INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
MONDAY, July 13, 2015
8150 BARBARA AVENUE

7:00 P.M.
. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL
3. PRESENTATIONS

A. Proclamation Recognizing Volunteer Efforts at Swing Bridge Park

. 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 June 22, 2015 Regular Meeting

B. Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending July 7, 2015

C. Resolution Making an Election Not to Waive the Statutory Tort Limits for Liability
Insurance

D. Approve Additional Official Depository for 2015

E. Accept Proposal from American Engineering Testing, Inc. (AET, Inc.) for Phase 1
Environmental Site Assessments for City Project No. 2014-11 - Argenta Trail.

F. Authorization to Make Offers for Acquisition of Easements for City Project
No. 2015-13.

G. Approve Lap Pool Condensing Unit Replacement

H. Approve Easement Encroachment Agreement for Landowner Improvements within City
Easement for Property Located at 1037 Highway 110 (Inver Grove Toyota).

I. Approve an Improvement Agreement and a Drainage and Utility Easement Agreement
for Contractor’s Yard at 11184 Rich Valley Boulevard.

J. Resolution Approving Application to Minnesota Department of Employment and
Economic Development for Host Community Grant Funds

K. Letter of Intent for Community Solar Garden Subscription RFP Collaboration
L. Approve Purchase of Park and Recreation Software

M. Schedule Public Hearings



N. Settlement Agreement and Release with City
O. 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. Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan

7. REGULAR AGENDA:

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:

A. JON SKOGH; Consider the First reading of an Ordinance Amendment allowing Accessory

Dwelling Units (ADU) within all single family zoning districts and specifically for property
located at 1355 96t Street E.

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider an Ordinance Amendment to allow restaurants
within a clubhouse on a publically owned golf course as an accessory use to a golf course.

C. Resolution Supporting the Robert Street Transitway Alternative Study

PUBLIC WORKS:

D. Consider Resolution Establishing an Engineering Consultant Pool for Northwest Area Surface
Water and Natural Resources Services.

ADMINISTRATION:

E. Resolution Pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 645.021 Approving a Special Law Relating to the City of
Inver Grove Heights Identified as Laws of Minnesota 2015, Chapter 9, Article 2, Section 10

F. A Unanimous Resolution Pursuant To Section 1-2-3 Of Inver Grove Heights City Code
Authorizing Consideration And Passage At One Reading Of The Following Ordinance: An
Ordinance Amending Inver Grove Heights City Code Section 4-1-4(B)(1) And Section 4-1-
4(B)(6) Both Related To Types Of Alcoholic Beverage Licenses; Section 4-1-5 Related To
Number Of Alcoholic Beverage Licenses; Section 4-1-16(B) Related To Restrictions On
Alcoholic Beverage Sales, Purchases And Consumption And Section 7-5-1(L)(1) Related To
Conduct In Parks And Recreational Areas Concerning Alcoholic Beverages

G. An Ordinance Amending Inver Grove Heights City Code Section 4-1-4(B)(1) And
Section 4-1-4(B)(6) Both Related To Types Of Alcoholic Beverage Licenses; Section
4-1-5 Related To Number Of Alcoholic Beverage Licenses; Section 4-1-16(B)



Related To Restrictions On Alcoholic Beverage Sales, Purchases And Consumption
And Section 7-5-1(L)(1) Related To Conduct In Parks And Recreational Areas
Concerning Alcoholic Beverages

8. MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS:

9. EXECUTIVE SESSION

“Executive Session (pursuant to Minn. Stat. 13D.05, Subd. 3(c)(3)) to discuss offer of Wells Fargo
Bank to transfer property to City located at 9697 Inver Grove Trail, Inver Grove Heights MN
identified as Tax Parcel No. 20-02200-54-011."

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



mailto:ajannetto@invergroveheights.org

AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Proclamation Recognizing Volunteer Efforts at Swing Bridge Park

Meeting Date: July 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Special Presentations None
Contact: Eric Carlson 651.450.2587 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Eric Carlson Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Recognize the volunteer efforts of Inver Grove Heights residents to preserving pieces of the
Rock Island Swing Bridge for historic interpretation purposes in Swing Bridge Park.

SUMMARY

Recognize the volunteer efforts of the following individuals for the work on preserving pieces of
the former Rock Island Swing Bridge for an entrance arch in Swing Bridge Park:

Mr James Huffman

Mr. Frank Rauschnot
Mr. Wilfred “Willy” Krech
Mr. Joseph Boehmer

It is recommended that the attached Proclamation be presented to each individual.



WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

City of Inver Grove Heights
Proclamation

The City of Inver Grove Heights and Dakota County cooperatively planned the

Mississippi River Regional Trail which is owned and operated by Dakota County;
and

The City of Inver Grove Heights and Dakota County cooperatively worked together
to preserve the Rock Island Swing Bridge, so future generations can appreciate the

historic bridge which is owned and operated by the City of Inver Grove Heights;
and

The City of Inver Grove Heights and Dakota County worked to make trailhead
improvements in Swing Bridge Park that include a parking lot, restroom building,
and picnic shelter that will support the Mississippi River Regional Trail and aid the
City of Inver Grove Heights in improving the local economy in the Concord
Boulevard Neighborhood; and

Mr. James Huffman, an Inver Grove Heights resident, was instrumental in
preserving pieces of the former bridge for historical interpretation purposes; and

Mr. Frank Rauschnot, an Inver Grove Heights business owner and resident, had a
vision on how to re-use sections of the former Rock Island Swing Bridge turning it
into an entrance arch; and

Mr. Wilfred Krech, an Inver Grove Heights business owner and resident, provided
material and equipment to help with the project; and

Mr. loseph Boehmer, an Inver Grove Heights resident, provided labor and
expertise to help with the project

NOW, THEREFORE, |, GEORGE TOURVILLE, Mayor of the City of Inver Grove Heights, by the
authority vested in me, do hereby recognize the tremendous efforts of these volunteers to help
make Swing Bridge Park a fabulous asset to the City of Inver Grove Heights.

Attest:

George Tourville, Mayor

loe Lynch, City Administrator



10 INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING
MONDAY, JUNE 22, 2015 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on
Monday, June 22, 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, Parks and Recreation
Director Carlson, Finance Director Smith, Chief Stanger, Chief Thill, and Recording Secretary Fox

3. PRESENTATIONS:

A. Presentation of the American Council of Engineering Companies’ National Grand Award for Northwest
Area Storm Water Design

Mr. Thureen stated the Northwest Area Storm Water Design project was recognized at the State level and
nominated for the National Grand Award. He noted the project was recognized as one of the top 8 in the
nation.

Dave Oxley, Executive Director of ACEC Minnesota, stated his organization represented approximately
150 engineering firms in the State. He explained their biggest event of the year was their Engineering
Excellence awards competition. He stated there were 30 entries last year, including the Northwest Area
Stormwater Design project. He noted 174 projects from across the country were nominated for the ACEC
National Grand Award. He added the Northwest Area Stormwater Design project was unique and unusual
in comparison to many of the other projects that were entered into the competition.

Brett Emmons, Emmons & Olivier Resources, provided an overview of the history of the Northwest Area
Stormwater Design project. He noted the overall goal was to design a zero discharge approach to
stormwater management. He presented the National Grand Award to the City.

4. CONSENT AGENDA:
Councilmember Piekarski Krech removed Items 4H and 4J from the Consent Agenda.

A. i) Minutes — June 1, 2015 City Council Work Session
i) Minutes — June 8, 2015 Regular City Council Meeting

B. Resolution No. 15-99 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending June 16, 2015

C. Pay Voucher No. 7 for City Project No. 2014-09D, College Trail Street Reconstruction and Barbara
Avenue Partial Street Reconstruction, and City Project No. 2014-06, Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall
Replacement Improvements

D. Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2015-09E, 47" Street Area Reconstruction, and City Project
No. 2015-04, 47" Street Area Water and Sewer Improvements and Rehabilitation

E. Pay Voucher No. 1 and Change Order No. 1 for the 2015 Capital Improvement Program, City Project
No. 2015-10, NWA Trunk Utility Improvements, Argenta District (Alverno to Blackstone Vista
Development) and City Project No. 2015-11, NWA 70" Street Lift Station, Argenta District

F. Approve Custom Grading, Drainage, and Stormwater Ponding Easement Agreement for 2306 99"
Street

G. Approve Therapeutic Massage License

I.  Approve the 2015 Seasonal/Temporary Compensation Plans

K. Personnel Actions

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

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.
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H. Approve Replacement of Parks and Recreation Office and Arena Concession Stand Service Counters

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she wanted to ensure that the replacement counters were durable
and easy to clean.

Mr. Carlson stated staff selected quality materials.
Councilmember Mueller questioned what was wrong with the existing counters.

Mr. Carlson explained neither of the service counters proposed to be replaced currently met ADA
standards because they were too tall.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to approve the replacement of Parks &
Recreation office and arena concession stand service counters

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

J. Approve Temporary Assignment Pay

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she was not clear on the standard protocol related to pay rates
and who was eligible to receive additional pay for temporary work assignments.

Mr. Lynch explained in the past temporary assignment pay has been awarded to individuals who have
assumed duties of another position, in addition to their own, on an interim basis. He stated the goal was
to recognize the individual who had been performing the duties of both HR Coordinator and Deputy City
Clerk since the end of March.  He noted overtime was not included because the position was exempt.

Councilmember Mueller questioned if the proposed amount was based on a percentage.

Mr. Lynch stated the amount was equivalent to 50% of the difference between the bi-weekly rates of the
positions.

Motion by Mueller, second by Bartholomew, to approve temporary assignment pay

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

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:

Gabriel Rojas Cardona, 9716 Benjamin Trail, stated he represented the Inver Grove Heights Heat Soccer
Association. He asked the City to help the organization generate additional revenues to support their
growing program and keep costs low for families.

Sara Westall, gaming manager, stated the organization would like to add another gambling site at
Overboard Bar & Grill. She explained the organization already operated two sites in the City, the
maximum currently allowed under City Code regulations. She requested that the Council consider making
an exception to allow the organization to operate charitable gambling at an additional site.

Mayor Tourville stated an ordinance amendment would be required. He suggested that Ms. Westall meet
with the City Administrator to discuss the process and make a determination as to whether an ordinance
amendment would be brought forward for consideration.

Allan Cederberg, 1162 82" st. E., referenced Item 7A from the May 11, 2015 City Council meeting when
the City approved the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report. He questioned why a specific schedule
outlined in the CAFR was not included in information that was published in the official City newspaper.

Mr. Lynch stated the City was not required to publish every report that was included in the Comprehensive
Annual Financial Report. The City disclosed all information as required by law.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated the CAFR was also published, in its entirety, on the City’s website.
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Dennis Wolfe, 6742 Argenta Trail, thanked the Council and staff for implementing accessible parking stalls
in the front of City Hall.
6. PUBLIC HEARINGS: None.

7. REGULAR AGENDA:
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:

A. GREGORY LEE & DL SCOFIELD: Consider Resolution relating to a Variance to allow a six foot fence
along a corner front property line whereas 30 feet is required for property located at 3593 72" St.

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property. The request was for a variance to allow construction of a
six foot solid fence. He provided an overview of the zoning code requirements that applied to corner lots.
The ordinance requires that any fence be set back at least 30 feet, or if the fence is within the 30 foot
setback, that it be no taller than 42” and 75% opaque. The reasons for the requirement are to ensure that
an open view of homes be maintained for public safety purposes, aesthetics, and to maintain traffic
visibility and safety. Planning staff did not support the variance because they could not find anything
about the property that was particularly unique, could not identify a practical difficulty, and there was
concern with setting a precedent. Planning Commission also recommended denial of the request.

Councilmember Bartholomew clarified that the proposed fence would not be located within the right-of-
way or along the curb line. He stated he did not see how the proposed location of the fence would cause
a problem for traffic visibility at the intersection.

Mr. Link stated the setback was measured from the edge of the right-of-way.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the entire fence would be solid. She noted she also did not
see that there would be any sightline or visibility issues at the intersection.

Greg Scofield, 3593 72" St., stated he was never aware that what he considered to be his backyard was
actually by definition a front yard. He explained they use the area as their backyard to exercise their dogs.

Debbie Scofield, 3593 72" St., stated they requested the variance to replace their existing fence. She
opined the fence provided safety and security for their family and their dogs. She noted she was a dog
trainer and has seen dogs jump over the existing 42” fence and aggressively approach the fence while her
dogs are in the yard. She explained a solid fence would limit the visual contact between the dogs and the
increased height would make it more difficult for other dogs to enter her yard uninvited. She stated they
wanted to provide a safe and secure area for their animals.

Mr. Scofield opined the proposed fence would not set a precedent as staff admitted that the zoning code
had been interpreted differently over the years and there were at least 16 other corner lot fences in their
area of the City that were similar to what they had proposed for their property. He stated not all ordinance
regulations applied uniformly to every property in the City. He noted the proposed fence would not impact
the traffic sight lines.

Councilmember Hark stated he could not identify a practical difficulty in this particular case but felt that the
precedent for similar requests had already been set and it would be unfair to deny the request.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated the intent of the regulation was to ensure that visibility was
maintained for traffic safety at the intersection.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated her biggest concern was that the fence be maintained. She
opined that people who live on corner lots should not be penalized and she did not see an issue with the
request.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to receive correspondence

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.
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Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to adopt Resolution No. 15-100 approving a
Variance to allow a six foot fence along a corner front property line whereas 30 feet is required for
property located at 3593 72" St. because the property owner was being penalized for living on a
corner lot and the visibility of the intersection would not be impacted by the fence.

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

B. RYLAND HOMES: Consider Resolution approving the Final Plat, Final PUD Development Plan,
Development Contract and related agreements for Blackstone Ponds 1°' Addition

Mr. Hunting reviewed the location of the property. He explained the first phase of the proposal included
46 townhome units, site grading, stormwater improvements, and construction of the public street. He
noted the next phase of the county’s Mendota-Lebanon trail would also be completed. He stated the
proposal met all of the requirements set forth in the preliminary conditions of approval and the engineering
department was satisfied with the plans as presented. A parking plan was also submitted that would allow
for parking on one side of the street. He noted the development agreement was amended to eliminate
parts 12 and 13 of Exhibit E. Planning staff recommended approval of the final plats and plans for the first
phase of Blackstone Ponds.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 15-101 approving the
Final Plat, Final PUD Development Plan, Development Contract and related agreements for
Blackstone Ponds 1% Addition

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

C. SPERIDERS REINERS ARCHITECTS: Consider the following Resolutions for property located at
7365 Concord Boulevard

i) Major Site Plan Review for an approximate 5,000 Square Foot Addition and approval of an
Improvement Agreement, Storm Water Maintenance Agreement, and Permanent Five Foot
Drainage and Utility Easement

i) Variance to allow a 33 Foot Setback from the North Property Line for the Building Expansion
whereas 75 Feet is required

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property. He stated the existing building was approximately 8,400
square feet in size and the applicant proposed an addition of 5,000 square feet. The request included an
additional parking lot and access with screening on the north side of the lot. The variance was necessary
because the ordinance required a 75 foot setback from residential properties. The City Council previously
approved a 30 foot setback for the existing building and the applicant would like to maintain the existing
setback with the new addition. Both Planning staff and the Planning Commission recommended approval
of the request with the practical difficulty being that the proposed setback was already approved by
previous Council action.

Councilmember Hark questioned if staff received any comments from the neighbors.
Mr. Link stated no concerns or objections were raised.
Councilmember Mueller questioned why the existing drainage was being changed.

Mr. Link stated the applicant was adding more impervious coverage that would generate more stormwater.
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Eric Reiners, applicant, stated because the site was disturbing more than 5,000 total square feet of ground
area, the ordinance required them to meet the drainage requirements of the entire site. In order to do that,
the capacity needed to be increased.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 15-102 relating to a
Major Site Plan Review for an approximate 5,000 Square Foot Addition and approving an
Improvement Agreement, Storm Water Maintenance Agreement, and Permanent Five Foot
Drainage and Utility Easement and Resolution No. 15-103 approving a Variance to allow a 33 Foot
Setback from the North Property Line for the Building Expansion whereas 75 Feet is required

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

D. STEVE WATRUD: Consider the following resolutions for property located at 10982 Clark Road:
i) Major Site Plan Approval to Construct a 22,400 Square Foot Office/Warehouse Building

ii) Conditional Use Permit Amendment to allow for a Contractor’s Yard and Outdoor
Storage

iii) Variance to allow Outdoor Storage less than 100 Feet from Agricultural Zoned Property
and from Screening Requirements

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property. The City Council previously approved a site plan to
construct a building on the property. Construction of an additional 22,000 square foot building on the site
was proposed. In the industrial zoning district multiple buildings on a property were allowed. The new
structure required site plan approval. Council also previously approved an open storage area and the
applicant proposed to extend the area to the east, which required two variances for the setback and for
screening. He stated Planning staff recommended approval of the requests with slightly different
conditions than what the applicant requested. The Planning Commission also recommended approval of
the requests with slight variations from what the applicant requested. He explained staff received an email
from the applicant’s attorney that revised the proposed resolutions and raised several issues.

Mayor Tourville questioned if the issues raised were discussed at the Planning Commission meeting.

Mr. Link stated most of the issues had not been discussed at the Planning Commission meeting. He
reviewed the ten issues that were raised by the applicant. He noted that the majority of the issues did not
relate to the building itself and staff suggested allowing the building permit to be issued.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned what the setback would be if the neighboring properties were
not zoned residential.

Mr. Link replied 10 feet.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the proposed landscaping plan was sufficient for the entire
site or if each new building would require a separate landscaping plan.

Mr. Link stated the plan was dependent on the perimeter of the property and the number of parking stalls.
He noted additional parking stalls beyond what was originally approved for the site were proposed.
Ordinance requires screening from the residential properties and the applicant proposed planting trees to
provide screening in a location that was different than what was originally shown on the site plan. The
applicant also requested that the proposed trees be used to fulfill both the landscaping and screening
requirements for the site.

Councilmember Mueller stated the residential properties were not located very close to the parking lot.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned how the revised plan changed the location of the trees.
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Steve Watrud, applicant, presented the revised site plan. He explained the Planning Commission
determined that it should not matter where the trees were located as long as the total number met the
requirements. He stated the trees were moved to provide more area for outdoor storage.

Mayor Tourville stated the tree location could be worked out between the applicant, the neighbors, and
staff.

Mr. Watrud noted that the Planning Commission also agreed that the screening trees should be counted
against the total number required on the landscaping plan. He explained that he also wanted to expand
the list of items that would be allowed on the I-2 property.

Mr. Link clarified that the original discussion was to allow outdoor storage and a contractor’s yard for those
who were leasing space on the property.

Mr. Watrud stated he would like the flexibility to rent storage space to his tenants.

Mr. Link explained the resolution prepared for Council stated the conditional use permit did not include
and did not allow vehicles for sale, storage of vehicles related to a business, propane tanks, or mini
storage. The revised resolution provided by the applicant’s attorney removed that language.

Mayor Tourville questioned if the Council was interested in allowing the storage of propane tanks on the
property.
The Council replied in the negative.

Councilmember Mueller opined the City may want to allow the storage of vehicles to give the applicant
some flexibility.

Mr. Watrud stated he would agree to come back to the City for approval if, at some point in the future, he
had wanted to store propane tanks on the property. He clarified that he wanted to be able to maximize the
outdoor storage on the property to make it as profitable as possible.

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the applicant wanted permission to allow storage on the
property by entities that were not necessarily leasing space on the property.

Mr. Watrud stated he did not currently have any tenants on the property and he would like to take
advantage of opportunities to rent out storage space. He noted he was not interested in using the space
as an impound lot, mini storage, or for the storage of propane tanks and those could be removed from the
resolution.

Vance Grannis, Jr., 9249 Barnes Avenue, stated although the applicant did not intend to use the outdoor
storage space for a propane farm, there were instances in which he had to store propane on the property.
He noted that was why the revised resolution removed the prohibition against propane tanks. He
explained the applicant was asking for the City to come up with a plan that would allow for the full
development of the property without having to come back to the Council for separate approval of each
phase. He added the City Attorney drafted a resolution with sixteen conditions that would allow for that.
He stated the engineering department suggested installing utilities now to service future buildings on the
property and to avoid having to tear up the street again in the future.

Mr. Kuntz explained if the Council wanted to deal with the potential for future expansion of the buildings, or
additional buildings beyond the second building, the resolution that was prepared with the sixteen
conditions provides the appropriate framework. He noted the applicant agreed with all sixteen conditions
because they eliminated the need to come back to the City for separate approvals on subsequent phases.

The Council agreed they did not have an issue with the sixteen conditions as proposed related to future
development on the property.

Mr. Grannis stated the difference between the resolution prepared by staff for the major site plan approval
and the revised resolution he provided was the inclusion of the extra 30,000 square feet and the 16
proposed conditions.
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Mr. Link stated the application was for a variance for a ten (10) foot setback. Both Planning staff and the
Planning Commission recommended a 20 foot setback. The revised version from the applicant reflected a
five (5) foot setback.

Mr. Grannis argued that the proposed setback had been five (5) feet since the original proposal was
approved.

Mr. Link clarified the setback for parking was five (5) feet, not for open storage.

Mr. Grannis stated his interpretation was that the setback was five (5) feet for both parking and open
storage.

Mr. Link explained Council previously approved a 40 foot setback.

Ken Pike, 11025 Courthouse Blvd., stated the proposed plans had changed since the Planning
Commission meeting. He noted he would agree to a ten (10) foot setback but would prefer 20 feet.

Mr. Watrud questioned what the difference was between the setback for storage and the setback for
parking.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated parking was a more fixed use whereas the outdoor storage could
be used for many different things.

The Council agreed to a setback of ten (10) feet.

Mr. Link stated there was a discrepancy regarding the location of the trees. He noted the resolution could
be worded such that the location of the trees needed to be worked out between the property owner,
neighbors, and City staff.

The Council agreed that the location of the trees could be worked out between the neighbors, the property
owner, and staff.

Mr. Link stated the City’s interpretation was that the applicant would put in a certain number of trees to
meet the landscaping requirements and additional trees would be planted for screening. The applicant
requested, and Planning Commission supported, that the trees planted for screening count towards the
landscaping requirement as well. He noted the difference was 13 trees.

The City Council agreed with the recommendation of the Planning Commission.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the property was in an industrial storage area and the main
purpose of the trees was to provide screening of the outdoor storage area.

Mr. Link referenced the conditions related to an engineering escrow and letter of credit, and the City
Engineer review of the site plan.

Mr. Thureen explained the City Engineer reviewed and approved the site plan. He stated staff agreed with
the language of the conditions as proposed by the applicant.

Mr. Link stated the resolution included in the Council packet required the applicant to provide a
photometric plan to detail the brightness of the lighting and determine if the plan meets the code
requirements. He noted the applicant proposed removal of the condition.

Mr. Grannis stated the lighting was addressed in the sixteen conditions previously agreed to by the
Council.

Mr. Watrud clarified the same lighting that was installed for the first building would be used.
Mr. Link stated the concern was that more lighting was being installed on the site

Mr. Kuntz reviewed the language suggested by Planning staff regarding lighting. The applicant suggested
a sentence that read “new lighting shall be substantially similar to existing lighting”.

Mr. Link suggested that the brightness of the lighting for the second building be measured in the same
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manner in which it was measured for the first building.
The Council agreed with Mr. Link’s suggestion.
Mr. Link questioned what should be allowed to be stored on the property.

Councilmember Mueller suggested prohibiting an impound lot, propane tank farm, mini storage, and an
auto sales lot. He noted everything else would be permissible.

Mr. Watrud agreed with the proposed prohibitions.
Mayor Tourville questioned if a non-tenant would be allowed to store items on the property.

Councilmember Bartholomew stated he would not be opposed to allowing non-tenants to use storage on
the property.

Councilmember Hark questioned what the definition was of a non-tenant.

Mr. Kuntz stated there were two provisions contained in the previous Council action for the first building.
The first allowed metal storage containers and trailers as part of the outdoor storage provided they were
used as part of a business operating out of the main building. The second provision outlined that the
conditional use permit did not allow vehicles for sale, the storage of vehicles not related to a business,
propane tanks, and mini storage. The provision did allow for landscaping material, vehicles and
equipment related to a business and saleable product.

Councilmember Bartholomew reiterated that he was not opposed to the applicant storing items on the
property that were not for a tenant.

Councilmember Mueller agreed.
Councilmember Hark opined in the I-2 district it really wouldn’t matter that much.

Mr. Link stated Planning staff did not have an opportunity to review the revised site plan. He questioned
what changes the applicant proposed.

Mr. Watrud explained the utilities would be brought onto the property on the north side rather than on the
south side of the building. He noted there were other minor changes made to accommodate the City
Engineer’s suggestions.

Mr. Link suggested that the resolution be changed to reflect the revised site plan submitted by the
applicant. He explained staff also suggested that the 2014 resolution be voided and replaced by the
revised information being considered by the Council.

Mr. Grannis suggested that the 2014 resolution remain in effect except for what was modified by the 2015
resolution.

The Council agreed with the suggestion of Mr. Grannis.

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Hark, to adopt Resolution No. 15-104 related to a Major Site
Plan Approval to Construct a 22,400 Square Foot Office/Warehouse Building, Resolution No. 15-
105 approving a Conditional Use Permit Amendment to allow for a Contractor’s Yard and Outdoor
Storage, and Resolution No. 15-106 approving a Variance to allow Outdoor Storage less than 100
Feet from Property Zoned Agricultural and from Screening Requirements with the revisions as
proposed and discussed by the Council

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.
8. MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS:

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to schedule a special City Council meeting on
July 27, 2015 at 5:00 pm in the City Council chambers
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Ayes: 5

Nays: 0 Motion carried.

9. EXECUTIVE SESSION:

A. Discuss Appraisals for Easement Acquisitions on Glenlin Properties, LLC Parcel and on
Lawrence and Linda Flannery Parcel relating to City Project No. 2015-13

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to enter Executive Session

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

The Council entered Executive Session at 10:10 p.m. to discuss appraisals for easement acquisitions.

10. ADJOURN: Motion by Mueller, second by Hark, to adjourn. The meeting was adjourned by
a unanimous vote at 10:45 pm.



AGENDA ITEM 4B

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Meeting Date:  July 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Iltem Type: Consent None
Contact: Kristi Smith 651-450-2521 X | Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Kristi Smith 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 June 17, 2015 to
July 7, 2015.

SUMMARY

Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending
July 7, 2015. The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo.

General & Special Revenue $697,547.83
Debt Service & Capital Projects 1,182,031.03
Enterprise & Internal Service 648,804.38
Escrows 34,511.20
Grand Total for All Funds $2,562,894.44

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 June 17, 2015 to July 7, 2015 and the listing of disbursements requested for approval.




