part of the following described parcel:

The east 10.00 feet of the south 30.00 feet of the north 100.00 feet, as measured at right
angles, of the Landowner’s Property as described in Exhibit A;

Dakota County, Minnesota.

Together with a:
A temporary easement for grading, sloping and construction purposes, and
all such purposes ancillary, incident or related thereto over, under, across,

through and upon that part of the following described parcel:

The west 15.00 feet of the east 25.00 feet of the south 30.00 feet of the north 100.00 feet
as measured at right angles, of the Landowner’s Property as described in Exhibit A;

b

Dakota County, Minnesota.

Said Temporary Easement shall expire on December 31, 2015.



EXHIBIT B-1
DEPICTION OF EASEMENT AREA
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AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

CONSIDER APPROVAL OF THE COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS AND THE INTERNATIONAL UNION OF OPERATING
ENGINEERS, LOCAL NO. 70, FOR THE YEARS 2015 AND 2016

Meeting Date:  May 11, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent None
Contact: Janet Shefchik X | Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Janet Shefchik Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Joe Lynch FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
x | Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Consider approval of the proposed two-year 2015 and
2016 labor agreement between the City of Inver Grove Heights and the International Union of
Operating Engineers (IUOE), effective January 1, 2015 through December 31, 2016.

SUMMARY The City of Inver Grove Heights maintains a labor agreement with IUOE, Local
70, which represents a group of City maintenance and mechanic employees (i.e. Operating
Engineers). When reviewing conditions of employment and economic feasibility, the City
compares wages and benefits to those of similar communities, as well as considers internal
equity.

The City was able to reach an agreement with [IUOE, Local 70, on the terms and conditions of
this contract through negotiations, and agreed to an across the board increase of 3% in 2015
and 3% in 2016. Additionally, the parties agreed to evenly share (50/50) any increase in 2016
health premiums for single plus one or family coverage in the HRA/HSA plans.

There were additional provisions proposed by both parties where we did not reach agreement;
however, this agreement represents an equitable conclusion of bargaining to meet the needs of
both parties. The IUOE group voted to ratify the proposed agreement on Thursday, April 30,
2015.

The funds to cover a portion of this increase are included in the 2015 General Fund budget,
which included an anticipated 2% cost of living increase. Staff recommends that the remaining
amounts come from the General Fund fund balance (approximately $9,000), plus a combination
from all other funds (approximately $4,700). The 2016 increases will be calculated into the
2016 budget.



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Meeting Date:  May 11, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Iltem Type: Administration None
Contact: Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Joe Lynch, City Administrator Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Council is asked to approve setting Monday, May 18, 2015 at 6:00 p.m. as the date and time for
interviewing prospective Commissioner applicants. .

SUMMARY

Although this meeting was on the annual calendar established by the City Council at the
beginning of the year, it is recommended that you set the date and time for this meeting for
public knowledge purposes. Council annually interviews and makes decisions on appointments
to fill vacancies on our various Commissions and Committees. We typically have members who
wish to be reappointed and Council has not included them on these interviews. The Council
has then made their decisions on that same evening using a method devised by City Attorney
Kuntz, who will go through that with you on the evening of the interviews.



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

AGENDA ITEM

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Schedule Public Hearing

Meeting Date:  May 11, 2015

Item Type: Consent

Contact: Joe Lynch, City Administrator
Prepared by: Amy Jannetto, H.R. Coordinator
Reviewed by: n/a

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Schedule Public Hearing on June 8, 2015 at 7:00 p.m. to consider the application of AMC for an On-

Fiscal/FTE Impact:

None

Amount included in current budget
Budget amendment requested

FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A

Other

Sale/Sunday Intoxicating Liquor License for the premises located at 5567 Bishop Ave.

SUMMARY

AMC Theatres Showplace Inver Grove 16 submitted an application for On-Sale/Sunday Intoxicating
Liquor License for the premises located at 5567 Bishop Ave. The Police Department is conducting the
requisite background investigation on the applicants and the findings will be presented at the public

hearing.



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

PERSONNEL ACTIONS

Meeting Date:  May 11, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent X | None
Contact: Joe Lynch, City Administrator Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Amy Jannetto, H.R. Coordinator Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: n/a FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Staff requests that the Council approve the personnel actions
listed below:

Please confirm the seasonal/temporary employment of Engineering — Hailey Dye, Administration —
Michelle Calvert, Recreation — Andrew Hermann, Katie Haus.

