
 

1.  CALL TO ORDER 
2.  ROLL CALL 
3.  PRESENTATIONS   
 
4.  CONSENT AGENDA – All items on the Consent Agenda are considered routine and have been made available to the  

City Council at least two days prior to the meeting; the items will be enacted in one motion.  There will be no separate  
discussion of these items unless a Council member or citizen so requests, in which event the item will be removed  
from this Agenda and considered in normal sequence.  

A. i.  Minutes of January 25, 2016 City Council Meeting Minutes 
ii. Minutes February 1, 2016 Work Session Meeting Minutes  

B. Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending February 16, 2016 
C. Consider Approval of Massage Therapy Business License for Essential Therapeutic Bodywork, 

5778 Blackshire Path, Suite 200 and Individual Therapeutic Massage Business License for 
Monica Ann Bemus 

D. Consider Approval of Temporary Liquor License- Inver Hills Community College Foundation 
E. Consider Approval of 2016-17 VMCC Ice Rates 
F. Consider Approval of Rich Valley Potable Water Well 
G. Consider Approval of Portable Toilet Contract 
H. Resolution Calling for Hearing on Proposed Assessments and Declaring Costs to be Assessed 

and Ordering Preparation of Proposed Assessments for Nuisance Abatement 2015 
I. Consider Approval of Record Meeting Minutes Contract 
J. Consider Approval of the Proposal from Landmark Environmental Inc to Conduct a Phase II 

Environmental Site Assessment for the Properties Owned by Bill and Kathy McPhillips 
K. Accept Donation of SAFL Baffle from Upstream Technologies 
L. Approve Custom Grading Agreement (CGA) for 1784 86th Court 
M. Approval of a Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement (SWFMA) for Lot 7, MacGregor 

Acres (2 High Road) 
N. Consider Trunk Utility Reimbursements for Blackstone Vista 
O. Consider to Authorize Inver Grove Heights Police Department to Enter into an In-Squad 

Computer Grant with the State of Minnesota, the Minnesota Department of Public Safety 
(DPS), Acting through its Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) 

P. 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. Continuation of Public Hearing and Consider Resolution Ordering Project, Approving Final 
Plans and Specifications, and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for the 2016 Pavement 
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Management Program, City Project No. 2016-09D – 60th Street Area Reconstruction and the 
2016 Improvement Program, City Project No. 2015-10 – 60th Street Area Utility Improvements 
 

7.  REGULAR AGENDA: 

PARKS AND RECREATION:  
A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Awarding a Contract to Duininck Golf for the 2016 

Inver Wood Golf Course Improvement Project 
B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider First Reading of Ordinance Amendment Related to 

Restaurant Definition / Inver Wood Golf Course. 
 

ADMINISTRATION: 
C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Ordinance Amending Inver Grove Heights City 

Code, Title 1, Chapter 6, Article A, Section 5(J) Related To Criminal History Background Check 
D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Acceptance of Community Solar Garden (CSG) 

Subscriptions with SolarStone Partners 
 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:  
E. MOTORS MANAGEMENT CORP.;  Consider the following requests for property located at 1470 

50th Street:  
a)  A Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit Amendment and related agreements to 
allow for a building and parking lot expansion to the existing automobile dealership. 
 
b)  A Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to exceed the maximum impervious 
surface allowed in the Shoreland Overlay District. 

 
8. MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS:       

9.  EXECTUTIVE SESSION: 

      Executive Session Pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 13D.05, Subd. 3 
     Discussion of Property Acquisition 
 

City Administrator Joseph Lynch’s performance evaluation will commence after the property 
acquisition discussion. Pursuant to Minn. Stat. §13.43, this is a closed session. 

    
10. ADJOURN:  
This document is available upon 3 business day request in alternate formats such as Braille, large print, audio recording, 
etc.  Please contact Michelle Tesser at 651.450.2513 or mtesser@invergroveheights.org  

 

mailto:mtesser@invergroveheights.org


 

 INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
MONDAY, JANUARY 25, 2016 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

1. CALL TO ORDER and 2. ROLL CALL  
The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on Monday, January 25, 2016, 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, City Clerk Tesser, Parks and Recreation Director Carlson, 
Finance Director Smith, Public Works Director Thureen, Police Chief Stanger and Fire Chief Thill.  
  
3.  PRESENTIONS:  None. 
 
4. CONSENT AGENDA: 
A. i. Minutes of December 14, 2015 City Council Meeting Minutes 
    ii. Minutes of January 4, 2016 City Council Work Session Minutes   
B. Resolution 16-03 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending January 19, 2016 
C. Consider Approval of Therapeutic Massage License for Beth Henning  
D. Consider Approval of Sentence to Service Contract 
E. Consider Change Order No. 5 and Pay Voucher No. 7 for City Project No. 2015-09E – 47th Street Area 
Reconstruction and City Project No. 2015-14 – 47th Street Area Water and Sewer Improvements and 
Rehabilitation 
F. Appointment of Board Member to the Eagan-Inver Grove Heights Watershed Management 
Organization (E-IGHWMO) 
G. Consider Resolution 16-04 Adopting the Special Assessment Policy 
H. Approve Purchase of Capital Equipment 
I. Offsite Easements of Blackstone Vista Plat Resolution 16-05 
J. Personnel Actions       
                        
    
Motion by Mueller, second by Bartholomew, to approve the Consent Agenda 4.A- 4.J, 4G was 
pulled. 
 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.    
 
Item 4G was pulled by Kelly Kayser, 1953 59th Court E. she asked the Council about the Assessment 
Policy relating to the service life of the streets.  She stated her sewer and storm water utilities are 30 years 
old. She asked how those utilities come into play as future projects come up.  
 
Mr. Thureen, Public Works Director replied that the service life and years are closely aligned with 
assessment terms and not the expected service life.  He stated it’s not based on the expected life of the 
street improvement.  
  
Ms. Kaiser asked about water main breaks and replacing sewer lines.  She asked if they will be assessed 
for that.  Mr. Thureen stated if it’s an isolated incident the city repairs that break and makes the necessary 
street improvements.  Normally, what is done as part of the feasibility report is both sewer lines and water 
lines are looked at during the street improvement process.   
 
Motion by Bartholomew, second by Hark, to approve item 4G.   
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
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5. PUBLIC COMMENT:  

 Allan Cederberg, 1162 East 82nd St commented on professional football. He then commented on item 4F- 
the open seat of the Inver Grove Heights Watershed Management Organization (E-IGHWMO).  Mr. 
Thureen stated there was 1 open seat.  The terms are staggered.  A reappointment of the Vice Chair was 
made. 
 
6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:    
A.  Consider Resolution Ordering Project, Approving Plans and Specifications, Authorizing 
Advertisement for Bids, and Authorizing City Attorney to Complete Easement Negotiations for the 
2016 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2016-09D – 60th Street Area 
Reconstruction and the 2016 Improvement Program, City Project No. 2016-10 – 60th Street Area 
Utility Improvements. 
 
The Public Hearing opened at 7:10PM.  Mr. Thureen opened up the meeting and summarized the item.  
Consultant of Kimley-Horn Associates, Mr. Eric Fosmo was present and summarized the projects in front 
of the Council for approval.  Mr. Fosmo stated that the projects are standard utility updates, including 
water main improvements along with a full street reconstruction to match standard streets at 43 feet wide.  
The design team presented the 60th Street Area Street Construction full vs. Partial Reconstruction.  A life 
cycle analysis and feasibility study was completed. Mr. Fosmo showed the powerpoint that outlined the 
cost and explained why a mill and overlay is not recommended. He stated specifically with 60th Street and 
Asher that the sub grade layers are not in good condition which would mean the pavement would get beat 
up quickly. He further stated the other streets are also not recommended for mill and overlay.  Further, he 
stated that curb and gutter was looked at in the field by staff and is nearing the end of its useful life.  He 
went over the values and estimated percentage of curb and gutter replacement per the powerpoint slide.  
He stated that the slide showed what could be saved if curb and gutter remained.  
 
Mr. Fosmo stated that also included in the project is the Asher Avenue Extension.  60th Street and Asher is 
a dead-end road with a sub standard cul-de-sac at the end of it.  The extension would be land from the 
school district to the north.  The cul-de-sac does not meet the standards for City emergency and requires 
three easements on three different properties.  Mr. Fosmo declared the total cost for city project 2016-10 
the utility cost improvement is $244.00.  The city project 2016-09D street reconstruction project cost is 
$2,308,000.  The finance plan is the sanitary sewer and water main utility funds.  The finance plan for the 
2016-09D project is a combination of PMP Funds and Special Assessments as Mr. Fosmo outline in the 
powerpoint slide.  There are no state aid funds available for these projects. The special benefit appraisal is 
$9,000 per home. The assessment map was discussed. There are 52 properties and assessment is 
higher than $9,000.  Total assessments equals to 22% of total project costs.  The assessment rolls are 
capped at $9,000. An Assessor confirmed the $9,000 benefit.  The schedule was discussed, including 
final design, bid opening, informational meeting. Staff is asking to approve the proposed projects.   
 
Councilmember Hark asked what the thickness of the pavement should be.  Mr. Fosmo stated that the 
payment thickness must generally be 4 inches before you can do a 2 inch overlay.  60th Street and Asher 
were less than 4 inches in a lot of areas.  The cul-de-sacs were 4-5 inches existing.  Councilmember 
Bartholomew asked if 59th Court is 4-5 inches.  Mr. Fosmo stated in the affirmative. The geotechnical 
experts showed stripping in the asphalt. The stripping in the bottom layer of the payment core.  Mill and 
overlay wouldn’t be recommended.  Mayor Tourville stated that the other piece is having a good base.  Mr. 
Fosmo stated in the affirmative, the other piece is having a good base but in these cases the base is 
highly frost assessable meaning that water would just sit in the base and frost will cut that up fairly quickly 
with a mill and overlay the cracks would show through within 2-3 years.   
 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked about the layering of the pavement.  Mr. Fosmo stated the cracks 
will come through the payment section in a matter of a couple of years.  Public Works Director, Mr. 
Thureen stated when doing mill and overlay if you’re cracked in the pavement those will reflect through the 
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1st or 2nd winter season. He discussed the crack and seal and why its important to do crack sealing to 
keep the water out of the sub grade.  
 
Councilmember Hark the layer underneath the pavement that is substandard.  Is it because of age or how 
the streets were built back then.  Mr. Fosmo stated specifically to 59th Court it is the function of the 
environment.  The geo technology doesn’t have a solid pavement layer to pave on top of.  
 
Councilmember Mueller asked why number 18 and 51 is not assessed.  Mr. Thureen stated number 18 is 
a pond. And number 51 is a piece of city property.  Mr. Fosmo stated that 51/52 are city properties and will 
be assessed per policy.   
  
Kelly Kayser, 1953 59th Crt E. commented on the full street reconstruction and assessment of 59th Court 
and indicated opposition of the cost of the assessment. She also discussed her discontent with the 
process. 
 
Mayor Tourville stated in response that 59th Court bituminous and condition of the soil and aggregate is 
below quality according to the analysis and that it’s not a candidate for a mill and overlay.  He asked if it 
would have been qualified five years ago.   
 
Mr. Thureen summarized the entire street system, he stated the city has 140 miles of street.  40 miles are 
reaching to the point of life expectancy and are candidates for construction.  In a three year cycle we 
revisit everything in the city. Mr. Thureen stated we look at everything including original construction plans. 
Once it gets to a certain point the road will deteriorate expeditiously. The challenge is the large percentage 
of the city and how to package the street projects.  The new data is a rerun of the condition. We are trying 
to package the projects for the best efficiency and cost reduction.  Mr. Thureen stated we look at the 
neighborhood approach for the impact of the project and we look at the underground utility.  He 
commented that the storm sewer work is an odd alignment in Asher Ave.   
 