Vendor Name

Fund: 101 - GENERAL FUND

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

AFSCME COUNCIL 5

AFSCME COUNCIL 5

AFSCME COUNCIL 5

ANCOM COMMUNICATIONS, INC,
ARROW MOWER, INC.,

ASPEN MILLS

AT & TMOBILITY

AT & TMOBILITY

BARNA, GUZY, & STEFFEN LTD
BEACON ATHLETICS

BELLEISLE, MONICA

BETTS, BETH

BITUMINOUS ROADWAYS, INC.
BITUMINOUS ROADWAYS, INC,
BOTTEN, HEATHER

BROCK WHITE COMPANY LLC

CA DEPT OF CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES
CEMSTONE PRODUCTS COMPANY
CENTRAL TURF & IRRIGATION SUPPLY
CENTURY LINK

CENTURY LINK

CITY OF SAINT PAUL

CLAREY'S SAFETY EQUIPMENT
CUB FOODS

CULLIGAN

DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENTER
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENTER
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS
DANNER LANDSCAPING

DIAMOND VOGEL PAINT

EARL F ANDERSEN INC

EARL F ANDERSEN INC

EFTPS

EFTPS

EFTPS

EFTPS

EFTPS

EFTPS

EFTPS

EFTPS

EFTPS

EL AZTECA MEXICAN RESTAURANT
EL AZTECA MEXICAN RESTAURANT
ELECTRIC FIRE & SECURITY
EMERGENCY RESPONSE SOLUTIONS
ESS BROTHERS & SONS INC

FIRE EQUIPMENT SPECIALTIES, INC.
FRED PRYOR SEMINARS
FRESHWATER SOCIETY

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS ACH ONLY

City of Inver Grove Heights

Payable Number

524366/5
524390-5
524412/5
524412/5
524577/5
524515/5
INV0042924
INV0042925
INV0042926
53600

34675

166091
287237771092x06122015
287237771092x06122015
5/31/15
0446929-IN
6/1615

1065

23917

23922

5/21/15
12544129-00
INV0042927
214326
5057644-00
5/22/15
5/22/15-A
INO0009216
161520

6/10/15

5/31/15 157-98459100-6
1G2015-07
1G2015-07

6/5/15 AND 6/8/15
6/5/15 AND 6/8/15
6/5/15 AND 6/8/15
6/5/15 AND 6/8/15
6/5/15 AND 6/8/15
6/5/15 AND 6/8/15
11804

101506104
107908IN
1077913IN
INV0042641
INV0042643
INV0042644
INV0042944
INV0042946
INV0042947
INV0042948
INV0042950
INV0042951
6/22/15

6/22/15

5013

4278

uuU2654

8830

17701493
610302032
6/19/15

Post Date

06/17/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/26/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/17/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/29/2015
06/29/2015
06/29/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/17/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/19/2015

Expense Approval Report

Description (Payable)

501126

SHOP

501126

501126

501126

501126

UNION DUES (AFSCME FAIR SHARE)
UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHARE)

By Fund

Payment Dates 6/17/2015 - 7/7/2015

Account Number

101.43,5200.443.60016
101.44.6000.451.40047
101.44,6000.451.60012
101.44.6000.451.60040
101.44.6000.451.60040
101.42.4200.423.60040
101.203.2031000

101.203.2031000

UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHARE-PT 101.203,2031000

809
GROVEINVE

550771
287237771092
287237771092
146481

B55077

6/16/15

6/11/15

35266

35266
REIMBURSE-MILEAGE
6481

101.42.4200.423.40042
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.42.4200.423.60045
101.41.1000.413.50020
101.43.5100.442,50020
101.41.1100.413.30430
101.44,6000.451.60040
101.42.4200.423.60065
101.44.6000.451.30700
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.45.3200.419.50080
101.44.6000.451.40047

MIGUEL GUADALAJARA FEIN/TAXPAYE 101.203.2032100

9021
112659

6514574184

6514575524

76

090500

HOUSE CHARGE 6/10/15
157-98459100-6

JULY 2015

JULY 2015
000106559/00016582
000106559/00016582
000106559/00016582
000106559/00016582
000106559/00016582
000106559/00016582

5/28/15

10100173

121581

4094

FEDERAL WITHHOLDING
MEDICARE WITHHOLDING
SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDING
FEDERAL WITHHOLDING
MEDICARE WITHHOLDING
SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDING
FEDERAL WITHHOLDING
MEDICARE WITHHOLDING
SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDING
PRORATED FEE

PRORATED FEE

CIT800

JOE WEBER

5/27/15

6/18/15

33007242

1/30/15

101.43.5200.443.60016
101.44.6000.451.40047
101.44.6000.451.50020
101.44.6000.451.50020
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.42.4200.423.60040
101.43.5100.442.60010
101.42.4200.423.60065
101.42,4000.421.70502
101.42.4200.423.70502
101.42.4000.421.70501
101.42.4000.421.70501
101.42.4200.423.30700
101.42.4200.423.30700
101.43.5200.443.30700
101.43.5200.443.30700
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.43.5200.443.60016
101,203.2030200
101.203.2030500
101,203.2030400
101.203.2030200
101,203.2030500
101.203.2030400
101.203.2030200
101,203.2030500
101.203.2030400
101.42.0000.3211000
101.42.0000.3212000
101.44.6000.451.50055
101.42.4200.423.60011
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.42.4200.423.60045
101.44.6000.451.50080
101.43,5200.443,50080

2ND QTR HSA EMPLOYER CONTRIBUTI 101.203.2030700

Amount

8.98
6.87
7.49

20.46
3.48
46.98
66.08
733.76
86.00
2,726.50
161.45
52,95
91.42
32.14
377.00
609.00
68.48
489.00
7,199.16
4,954.56
105.65
88.95
279.69
355.00
46.76
58.94
66.89
2,733.78
590.78
30.90
46.15
44,208.00
4,912.00
1,376.47
1,376.47
1,376.47
1,376.47
46.66
46.66
32.00
11,979.50
548.66
548.46
2,756.63
1,157.12
4,066.42

47,319.37

13,231.34

43,083.20

11.77
15.58
66.58
875.00
50.00
496.00
554,88
3,402.00
135.00
159.00
540.00
110.53




Vendor Name

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS ACH ONLY
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS ACH ONLY
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS ACH ONLY

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GERRY'S FIRE & SAFETY INC
GERTENS

GERTENS

GERTENS

GERTEN'S LANDSCAPING

GFOA

GREAT NORTHERN BUILDERS LLC
GREAT NORTHERN BUILDERS LLC
HANCE UTILITY SERVICES INC
HENRICKSEN PSG

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INVER GROVE FORD

JRK SEED & TURF SUPPLY

JRK SEED & TURF SUPPLY

JRK SEED & TURF SUPPLY

KEEPRS, INC

KEYS WELL DRILLING CO

L.T.G. POWER EQUIPMENT

L.T.G. POWER EQUIPMENT

L.T.G. POWER EQUIPMENT
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.

Payable Number
INV0042929
INV0042930
6/30/15
IN557886
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN563388
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
49765
352027/1
352049/1
3520621/1
9733
6/16/15
6/8/18
6/8/18
21763
565950

6/12/15 6035 3225 0255 4813
6/12/15 6035 3225 0255 4813

INV0042635
INV0042636
INV0042931
INV0042932
INV0042933
INV0042934
INV0042935
INV0042942
INV0042943
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
5/23/15 94917
15314/4
15315/4
15316/4
278385
2015046
190232
190863
190878
5/31/15 92000E

Post Date

06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/30/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/17/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015

Description (Payable)
HSA ELECTION-FAMILY
HSA ELECTION-SINGLE
FLEX COMP DED PAY
4606-0575-9714
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
RENEWAL FEE
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
6/17/15

103566

103566

103566

4/15

05663

6/8/15

6/8/15

PARKS

85010886

6035 3225 0255 4813
6035 3225 0255 4813
ICMA-AGE 50+

ICMA (EMPLOYER SHARE ADMIN)
ICMA-AGE <49 %
ICMA-AGE <49
ICMA-AGE 50+ %
ICMA-AGE 50+

ICMA (EMPLOYER SHARE ADMIN)
ROTH IRA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ROTH IRA (AGE 50 & OVER)
JUNE 2015

JUNE 2015

JUNE 2015

JUNE 2015

94917

PARKS

96417

PARKS

INVERG0011

IGH RICH VALLEY
PARKS

PARK MAINTENANCE
PARK MAINTENANCE
92000E

Account Number
101.203.2032500
101.203.2032500
101.203.2031500
101.42.4000.421.30550
101.41.1100.413.30500
101.41.1100.413.30550
101.41.2000.415.30550
101.41.2000.415.30550
101.42.4000.421.30550
101.42.4000.421.30550
101.42.4200.423.30550
101.43.5000.441.30550
101.43.5000.441.30550
101.43.5100.442.30550
101.43.5100.442.30550
101.43.5200.443.30550
101.44.6000.451.30550
101.44.6000.451.30550
101.45.3000.419.30550
101.45.3000.419.30550
101.45.3200.419.30550
101.45.3200.419.30550
101.45.3300.419.30550
101.42.4000.421.30550
101.41.1100.413.30550
101.41.2000.415.30550
101.42.4000.421.30550
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
101.45.3200.419.30550
101.45.3300.419.30550
101.42.4200.423.40042
101.44.6000.451.60065
101.44.6000.451.60065
101.44.6000.451.60065
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.41.2000.415.30700
101.45.0000.3221000
101.45.0000.3221500
101.44.6000.451.30700
101.42.4000.421.60010
101.42.4200.423.40040
101.42.4200.423.60011
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2032400
101.203.2032400
101.41.1100.413.60070
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.45.3000.419.60010
101.45.3300.419.60040
101.42.4000.421.70300
101.44.6000.451.60016
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.44.6000.451.60016
101.42.4000.421.60045
101.44.6000.451.40040
101.44.6000.451.60040
101.44.6000.451.60040
101.44.6000.451.60040
101.42.4000.421.30410

Amount
2,605.42
2,922.51
4,787.12

40.00
26.40
4.06
15.84
49.82
209.70
16.24
14.00
9.38
4.06
5.39
39.23
3551
46.28
3.70
3.65
14.65
4.06
11.40
18.50
100.00
1.56
1.56
1.56
1.56
1.56
1.56
1.56
1.56
1.56
1.56
1.56
48.00
199.80
99.90
99.90

363.00

435.00

177.00

115.05

193.00
3,654.75

119.96

11.36
1,360.82
33.04
3,698.92
4,647.30
1,203.82
4,704.36
76.62
849.24
100.00
27.22
79.70
35.47

235.34

267.81

447.00

574.75

-89.00
128.59
7,070.00
60.91
2,838.96
810.92
12,744.50



Vendor Name

LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.

Payable Number

Post Date

81000E 5/15 Bester Ave. Waive 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 Capstone Homes [ 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 Council Meetings 06/18/2015

81000E 5/15 Engineering
81000E 5/15 Inspections

06/18/2015
06/18/2015

81000E 5/15 Kurkowski Encroa: 06/18/2015

81000E 5/15 Mayor/CC
81000E 5/15 Planning
81000E 5/15 Police
81000E 5/15 Public Works

LOCALGOVERNMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM 40307
LOCAL GOVERNMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM 40317

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

1252
1253
1254
1255
1256
1257

MADISON NATIONAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPA 1173624

MARTIN-MCALLISTER

MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL
MINNEAPOLIS OXYGEN CO.
MINNEAPOLIS OXYGEN CO.

9792
84048
84048
84732
171126952
171126983

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVI(t INV0042928

MN CITY/COUNTY MANAGEMENT ASSOC

MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY
MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC.
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC.
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN NCPERS LIFE INSURANCE
MN PLAYGROUND
MOTOROLA

MRPA

MUNICIPAL EMERGENCY SERVICES, INC.
MUNICIPAL EMERGENCY SERVICES, INC.
MUNICIPAL EMERGENCY SERVICES, INC.

NATE PUMPERS PLUMBING LLC
NEWMAN SIGNS INC

NEWMAN SIGNS INC

NFSA MEMBERSHIP

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

OXYGEN SERVICE COMPANY, INC
PERA

PERA

PERA

PERA

PERA

PERA

PERA

PERA

PERA

PERA

PETTY CASH

PETTY CASH

PINE BEND PAVING, INC.
PRESTIGE ELECTRIC, INC.

ROSE, RYAN

SAVATREE

SCIENCE MUSEUM OF MN
SENSIBLE LAND USE COALITION

MEMBERSHIP
ABRO119311
INV0042642
May 2015
May 2015
INV0042945
INV0042949
4B

288630

JULY 2015
JULY 2015
JULY 2015
JUNE 2015
JULY 2015
2015129
13066582
8589
6040270_SNV
637301_SNV
00643436_SNV
R00129667
TI-0286178
TI-0286628
300003531
1767-147400
3305701
INV0042637
INV0042638
INV0042639
INV0042640
INV0042936
INV0042937
INV0042938
INV0042939
INV0042940
INV0042941
6/22/15
6/22/15
15-264
86357
6/10/15
3651929
6/3/15B
2/25/15

06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/26/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/26/2015
06/29/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/24/2015
06/17/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/17/2015
06/18/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/26/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
05/29/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
02/25/2015

Description (Payable)

5/15 Bester Ave. Waiver of Plat (7070 |
5/15 Argenta Hills 4th - Capstone Hom
5/15 Council Meetings

5/15 Engineering

5/15 Inspections

5/15 Argenta Hills 4th - Kurkowski Enci
5/15 Mayor/CC

5/15 Planning

5/15 Police

5/15 Public Works

106325

11541

6/10/15

6/10/15

6/10/15

6/10/15

6/10/15

6/10/15

101243900000000

INV001

30170270

30170270

30170270

113504

113504

JUSTIN PARRANTO FEIN/TAXPAYER ID:
5/1/15-4/30/16

10749

STATE WITHHOLDING

May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax

May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
STATE WITHHOLDING

STATE WITHHOLDING

5/14/15

CTINVP

POLICY #0027324

POLICY #0027324

POLICY #0027324

POLICY #0027324

JULY 2015 PREMIUMS

6/9/15

1000632209 0001

5/29/15

43426

43426

43426

LICENSE REFUND

INV001

INV001

5/31/15

1578028

4394

PERA COORDINATED PLAN
EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA PERA)
PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN
EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE & FIRE PLAI
PERA COORDINATED PLAN
EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA PERA)
PERA DEFINED PLAN

EMPLOYER SHARE (PERA DEFINED PLA
PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN
EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE & FIRE PLAI
PETTY CASH REQUEST

PETTY CASH REQUEST

5/28/15

IGH FIRE STATION 3
REIMBURSE-BODY ARMOR
1022556

FLINT HILLS SCHOLARHIP DINNER
REGISTRATION 2/25/15

Account Number
101.45.3200.419.30420
101.43.5100.442.30420
101.41.1000.413.30401
101.43.5100.442.30420
101.45.3300.419.30420
101.43.5100.442.30420
101.41.1000.413.30420
101.45.3200.419.30420
101.42.4000.421.30420
101.43.5000.441.30420
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
101.41.1100.413.30500
101.44.6000.451.60040
101.44.6000.451.60065
101.44.6000.451.60040
101.42.4200.423.40042
101.42.4200.423.40042
101.203.2032100
101.41.1100.413.50070
101.42.4200.423.30700
101.203.2030300
101.207.2070300
101.207.2070300
101.203.2030300
101.203.2030300
101.43.5100.442.60065
101.43.5200.443.60045
101.203.2030900
101.42.4000.421.20620
101.45.3300.419.20620
101.203.2030900
101.203.2031600
101.44.6000.451.60065
101.42.4000.421.60040
101.44.6000.451.50080
101.42.4200.423.60045
101.42.4200.423.60045
101.42.4200.423.60045
101.45.0000.3219500
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.42.4200.423.50070
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.42.4000.421.60065
101.203.2030600
101.203.2030600
101.203.2030600
101.203.2030600
101.203.2030600
101.203.2030600
101.203.2030600
101.203.2030600
101.203.2030600
101.203.2030600
101.41.2000.415.50065
101.41.2000.415.50075
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.42.4200.423.40040
101.42.4000.421.60045
101.43.5200.443.40046
101.41.1000.413.50075
101.45.3200.419.50080

Amount
88.00
121.00
240.00
1,845.00
488.00
121.00
6,600.40
1,317.00
36.00
16.00
1,735.00
118.00
780.00
1,285.00
1,075.00
1,225.00
275.00
765.00
2,487.02
450.00
16.54
11.51
34.99
54.56
54.56
300.41
153.24
10.00
1,221.58
0.09
11.72
19,462.73
6.30
38.94
64.94
2,915.26
-120.70
-16.10
2,968.47
320.00
5,160.00
7,605.00
15.00
1,293.30
14.59
353.00
50.00
249.27
867.07
85.00
19.99
48.80
4,226.70
325.12
767.64
1,151.45
34,031.78
2,617.86
69.23
69.23
12,174.57
18,261.94
14.95
15.00
420.00
304.00
484.50
1,980.00
35.00
38.00



Vendor Name
SHAPCO PRINTING
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, INC.
SHOWROOM AUTO CARE
SOLBERG AGGREGATE CO
SOLBERG AGGREGATE CO
SPECIALIZED ENVIRONMENTAL TECH INC
SPRINT
SPRINT
SPRINT
SPRINT
SPRINT
SPRINT
SPRINT
SPRINT
THOMSON REUTER - WEST
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP.
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP.
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP.
TRANS UNION LLC
TRUGREEN

- TRUGREEN
TRUGREEN
TRUGREEN
TWIN CITIES OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH PC
TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC
TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED
UNITED STATES TREASURY
UNITED STATES TREASURY
UNITED STATES TREASURY
UNITED STATES TREASURY
UNITED STATES TREASURY
UNITED STATES TREASURY
UNITED STATES TREASURY
UNITED STATES TREASURY
WINGET, DAVE
ZACK'S, INC.

Fund: 201 - C.V.B. FUND
LONE OAK COMPANIES

Fund: 204 - RECREATION FUND
BRITTON, GERI

BUDGET SIGN AND GRAPHICS
CAMPOS, RAMON

COMMUNITY EDUCATION
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
HALE, WILLIAM

IGH SENIOR CLUB

KROOG, RACHAEL

LAVIN LACROSSE LLC

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN VOLLEYBALL HEADQUARTERS INC
OFFICE DEPOT

Payable Number
318342

1669-0

297799

9263

13852

13958

17459
842483314-163
842483314-163
842483314-163
842483314-163
842483314-163
842483314-163
842483314-163
842483314-163
831903744
64231 B

64235 B

64238 B
5552446
33315919
33409779
33409782
33409785
3382387
025-126884
025-127326
0900253998
0900253998
090 0256888
090 0256888
0900254943
0900254943
090 0257852
090 0257852
0900255914
0900255914
248936
250984
251261
6/11/15
6/11/15
6/11/15
6/11/15
6/11/15
6/11/15
6/11/15
6/11/15
6/9/15

30555

67329

6/19/15
60545
6/19/15
6/4/15
IN561107
IN561107
IN563389
6/1/15
6/4/15
6/1/15
962

May 2015
1598

Post Date

06/17/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015

06/18/2015

07/01/2015
06/16/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/19/2015
06/24/2015

6/16/15 6011 5685 1008 8883 07/01/2015

Description (Payable)
0585
5/28/15
4340
5/29/15
4/8/15
5/31/15
10984
842483314
842483314
842483314
842483314
842483314
842483314
842483314
842483314
1000197212
CIToo1
CITO01
ClToo1
924v0009007
6/4/15
6005159426
605159426
6005159426
6/4/15
41443
41443
5/27/15
5/27/15
6/16/15
6/16/15
6/2/15
6/2/15
1051948
1051948
6/9/15
6/9/15
114866
114866
114866
05915
05915
05915
05915
05915
05915
05915
05915
POLICE
72159

GUIDES 5

Account Number

101.,44.6000.451.30700
101.44.6000.451.40047
101.43,5100.442.,30300
101.45.3300.419.40041
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.44.6000.451,60016
101.41.1000.413.50020
101.41,1100.413.50020
101.41,2000.415.50020
101.42,4000.421.50020
101.42.4200.423.50020
101.43.5000.441.50020
101.44.6000.451.50020
101.45.3000.419.50020
101.42,4000.421.30700
101.43.5400.445.40042
101.43.5400.445.40042
101.44.6000.451.40040
101.41.1100.413.30500
101.44,6000.451.30700
101.44.6000.451.30700
101.44,6000.451.30700
101.44,6000.451.30700
101.41,1100.413.30500
101.41.2000.415.60040
101.41.2000.415.40044
101.43,5200.443.60045
101.44,6000.451.60045
101.43,5200.443.60045
101.44.6000.451.60045
101.43.5200.443.60045
101.44.6000.451.,60045
101.43,5200.443,60045
101.44,6000.451.,60045
101.43.5200.443.60045
101.44,6000.451.60045
101.42,4000.421.60045
101.42.4000.421.60045
101.42.4000.421.60045
101.41.1100.413.30550
101.41.2000.415,30550
101.42.4000.421.30550
101.43,5100,442.30550
101.43.5200.443.30550
101.44,6000.451.30550
101.45.3300.419.30550
101.45.3300.419.30550
101.42.4000.421.50075
101.43.5200.443.60040

Fund 101 - GENERAL FUND Total:

201.44.1600.465.50035

Fund 201 - C.V.B. FUND Total:

REIMBURSE-CANCELLED SHELTER REN' 204.44,0000.3470000

5/28/15

204.44.6100.452,60009

REIMBURSE-CANCELLED ADULT SOFTB 204.228.2280100

6/4/15

16-00000104
16-00000104
4/1/15-4/30/15
6/1/15

6/4/15

6/1/15

5/28/15

May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
6/15/15

6011 5685 1008 8883

204.227.2271000

204.44.6100.452.30550
204.44.6100.452.30550
204.44.6100.452.30550
204.44.6100.452.30700
204.227.2271000

204.44.6100.452.30700
204,44.6100,452.60009
204,207.2070300

204.44.6100.452.30700
204.44,6100.452.60040

Amount
52.00
395.93
2,627.14
149.92
397.80
380.17
640.00
69.98
69.98
34.99
34,99
34.99
34,99
34,99
34,99
155.35
208.05
247.00
98.80
26.50
2,399.04
649.74
349.86
699,72
745.00
65.00
438,00
30.89
21.71
30.89
21.71
30.89
21.71
30.89
21.71
30.89
21,71
544,15
67.47
38.99
3.50
7.90
31.00
7.00
2.00
6.66
4.50
1.80
16.58
289.07

420,113.57

469,89
469.89

55.00
20.00
50.00
4,864.00
12,78
1.00
1.56
350.00
1,068.00
300.00
519.95
546.13
1,526.00
14.19




Vendor Name

SOCCER SHOTS

STICKS AND TONES BAND
TAHO SPORTSWEAR
TRAVELTAGS
TRAVELTAGS

UNITED STATES TREASURY

UNIVERSAL ATHLETIC SERVICE, INC.

WILLIAMSON, BERT
WILLIAMSON, BERT

Fund: 205 - COMMUNITY CENTER
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

BECKER ARENA PRODUCTS, INC.
COMCAST

COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, INC.

CRARY, AMY

DISCOUNT SCHOOL SUPPLY
DISCOUNT SCHOOL SUPPLY
ECSI SYSTEM INTEGRATORS
ECSI SYSTEM INTEGRATORS
ECSI SYSTEM INTEGRATORS
ELIFEGUARD, INC.
ELIFEGUARD, INC.

GARTNER REFRIGERATION & MFG, INC

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEF(TS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEF(TS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GOODIN COMPANY

GRAINGER

GRAINGER

GRAINGER

GRAINGER

HAWKINS, INC,

HAWKINS, INC,

HAWKINS, INC,

HAWKINS, INC.

HILLYARD INC

HILLYARD INC

HILLYARD INC

HILLYARD INC

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HUEBSCH SERVICES

HUEBSCH SERVICES

HUEBSCH SERVICES

INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN PREMIER PUBLICATIONS
OLSEN FIRE PROTECTION, INC
OLSEN FIRE PROTECTION, INC
ONKEN, CORY

PETTY CASH

PIONEER PRESS

PRECISION DYNAMICS CORP
PRECISION DYNAMICS CORP
PRECISION DYNAMICS CORP
PRECISION DYNAMICS CORP

PUSH PEDAL PULL

Payable Number
4/29/15

6/1/15
15TF1076
6/19/15
6/19/15

6/11/45
1501-003611
6/19/15
6/19/15

524436/5
524562/5
524587/5
524478/5
00103140
6/12/15 877210 591 0127188
36196
5/28/15
P3295894D001
P32997860001
23159
23386
23386
58969
58969
15344
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
01352586-00
9769201196
9769201196
9759249437
97262138890
3731383
3731384
3740728
3740729
601636550
601636550
601645714
601645714
6/7/15 6035 3220 1712 8343
3460173
3460173
3470727
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
May 2015
159151
59580
59580
6/10/15
6/22/15
515414398
2998215
2999061
3001545
3004942
141547

Post Date

07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015

06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/19/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015

Description (Payable)
4/29/15

6/1/15

6/9/15

Account Number

204.44.6100.452,30700
204.44.6100.452.30700
204.44,6100.452.60045

ADULT SOFTBALL REFUND LOW ENROL 204.207.2070300
ADULT SOFTBALL REFUND LOW ENROL 204.44.0000.3470000

05915
154421

REIMBURSE-PICKLEBALL
REIMBURSE-PICKLEBALL

501126
501126
501126
501126
INV0O0O

8772 10591 0127188
JUNE 2015
REIMBURSE-SAMS CLUB
5/29/15
0008009003
COREY

165950
165950
6/10/15
6/10/15
VETEO1
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-000001.04
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
1001619
806460150
806460150
806460150
806460150
108815
108815
108815
108815
274069
274069
274069
274069

6035 3220 1712 8343
92965

92965

92965

JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015

May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax

11211

2709538

2709538
REIMBURSE-MILEAGE
PETTY CASH REQUEST
414398

162898

162898

162898

162898

FT-150514

204.44.6100.452.30550
204.44.6100.452.60009
204.207.2070300
204.44.0000.3470000

Fund 204 - RECREATION FUND Total:

205.44.6200.453.60016
205.44.6200.453.40042
205.44.6200.453,60011
205.44.6200.453.60040
205.44.6200.453.60065
205.44.6200.453.50070
205.44.6200,453.40040
205.44.6200.453.60016
205.44.6200.453.60065
205.44.6200.453.60065
205.44.6200.453.50055
205.44.6200.453.50055
205.44.6200.453.50055
205.44.6200.453.60065
205.44.6200.453.60065
205.44.6200.453.40040
205.44.6200.453.30550
205.44.6200.453.30550
205.44.6200.453.30550
205.44.6200.453.30550
205.44.6200.453.30550
205.44.6200.453.30550
205.44.6200.453.30550
205.44.6200.453.30550
205.44.6200.453.30550
205.44.6200.453.30550
205.44.6200.453.60016
205.44.6200.453.60016
205.44.6200.453.60016
205.44.6200.453.40040
205.44.6200.453.60016
205.44.6200.453.60024
205.44.6200.453.60024
205.44.6200.453.60024
205.44.6200.453.60024
205.44.6200.453.60011
205.44.6200.453.60011
205.44.6200.453.60011
205.44.6200.453.60011
205.44.6200.453.60012
205.44.6200.453.40040
205.44.6200.453.40040
205.44.6200.453.40040
205.44.6200.453.60040
205.44.6200.453.60040
205.44.6200.453.60040
205.44.6200.453.60040
205.207.2070300

205.44.6200.453.50025
205.44.6200.453.50055
205.44,6200.453.50055
205.44.6200.453.50065
205.44.6200.453.60065
205.44.6200.453.50025
205,44.6200.453.60065
205.44.6200.453.60065
205.44.6200.453.60065
205.44,6200.453.60065
205.44.6200.453.60018

Amount
876.00
300.00
901.00
34.92
490.08
0.76
38.33
1.33
18.67

11,989.70

19.98
17.25
29.96
7.98
620.99
191.14
6,767.85
9,98
481.16
17.09
277.16
340,63
340,62
176.76
970,05
2,009.00
11.00
34.14
12.50
12.50
3.50
156
1.56
1.56
1.44
1.56
227.57
121.08
121.08
29.13
114.72
1,263.34
1,015.60
930.20
1,455.23
758,55
255.44
250,25
250,25
167.54
190.20
56.47
3.92
191.85
321.70
577.90
-282.72
7,525.88
578.00
475.00
475.00
34,09
7.99
250,00
529.30
52.93
52,93
52,93
836.02




Vendor Name

RICE SOUND & SERVICE INC

RICE SOUND & SERVICE INC

S & S WORLDWIDE

SCHINDLER ELEVATOR CORPORATION
SPRUNG SERVICES

ST. CROIX VALLEY POPCORN LLC
TAHO SPORTSWEAR
TOTALCONSTRUCTION & EQUIP.
UNITED LABORATORIES

UNITED STATES TREASURY
UNITED STATES TREASURY
UNITED STATES TREASURY
UNITED STATES TREASURY
VANCO SERVICES LLC

VISUAL COMMUNICATIONS
VISUAL COMMUNICATIONS

W W GOETSCH ASSOC INC
WONICK, JubY

Fund: 290 - EDA

DCA TITLE WEST ST. PAUL

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
INTEGRA REALTY RESOURCES
INTEGRA REALTY RESOURCES
INTEGRA REALTY RESOURCES
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
PROGRESS PLUS

SHIPTON, CHRISTOPHER & LUCI
UNITED STATES TREASURY

Fund: 402 - PARK ACQ. & DEV. FUND
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.

Fund: 428 - 2008 IMPROVEMENT FUND
M & J SERVICES, LLC

Fund: 434 - 2014 IMPROVEMENT FUND
BRKW APPRAISALS, INC.
S. M. HENTGES & SONS, INC.

Fund: 435 - 2015 IMPROVEMENT FUND
JUST RITE CONST INC
PALDA AND SONS, INC.

Fund: 440 - PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROJ

LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
PALDA AND SONS, INC.
S. M. HENTGES & SONS, INC.