Please confirm the separation of employment of: David Neameyer, Combination Inspector.

Please confirm the retirement of: Margie Schultz, Sr. Office Support, Police.



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Application for On-Sale/Sunday Intoxicating Liquor License

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Iltem Type: Public Hearing X | None
Contact: Joe Lynch, City Administrator Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Amy Jannetto, H.R. Coordinator Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: n/a FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consideration of the application of OVERBOARD Bar & Grill for an On-Sale/Sunday Intoxicating Liquor
License for the premises 4455 64™ St East. The Police Department conducted the requisite
background investigation on the applicant and found no basis for denial of the request.



AGENDA ITEM 6 é

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Assessment Hearing for 2015 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2015-09E — 47" Street
Area Reconstruction

Meeting Date: May 11, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:

Item Type: Assessment Hearing ,OK None

Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 *- 0 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Steve W. Dodge, Asst. City Engineer 1ol Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement

New FTE requested — N/A

X | Other: Pavement Management Funds,
Special Assessments, Water Fund,
Sewer Fund, DCSWCD Grants,
Agreements

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Assessment hearing to consider a resolution adopting the final assessment roll for the 2015 Pavement
Management Program, City Project No. 2015-09E — 47" Street Area Reconstruction.

The streets to be improved are as follows:

The reconstruction portion includes: 47th Street East from South St. Paul to its terminus, Bower Path from 47th
Street East to 46th Street East, Bower Court from Bower Path to its terminus, Boyd Avenue from Bower Path to 300
feet south of 47th Street East, 49th Street East from Brent Avenue to South St. Paul, Brent Avenue from 47th Street
East to 49th Street East, and Bryce Avenue from 47th Street East to 49th Street East.

The mill and overlay portion includes: 46™ Court East from Bower Path to its terminus.
SUMMARY

This project was ordered by the City Council on August 11, 2014, as part of the City's Pavement Management
Program (PMP). Bids were received on April 2, 2015 and are scheduled to be awarded after the final assessment
hearing, but within 90 days of the bid opening. The project is scheduled for the summer of 2015 with final
payment in spring of 2016. A benefit analysis report was prepared by the appraiser (Metzen Appraisals).

The project includes street reconstruction, mill and overlay, watermain improvements and rehabilitation, sanitary
sewer improvements and rehabilitation, storm sewer improvements, storm water quality improvements,
restoration, and appurtenances.

An informational meeting was held with affected property owners on April 29, 2015, in the Council Chambers, with
fifteen (15) residents attending. The consultant, SEH, Inc., and staff presented the project, costs, and
assessment process details and then entertained questions. General questions and comments related to the
project were typical with the following original items particular to this group:

o Concern was expressed about high per-policy assessment amounts. (The assessments are capped by
the appraiser’s special benefit recommendations.)

e Concern was raised about funding utility extensions to allow for private development of lots on 49" St.
(The lot owner is paying for the utility extensions per the assessment waiver agreement.)



May 11, 2015 Council Meeting Page Two
CPN 2015-09E Assessment Hearing

e Concern was expressed over the changing curb type. (Surmountable curb is placed by developments for
flexibility in driveway placement for new lots. The City standard is to place B618 curb to facilitate
drainage, maintain traffic and parking on street, and protect boulevards from snow plow damage. The
height of the curb lip at the driveways is only 1-1/2 inch, much less than the 4 inch they currently have.)

e One resident asked if concrete wings would be added to paver driveways. (Pavers generally go back as
they were.)

e There were questions as to how the decorative driveways would be handled. (A decorative driveway
allowance was bid with the contract for known special conditions).

e Concern was voiced over how far we would be disturbing behind the curb, for driveways and boulevard.
One resident was concerned that the new concrete wouldn’t match the existing. (Residents were advised
to transplant plants they want to save that are in the boulevard. Typically disturb 6-12 feet behind the
curb except where sewer and water services are being replaced. Private utility work may disturb the
entire boulevard and easements in preparation for the project.)

e Questions were asked about how the Driveway Restoration Program works. (Handouts were made
available.)

e One resident asked if they could sod their own yard rather than the seeding proposed by the project.
(Staff requested they provide a request in writing to place sod at their expense.)