Daniel Burke, 5851 Asher Avenue identified his property as 1 and 2 on the map of Asher Avenue.  Mr. 
Burke requested no easement of property 1.  Mr. Burke discussed how this would affect his family and 
quality of life. He mentioned that if the extension didn’t occur how this would save money on the project. 
He also discussed utilities.  Consultant, Mr. Fosmo clarified that the service utilities do serve the 
properties.  The road access is one buildable lot.  Based on that reason the property is assessed, city 
utilities do run to the property.  Mr. Burke responded and stated that the slope and grading would make it 
to high of a cost to build a property on that lot.  None of the property touches the road. You would need to 
go through the property 2 to go through the property 1.  Further he commented on safety.  In 30 years, 
there have been no safety issues.   
 
Jim Stickler, 5866 Asher Ave. opposed the extension of the cul-de-sac. He mentioned there is limited 
amount of safety issues. He discussed how this would affect the neighborhood.   
 
Valerie LaMaster, 5850 Asher Ave. opposed the cul-de-sac. 
 
Marc Patton, 1887 59th Court East commented on his disagreement of the assessment cost and 
expressed his view that the curb is in good shape. 
 
Jorin Tix, 1735 60th St E. commented on the benefit analysis assessment cost. 
 
Nicole Taylor, 1909 59th Court East commented on her disagreement of the assessment cost and the 
process.   
 
Karen Tennis, 1878 59th Court East opposed to curb replacement and the assessment cost. 
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Steve LaMaster, 5850 Asher asked council to look into cost benefits of the cul-de-sac and lack of 
emergency vehicles . 
 
Lynn Tischler, 1921 59th Court East opposed cost of assessment and commented on the overall 
maintenance. 
 
Monica Gossett, 5924 Asher Ave is extended the extended cul-de-sac. And she commented on the cost of 
the assessment and lack of overall maintenance.  
 
Mayor Tourville stated that staff was gathering information and comments from the neighborhood.  He 
stated the council is listening.   
 
Jim Stickler, 5866 Asher Ave. discussed the 47th Ave and they were assessed $6,000. 
 
Terry Nelson 1948 59th Court East.  He is located right by the main drain.  He is opposed to the two more 
main drains.  There have been no issues with the main drain. 
 
Kelly Kayser, 1953 59th Crt E. commented on how great staff has been in presenting the specifics of the 
projects. She asked specifically about the estimate change since the beginning of the process.  Mr. 
Thureen stated those estimates were high number average costs but once the feasibility study occurred 
then the numbers are more specific.  She asked about uniformity vs. neighborhood preference. 
 
Mayor Tourville stated that the public hearing will remain open.  He stated for staff to go over the public 
comments.  We need it to be a 429 project, if we do in by piecemeal the cost would increase.  One 
example of assessment roll is the way the property tax structure states that $9,000 increase on the 
property value.  But he stated that neighborhoods over the last seven years saw some of the lowest 
property values.  Further, Mayor Tourville stated that the value of the $9,000 would increase your property 
value. He clarified to a previous resident comment that the pumper trucks don’t go out on medical calls 
unless there was a special circumstance.  He directed staff to look into the curbs.   
 
Councilmember Hark asked for the opinion from the Fire Chief on the cul-de-sac.   Mr. Fosmo stated that 
the recommendation came from public works and streets staff as well which includes snow plows, 
garbage trucks and fire trucks.  Councilmember Mueller asked what the cost of the cul-de-sac extension 
is. Daniel Burke, 5851 Asher Avenue answered that the cost is $134,000 and with the $39,000, we could 
go down on a $7,000 assessment. 
 
Mr. Thureen commented on values and the economic downturn.  He summarized past practices and 
continuing to use 429 but that the percentages are decreasing.  He commented on the Pavement 
Management Plan and how to keep the streets in good shape. The appraisers looked at housing stock 
and lot size.  He stated we are looking at the funding options, cost benefits and 429.  They look at the 
assessment amount and asked the assessor to take a harder look. Mr. Thureen stated we are looking to 
see if we are going to fund a project then what is going to be the threshold for sustainability for 
assessment.  
 
Mayor Tourville commented that the comparison being used is in 2015 to 2016 assessment was $3,000 
less in one year.  He stated that staff should look at the project to see if they can bring down the $9,000 
estimated assessment.   
 
Councilmember Bartholomew asked a follow-up question. He asked about the process of review for the 
mill and overlay option of 59th Court.  Mr. Fosmo stated it’s what happens if you look at the project 
differently.  For example, if 59th was removed from this project.  Would there be a cost benefit?  When 
reviewed they found there would be very little cost benefit without 59th Court.  
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Mayor Tourville stated so if 59th Court was on their own, the cost would go up on a per unit bases.  Mr. 
Fosmo stated that the lot size and property in comparison with the other streets in the project are similar.  
 
Councilmember Mueller asked about the schedule of Upper 55th Avenue.  
 
Mr. Thureen answered that this project will have a feasibility study done this year.  2017 has funding for 
plans and specifications but no current construction date.   
 
Councilmember Mueller asked if we should package Upper 55th Ave. with the street projects.  
Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated no, it makes it worse the longer you wait on the assessment cost.   
 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated that she doesn’t mind keeping the public hearing open but if we 
don’t get assessment bids in on time during the construction season than it could cost the city more 
money. 
 
Councilmember Hark asked when it will go back onto the calendar. 
 
Mayor Tourville stated that we can keep it open and reanalyze whether or not to keep the curbs and cul-
de-sac. 
 
Mr. Thureen stated these numbers are an educated guess based on the feasibility study it’s a soft cost 
estimate but it can vary.  The next meeting would be the second month in February.  
 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech can we do alternates in the bids or do we have to advertise as is?  Mr. 
Thureen stated we can put specs and bids but it could affect the bids. 
 
Daniel Burke, 5851 Asher Avenue opposed the extension of the cul-de-sac.    
 
City Attorney, Mr. Kuntz stated we need to ask Mr. Fosmo if the parcel 1 is assessed even if the cul-de-
sac is not extended.  Mr. Fosmo stated that he will bring the answer to this question back to the next 
hearing.  
 
City Attorney, Mr. Kuntz summarized the discussion.  If we would return on February 22, 2016, the council 
would like to hear that the cul-de-sac has a better estimate of the cost and who recommends that the 
extension of the cul-de-sac be extended for emergency vehicles.  Also, for more information on the curbs 
and whether there will be some savings or not.  Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated that the question 
before staff is what the cost for insurmountable curbs is.  The neighborhood wants uninsurmountable 
curbs.  Also the third item residents asked about was the cost benefit of not adding an additional sewer 
drains on 59th Court East.   
 
 
City Attorney, Mr. Kuntz read the MN State Statute 429.031, other steps improvement hearing, 
preparation of plans and specifications to design if its feasibility.  He stated in the affirmative, you can go 
out for bids.  The city has not done that in the past and the bidders will know that.  
 
Karen Tennis, 1878 59th Court East asked why the costs are not lower than 60th Street and Asher Avenue.  
Why is it disproportionate?   She questioned the assessor’s estimate of the increase of property value.   
 
Mayor Tourville is a judgment call by county assessors. Its not a formula, its an estimate that was done.    
 Kelly Kayser 1953 59th Crt E. why are comps looked at from 2010?  Could we look at more update 
comparables and would that change the assessment.   
 
Steve LaMaster, 5850 Asher Avenue commented that there’s only one trash hauler.  
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Councilmember Piekarski Krech concerned on the bid dates lateness.  
 
City Attorney, Mr. Kuntz stated to the audience and viewers that the motion is to keep open the hearing 
until Feb 22, 2016, there will not be written or public notice to that hearing.  If you want to participate you 
will need to be back here.  
 
Motion by Muller second Bartholomew to keep the public hearing open until Feb 22, 2016 at 
7:00PM.  
 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.     

 
B. Assessment Hearing for City Project No. 2009-01 – T.H. 3 and 80th Street/County Road 28   
Intersection Improvements Resolution 16-06 
 
The Public Hearing was previously opened.  The Public Hearing continuation started at 9:00PM.   
 
Mr. Thureen introduced the item and reviewed the project from the public hearing.  Staff was directed by 
Council to have another meeting with the residents regarding the assessment.  Mr. Thureen showed the 
assessment area to the Council.  The parcels on the west side are to be covered by an assessment 
agreement in the amount of $400,000 for a term of five years with a recommended interest rate at 4.8%.  
Today, the 18 parcels on the east side of Hwy 3 are in front of you.  The original assessment was 
$381,600 with a term of 10 years at 4.8% and allowing deferment. The combination was the parcel area 
and trip generation on future land use based on Comp plan.  At the first meeting Council asked staff to 
look at a different calculation. Staff returned with a reduced assessment amount of $234,000.  The 
proposal is $147,800. Staff revised assessment role is strictly on area and was not calculated by trip 
generation.  It’s strictly calculated on the parcels involved.  The term is 10 years with an interest rate at 
4.8%. It was recommended that the city include deferment.   
 
As discussed prior to the events that would follow the events or dates which would begin the deferment as 
follows: 
 

1. The property is plated and a final plat is recorded. 
2. The property is subdivided with the meaning of Minn. Statute §462.352, Subd. 12.  Staff added the 

transfers during the life of the current owner to any family members of the current owner. 
3. Lastly, that there is a fixed date of January 1, 2040.  

 
In cases of deferment being reached it will accrue interest at the rate of 4.8%.  It shall be due and payable 
with real estate taxes over five calendar years.   
 
The informational meeting was on January 14, 2016, two property owners attended.  Their emails are 
included in the Council packet.  They are requesting the revised proposed assessments be reduced 
further from $18,000 to $6,000 for parcel 20-000800-53-010 and from $30,000 to $6,000 for parcel 20-
00800-50-010.  Another rejection letter was received earlier in November rejecting the original 
assessment but the amount has changed to now being $6,300.  
 
Councilmember Bartholomew asked if we acknowledge the rejection letter.  City Attorney Kuntz stated no 
we don’t think we have a rejection letter. 
 
Mr. Thureen stated that with the changes staff asks the council to approve the resolution with the revised 
proposed assessment role for a total of $547,741.52.  $400,000 of that is from the west side of the 
highway. 
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Mayor Tourville confirmed that the assessment role is on acreage, not on trips.  Thureen stated in the 
affirmative, there is a fixed amount proposed.  
 
Councilmember Mueller asked how an assessment is calculated.  Mr. Thureen stated you look at how the 
property could be developed.  Mr. Thureen stated he found the means on how to fund the street 
improvement.  If you consider that amount to what this could develop into and what it’s used in the amount 
of a fixed acreage of units.  Mayor Tourville commented that the city didn’t foresee the state not having to 
pay any amount of the highway improvement.  
 
Mayor Tourville offered an opportunity for public comment: 
 
Kurt Rechtzigel, 1407 80th Street E commented on that the assessment should be looked at as a whole 
instead of the west side.  
 
Christine O’Shaughnessy, commented on the lack of benefit. She handed out an email from Denny Honsa 
of MSA Professional Services.  She discussed the land mass topography and the assessment is grossly 
stated. She also discussed the highest commercial assessment of $6,000.  
 
Jeanne Abbott, 1401 80th Street commented on poor planning by the city and abuse of power.  
 