Fund: 441 - STORM WATER MANAGEMENT

BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY
SALSCHEIDER, TIM

Fund: 446 - NW AREA

LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
S. M, HENTGES & SONS, INC,

Fund: 451 - HOST COMMUNITY FUND
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY

BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY
BARSNESS, KIRSTIN

Payable Number
04-2656
04-2656
8626064
8104020326
66697
81515825
15tf1120
64233 B
INV119528
6/11/15
6/11/15
6/11/15
6/11/15
6757407
11005
11006
94466
6/18/15

4195 68TH ST E
IN561107

IN561107

IN563389

124-2015-0130
124-2015-0131
124-2015-0132

81000F 5/15 EDA

81000E 5/15 EDA-Shipton
199

6/24/15

6/11/15

81000E 5/15 Impr Project-HVP

1251

7513
6/22/15 PAY VO. NO. 7

681888
PAYVO.NO. 1

Post Date

06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015

06/23/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015

06/18/2015

06/18/2015

06/18/2015
06/24/2015

06/18/2015
06/24/2015

81000E 5/15 #1509E 47th st & 106/18/2015

PAYVO.NO. 1
6/22/15 PAY VO.NO. 7

23190328.14-33
3/24/15

06/24/2015
06/24/2015

06/18/2015
06/24/2015

81000E 5/15 #1510-Impr Projec06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 #1511-Impr Projec 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 #1513-Impr Projec 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 2014-13 NWA UTI 06/18/2015

6/22/15 PAYVO. NO. 1

23190218.00-229
23190218.00-230
230

06/24/2015

06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015

Description (Payable) Account Number

5/28/15 205.44.6200.453.60018
5/28/15 205.44.6200.453.60040
21523583 205.44.6200.453.60065
1077364 205.44.6200.453.40040
6/8/15 205.44.6200.453.40040
6/5/15 205.44.6200.453.76050

6/3/15 205.44.6200.453.60045

CIToo1 205.44.6200.453.40040
304172 205.44.6200.453.60016
05915 205.44.6200.453.30550
05915 205.44.6200.453.30550
05915 205.44.6200.453.30550
05915 205.44.6200.453.30550
ES12073 205.44.6200.,453,70600
140304A REV 205.44.6200.453,80200
140304A 205.44.6200.453.80300

6/1/15 205.44.6200.453.40040
REIMBURSE-WALMART 205.44.6200.453.60065
Fund 205 - COMMUNITY CENTER Total:

SHIPTON 4195 68TH ST E PURCHASE  290.45.3000.419.80100
16-00000104 290.45.3000.419.30550
16-00000104 290.45,3000.419.30550
4/1/15-4/30/15 290.45.3000.419.30550

5/5/15 290.45.3000.419.30700
5/5/15 290.45.3000.419.30700
5/5/15 290.45.3000.419.30700
5/15 EDA 290.45.3000.419.30420
5/15 EDA-Shipton 290.45,3000.419.30420
6/17/15 290.45.3000.419.50070

ESCROW FUND RETURN 4195 68TH ST 290.45.3000.419.80100
05915 290.45.3000.419.30550
Fund 290 - EDA Total:

402.44.6000.451.30420
Fund 402 - PARK ACQ. & DEV. FUND Total:

5/15 Impr Project-HVP

6/9/15 428.72.5900.728.80300
Fund 428 - 2008 IMPROVEMENT FUND Total:
5/18/15 434.42.4200.423.30700

CITY PROJECT 2014-09D 434,73.5900.734.80300
Fund 434 - 2014 IMPROVEMENT FUND Total:

6/1/15 435.44.5900,735.80300
CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-14 435.73.5900.735.80300
Fund 435 - 2015 IMPROVEMENT FUND Total:

5/15 #1509E 47th st & Neigh Recon  440.74.5900.740.30420
CITY PROJECT NO. 2015-14 440,74.5500.740.80300
CITY PROJECT 2014-09D 440.74.5900.740.80300

Fund 440 - PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROJ Total:

PROJECT REVIEW AND STUDIES 441.74,5900.741.30700
EASEMENT 2306 99TH ST 441.74,5900.741.80100
Fund 441 - STORM WATER MANAGEMENT Total:

446.74.5900.746.30420
446.74.5900.746.30420
446.74,5900.746.,30420
446,74.5900.746.30420
446.74.5900.746.80300

Fund 446 - NW AREA Total:

5/15 #1510-Impr Project
5/15 #1511-Impr Project
5/15 #1513-Impr Project
5/15 2014-13 NWA UTILITY
CITY PROJECT 2015-11

3GWM 451.75.5900.751.30700
3GWM 451.75.5900.751.30700
6/22/15 451,75.5900.751.30700

Amount
76.00
485.00
117.96
287.16
611.65
314.85
825.50
98.80
509.43
5.58
1.00
2.00
0.50
61.45
5,328.00
1,900.00
1,380.00
5.32

43,258.49

194,825.29
0.85
0.40
1.44
3,000.00
3,000.00
3,000.00
168.00
220,00
12,500.00
5,000.00
0.20
221,716.18

810.00
810.00

11,944.30

11,944.30

4,400.00

5,860.79

10,260.79

96,300.00

130,855.14

227,155.14

641.50
226,777.71

45,260.11

272,679.32

1,220.27

3,000.00

4,220.27

1,887.50
88.00
3,511.00
273.50

612,937.11

618,697.11

4,476.50
12,189.50
1,520.00




Vendor Name
JOEL CARLSON
MASTER MECHANICAL INC

Fund: 454 - LANDFILL ABATEMENT
JR'S APPLIANCE DISPOSAL
LIBERTY TIRE RECYCLING, LLC

Fund: 501 - WATER UTILITY FUND
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ARROW MOWER, INC.

CITY OF BLOOMINGTON

ELROY'S ELECTRIC SERVICE

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

GRAINGER

HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS LTD
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES

JRK SEED & TURF SUPPLY

LAKELAND ENGINEERING EQUIPMENT CO.
MIDWEST SAFETY COUNSELORS, INC.
MIDWEST SAFETY COUNSELORS, INC.
MIDWEST SAFETY COUNSELORS, INC.
MIDWEST SAFETY COUNSELORS, INC.
MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY
MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC.

MT! DISTRIBUTING CO

PETTY CASH

Q3 CONTRACTING

Q3 CONTRACTING

SHAPCO PRINTING

SHAPCO PRINTING

SHAPCO PRINTING
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS

SPRINT

UNITED STATES TREASURY

WALKER LAWN CARE, INC.

WALKER LAWN CARE, INC.

Fund: 502 - SEWER UTILITY FUND

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENVIRON SRVCS
TOTALCONSTRUCTION & EQUIP.
TOTALCONSTRUCTION & EQUIP.
TOTALCONSTRUCTION & EQUIP.

UNITED STATES TREASURY

Fund: 503 - INVER WOOD GOLF COURSE
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ARAMARK REFRESHMENT SERVICES
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES
COCA COLA BOTTLING COMPANY
COCA COLA BOTTLING COMPANY
COLLEGE CITY BEVERAGE

COLLEGE CITY BEVERAGE

COLLEGE CITY BEVERAGE

DENNY'S 5TH AVENUE BAKERY
DENNY'S 5TH AVENUE BAKERY

Payable Number
JULY 2015
42506

86515
692526

524611/5
524612/5
523028/5
34281
6/1/15

4380
IN561107
IN561107
IN563389
9758678891
9762161009
E035202
6/12/15 1268
15622/4
12286441-01
1VC0042331
1VC0042561
1VC0042396
1VC0042485
ABR01192651
May 2015
May 2015
288536
1014480-00
6/22/15
5/28/15
5/28/15
318342
318663
318749
6577-8
842483314-163
6/11/15
6006

6008

IN561107
IN563389
1045270
64230 B
64234 8
64236 8
6/11/15

524570/5
524580/5
524582/2
524530/5
520708/5
523607/5
1183638
629-8245649
0118488013
0158510710
328173
920565
377405
561534
561790

Post Date
07/01/2015
06/18/2015

06/24/2015
06/18/2015

06/24/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/24/2015
06/17/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/17/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015

06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015

06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015

Description {Payable)
JULY 2015
INVFIR

6/12/15
58454

501126
501126
501126

9168

6/1/15

6/9/15
16-00000104
16-00000104
4/1/15-4/30/15
806460150
806460150
099872

1268

1382

6/4/15
ORD0033281
6/12/15
ORD0033460
6/9/15

10761

May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax

CTINVE
91180
PETTY CASH REQUEST
5/28/15
5/28/15
0585

0585

0585
6682-5453-5
842483314
05915
6/5/15
6/5/15

16-00000104
4/1/15-4/30/15
5084

CIT001

CITo01

CIT001

05915

501130
501130
501130
501130
501126
501126
48128
792502342
6/12/15
6/17/15
3592
3592
3592
IW185
IW185

Account Number
451.75.5900,751.30700
451.75.5900.751.80200

Fund 451 - HOST COMMUNITY FUND Total:

454,43.5500.446.40025
454.43.5500.446.40025
Fund 454 - LANDFILL ABATEVIENT Total:

501.50.7100.512.60040
501.50.7100.512.60016
501.50.7100.512.60016
501.50.7100.512.60016
501.50.7100.512.30700
501.50.7100.512.40040
501.50,7100.512.30550
501.50.7100.512.30550
501.50.7100.512.30550
501.50.7100.512.60011
501.50.7100.512.40042
501.50.7100.512.40043
501.50.7100.512.60016
501.50.7100.512.60016
501.50.7100.512.40042
501.50.7100.512,60065
501,50.7100.512.60011
501.50.7100.512.60016
501.50.7100.512.60065
501.50.7100.512.40040
501.207.2070200
501.207.2070300
501.50.7100.512.60045
501.50.7100.512.60016
501.50.7100.512.60016
501.207.2070300
501.50.0000.3813000
501.50.7100.512.50030
501.50.7100.512.50032
501.50.7100.512.50030
501.50.7100.512.40040
501.50.7100.512,50020
501.50.7100.512.30550
501.50.7100.512.60016
501.50.7100.512.60016
Fund 501 - WATER UTILITY FUND Total:

502.51.7200.514.30550
502.51.7200.514.30550
502.51.7200.514.40015
502.51,7200.514.40042
502.51,7200.514.40042
502.51.7200.514.40042
502.51.7200.514.30550
Fund 502 - SEWER UTILITY FUND Total:

503.52.8500.526.60065
503.52.8300.524.60065
503.52.8600.527.40040
503.52.8000.521.60065
503.52.8400.525.40041
503.52.8600.527.60012
503.52,8300.524.76100
503.52,8600.527.60045
503.52.8300.524.76100
503.52.8300.524.76100
503,52,8300.524.76150
503.52,8300.524.76150
503.52.8300.524.76150
503.52.8300.524.76050
503.52.8300.524.76050

Amount
1,000.00

16,800.00

35,986.00

128.10
150,00
278.10

33,99
12.45
9,99
13.66
420.00
79.22
27.62
6.10
1.50
177.88
125.00
9,677.22
283.34
169.90
834,60
175.00
154.64
122,13
161.00
10.00
3,892.36
24.79
79.98
239.73
6.00
-21.09
-295.96
104.00
5,850.00
1,065.00
106.74
69.98
5.80
897.65
839,10

25,359.32

16.62

1.56

141,807.25

2,205.09

148.20

98.80

4.20
144,281.72

2.13
17.07
21.34
33.61
52.96
39.39

228,96
117.09
950.15
550.84
326.10
1,030.80
541.05
90.06
73.56




Vendor Name

DENNY'S 5TH AVENUE BAKERY
DENNY'S 5TH AVENUE BAKERY
DENNY'S 5TH AVENUE BAKERY
DEX MEDIA EAST

DRAFT TECHNOLOGIES

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GLOVEIT, LLC

HEGGIES PIZZA

JJ TAYLOR DIST. COMPANY OF MN
JJTAYLOR DIST. COMPANY OF MN
M. AMUNDSON LLP

M. AMUNDSON LLP

MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY
IMETRO CASH REGISTER SYSTEMS
MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN GOLF ASSOCIATION, INC.

MN GOLF ASSOCIATION, INC.,

MN GOLF ASSOCIATION, INC.

MN GOLF ASSOCIATION, INC.

MTI DISTRIBUTING CO

MTI DISTRIBUTING CO

NAPA OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
PIONEER PRESS

PRESTIGE ELECTRIC, INC,

PUFFY CREAM DONUTS

PUKKA

R.J.'S GOLF CARTS

REED'S SALES & SERVICE
SHAMROCK GROUP

SHAMROCK GROUP

SHAMROCK GROUP

SHAMROCK GROUP

SHAMROCK GROUP

SHAMROCK GROUP

TAYLOR MADE GOLF COMPANY INC
TDS METROCOM

TITLEIST

TOUR EDGE GOLF MFG., INC.
UNITED STATES TREASURY
UNITED STATES TREASURY

US FOODSERVICE

US FOODSERVICE

US FOODSERVICE

WINFIELD SOLUTIONS, LLC
WINFIELD SOLUTIONS, LLC
WINFIELD SOLUTIONS, LLC
WINFIELD SOLUTIONS, LLC

WIRTZ BEVERAGE MN BEER INC
WIRTZ BEVERAGE MN BEER INC
YAMAHA GOLF & UTILITY, INC.

Fund: 602 - RISK MANAGEMENT
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
UNITED STATES TREASURY

Fund: 603 - CENTRAL EQUIPMENT
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE

ALTERNATORS STARTERS & PARTS INC

Payable Number
562472
560388 B
560702 B
6/20/15 110360619
06081505
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN561107
IN563389
IN563389
IN563389
73491
1142329
2379159
2379029
197268
197510
5029388
553474

77555

May 2015

May 2015

May 2015
45-0413-02C
45-0413-03 B
45-0413-05 A
45-0413-08
1018042-00
1018843-00
422788
0515520544
86358

3538
BUOO765IN
6/20/15
138781
1896277
1897807
1896643
1899863
1902137
1898624
30496540
6/13/15 651 457 3667
900921126
IN-1050227
6/11/15
6/11/15
3990874
3659912
37436448
000060152052
000060152560
000060152563
000060152565
1090422172
1090417051
01-137455

IN561107
IN561107
IN563389
6/11/15

524531/5
A03742

Post Date

07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015

06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015

06/18/2015
06/24/2015

Description (Payable)
1W185

IW185

IW185
110360619
6/8/15
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
16-00000104
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
4/1/15-4/30/15
F69166

1708

00834

00834

902858

902858
24129-04-502938
24129-04-553474
GOLF

May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax

5/19/15
5/19/15
5/19/15
6/11/18
402307
402307
4165
520544
INVERWOOD
6/1/15 GOLF
6/2/15
6/12/15
INCI191
7176

07176

7176

07176
07176
07176
602343
651 457 3667
3010794112
GOLF

05915
05915
03805983
3805983
3805983
156650
156650
156650
156650
75606
75606
INVERWOOD

16-00000104
16-00000104
4/1/15-4/30/15
05915

501126
01701

Account Number

503.52,8300.524.76050
503.52.8300,524.76050
503.52.8300.524.76050
503.52.8500.526.50025
503.52,8300.524.40042
503.52.8000.521.30550
503.52.8500,526.30550
503.52.8600.527.30550
503.52.8600.527.30550
503,52.8000.521.30550
503.52,8500.526.30550
503.52.8600.527,30550
503.52.8200.523.76300
503.52.8300.524.76050
503.52.8300.524.76150
503.52.8300.524.76150
503.52.8300.524.76050
503.,52.8300.524.76050
503.52.8400.525.60021
503.52.8400.525.60021
503.52.8000.521.60010
503,207.2070300

503.52.8500.526.50020
503.52.8600.527.60020
503.52.8000.521.70250
503.52.8000.521.70250
503.52.8000.521.70250
503.52.8000.521.70250
503.52.8600.527.40042
503.52.8600.527.40042
503.52.8600.527.40042
503.52.8500.526.50025
503.52.8600.527.40040
503.52.8300.524.76050
503.52.8200.523.76200
503.52.8400.525.40065
503.52.8600.527.60022
503.52.8300.524.76100
503.52.8300.524.76100
503.52.8300.524.76100
503.,52.8300.524.76100
503.52.8300.524.76100
503.52.8300.524.76100
503.52.8200.523,76200
503.52,8500.526.50020
503.52.8200.523,76450
503.52.8200.523.76250

503,52.8000.521.30550

503.52.8600.527.30550
503.52,8300.524.76050
503.52.8300.524.76050
503.52.8300.524.76050
503.52.8600.527.60030
503.52.8600.527.60030
503.52.8600.527.60035
503.52.8600.527.60035
503.52.8300.524.76150
503.52.8300.524.76150
503.52.8400.525.40041

Fund 503 - INVER WOOD GOLF COURSE Total:

602.00.2100.415.30550
602.00.2100.415.30550
602.,00.2100.415.30550
602,00.2100.415.30550

Fund 602 - RISK MANAGEMENT Total:

603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041

Amount
67.45
85.69

101.06

100.82
50,00
18.50

4.06
7.90
21,50
1.56
1.56
1.56
34,00
53.60

284.60

474.00

216.48

310.09

1,375.05
1,273.85
187.10
15,206.38
18.56
16.46
3,168.00
1,848,00

110.00
15.00

536.51

182.03
97.57
75.00

128.00

131,75

615.00

420,00
81.57

107.00

102.00

102.00

139.50

107.00

102.00

1,392.57

257.10

567.00

501.00

4,00
2.00
1,030.95
26.90
888.34
9,543.14
2,376.10
5,066.86

848.16

352.00

352.00

239.64

55,502.63

0.38
0.98
1.42
0.10
2.88

12,80
262.46




Vendor Name

BETTS, BETH

BOYER TRUCKS - MINNEAPOLIS
BOYER TRUCKS - MINNEAPOLIS
BOYER TRUCKS - MINNEAPOLIS

C.J. SPRAY, INC.

CFA SOFTWARE INC

COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, INC.
CRAWFORD DOOR SALES COMPANY
CUSTOM FIRE APPARATUS INC
EMERGENCY APPARATUS MAINTENANCE
EMERGENCY AUTOMOTIVE TECHNOLOGIES
EMERGENCY AUTOMOTIVE TECHNOLOGIES
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY
FACTORY MOTOR -PARTS COMPANY
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY
FERRELLGAS

FERRELLGAS

FROSTINC,

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
HANCO CORPORATION

HANCO CORPORATION

HANCO CORPORATION

HOTSY EQUIPMENT OF MINNESOTA
INTERSTATE POWERSYSTEMS
INVER GROVE FORD

INVER GROVE FORD

INVER GROVE FORD

INVER GROVE FORD

INVER GROVE FORD

INVER GROVE FORD

INVER GROVE FORD

KIMBALL MIDWEST

L.T.G. POWER EQUIPMENT

LT.G. POWER EQUIPMENT

L.T.G. POWER EQUIPMENT
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY

METRO JANITORIAL SUPPLY INC
METRO JANITORIAL SUPPLY INC
METROMATS

METROMATS

METROMATS

MIDWEST LIFT WORKS LLC
MIDWEST LIFT WORKS LLC

MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY
MN DEPT OF REVENUE

NORTH AMERICAN TRAILER SALES
NORTH AMERICAN TRAILER SALES
NORTH AMERICAN TRAILER SALES
NUSS TRUCK AND EQUIPMENT
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

O'REILY AUTO PARTS

O'REILLY AUTO PARTS

Payable Number
1065

963762
963762X1
961764
3059485
12885

36196

18414
6/25/15
5/28/15
RP041515-1
CG061015-2
1-4703806
5-3009716
1-4711512
1-Z04631
1087922341
1087799690
1437
IN561107
IN563389
774239
774240
775693
1607557
€001109101:01
5178521
5178730
5180166
5180414
5179215
5179401
CM0001028
4274664
189849
190134
191073
577310
528419
528421
11013518
11013519
11797

14427

14522

1230

1231
ABR01193251
5/31/15
3103686
3103688
3103984

1628
1767-145404 C
1767-145417 C
1767-145439 C
1767-146729 B
1767-146842 B
1767-146843 B
1767-146900 B
1767-147002 B
1767-147062 B
1767-1472158
1767-147283 B
1767-148064 B
1767-148068
1767-148068
1767-148396
1767-148401
1767-148408

Post Date

06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/25/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/17/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/24/2015
06/17/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/17/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/23/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/1.8/2015
06/17/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015

Description (Payable)
6/11/15

MVA12322
MVA12322

€20390

109206

9845

JUNE 2015

4840

FORD F550 FAST ATTACK TRUCK

80537
4/15/15
6/10/15
10799

SHOP

10799

10799
7754787
7754787
RICK JACKSON
16-00000104
4/1/15-4/30/15
6/1/15
332660
332660
35140

13468
5/27/15
5/28/15
6/15/15
6/17/15
6/3/15
6/4/15

6/9/15
222006
5/22/15

5656

5656
23866-01-577310
23866-01-528419
23866-0101-528421
6/11/15
6/11/15
10/2/14
5/14/15
5/28/15
6/12/15
6/12/15
12982

FUEL TAX MAY 2015
10095

10095

10095
5/27/15
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028

Account Number

603.00.5300.444.40040
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.,40041
603.00.5300.444.40041,
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40042
603.00.5300.444.40040
603.00.5300.444.40040
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
603.00,5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444,40041
603.140.1450050

603.00.5300.444.40040
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
603.00.5300.444.60040
603.00.5300.444.60014
603.00.5300.444.,40040
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
603.00.5300.444,40041
603.00.5300.444.60012
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.140.1450060

603.140.1450060

603.140.1450060

603.00.5300.444.60011
603.00.5300.444.60012
603.00.5300.444.40065
603.00.5300.444.40065
603.00.5300.444.40065
603.00.5300.444.40040
603.00.5300.444,40040
603.00.5300.444.40040
603.00,5300.444,60021
603.00.5300.444.,40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.80800
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.140.1450050

603.00.5300.444.40041
603.140,1450050

603.00.5300.444.60012
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
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.140,1450050

603.00.5300.444.60012
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041

Amount
435,56
33.06
203.65
438.95
129.55
2,995.00
273.76
1,837.95
264,154.00
251.00
287.70
69.30
225.08
202.33
-225.08
93.92
53.17
82.41
739.20
9.24
1.50
102.45
48.52
543.46
269.59
45.36
223,12
9.58
554.09
121.01
68.43
46.69
-46.69
484.67
23.52
430,01
125.48
5,056.03
5,664.65
11,718.59
74.42
133.31
38.50
38.50
38.50
975.62
450.00
10.00
273.60
24.40
24,40
246,22
36,300.00
224,18
170.46
15.27
9.44
178.67
11.46
17.57
62.50
5.74
19.38
51.96
19.78
2,19
11.39
18.36
323.26
9.99




Vendor Name
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
PETTY CASH

PETTY CASH

PIONEER RIM & WHEEL CO
PIONEER RIM & WHEEL CO
PUMP AND METER SERVICE INC
PUMP AND METER SERVICE INC
PUMP AND METER SERVICE INC
SEXTON COMPANY, THE
SNAP-ON INDUSTRIAL
TITAN MACHINERY

TOTALCONSTRUCTION & EQUIP.
TOTALCONSTRUCTION & EQUIP.

Payable Number
1767-148417
1767-148455
1767-148599
1767-144396 C
1767-144533 C
1767-144784 B
1767-144808 B
1767-145255 C
1767-149159
1767-149162
1767-149210
1767-149217
1767-149240
1767-150907
1767-150912
1767-150916
1767-151105
1767-151118
1767-151158
1767-151281
1767-151295
1767-151371
1767-152020
1767-152021
1767-152023
1767-152031
1767-152044
1767-148426
1767-149199
1767-149377
1767-152414
1767-152423
1767-152437
1767-152625
1767-149376
1767-153365
1767-144805 B
1767-147000 B
1767-149559
1767-149570
1767-149730
1767-149731
1767-149732
1767-149805
1767-149806
1767-149939
1767-149964
1767-149970
1767149990
1767-150489
1767-150490
1767150496
1767-150505
1767-150761
1767-145472C
1767-147055 B
1767-152711
1767-153169
6/22/15
6/22/15
1-291058
6-078488
23563-2493250
23572-2495850
M63727-1
58305
ARV/25517304
6050610
64232 B
64498

Post Date

06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/17/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/17/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/17/2015
06/18/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015

Description (Payable)
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
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
158028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
6/3/15
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
1578028
PETTY CASH REQUEST
PETTY CASH REQUEST
12613
12613
494500
494500
494500
4115
650118
1914994
CITo01
CiT001

Account Number

603.00.5300.444.40041
603.140.1450050

603.00.5300.444.60012
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603,00.5300.444.60012
603,00.5300.444.,40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
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
603.140.1450050

603.140.1450050

603.140.1450050

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
603.00.5300.444.40041
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.,140,1450050

603.140.1450050

603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.140.1450050

603,00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444.,40041
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
603.00.5300.444.60012
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.,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
603.00.5300.444.,40041
603.00.5300.444,40040
603.00.5300.444.40040
603.00.5300.444.40040
603.00.5300.444.60045
603.00.5300.444.60040
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444,40040
603.00.5300.444.40040

Amount
113.70
6.90
9.98
20.98
6.84
7.90
-20.98
66.93
12,91
8.60
19.68
4,95
33,33
27.51
42,23
116,28
93.10
327.84
13,94
57.33
4.37
-27.03
5.68
441,74
20.98
8.97
16.47
-3.67
-8.08
-8.60
520.12
40.99
7.64
13.62
4,95
22,92
215.37
194.44
77.11
572.66
26.92
14.99
11.19
53.52
15.32
295.59
37.89
17.20
-170.00
255,28
-33,58
9.13
295.96
9.99
-215.37
-33.93
-110.00
-6.81
12.00
12.00
589.86
71,72
23,95
241,12
611.00
92.90
756.74
74.44
2,749.45
420.15




Vendor Name

TRENCHERS PLUS, INC,
TRENCHERS PLUS, INC.
TRUCK UTILITIES, INC.
TRUCK UTILITIES, INC.
TWIN SOURCE SUPPLY
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNIFIRST CORPORATION
UNITED STATES TREASURY
WESTERN PETROLEUM COMPANY
WESTERN PETROLEUM COMPANY
ZARNOTH BRUSH WORKS
ZARNOTH BRUSH WORKS

Fund: 604 - CENTRAL STORES
CUSTOM HEADSETS, INC
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
OFFICE DEPQOT

OFFICE DEPOT

OFFICE DEPOT

OFFICE DEPOT

US BANCORP EQUIPMENT FINANCE, INC.

Fund: 605 - CITY FACILITIES
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY
BETTS, BETH

COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, INC.

CULLIGAN

ELECTRIC FIRE & SECURITY
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HORWITZ NS/I

HUEBSCH SERVICES

HUEBSCH SERVICES

LONE OAK COMPANIES

LONE OAK COMPANIES
MINNESOTA ELEVATOR, INC

MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY
MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

USA MOBILITY WIRELESS INC

ZEE MEDICAL SERVICE

Fund: 606 - TECHNOLOGY FUND

ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS, INC.