e Questions arose concerning how irrigation systems and invisible fences would be handled. (The
Irrigation Allowance and Boulevard Landscaping Allowance were explained. Residents were advised to
remove these systems from the boulevard if they wished to keep them operational during the course of
the project. The City would pay invoices received for this work.)

e There were questions about mailbox disturbance and where they would be receiving mail. (It was
explained that a temporary bank of mailboxes would be set up and coordinated with the Postmaster.)

o Multiple residents expressed concern over driveway access. (Construction occurs from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00
p.m. with limited driveway access when work is being done on their street). Access would be unhindered
at night, except for when concrete driveway and curbs are curing. Access during the day would generally
be available.)

e Some residents inquired on the process of paying off the assessments.

¢ One resident inquired about the possibility of email updates on construction progress. (The City sets up a
project website location where weekly updates are provided.)

o One resident expressed concern over the possible changing of street grades. (It was explained that the
grades were generally not changing.)

e Comments on the proposed bioretention basin at 47" and Boyd were that it would be a possible line-of-
sight issue, what the basin would look like, that the Boy Scout Troop could be somehow involved, and
that maintenance might be a concern due to the elderly congregation. (It was explained that the basin
and the City-obtained easement would be depressed, so that it would not be a line-of-sight issue. The
church has asked to perform minor maintenance, but the City will perform if the church does not.)

e Concern was expressed over the “dips” in the intersection of 49" and Bryce. (It was explained that storm
sewer was being added and the intersection would be graded in a more typical fashion.)
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CPN 2015-09E Assessment Hearing

e Multiple comments were made about potholes and the general poor condition of the existing streets. No
one expressed any doubts as to the necessity of the project.

o Residents asked about project phasing and schedule. (The contractor is anticipating working in the
Bower Path area, west of Boyd Avenue and north of 47th Street first, than completing the area east of
Boyd Avenue and south of 47th Street. Substantial completion is September 10 and final completion is
October 17, 2015.)

The Residential Driveway Restoration Program will be implemented on the project subsequent to levying the
assessments, during construction. With respect to those driveway agreements that occur after the assessments
are paid, staff will bring a resolution to the Council at a later date.

Bethesda Church has supplied the attached letter requesting a lower assessment valuation than the $55,000 final
assessment amount which is the special benefit recommended by the appraiser. In addition, attached is an
assessment objection letter from the owner of 2796 46th Street who is receiving a drainage assessment of $3,000
and no street assessment. They are requesting the drainage assessment for their lot and their neighbors be
removed from the project.

The estimated final project cost is $3,138,638.06 and the proposed final assessments are $778,461.36. The
proposed final assessments are 24 percent of the total project cost. The proposed final assessments are at or
below the proposed special benefit caps as recommended by the appraiser. The contingency fund will cover
prepayment of $9,000 of the Bethesda Church proposed final assessment after it is levied.

Project Funding
Pavement Management Fund  $2,264,305.87
Special Assessments $778,461.36
SSP JPA $21,728.08
DCSWCD Grants $74,142.75
Total $3,138,638.06

*The Bethesda Church Easement Agreement and DCSWCD Cost Share Grants are separate items on the regular
agenda.

| recommend approval of the resolution adopting the final assessment roll for the 2015 Pavement Management
Program, City Project No. 2015-09E — 47" Street Area Reconstruction.

SWDIjs

Attachments:  Resolution
Area Map
Final Assessment Roll
Objection letters (2)



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION ADOPTING FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR 2015 PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-09E — 47" STREET AREA RECONSTRUCTION

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, pursuant to proper notice duly given as required by law, the Council has met, heard and
passed upon all objections to the proposed assessment for the improvements on City Project No. 2015-09E — 47"
Street Area Reconstruction. The streets to be improved are as follows:

The reconstruction portion includes: 47th Street East from South St. Paul to its terminus, Bower Path from 47th
Street East to 46th Street East, Bower Court from Bower Path to its terminus, Boyd Avenue from Bower Path to 300
feet south of 47th Street East, 49th Street East from Brent Avenue to South St. Paul, Brent Avenue from 47th Street
East to 49th Street East, and Bryce Avenue from 47th Street East to 49th Street East.