Allan Cederburg, 1162 East 82nd St commented on a 2008 Assessment Hearing. Mayor Tourville replied 
that the use of the MSA funds to help offset the cost savings this project by $234,000.  Mayor Tourville 
and Cederburg discussed a new 80th Street.  
 
Motion by Bartholomew second Hark to close the public hearing at 9:34 PM of City Project No. 
2009-01 -T.H. 3 and 80th Street. 
 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.   

The Public Hearing closed at 9:34PM.  Councilmember Bartholomew stated the need to practice other 
alternatives in the future but today we need to approve the assessment roll.  As stewards, we need to 
approve the roll but other alternatives should have been explored in the past.  
 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech commented that in hindsight it was in 2008 we didn’t foresee the 
economic downturn and connections that should have happened didn’t happen. But we did what we could 
at the time.   
 
Motion by Bartholomew second Hark to approve final assessment of the resolution of City Project 
No. 2009-01 – Truck Highway 3 and 80th Street/Amana Trail/County Road 28 Intersection 
Improvements. 
 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.   

Mr. Kuntz stated that the Council needs to make a decision on the deferment resolution.  
 
Mr. Thureen stated per the Resolution in the Council request for Council action to memorialize the 
deferment of special assessment.  Two parcels that are city owned.  They are not included in the 
deferment.  Two owned by the county.   Parcel 8 is being deferred by Target.  It’s reflected in the 
resolution of the assessment.    
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Allan Cederburg, 1162 East 82nd St asked if the resolutions need to be rescinded. City Attorney Kuntz 
stated in the negative, that no deferments were adopted.   
 
Two parcels are city owned 15 and 12 we proposed that they are not included in deferment and parcel 7 
that is a county road but is for the realignment of future roads.  The parcel will be used for the right of way.  
We mentioned parcel 8 as a current use but the intensity of the use is the same as the Comp Plan but that 
will be deferred.  City Attorney stated Mr. Kuntz stated that there are 19 parcels on the assessment role. 
15 parcels will be in deferment and 4 parcels not being deferred (7, 12, 14 and 15; two by the County, one 
by the city and one by Target.)  The City prepared 15 separate deferment resolutions. The deferment 
terms are in the deferment resolution.  
 
Motion by Piekarski Krech second Mueller to approve Resolution of deferment of special 
assessment.  Resolutions 16-07 Gordon, 16-13 Inver Grove Land, LLC 16-14 Wistl, 16-15 Wistl, 16-
16 Malensek, 16-17 Rechtzigel, 16-18 Si LLC, 16-19 Abbott, 136-20 Sure Lock Holdings, 16-21 
Willenbring, 16-22 Willenbring, 16-23 Hanson, 16-24 Corniea, 16-25 O’Shauhnessy, 16-26 Bonin. 
 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.   

   
7. REGULAR AGENDA: 
 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

 
A. BLACKSTONE HIGHLANDS;  Consider the following requests for property located south of 70th 
Street, just east of Blackstone Vista; 

a) A Resolution 16-08 relating to a Comprehensive Plan Amendment to change the land 
use designation from MDR, Medium Density Residential to LDR-NWAPUD, Low Density 
 Residential Northwest Area PUD. 
b) A Rezoning of the property from A, Agricultural to R-1C/PUD, Single Family 
Residential District.  Resolution 16-09 
c) A Resolution 16-10 relating to a Preliminary Plat and Preliminary PUD Development 
Plan for Blackstone Highlands. 

Mr. Hunting, City Planner introduced the item and pointed to the area on the map shown. It’s a 15 acre 
parcel into a 40 lot single family development to be known as Blackstone Highlands. The Comprehensive 
Plan would go from a MDR density to an LDR density. This is consistent with prior developments. The 
rezoning would be consistent with the proposed comprehensive plan designation for the property.  The 
preliminary plat consists of 40 single family lots and three outlots.   Two of the outlots are storm water 
purposes.  Outlot C has the potential for future development along with parcel to the north abutting 70th.   
The project meets the performance standards.  The flex of the opening space is less than 20% because of 
the open space.  The parcel is disturbed and farmed.  There are no regional basins found. It doesn’t have 
a regional basin which has been a large part of the open space.  To maximum lot size staff is comfortable 
with the flexibility.  Planning Commission and Staff is approving the project as presented.  
 
Mayor Tourville stated this was a lot of conversation in regards to this properties request. 
 
Jim Deanovic was presented and stated his name.  
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City Attorney Kuntz stated 4/5 votes are required with the Comprehensive Plan change.  
  
Motion by Piekarski Krech second Mueller to approve A, B and C. of the resolution. 
 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.   
 
B. ETERNITY HOMES, LLC; Consider a Resolution 16-11 relating to the Preliminary Plat of Crosby 
Heights.  Property located between 64th and 65th Streets at Craig Avenue. 
 
Mr. Hunting introduced the item and showed the area on the map. The applicant is proposing to develop a 
5.5 acre parcel into a 23 lot single family development to be known as Crosby Heights.  The developer 
would construct Crosby Avenue between 64th and 65th Streets and Craig Avenue.  The lots are of a similar 
size to the surrounding neighborhood. The zoning and comp plan does not need to be changed.  The 
developer is changing Crosby Ave.  The lots would access off of Crosby Ave and Craig Ave.  There is no 
variance to be requested.  No corner back or lot size issues. The lots meet the 70% rule and the design 
addresses storm water needs with the pond occurring on the outlot. There were 40 foot lots but now they 
are updated to today’s standards.  Planning Commission and Staff is approving the project as presented. 
 
Councilmember Hark what are the cost of the properties?  
 
John Anderson, Eternity Homes commented that price point is $275-$375,000 probably low $330,000. 
 
Motion by Mueller second Bartholomew to approve the resolution relating to the Preliminary Plat 
of Crosby Heights. 
 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.   

 
C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the Third and Final Reading of an Ordinance 1308 
Amendment to the Regulations of Parking of Vehicles and Recreational Vehicles in the Front Yard 
by Removing One of the Temporary Exceptions. 
 
Mr. Link outlined the item as the third and final reading of the ordinance of the regulations of parking 
vehicles in the front yard. It will remove the seven day temporary exception. The City Council approved 
the reading at its January 11,, 2016 meeting.  There were no changes made at that time. Planning 
Commission and Staff are approving the ordinance.  
 
Councilmember Mueller asked where the map is. Mr. Link stated the map will be amended.  
 
Mayor Tourville directed staff on revising the map to help clear things up. Mr. Link stated in the affirmative. 
 
Motion by Piekarski Krech second Hark to approve the third and final reading of ordinance 1308 
Regulations of Parking of Vehicles and Recreational Vehicles in the Front Yard. 
 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.   
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D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Community Development Block Grant Applications- Fiscal 
Year 2016. Resolution 16-12 
 
Community Development Director, Tom Link presented the item.  He stated that this is a routine 
application.  In 2016, CDBG through the Community Development Agency stated its for low to moderate 
funding.   In the past, we have split the amount of the Housing Rehabilitation fund and the Doffing Ave 
Acquisition Program by 50%.  
 
This year staff recommends a change the amount allocated from the Doffing Avenue Acquisition.  The last 
acquisition was three years ago.  Mr. Link stated we don’t have the need for the program.  The second 
reason is the agency has been tacking on more federal regulations onto the program. The new regulations 
have to be used in 1.5 years.  We would like to find a different use for it.  We are asking for the Comp 
Fund to be allocated for the use of the funds.  And  to update the ADA construction fund with the 
remaining funds of $56,000.  The other cost would be the ADA improvements such as pedestrian crossing 
at city streets.  City matching funds are not required.  Usually the cost is paid for by the general fund, 
pavement management or municipal state aid. Mr. Link concluded that staff recommended that the 
Housing Rehabilitation Program be $57,000.  Comprehensive Plan update be $28,000 and the American 
Disabilities Act (ADA) Construction be $28,000. 
 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated that we should put more money in the Housing Rehabilitation 
program.  Mr. Link replied that the county (CDA) did not feel that was needed.  He stated that the county 
has to match those funds.  Between the funds, we usually have enough in the fund. Councilmember 
Piekarski Krech suggested 60% in Housing Rehabilitation program and 25% in American Disabilities Act 
Construction.  She asked staff to advertise the program more.  
 
Mayor Tourville stated we are directing staff to include in the grant 60% in Housing Rehabilitation program 
and 25% in American Disabilities Act Construction.   
 
Motion by Piekarski Krech second Mueller with said changes to the 2016 CDBG application.  
 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.   
 
8. MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS 
 
9.  EXECUTIVE SESSION: 
Executive Session Pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 13D.05, Subd. 3. Discussion of Property Acquisition of the 
Leyde Property.   

 
10. ADJOURN: Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew to adjourn.  The meeting was 
adjourned by a unanimous vote at 10:40p.m. 
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INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION 
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 2016 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL:  The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in work session 
on Monday, January 4, 2016, in the City Council Chambers.  Mayor Tourville called the meeting 
to order at 6:00 p.m.  Present were Council members Bartholomew, Hark, Mueller and Piekarski 
Krech; City Administrator Lynch, City Clerk Tesser, Community Development Director Link, 
Finance Director Kristi Smith, Public Works Director Thureen, Parks and Recreation Director 
Carlson and Police Chief Larry Stanger.

2. I-2 ZONING
Mr. Link introduced the item and summarized the prior October 5, 2015 work session meeting 
discussion.  Mr. Link stated that staff is looking for direction on two issues: Major Site Plan 
Review process and I-2 Uses. He discussed the items briefly. He stated right now, the two 
issues are in competition with each other.  Mr. Link posed what are the roles of the council, staff 
and Planning Commission if you get rid of the major site plan review process.  He discussed the 
importance of public input.  He stated that the questions have been posted to eliminate the 
major site plan, putting the responsibility in the hands of staff.

He discussed the study looking at comparable cities: Rosemount, Eagan and Cottage Grove 
which have a similar process as the city.  Mr. Link stated when looking at past practices, major 
site plan reviews are put in front of Council approximately 2-3 times a year.  The Planning 
Commission’s process is that they usually see the major site plan review twice.  Once in the 
beginning and once after the Council reviews the plan.

On the major site plan the Planning Commission believes the public involvement is important to 
gather ideas, hear different perspectives and to hear underlining issues.  It’s the opinion of the 
Planning Commission to keep the process as is.  Mr. Link noted that if the major site plans 
process is eliminated.  The plans will still have to be provided by the industry to review at staff 
level. There will still be time and costs involved.  But it wouldn’t be as intensive of a process that 
it is currently.

I-2 Uses:
The Planning Commission went though the list of permitted uses and potential for impacts
(conditional uses).  Overall they suggested three uses to be changed to permitted and one use 
either permitted upon activity.  Conditional uses to permitted uses would be: maintenance 
facility, essential service buildings, research and development facilities and the service of semi 
tanks, trucks and trailers including equipment permitted if inside of a building and Conditional if 
outside of a building.  Their feelings regarding this is that the impacts would be minimal. 

Mr. Link’s thoughts were that if the Council would like to proceed with the changes on the major 
site plan or the I-2 uses, staff would like to know how to advertise the changes to the public. He 
stated there are thousands of facilities that are zoning businesses, institutional and 
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neighborhoods that would be affected with the change.  1-2 zone changes wouldn’t be that 
intensive.  There is approximately 2 square miles of property that are zoned 1-2 abutting a 
dozens of residential properties.  Therefore, staff would like time to discuss changes with the 
Planning Commission and conduct a public hearing to hear public input and then advertise the 
changes to the public.  Mr. Link ended the summary with a request to council for direction on the 
major site plan and I-2 uses.  
 