AT & TMOBILITY

CDW GOVERNMENT INC
CIVICPLUS

EASTON, DIANE

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC

Payable Number
ET23216
1784887
0284569
0285256
00445562
0900253998
0900253998

090 0256888
090 0256888
0900254943
0900254943

090 0257852
090 0257852
0900255914
0900255914
6/11/15
97311342-41801
97312533-41801
0155220-IN
0155510-IN

51829

JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015
JUNE 2015

6/16/15 6011 5685 1008 8883
6/16/15 6011 5685 1008 8883
6/16/15 6011 5685 1008 8883
6/16/15 6011 5685 1008 8883

279842595

23190328.14-33

1065

36196

5/31/15 157-98503022-8
4861

IN561107

IN563389

6/12/15 6035 3225 0206 1959

C€003918
3469169
3477062
67147
6/9/15
624457
ALR00515901
May 2015
May 2015
May 2015
May 2015
May 2015
May 2015
Y0317493-5
54110331

77953
287237771092x06122015
WC04004

INV0042550

6/11/15

IN561107

IN561107

Post Date

06/18/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/17/2015
06/17/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015

06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015

06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
06/16/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
07/01/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/19/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015

07/01/2015
06/24/2015
07/01/2015
06/18/2015
06/24/2015
06/18/2015
06/18/2015

Description (Payable)
R03634
R03634
5/27/15
000154
6/16/15
5/27/15
5/27/15
6/16/15
6/16/15
6/2/15
6/2/15
1051948
1051948
6/9/15
6/9/15
05915
112741
112741
INV1660
INV1669

Account Number

603.00.5300.444.80400
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300.444,40041
603.00.5300.444.40041
603.00.5300,444.60011
603.00.5300.444,40065
603.00.5300.444.60045
603.00.5300.444.40065
603.00.5300.444.60045
603.00.5300.444.40065
603.00.5300.444,60045
603.00.5300.444.40065
603.00.5300.444.60045
603.00.5300.444.40065
603.00.5300.444.60045
603.00.5300.444.30550
603.00.5300.444.40040
603.140.1450050

603.140,1450050

603.140,1450050

Fund 603 - CENTRAL EQUIPMENT Total:

3143

JUNE 2015

JUNE 2015

JUNE 2015

JUNE 2015

JUNE 2015

JUNE 2015

JUNE 2015

6011 5685 1008 8883
6011 5685 1008 8883
6011 5685 1008 8883
6011 5685 1008 8883
5/30/15

PROJECT I\?EVIEW AND STUDIES
6/11/15

JUNE 2015
157-98503022-8

CIT800

16-00000104
4/1/15-4/30/15

6035 3225 0206 1959
7146-R4

100075

10075

UTILITY

uTiuTy

5395

161847

May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
031793-5

6/8/15

6/12/15
287237771092
2394832

6/12/15
REIMBURSE-MILEAGE
16-00000104
16-00000104

604.00.2200.416.60010
604.00.2200.416.60005
604.00.2200.416.60005
604.00.2200.416.60010
604.00.2200.416.60010
604.00.2200.416.60010
604.00.2200.416.60010
604.00.2200.416.60010
604.00.2200.416.60005
604.00.2200.416.60010
604.00.2200.416.60010
604.00.2200.416,60010
604.00.2200.416,60010

Fund 604 - CENTRAL STORES Total:

605.00.7500.460.30700
605.00.7500.460.30700
605.00.7500.460.40040
605.00.7500.460.60011
605.00.7500.460.50055
605.00.7500.460.30550
605.00.7500.460.30550
605.00.7500.460.60016
605.00.7500.460.40040
605.00.7500.460.40065
605.00.7500.460.40065
605.00.7500.460.50035
605.00.7500.460.50035
605.00.7500.460.40040
605.00.7500.460,40040
605.00.7500.460.40020
605.00.7500.460.40040
605.00.7500.460.40065
605.00.7500,460.60011
605.00.7500.460.60016
605.00.7500.460.60065
605.00.7500.460.40065
605.00.7500.460.60065
Fund 605 - CITY FACILITIES Total:

606.00,1400.413.60010
606.00.1400.413.50020
606.00.1400.413.80610
606.00.1400.413.30700
606.00.1400.413.50065
606.00.1400.413.30550
606.00.1400.413.30550

Amount
48,707.47
334.84
800.00
109.96
154.64
112,05
28.53
112.05
28.53
112.05
28,53
112.05
29.63
114.05
28.53
2.00
80.14
1,406.36
440.00
744.00

400,538.77

319.56
108.60
54,14
2,854.45
41,18
154.76
30,14
39.01
129.95
20,07
14.39
18.74

2,832,44

6,617.43

1,220.27
795.44
3,478.41
118.70
117.00
3.50
1.50
134.35
2,658.00
139.07
139.07
480.79
1,427.84
239,40
100.00
9,37
16.24
0.61
1.00
0.18
0.15
457
281,75

11,367.21

517.59
54,28
730.19
2,493.56
23.81
4.06
12.00




Vendor Name

INTEGRA TELECOM

MN DEPT OF REVENUE
MN DEPT OF REVENUE
MN DEPT OF REVENUE
MN DEPT OF REVENUE
MN DEPT OF REVENUE
MN DEPT OF REVENUE
TDS METROCOM

UNITED STATES TREASURY

Fund: 702 - ESCROW FUND
AMES CONSTRUCTION INC
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY

BLUE EARTH COUNTY DISTRICT COURT

CULLIGAN

D.T. CARLSON CO
GRAMS, BLAKE & LORI
JOSEPH HEINSCH

LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A,
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A.

MCDONALD CONSTRUCTION
MIHM CUSTOM HOMES, INC.
MIHM CUSTOM HOMES, INC.
MIHM CUSTOM HOMES, INC.
MUELLER HOMES, LLC

Q3 CONTRACTING

SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, INC.
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, INC.
STONE COTTAGE CONSTRUCTION, INC.

Payable Number Post Date

13069857 07/01/2015
May 2015 06/19/2015
May 2015 06/19/2015
May 2015 06/19/2015
May 2015 06/19/2015
May 2015 06/19/2015
May 2015 06/19/2015
6/13/15 651 451 1944 06/24/2015
6/11/15 06/18/2015
6/11/815 06/18/2015
23190328.14-33 06/18/2015
15000282 06/24/2015
5/31/15 157-9847342-8 06/18/2015
6/11/15 06/18/2015
6/11/15 06/18/2015
6/18/15 06/24/2015

81000E 5/15 Arbor‘ Crest 2nd A 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 Blackstone Ponds 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 Blaine Brothers ~ 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 Deanovic Develop 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 Forfelture-Gruwel 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 Forfeiture-Hernan 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 Forfeiture-Jeske  06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 Forfeiture-Krech  06/18/2015
81000F 5/15 Forfeiture-Ruiz ~ 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 Nabersberg Additi 06/18/2015
81000E 5/15 Police-Forfeiture 06/18/2015

6/11/15 06/18/2015
6/11/15 A 06/18/2015
6/11/15C 06/18/2015
6/11/15 06/18/2015
6/18/15 06/24/2015
5/28/15 06/18/2015
297799 06/18/2015
297799 06/18/2015
6/11/15 06/18/2015

Description {Payable)
645862

May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
May 2015 - Sales & Use Tax
651 451 1944

05915

Fund 606 - TECHNOLOGY FUND Total:

3511 105TH ST

PROJECT REVIEW AND STUDIES
NICHOLAS MICHAEL SABATKE
157-98473242-8

9172 DALTON COURT

8671 ALAVARADO COURT CGA

ESCROW RELEASE 1735 86TH COURT
5/15 Arbor Crest 2nd Addition (CDA)

5/15 Blackstone Ponds

Account Number

606.00.1400.413.50020
606.00.1400.413.50020
606.00.1400.413.50080
606.00.1400.413.60010
606.00.1400.413.60041
606.00.1400.413.60042
606.00.1400.413.60065
606.00.1400.413.50020
606.00.1400.413.30550

702.229.2309401
702,229.2302801
702.228.2291000
702.229.2286300
702,229.2283201
702.229.2293901
702.229.2294001
702.228.2291701
702,229,2283502

5/15 Blaine Brothers - Lighthouse Hold 702,229.2286501

5/15 Deanovic Development
5/15 Forfeiture-Gruwell
5/45 Forfeiture-Hernandez
5/15 Forfeiture-Jeske

5/15 Forfeiture-Krech
5/15 Forfeiture-Ruiz

5/15 Nabersherg Addition
5/15 Police-Forfeiture
9162 DALTON COURT
1793 86TH COURT

865 ALVARDO COURT
1595 86TH COURT

ESCROW RELEASE 1759 86TH COURT

5/28/15
4340

4340

2386 96TH ST

702.229.2303201
702,229.2291000
702.228,2291000
702.229.2291000
702.229.2291000
702.228.2291000
702.228.2302801
702.228.2291000
702.228,2302401
702.228.2298201
702.229,2299001
702,228,2285201
702.229.2293601
702.229.2294300
702.229.2286601
702.228.2309901
702.228.2301501

Fund 702 - ESCROW FUND Total:

Amount
1,035.62
0,18
1.32
5.70
2,65
251
1.72
247.23
2,00

5,134.42

10,000.00
1,096.46
300.00
66.45
1,000.00
404.00
1,000.00
99,00
3,516.00
1,703.00
2,995.00
4,00
24,00
120.00
176.00
4.00
208,60
88.00
1,000.00
1,000.00
1,000.00
1,000.00
721.67
1,000.00
1,060.00
3,925.02
1,000,00
34,511.20

Grand Total:  2,562,894.44




DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA
RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE
PERIOD ENDING July 7, 2015

WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending July 7, 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 $697,547.83
Debt Service & Capital Projects 1,182,031.03
Enterprise & Internal Service 648,804.38
Escrows 34,511.20
Grand Total for All Funds $2,562,894.44

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 13th day of July, 2015.
Ayes:

Nays:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Clerk




AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Making an Election Not to Waive the Statutory Tort Limits for Liability
Insurance Purposes

Meeting Date:  July 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent X | None
Contact: Kristi Smith 651-450-2521 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Kristi Smith, Finance Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Approve the resolution making an election not to waive the statutory tor limit for liability
insurance purposes.

SUMMARY

The City procures its liability insurance from the League of Minnesota Cities Insurance Trust
(LMCIT). LMCIT requires City Council to make an annual election to waive or not waive
statutory tort limits. The City has never waived the tort limit. The attached resolution merely
confirms current practice for the City and is in conformance with the majority of Minnesota cities.

Minnesota Statutes 466.04 currently sets the maximum liability limits for cities at $500,000 per
claimant and $1,500,000 per occurrence. The City’s current insurance policies provide
coverage up to the tort liability limits as provided by Minnesota Statutes. LMCIT does allow
cities to waive those limits if they so choose. Since cities have a choice to waive or not to waive
LMCIT requires cities to make the election annually.

| recommend that the Council adopt the attached resolution making an election not to waive the
statutory tort limit for liability insurance purposes.



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION MAKING AN ELECTION NOT TO WAIVE THE STATUTORY TORT
LIMITS FOR LIABILTY INSURANCE PURPOSES

WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes Chapter 466 deals with tort liability for cities; and

WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes 466.04 currently sets the maximum liability limits for
cities at $500,000 per claimant and $1,500,000 per occurrence; and

WHEREAS, the City procures its insurance from the League of Minnesota Cities
Insurance Trust (LMCIT); and

WHEREAS, LMCIT allows the City an option to waive those limits; and

WHEREAS, LMCIT has asked the City to make the election annually with regards to
waiving or not waiving its tort liability established by Minnesota Statutes 466.04.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE CITY OF INVER GROVE
HEIGHTS does hereby elect not to waive the statutory tort limits established by Minnesota
Statutes 466.04.

Adopted by the City of Inver Grove Heights this 13" day of July 2015.

Ayes:
Nays:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Administrator/Clerk



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

AGENDA ITEM

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Approve Additional Official Depository for 2015

Meeting Date:  July 13, 2015

Item Type: Consent Agenda

Contact: Kristi Smith 651-450-2521
Prepared by: Kristi Smith, Finance Director
Reviewed by: Joe Lynch, City Administrator

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Approve additional official depository for 2015.

SUMMARY

Fiscal/FTE Impact:

None

Amount included in current budget
Budget amendment requested

FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A

Other

City Council annually designates banks, brokers and dealers which will be used during the

calendar year.

The following institutions were authorized on January 12, 2015: Bremer Bank, N.A.; RBC
Capital Markets, LLC; Wells Fargo Securities LLC; Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC; Stifel
Nicolaus & Co., Inc.; and Ehlers Investment Partners, LLC.

At this time | would like to include Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. The primary purpose of this account

is to pay fees related to their WellsOne Commercial Card.

| recommend that the Council approve Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as an additional official

depository.



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

AGENDA ITEM 4E

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Accept Proposal from American Engineering Testing, Inc. (AET, Inc.) for Phase 1 Environmental
Site Assessments for City Project No. 2014-11 — Argenta Trail

Meeting Date:  July 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent None
Contact: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: gbrf FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other — Local Improvement Fund

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Accept Proposal from American Engineering Testing, Inc. (AET, Inc.) for Phase 1 Environmental Site
Assessments for City Project No. 2014-11 — Argenta Trail.

SUMMARY

As part of the right-of-way and permanent easement acquisition process, a Phase 1 environmental site
assessment needs to be completed for each parcel. The attached proposal from AET, Inc. would
provide those services for an amount of $4,000.00. The work would be funded from the Local
Improvement Fund and Dakota County would reimburse the City for 55 percent of the cost.

A copy of the proposal is attached. | recommend acceptance of the proposal.

SDT/jds

Attachment: Proposal



CONSULTANTS
ENVIRONMENTAL
¢« GEOTECHNICAL
¢ MATERIALS

e« FORENSICS

AMERICAN
A ENGINEERING
TESTING, INC.

July 2, 2015

City of Inver Grove Heights
8150 Barbara Ave.
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

Attn:  Scott Thureen
sthureen@invergroveheights.org

RE: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Proposal
Argenta Trail
CSAH 63 and TH 55, Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County, MN 55077
AET Proposal No. 03-05727

Dear Mr Thureen:

American Engineering Testing, Inc. (AET) is pleased to offer services to City of Inver Grove
Heights (hereafter referred to as the Client and/or User) for conducting a Phase I Environmental
Site Assessment (ESA) at the above-referenced site (Site). This proposal has been prepared in
response to your recent request and describes our understanding of the Site, the purpose, scope,
schedule, fees, and other information regarding our services.

PROJECT INFORMATION

The City of Inver Grove Heights proposes to reroute Argenta Trail (CSAH 63) as it crosses TH
55. The Site consists of multiple parcels (~10) along the new route as well as new intersections
with Amana Trail, Yankee Doodle Rd, and 77" St. The total length of the affected routes is
~1040 feet.

PURPOSE

We assume this Phase I ESA is being performed as part of the Clients’/Users’ due diligence
process to satisfy one of the requirements to qualify for the innocent landowner, contiguous
property owner, or bona fide prospective purchaser limitations, hereafter referred to as the
landowner liability protections (LLPs), to Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) liability and to evaluate specific material
environmental risks which may be associated with the Site. A complete evaluation of business
environmental risks associated with the Site may necessitate assessment beyond that identified in
the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard Practice for Environmental
Site Assessments, the All Appropriate Inquiries (AAI) rule (40 Code of Federal Regulations Part
312, December 30, 2013), and the scope of services described below.

The purpose of this Phase I ESA is to identify, to the extent feasible pursuant to the processes
prescribed in the standard, recognized environmental conditions (RECs) in connection with the
Site. RECs are defined as follows: the presence or likely presence of any hazardous substances or
petroleum products in, on, or at a property: 1) due to any release to the environment; 2) under
conditions indicative of a release to the environment; or 3) under conditions that pose a material

550 Cleveland Avenue North|St. Paul, MN 55114
Phone 651-659-9001|Toll Free 800-972-6364 |Fax 651-659-1379 | www.amengtest.com |AA/EEO

This document shall not be reproduced, except in full, without written approval from American Engineering Testing, Inc.



City of Inver Grove Heights
AET Proposal No. 03-05727
July 2, 2015

Page 2 of 5

threat of a future release to the environment. A controlled recognized environmental condition
(CREC) is a REC resulting from a past release of hazardous substances or petroleum products
that has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory authority (for example, as
evidenced by the issuance of a no further action letter or equivalent, or meeting risk-based
criteria established by regulatory authority), with hazardous substances or petroleum products
allowed to remain in place subject to the implementation of required controls (for example,
property use restrictions, activity and use limitations (AULSs), institutional controls (ICs), or
engineering controls (ECs)). CRECs are RECs. RECs and CRECs are not de minimus
conditions which are conditions that generally do not present a threat to human health or the
environment and that generally would not be the subject of an enforcement action if brought to
the attention of appropriate government agencies. An historical recognized environmental
condition (HREC) is defined as a past release of any hazardous substances or petroleum products
that has occurred in connection with the property and has been addressed to the satisfaction of
the applicable regulatory authority or meeting unrestricted use criteria established by a regulatory
authority, without subjecting the property to any required controls (for example, property use
restrictions, AULs, ICs, or ECs).

SCOPE OF SERVICES
In order to achieve the purpose of this service, AET will prepare the Phase I ESA by performing
the following tasks:

e Review reasonably ascertainable and practically reviewable records that will help identify
RECs in connection with the Site. Records include standard environmental sources,
physical setting sources, and historical use information.

e Perform a reconnaissance of the Site to obtain information indicating the likelihood of
identifying RECs in connection with the Site. The reconnaissance will include
observations of the general site setting and a discussion of the following: current and past
uses of the Site and adjoining properties; the geologic, hydrogeologic, hydrologic and
topographic conditions of the Site and adjoining properties; a general description of the
structures at the Site; roads at and adjoining the Site; potable water supply for the Site
including on-site wells, on-site sewage disposal/septic systems; hazardous substances and
petroleum product uses at the Site; hazardous substance, petroleum product, and
unidentified substance containers at the Site; storage tanks; odors; pools of liquid, stains,
and corrosion; PCB containing equipment (excluding fluorescent light ballasts); drains
and sumps; pits, ponds, or lagoons; stressed vegetation; solid waste; and heating/cooling
systems associated with structures on the Site.

e Interview owners, occupants, and state and/or local government officials to obtain
information indicating RECs in connection with the Site.

e Interpret information collected in conjunction with performing the records review, site
reconnaissance, interviews, and present the results in a written report. An electronic copy
of the report will be provided and addressed to the User (for exclusive use by the User).



City of Inver Grove Heights
AET Proposal No. 03-05727
July 2, 2015
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The Phase I ESA will be performed by or under the supervision or responsible charge of an AET
Environmental Professional.

The scope of AET's Phase I ESA is in general compliance with the Standards and Practices for
All Appropriate Inquiries (AAI) rule (40 CFR Part 312, December 30, 2013) and the ASTM
Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
Process - ASTM E 1527-13. You should be aware that, even though we follow the current AAI
rule and ASTM practice standard for this service, the scope of this service is not exhaustive and
there may be localized contamination on the Site that we cannot ascertain and will not be
responsible for, given this scope of services. Such contamination could be related to disposal of
contaminants not reported to appropriate government agencies, not made known to us, or not
reasonably visible to us at the time of our Site observations as part of service for this Phase I
ESA.

Our services to you are strictly limited to the scope described above. For your information, there
may be certain environmental conditions on the Site that are beyond the scope of our Phase I
ESA services. Some of these environmental conditions include substances that may be present
on the Site in quantities and under conditions that may lead to contamination of the Site or of
nearby properties but are not included in CERCLAs definition of hazardous substances or do not
otherwise present potential CERCLA liability.

Some or all of the following items, which are considered beyond the normal ASTM/AAI Phase I
ESA scope of services, could potentially exist at the Site; you may want to assess some or all of
these items in connection with this Site: high voltage power lines; radon; lead in drinking water;
lead-based paint; wetlands; site flooding; indoor air quality unrelated to releases of hazardous
substances or petroleum products into the environment; regulatory compliance; cultural and
historic resources; industrial hygiene; health and safety; ecological resources; endangered
species; asbestos-containing building materials; biological agents; physical properties of the soils
and bedrock for site grading or foundation considerations; and mold, fungi or bacterial growth in
building structures. No implication is intended as to the relative importance of inquiry into such
non-scope considerations, and the non-scope considerations listed above are not intended to be
all inclusive.

If you desire to obtain more information on these and other non-scope considerations, please
contact us.

In addition to the non-scope considerations listed above, our scope of services does not include
obtaining or reviewing recorded land title records and judicial records for environmental liens or
AULs. The scope of our services also does not include providing liability/risk evaluations,
specific recommendations for Phase II testing, remediation techniques, or other assessment
activities.



City of Inver Grove Heights
AET Proposal No. 03-05727
July 2, 2015
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USER RESPONSIBILITIES

AET requests that if the User is seeking an LLP to CERCLA liability, the User, or the User’s
representative, will share with AET all available and relevant information pertaining to the Site,
including the following: legal description(s), plats, and surveys; recorded land title records and
judicial records for environmental liens or AULSs; reports of environmental site assessments,
environmental compliance audits, hydrogeologic conditions, and geotechnical exploration;
environmental permits; hazardous waste generator notices and reports; notices or other
correspondence with any government agency regarding contamination at the Site or relating to
past or current violations of environmental laws with respect to the Site or relating the
environmental liens encumbering the Site; registrations for aboveground and underground
storage tanks; registrations of underground injection systems; plans including Community Right
to Know Plans, Safety Plans, Preparedness and Prevention Plans, and Spill Prevention,
Countermeasure, and Control (SPCC) Plans; and material safety data sheets (MSDS). In
addition, we request that we be provided with information such as present and past
owners/occupants (phone numbers and/or addresses); existing, past, and proposed uses of the
Site, activities, etc., which are pertinent to the services to be provided by AET as part of this
proposal.

Attached is a copy of a User Questionnaire. We request that the User complete the
Questionnaire and that the completed Questionnaire be returned to AET.

PERFORMANCE SCHEDULE

We will complete this project and deliver the report to you within 4 weeks of receiving
authorization to proceed. Please let us know if this timetable does not meet your schedule as we
are available to consider any special needs that you may have.

This proposal is valid for a period of 60 days from the date issued.

FEES
Our fees for the Phase I ESA scope of services described above will be a lump sum, fixed fee of
$4000.00.

TERMS AND CONDITIONS

All AET Services are provided subject to the Terms and Conditions set forth in the enclosed
Service Agreement—Terms and Conditions, which, upon acceptance of this proposal, are
binding upon you as the Client requesting Services, and your successors, assignees, joint
venturers and third-party beneficiaries. Please be advised that additional insured status is granted
upon acceptance of the proposal.

REMARKS

Please contact AET if you are requesting that additional Users, beyond the currently identified
User, be allowed to rely on this Phase [ ESA. AET charges a fee for additional Users of this
Phase I ESA. If at your request AET provides reliance on the Phase I ESA to another User(s),
the other User(s) must also satisfy the User’s responsibilities previously described. The User(s)



City of Inver Grove Heights
AET Proposal No. 03-05727
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will also be bound to the same terms, conditions, and limitations included in the Service
Agreement that was part of our original agreement with the Client.

ACCEPTANCE

AET requests written acceptance of this proposal in the Proposal Acceptance box below, but the
following actions shall constitute your acceptance of this proposal together with the Terms and
Conditions and Amendments: 1) issuing an authorizing purchase order for any of the Services
described above, 2) authorizing AET’s presence on site or 3) written or electronic notification for
AET to proceed with any of the Services described in this proposal. Please indicate your
acceptance of this proposal by signing below and returning a copy to us along with the User
Questionnaire. When you accept this proposal, you represent that you are authorized to accept
on behalf of the Client. '

AET appreciates the opportunity to provide this service for you and looks forward to working
with you on this project. If you have any questions or need addition information, please contact
me.

Sincerely,
American Engineering Testing, Inc.

Jane M Willard, PG, CPG
Senior Geologist

Phone: (651) 603-6623
Email: jwillard@amengtest.com

Attachments: Service Agreement
User Questionnaire

PROPOSAL ACCEPTANCE AND AUTHORIZATION

Signature Date

Typed/Printed Name:

Company




ENVIRONMENTAL / GEOTECHNICAL SERVICE AGREEMENT - TERMS AND CONDITIONS Page1of3

SECTION 1 - RESPONSIBILITIES

1.1 - This Service Agreement — Terms and Conditions (“terms and conditions”) is applicable to all Services provided by American Engineering Testing,
Inc. (AET). As used herein “Services” refers to the scope of services described in the proposal submitted by AET to Client. The proposal, these terms
and conditions and any appendices attached hereto shall comprise the Agreement between AET and Client for Services described in the proposal and
are binding upon the Client, its successors, assignees, joint ventures and third-party beneficiaries. AET requests written acceptance of the Agreement,
but the following actions shall also constitute Client’s acceptance of the Agreement: 1) issuing an authorizing purchase order for any of the Services, 2)
authorizing AET’s presence on site, or 3) written or electronic notification for AET to proceed with any of the Services.

1.2 - Prior to AET performing Services, Client will provide AET with all information that may affect the cost, progress, safety and performance of the
Services. This includes, but is not limited to, information on proposed and existing construction, all pertinent sections of contracts between Client and
property owner, site safety plans or other documents which may control or affect AET's Services. If new information becomes available during AET's
Services, Client will provide such information to AET in a timely manner. Failure of Client to timely notify AET of changes to the project including, but
not limited to, location, elevation, loading, or configuration of the structure or improvement will constitute a release of any liability or indemnity
obligations of AET for loss or damages related to such changes. Client will provide a representative for timely answers to project-related questions by
AET.

1.3 - AET is responsible only for performance of the Services. AET will not be held responsible for work or omissions by Client or any other party
working on the project. The Services do not include construction management, general contracting or surveying services. AET will not be responsible
for directing or supervising the work of other parties, unless specifically authorized and agreed to in writing.

1.4 - Client acknowledges the limitations inherent in sampling to characterize buried subsurface conditions. Variations in soil conditions occur
between and beyond sampled/tested locations. The passage of time, natural occurrences and direct or indirect human activities at the site or distant
from it may alter the actual conditions. Client assumes all risks associated with such variations in soil and subsurface conditions.

1.5- AET is not responsible for interpretations or modifications of AET's recommendations by other persons.

1.6 - Should changed conditions be alleged, Client agrees to notify AET before evidence of alleged change is no longer accessible for evaluation.

1.7 - Pricing in the proposal assumes use of these terms and conditions. AET reserves the right to amend pricing if Client requests modifications to the
Agreement or use of Client’s alternate contract format. Any contract amendments made after Client has authorized the Services shall be applicable
only to Services performed after the effective date of such amendment. The proposal and these terms and conditions, including terms of payment,
shall apply to all Services performed prior to the effective date of such amendment.

1.8 - The AET proposal accompanying these terms and conditions is valid for sixty (60) days after the proposal issuance date to the Client. Any attempt
to authorize Services after the expiration date is subject to AET’s right to revise the proposal as necessary.

SECTION 2 - SITE ACCESS AND RESTORATION

2.1 - Client will furnish AET safe and legal site access.

2.2 Client acknowledges that in the normal course of its Services, AET may unavoidably alter existing site conditions or affect the environment in the
area being studied. AET will take reasonable precautions to minimize alterations to the site or existing materials. Restoration of the site is the
responsibility of the Client.

SECTION 3 - UNDERGROUND UTILITY AND STRUCTURE CLEARANCE

3.1 - Borings, excavations and other penetrations must be located at safe distances from underground utilities or other man-made objects. Client shall
advise AET of all utilities that service or are located on the site, and any underground improvements located on the site. Prior to drilling, AET will
contact state notification centers, where available, or individual utility owners where a state notification center is not available. AET shall be entitled
to rely on the location information provided by locating vendors.

3.2 - If Public utility owners do not provide the locating service on private property or the property owner has private underground improvements
which cannot be cleared through the state notification center or public utility owners, Client shall be responsible for location of such utilities prior to
drilling, or for payment of a private utility clearance subcontractor.

3.3 - AET will not be responsible for any damages to underground utilities/improvements not located or incorrectly identified by the foregoing location
methods.

SECTION 4 - CONTAMINATION

4.1 - Client acknowledges and accepts all contamination risks which may be associated with the Services. Risks include, but are not limited to, cross
contamination created by linking contaminated zones to uncontaminated zones during the drilling process; containment and proper disposal of known
or suspected hazardous materials, drill cuttings and drill fluids; and decontamination of equipment and disposal and replacement of contaminated
consumables. Discovery of actual or suspected hazardous materials shall entitle AET to take immediate measures it deems necessary in its sole
discretion, including regulatory notification, to protect human health and safety, and/or the environment. Further, discovery of such materials
constitutes a changed condition for which Client agrees to pay associated additional cost.

4.2 - Client shall indemnify and hold AET harmless from all liability, damages, claims or costs resulting from contaminants on the site.

SECTION 5 - SAFETY

5.1 - Client shall inform AET of any known or suspected hazardous materials or unsafe conditions at the site. If, during the course of AET's Services,
such materials or conditions are discovered, AET reserves the right to take measures to protect AET personnel and equipment or to immediately
terminate Services. Client shall be responsible for payment of such additional protection costs.

5.2 - AET shall only be responsible for safety of AET employees at the site; the safety of all others shall be Client's or other persons' responsibility.

SECTION 6 — SAMPLES

6.1 - Client shall inform AET of any known or suspected hazardous materials prior to submittal to AET. All samples obtained by or submitted to AET
remain the property of the Client during and after the Services. Any known or suspected hazardous material samples will be returned to the Client at
AET's discretion.
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6.2 - Non-hazardous samples will be held for thirty (30) days and then discarded unless, within thirty (30) days of the report date, the Client requests in
writing that AET store or ship the samples. Storage and shipping costs shall be borne solely by Client.

SECTION 7 - PROJECT RECORDS
The original project records prepared by AET will remain the property of AET. AET shall retain these original records for a minimum of three years
following submission of the report, during which period the project records can be made available to Client at AET's office at reasonable times.

SECTION 8 - STANDARD OF CARE
AET performs its Services consistent with the level of care and skill normally performed by other firms in the profession at the time of this service and
in this geographic area, under similar budgetary constraints.

SECTION 9 - INSURANCE
AET maintains insurance with coverage and limits shown below. AET will furnish certificates of insurance to Client upon request.
9.1 - AET maintains the following insurance coverage and limits of liability:

Workers’ Compensation Statutory Limits

Employer’s Liability $100,000 each accident
$500,000 disease policy limit
$100,000 disease each employee

Commercial General Liability $1,000,000 each occurrence
$1,000,000 aggregate

Automobile Liability $1,000,000 each accident

Professional Liability Insurance $1,000,000 per claim
$1,000,000 aggregate

9.2 - Commercial General Liability insurance will include coverage for Products/Completed Operations extending one (1) year after final acceptance of
the Project by Owner, Property Damage including Completed Operations, Personal Injury, and Contractual Liability insurance applicable to AET's
indemnity obligations under this Agreement.

9.3 - Automobile Liability insurance shall include coverage for all owned, hired and non-owned automobiles.