The mill and overlay portion includes: 46™ Court East from Bower Path to its terminus.

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

1.

Such proposed assessment, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof, is
hereby accepted and shall constitute the special assessment against the lands herein, and each
tract of land therein included is hereby found to be benefited by the proposed assessment levied
against it.

Such assessment shall be payable in equal installments extending over a period of ten (10)
years. The first of the installments shall be payable on or before the first Monday in January
2016, and shall bear interest at the rate of 4.1 percent per annum from the date of adoption of this
assessment resolution (or at such later date determined by the City Council).

The owner of any property, so assessed, may at any time prior to certification of the assessment
to the County Auditor, pay the whole of the assessment on such property with interest accrued to
the date of payment, to the City Treasurer, except that no interest shall be charged if the entire
assessment is paid within thirty days from the adoption of this resolution; and the owner may, at
any time thereafter, pay to the County Treasurer the entire amount of the assessment remaining
unpaid, with interest accrued to December 31 of the year in which such payment is made. Such
payment must be made before November 15, or interest will be charged through December 31 of
the next succeeding year (or such later date determined by the Council).

The Clerk, shall, forthwith, transmit a certified duplicate of this assessment to the County Auditor
to be extended on the property tax lists of the County, and such assessments shall be collected
and paid over the same manner as other municipal taxes

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 11th day of May 2015.

AYES:
NAYS:

ATTEST:

George Tourville, Mayor

Joe Lynch, City Clerk
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PREPARED BY: JDS

REVISED: MAY 5, 2015

City Project No. 2015-09E - 47th Street Area Reconstruction Final Assessment Roll

(Sorted by Address)