Councilmember Hark stated that he is confused because Council wasn’t asking to eliminate the 
site plan review.  He discussed the unique Watrud situation and stated his feelings were that 
there is duplication or redundancy in the process that the Council would like eliminated. He 
stated that with the Watrud example, they had to come back in to the council after the major site 
plan was completed and go through the process a second time.  
 
Councilmember Bartholomew stated yes that is what Council’s intention was.  For example, you 
have a large parcel of land, if there is a building structure being built that is identical to the 
previous two structures then they shouldn’t have to go through another major site review.  
Councilmember Hark asked to address situation where it’s obviously redundant.  
 
Mr. Link stated that staff was confused regarding the direction of staff on how to proceed with 
this.  Mr. Link commented on the Watrud situation and the unique circumstances. 
Councilmember Hark stated that he doesn’t want to get caught up in the Watrud situation 
because that ship has sailed.  
 
Councilmember Bartholomew stated that the disconnect is that if there is a large piece of 
property that has went through the major site plan and all the setbacks have been met and it’s 
obvious that they will add more buildings than there’s no reason to do another major site plan 
review.  The drainage and landscaping would have already been completed with the first major 
site plan review.   
 
Mayor Tourville summarized the opinion of the Planning Commission and stated that they 
disagree with the suggested new process.  Mayor Tourville stated the Planning Commission 
comments are to continue to keep public input in the process.  
 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked how much I-2 is there to develop. She stated it looks like 
from the map that its all planned out.  Mr. Link stated that there are a few sites.  Mr. Link stated 
that it’s not the initial application it’s if the approved site plan is modified.  If the site is amended 
or modified then how do we handle it at the staff level.  We would have to include that into the 
ordinance.   
 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated that the process should be as simple as possible.   
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Mr. Link went over the 1-2 district areas with the Council.  What could be done is exempt 
properties from a major site plan or write an exception. That would be a simple way, or we can 
come up with a staff direction on how they would like to proceed. 
 
Mayor Tourville stated that there needs to be some type of major site plan.  If there are two 
buildings and then there is 3, 4, or 5 buildings added then a site plan should be required. 
 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech replied as long as you have an accepted use in the zone then 
why would you have to go through another major site plan.  She stated that staff would see the 
request in the permits issued.  
 
Mayor Tourville stated that there needs to be some process.  There may be residential impacts 
and we need to explore the process. 
 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated that these areas are developed no one is near 
residential.  She stated we are spinning our wheels.  If it meets the use and storm water when 
requesting permits than why require a site plan. 
 
Mr. Link stated that there are two issues being discussed.  The I-2 issues are unique in some 
areas, we can treat that area different.  He discussed the landfill area and the uniqueness of 
that area. The other issue is to define what the changes would be done to the site plan review.  
He stated which ones would have to go through a site plan and which ones wouldn’t. Do you do 
it if there’s new parking spaces, added square footage etc.  
 
Mayor Tourville discussed examples of possible scenarios and that the public could be 
dissatisfied with the lack of public input.  
 
Councilmember Bartholomew discussed the purpose of the major site plan. He discussed an 
example of going through a major site plan then later adding a building structure and the plan 
meets setbacks, drainage and increasing parking then why do another major site plan as long 
as they meet the standards.  It’s a redundant action.   
 
Mr. Link stated that they could amend that major site plan review process and add language 
that subsequent changes to the property can be reviewed by staff instead of going through the 
Planning Commission.  
 
Councilmember Mueller stated that if he was Steve Watrud he would be upset. He discussed 
possible scenarios of new businesses coming to the Watrud property.  Councilmember Mueller 
asked about public meetings.  Councilmember Mueller discussed the last Planning Commission 
meeting and how the public wasn’t recognized and able to talk.  Mr. Link commented that it is up 
to the Chair of the meeting on when they let the public to talk. He stated the process is different 
than at Council meetings.  The Planning Commission discusses the item then opens up the 
meeting for comments.  
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Mr. Vance Grannis Jr., 9249 Barnes Ave E.  stated that everyone is missing the point.  You are 
duplicating the process.  The presentation that Mr. Link stated at the Planning Commission 
meeting was that Mr. Watrud didn’t want to go through the process again.  Mr. Grannis stated 
that the standards that apply from the City Code don’t duplicate it and increase the costs.  He 
stated we could avoid this if you get a PUD first but the fees go up from $3,000 to $5,000.  He 
further commented on doing business in the City. Mr. Grannis discussed the fee comparison of 
other cities and commented on how the little fees starting adding up and the time delays.   
 
Steve Watrud, 9070 90th Court stated that he had to bring this issue to the Council because of 
the lack of direction from staff and council.  He further discussed his complaints regarding 
wasteful time and money.  He asked that Council to be concise and make a decision.  He 
further discussed his past experience and past practices.   
 
Mayor Tourville stated that the council and staff had to follow the ordinance.  Mr. Watrud asked 
for a direct and consensus stance. Let’s be specific and make decisions.  It’s tough that we are 
still fighting and we have hard feelings. 
 
Willie Krech, 9574 Inver Grove Trail, asked that the city list the possible uses so that it’s easier 
to follow.  He asked the Council to get business and staff together to figure this out to get these 
permits approved.  He commented on the length of time and flexibility.  He stated he is 
impressed with staff.  He further commented on the I-2 District landfill area and the refinery.  
  
Mayor Tourville asked Mr. Kuntz when looking at the Watrud piece we asked if we could bypass 
some of the regulations.  In the major site plan review can we look at this to see if this can be 
handled before instead of coming to council.  There are two things to consider.  Number one, if 
it wasn’t shown on the first plan such as storm water plans when buildings 4,5 someone has to 
chance.  The issue that has to be framed if the council has to approve a CUP/Site Plan can 
subsequent site plans be done without a Planning Commission or Council review and can we 
just delegate to staff the authority to do this.  The challenge is, once you introduce the public 
process you do inevitably you will add to the length of time.   
 
Mr. Kuntz stated that issue number 1 is the Council issues with an initial review of the property, 
he stated can we add subsequent changes to the site plan review and it be approved by the 
Director of Dept of  Public Works or Director of Community Development.   The professional 
contractors would work with staff to comply with the standards.   
 
Mr. Kuntz stated the second part that comes up, right now the applicant needs amended 
conditional use permit (CUP) for open storage.  The first paragraph of the CUP always says that 
these are the plans that need to be approved.  We can change language that subsequent site 
plans be approved by staff.  The language could be stated in Districts I-1 or I-2.  The site plan 
approval doesn’t only apply to I-2.  If there is a philosophical question, that if there is a seven 
acre property that expansion to four acres can be dealt with by staff.   
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Comments were made by Council that this is the process changes they would like to see. Mayor 
Tourville stated that this exactly what the Council wants to see and asked if the change needs 
Planning Commission approval. 
 
Mr. Link asked to let staff draft the language first for the council to view and then have the 
language go to Planning Commission with a Public Hearing.   
 
Mayor Tourville asked the audience if there is disagreement.   
 
Mr. Grannis stated he wanted the micromanaging eliminated.  He went through the previous 
process with the council.   Further he went on that if its permitted use than they should be able 
to get a permit.  Don’t waste staff time and expense micromanaging.  All that is important was 
the storm water.  Mayor Tourville stated the council is giving that direction to staff for that 
change.  Mr. Grannis continued to discuss micromanaging.   
 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech discussed the city of Eagan’s example, and said it was 
approved within 6 months.  She stated it shouldn’t take more than a year.   
 
Mayor Tourville stated that in our cases, there’s no water, no sewer, no streets or roads.  
Councilmember Piekarski Krech would like the process to go quicker.  
 
Mayor Tourville stated that Mr. Kuntz will draft the language for the process to have major site 
plan review and allow subsequent changes to be handled by staff and departments as 
necessary. 
 
Mr. Watrud beliefs the changes is the direction that he would like the council to go.  He further 
pointed out the disconnect in the past process in length.  
 
The council discussed that the process will be to come back to a work session for the language 
and then it will go to Planning Commission.   
 
Mr. Lynch stated that the there will be language change to the admin review for permitted and 
CUP review to I-2.  There are proposed changes to the types in the I-2.  Would you like those 
added to the language as well.  Mayor Tourville stated we haven’t discussed that but we want 
to. 
 
 
I-2 Designations: 
Mr. Link summarized the I-2 designations.  Mr. Watrud opined that stone wall, monumental and 
painting should be allowed in I-2.  Mayor Tourville stated that usually sales is wholesale not 
retail.  Mr. Grannis opined generally on what uses he feels are okay based on the old days.  He 
further discussed on the micromanaging of anesthetics.   
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Councilmember Bartholomew we will not mix the uses of retail with manufacturing.  The issue is 
not involving retail traffic in the industrial areas.  He suggested to drop the word “sales”.   
 
Mayor Tourville asked if these suggestion changes we added to the language with the site 
major plan review.  He opined that he didn’t want retail with industrial.   
 
Mr. Grannis opined that businesses should be surveyed for input.  Mr. Watrud discussed the 
Planning Commission process with the Conditional Uses that were put forward.  
 
The council gave direction to Mr. Link that everything is included and everything be a permitted 
use and nothing be conditional.  The council is open to the Planning Commission coming back 
with requests for specific items to be added to a conditional uses.   
 
Mr. Watrud stated that I-2 should be the least restricted along with I-1.  Mr. Grannis opined that 
its permitted only if someone can come up with why it should be a conditional use.   
 
Mr. Link stated I-1 is different because there are a lot of those zones.  The Council directed Mr. 
Link to eliminate the request of I-1 being added to the changes. 
 
Mr. Link summarized that the approach is 1. 1-2 Planning Commission must have really good 
reason for Conditional Uses   2. 1-2 uses will go back to Council before going to Planning 
Commission   3.  Draft amended ordinance language. 
 

3. STORM WATER PFA 
 
City Engineer, Thomas Kaldunski discussed the storm water project plan that is to be submitted 
for possible state funding.  The portion of the Mississippi River that borders the City of Inver 
Grove Heights is currently listed on the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency’s (MPCA) 2014 
Impaired Waters List for turbidity- measure of water’s cloudiness or haziness. Because the City 
owns a municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4) that discharges to the Mississippi River, 
the City is included as a Regulated MS4 for South Metro Mississippi River Total Suspended 
Solids Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL).  We have standards that we have to meet to help 
with the sentiment.  We are trying to accomplish this to meet the standards. We have outflow at 
64th, 65th, 70th and 78th to the Mississippi River.  The City is trying to reduce the amount of TSS 
that the City discharges through its storm sewers into the Mississippi River.  That’s the general 
focus and we are eligible for this, the funding would come from the State.  To date, the City has 
applied for $1.5 Million in grants, which requires a local match of 50%.  We hear from the state 
that we are in good position to be awarded that grant. We are ranked 4th among storm water 
project applicants.  Mr. Kaldunski stated we have five years to match the grant funds.  
 
Mayor Tourville asked if the fund goes through MPCA or Met Council.  Mr. Kaldunski stated it 
goes through MPCA on the funding.  They encourage cities to do storm water projects.  
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Councilmember Bartholomew asked about 28th and if there is watershed for that area?  Mr. 
Kaldunski stated that generally when you look at this area that has a big pumping station and is 
land locked.  Councilmember Bartholomew asked about specific locations on the map where the 
storm water goes to the river. Mr. Kaldunski confirmed that it goes directly to the river. Mayor 
Tourville clarified that outfall means that there’s a pipe. 
 