9.4 - Professional Liability Insurance is written on a claims-made basis and coverage will be maintained for one (1) year after final acceptance of the
Project by Owner. Renewal policies during this period shall maintain the same retroactive date.

9.5 -To the extent permitted by applicable state law, and only upon Client’s signing of the proposal and return of the same to AET, Client and Owner
shall be named an “additional insured” on AET’s Commercial General Liability Policy (Form CG D4 14 04 08, which includes blanket coverage for
Products/Completed Operations and on a Primary and Non-Contributory basis) and Automobile Liability Policy. Client and Owner shall be extended
"waiver of subrogation" status for applicable coverages. Any other endorsement, coverage or policy requirement shall result in additional
charges.

9.6 - AET will maintain in effect all insurance coverage required by this Agreement at its sole expense, provided such insurance is reasonably
available, with insurance carriers licensed to do business in the state in which the project is located and having a current A.M. Best rating of no less
than A minus (A-). Such insurance shall provide for thirty (30) days prior written notice to Client for notice of cancellation or material limitations for
the policy or ten (10) days' notice for non-payment of premium.

9.7 - AET reserves the right to charge Client for AET’s costs for additional coverage requirements unknown on the date of the proposal, e.g., coverage
limits or policy modification including waiver of subrogation, additional insured endorsements and other project specific requirements.

SECTION 10 - DELAYS
If delays to AET's Services are caused by Client or Owner, work of others, strikes, natural causes, weather, or other items beyond AET's control, a
reasonable time extension for performance of work shall be granted, and AET shall receive an equitable fee adjustment.

SECTION 11 - PAYMENT, INTEREST, AND BREACH

11.1 - Invoices are due net thirty (30) days. Client will inform AET of invoice questions or disagreements within fifteen (15) days of invoice date; unless
so informed, invoices are deemed correct.

11.2 - Client agrees to pay interest on unpaid invoice balances at a rate of one and a half percent (1.5%) per month, or the maximum allowed by law,
whichever is less, beginning thirty (30) days after invoice date.

11.3 - Invoices remaining unpaid for sixty (60) days shall constitute a material breach of this Agreement, permitting AET, in its sole discretion and
without limiting any other legal or equitable remedies for such breach, to terminate performance of this Agreement and be relieved of any associated
duties to the Client or other persons. Further, AET may withhold from Client data and reports in AET’s possession. If Client fails to cure such breach, all
reports associated with the unpaid invoices shall immediately upon demand be returned to AET and Client may neither use nor rely upon such reports
or the Services.

11.4 - Client will pay all AET expenses and attorney fees relating to collection of past due invoices.

SECTION 12 - MEDIATION
12.1 - Except for enforcement of AET’s rights to payment for Services rendered or to assert and/or enforce its lien rights, including without limitation
assertion and enforcement of mechanic’s lien rights and foreclosure of the same, Client and AET agree that any claim, dispute or other matter in
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question arising out of or related to this Agreement shall be subject to mediation as a condition precedent to arbitration or the institution of legal or
equitable proceedings by either party; provided however that if either party fails to respond to a request for mediation within sixty (60) days, the party
requesting mediation may without further notice, proceed to arbitration or the institution of legal or equitable proceedings.

12.2 - Mediation shall be in accordance with the Construction Industry Mediation Rules of the American Arbitration Association. Request for mediation
shall be in writing and the parties shall share the mediator’s fee and any filing fees equally. The mediator shall be acceptable to both parties and shall
have experience in commercial construction matters.

SECTION 13 - LITIGATION REIMBURSEMENT

Except for matters relating to non-payment of fees, which is governed by Section 9.4 hereof, payment of attorney’s fees and costs associated with
lawsuits or arbitration of disputes between AET and Client, which are dismissed or are judged substantially in either party's favor, shall be paid by the
non-prevailing party. Applicable costs include, but are not limited to, attorney and expert witness fees, court costs, and AET costs.

SECTION 14 - MUTUAL INDEMNIFICATION

14.1 - Subject to the limitations contained in Sections 13 and 14, AET agrees to indemnify Client from and against damages and costs to the extent
caused by AET's intentional acts or negligent performance of the Services.

14.2 - Client agrees to indemnify AET from and against damages and costs to the extent caused by the intentional acts or negligence of the Client,
Owner, Client's contractors and subcontractors or other third parties.

14.3 - If Client has an indemnity agreement with other persons or entities relating to the project for which AET’s Services are performed, the Client
shall include AET as a beneficiary.

14.4 - AET's indemnification to the Client, including any indemnity required or implied by law, is limited solely to losses or damages caused by its failure
to meet the standard of care and only to the extent of its negligence or intentional acts.

SECTION 15- WAIVER OF CONSEQUENTIAL DAMAGES

NOTWITHSTANDING ANY OTHER PROVISION OF THIS AGREEMENT, NEITHER PARTY SHALL BE LIABLE TO THE OTHER FOR ANY CONSEQUENTIAL,
SPECIAL, INDIRECT, INCIDENTAL OR PUNITIVE DAMAGES INCURRED EVEN IF THE POSSIBILITY OF SUCH DAMAGES WAS FORESEEABLE.
CONSEQUENTIAL DAMAGES INCLUDE, BUT ARE NOT LIMITED TO LOSS OF USE AND LOSS OF INCOME OR PROFIT.

SECTION 16 - LIMITATION OF LIABILITY
Client agrees to limit AET's liability to Client resulting from AET's negligent acts, errors or omissions, such that the total liability of AET shall not exceed
$20,000.

SECTION 17 — UNIONIZATION

AET reserves the right to negotiate an appropriate fee increase or to terminate its contract on three (3) days written notice to Client without incurring
penalties or costs from Client, Owner and their successors, assignees, joint-venturers, contractors and subcontractors, or any other parties involved
with the project for claims, liabilities, damages or consequential damages, directly or indirectly related to AET being required to provide unionized
personnel on the project. Reservation of this right on the part of AET represents neither approval nor disapproval of unions in general or the use of
collective bargaining agreements.

SECTION 18 - POSTING OF NOTICES ON EMPLOYEE RIGHTS

Effective June 21, 2010, prime contracts with a value of $100,000 or more and signed by federal contractors on projects with any agency of the United
States government must comply with 29 CFR Part 471, which requires physical posting of a notice to employees of their rights under Federal labor
laws. The required notice may be found at 29 Code of Federal Requlations Part 471, Appendix A to Subpart A. The regulation also has a "flow-down"
requirement for subcontractors under the prime agreement for subcontracts with a value of $10,000 or more. AET requires strict compliance of its
subcontractors working on federal contracts subject to this regulation. The regulation has specific requirements for location of posting and language(s)
for the poster.

SECTION 19 - TERMINATION
After 7 days written notice, either party may elect to terminate this Agreement for justifiable reasons. In this event, the Client shall pay AET for all work
performed, including demobilization and reporting costs to complete the file.

SECTION 20 - SEVERABILITY

Any provisions of this Agreement later held to violate a law or regulation shall be deemed void, and all remaining provisions shall continue in force.
However, Client and AET will in good faith attempt to replace an invalid or unenforceable provision with one that is valid and enforceable, and which
comes as close as possible to expressing the intent of the original provision.

SECTION 21 - GOVERNING LAW
This Agreement shall be construed in accordance with the Laws of the State of Minnesota without regard to its conflicts of law provisions.

SECTION 22 - ENTIRE AGREEMENT

This Agreement, including these terms and conditions and attached proposal and appendices, is the entire agreement between AET and Client.
Regardless of method of acceptance of this Agreement by the Client, this Agreement supersedes any previous written or oral agreements, including
purchase/work orders or other Client agreements submitted to AET after the start of our Services. Any modifications to this Agreement must be
mutually acceptable to both parties and accepted in writing. No considerations will be given to revisions to AET's terms and conditions or alternate
contract format submitted by the Client as a condition for payment of AET's accrued Services.
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Argenta Trail
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In order to qualify for one of the Landowner Liability protections (LLPs) offered by the Small
Business Liability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act of 2001 (the “Brownfields
Amendments”), the User must conduct the following inquiries required by 40 CFR 312.25,
312.28,312.29, 312.30, and 312.31. These inquiries must also be conducted by EPA Brownfield
Assessment and Characterization grantees. The User should provide the following information to
the environmental professional. Failure to conduct these inquiries could result in a determination
that ““all appropriate inquiries™ is not complete.

(1.) Environmental liens that are filed or recorded against the Site (40 CFR 312.25).

Did a search of recorded land title records (or judicial records where appropriate) identify any
environmental liens filed or recorded against the Site under federal, tribal, state, or local law? If
yes, please explain.

(2.) Activity and use limitations (AULs) that are in place on the Site or that have been filed
or recorded against the Site (40 CFR 312.26(a)(1)(v) and (vi)).

Did a search of recorded title records (or judicial records where appropriate) identify any AULs,
such as engineering controls, land use restrictions or institutional controls that are in place at the
Site and/or have been filed or recorded against the Site under federal, tribal, state or local law? If
yes, please explain.

(3.) Specialized knowledge or experience of the person seeking to qualify for the LLP (40
CFR 312.28).

Do you have any specialized knowledge or experience related to the Site or nearby properties?
For example, are you involved in the same line of business as the current or former occupants of
the Site or an adjoining property so that you would have specialized knowledge of the chemicals
and processes used by this type of business? If yes, please explain.

(4.) Relationship of the purchase price to the fair market value of the Site if it were not
contaminated (40 CFR 312.29).

Does the purchase price being paid for the Site reasonably reflect the fair market value of the
Site? If you conclude that there is a difference, have you considered whether the lower purchase
price is because contamination is known or believed to be present at the Site?



User Questionnaire
Argenta Trail
AET Proposal/Project No. 03-05727
Page 2 of 2

(5.) Commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the Site (40 CFR

312.30).
Are you aware of commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the Site that

would help the environmental professional to identify conditions indicative of releases or

threatened releases? For example,
(a.) Do you know the past uses of the Site? If yes, please explain.

(b.) Do you know of specific chemicals that are present or once were present at the Site? If
yes, please explain.

(c.) Do you know of spills or other chemical releases that have taken place at the Site? If yes,
please explain.

(d.)Do you know of any environmental cleanups that have taken place at the Site? If yes,
please explain.

(6.) The degree of obviousness of the presence or likely presence of contamination at the
Site, and the ability to detect the contamination by appropriate investigation (40 CFR

312.31).
Based on your knowledge and experience related to the Site are there any obvious indicators that

point to the presence or likely presence of releases at the Site? If yes, please explain.

Prepared By (print name)

Signature

As a representative of:

Dated:
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+ALSO ADMITTED IN NORTH DAKOTA
OALSO ADMITTED IN MASSACHUSETTS
CALSO ADMITTED IN OKLAHOMA

TO: Inver Grove Heights Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz & Kenneth Rohlf, City Attorneys
DATE: July 8, 2015
RE: Authorization to Make Offers for Acquisition of Easements for City Project
No. 2015-13; July 13, 2015 Council Meeting

Section 1. Background. Project No. 2015-13 extends utilities from the 70th Street Lift Station
to the proposed Blackstone Ridge Development. The Project and the extension of the utilities
cross properties owned by Glenlin Properties, LLC and Lawrence J. Flannery and Linda L.
Flannery (hereafter collectively referred to as “Landowners”). To facilitate the Project, the City
needs to acquire permanent utility easements and temporary construction easements (the
“Easements”) from the Landowners. The Council previously authorized the City Attorney’s
Office to initiate acquisition of the Easements for City Project No. 2015-13 by preparing offers
to the Landowners based upon the City’s appraisals. The City has completed the appraisal
process for the various affected parcels and is in a position to make offers to the Landowners.

A separate Confidential Memo covered by the attorney-client privilege was previously sent to
the Council concerning the details of the appraisals and the offers to be presented to the affected
landowners.

The attached resolution does not address the Messerich parcel. The Engineering Department
anticipates that the easement across the Messerich parcel will be dedicated to the City as part of
the platting process for the Messerich parcel.

Section 2. Action Requested. The Council is asked to authorize the City’s acquisition team to
make offers to the Landowners based upon the City’s appraisals pursuant to the attached
resolution. The City Engineer, the City Attorney and the consultants on the acquisition team
recommend approval.

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




CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. 15-

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY’S ACQUISITION TEAM TO MAKE
OFFERS TO GLENLIN PROPERTIES, LLC AND LAWRENCE J. FLANNERY AND
LINDA L. FLANNERY BASED UPON THE CITY’S APPRAISALS FOR EASEMENT

ACQUISITIONS RELATIVE TO CITY PROJECT 2015-13

WHEREAS, Project No. 2015-13 extends utilities from the 70th Street Lift Station to the
proposed Blackstone Ridge Development.

WHEREAS, the Project and the extension of the utilities cross properties owned by
Glenlin Properties, LLC and Lawrence J. Flannery and Linda L. Flannery (hereafter collectively
referred to as “Landowners”).

WHEREAS, to facilitate the Project, the City needs to acquire permanent utility
easements and temporary construction easements (the “Easements”) from the Landowners.

WHEREAS, the Council previously authorized the City Attorney’s Office to initiate
acquisition of the Easements for City Project No. 2015-13 by preparing offers to the Landowners
based upon the City’s appraisals.

WHEREAS, the City has completed the appraisal process for the various affected
parcels and is in a position to make offers to the Landowners.

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

1. The City’s acquisition team is authorized to make offers to the Landowners based
upon the City’s appraisals.

Passed this 13" day of July, 2015.

George Tourville, Mayor
Attest:

Joe Lynch, City Administrator / Clerk



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Replacement of the Lap Pool Condensing Unit

Meeting Date:  July 13, 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: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Approve the replacement of the Lap Pool Condensing Unit from Horwitz Mechanical in an
amount not to exceed $48,000. The project is funded from the 2015 VMCC Operating Budget.

SUMMARY

The condensing unit that services the lap and dive pool has four compressors that have failed.
The unit is 14-years old and the cost to repair the unit is $30,000. Given the age of the unit staff
is recommending complete replacement of the unit and has secured quotes as follows:

Horwitz Mechanical $43,970

NAC Mechanical $47,748

It is recommended that the condensing unit that services the lap/dive pool be replaced and that
Horwitz Mechanical be hired to perform the work as quoted above.

Note
Staff has authorized Horwitz Mechanical to order and install the new unit. It is anticipated to
take up to 2-months to have the unit built and installed.




AGENDA ITEM 4H

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Approve Easement Encroachment Agreement for Landowner Improvements within City Easement for
Property Located at 1037 Highway 110 (Inver Grove Toyota)

Meeting Date: July 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Consent p& X | None
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineel Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Direc{:t/or FTE included in current complement
- New FTE requested — N/A
> Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider approval of an agreement related to a fence encroaching within a drainage and utility easement located
at 1037 Highway 110 (Inver Grove Toyota).

SUMMARY

The owner of 1037 Highway 110, Inver Grove Toyota, has requested to install a fence in an existing island on the
east edge of their property. There is a nearby storm sewer line with a drainage and utility easement over it. The
owner has agreed to install the fence away from the sewer line and accept responsibility for removing the fence if
the storm sewer ever needs to be repaired or replaced. The location and design of the fence will keep the
property owner in compliance with the City’s Obstruction Policy.

A copy of the signed encroachment agreement is attached. It is recommended that the City Council approve the
Easement Encroachment Agreement for 1037 Highway 110 (Inver Grove Toyota).

TJK/jds
Attachments:  Exhibit
Easement Encroachment Agreement
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AGREEMENT RELATING TO LANDOWNER
IMPROVEMENTS WITHIN CITY EASEMENT LOCATED AT
1037 HIGHWAY 110, INVER GROVE HEIGHTS,
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

THIS AGREEMENT RELATING TO LANDOWNER IMPROVEMENTS
WITHIN CITY EASEMENT (Agreement) is made this 13™ day of July, 2015, by and between
the City of Inver Grove Heights (hereafter referred to as “City”), a Minnesota municipal
corporation, and LKMCD Properties, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company (hereafter
collectively referred to as “Landowner”). Based on the covenants, agreements, representations
and recitals herein contained, the parties agree as follows:

ARTICLE 1
TERMS

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

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

1.3 Subject Land. “Subject Land” means that certain real property located at 1037
Highway 110 in the City of Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota legally described as
follows:

Lot 6, except the West 30 feet thereof, Lot 7, and the South 274.8 feet of the West
350 feet of Lot 5, except the West 30 feet thereof, Glenn Clarke Homestead,
Dakota County, Minnesota.

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




The ten (10) foot permanent drainage and utility easement located adjacent
to the easterly boundary line of the Subject Land dedicated on the
recorded plat of Glenn Clarke Homestead, Dakota County, Minnesota.

1.5  Landowner. “Landowner” means LKMCD Properties, LLC, a Minnesota limited
liability company, and its assigns and successors in interest with respect to the Subject Land.

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

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

IF TO LANDOWNER: LKMCD Properties, LLC
2873 Highway 61 North
Maplewood, MN 55109

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

1.7 Landowner Improvements. “Landowner Improvements” means the 6 foot vinyl
fence to be constructed on the Subject Land in the City Easement.

1.8 City Easement Improvements. “City Easement Improvements” means all
existing and future sanitary sewer, municipal water and storm water pipes, conduits, culverts,
ditches, ponds, catch basins, water collection mechanisms, drainage facilities, maintenance
access routes and other utility appurtenances lying within the City Easement now or in the future.

1.9  Construction Plan. “Construction Plan” means the two sketches attached as
Exhibit A which identify the location of the Landowner Improvements. The Construction Plan
is on file with the City.

1.10  City Utility Costs. “City Utility Costs” means all costs incurred by the City,
(whether performed by the City or its agents or contractors), for the inspection of and access to
and repair, maintenance and replacement of the City’s Easement Improvements located in the
City Easement and the placement of additional City Easement Improvements in the City
Easement. City Ultility Costs, include, without limitation: excavation costs, labor costs, costs of
removing fill, costs of re-burying the City Easement Improvements, re-compacting the soils over
the City Easement Improvements, restoring the City Easement area, and all engineering and




attorneys’ fees incurred in connection therewith. City Utility Costs also include the costs of
temporarily removing the Landowner Improvements and subsequently replacing the Landowner
Improvements in the City Easement, if such costs have not already been paid by the Landowners.

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

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

ARTICLE 2
RECITALS

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

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

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

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

a.) The Landowner constructs and maintains the Landowner Improvements;

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

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

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



NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS AND THE
UNDERSIGNED LANDOWNER, FOR ITSELF, AND ITS SUCCESSORS AND
ASSIGNS DOES HEREBY AGREE:

ARTICLE 3
AGREEMENTS

3.1 Construction And Maintenance Of Landowner Improvements. Under the
terms and conditions stated herein, the Landowner, at Landowner’s own cost, is hereby
authorized by the City to construct the Landowner Improvements within the City Easement. The
Landowner Improvements shall only be placed at the location specified in the Construction Plan.
The Landowner Improvements must be constructed according to the Construction Plan.

The Landowner shall not place any other structures, walls, irrigation systems or buildings
within the City Easement, except for the Landowner Improvements. The Landowner, at
Landowner’s expense, shall maintain and repair the Landowner Improvements.

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

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

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

34 Subordinate Position Of Landowner Improvements. The Landowner
Improvements are subordinate to the rights of the City in the City Easement and in the City
Easement Improvements.

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

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

The City may require the Landowner to temporarily remove and subsequently replace the
Landowner Improvements in the City Easement in order for the City to gain access to the City



Easement Improvements for the purpose of inspecting, repairing, maintaining, or replacing, the
City Easement Improvements or adding future City Easement Improvements.

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

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

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

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

If Landowner does not make the modifications, the City may make the modifications and
in such case the Landowner shall reimburse the City for the City’s costs and expenses. Prior to
commencing such modifications, the City shall send Formal Notice to the Landowner and allow
the Landowner twenty (20) days from the date of the Formal Notice to make the modifications.



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

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

a.) The City may specifically enforce this Agreement.

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

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

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

3.11 Indemnification. The Landowner shall indemnify, defend and hold the City, its
council, agents, consultants, attorneys, employees and representatives harmless against and in
respect of any and all claims, demands, actions, suits, proceedings, losses, costs, expenses,
obligations, liabilities, damages, recoveries, and deficiencies including interest, penalties and




attorneys’ fees, that the City incurs or suffers, which arise out of, result from or relate to any of
the following:

a.) The Landowner Improvements;

b.) Installation and maintenance of the Landowners Improvements;

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

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

3.12 City Duties. Nothing contained in this Agreement shall be considered an

affirmative duty upon the City to perform the Landowner’s obligations contained in Article 3 if

the Landowner does not perform such obligations.

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

instrument.

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

provisions.

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



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

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:
George Tourville
Its Mayor
ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Administrator / Clerk

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 13™ day of July, 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

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) Ss.
COUNTY OF )

o
On this (’a day of July, 2015, beforg%ega Notary Public within and for said County,
: p

personally appeared S%ephen-{vfcbmvls'!f@}ﬁé gr}élly known, who being by me duly sworn,

did say that he is the Gl KMCD Properties, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability
company, and that the fore mstrurttent was executed on behalf of LKMCD Properties, LLC

by authority of the Board of Governors of LKMCD Properties, LLC.

Notdry Publi

: xf*:’i% ALIYA JOY TAUBE
RRRIE// NOTARY PUBLIC - MNNESOTA
8 &’ My Commission Expires Jan. 31, 2020

(%)
(&)
\

¥

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

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

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

-10-



EXHIBIT A

CONSTRUCTION PLAN
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AGENDA ITEM 4

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Resolution Approving an Improvement Agreement and a Drainage and Ultility
Easement Agreement for a Contractor’s Yard at 11184 Rich Valley Boulevard

Meeting Date:  July 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent ﬁ/( X | None
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Steve W. Dodge, Assistant City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
ﬁb{t New FTE requested — N/A
Other:

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider Resolution Approving an Improvement Agreement and a Drainage and Utility Easement
Agreement for a Contractor’s Yard at 11184 Rich Valley Boulevard.

SUMMARY

On January 12, 2015, the City Council approved a Conditional Use Permit, Planning Case No. 14-47C,
to operate a contractor’'s yard with outdoor storage at the property located at 11184 Rich Valley
Boulevard with a condition that an improvement agreement and drainage and utility easement
agreement shall be prepared by the City Attorney and executed by the City and property Owner.

Attached you will find the agreements executed by the property Owner, Alan Bebel.
It is recommended that the City Council approve the Improvement Agreement and Drainage and Utility

Easement Agreement for Contractor’s Yard at 11184 Rich Valley Boulevard.

Attachments: Resolution
Improvement Agreement
Drainage and Utility Easement Agreement



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT AND A DRAINAGE AND UTILITY
EASEMENT AGREEMENT FOR A CONTRACTOR’S YARD AT 11184 RICH VALLEY BOULEVARD

WHEREAS, a Conditional Use Permit, Planning Case No. 14-47C, was approved on January 12,
2015 to operate a contractor’s yard with outdoor storage for 11184 Rich Valley Boulevard;

WHEREAS, conditions of approval require the applicant to enter into an agreement with the city
relating to an improvement agreement and drainage and utility easement agreement prior to any work
commencing on site;

WHEREAS, the agreements were not completed prior to Council approving the project on
January 12, 2015 and therefore must be approved by Council on separate action;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE
HEIGHTS that, the Improvement Agreement and Drainage and Utility Easement Agreement and related
agreements are hereby approved and the Acting Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to record a
certified copy of this Resolution at the Dakota County Recorder’s Office.

Passed this 13th day of July, 2015.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor
ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, Administrator/Acting Clerk



IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED NORTH OF
11184 RICH VALLEY BOULEVARD
INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MN



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT FOR PROPERTY LOCATED
NORTH OF 11184 RICH VALLEY BOULEVARD, INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MN

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into on the 13" day of July, 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, in conjunction with the granting of these approvals, the City requires the
installation of storm water facilities and associated vegetation.

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:

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

2. The Developer shall provide an irrevocable letter of credit, or cash deposit, 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 Developer. "Developer" means Alan Bebel, a single person, and his successors
and assigns.

1.4 Subject Property. "Subject Property" means that certain real property located in
the City of Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota and legally described on the attached
Exhibit A.

1.5  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.

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

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

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

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

1.10  County. "County" means Dakota County, Minnesota.

1.11  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.) Watershed District

e.) Water Management Organization

f.) Metropolitan Council



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

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

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

1.13  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.

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

1.15 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.

1.16 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.



1.17 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.

1.18 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.

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.

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.

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
[mprovements.

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 work
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 shall be solely responsible for all costs of performing
repair work arising within said two (2) year period required by the City within
thirty (30) days of notification. All trees, grass, and sod shall be warranted to be
alive, of good quality, and disease free for one (1) year after planting. Any
replacements shall be similarly warranted for one (1) year from the time of
planting.

The warranty period for drainage and erosion control improvements made by
Developer shall be for two (2) years after completion and acceptance by the City;
the warranty for the 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.

I. Fee Title/Ownership Interest. Alan Bebel, a single person, owns fee title to the
Subject Property.

1.19 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 under 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.

1.20 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 Developer: Alan Bebel
3852 North Ridge Road
Eagan, MN 55123

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
APPROVAL OF DEVELOPMENT PLANS

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

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 public 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  Grading/Drainage Plan. The Developer shall construct drainage facilities
adequate to serve the Subject Property in accordance with the Development Plans. The grading
and drainage plan shall include drainage swales to be sodded, storm sewer, catch basins, erosion
control structures and ponding areas necessary to conform with the overall City storm sewer plan.
The grading of the site shall be completed in conformance with the Development Plans. In the
event that the Developer fails to complete the grading of the site in conformance with the
Development Plans by the stipulated date, the City may declare the Developer in default pursuant
to Article 11.

3.4  Area Restoration. The Developer shall restore all areas disturbed by the
development grading operation in accordance with the approved erosion control plan. Upon
request of the PWD, the Developer shall remove the silt fences after grading and construction
have occurred.

3.5 Erosion Control. The Developer shall provide and follow a plan for erosion
control and pond maintenance in accord with the Best Management Practices (BMP) as
delineated in the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency handbook titled Water Quality in Urban
Areas. Such plan shall be detailed on the Development Plans and shall be subject to approval of
the Director of PWD. The Developer shall install and maintain such erosion control structures as
appear necessary under the Development Plans or become necessary subsequent thereto. The
Developer shall be responsible for all damage caused as the result of 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 all improvements are completed. As a portion of the
erosion control plan, the Developer shall re-seed or sod any disturbed areas in accordance with
the Development Plans. The City reserves the right to perform any necessary erosion control or
restoration as required, if these requirements are not complied with after Formal Notice by the
City as stated in Article 11. 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 11 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 1.18(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 Section
1.18(G) and except as provided in the Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement recorded
as Dakota County Document No. 2592295 between the City and Developer. 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 11.

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:

1. As built storm water facilities, including any 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 moditfied 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.

-10-



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,
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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;

e.) failure by the Developer to pay for materials;

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

g.) construction of the Developer Improvements; and
h.) 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;
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c.) the City may collect on the irrevocable letter of credit or cash
deposit pursuant to Article 12 hereof;

d.) the City may suspend or deny building permits for buildings within
the Subject Property;

e.) 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. ~ The Developer hereby waives any appeal rights
otherwise available pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 429.081.

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
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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.
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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 an irrevocable letter of credit
or cash deposit for the amount 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, 2017. 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, 2017, 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, 2017.

The City shall use the letter of credit proceeds or cash deposit proceeds to reimburse the
City for its costs and to cause the Developer Improvements listed on Exhibit D to be constructed
to the extent practicable; if the Director of PWD determines that such Developer Improvements
listed on Exhibit E 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 irrevocable letter of credit or cash deposit 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
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portion of the irrevocable letter of credit, or cash deposit covering those specific completed
improvements only shall be released. The final ten percent (10%) of that portion of the
irrevocable letter of credit, or cash deposit, for those specific completed improvements shall be
held until acceptance by the City and expiration of the warranty period under Section 1.18(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.

13.4 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. This Improvement
Agreement shall also run with and be binding upon any after acquired interest of the Developer
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
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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.

[The remainder of this page has been intentionally left blank.]
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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 13" day of July, 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
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DEVELOPER
ALAN BEBEL

AN

Alan Bebel

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) Ss.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this | Zﬂ\" day of July, 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said County,

personally appeared Alan Bebel, a single person, to me personally known to be the person
described in and who executed the foregoing instrument and he acknowledged that he executed

the same as his free act and deed.
o e 4 /\\ >L

Kim A. Fox :
A Notary Public, State of Mlpnesota ¢
My Commission Expires :

January 31,2020 § — 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'310\8 1000\ 13000 - Pass Through\Alan Bebel Contractors Yard - 13193'documents\Improvement Agreement (Alan Bebel) 1-13-
15.doc
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EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY

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

All that part of the South Twenty (20) rods of the Northeast Quarter of the
Northeast Quarter (NE % of the NE % ) of Section Thirty-two (32), Township
Twenty-seven (27), Range Twenty-two (22), which lies East of the Capital
Highway, according to the Government Survey thereof, Dakota, County,
Minnesota, except the South 50 feet thereof.