MAP ID PID FULL NAME HOUSE NO. STREET FINAL ASSESSMENT
93 204160001100 [KATHLEEN E TSTE BEALKA 2900|46TH CTE $6,000.00
85 204160001020 |[WADE R & KATHY J SCHOWALTER 2925|46THCTE $6,000.00
91 204160001080 |SEAN R & ANN M GIBSON 2930[46TH CTE $6,000.00
90 204160001070 |VERNON & SANDRA LEVINE 2940|46TH CTE $6,000.00
86 204160001030 |JOANNE ANDRIE 2945|46TH CTE $6,000.00
89 204160001060 [JAMES W TST MAY 2960|46TH CTE $6,000.00
87 204160001040 |[WILLIAM J & ANN C FOX 2965|46TH CTE $6,000.00
88 204160001050 [SERGIOR & YVETTE M ANDRADE 2985[46TH CT E $6,000.00
129 206710001010 |GREGORY S KRONICK 2760|46TH ST E $3,000.00
128 206710001020 |[DAVID J & NANCY E OSLAND 2778|46TH ST E $3,000.00
127 206710001030 [MICHAEL K & BRENDA L VERWAY 2796|46TH STE $3,000.00
126 206710001040 [(ROBERTA C RETTING 2828|46TH STE $3,000.00
125 206710001050 |[BRENDA J BILJAN 2836|46TH STE $3,000.00
92 204160001090 |PATRICIA JEAN ELLSWORTH 2910[46TH ST E $6,000.00
54 205673001010 |CRAIG L & PATRICIA C GILL 2642|47TH ST E $6,000.00
53 205673001020 |JAMES M & SUSANNA A PEARSON 2660|47TH ST E $6,000.00
52 205673001030 |DAWN M WILSON 2676|47THSTE $6,000.00
51 205673001040 |DIANE MARGARET KING 2694|47TH STE $6,000.00
50 205673001050 |JEFFREY A & DEBORA A NASS 2710|47TH STE $6,000.00
49 205673001060 |TODD & MICHELLE ROHRER 2728|47TH STE $6,000.00
115 206710004140 [TIMOTHY J & SUZANNE FRONK 2741|47THSTE $6,000.00
48 205673001070 |KEITH T & TAMARA GOSSEN 2744|47TH STE $6,000.00
114 206710004130 |ANTOINETTE & GARY L BRUTGER 2759|47TH STE $6,000.00
47 202920001010 |THERESA A HARRISON 2760|47TH STE $6,000.00
113 206710004120 |JEREMY ELTON 2773|47THSTE $6,000.00
46 202920001020 [NICHOLAS P MCCARTHY 2780[47TH ST E $6,000.00
45 202920001030 [CHARLES N & BARBARA KLECKNER 2790|47TH ST E $6,000.00
112 206710004110 |TIMOTHY & NICOLE GRUNWALD 2793|47THSTE $6,000.00
40 203870000304 |ROBERT J & BRENDA K SHANLEY 2830|47THSTE $6,000.00
100 204440003060 |BETHESDA EV LUTH CH 2855|47THSTE $9,166.66
101 204440003050 |BETHESDA EV LUTH CH 2855[47TH ST E $9,166.68
107 204440002030 [BETHESDA EV LUTH CH 2855[47TH ST E $9,166.66
108 204440002040 |BETHESDA EV LUTH CH 2855[47TH ST E $9,166.66
109 204440003030 |BETHESDA EV LUTH CH 2855|47TH ST E $9,166.68
110 204440003040 |BETHESDA EV LUTH CH 2855|47TH ST E $9,166.66
106 201370001050 |JON BECHT 2955|47TH ST E $6,000.00
105 201370001040 |GEORGE & BEATRICE F POTTER 2989|47TH STE $6,000.00
55 204402700010 |CITY OF INVER GROVE HTS 47THSTE $39,862.64
56 200281081011 |CITY OF INVER GROVE HTS 47THSTE $6,792.94
57 200281081013 |CITY OF INVER GROVE HTS 47THSTE $55,335.76
66 206715001072 |CITY OF INVER GROVE HTS 47THSTE $184.76
24 205035002170 |LISA J GARRITY 2891|49TH STE $6,000.00
22 205035003020 |WALLACE C & PAMELA A LEVESSEUR 2896|49TH STE $6,000.00
1 205035004300 [CCR PROPERTIES LLC 2954|49TH ST E $6,000.00
2 205035001170 |[BEATRICE J MATTSON 2955|49TH ST E $6,000.00
23 205035003300 |ELEANOR TSTE SCHMANDT 49TH ST E $6,000.00
32 205360000020 |ELEANOR TSTE SCHMANDT 49TH ST E $6,000.00
67 206715001060 |PATRICK N LUNDY 2621|BOWER CT E $6,000.00
68 206715001050 |DOROTHY C STRUB 2625/BOWER CT E $6,000.00
65 206715001071 |ERICJ & LANESA C SWARTZENBERG 2626(BOWER CT E $6,000.00
69 206715001040 |PAULR & KATHERINE A FORTNEY 2645[BOWER CT E $6,000.00
64 206715001080 |J ARON & SHELLEY A ALLEN 2646(BOWER CT E $6,000.00
70 206715001030 |[JOSEPH W RASCHER 2655(BOWER CT E $6,000.00
63 206715001090 |DAVID M & MARY L CHARLES 2670/BOWER CT E $6,000.00
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PREPARED BY: JDS

REVISED: MAY 5, 2015

City Project No. 2015-09E - 47th Street Area Reconstruction Final Assessment Roll

(Sorted by Address)