Mr. Kaldunski discussed specifics on outfalls. He stated that 64th Street Outfall by the Old 
Village subwatershed, 65th and 66th (by the Swing bridge) and then Mr. McPhillip’s property 
Dixie Avenue pipe and 77th Ave pipe goes underneath the railroad tracks.  He commented that 
this is the proposed projects.  City Engineer, Mr. Kaldunski stated it’s to reduce the solids and 
start rain gardens and ponding.  City Attorney, Mr. Kuntz asked once we get the ponds how are 
we going to clean it all out.  Mr. Kaldunski stated in time those areas will need to be cleaned.  
Mr. Lynch those areas will be hazardous materials.  Mr. Kaldunski stated in the affirmative.  The 
point is to get the material out of the Mississippi River.  
 
Mr. Lynch stated that the plan is for the Council to approve the plan and resolution on Monday’s 
meeting.  Councilmember Bartholomew asked for the plan to be put on the website.  
 

4. ADJOURN:  Motion by Mueller, seconded by Piekarski Krech to adjourn the meeting. Motion 
was carried unanimously. Meeting adjourned at 8:05pm. 



AGENDA ITEM _____4B_____ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
 
Meeting Date: February 22, 2016  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent  None 
Contact: Kristi Smith   651-450-2521 X Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Bill Schroepfer, Accountant  Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: N/A  FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
   Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
 
Approve the attached resolution approving disbursements for the period of February 3, 2016 to 
February 16, 2016. 
 
 
SUMMARY                         
 
Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending  
February 16, 2016.  The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo. 
 
 

General & Special Revenue $409,107.11
Debt Service & Capital Projects 332,788.42
Enterprise & Internal Service 478,930.68
Escrows 17,649.72

Grand Total for All Funds $1,238,475.93

 
 
 
If you have any questions about any of the disbursements on the list, please call Kristi Smith, 
Finance Director at 651-450-2521.  
 
Attached to this summary for your action is a resolution approving the disbursements for the 
period February 3, 2016 to February 16, 2016 and the listing of disbursements requested for 
approval. 
 



 
 
 
 
 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. _____ 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE 
PERIOD ENDING February 16, 2016 

 
 WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending February 16, 2016 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 $409,107.11
Debt Service & Capital Projects 332,788.42
Enterprise & Internal Service 478,930.68
Escrows 17,649.72

Grand Total for All Funds $1,238,475.93

 
 
 
 Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 22nd day of February, 
2015. 
 
Ayes: 
                              
Nays:         

___________________________ 
        George Tourville, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________ 
Michelle Tesser, City Clerk 

 
 
 



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
2ND WIND EXERCISE, INC. 22-026167 12/31/2015 12/29/15 101.42.4200.423.60065 4,179.00              
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 526218/5B 12/31/2015 501126 101.44.6000.451.60016 12.97                   
ALEX AIR APPARATUS, INC. 29055 02/10/2016 2/3/16 101.42.4200.423.40040 1,420.00              
APWA 11180 02/10/2016 MEMBERSHIP 11180 101.43.5000.441.50070 968.75                 
ASPEN MILLS 175946 02/03/2016 55077I 101.42.4200.423.60045 52.95                   
ASPEN MILLS 176292 02/10/2016 55077I 101.42.4200.423.60045 140.85                 
ASPEN MILLS 176294 02/10/2016 55077I 101.42.4200.423.60045 52.95                   
ASPEN MILLS 176293 02/10/2016 55077I 101.42.4200.423.60045 6.00                     
BATTERIES PLUS-WSP 030-641653 12/31/2015 C-1034 101.42.4200.423.40042 226.13                 
CA DEPT OF CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES INV0049747 02/05/2016 MIGUEL GUADALAJARA   101.203.2032100 279.69                 
CAPITOL CITY REGIONAL FIRE 2016-001 02/03/2016 DUES 101.42.4200.423.50070 100.00                 
CDW GOVERNMENT INC BQJ9370 02/03/2016 2394832 101.42.4000.421.60010 532.30                 
CENTURY LINK 1/19/16 651 455 9072 7802/03/2016 651 455 9072 782 101.42.4200.423.50020 43.48                   
CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS RECEIVABLES 400413006606 12/31/2015 612005356 101.42.4000.421.30700 3,762.90              
COLLINS ELECTRICAL CONST. 1630030.01 02/10/2016 1/19/16 101.43.5400.445.40042 538.25                 
CRIMEPOINT, INC. 1859 12/31/2015 12/31/15 101.42.4000.421.60040 2,200.00              
CULLIGAN 1/13/16 157-98459100-6 02/10/2016 157-98459100-6 101.42.4200.423.60065 119.36                 
CULLIGAN 1/31/16 157-98459118-8 02/10/2016 157-98459118-8 101.42.4200.423.60065 50.75                   
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENTER IG2016-03 02/10/2016 MARCH 2016 101.42.4000.421.70502 44,177.89            
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENTER IG2016-03 02/10/2016 MARCH 2016 101.42.4200.423.70502 5,962.11              
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS 00019257 12/31/2015 4TH QTR UTILITIES 101.43.5400.445.40020 572.35                 
DAKOTA CTY FIRE CHIEFS ASSN 2016 DUES 02/03/2016 2016 DUES 101.42.4200.423.50070 75.00                   
DCA TITLE 35220 12/31/2015 20-71156-02-170/013/27101.44.6000.451.30700 685.00                 
DCA TITLE 35248 12/31/2015 20-47521-03-030 101.44.6000.451.30700 475.00                 
DCA TITLE 35281 12/31/2015 20-25700-01-010/020/03101.44.6000.451.30700 535.00                 
EFTPS INV0049768 02/05/2016 FEDERAL WITHHOLDIN101.203.2030200 43,887.27            
EFTPS INV0049770 02/05/2016 MEDICARE WITHHOLD 101.203.2030500 11,362.76            
EFTPS INV0049771 02/05/2016 SOCIAL SECURITY WIT101.203.2030400 32,761.24            
EFTPS INV0049785 02/08/2016 MEDICARE WITHHOLD 101.203.2030500 16.34                   
EYEMED JANUARY 2016 02/03/2016 JANUARY 2016 101.203.2032700 237.48                 
EYEMED FEBRUARY 2016 02/10/2016 FEBRUARY 2016 101.203.2032700 237.48                 
FIRE ENGINEERING 2016 RENEWAL 02/10/2016 507831014 101.42.4200.423.50070 21.00                   
FIRE SAFETY USA 85959 02/03/2016 1/20/16 101.42.4200.423.40042 469.50                 
FIRE SAFETY USA 85438 12/31/2015 12/31/15 101.42.4200.423.60065 5,995.00              
FLINT TRADING INC 192693 02/10/2016 21032 101.43.5200.443.60016 973.61                 
GALLS INC 004732178 02/03/2016 5291308 101.42.4000.421.60065 119.97                 
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS ACH ONLY INV0049750 02/05/2016 HSA ELECTION-FAMILY101.203.2032500 2,304.74              
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS ACH ONLY INV0049751 02/05/2016 HSA ELECTION-SINGLE101.203.2032500 2,792.21              
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN706807 12/31/2015 12/29/15 101.42.4000.421.30550 40.00                   
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN706809 12/31/2015 12/29/15 101.42.4000.421.30550 34.00                   
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN706809 12/31/2015 12/29/15 101.45.3300.419.30550 6.00                     
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN722694 02/10/2016 12 101.42.4000.421.30550 34.00                   
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC IN722694 02/10/2016 12/31/15 101.45.3300.419.30550 6.00                     
GOODPOINTE TECHNOLOGY, INC. 3055REVISED 12/31/2015 2015 PCI 101.44.6000.451.40046 2,585.00              
HOFFMAN, BARBARA & KEITH 1/25/16 02/03/2016 ESCROW RELEASE 710   101.45.3200.419.30420 (273.40)                
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0049752 02/05/2016 ICMA-AGE <49 % 101.203.2031400 4,782.77              
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0049753 02/05/2016 ICMA-AGE <49 101.203.2031400 4,552.30              
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0049754 02/05/2016 ICMA-AGE 50+ % 101.203.2031400 1,497.38              
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0049755 02/05/2016 ICMA-AGE 50+ 101.203.2031400 4,824.36              
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0049756 02/05/2016 ICMA (EMPLOYER SHA  101.203.2031400 76.62                   
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0049765 02/05/2016 ROTH IRA (AGE 49 & U 101.203.2032400 874.24                 
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0049766 02/05/2016 ROTH IRA (AGE 50 & OV101.203.2032400 100.00                 
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457 INV0049782 02/08/2016 ICMA-AGE <49 % 101.203.2031400 67.64                   
KEEPRS, INC 296318-01 02/10/2016 INVERG0009 101.42.4000.421.60045 299.34                 
KENISON, TERRI JAN 2016 02/10/2016 CLEANING 101.42.4200.423.30700 850.00                 
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES 225602 02/03/2016 1/20/16 101.42.4000.421.50080 2,890.00              
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Community 02/10/2016 Legal 101.45.3000.419.30420 120.00                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Council Me 02/10/2016 Legal 101.41.1000.413.30401 240.00                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Engineering02/10/2016 Legal 101.43.5100.442.30420 2,651.80              
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Inspections 02/10/2016 Legal 101.45.3300.419.30420 144.00                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Mayor/CC 02/10/2016 Legal 101.41.1000.413.30420 4,602.58              
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Parks 02/10/2016 Legal 101.44.6000.451.30420 2,138.80              