EXHIBIT B

LIST OF DEVELOPMENT PLANS

DATE OF PLAN

PLAN PREPARATION
1.) Grading and Erosion Control 8-26-14

Plan revised 10-10-14 **
2.) Site Plan 8-26-14

revised 10-10-14 **

**The above-listed Development Plans were approved by the Assistant City Engineer on July 1,
2015, subject to the notes provided by the Assistant City Engineer on the approved Development

Plans.

The Developer is required to address the notes provided by the Assistant City Engineer on the
approved Development Plans dated July 1, 2015 prior to any final inspection or issuance of a
temporary certificate of occupancy or final certificate of occupancy for the buildings on the

Subject Property.

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

in the following (the “Engineering Memos”):

1. Memo from the Assistant City Engineer dated January 7, 2015 setting forth various

conditions related to the Developer Improvements; and

PREPARED
BY

Lake and Land
Surveying, Inc.

Lake and Land
Surveying, Inc.

2. E-mail correspondence from the Assistant City Engineer dated July 2, 2015.

The above-referenced Engineering Memos are on file with the City.



EXHIBIT C

DEVELOPER IMPROVEMENTS

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

Public Improvements.

CHECKED

X

COMPLETION DATE

before issuance of
building permit

before issuance of
building permit

before issuance of
certificate of occupancy

before issuance of certificate
of occupancy

before issuance of certificate
of occupancy

o
o

IMPROVEMENT

general site grading, drainage
and erosion control
(including drainage swales)
storm water facilities

site curb and pavement

landscaping / vegetation

certified as-builts



1)

2:)

3

EXHIBIT D

MISCELLANEOUS REQUIREMENTS AND CONDITIONS
IMPOSED BY THE CITY

CONDITIONS TO BE SATISFIED BEFORE DEVELOPER BEGINS

CONSTRUCTION OF DEVELOPER IMPROVEMENTS. Before the Developer

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

a.)
b.)

Developer must execute this Improvement Agreement.

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

CONDITIONS TO BE SATISFIED BEFORE CITY ISSUES A BUILDING

PERMIT FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY. Before the City issues a building permit

for the Subject Property, all the following conditions must be satisfied:

a.)
b.)

¢.)

d.)

e.)

£)

All of the conditions in paragraph 1 of this Exhibit D have been met.

Developer must provide the letter of credit or cash deposit for the amount stated
on Exhibit E of this Improvement Agreement.

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

Developer must fully pay the City of Inver Grove Heights for all planning,
engineering review 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.

All grading, drainage and erosion control (including drainage swales) must be
completed.

Final site plans shall be submitted to the City and approved by the City Engineer.

CONDITIONS TO BE SATISFIED BEFORE CITY ISSUES CERTIFICATE OF

OCCUPANCY FOR SUBJECT PROPERTY. Before the City issues a certificate of

occupancy for the Subject Property, all of the following conditions must be satisfied:

a.)

All of the conditions in paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Exhibit D have been met.
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4.)

b.) All vegetation associated with the grading, drainage and erosion control must be
completed.

c.) Certified as-builts shall be submitted to the City.

d.) Developer shall have addressed the notes provided by the Assistant City Engineer
on the Development Plans approved by the Assistant City Engineer on July 1,
2015.

CLEAN UP OF CONSTRUCTION DEBRIS ON STREETS AND ADJOINING
PROPERTY. During the construction within the Subject Property the Developer is
responsible for removing any construction debris (including 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. Further, during
construction, the Developer must clear the City streets of any dirt or other earthen
material that may fall onto the City streets from the delivery trucks that are being used in
the excavation and grading of the site.




EXHIBIT E
ESCROW CALCULATION

DEVELOPER IMPROVEMENTS

1.) Grading and $4,000
Erosion Control
2) Site curb and pavement $12,000
3.) Storm Water Facilities $4,000
4.) Landscaping / Vegetation $2,500
5.) As-Built Record Plans $1,500
SUBTOTAL: $24,000
MULTIPLIED BY: ® 1.235
EQUALS $30,000
ESCROW AMOUNT: $30,000




EXHIBIT E
ESCROW CALCULATION
(Continued)

Engineering Escrow Amount

In addition to the Escrow Amount for Developer Improvements set forth above, the Developer
shall also deposit $4,000 in cash with the City (hereafter “Engineering Escrow Amount”)
contemporaneously with execution of this Improvement Agreement.

The Engineering Escrow Amount shall be used to pay the City for engineering inspection,
attorney’s expenses, staff review time, assurance for sediment/erosion control compliance and
maintenance requirements 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 previously charged the Developer.

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 grading, drainage and erosion control and
landscaping 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 if
all the following circumstances exist:

a.) Deficiencies or problems have arisen with respect to grading, drainage, and
erosion control or landscaping; and

b.) The City has previously accepted the Developer Improvements; and

c.) The Letter of Credit or cash deposit for the Developer Improvements has expired
or the Letter of Credit or cash deposit for the Developer Improvements has been
reduced to ten percent (10%) or less of'its original amount.

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

a.) all of the vegetation has been established, to the sole satisfaction of the City.

To the extent the engineering inspection charges or the amount needed to correct the deficiencies
and problems relating to grading, drainage, erosion control, or vegetation exceed the initially
deposited $4,000 Engineering Escrow Amount, the Developer is responsible for payment of such
excess within thirty (30) days after billing by the City.



PERMANENT UTILITY AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

THIS PERMANENT UTILITY AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT (Easement) is made,
granted and conveyed this 130 day of July, 2015, between Alan Bebel, a single person (hereinafter
referred to as “Landowner”) and the City of Inver Grove Heights, a municipal corporation
organized under the laws of the State of Minnesota (hereinafter referred to as the “City”).

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

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

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

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

EXEMPT FROM STATE DEED TAX
The rights of the City also include the right of the City, its contractors, agents and servants:

a.) to enter upon the Permanent Easement 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

) 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.

The City shall not be responsible for any costs, expenses, damages, demands, obligations,
penalties, attorneys' fees and losses resulting from any claims, actions, suits, or proceedings based
upon a release or threat of release of any hazardous substances, petroleum, pollutants, and
contaminants which may have existed on, or which relate to, the Permanent Easement 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,
himself or his 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 himself and his successors and assigns, does hereby warrant to and
covenant with the City, its successors and assigns, that he is well seized in fee of the Landowner’s
Property described on Exhibit A and the Permanent Easement Area described and depicted on
Exhibit B and that he has good right to grant and convey the Permanent Easement herein to the
City.
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IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, the Landowner and the City have caused this Easement to
be executed as of the day and year first above written.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Joe Lynch, City Administrator / Clerk

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 13" day of July, 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
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LANDOWNER

Alan Bebel

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )

On this 77};‘1 day of July, 2015, before me a Notary Public within and for said County,
personally appeared Alan Bebel, a single person, to me personally known to be the person described
in and who executed the foregoing instrument and he acknowledged that he executed the same as

his free act and deed.
(§\\ /__\
VW—\ /k . ‘“\_‘F“y/

IO Ki'm A. Fox .
"mﬂy”éi’,fa?;;‘:n°éiﬁ'{‘£:”“ b Notary Public
Januay1, e

This instrument was drafted by: After recording, please return to:
Timothy J. Kuntz Timothy J. Kuntz
LeVander, Gillen & Miller, P.A. LeVander, Gillen & Miller
633 South Concord Street, Suite 400 633 South Concord Street, Suite 400
South St. Paul, Minnesota 55075 South St. Paul, Minnesota 55075
(651)451-1831 (651)451-1831
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EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LANDOWNER’S PROPERTY

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

All that part of the South Twenty (20) rods of the Northeast Quarter of the
Northeast Quarter (NE % of the NE % ) of Section Thirty-two (32), Township
Twenty-seven (27), Range Twenty-two (22), which lies East of the Capital
Highway, according to the Government Survey thereof, Dakota, County,
Minnesota, except the South 50 feet thereof.
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EXHIBIT B
LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND DEPICTION OF PERMANENT EASEMENT AREA

A 10 feet wide permanent easement for drainage and utility purposes over, under and
across the east 10 feet of the following described property:

All that port of the South 20 rods of the Northeast Quarter of the Northeast Quarter of
Section 32, Township 27, Range 22, which lies east of the Capital Highway, EXCEPT

the south feet 50 feet thereof.

PROPOSED DRAINAGE EASEMENT
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AGENDA ITEM ‘ ® J;

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic Development Host Community
Grant Application

Meeting Date:  July 13, 2015 7 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Consent Agenda % None
Contact: Thomas J. Link: 651-450-2546 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Tom Link, Director of Comm. Dev. Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: NA FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other (Revenue)

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

The City Council is to consider adopting the “Resolution Approving Application to Minnesota
Department of Employment and Economic Development for Host Community Grant Funds”, as
attached.

BACKGROUND

As the City Council is aware, special legislation was passed a couple of years ago that provide
the City of Inver Grove Heights with Host Community Grant funds, through the Minnesota
Department of Employment and Economic Development (DEED). These grant funds are
spread over two years. In 2014, the City was granted $640,000 to acquire the River Country
Cooperative property on Dickman Trail. The City’s application in 2015 is for the remainder
amount of $191,250 to acquire the McPhillips property, adjacent to the River Country
Cooperative property.

The application has been submitted and the grant contract signed. DEED is still, however,
requiring an “after the fact” resolution supporting the grant application.

CONCLUSION

The City Council is to consider adopting the “Resolution Approving Application to Minnesota
Department of Employment and Economic Development for Host Community Grant Funds”, as
attached.



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING APPLICATION TO MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF
EMPLOYMENT AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT FOR HOST COMMUNITY GRANT
FUNDS

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights is a Host Community under Minnesota Statute
§116J.548;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that Mayor George Tourville act as the legal
Sponsor for the project contained in the Host Community Grant Program submitted on June 29, 2015.

And that Mayor George Tourville is hereby authorized to apply to the Department of
Employment and Economic Development for funding of this project on behalf of the City of Inver Grove
Heights.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City of Inver Grove Heights has the legal authority to
apply for financial assistance and the institutional, managerial and financial capability to ensure adequate
project administration.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City of Inver Grove Heights has not violated any
Federal, State, or Local laws pertaining to fraud, bribery, graft, kickbacks, collusion, conflict of interest,
or other unlawful or corrupt practice.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that upon approval of its application by the State, the City of
Inver Grove Heights may enter into an agreement with the State of Minnesota for the above referenced
project, and that the City of Inver Grove Heights certified that it will comply with all applicable laws and
regulation as stated in all contract agreements.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the Mayor and the Clerk are hereby
authorized to execute such agreements as are necessary to implement the project on behalf of the
applicant.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 13" day of July, 2015.

Ayes:

Nays:

SIGNED: WITNESSED:
George Tourville, Mayor Joe Lynch, City Clerk

(Date) (Date)



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Meeting Date:  July 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent Agenda None
Contact: Joe Lynch, City Administrator Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Andra Bontrager, GIS Technician Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Request for Council approval to submit a Letter of Intent to participate in a collaborative RFP
for committing 1,773,449 kWh of the City facilities electrical usage to Community Solar
Garden(s).

SUMMARY

The City of Inver Grove Heights wants to submit a Letter of Intent (LOI) to participate in a
collaborative RFP, in conjunction with other local government entities, to subscribe to
Community Solar Gardens (CSG). Approval of a LOI does not bind the City to sign any specific
subscription agreements or otherwise commit financial resources to a community solar garden
project. Nor does submitting this LOI prevent us from soliciting for CSG subscriptions alone or
with other entities.

The intent of the LOI is to clearly state our desire to subscribe to one or more CSG’s dependent
on the terms and conditions of the proposals received as a result of the Request for Proposals

for Community Solar Garden Subscription Agreements being issued by the Metropolitan Council
in July, 2015.

Our staff has reviewed various materials and resources regarding CSGs, and has reviewed the
electrical loads of our facilities. The LOI states our potential commitment of approximately
23% of City’s current Xcel electrical usage (load of 1,773,449 kWh) toward this collaboration.
This current 23% load commitment is estimated to be equal to 30% of the City’s future
electrical load, having given consideration of potential energy efficiency improvements for the
city facilities. The attached table provides a summary of the City’s current facility electrical
loads for potential commitment to a CSG.

This non-binding commitment will enable us to procure 7 lottery tickets from the pool of
proposals that we can agree to or pass on upon reviewing the proposed CSG contract.



City of
Inver Grove ﬂHeights

WWW.Cl.Inver-grove-neights.mn.us

July 14, 2015

Mr. Jason Willett

Metropolitan Council Environmental Services
390 North Robert Street, St. Paul, MN 55101
jason.willett@metc.state.mn.us

RE: Governmental Solar Subscriber Collaborative
Dear Mr. Willett:

We understand the Metropolitan Council intends to issue a Request for Proposal to find business(es) to
develop community solar gardens to which interested government entities can subscribe.

The City of Inver Grove Heights wants to pursue this opportunity in conjunction with other local
government entities. Our staff has reviewed various materials and resources regarding CSGs, and has
reviewed the electrical loads of our facilities. In order to participate in a collaborative and expeditious
manner, we agree to abide by the Metropolitan Council's procurement processes, to the allotment
process between governments, to the evaluation panel make-up, and understand that we will not be
able to negotiate (but just accept or decline) these opportunities. We agree to not hold the
Metropolitan Council, the other participating governments or the Great Plains Institute liable for their
good faith efforts in this program.

Overall, we have concluded that there is value in this program and therefore, we intend to
participate in subscriptions that become available as part of the Metropolitan Council's Request for
Proposals for CSG Subscription Agreements slated to occur in July, 2015. Attached to this letter is a list
of facilities we intend to involve in the purchase of Community Solar Garden subscriptions - if the price and
terms of the subscription agreements meet our goals and objectives. In total, this is a commitment not to
exceed 1,773,449 kWh.

This letter does not bind Inver Grove Heights to sign any specific subscription agreements or otherwise
commit financial resources to a community solar garden project. Nor does submitting this letter to you
prevent us from soliciting for CSG subscriptions alone or with other entities. The intent of this letter is to
clearly state our desire to subscribe to one or more community solar gardens dependent on the terms
and conditions of the proposals received as a result of the Request for Proposals for Community Solar
Garden Subscription Agreements being issued by the Metropolitan Council in June or July, 2015.

We encourage the Metropolitan Council to continue to take a leadership role on CSG projects so that
Inver Grove Heights along with other local government entities can participate in the financially
responsible and environmentally preferable attributes of solar energy and share those benefits with its
residents and businesses.

Together, by leveraging the strength of local government entities, we can reduce carbon emissions and improve
the overall quality of life for metro area residents and businesses.

Sincerely

Joseph Lynch

City Administrator . .
ty 8150 Barbara Ave. = Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077-3412

Telephone: 651-450-2500 = Fax: 651-450-2502



City of Inver Grove Heights - Solar Garden Subscription Potential Commitment

Inver Grove Heights

July 14, 2015
Premise Rate 2015 2013 2014 2 Year Average
Numbers Code Rate Electric (kWh) Electric (kWh) Electric (kwWh)
Public Works Building 302997583 Al4 0.09914 136,640 130,160 133,400
Public Works Cold Storage 302859755 Al4 0.09914 46,960 57,680 52,320
Public Works Total 183,600 187,840 185,720

City Hall

304203411

1,050,600

978,900

1,014,750

Inver Wood Club House 303516803 Al4 0.09914 76,207 77,656 76,932
Inver Wood Comfort Station 303031439 Al0 0.12431 8,400 7,041 7,721
Inver Wood Irrigation 303373300 Al4 0.09914 91,790 75,440 83,615
Inver Wood Practice Center 303123945 Al4 0.09914 12,816 13,823 13,320
Inver Wood Shelter #5 302653657 A10 0.12431 693 685 689
Inver Wood Total 189,906 174,645 182,276
South Valley 303566006 A10 0.12431 12,802 22,188 17,495
Oakwood 303044933 A10 0.12431 15,003 14,544 14,774
Lions 303887617 A10 0.12431 1,901 1,307 1,604
Groveland 303247678 A10 0.12431 7,443 7,903 7,673
Simley Island Fountains 302414955 A10 0.12431 21,190 48,806 34,998
Skyview 302249266 Al4 0.09914 18,372 19,384 18,878
Park Buildings Total 76,711 114,132 95,422

Fire Station 1 302196904 Al4 0.09914 80,880 73,160 77,020
Fire Station 3 303761959 Al4 0.09914 73,704 74,299 74,002
Fire Total 154,584 147,459 151,022
o ——————— /o 1
Others:

Traffic Signal - S Robert 302297548 Al6 0.12431 8,760 8,717 8,739
Traffic Signal & Lights - Upper 55th 302332209 A10 0.12431 10,075 10,075 10,075
Festoon/Receptacles - Cahill 302436179 A10 0.12431 7,298 13,792 10,545
Street Lights - 80th 302457459 Al10 0.12431 220 221 221
Traffic Signal - S Robert 303153647 Al6 0.12431 15,445 14,887 15,166
Traffic Signal & Lights - Blaine 303344522 Al10 0.12431 13,240 11,825 12,533
Traffic Signal - 80th 303636635 Al0 0.12431 82 51 67
Street Light - 70th Street at NV Park 304110883 A10 0.12431 16,404 9,742 13,073
Traffic Signal - 117th St 302926555 Al6 0.12431 3,034 3,134 3,084
Street Lights - Simley Lake 303250242 Al10 0.12431 3,193 3,199 3,196
Traffic Signal - 117th St/52 303334615 Al0 0.12431 2,858 3,161 3,010
Traffic Signal & Lights - 117th 303704312 Al10 0.12431 2,804 2,839 2,822
Traffic Signal - Upper 55th 303769300 A10 0.12431 9,279 8,887 9,083
Traffic Signal & Lights - 68th St 304153692 Al10 0.12431 3,715 2,141 2,928
Traffic Signal & Lights - 68th St 304153693 Al0 0.12431 167 152 160
Traffic Signal & Lights - S Robert 304195197 A10 0.12431 33,631 38,072 35,852
Traffic Signal & Lights - 66th St 304226356 A34 0.09914 11,938 13,032 12,485
Traffic Signal & Lights - Asher Ave 304408100 A10 0.12431 1,225 1,225
Street Light Total 142,143 145,152 144,260
City Total 1,797,544 1,748,128 1,773,449
Rate Key

Small General Service A10 0.12431 Submitted load 1,773,449 kWh
General Service Al4 0.09914 Lottery tickets in pool 7
General Service Time of Day A15 0.09914

Small General Time of Day Al6 0.12431

Peak Control Tiered A23 0.09914

Street lighting energy - metered A34 0.09914

Small municipal pumping A40 0.12431

Municipal pumping A4l 0.09914




AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Purchase of Park & Recreation Software

Meeting Date:  July 13, 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: Tracy Petersen FTE included in current complement
Bethany Adams New FTE requested — N/A
Kristi Smith Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Reconsider Council action from June 8" meeting to purchase Park and Recreation Software
from Vermont Systems in the amount of $76,337 by making a motion to cancel the purchase.
(no contract was signed)

Approve purchase of Park and Recreation Software from Maximum Solutions in the amount of
$23,600 and establish an overall budget of $25,000. Funding is provided by the 2015
Recreation Budget ($10,000) and the 2015 VMCC Budget ($15,000). The purchase includes
software, on-site training, 1-year of data storage and 1-year of annual maintenance fees.

SUMMARY

At your Monday, June 8" Council meeting you approved the purchase of new Parks &
Recreation software from Vermont Systems. It was our understanding that the quote provided
by Vermont Systems was a hosted, web-based solution. When reviewing the contract with
Vermont Systems we identified some language issues and after further discussions with officials
from Vermont Systems determined that the quoted fees did not include hosting of the data
base. Vermont Systems has amended their quote to include hosting services but it adds
$18,000 annually to the cost of the Vermont Systems product. Given this new information staff
feels the purchase of the Vermont Systems software is not a good business decision.

We still need to move forward with a hosted web-based solution prior to the end of the year. It
is recommended that we move forward with Maximum Solutions (Max Galaxy).

Software Costs:

Maximum Solutions Vermont Systems
(Max Galaxy) (RecTrac)
Software $3,500 $49,364
Training $6,000 $18,765
Annual Maintenance $14,100 $8,208
Annual Data Storage Included in annual maintenance $18,000
Total $23,600 $94,337

The 7-year investment to own each product, assuming no inflationary increases would be as
follows:

Maximum Solutions Vermont Systems
(Max Galaxy) (RecTrac)
7-year cost $108,200 $251,585
7-year annual average $15,457 $35,941




AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING

Meeting Date:  July 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent X | None
Contact: Joe Lynch, City Administrator Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Michelle Calvert, City Government Budget amendment requested
Intern
Reviewed by: n/a FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED:

Schedule public hearing on July 27, 2015 at 7:00 p.m. to consider the changes to the Bow Hunting
Ordinance #1162, Subsection D, as well as consider the proposed changes to the Bow Hunting Area
Map.

SUMMARY:

Consideration for changes to the ordinance and to the bow hunting area map, as a result of concern for
public safety, as well as needing to know how many individuals currently hunt within city limits.



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING

Meeting Date:  July 13, 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:

Schedule public hearing on July 27, 2015 at 7:00 p.m. to consider the City of Inver Grove Heights and
Inver Wood Golf Course for an On-Sale/Sunday Intoxicating Liquor License for the premises 1850 70"
Street East.



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Meeting Date:  July 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent None
Contact: Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Joe Lynch Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Council is asked to approve the settlement proposal with Shaw Lundquist for the remaining item
on the outstanding punch list for completion of the City Hall Project.

SUMMARY

The City has been holding money for covering any costs related to the last item on the Punch

list for completion of the City Hall Project. At this time | am recommending acceptance of the

enclosed agreement with Shaw Lundquist for completion and settlement of those issues know
to us at this time.

Shaw Lundquist had been asked to fix the outside lobby entrance door in the Public Safety
portion of the building. Staff had discovered a leak due to high volume and high wind driven
precipitation. There was a large puddle of water that would accumulate after such events. The
City hired a building intrusion investigative team to determine the source of the problem, after
SLA claimed that they had addressed and taken care of the problem, only to have it reappear
again. The consultant hired determined that the leak was the result of lack of threshold seals
and proper caulking in and around the door jambs. The costs of the investigation is the same
costs as the amount of retainage the City is holding because we knew that there was one
remaining problem not addressed and fixed by the contractor.

Shaw Lundquist has fixed the leak and no evidence has been found of a similar nature since the
beginning of the year and we have had some significant rain events with enough volume to
determine that the fix has worked.

At this time | recommend that we accept the settlement agreement with SLA for the door leak.



SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
AND RELEASE

This settlement agreement and mutual release (“Agreement”) is made and entered into
this _?i[é day of June, 2015, by, between and among the City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota
municipal corporation (“City”) and Shaw-Lundquist and Associates, Inc., a Minnesota
corporation (“SLA”).

RECITALS

Whereas, the City filed a Demand for Arbitration against SLA and BKV with the American
Arbitration Association, entitled: Inver Grove Heights v. Shaw-Lundquist Associates, Inc., (4AA4
File Number 65 1101 04 12 and Inver Grove Heights v BKV Group, Inc., AAA File Number 65
441 E 12 13(collectively referred to herein as the “Actions™). The Actions arise out of the design
and construction of the Public Safety Addition and City Hall Renovation located at 8150 Barbara
Avenue, Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota (the “Project”). The City commenced the Actions to
recover damages from SLA and the project architect, BKV, for breach of contract, construction
delays, negligence or otherwise wrongful conduct relating to the following portions of the
Project:

- The aggregate mix-polished concrete floor slab at the City Hall (the “Floor”);

- The bio-retention basin/pond located immediately to the south of City Hall (the
“Pond”);

- The final contract balances due to BK'V or SLA from the City, or to the City,
including, but not limited to, any claimed extra services, offsets, liquidated

damages, or change orders (the “Contract Claims”); and

- The installation and placement of asphalt paving in the parking lot on the east side
of City Hall (the “Parking Lot”).

Whereas, SLA and BKV denied liability to the City and asserted counterclaims seeking to

recover amounts claimed as due under their respective contracts for the design or construction of
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the Project, including claims for additional services, additional change orders or other
modifications to the original contract amounts;

Whereas, the City, SLA and BKV reached a Settlement Agreement and Release on April 8, 2013
and pursuant to the April 8, 2013 Settlement Agreement and Release, the City and SLA agreed to
reserve all claims and defenses relating to the Parking Lot and other punch list items on the
Project, including a door leak. The City and SLA agreed that the City would retain the final
$75,000 in retainage otherwise due under its contract with SLA pending resolution of the
Parking Lot claims and punch list items including a door leak during hard rains at a north,
ground level exit installed for the Project.

Whereas, Exhibit A to the April 8, 2013 Settlement Agreement and Release listed the remaining
punch list items, including the door leak, that together with the Parking Lot dispute, were the
issues outstanding between the City and SLA to close out the Project work.

Whereas, the City and SLA arbitrated Parking Lot claims on January 27, 2015. The arbitration
award required, among other things, that the City pay SLA $64,502.38 of the $75,000 due under
its contract, leaving a balance due of $10,497.62 to SLA upon completion of the punch list items.
The Parties agree that the City has paid SLA pursuant to the arbitration award. The parties
further agree that SLA has satisfactorily completed the remaining punch list items.

Whereas, the City incurred $10,633.13 in costs investigating the cause of the recurring
window/door leak. SLA has now repaired the door leak to the satisfaction of the City and the

City has asserted that SLA is responsible for the investigation costs. ~ SLA has disputed that

assertion; and
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Whereas, all other punch list items on Exhibit A to the April 8, 2013 Settlement Agreement have

been satisfactorily completed by SLA and the Parties now seek to memorialize their settlement

concerning the City investigation costs on the door leak and remaining retainage.

NOW THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the Parties covenant and

agree on the following terms in final settlement of the remaining issue in the Actions:

1.

SLA agrees to release the remaining Project retainage of $10,497.62 to the City without
further claim by SLA.

The City agrees to waive its claim for costs of $10,633.13 against SLA.

In consideration of the Parties’ agreement to pay and/or accept the sums described above,
the sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, and except as otherwise provided
herein, the City and SLA hereby mutually release and forever discharge each other, and
each other’s respective insurers, successors, parent companies, affiliates, assigns, agents,
employees, subcontractors, subconsultants, suppliers, dealers and distributors, and the
officers, directors, elected officials, and members of each from any and all claims that
were made, or could have been made of whatever kind or nature that are in any way
connected with the design, installation, construction, materials, equipment, or repair of
the window/door leak issue as more fully described in Exhibit A attached to the April 8,
2013 Settlement Agreement and Release. (collectively referred to as the “Released
Claims”).

The City and SLA understand and expressly agree that the Released Claims include all
unknown damages and consequences on account of or because of any claims asserted or
that could have been asserted with regard to the window/door leak issue, regardless of

whether such damages or consequences occur in the future.
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5. It is understood and agreed that the purpose, intent and legal effect of this Agreement is
to extinguish the entire liability of SLA and the City, between and among each other for
the Released Claims and to bar forever any recovery by way of subrogation, indemnity,
contribution or any other claim against any party by any other party to this Agreement or
any third party regarding the Released Claims. If any party to this Agreement makes any
claim against a third person who is not a party to this Agreement, which claim is related
to or arises out of the Released Claims, then the party making such claims shall to the
fullest extent permitted by law indemnify, defend and hold harmless the other parties to
this Agreement from any claims for contribution, indemnity, subrogation or other
reimbursement of such third party.

6. Except as set forth above with regard to the Released Claims and the terms provided in
the April 8, 2013 Settlement Agreement and Release, this release does not apply to future
unrelated claims that may arise due to unknown construction or design defects. This
Release does not include any claims for faulty construction or design or warranties
unrelated to the Released Claims, all such claims are reserved. The City represents that
as of the date of this Agreement, it is not aware of any construction defects or claims that
may arise due to construction or design defects with regard to the Project.

7. The Parties will each bear their own attorney’s fees and other legal costs.

8. Payments made or received are not an admission of liability.

9. The Parties will cooperate fully and execute all supplementary documents and will take
all additional actions as may be reasonably required to close out the Project contracts and

otherwise effectuate the purpose and intent of this Settlement Agreement and Release.
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10. The Parties may execute this Agreement separately, and each separately signed document
shall be deemed an original regardless of the date of its execution and delivery, and these
counterparts together shall be one and the same.

11. This Agreement is the entire agreement between the parties relating to settlement of the
claims existing between them as of this date; supersedes any prior or contemporaneous
oral or written discussions, negotiations, and/or commitments between the parties
regarding these claims; and can be amended only in a writing signed by all settling
parties. The original contract between the City and SLA or the City and BKV, subject to
modifications contained in this Agreement, shall remain in full force and effect.