MAP ID PID FULL NAME HOUSE NO. STREET FINAL ASSESSMENT
71 206715001020 [TED M & JULIANNE E CHILDS 2675/BOWER CTE $6,000.00
72 206715001010 [DOUGLAS S WOLLEAT 2685|BOWER CT E $6,000.00
84 204160001010 [THOMAS E & LORI A TS LENCOWSKI 4604|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
83 206710001060 [KIRA ZACHARIASEN 4605|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
82 206710001070 |[LINDA J WEIMER 4609|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
94 206710003020 |DAVID H & ANN SIEGEL 4612|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
81 206710001080 [JOHN HOWARD & KORYN FRANSON 4615|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
80 206710001090 [KENNETH CJR ALBRECHT 4619|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
79 206710001100 [JAMES & SUSAN ZSCHOKKE 4625|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
123 206710004080 [RUTH M & DANIEL P GOHL 4626|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
78 206710001110 [GREGORY D & PAMELA FLETCHER 4629|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
122 206710004070 ([LORI L STEGINK 4630|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
77 206710001120 [DONALD J & LINDA DUBOIS 4635|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
121 206710004060 [JACQUELINE A HUEBSCH 4636|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
76 206710001130 [DOUGLAS JAMES FUCHS 4639|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
75 206710001151 |SCOTT & JEANETTE MURPHY 4645|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
120 206710004050 |[DAWN M STILLMUNKES 4648|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
74 206710001172 |PATRICA M PAVLIK 4655|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
119 206710004040 [MAXIMILLIAM & SUSAN SPORER 4658|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
118 206710004030 [JAMES E & CAROL J SMITH 4666|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
62 206710005010 [RICHARD & THERESA ZEIEN 4675|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
117 206710004020 [LOUIS A & SHERRYL A SELIGA 4676|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
60 206710005030 |[JOHN C & ALICJA C GRANIAS 4679|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
59 206710005040 [KIMBLE E & CHERYL J ODEGARD 4685|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
116 206710004010 [MARK J & JANET MCCOY 4688|BOWER PATH $6,000.00
95 206710003010 |[RICHARD D & KATHLEEN YOUNGBLOM 4660|BOYD AVE E $6,000.00
124 206710004090 |GREGORY S & JOAN M JOSWIAK 4673|BOYD AVE E $6,000.00
111 206710004100 |FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION 4681|BOYD AVE E $6,000.00
44 202920001040 |DANIEL & LINDA HOFFMANN 4765|BOYD AVE E $6,000.00
41 203870000290 |JOHN J & CINDY D VANKEMPEN 4780|BOYD AVE E $6,000.00
42 203870000270 |[DAVID S & SANDRA J BOHRER 4796|BOYD AVE E $6,000.00
43 203870000250 |BRIAN T LEMAY & DAWN M VARING 4814|BOYD AVE E $285.26
31 205035002302 |GWEN A TSTE PARTIN 4708|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
30 205035002280 |[RICHARD R & ROBIN L WARNER 4750|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
39 203870000041 |ROSEMARY HISLOP 4763|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
29 205035002250 |KEITH HOFFMAN 4770|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
38 203870000061 |LEONARD G & JEANNE TSCHIDA 4775|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
37 203870000091 |BENNETT S & JENNIFER HOFFMANN 4801[BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
28 205035002240 |ROBERT J & JANEL L GARRICK 4810|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
36 203870000100 |ROBBIE P SEATON 4827|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
27 205035002220 |GARY L & PATTY A VEIKLEY 4830|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
35 203870000120 |JEAN ANN SCHMITZ 4849|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
26 205035002210 |JEREMIAH BALLARD 4850|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
34 203870000140 |CHRISTOPHER & KATH DALHED 4867|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
25 205035002191 |KEVIN L & CAROL LEONARD 4870|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
33 203870000150 |MARLYS JEAN STAPLES 4895|BRENT AVE E $6,000.00
11 205035001300 |STEVEN J & TERIJ SPRINGER 4700|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
12 205035002020 |CYNTHIA RADANT 4709|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
13 205035002030 |ARTHUR & KARLEEN KOCH 4719|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
10 205035001280 |KATHRYN M HINES 4720|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
9 205035001270 |DONNA HERBISON 4726|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
14 205035002040 |JOSEPH N & SHERI L GERZINA 4731|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
15 205035002060 |DIANE L & STEVEN N ANDERSON 4747|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
8 205035001250 |ALBINA M THOMAS 4750|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
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PREPARED BY: JDS
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City Project No. 2015-09E - 47th Street Area Reconstruction Final Assessment Roll

(Sorted by Address)

MAP ID PID FULL NAME HOUSE NO. STREET FINAL ASSESSMENT
16 205035002070 [NATHAN HACKER 4751[BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
6 205035001230 |TESORO HOMES INC 4858|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
17 205035002090 [RYAN PARTNERS LLC 4867|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
18 205035002100 [JOHN R & DEBRA SHORT 4871|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
4 205035001211 [DIANE M WINECKE 4872|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
19 205035002120 |[CATHERINE J ERIKSEN 4873|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
20 205035002140 |[LARRY M & DEBORAH L GROPPOLI 4875|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
21 205035002150 [JOYCE TUFTE 4877|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00
3 205035001190 |[ALAN R & SUZANNE DONNELLY 4878|BRYCE AVE E $6,000.00

TOTAL $778,461.36
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Lutheran Church

‘————47'm'ﬁmﬁruj'e'ct Assessment Request May 5, 2015

Inver Grove Heights Independent Appraisers Benefit Analysis states the
Bethesda Lutheran Church property consists of 5.35 acres with a parking lot in
excess of one acre. “The project will provide improved streets including access
as well as improved drainage conditions alleviating frequent ponding concerns to
the parking lot." The streets currently have curb and gutter, while the street
condition can be improved simply by filling the numerous pot holes that arrived
this season. Access is actually being reduced from four entrances to three, and
frequent ponding should be addressed by the construction of two stormwater
retention ponds. We understand the project will also take advantage to now
upgrade the sewer and storm pipe systems.