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Planning 02/10/2016 Legal 101.45.3200.419.30420 3,569.65              
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Police-Forfe02/10/2016 Legal 101.42.4000.421.30420 1,161.75              
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Public Work02/10/2016 Legal 101.43.5000.441.30420 48.00                   
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 12/31/15 92000E 12/31/2015 92000E 101.42.4000.421.30410 12,634.64            
LILLIE SUBURBAN NEWSPAPERS 12/31/15 001363 12/31/2015 001363 101.41.1100.413.50025 550.55                 
LILLIE SUBURBAN NEWSPAPERS 12/31/15 001363 12/31/2015 001363 101.41.1100.413.50025 19.25                   
LILLIE SUBURBAN NEWSPAPERS 12/31/15 001363 12/31/2015 001363 101.45.3000.419.50025 161.70                 
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1355 02/03/2016 1/13/16 101.43.5200.443.40046 450.00                 
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1356 02/03/2016 1/13/16 101.43.5200.443.40046 245.00                 
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1379 02/03/2016 1/15/16 101.43.5200.443.40046 290.00                 
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1380 02/03/2016 1/15/16 101.43.5200.443.40046 350.00                 
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1351 02/03/2016 1/5/16 101.43.5200.443.40046 1,680.00              
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1352 02/03/2016 1/5/16 101.43.5200.443.40046 900.00                 
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1353 02/03/2016 1/8/16 101.43.5200.443.40046 1,575.00              
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1354 02/03/2016 1/8/16 101.43.5200.443.40046 650.00                 
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1378 12/31/2015 12/28/15 101.43.5200.443.40046 2,580.00              
M.C. CONTRACTING INC 2/1/16 02/10/2016 REFUND 101.45.0000.3221000 40.00                   
MARTIN-MCALLISTER 10185 12/31/2015 INV001 101.41.1100.413.30500 900.00                 
METROPOLITAN AREA MGMT ASSOC. 2089 02/03/2016 2016 DUES 101.41.1000.413.50070 45.00                   
METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENVIRON SRVCS JANUARY 2016 02/10/2016 JANUARY 2016 101.41.0000.3414000 (248.50)                
MICHAEL J GAGLIANO 1/26/16 02/03/2016 GO/NO GO 101.42.4200.423.50080 2,000.00              
MID STATE PLUMBING & HEATING, INC. 89377 12/31/2015 3/16/15 101.42.4200.423.40040 1,320.00              
MID STATE PLUMBING & HEATING, INC. 89538 12/31/2015 12/30/15 101.42.4200.423.40040 384.00                 
MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICINV0049748 02/05/2016 JOEL JACKSON FEIN/T   101.203.2032100 428.80                 
MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICINV0049749 02/05/2016 JUSTIN PARRANTO FE   101.203.2032100 300.41                 
MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY ABR0132526I 02/03/2016 1/2/16 101.42.4200.423.30700 10.00                   
MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY JANUARY 2016 02/08/2016 JANUARY 2016 SURCH 101.207.2070100 927.59                 
MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY JANUARY 2016 02/08/2016 JANUARY 2016 SURCH 101.41.0000.3414000 (25.00)                  
MN DEPT OF REVENUE INV0049769 02/05/2016 STATE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 17,373.74            
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 293219 02/10/2016 CTINVP 101.43.5200.443.60045 94.99                   
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO FEB 2016 02/10/2016 0027324 101.203.2030900 3,149.04              
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JAN 2016 02/10/2016 0027324 101.203.2030900 3,151.01              
MN NCPERS LIFE INSURANCE FEBRUARY 2016 02/10/2016 FEBRUARY 2016 101.203.2031600 384.00                 
MN NCPERS LIFE INSURANCE JANUARY 2016 02/10/2016 JANUARY 2016 101.203.2031600 352.00                 
MOORE MEDICAL LLC 98946052 I 02/10/2016 21185816 101.42.4200.423.60065 453.26                 
MOORE MEDICAL LLC 82945663 I 02/10/2016 21185816 101.42.4200.423.60018 57.98                   
MORPHOTRUST USA, INC. 104238 12/31/2015 0000009184 101.42.4000.421.40042 233.00                 
NATURE CALLS, INC. 24458B 12/31/2015 NOVEMBER 2015 101.44.6000.451.40065 162.00                 
NATURE CALLS, INC. 24487B 12/31/2015 DECEMBER 2015 101.44.6000.451.40065 331.00                 
NFPA 6620318Y 02/03/2016 3167830 101.42.4200.423.50070 445.00                 
PERA INV0049759 02/05/2016 PERA COORDINATED P101.203.2030600 32,683.18            
PERA INV0049760 02/05/2016 EMPLOYER SHARE (EX  101.203.2030600 2,513.98              
PERA INV0049761 02/05/2016 PERA DEFINED PLAN 101.203.2030600 69.23                   
PERA INV0049762 02/05/2016 EMPLOYER SHARE (PE   101.203.2030600 69.23                   
PERA INV0049763 02/05/2016 PERA POLICE & FIRE P101.203.2030600 14,171.76            
PERA INV0049764 02/05/2016 EMPLOYER SHARE (PO    101.203.2030600 21,257.64            
PERA INV0049783 02/08/2016 PERA POLICE & FIRE P101.203.2030600 60.87                   
PERA INV0049784 02/08/2016 EMPLOYER SHARE (PO    101.203.2030600 91.31                   
PERFORMANCE PLUS LLC 4203 LF 02/03/2016 1/11/16 101.42.4200.423.30700 75.00                   
PERFORMANCE PLUS LLC 4222 LF 02/03/2016 1/25/16 101.42.4200.423.30700 75.00                   
PINE BEND PAVING, INC. 15-880 12/31/2015 12/31/15 101.43.5200.443.60016 300.00                 
PRECISE MRM IN200-1007542 02/10/2016 000208 101.43.5200.443.30700 77.37                   
SAND CREEK GROUP LTD 93857 02/03/2016 1/12/16 101.42.4200.423.30700 2,125.00              
SCHLOMKA'S VAC TRUCK SERVICE, INC. 6536 02/10/2016 1/15/16 101.43.5200.443.40046 1,345.00              
SENSIBLE LAND USE COALITION 2/24/16 02/03/2016 REGISTRATION 101.45.3000.419.50080 40.00                   
SENSIBLE LAND USE COALITION 2/24/16 02/03/2016 REGISTRATION 101.45.3200.419.50080 40.00                   
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, INC. 309761 12/31/2015 4340 101.43.5100.442.30300 780.28                 
SNI SOLUTIONS 135618 02/03/2016 1/6/16 101.43.5200.443.60016 2,100.00              
STERLING CODIFIERS 17673 02/10/2016 IN0921 101.41.1100.413.50025 2,082.00              
STREAMLINE DESIGN INC 36104 12/31/2015 12/15/15 101.42.4200.423.60045 720.00                 
TARGETSOLUTIONS LEARNING INV00000011632 02/03/2016 TSINVER01 101.42.4200.423.30700 5,761.40              
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0286450 02/03/2016 1051948 101.43.5200.443.60045 26.99                   
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0286450 02/03/2016 1051948 101.44.6000.451.60045 29.52                   
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0287468 02/03/2016 1051948 101.43.5200.443.60045 26.99                   
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0287468 02/03/2016 1051948 101.44.6000.451.60045 29.52                   
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0288526 02/10/2016 1051948 101.43.5200.443.60045 22.59                   
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0288526 02/10/2016 1051948 101.44.6000.451.60045 29.52                   
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 15868-1 02/03/2016 491-1 101.42.4000.421.60045 510.79                 
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 15869-1 02/03/2016 491-1 101.42.4000.421.60045 510.79                 
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 15870-1 02/03/2016 491-1 101.42.4000.421.60045 89.99                   
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 15969-1 02/03/2016 491-1 101.42.4000.421.60045 171.48                 



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 101.42.4000.421.50020 1,317.65              
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 101.42.4200.423.50020 781.20                 
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 101.43.5000.441.50020 52.75                   
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 101.43.5100.442.50020 343.53                 
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 101.43.5200.443.50020 340.62                 
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 101.44.6000.451.50020 334.34                 
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 101.45.3000.419.50020 51.42                   
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 101.45.3300.419.50020 333.24                 
Fund: 101 - GENERAL FUND 352,066.75          

ORANGE142, LLC 5612 02/03/2016 2016 CAMPAIGN 201.44.1600.465.50025 16,000.00            
Fund: 201 - C.V.B. FUND 16,000.00            

MINNESOTA COMMUNITY EDUCATION ASSOC  00004528 12/31/2015 12/31/15 204.44.6100.452.50030 45.00                   
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF2508 12/31/2015 12/9/15 204.44.6100.452.60045 273.11                 
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 204.44.6100.452.50020 75.65                   
ZERO GRAVITY ENTERTAINMENT 1/29/16 02/03/2016 DADDY DAUGHTER DA  204.44.6100.452.30700 300.00                 
Fund: 204 - RECREATION FUND 693.76                 

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 526153/5 B 12/31/2015 501126 205.44.6200.453.60016 24.95                   
BYRNE, LINDA 12/31/15 12/31/2015 MEMBERSHIP CREDITS205.44.0000.3490100 60.00                   
COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, INC. 37662 02/03/2016 JANUARY 2016 205.44.6200.453.40040 7,288.05              
DAKOTA GLASS & GLAZING INC 2016008 02/03/2016 1/6/16 205.44.6200.453.40040 740.00                 
DORNFELD, MARK 1/26/16 BOYS 02/03/2016 2016 3AA BOYS GAME 205.44.6200.453.30700 90.00                   
DORNFELD, MARK 1/26/16 02/03/2016 2016 3AA GIRLS GAME 205.44.6200.453.30700 135.00                 
GARTNER REFRIGERATION & MFG, INC 49991 12/31/2015 X3551 205.44.6200.453.40040 23,113.72            
NAC MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SERVICE 122559 02/07/2016 8712-1 205.44.6200.453.40040 3,939.05              
OLD WORLD PIZZA 12/30/15 12/31/2015 12/30/15 205.44.6200.453.76050 154.00                 
O'NEILL, ROBIN 12/31/15 12/31/2015 REIMBURSE-FITNESS C205.44.0000.3493501 34.00                   
PETTY CASH - TERI O'CONNOR 1/29/16 02/03/2016 HOCKEY SECTIONALS 205.100.1010400 2,000.00              
SAFE-WAY BUS COMPANY 5212 12/31/2015 8/10/15 205.44.6200.453.70610 817.14                 
SWEENEY, BRIAN 1/26/16 BOYS 02/03/2016 2016 3AA BOYS GAME 205.44.6200.453.30700 90.00                   
SWEENEY, BRIAN 1/26/16 02/03/2016 2016 3AA GAMES 205.44.6200.453.30700 135.00                 
SWEENEY, LOGAN 1/26/16 BOYS 02/03/2016 2016 3AA BOYS GAMES205.44.6200.453.30700 90.00                   
SWEENEY, LOGAN 1/26/16 02/03/2016 2016 3AA GIRLS SECTI  205.44.6200.453.30700 135.00                 
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 15TF2602 02/10/2016 1/4/16 205.44.6200.453.60045 910.00                 
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 66663 02/08/2016 CIT001 205.44.6200.453.40040 148.20                 
VANCO SERVICES LLC 00007066353 12/31/2015 CP 97-111 205.44.6200.453.70600 165.25                 
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 205.44.6200.453.50020 24.29                   
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 205.44.6200.453.50020 24.25                   
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 205.44.6200.453.50020 (466.50)                
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 205.44.6200.453.50020 87.60                   
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 205.44.6200.453.50020 87.60                   
Fund: 205 - COMMUNITY CENTER 39,826.60            

DCA TITLE 2016 MEMBERSHIP 02/07/2016 MEMBERSHIP 2016 290.45.3000.419.50070 250.00                 
EDAM 2016 MEMBERSHIP 02/12/2016 THOMAS LINK 290.45.3000.419.50070 250.00                 
RIVER HEIGHTS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 6643 12/31/2015 12/8/15 290.45.3000.419.50080 20.00                   
Fund: 290 - EDA 520.00                 

LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Heritage Pa02/10/2016 Legal 402.44.6000.451.30420 40.50                   
Fund: 402 - PARK ACQ. & DEV. FUND 40.50                   

METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENVIRON SRVCS JANUARY 2016 02/10/2016 JANUARY 2016 404.217.2170000 24,850.00            
Fund: 404 - SEWER CONNECTION FUND 24,850.00            

LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 #0901 Rou      02/10/2016 Legal 429.72.5900.729.30420 566.00                 
Fund: 429 - 2009 IMPROVEMENT FUND 566.00                 

DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS 00011593 12/31/2015 CP 14-27 433.73.5900.733.80300 8,384.82              
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS 00011813 12/31/2015 CP 56-10 433.73.5900.733.80300 7,162.58              
Fund: 433 - 2013 IMPROVEMENT FUND 15,547.40            

DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS 00019113 12/31/2015 CP 32-77 434.73.5900.734.80300 168,836.24          
Fund: 434 - 2014 IMPROVEMENT FUND 168,836.24          

CRIMEPOINT, INC. 1859 12/31/2015 12/31/15 435.42.4000.421.60040 6,800.00              
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVCS 00018364 12/31/2015 CP 97-111 435.73.5900.735.30700 39,772.96            
Fund: 435 - 2015 IMPROVEMENT FUND 46,572.96            
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LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 #1609D-Im     02/10/2016 Legal 440.74.5900.740.30420 2,202.75              
Fund: 440 - PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROJ 2,202.75              