12. By their signatures below the undersigned each represent that they have carefully read
this document, know and understand the terms and effect hereof, have fully discussed the
terms and effect of this document with their attorneys or clients, have authority to enter
into this Agreement, and have signed this Settlement Agreement and Release as their free
and considered act.

13. Releases do not apply to claims regarding enforcement of this Settlement Agreement and

Release.

[BALANCE OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK]
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SHAW LUNDQUIST AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By

Its_Mayor

By

Its City Clerk
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AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
PERSONNEL ACTIONS
Meeting Date:  July 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Iltem 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: Kids Rock — Paula Egging, Aquatics Joseph
Mansour, Cole Phares.

Please confirm the seasonal/temporary termination of employment of: Recreation — Daniel Eddy,
Joshua Ennis, Joshua Fischer, Jacob Hiti, Lukas Johnson, Kallie Krech, Matthew LaBarre, Geno
Mazzali, Kenneth McLean, Samuel Morisset, Cole O’brien, Heather Smka, John Sticha, Joshua
Stidham, Logan Tschida, Fitness — Carol Huseman, Lloyd Jones, Amara Biebert, Brea Biebert, Kelly
Geiger, Brittany McArdell, Jeff Rank, Lindsay Tietz, Aquatics — Carisa Brown, Nakia McCarron, Shelby
Habeck, Leah Forrest.

Please confirm the employment of: Michelle Tesser, City Clerk, Katrina Lee, Sr. Office Support, Police.



EHLERS

LEADERS IN PUBLIC FINANCE

Memo

To: Joe Lynch, City of Inver Grove Heights

From: Steve Apfelbacher, Jessica Cook, and Jason Aarsvold
Date: July 8, 2015

Subject: Public Hearing on Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan

On July 13, 2015 the City Council is holding a public hearing to consider approval of a Five-
Year Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan (SROP). The plan lays out the street reconstruction
and realignments that the City intends to accomplish over the next five years and, once adopted,
provides authority under state law to issue general obligation bonds to finance the projects listed
in the SROP.

Project Background

In April of 2015 the Council began discussing the need to finance the city’s portion of the costs
to realign Argenta Trail. One option for financing the project is to issue Street Reconstruction
Bonds. Under Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.58, Subdivision 3b the City may issue general
obligation debt for certain street reconstruction and realignment projects without the need for
assessments or a bond election. Pursuant to the statute:

e The City may only issue bonds for projects that are included in a five year Street
Reconstruction and Overlay Plan (SROP).

e Approval of the SROP and issuance of street reconstruction bonds must be made by
a unanimous vote of the council members present.

e |f a petition signed by voters equal to 5% of the votes cast in the last general election
is filed with the municipal clerk within 30 days of the public hearing, then a
referendum will be required to issue the bonds.

e The SROP authorizes the City to issue debt to finance the projects within the plan,
but does not require the issuance of the debt. Separate action must be taken prior to
any particular bond issue in order to proceed with the sale of the bonds.

In April of 2015 Council directed staff and consultants to prepare an SROP for their
consideration. A proposed plan is attached to this memo. The plan lists projects with total
costs, including costs of issuance, of $27 million. Bond counsel has determined that the
proposed financing in any given year of the SROP may be adjusted if construction schedules
change, but the total amount of debt issued pursuant to the SROP may not exceed $27
million.




Proposed 2015 SROP Bonds
The draft SROP contemplates issuing $5,405,000 in SROP bonds in 2015 to finance the
following projects:
e City portion of Dakota County’s realignment of Argenta Trail (Project 2014-11)
e City portion of land acquisition for Dakota County’s reconstruction of 70" Street from
Eagan to TH 3 (Project 2015-08)

The bonds will be repaid with a property tax levy. The estimated tax impact for sample
residential and commercial properties is in the chart below.

Sample Properties Annual Tax
Market Impact of 2015

Type Value SROP Bonds
Residential $180,500 $26
Homestead (Mean)
Residential $214,600 $32
Homestead (Median)
Commercial $583,200 $110
Commercial $3,080,000 $616

Next Steps
The Council will consider approval of the SROP and issuance of the 2015 street reconstruction
bonds according to the following schedule:

Date Council Action

7/13/2015 City Council holds Public Hearing on Bonds and on SROP and
adopts a resolution giving preliminary approval for their issuance
and approving a Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan by
unanimous vote of its membership present.

7/27/2015 City Council calls for sale of the 2015A SROP Bonds.

8/24/2015 City Council accepts offer for Bonds and adopts Resolution-
Approving sale of Bonds.

A draft SROP and a resolution adopting the plan are attached.
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City of Inver Grove Heights
Five-Year Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan

2015 through 2019

l. INTRODUCTION

In 2002, the Minnesota State Legislature passed into law a bill which generally exempts
city bonds issued under a street reconstruction program from the referendum requirements
usually required for bonding expenditures. In 2013 the Legislature amended the law to
allow bituminous overlays to be included in the street reconstruction program.

Il.  PURPOSE

Street reconstruction or bituminous overlay is a major expenditure of city funds for the
reconstruction or overlay of streets. Street reconstruction and bituminous overlay may
include utility replacement and relocation and other incidental costs, turn lanes and other
improvements having a substantial public safety function, realignments, other
modifications to intersect with state and county roads, and the local share of state and
county road projects. Except in the case of turn lanes, safety improvements, realignments,
intersection modifications, and local share of state and county road projects, street
reconstruction does not include the portion of project costs allocable to widening a street or
adding curbs and gutters where none previously existed. A Street Reconstruction and
Overlay Plan (SROP) is a document designed to anticipate street reconstruction and
overlay expenditures and schedule them over a five-year period so that they may be
purchased in the most efficient and cost effective method possible. A SROP allows the
matching of expenditures with anticipated income. As potential expenditures are reviewed,
the city considers the benefits, costs, alternatives and impact on operating expenditures.

The City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota (the “City”) believes the street reconstruction
and overlay process is an important element of responsible fiscal management. Major
capital expenditures can be anticipated and coordinated so as to minimize potentially
adverse financial impacts caused by the timing and magnitude of capital outlays. This
coordination of capital expenditures is important to the City in achieving its goals of
adequate physical assets and sound fiscal management. In these financially difficult times
good planning is essential for the wise use of limited financial resources.

The SROP is designed to be updated on an annual basis. In this manner, it becomes an
ongoing fiscal planning tool that continually anticipates future capital expenditures and
funding sources.
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I11. THE STREET RECONSTRUCTION AND OVERLAY PLANNING
PROCESS

The street reconstruction and overlay planning process is as follows; the City Council
authorizes the preparation of the SROP. The City staff is instructed to assemble the capital
expenditures to be undertaken within the next five years. The City Council then reviews
the expenditures according to their priority. From this information, a preliminary SROP is
prepared. A public hearing is held to solicit input from citizens and other governmental
units. Changes are made based on that input, and a final project list is established.

The City Council then prepares a plan based on the available funding sources. If general
obligation bonding is necessary, the City works with its financial advisor to prepare a bond
sale and repayment schedule. Over the life of the SROP, once the funding, including
proceeds from the bond sales becomes available, the individual capital expenditures can be
made.

In subsequent years, the process is repeated as expenditures are completed or as new needs
arise. Street reconstruction planning looks five years into the future.

For a city to use its authority to finance expenditures under Chapter 475.58, Subdivision
3b, it must meet the requirements provided therein. Specifically, the city council must
approve the sale of street reconstruction bonds by a unanimous vote of its membership
present. In addition, it must hold a public hearing for public input. Notice of such hearing
must be published in the official newspaper of the city at least 10, but not more than 28
days prior to the date of the public hearing. The city council approves the SROP
unanimously following the public hearing.

Although a referendum is not required, voters may petition for a referendum. If a petition
bearing the signatures of at least 5 percent of the votes cast in the last general election
requesting a vote on the issuance of bonds is received by the municipal clerk within 30
days after the public hearing, a referendum vote on the issuance of the bonds shall be called
before SROP bonds may be issued. If a vote is taken and the referendum passes, the taxes
would be levied on market value rather than tax capacity.
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IV. PROJECT SUMMARY

The expenditures to be undertaken with this SROP are limited to those listed in Appendix
A and further described in this section. All other foreseeable capital expenditures within
the City government will come through other means. The following expenditures have
been submitted for inclusion in this SROP, and are expected to be incurred according to the
following schedule, subject to changes in construction timing and project financing:

2015 Expenditures

e Project 2014-11 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s reconstruction and
realignment of Argenta Trail north and south of Trunk Highway 55

e Project 2015-08 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s reconstruction of
70" Street from Eagan border to Trunk Highway 3

2016 Expenditures

e Project 2009-06 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s right-of-way
acquisition and reconstruction of Akron Avenue from Cliff Road to Rosemount
border

e Project 2014-11 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s reconstruction and
realignment of Argenta Trail north and south of Trunk Highway 55

e Project 2016-02 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s reconstruction and
realignment of Argenta Trail north of Amana Trail

e Project 2016-09D — 60™ Street Neighborhood - street reconstruction

2017 Expenditures

e Project 2014-11 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s reconstruction and
realignment of Argenta Trail north and south of Trunk Highway 55

e Project 2009-25 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s right-of-way
acquisition and reconstruction of 70™ Street at the Trunk Highway 3 - roundabout

e Project 2015-01 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s right-of-way
acquisition and reconstruction of 117" Street from Trunk Highway 52 to Rich
Valley Boulevard

e Project 2009-06 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s right-of-way
acquisition and reconstruction of Akron Avenue from Cliff Road to Rosemount
border

e Project 2018-09D — 50" Street — East Neighborhood - street reconstruction
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2018 Expenditures

e Project 2009-25 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s right-of-way
acquisition and reconstruction of 70™ Street at the Trunk Highway 3 - roundabout

e Project 2015-01 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s right-of-way
acquisition and reconstruction of 117" Street from Trunk Highway 52 to Rich
Valley Boulevard

e Project 2015-09D — Broderick Boulevard reconstruction

2019 Expenditures

e Project 2020-09D —50™ Street West Neighborhood and Ann Marie Trail
Neighborhood - street reconstruction

V. FINANCING THE STREET RECONSTRUCTION AND OVERLAY
PLAN

The total amount of requested expenditures under the SROP is $31,193,600. If these
expenditures are to be funded, that amount of money is anticipated to be generated through
the tax levy (pavement management funds) and the sale of up to $27,000,000 in bonds over
the five-year period.

In the financing of the SROP, one statutory limitation applies. Under Chapter 475, with
few exceptions, cities cannot incur debt in excess of 3% of the assessor’s estimated market
value (EMV) for the city. In the City the EMV for taxes payable in 2015 is
$3,005,516,326. Therefore, the total amount of outstanding debt cannot exceed
$90,165,490. As of July 1, 2015 the City had $9,285,151 of outstanding debt subject to the
legal debt limit.

In order to finance the expenditures set forth in section IV, the city expects to issue bonds
according to the following schedule, which is subject to changes in construction timing and
project financing needs.

Under the SROP, the City anticipates issuing $5,405,000 in general obligation bonds in the
year 2015 to finance the following projects:

e Project 2014-11 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s reconstruction and
realignment of Argenta Trail north and south of Trunk Highway 55 (2015 and 2016
costs associated with this project)

e Project 2015-08 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s reconstruction of
70th Street from Eagan border to Trunk Highway 3

e Project 2016-02 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s reconstruction and
realignment of Argenta Trail north of Amana Trail
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In the year 2016, the city anticipates using $1,200,000 in pavement management funds and
issuing general obligation bonds in an amount up to $2,810,000 for the following projects:

e Project 2009-06 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s right-of-way
acquisition and reconstruction of Akron Avenue from Cliff Road to Rosemount
border

e Project 2016-09D — 60™ Street Neighborhood - street reconstruction

In 2017, the city anticipates using $1,200,000 in pavement management funds and issuing
general obligation bonds in an amount up to $5,520,000 to finance the following
improvements:

e Project 2014-11 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s reconstruction and
realignment of Argenta Trail north and south of Trunk Highway 55

e Project 2009-25 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s right-of-way
acquisition and reconstruction of 70™ Street at the Trunk Highway 3 - roundabout

e Project 2015-01 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s right-of-way
acquisition and reconstruction of 117" Street from Trunk Highway 52 to Rich
Valley Boulevard

e Project 2009-06 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s reconstruction of
Akron Avenue from CIiff Road to Rosemount border

e Project 2018-09D — 50" Street — East Neighborhood - street reconstruction

In 2018, the city anticipates using $1,200,000 in pavement management funds and issuing
general obligation bonds in an amount up to $7,865,000 to finance the following
improvements:

e Project 2009-25 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s reconstruction of
70th Street at the Trunk Highway 3 - roundabout

e Project 2015-01 — Funding for the city’s portion of the county’s right-of-way
acquisition and reconstruction of 117" Street from Trunk Highway 52 to Rich
Valley Boulevard

e Project 2015-09D — Broderick Boulevard reconstruction

In 2019, the city anticipates using $1,200,000 in pavement management funds and issuing
general obligation bonds in an amount up to $5,400,000 to finance the following
improvements:

e Project 2020-09D —50™ Street — West Neighborhood and Ann Marie Trail
Neighborhood - street reconstruction.

The City anticipated that each general obligation bond issue will be repaid over an
approximately 15-year period commencing upon the date of issuance. The par amount of
each issue is estimated based on the amounts listed in Appendix A plus estimated issuance
costs. The proposed general obligation street reconstruction bonds (including issuance
costs) are shown in Appendix B.
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Continuation of the Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan

This SROP should be reviewed annually by the City Council using the process outlined in
this Plan. It should review proposed expenditures, make priority decisions, and seek
funding for those expenditures it deems necessary for the City. If deemed appropriate, the
Council should prepare an update to this Plan.
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APPENDIX A
PROJECT COSTS

(Capital Expenditures to be funded with Bond Proceeds)

The total capital expenditures anticipated for the City’s 2015 to 2019 SROP are displayed in the table
below. The city anticipates total expenditures of $31,193,600 to fully fund the projects identified in
the plan. These projects will be paid for through a combination of the city’s pavement management
funds and the issuance of debt. The amounts in the table below are based on current project
assumptions and market conditions and are subject to change. While the city anticipates issuing bonds
according to the schedule below, construction timing and project financing needs may necessitate an

adjustment to this schedule.

Bond Issue - Par Amount of
Deposit to Bonds by Year w/
Year City Project No. Estimated Cost PM Funds |Construction Fund| Cost of Issuance
2015 2014-11 $2,425,000 0 $2,425,000
(Argenta Trail @ TH 55) (city portion of county project) $5,405,000
2015 2015-08 $250,000 0 $250,000 Y
(70th St., Eagan to TH 3) (city portion of county project)
2016 2014-11 $2,470,000 0 $2,470,000
(Argenta Trail @ TH 55) (city portion of county project) Inc. in 2015 bonds
2016 2009-06 $225,400 0 $225,400
(Akron Ave., Cliff Rd. to Rsmt) (city portion of county project) $2,810,000
2016 2016-09D $3,705,800( $1,200,000 $2,505,800
(60th St Neighborhood Recon.) (Reconstruction)
2016 2016-02 $140,000 0 $140,000
(Argenta Trl., N. of Amana Trl.) (city portion of county project) Inc. in 2015 bonds
2017 2014-11 $2,350,000 0 $2,350,000
(Argenta Trail @ TH 55) (city portion of county project)
2017 2009-25 $410,900 0 $410,900
(70th St. @ TH 3 Roundabout) (city portion of county project)
2017 2015-01 $900,000 0 $900,000 $5,520,000
(117th St, TH 52 to Rich Valley Blvd.) (city portion of county project)
2017 2009-06 $765,300 0 $765,300
(Akron Ave., Cliff Rd. to Rsmt.) (city portion of county project)
2017 2018-09D $2,169,200 | $1,200,000 $969,200
(50th St. - East Neighborhood Recon.) (city portion of county project)
2018 2009-25 $225,000 0 $225,000
(70th St. @ TH 3 Roundabout) (city portion of county project)
2018 2015-01 $3,600,000 0 $3,600,000 $7,865,000
(117th St., TH 52 to Rich Valley Blvd.) (city portion of county project)
2018 2015-09D $5,077,800 | $1,200,000 $3,877,800
(Broderick Blvd. Recon.) (Reconstruction)
2019 2020-09D $6,479,200 | $1,200,000 $5,279,200
(50th St. - West Neighborhood Recon.) (Reconstruction) $5,400,000
(Ann Marie Trl. Neighborhood Recon.)
Total $31,193,600 | $4,800,000 $26,393,600 $27,000,000
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APPENDIX B
PROPOSED 2015 SROP BOND ISSUE

City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota

$5,405,000 General Obligation Street Reconstruction Bonds, Series 2015
Assumes Current Market Non-BQ AA Rates plus 25bps
15 Years

Sources & Uses
Dated 09/01/2015 | Delivered 09/01/2015

Sources Of Funds

Par Amount of Bonds $5,4035,000.00
Total Sources §5,405,000.00
Uses Of Funds

Total Underwrter's Discoumt (1.200%) 64 860.00
Costs of [ssuance 53,000.00
Deposit to Project Constmuction Fund 3,285,000.00
Founding Amount 140.00
Total Uses §5,405,000.00

Debt Service Schedule

105%

Date Principal Coupon Interest Total P+l Overlevy
02/01/2016 - - - - -
02/01/2017 245.000.00 1.100% 222455 63 46745563 490 828 41
02/01/2018 315,000.00 1.550% 154,332 .50 469.332.50 492 799 13
02/01/2019 320,000.00 1.750% 149 450.00 469.450.00 492 922 50
02/01/2020 325.000.00 1.950% 143 850.00 468.850.00 492 292 50
02/01/2021 330,000.00 2.250% 137.512.50 467.512.50 490.888.13
02/01/2022 335,000.00 2.350% 130.087.50 465,087.50 488.,341.88
02/01/2023 345,000.00 2.650% 122.215.00 467.215.00 490,575.75
02/01/2024 355,000.00 2.900% 113.072.50 468.072.50 491.476.13
02/01/2025 365,000.00 3.100% 102.777.50 467.777.50 491.166.38
02/01/2026 375,000.00 3.400% 91,462.50 466.462.50 489,785.63
02/01/2027 390,000.00 3.550% 78,712.50 468.712.50 492.148.13
02/01/2028 405,000.00 3.650% 64,867.50 469.867.50 493,360.88
02/01/2029 415.000.00 3.750% 50.085.00 465.085.00 48833925
02/01/2030 435.000.00 3.850% 34,522 50 469.522.50 492 998 63
02/01/2031 450,000.00 3.950% 17.775.00 467.775.00 49116375
Total $5,405,000.00 - $1.613,178.13 $7,018,178.13 $7,369,087.04
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PROPOSED 2016 SROP BOND ISSUE

City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota

$2,810,000 General Obligation Street Reconstruction Bonds, Series 2016
Assumes Current Market BQ AA Rates plus 50bps
15 Years

Sources & Uses
Dated 09/01/2016 | Delivered 09/01/2016

Sources Of Funds

Par Amount of Bonds $2,810,000.00
Total Sources £2,810,000.00
Uses Of Funds

Total Underwnter's Discount (1.200%) 33.720.00
Costs of Issnance 42 .000.00
Deposit to Project Construction Fund 2,731,200.00
Roundmg Amount 3,080.00
Total Uses §2,810,000.00

Debt Service Schedule

105%

Date Principal Coupon Interest Total P+l Overlevy
02/01/2017 - - - - -
02/01/2018 130,000.00 1.250% 105.987.92 235,987.92 247.787.32
02/01/2019 165,000.00 1.600% 73.190.00 238.190.00 250,099.50
02/01/2020 165.000.00 1.800% 70.550.00 235.550.00 247 327.50
02/01/2021 170.000.00 2.000% 67.580.00 237.580.00 249 459 00
02/01/2022 175,000.00 2.200% 64,180.00 239.180.00 251,139.00
02/01/2023 180.000.00 2.300% 60,330.00 240.330.00 25234650
02/01/2024 180.000.00 2.500% 56.190.00 236.190.00 247,999 50
02/01/2025 185.000.00 2.700% 51.690.00 236.690.00 248.524.50
02/01/2026 190,000.00 2.850% 46.695.00 236.,695.00 24852975
02/01/2027 195,000.00 3.000% 41,280.00 236.280.00 248,094.00
02/01/2028 200,000.00 3.100% 35.430.00 235.430.00 247.201.50
02/01/2029 210.000.00 3.200% 29.230.00 239.230.00 251.191.50
02/01/2030 215,000.00 3.300% 22,510.00 237.510.00 249,385.50
02/01/2031 220.000.00 3.400% 1541500 23541500 24718575
02/01/2032 230.000.00 3.450% 7.935.00 237.935.00 249 831.75
Total $2,810,000.00 - §748,192.92 $3,558,192,02 $3,736,102.57
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PROPOSED 2017 SROP BOND ISSUE

City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota

$5,520,000 General Obligation Street Reconstruction Bonds, Series 2017
Assumes Current Market BQ AA Rates plus 50bps

15 Years

Sources & Uses
Dated 09/01/2017 | Delivered 09/01/2017

Sources Of Funds
Par Amount of Bonds $3,520,000.00

Total Sources §5,520.000.00

Uses Of Funds

Total Underwniter's Discount (1.200%) 66,240.00
Costs of [ssuance 535,000.00
Deposit to Project Construction Fund 5,395,400.00
Rounding Amount 3,360.00
Total Uses £5,520,000.00

Debt Service Schedule

105%

Date Principal Coupon Interest Total P+l Overlevy
02/01/2018 - - - - -
02/01/2019 260.000.00 1.250% 208,189.79 468.189.79 491.599.28
02/01/2020 320.000.00 1.600% 143,707 50 463,707 .50 486,892 88
02/01/2021 325.000.00 1.800% 138.587.50 463.587.50 486.766.88
02/01/2022 335.000.00 2.000% 132,737 50 467,737.50 491124 38
02/01/2023 340.,000.00 2.200% 126,037.50 466.037.50 489.339.38
02/01/2024 350.000.00 2.300% 118,557 50 468,557.50 491 98538
02/01/2025 355.000.00 2.500% 110,507 50 465,507 .50 488782 88
02/01/2026 365.000.00 2.700% 101,632 50 466,632.50 489 964 13
02/01/2027 375.000.00 2 850% 91,777.50 466,777.50 490.116.38
02/01/2028 385.000.00 3.000% §1.090.00 466.090.00 489.394.50
02/01/2029 395.000.00 3.100% 69,540 .00 464,540.00 487.767.00
02/01/2030 410,000.00 3.200% 57.295.00 467.295.00 490.659.75
02/01/2031 420,000.00 3.300% 4417500 464.175.00 48738375
02/01/2032 435,000.00 3.400% 30.315.00 465.315.00 488.580.75
02/01/2033 450,000.00 3.450% 15,525.00 465,525.00 488 80125
Total $5,520,000.00 - $1.469,674.79 $6,089,674.79 §7,330,158.53
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PROPOSED 2018 SROP BOND ISSUE

City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota

$7,865,000 General Obligation Street Reconstruction Bonds, Series 2018

Assumes Current Market BQ AA Rates plus S0bps

15 Years

Sources & Uses

Dated 09/01/2018 | Delivered 09/01/2018

Sources Of Funds

Par Amount of Bonds $7.865,000.00
Total Sources $7.865.000.00
Uses Of Funds

Total Underwniter's Discount (1.200%) 94 380.00

Costs of Issuance 63,000.00

Deposit to Project Construction Fund 7,702,200.00

Rounding Amount 4,220.00

Total Uses $7,865,000.00

Debt Service Schedule

105%
Date Principal Coupon Interest Total P+l Overlevy
02/01/2019 - - - - -
02/01/2020 370,000.00 1.250% 296,589.79 666,589.79 699.919.28
02/01/2021 460.000.00 1.600% 204,732.50 664.732.50 697.969.13
02/01/2022 465.000.00 1.800% 197.372.50 662,372.50 695.491.13
02/01/2023 475.000.00 2.000% 189,002.50 664,002.50 697,202.63
02/01/2024 485.000.00 2.200% 179,502.50 664,502.50 697.727.63
02/01/2025 495.000.00 2.300% 168.832.50 663.832.50 697,024.13
02/01/2026 505.000.00 2.500% 157 44750 662 44750 695,569 88
02/01/2027 520.000.00 2.700% 144,822 .50 664,822.50 698.063.63
02/01/20238 535.000.00 2.850% 130,782.50 665,782.50 699.071.63
02/01/2029 550.000.00 3.000% 115.535.00 665,535.00 698.811.75
02/01/2030 565.000.00 3.100% 99.035.00 664.035.00 697.236.75
02/01/2031 580.000.00 3.200% 81,520.00 661,520.00 694.596.00
02/01/2032 600.000.00 3.300% 62,960.00 662,960.00 696,108.00
02/01/2033 620.000.00 3 400% 43.160.00 663,160.00 696,318.00
02/01/2034 640.000.00 3.450% 22.080.00 662,080.00 695,184.00
Total $7.865,000.00 - $2.093,374.79 $9,958.374.79 510,456,293.53
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PROPOSED 2019 SROP BOND ISSUE

City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota

$5,400,000 General Obligation Street Reconstruction Bonds, Series 2019
Assumes Current Market BQ AA Rates plus 50bps

15 Years

Sources & Uses

Dated 09/01/2018 | Delivered 09/01/2018

Sources Of Funds

Par Amount of Bonds

Total Sources

Uses Of Funds

$5.400,000.00

$5,400,000.00

Total Underwniter's Discount (1.200%) 64,200.00
Costs of [ssuance 56.000.00
Deposit to Project Fund 5,279,200.00
Total Uses £2,400,000.00

Debt Service Schedule

105%

Date Principal Coupon Interest Total P+I Overlevy
02/01/2019 - - - - -
02/01/2020 250,000.00 1.250% 203,741.46 453,741 46 476.428.53
02/01/2021 315,000.00 1.600% 140,692 50 455,692 50 478.477.13
02/01/2022 320,000.00 1.800% 135,652 50 45565250 47843513
02/01/2023 325.000.00 2.000% 129 892 50 454 892 50 477.637.13
02/01/2024 335.000.00 2.200% 123.392.50 458.392.50 481.312.13
02/01/2025 340,000.00 2.300% 116,022.50 456,022.50 478.823.63
02/01/2026 350,000.00 2.500% 108,202 50 458,202 50 481.112.63
02/01/2027 355,000.00 2.700% 99 452 50 454 452 50 47717513
02/01/2028 365,000.00 2 850% 89 86750 454 867 50 477610 88
02/01/2029 375.000.00 3.000% 79.465.00 454 465 00 47718825
02/01/2030 390.000.00 3.100% 68.215.00 458.215.00 481.125.75
02/01/2031 400,000.00 3.200% 56,125.00 456,125.00 478.931.25
02/01/2032 415,000.00 3.300% 4332500 45832500 48124125
02/01/2033 425.000.00 3. 400% 29.630.00 454 630.00 477361.50
02/01/2034 440,000.00 3.450% 15.180.00 455.180.00 477.939.00
Total $5,400,000.00 - $1,438,856.46 $6,838,856.46 $7,180,799.28
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APPENDIX C

Pre-Sale Schedule dated June 1, 2015
5-Year City Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan Bond Issuance

City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota

The City Council must take the following actions before Bonds can be issued:
e City Council directs preparation of a 5-Year Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan.

e City Council conducts a Public Hearing on issuance of Bonds in an aggregate amount not to exceed $27,000,000
and Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan.

¢ City Council approves Bonds aggregate amount not to exceed $27,000,000 and Street Reconstruction and Overlay
Plan by unanimous vote.

The table below lists the steps in the issuing process:

6/8/2015 City Council adopts Resolution calling for Public Hearing on issuance of Bonds and on Street
Reconstruction and Overlay Plan.

6/16/2015 Close date to get Notice of Public Hearing on issuance of Bonds and on Street Reconstruction and
Overlay Plan to official newspaper for publication.

6/21/2015 Publish Notice of Public Hearing on issuance of Bonds and on Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan
(publication no more than 28 days and no less than 10 days prior to hearing date).

7/13/2015 City Council holds Public Hearing at 7:00 p.m. on Bonds and on Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan
and adopts Resolution giving preliminary approval for their issuance and approving Street
Reconstruction Plan by unanimous vote of its membership present.

8/12/2015 Reverse referendum period ends (within 30 days of the public hearing).