It was determined a value added benefit for single family homes to be in the
range of 2% to 4% of Fair Market Value, which for our property is $1,835,200.
Their opinion was to use 3% for this project resulting in $55,056, and rounded to
$55,000.

Bethesda Church has six of thirteen parcels of land with street frontage. The vast
majority of roof drains to green space, and all the parking drains towards Boyd
Avenue, where the two retention ponds are being located, and thus will have less
impact than a typical single family house per acre of storm runoff. Therefore, we
would like to see a reduction to the 3% of Fair Market Value.

The church is zoned as Institutional, but has less impact to adjacent streets than
a school or hospital due to weekly usage, and even less then some other
community churches due to congregation size. Church membership in general
has been on a decline, and the $55,000 assessment is equivalent to 25.1% of
our current budget. Even spread out over the ten year payment, it will still create
a hardship for this congregation. Therefore, we would like to see a reduction to
the 3% of Fair Market Value.

We respectfully request a value added benefit at 2% to 2-1/2% be considered for
an assessment value of $36,704 to $45,880 for the Bethesda Lutheran Church

property.
S s S ) ey
%//sz/ %"/LQ / MZZ% /@ A %&%V;\
David Hohle Pastor Terry Nordheim
Task Force Chairperson Bethesda Lutheran Church

Bethesda Evangelical Lutheran Church
2855 47" Street East
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55076-1138

Office Phone: 651-451-1355



MIKE & BRENDA VERWAY

February 23, 2015

Inver Grove Heights City Council
8150 Barbara Avenue
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

Mayor Tourville and Council Members:

We are writing to oppose the participation and assessment of the five parcels on 46
Street Fast in 201 g—OQE project for the following teasons:
o

L.

o

In 2009 the city of Inver Grove Heights partnered with the city of South St. Paul to
reconstruct our street. The assessment for the reconstruction began with the 2010
tax season. Should we be included in the assessment for this project, we will be
under a double assessment, creating a burdensome financial situation.

We are already burdened with an increase in our 2015 property taxes. A second
assessment will make the burden greater.

There is a serious question as to the value this project provides for the residents of
46" Street Fast. There will be no actual construction taking place in front of our
homes or on our properties. At the most recent information meeting (2/9/15), we
were informed that our assessment would dectease from approximately $4500 to
approximately $3100. This reduction came from the recommendation of an outside
evaluator at the request of city engineers. While we appreciate an attempt to lower
our costs, out opinion is this project (as needed as it is for the neighborhood it
serves) has nothing to do with the residents of 46" Street East.

Consistency in arguing that water drains from our properties and, therefore, we have
responsibility for another neighborhood would mean that the dozens of vehicles in
another neighbor who use 46" Street East as a bypass share in the cost of the
construction of 46™ Street Fast.

This needed project can be completed without assessing the five residents of 46™ Street
Hast. As assistant city engineer Steve Dodge said last week, the project should be fait. There
is something that does not feel fair to us by holding us financially responsible for a share in
the project.

It is reasonable to request of the city council that the five residences of 46" Street East
be removed from the additional tax burden of this project. The project can be completed
without us.

Sincerely,
M tte Ve Ve s

/7» na L Uon L{)c‘ujj
Mike VerWay ol
Brenda VerWay

EIVE




AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Accept and Approve the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for the Year Ended
December 31, 2014, Management Letter and Other Required Report

Meeting Date:  May 11, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Iltem Type: Regular Agenda X | None
Contact: Kristi Smith 651-450-2521 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Kristi Smith, Finance Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: N/A FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
To accept and approve the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR), Management
Letter and Other Required Report for the year ended December 31, 2014.