EMMONS & OLIVIER RESOURCES 00095-0049-4 12/31/2015 00095-0049 441.74.5900.741.30300 856.25                 
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES 230072 02/10/2016 1/1/16 441.74.5900.741.50070 1,240.00              
Fund: 441 - STORM WATER MANAGEMENT 2,096.25              

KIMLEY-HORN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 7403439 12/31/2015 16059026.3 446.74.5900.746.30300 28,290.05            
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 #1411-Impr   02/10/2016 Legal 446.74.5900.746.30420 17.00                   
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 #1512-Impr 02/10/2016 Legal 446.74.5900.746.30420 3,119.50              
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 #1513-Impr 02/10/2016 Legal 446.74.5900.746.30420 12,843.55            
VALLEY-RICH CO, INC 22374 12/31/2015 C15070 446.74.5900.746.80900 25,125.52            
Fund: 446 - NW AREA 69,395.62            

TOURVILLE, GEORGE 1/25/16 02/10/2016 REIMBURSE-PIZZA 451.44.6000.451.60009 164.55                 
Fund: 451 - HOST COMMUNITY FUND 164.55                 

JR'S APPLIANCE DISPOSAL 87694 12/31/2015 10/26/15 454.43.5500.446.40025 2,516.15              
Fund: 454 - LANDFILL ABATEMENT 2,516.15              

CITY OF BLOOMINGTON 1/1/16-1/31/16 02/10/2016 1/31/16 501.50.7100.512.30700 430.50                 
DIVERSE MACHINE WORKS 21361 02/10/2016 1/11/16 501.50.7100.512.40043 428.50                 
GOPHER STATE ONE-CALL 6000455 02/10/2016 MN00435 501.50.7100.512.30700 100.00                 
GRAYBAR 982989555 02/10/2016 0000101705 501.50.7100.512.60016 17.38                   
MN DNR - OMB 1980-6052 2016 02/03/2016 WATER PERMIT 1980-6501.50.7100.512.30700 11,813.06            
MN PIPE & EQUIPMENT 0350681 02/10/2016 2195 501.50.7100.512.40043 2,398.21              
MN PIPE & EQUIPMENT 0350978 02/10/2016 2195 501.50.7100.512.60016 168.81                 
SHANK CONSTRUCTORS, INC. 3213 02/10/2016 3213 501.50.7100.512.40040 641.25                 
SUSA 2016 MEMBERSHIP 02/03/2016 DANIEL HELLING 501.50.7100.512.50070 125.00                 
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 501.50.7100.512.50020 389.75                 
Fund: 501 - WATER UTILITY FUND 16,512.46            

DAKOTA CTY TREASURER JANUARY 2016 02/10/2016 JANUARY 2016 502.207.2070100 86.00                   
METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENVIRON SRVCS 0001051046 02/10/2016 5084 502.51.7200.514.40015 145,904.71          
METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENVIRON SRVCS 0001051817 02/10/2016 1/4/16 502.51.7200.514.40015 145,904.71          
MN POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY 2016 WASTEWATER TR02/12/2016 4 REGISTRATIONS 502.51.7200.514.50080 1,200.00              
MN POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY 3/3/16 EXAM 02/12/2016 AMY BERGLUND 502.51.7200.514.50080 110.00                 
Fund: 502 - SEWER UTILITY FUND 293,205.42          

DEX MEDIA EAST 1/20/16 110360619 02/10/2016 110360619 503.52.8500.526.50025 47.50                   
MID STATE PLUMBING & HEATING, INC. 89537 12/31/2015 12/31/15 503.52.8300.524.40042 2,263.00              
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JAN 2016 02/10/2016 0027324 503.52.8000.521.20620 (10.33)                  
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 1047314-00 02/03/2016 402307 503.52.8600.527.60008 233.00                 
NATURE CALLS, INC. 12/31/15B 12/31/2015 FINANCE CHARGE 503.52.8600.527.40065 5.25                     
NATURE CALLS, INC. 24225B 12/31/2015 JULY 2015 503.52.8600.527.40065 115.70                 
SOUTH BAY DESIGN 012816 02/10/2016 INVERWOOD 503.52.8500.526.50025 315.00                 
TDS METROCOM 1/13/16 651 457 3667 02/03/2016 651 457 3667 503.52.8500.526.50020 258.21                 
TITLEIST 901776389B 12/31/2015 12/16/15 503.52.8200.523.76200 62.08                   
US FOODSERVICE 4855394 02/03/2016 03805983 503.52.8300.524.40042 1,648.15              
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 503.52.8500.526.50020 218.02                 
Fund: 503 - INVER WOOD GOLF COURSE 5,155.58              

LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUST 31245 12/31/2015 06066 602.00.2100.415.50009 2,678.00              
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INSURANCE TRUST 31383 02/10/2016 1/31/16 602.00.2100.415.50009 102,350.50          
Fund: 602 - RISK MANAGEMENT 105,028.50          

ABM EQUIPMENT & SUPPLY 0146045-IN 02/03/2016 0127762 603.00.5300.444.40041 716.82                 
ARROW MOWER, INC. 38807 02/03/2016 GROVEINE 603.00.5300.444.60012 17.39                   
BOYER TRUCKS - PARTS DISTRIBUTION 1025243 02/03/2016 C20390 603.00.5300.444.40041 67.82                   
BOYER TRUCKS - PARTS DISTRIBUTION 1025452 02/03/2016 C20390 603.00.5300.444.40041 959.17                 
BOYER TRUCKS - PARTS DISTRIBUTION 1025670 02/03/2016 C20390 603.00.5300.444.40041 17.90                   
COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, INC. 37662 02/03/2016 JANUARY 2016 603.00.5300.444.40040 298.00                 
ELECTRIC FIRE & SECURITY 7838 12/31/2015 CIT800 603.00.5300.444.40040 298.00                 
ELROY'S ELECTRIC SERVICE 4750 02/10/2016 1/22/16 603.00.5300.444.40040 54.50                   
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY 1-4901675 02/03/2016 10799 603.140.1450050 242.40                 
GOPHER BEARING 6944202 02/10/2016 0782358 603.00.5300.444.40040 70.08                   
HANCO CORPORATION 805346 02/03/2016 332660 603.00.5300.444.40041 13.64                   
HOSE / CONVEYORS INC 00058132 02/03/2016 CIT300 603.00.5300.444.40041 30.29                   
INVER GROVE FORD 5199056 02/03/2016 1/13/16 603.00.5300.444.40041 277.50                 
INVER GROVE FORD 5199367 02/03/2016 1/16/16 603.00.5300.444.40040 136.52                 
INVER GROVE FORD 5199583 02/03/2016 1/19/16 603.00.5300.444.40041 (30.00)                  



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
KIMBALL MIDWEST 4651880 02/03/2016 222006 603.00.5300.444.60012 104.90                 
KIMBALL MIDWEST 4646994 02/03/2016 222006 603.140.1450050 399.50                 
LARSON COMPANIES B-260260209 02/10/2016 14649 603.00.5300.444.40041 6.97                     
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 93969 02/03/2016 23866-01-93969 603.140.1450060 5,996.47              
MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 93975 02/03/2016 23866-01-93975 603.140.1450060 684.93                 
METRO JANITORIAL SUPPLY INC 11013853 02/03/2016 1/21/16 603.00.5300.444.60011 437.65                 
MID CITY SERIVCES, INC. 36826 02/10/2016 1/22/16 603.00.5300.444.40065 42.75                   
MID CITY SERIVCES, INC. 36246 02/03/2016 1/8/16 603.00.5300.444.40065 42.75                   
MINNESOTA EQUIPMENT P92533 12/31/2015 INVER001 603.00.5300.444.40041 74.49                   
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 292951 02/03/2016 CTINVP 603.00.5300.444.60040 29.70                   
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 293219 02/10/2016 CTINVP 603.00.5300.444.60065 342.75                 
O' REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-186830 02/10/2016 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40040 141.99                 
O' REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-187654 02/10/2016 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40040 115.27                 
O' REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-187655 02/10/2016 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 115.27                 
O' REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-187698 02/10/2016 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 (141.99)                
O' REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-187732 02/10/2016 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 (50.00)                  
O' REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-188140 02/10/2016 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 35.97                   
O' REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-189137 02/10/2016 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 89.58                   
O' REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-188297 02/10/2016 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 17.66                   
O' REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-188303 02/10/2016 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 35.99                   
O' REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-186827 02/10/2016 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40040 (189.99)                
O' REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-187669 02/10/2016 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 (36.00)                  
OXYGEN SERVICE COMPANY, INC 07946322 02/03/2016 04393 603.00.5300.444.60040 383.54                 
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 980025218 02/10/2016 4502557 603.00.5300.444.40041 196.00                 
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 980024697 02/03/2016 4511146 603.00.5300.444.40041 95.00                   
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 980024773 02/03/2016 4502557 603.00.5300.444.60014 867.50                 
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 980024344 12/31/2015 4502557 603.140.1450050 1,006.56              
SCHLOMKA SERVICES LLC 18184 02/03/2016 1/15/16 603.00.5300.444.40040 205.00                 
SCHLOMKA'S VAC TRUCK SERVICE, INC. 6543 02/03/2016 1/15/16 603.00.5300.444.40040 1,785.00              
SEMA EQUIPMENT INC. 861162 02/03/2016 4504309 603.00.5300.444.40041 248.88                 
SEMA EQUIPMENT INC. 861788 02/03/2016 4504309 603.00.5300.444.40041 180.23                 
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 66618 02/03/2016 CIT001 603.00.5300.444.40040 1,569.48              
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0286450 02/03/2016 1051948 603.00.5300.444.40065 126.13                 
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0286450 02/03/2016 1051948 603.00.5300.444.60045 31.14                   
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0287468 02/03/2016 1051948 603.00.5300.444.40065 126.13                 
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0287468 02/03/2016 1051948 603.00.5300.444.60045 31.14                   
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0288526 02/10/2016 1051948 603.00.5300.444.40065 126.13                 
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0288526 02/10/2016 1051948 603.00.5300.444.60045 31.14                   
UPS 000027914A026 02/03/2016 27914A 603.00.5300.444.70600 9.45                     
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 603.00.5300.444.50020 105.12                 
WESTERN PETROLEUM COMPANY 97364318-41801 02/03/2016 112741 603.00.5300.444.40041 127.05                 
Fund: 603 - CENTRAL EQUIPMENT 18,717.26            

COORDINATED BUSINESS SYSTEMS ARCM009636 02/03/2016 4502512 604.00.2200.416.40050 (718.94)                
COORDINATED BUSINESS SYSTEMS CNIN200838 02/03/2016 4502512 604.00.2200.416.40050 1,784.40              
US BANCORP EQUIPMENT FINANCE, INC. 295033302 12/31/2015 923425 604.00.2200.416.40050 3,343.44              
Fund: 604 - CENTRAL STORES 4,408.90              

COMMON SENSE BUILDING SERVICES, INC. 37662 02/03/2016 JANUARY 2016 605.00.7500.460.40040 3,746.11              
NEOPOST USA INC 14790810 02/10/2016 6970 605.00.7500.460.50035 312.00                 
TRICOM COMMUNICATIONS 12768 02/03/2016 1/19/16 605.00.7500.460.40040 655.00                 
TRICOM COMMUNICATIONS 12772 12/31/2015 11/3/15 605.00.7500.460.40040 1,665.00              
US POSTMASTER 2/3/16 POSTAGE DUE 02/03/2016 PERMIT #PD 95009-000605.00.7500.460.50035 100.00                 
Fund: 605 - CITY FACILITIES 6,478.11              