Net Debt Limit

Assessor's Estimated Market Value 3,005,516,326
Multiply by 3% 0.03
Statutory Debt Limit 90,165,490
Less: Debt Paid Solely from Taxes (9,285,151)
Unused Debt Limit 80,880,339

Ehlers & Associates, Inc. Page 15




APPENDIX C

Pre-Sale Schedule dated June 1, 2015
2015A City Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan Bond Issuance

City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota

The table below lists the steps in the issuing process for the proposed 2015A bond issue:

7/27/2015 City Council provides for sale of the 2015A SROP Bonds.
8/24/2015 City Council accepts offer for Bonds and adopts Resolution-Approving sale of Bonds.
9/17/2015 Tentative closing/receipt of funds.
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To be added upon completion
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RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING
A STREET RECONSTRUCTION PLAN AND
AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF STREET RECONSTRUCTION BONDS

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council (the “Council”) of the City of Inver Grove
Heights, Minnesota (the “City”) as follows:

Section 1. Background.

1.01. The City is authorized under Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.58,
Subdivision 3b, as amended (the “Act”) to prepare a plan for street reconstruction or overlay
in the City over the next five years, including a description of the street reconstruction or
overlay to be financed, estimated costs, and any planned reconstruction or overlay of other
streets in the City over the next five years. Pursuant to the Act, the City may issue general
obligation bonds to finance the cost of street reconstruction and overlay activities described
in the plan.

1.02. Before the approval of the Plan and the issuance of any general obligation
bonds under the Act, the City is required to hold a public hearing on the plan and issuance of
the bonds.

1.03. Pursuant to the Act, the City has caused to be prepared a 2015 through 2019
Five-Year Street Reconstruction and Overlay Plan for the City of Inver Grove Heights,
Minnesota (the “Plan”), which describes expected street reconstruction and overlay
activities in the City for the years 2015 through 2019.

1.04. The City has determined that it is in the best interests of the City to approve
the issuance of street reconstruction bonds pursuant to the Act in a maximum aggregate
principal amount of $27,000,000 in multiple series from time to time (the “Bonds”), to
finance a portion of the costs described in the Plan.

1.05. On this date, the Council held a public hearing on the Plan and the issuance
of the Bonds, after publication in the City’s official newspaper of a notice of public hearing
at least 10 days but no more than 28 days before the date of the public hearing.

Section 2. Plan Approved.

2.01. The Council finds that the Plan will improve the City’s street system, which
serves the interests of the City as a whole.

2.02. The Plan is approved in the form on file in City Hall.
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Section 3. Bonds Authorized.

3.01. The City hereby approves the issuance of Bonds in a maximum aggregate
principal amount of $27,000,000 in multiple series from time to time, in order to finance
street reconstruction activities described in the Plan, including costs of issuance of the
Bonds, subject to further details regarding the sale of such Bonds to be set forth in a
resolution to be considered by the Council at subsequent meetings and subject to the
contingency described in Section 3.02 hereof.

3.02. If a petition requesting a vote on the issuance of the Bonds, signed by voters
equal to 5% of the votes cast in the last municipal general election, is filed with the City
Clerk within 30 days after the date of the public hearing, the City may issue the Bonds only
after obtaining approval of a majority of voters voting on the question at an election. The
authorization to issue the Bonds is subject to expiration of the 30-day period without the
City’s receipt of a qualified petition under the Act, or if a qualified petition is filed, upon the
approving vote of a majority of the voters voting on the question of issuance of the Bonds.

3.03. City staff, its municipal advisor, and its legal counsel are authorized and

directed to take all other actions necessary to carry out the intent of this resolution.

Approved by a vote of all of the members of the City Council of the City of Inver
Grove Heights, Minnesota present at the meeting thereof this 13th day of July, 2015.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS,
MINNESOTA

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Administrator
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AGENDA ITEM ; . A

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

JON SKOGH - Case No. 15-13ZA

Meeting Date:  July 13, 2015 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Regular Agenda X | None
Contact: Allan Hunting 651.450.2554 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Allan Hunting, City Planner Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Consider the First reading of an Ordinance Amendment allowing Accessory Dwelling Units
(ADU) within all single family zoning districts and specifically for property located at 1355 96"
Street E.

. Requires 3/5th's vote.

o 60-day deadline: August 18, 2015 (second 60-days)

SUMMARY
The applicant is requesting a code amendment to allow an accessory dwelling unit (ADU) in an
existing detached structure on their property located at 1355 96" Street.

The zoning ordinance only allows one single family dwelling per lot. An ADU would have its
own kitchen, bath and sleeping and living space which constitute a dwelling unit. Therefore, the
ordinance must be amended if ADU’s are to be allowed.

The Housing Committee has put ADU’s on their list of topics the Council should consider and
they have been involved in the discussions and drafting of the ordinance.

The Council has not discussed this topic in any detail for some time and so the staff report
provides a large amount of background material to consider. Typically, a topic like this would be
discussed at a work session meeting and Council would give staff some direction on how to
proceed with the ordinance. In this case, a zoning application was made and therefore the City
is limited in the amount of time it has to make a decision on the application.

ANALYSIS

Staff reviewed a number of other ordinances from other metro cities that allow ADU’s. | created
a summary matrix covering the topics that seemed most critical when considering allowing
ADU'’s for Inver Grove Heights. The main topics include:

1. Zoning Districts: Would include all single family zoning districts including the A, E-1 and
E-2 districts.

Allowing ADU'’s in detached structures or only within the principal dwelling.

Allow by permitted or conditional use, ADU in detached vs. in principal structure.
Minimum lot size for a detached ADU.

Permit/registration/licensing.

Ownership of units.

Maximum and minimum size of ADU.

Occupancy/bedrooms.

Separate entrance/exterior modifications.
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10. Parking spaces.

The Planning Commission had a very good lengthy discussion over two meetings. The minutes
from the first meeting are attached. Due to a quick turnaround from the last Planning
Commission meeting and drafting the council memo, the minutes from the July 7 meeting are
not available at this time. They will be distributed with the second reading of the ordinance.

The Planning Commission took a considerable amount of time discussing each point of the
proposed draft ordinance. The only significant change recommended was to require a minimum
lot size of at least 1.0 acre for a detached ADU.

Because this is a complicated issue and Council has not discussed before, Staff suggests two
possible options to proceed;

1. Since an application has been submitted, a decision has to be made by August 18 (or
extension granted by the applicant). Council could adopt an ordinance that addresses the
specifics to this application. The draft ordinance would fit the proposal by the land owner.

Then,

2. More time could be taken to discuss any issues that are complex and draft ordinance
could be considered with other changes or additions.

RECOMMENDATION
Planning Staff: Staff is supportive of allowing ADU’s and would support an ordinance as
drafted and as the Planning Commission recommended.

Planning Commission: Recommended approval of the ordinance amendment on a city wide
basis with the minimum lot size for a detached ADU to be at least 1.0 acre (8-0).

Attachments: Ordinance Amendment (First Reading)
Planning Commission Recommendation from June 16
Planning Report



Draft 1% Reading

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE,
TITLE 10, (ZONING ORDINANCE) CHAPTER 15 REGARDING ALLOWING
ACCESSORY DWELLING UNITS (ADU) IN SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
ZONING DISTRICTS

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

Section One. Amendment. Title 10, Chapter XX, of the Inver Grove Heights
City Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

10-XX: ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT:

Accessory dwelling units (ADU) may be permitted as an accessory use to a single family
dwelling in the A, E-1, E-2, R-1A, R-1B and R-1C zoning districts subject to the following:

1. A rental license for the non-owner-occupied unit shall be required pursuant
to Chapter __ of City Code.

2. Each accessory dwelling unit shall require a city registration pursuant to
requirements of City Code.

3. An accessory dwelling unit shall be clearly a subordinate part of the single-
family swelling. In no case shall the ADU be more than 1000 square feet, nor less than
250 square feet.

4. An accessory dwelling unit may be permitted within a detached accessory
structure provided the lot size on which the unit would be located is one (1) acre or
greater.

5. A detached accessory dwelling unit may be allowed in a detached accessory
structure provided the detached structure’s gross floor areas is 1000 square feet or less
on lots less than or equal to 2.5 acres and 1,600 gross square feet or less on lots greater
than 2.5 acres in size. In no case shall the ADU be more than 1000 square feet, nor less
than 250 square feet.

6. No more than one accessory dwelling unit shall be allowed on a lot.
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7. The property owner must reside in either the primary residence or the ADU as
their permanent residence.

8. An ADU may not be subdivided or otherwise segregated in ownership from
the primary residence structure.

9. The exterior design of an accessory dwelling unit shall incorporate a similar
architectural style, roof pitch, colors, and materials as the principal building on the lot,
and shall be compatible with the character of the surrounding residential buildings.

10. The total number of occupants in the accessory dwelling unit shall not
exceed three (3) persons.

11. Lots with accessory dwelling units shall provide at least two (2) off-street
parking spaces in addition to the one (1) off-street parking space required for the
primary residence.

12. Accessory dwelling units in combination with their associated single family
dwelling unit must conform to all city code requirements for single family dwellings,
including but not limited to setback, height, impervious surface and accessory structure
standards.

13. The accessory dwelling unit and the associated single family dwelling unit
must meet current state building, plumbing, electrical, mechanical and Fire Code
provisions including fire emergency vehicle access to any accessory dwelling unit.

14. A accessory dwelling unit in a detached accessory structure shall have a
separate address from the principal dwelling unit on the lot and shall be identified with
address numbers assigned by the City and pursuant to size and location regulations of
the city code.

Section Two. Amendment. Title 10, Chapter 2-2, DEFINITIONS, of the Inver
Grove Heights City Code is hereby amended to add the following:

ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT (ADU): A subordinate habitable dwelling unit,
which has its own basic requirements of shelter, heating, cooking and
sanitation, added to or created within a single-family dwelling or
detached accessory structure.

Section Three. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect
upon its publication as provided by law.




Ordinance No. Page 2

Passed in regular session of the City Council on the day of 5 20195,

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

, City Clerk



RECOMMENDATION TO
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

TO: Mayor and City Council of Inver Grove Heights
FROM: Planning Commission
DATE: June 16, 2015

SUBJECT: JON SKOGH - CASE NO. 15-13ZA

Reading of Notice

Commissioner Simon read the public hearing notice to consider the request for an ordinance
amendment to Title 10 of the City Code Zoning Regulations to allow for Accessory Dwelling
Units (ADUs) on single-family properties. No notices were mailed.

Presentation of Request

Allan Hunting, City Planner, explained the request as detailed in the report. He advised that the
applicant is requesting a zoning code amendment to allow an accessory dwelling unit within an
existing detached accessory structure. The zoning code currently allows only one single-family
dwelling unit per lot. A dwelling unit includes the living, bath, sleeping spaces, and kitchen. A
resident can create a separate area for living, bath and sleep spaces, but a full kitchen is not
allowed and is the point at which the code differentiates between the two. Staff has received a
few requests regarding the creation of a second unit within a single-family home in the past and
has seen this on building permit plans for new houses or remodels. These individuals have had
to modify their plans so there was no complete permanent kitchen in the space. The City’s
Housing Committee has put ADU’s on their list of topics the Council should consider to allow for
an additional housing option for its residents. Staff is looking at the issue of whether we should
allow accessory dwelling units, whether they are in homes or in detached accessory structures.
Since this request came in as a zoning code application, the City must take action on the
request within 60 days, or within an additional 60 day extension granted by the City. Staff is
requesting input and discussion from the Planning Commission tonight on the issue of ADU'’s.

Mr. Hunting advised that he drafted a matrix summarizing the research done by the Housing
Committee regarding cities in the metro area that allow accessory dwelling units. He went
through each of the categories on the matrix, stating they relate to both the Skogh application as
well as overall accessory dwelling units in a home or detached structure. He advised that
typically these would be restricted to single-family zoning districts (A, E, and R-1) since they are
already allowed in multi-family districts. Some cities allow ADUs as a permitted accessory use
and others by conditional use. Requiring a conditional use permit results in a more lengthy
process which can be financially burdensome, and includes neighbor notification and a public
hearing process. Allowing ADUs in detached accessory structures would appear to have more
potential impacts to neighboring property owners. Because of this, perhaps there should be a
minimum lot size required. The Housing Committee felt that 12,000 square feet would be a
good starting point as it is the minimum lot size in the R-1C district. To illustrate how many lots
in the City were 12,000-20,000 square feet and 20,000-1 acre in size in a single-family zoning
district, Mr. Hunting created a map showing how many lots this could potentially affect. He
found that a lot minimum of 12,000 square feet would eliminate most of the homes in the South
Grove and Northwest Area because they were on smaller lots. Some communities allow
detached structures only on their larger lot size zoning districts. An existing detached structure
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could be converted to an ADU but would have to meet the building code requirements. The Fire
Marshal requires that there be some type of surface leading up to the detached unit so
emergency vehicles could gain access if necessary. Another item to discuss is setbacks and
whether ADU'’s should have to meet the same setbacks as primary structures. Staff believes
that impervious surface and maximum structure size should remain the same. All the cities on
the matrix allowed one additional dwelling unit per lot. Staff would recommend some type of
tracking system that would alert police and fire in the case of an emergency. All cities also
required that the property owner must occupy one of the dwelling units. The Housing
Committee is recommending that the minimum dwelling size be 250 square feet with a
maximum of 1,000 square feet. Most communities have either limited the number of bedrooms
or the number of occupants that could live in a unit. The Housing Committee felt that the
number of bedrooms could be monitored through building permits and they are recommending
ADU's be limited to no more than three occupants. Some cities either prohibit or restrict
separate entrances to ADU’s and ask that any additions or detached units have a similar
exterior to the principle structure. Staff believes it is especially important to have addresses on
detached accessory dwellings for emergency access purposes; this could be done using the
same address as the principle structure plus an ‘A’, “1/2’, etc. Currently only one off-street
parking space is required in the single-family zoning; this can be within a garage or out in the
open. The Housing Committee is recommending there be at least three off-street parking
spaces within a lot with an ADU.

Since this request came in as a zoning code application, the City must take action on the
request within 60 days, or within an additional 60 day extension granted by the City. Because
this is such a complex issue it could be broken into two parts. If the Planning Commission is
agreeable with the general idea of allowing ADU’s, and supportive of the specific request, an
ordinance could be created addressing this narrow application. This would allow more time to
discuss the issues with allowing ADU’s in a larger context since it would include all single-family
residential zoning districts. The City is required by law to act on the Skogh’s application. If the
Planning Commission is comfortable with the concept of ADU’s they could break this out into
two pieces; address the requirements necessary for the applicant’s application and then deal
with the City-wide ADU ordinance. The Commission is being asked to consider whether they
are supportive of allowing ADUs, whether they are supportive of allowing them in a detached
accessory structure, what the minimum lot size should be (the Skogh property is in a 2.5 acre
minimum zoning district so the minimum should be at least that), should these be a permitted
accessory use or a conditional use, how much parking should be required, and should there be
a tracking mechanism. A draft city-wide ordinance is included in the packet to be used as a
guide. Staff requests input on this issue.

Chair Maggi asked what percentage of the lots in the City were 12,000 to 20,000 square feet in
size.

Mr. Hunting replied that he did not have that number available.
Chair Maggi stated there seemed to be a fair difference between the 12,000-20,000 square foot
lots and the 20,000-1 acre lots. She asked if the current impervious surface rules would apply

to properties with a second dwelling.

Mr. Hunting replied that staff would recommend the impervious surface maximums remain the
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same.

Commissioner Simon stated a 1,000 square foot mother-in-law apartment could be as large as
some homes.

Mr. Hunting replied that theoretically an entire 1,000 square foot structure could be converted
into a living area.

Commissioner Robertson asked if there were any communities that had studied this issue and
decided not to permit accessory dwelling units.

Mr. Hunting replied that he called the adjacent communities of West St. Paul, South St. Paul,
and Mendota Heights and was told they did not allow ADU’s; however, he did not have any
background on why they were not allowed or whether there were any other cities who discussed
this issue and decided not to allow them.

Commissioner Robertson stated that in order to be objective she felt they needed to learn from
the communities that have studied this issue and decided not to allow ADU’s, not just the criteria
established by communities that do allow them. She asked if a homeowner wanting to put a
second story on a garage would still have to meet the City’s maximum height requirement.

Mr. Hunting replied in the affirmative.

Commissioner Robertson stated she was reluctant to move forward with the Skogh application
until there was a more unified plan for ADU’s throughout the City. She stated she lived in an
area of 12,000-15,000 square foot lots and was concerned about the potential for all of those
lots to have an accessory dwelling unit.

Commissioner Scales asked if property owners would be required to comply with current
building size requirements.

Mr. Hunting replied in the affirmative.

Commissioner Niemioja stated that the public policy behind supporting people and their families
at any age was an important policy, whether it is to care for an elderly adult or perhaps to
support an adult son or daughter with a young child.

Commissioner Lissarrague stated he supported the Skogh request in which a daughter, who
grew up in Inver Grove Heights, wanted to come back with her husband and live with her
parents.

Commissioner Scales asked how ADU'’s were handled in the past, stating many homes were
built with full kitchens in the basement in the 1950’s and 1960’s and many were rented out as
well.

Mr. Hunting stated that in the 23 years he has worked for the City they have not been permitted.
He was unsure of the background on whether they were ever permitted, but stated likely they
were never officially sanctioned by the City.
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Commissioner Scales asked if Mr. Hunting was saying it was never a permitted use.

Mr. Hunting replied he was unsure of how ADU’s were interpreted at that point in time but they
have never been permitted in the zoning ordinance.

Commissioner Lissarrague stated in the Skogh situation it was not really a rental situation but
rather a family living with their parents and helping take care of the acreage in the years to
come.

Commissioner Scales pointed out that although this situation was family, the next may be a
rental situation.

Commissioner Lissarrague suggested the Commission look specifically at the Skogh request
tonight.

Chair Maggi asked what the rationale would be for requiring a rental agreement.

Mr. Hunting stated that even if an ADU was built for a family member at some point in time they
would have an empty unit and would have the ability to rent it. The idea is to allow people
another opportunity for a housing alternative that may be less expensive than a standard
apartment building. If a property owner created an ADU they would have the option of living in
either the principle structure or the ADU.

Chair Maggi asked if an ADU would require a rental license.

Mr. Hunting stated one of the recommendations in the draft ordinance is that these types of
units not fall under the scrutiny of the rental regulation requirements. Because of this staff feels
there should be a tracking mechanism. Anyone wanting to convert their space properly, or build
a new unit, would need a building permit and perhaps they could establish a list via those
building permits. This type of tracking mechanism would be especially important for emergency
services, but also would be a good idea in general.

Commissioner Lissarrague asked the difference between allowing these as a permitted
accessory use versus a conditional use, stating that allowing them by conditional use and
requiring that it be a family member could solve the problem.

Mr. Hunting replied that a permitted accessory use would allow an ADU as long as it met the
specific criteria of the ordinance. If this was done by conditional use it would entail an eight
week process, including an application, monetary fee, notice to the paper, notice to residents,
public hearing, and approval by City Council.

Commissioner Robertson stated if one of her neighbors were to build a 1,000 square foot
detached ADU it would affect her view, backyard aesthetics, etc. She asked which of the two
processes would require notice to the neighbors.

Mr. Hunting replied the conditional use permit.
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Chair Maggi asked for clarification on what the likelihood would be of being able to build a 1,000
square foot detached dwelling on a 12,000 square foot lot with an existing principle structure.

Mr. Hunting stated likely only a small amount of the properties shown on the map would be able
to build a 1,000 square foot detached dwelling unit on their property because of the restrictions

that would be in place, especially maximum impervious surface, setbacks, and required access
to the structure.

Commissioner Lissarrague asked if staff wanted feedback from the Planning Commission on
minimum lot size, stating that changing the required minimum lot size to an amount larger than
12,000 square feet might resolve Commissioner Robertson’s concern.

Mr. Hunting replied the draft ordinance was based on recommendations from the Housing
Committee, but staff would also like to have recommendations from the Planning Commission.

Commissioner Scales stated he was not overly concerned about minimum lot size, stating the
restrictions would likely prohibit most smaller lots from having a detached accessory dwelling.

Mr. Hunting stated an additional level of restriction would be setbacks, especially if the City
determined that ADU’s should meet principle structure setbacks. If this were the case most
accessory structures would require variances to convert to living space.

Commissioner Simon asked if there were many residences in the City that used Yz in their
address.

Mr. Hunting replied he was unsure as all the addressing was done by the County until a few
years ago. He advised they would have to use 'z or a letter to distinguish the additional address
as it would have to fall within the existing address numbers and meet the even/odd spacing
guidelines.

Commissioner Simon advised that in addition to allowing the residents of an ADU to receive
mail, the address would also alert the City that it was an ADU.

Commissioner Wippermann asked if currently owners of single-family homes were allowed to
rent out rooms.

Mr. Hunting stated there was nothing in the zoning ordinance that prohibited room rental at this
point as long as they shared cooking facilities.

Commissioner Wippermann asked if they could require that any ADU occupants be related to
the property owner.

Mr. Hunting replied it was a possibility; however, it would be difficult to monitor and to determine
whether residents were related.

Commissioner Gooch asked if this ordinance would pertain only to detached structures rather
than allowing homeowners to add a second kitchen to their principle structure and essentially
creating a duplex.
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Mr. Hunting replied that the draft ordinance addressed both topics.

Commissioner Gooch stated it seemed as if this would change the definition of single-family
zoning as they would be creating duplexes in single-family zoned areas. He was concerned
about parking, how this would affect property values, and stated it was not fair to residents who
invested in a single-family home to now have the potential for a duplex next door.

Chair Maggi asked for clarification of whether a separate entrance would be required if the
second living area was within the primary dwelling.

Mr. Hunting replied that the draft ordinance did not require it; however, the Commission could
add such language. He stated he did not see that as being necessary, especially since in the
case of a fire emergency personnel would go through the entire house regardless of where the
fire was located.

Commissioner Scales stated there was likely a larger percentage than people realized of homes
in Inver Grove Heights with separate kitchens and two families living in them, especially in the
outlying areas of the City. He was in favor of adopting an ordinance that would provide
structure and help with code enforcement.

Commissioner Gooch stated the fact that there were currently rental units operating illegally did
not make it right.

Commissioner Scales stated this has been occurring in the outlying areas for years and likely
the neighbors were not even aware there were multiple families living in these homes. He
stated that the numerous existing requirements in place would make a good starting point for
this process. He advised that converting a garage to living space would be expensive, which
would be another reason why he does not anticipate a lot of homes adding an extra unit to their
home.

Commissioner Niemioja stated that baby boomers are coming back to live with their children,
whether or not the City gives them the legal right to have a second kitchen in their home. She
supported creating an ordinance that would allow the City to have more control over this
process and keep better track of such units. She stated it is a burden to create a new living
structure and it would be unfortunate for a property owner to be prohibited from ever using such
a space once their family member no longer was living there.

Commissioner Robertson stated she was concerned about the fact that allowing ADU’s would in
essence be creating two living structures on a lot that was zoned for single-family. She asked
for clarification in regard to allowed parking.

Mr. Hunting advised that the draft ordinance recommended a minimum of three parking spaces;
no maximum was stipulated. Staff is also suggesting a limit of three occupants to each second
living unit which limits the impact.

Chair Maggi stated that the other regulations in place, such as impervious surface maximums,
would likely keep situations from getting out of hand.
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Opening of Public Hearing
Jon Skogh and Kayla Harren, 1355 — 96" Street East, advised they were available to answer
any questions.

Chair Maggi asked the applicant if he read and understood the report.

Mr. Skogh replied in the affirmative. He advised that he has lived on his 2.7 acre property for 20
years and plans to remain there. He stated his daughter and her husband moved back and
have been living in his basement. They are all looking for more privacy; however, and are
requesting they be allowed to build an apartment over their existing detached garage. This
would also be an opportunity for the children to help care for the property and the Skoghs as
they grow older.

Ms. Harren stated from a neighbor’s perspective nothing would change as they were already
living on the property and the building already exists; they would simply be separating the living
spaces.

Chair Maggi asked where the closest neighboring home was located.

Mr. Skogh showed an aerial of the neighborhood, stating the area was heavily treed and the
nearest homes were built quite a ways away. He stated they planned to add a dormer onto the
existing detached accessory structure and the living space would be in the upstairs.
Commissioner Niemioja asked how a fire truck would access the garage.

Mr. Skogh stated they would install an asphalt driveway coming off their existing driveway.

Commissioner Gooch asked why the applicants would not subdivide the property and build a
house on the new property.

Mr. Skogh stated they were not interested in subdividing and felt the proposed request would be
their best overall value.

Commissioner Robertson asked the applicants if they used the detached garage as their
primary garage.

Mr. Skogh replied they did not as they had an attached garage. He advised that originally the
detached structure was built to store yard equipment and a classic car.

Commissioner Robertson asked the applicant what his thoughts were on the use of his
investment should his daughter choose to no longer live in the detached accessory dwelling.

Mr. Skogh advised that if they left he could perhaps use it as a guest house, or if his daughter
started a family perhaps his daughter could move into the primary residence and he and his wife
could move into the accessory structure.

Jim Zentner, 8004 Delano Way, a member of the Housing Committee, stated they hope to make
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a presentation to the Planning Commission in the month of July regarding a housing audit that
was done by the Urban Land Institute. He advised that the demographics are changing very
rapidly and how we look at usages of land and housing needs to adjust to that change. He
stated that while he understood the sentiment that a single-family area is created for single
families, there is not much difference between two families of three living on a property versus a
single family of ten people. He stated the Housing Committee supports the applicant’s
application, stating this area of the City can easily accommodate a detached accessory dwelling
and it begins to move towards where the Committee would like to with the accessory dwelling
unit issue.

Chair Maggi asked Mr. Zentner for the Housing Committee’s rationale behind the 12,000 square
foot minimum lot size recommendation.

Mr. Zentner stated they based that number on what other communities were using and they also
felt it was a size that could likely accommodate an additional detached dwelling without
infringing on setback rules, views, and environment. He advised that 12,000 square feet was a
starting point so it could be opened up for debate. He stated it was unlikely that a 1,000 square
foot building would be built on a 12,000 square foot lot.

Chair Maggi closed the public hearing.

Planning Commission Discussion
Chair Maggi asked for clarification of the options regarding this request.

Mr. Hunting stated if the Planning Commission wanted to minimize the impact to the City as a
whole they could focus specifically on the Skogh request and perhaps set a minimum of 2.5
acres or limit it to the E-1 zoning district. In regard to setbacks, Mr. Hunting advised that the
existing accessory building on the Skogh property is 1,000 square feet in size and 17 feet from
the property line which complies with the zoning code. They are allowed to expand the building
to 1,600 gross square feet; however, anything over 1,000 square feet requires a 50 foot setback
from property lines. The applicant may therefore have to come back with a variance request to
allow for an ADU not meeting the 50 foot setback. The Planning Commission is asked to look at
whether or not they want to allow reduced setbacks for existing dwellings.

Chair Maggi asked if the Planning Commission approved an ordinance tonight that would allow
the Skoghs to move forward, would any change made by City Council then replace what the
Commission approves tonight.

Mr. Hunting stated Commissioners should be careful not to establish regulations that would
allow the Skoghs to move forward but that would tie their hands citywide.

Chair Maggi asked if the Planning Commission had the option to move it forward to City Council
without a recommendation.

Mr. Hunting replied in the affirmative, stating they could also discuss this again in two weeks if
they needed more time.

Chair Maggi stated another option would be to deny the request in order to allow staff and the
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Housing Committee more time to pull together additional information.

Mr. Hunting replied in the affirmative, stating they could deny the request until they had time to
look at the bigger picture. This, however, would delay the process for the applicant.

Commissioner Robertson stated because this was the first time they had discussed this issue,
she would prefer to table the request until she could do more research. If they could not table
the request tonight, she would have to recommend denial.

Chair Maggi asked staff if it was feasible to gather additional information before the next
meeting.

Mr. Hunting stated he could not guarantee he would be successful in finding additional
information as he was unaware of any city that had discussed the issue and decided not to
allow ADU’s.

Chair Maggi asked the Commission if they were generally in favor of allowing accessory
dwellings. The response resulted in about half the Commissioners being either undecided or
not in favor of the general concept.

Commissioner Scales stated he was in favor of allowing ADU’s, it is already being done
throughout the City and this would allow it to be regulated. He would be more comfortable
sending it to Council without a recommendation rather than denying the request.

Commissioner Gooch asked if the Skogh property was subdividable.
Mr. Hunting replied it could not be subdivided without a variance.

Commissioner Gooch advised that the Commission had reviewed similar situations in the past
in which the applicants had subdivided their property so their children could build a home.

Chair Maggi asked the undecided Commissioners what additional information they would need
in order to make a decision.

Commissioner Robertson stated she would prefer not to send this to Council without a
recommendation as the Planning Commission has been asked for their input regarding the
creation of this ordinance. She advised that she remained undecided because she did not know
anything about why cities may have decided not to allow ADU’s. She advised she would be
willing to do an internet search on this topic if they were able to table the request.

Commissioner Niemioja noted that Council would have an opportunity to review the minutes of
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