SUMMARY

Each year the City contracts with an independent Certified Public Accounting firm to audit the
City’s Comprehensive Annual Financial Report. Abdo, Eick & Meyers, LLP (AEM) performed
the audit for the 2014 CAFR. This is AEM’s second year auditing the City. They have issued
an unqualified (clean) opinion on the City’s financial statements. This is the highest form of
assurance a Certified Public Accounting Firm can issue. In addition to the CAFR, Management
Letter and Other Required Report are enclosed with this memo. Printed copies will be provided
to Council Members and a public copy will be available at City Hall.

In reviewing the CAFR, | suggest reading the Letter of Transmittal which begins on page 5 in
the Introductory Section of the report, Management’s Discussion and Analysis (MD&A which
begins on page 23 in the Financial Section of the report, and the Notes to the Financial
Statements which begin on page 55 in the Financial Section in the report.

The auditors did note a material weakness in conducting the audit. The material weakness is
reported in the Management Letter on page 2. The finding, 2014-001, Material audit
adjustments, indicates that a material adjustment was needed to correct the year-end account
for unbilled 2013 storm water charges which were inadvertently adjusted out of receivables. If
our auditors had not found this mistake the 2014 storm water revenues would have been lower
than anticipated and the 2015 storm water revenues would have been higher than anticipated
by the amount of the 2013 storm water receivable that was inadvertently reversed. This may
have required a prior period adjustment in the 2015 CAFR, however, the City would have been
in the same cash position once staff has completed all storm water billings. No year-end
procedure changes are necessary provided the storm water billings are caught up by year-end.

Matt Vos and Steve McDonald from Abdo, Eick & Meyers, LLP were present at the May 4, 2015
work session to review the reports and answer questions.

We will be submitting the CAFR to the Government Finance Officers Association for the
Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting. This will be the 29" year that
we have participated in this program. We will also put the CAFR on the City’s website.

A special thanks to the Finance Department staff and all departments for their assistance in
preparing for the audit and completion of the CAFR.



COMPREHENSIVE ANNUAL
FINANCIAL REPORT
FOR THE YEAR ENDED
DECEMBER 31, 2014

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS,
MINNESOTA



THIS PAGE IS LEFT BLANK

INTENTIONALLY



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA

COMPREHENSIVE
ANNUAL FINANCIAL REPORT

FOR THE YEAR ENDED
DECEMBER 31, 2014

REPORT PREPARED BY:
FINANCE DEPARTMENT



THIS PAGE IS LEFT BLANK

INTENTIONALLY



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA
COMPREHENSIVE ANNUAL FINANCIAL REPORT
TABLE OF CONTENTS
FOR THE YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2014

Page No.
INTRODUCTORY SECTION
Letter of Transmittal 5
GFOA Certificate of Achievement 13
Organizational Chart 14
Elected and Appointed Officials 15
FINANCIAL SECTION
Independent Auditor’s Report 19
Management’s Discussion and Analysis 23
Basic Financial Statements
Government-wide Financial Statements
Statement of Net Position 35
Statement of Activities 36
Fund Financial Statements
Governmental Funds
Balance Sheet 40
Reconciliation of the Balance Sheet to the Statement of Net Position 43
Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balances 44
Reconciliation of the Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balances
to the Statement of Activities 46
General Fund
Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balances - Budget and Actual 47
Proprietary Funds
Statement of Net Position 48
Statement of Revenues, Expenses and Changes in Net Position 51
Statement of Cash Flows 52
Fiduciary Funds
Statement of Fiduciary Net Position 54
Notes to the Financial Statements 55
Required Supplementary Information
Schedule of Funding Progress for the Fire Relief Association Pension Plan 88
Schedule of Funding Progress for the Other Postemployment Benefit Plan 88
Combining and Individual Fund Financial Statements and Schedules
Nonmajor Governmental Funds
Combining Balance Sheet 92
Combining Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balances 93
Nonmajor Special Revenue Funds
Subcombining Balance Sheet 96
Subcombining Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balances 97
Schedule of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balances - Budget and Actual
Convention and Visitors Bureau Special Revenue Fund 98
Recreation Special Revenue Fund 99
Economic Development Authority Special Revenue Fund 100
Community Center Special Revenue Fund 101
Nonmajor Debt Service Funds
Subcombining Balance Sheet 104
Subcombining Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balances 105
Nonmajor Capital Projects Funds
Subcombining Balance Sheet 108

Subcombining Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Chan<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>