CARTE GRAPH SYSTEMS SIN000853 12/31/2015 11/23/15 606.00.1400.413.30700 11,542.00            
CARTE GRAPH SYSTEMS SIN000859 12/31/2015 12/1/15 606.00.1400.413.30700 16,500.00            
INTEGRA TELECOM 13594072 02/03/2016 645862 606.00.1400.413.50020 1,000.01              
PRO HEADSETS, LLC. 100352 02/03/2016 C1521 606.00.1400.413.60065 331.02                 
VERIZON WIRELESS 9759401347 02/10/2016 Telephone 606.00.1400.413.50020 51.42                   
Fund: 606 - TECHNOLOGY FUND 29,424.45            

BIAGINI PROPERTIES 1/25/16 02/03/2016 ESCRIW RELEASE 1039   702.229.2287101 731.80                 
HOFFMAN, BARBARA & KEITH 1/25/16 02/03/2016 ESCROW RELEASE 710   702.229.2291101 1,132.87              
I LUV COFFEE MINNESOOTA! 12/12/15 12/31/2015 84 COCOA DRINKS 702.229.2307200 252.00                 
JOY ALAN ADVISING 01/10 1/25/16 02/03/2016 ESCROW RELEASE 759   702.229.2294402 149.44                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Blackstone 02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2289802 809.00                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Blackstone 02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2282902 1,009.00              
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Blaine Broth    02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2286501 288.00                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Fofeiture-E  02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2291000 8.00                     
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Forfeiture-R   02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2291000 16.00                   



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Forfeiture-R  02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2291000 32.00                   
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Forfeiture-T   02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2291000 16.00                   
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Forfeiture-T   02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2291000 100.00                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Forfeiture-T   02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2291000 843.00                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Luther Niss  02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2282402 380.00                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Mihm Deve02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2296002 165.00                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Police-Forfe02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2291000 637.80                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Salem Hills  02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2304801 110.40                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Simley High   02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2303801 915.00                 
LEVANDER, GILLEN & MILLER P.A. 81000E 1/16 Simley High  02/10/2016 Legal 702.229.2307001 381.00                 
LILLIE SUBURBAN NEWSPAPERS 12/31/15 001363 12/31/2015 001363 702.229.2288802 38.50                   
MIHM CUSTOM HOMES, INC. 1/25/16 02/03/2016 ESCROW RELEASE 157   702.229.2301201 (3,169.20)             
MIHM CUSTOM HOMES, INC. 1/25/16 02/03/2016 ESCROW RELEASE 157   702.229.2301301 11,584.60            
OAK MEADOWS LANDSCAPE DESIGN, INC. 1/25/16 02/03/2016 ESCROW RELEASE 864   702.229.2293802 1,219.51              
Fund: 702 - ESCROW FUND 17,649.72            

Grand Total 1,238,475.93       



AGENDA ITEM __________ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Consider Approval of Therapeutic Massage Business and Individual Massage Therapist

Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

x None 
Amount included in current budget 
Budget amendment requested 

Meeting Date: February 22, 2016 
Item Type: Consent 
Contact: 651-450-2513 
Prepared by: Michelle Tesser 
Reviewed by: N/A FTE included in current complement 

New FTE requested – N/A 
Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED:  Consider approval of an application by Monica Bemus for 
a therapeutic massage business and individual massage therapist license at the new premise 
of Essential Therapeutic Bodywork, 5778 Blackshire Path, Suite 200.

SUMMARY: 

An application has been submitted by Ms. Bemus for a therapeutic massage business and 
individual therapeutic massage license.  The applicant has worked as a massage practitioner 
for the past several years for another local establishment.  Her intent is to open and operate 
her own therapeutic massage business, Essential Therapeutic Bodywork, at 5778 Blackshire 
Path, Suite 200.  Ms. Bemus submitted the appropriate fees and insurance documentation as 
required by City Code.  She completed the required number of hours of therapeutic massage 
training, provided an insurance certificate, and is a member in good standing of a recognized 
professional therapeutic massage organization.  A background investigation on the applicant 
revealed no basis for the denial of the request.
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AGENDA ITEM _____4D______

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

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

Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
x None 

Amount included in current budget 
Budget amendment requested 
FTE included in current complement 
New FTE requested – N/A 
Other 

Meeting Date: February 22, 2016
Item Type: Consent 
Contact: 651-450-2513 
Prepared by: Michelle Tesser
Reviewed by: N/A 

PURPOSE/ACTION 
REQUESTED: 
Consider approval of the request from Inver Hills Community College Foundation for a 
temporary liquor license on April 21, 2016. 

SUMMARY: 
Gail Morrison, Executive Director at Inver Hills Community College, is requesting approval of 
a temporary liquor license to serve a cash bar at a fundraiser to be held at the college on April 
21, 2016 for the Inver Hills Foundation.  Lancer Hospitality has been contracted to cater the 
event and is licensed with the State of Minnesota for the sale of intoxicating liquor and also 
carries liquor liability insurance to serve alcoholic beverages.  A certificate of liability 
insurance from Lancer Hospitality was provided with the temporary license request.   



AGENDA ITEM ____________ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Consider Approval of 2016-17 VMCC Ice Rates 

Meeting Date: February 22, 2016 Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda None 
Contact: Eric Carlson – 651.450.2587 Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Eric Carlson Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: Eric Carlson – Parks & Recreation FTE included in current complement 

New FTE requested – N/A 
X Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
Consider 2016-17 Ice Rates for the VMCC. 

SUMMARY 
The Council is asked to establish ice rates each year as outlined in Section 3.1.1 of the lease 
agreement between the City of Inver Grove Heights and Independent School District 199 for the 
Armory and for the Inver Gove Heights Veteran’s Memorial Community Center (VMCC). Doing 
so will allow the City to charge ISD 199 for ice Time used by the boys and girls high school 
hockey program and physical education classes outlined in the lease 

The City and School District entered into a lease for the use of the VMCC in May of 1995. The 
lease requires the School District to pay the City a sum of $100,000 annually for the 
construction of the VMCC over a 20-year period resulting in a contribution of $2,000,000. 
Additionally, the lease outlines the City can charge the School District for ice time used by the 
District for athletics and physical education classes.  

The lease also stipules that the Community Center Advisory Committee (CCAC) consisting of 
the City Administrator, Finance Director, Park and Recreation Director, School District Business 
Manager, and Activities Director meet to discuss operational issues at the CCAC. The CCAC is 
charged with establishing the market rate ice time at the VMCC by using a prescribed list of 
area arenas to establish an “average” ice rate. 

The proposed ice rate for 2016-17 is recommended to increase by $5/hour to $210/hour. 
Our ice rate history is as follows: 

2007-08 $175 
2008-09 $185 
2009-10 $190 
2010-11 $190 
2011-12 $190 
2012-13 $200 
2013-14 $200 
2014-15 $205 
2015-16 $205 
2016-17 $210 (proposed) 
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City of Inver Grove Heights 
Veteran’s Memorial Community Center 

 
 

2016-2017 
Ice Rate Study 

 
Arena 2015-2016 

Prime  
2015-2016 

Non-

Prime  

2016-2017 

Proposed 

Prime  

2016-2017 

Proposed 

Non-

Prime  

Cottage Grove $205 $135 $205 $135 
Eagan $205 $140 $210 $145 
Lakeville $225 n/a $225 n/a 
Rosemount $195 $125 $205 $125 
South St Paul $205 $160 $205 $155 
West St Paul $196 n/a $199  
Edina $210 $165 $220 $170 
Burnsville $220 $195 $220 $195 
Minnetonka $200 n/a $200 n/a 
Parade (Minneapolis)   $190  
Average $207 $153 $208 $154 
     
Maximum Market Rate 
5% greater than average 

$217 $161 $218 $162 

     
Current VMCC Rate $205 $145   
Proposed VMCC Rate   $210 $145 
 
Notes: 

 Lease allows rate to be below market, at market, but no more than 5% above market. 
 Provides users of 675 or more hours of ice between October 1st and March 10th a $10 per 

hour discount. 
 



AGENDA ITEM ____________ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Approve Rich Valley Potable Water Well 

Meeting Date: February 22, 2016 Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda None 
Contact: Eric Carlson – 651.450.2587 Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Eric Carlson Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: Joe Hawkins/Brian Swoboda FTE included in current complement 

New FTE requested – N/A 
X Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
The Council is asked to approved hiring Keys Well Drilling in an amount of $69,715 and 
establish a project budget not to exceed $80,000 to drill a new 4” well at Rich Valley Park that 
will serve the parks potable water needs.  The project will be funded by the Parks Capital 
Replacement Fund (Fund 444). 

SUMMARY 
Rich Valley Park serves the City of Inver Grove Heights as our premier athletic complex.  Over 
the course of the spring/summer/fall thousands of people enjoy the park for baseball, softball, 
soccer, and general park activity.  The park is not served by City water and sewer but instead 
has three wells and two septic system(s).  For a number of years an 8” well has served the 
potable water needs of the facility.  Over last few years, this 8” well has created a number of 
issues related to water quality for our customers.   

Park staff along with Utility staff investigated our options and is recommending installation of a 
new 4” well that would be approximately 425’ deep and should provide a better water source for 
park users.  We received two quotes as follows: 

Keys Well Drilling Company $69,715 
Bergerson Caswell Inc. $82,550 

Staff is recommending we hire Keys Well Drilling to complete the project.  Not included in the 
quotes is site restoration which will be addressed by staff and a paving contractor.  The project 
would be funded by the Parks Capital Replacement Fund (Fund 444).  The Park and Recreation 
Commission reviewed this item at their February 10, 2016 meeting and is recommending 
approval. 
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AGENDA ITEM ____________ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Approve Portable Toilet Contract 

Meeting Date: February 22, 2016 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: Joe Hawkins/Brian Swoboda FTE included in current complement 

New FTE requested – N/A 
Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
Approve a 3-year contract with Nature Calls which will be effective April 1, 2016 – March 31, 
2019.  Pricing is listed below. 

SUMMARY 
Staff received pricing for portable toilets for a three-year period which will be effective April 1, 
2016 – March 31, 2019.  Quotes are as follows: 

Nature Calls Biffs 

Standard Unit/month $58 $62.50 
Handicap Unit/month $169 $160 
Twice weekly service/unit/month $45 $58.50 

Annually we spend approximately $13,000 on portable toilet service for our Parks and 
Recreation system.  The Park and Recreation Commission reviewed this item at their February 
10, 2016 meeting and is recommending approval. 
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AGENDA ITEM ____________ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Resolution Calling for Hearing on Proposed Assessments and Declaring Costs to be 
Assessed and Ordering Preparation of Proposed Assessments for Nuisance Abatement 
2015 

Meeting Date: February 22, 2016 Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent Agenda  None 
Contact: Nicole Cook, Code Compliance 

Specialist, 450-2491 
Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Nicole Cook, Code Compliance 
Specialist, 450-2491 

Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: Thomas J. Link, Community 
Development Director 

FTE included in current complement 

New FTE requested – N/A 
Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 

The City Council is to consider: 
1) A Resolution Declaring Costs to be Assessed and Ordering the Preparation of the

Proposed Assessments for 2015 Nuisance Abatement
2) A Resolution Calling for a Hearing on Proposed Special Assessments

BACKGROUND 

Costs to be assessed pertain to the City having to cut grass and remove garbage and refuse in 
order to abate a nuisance. City Code stipulates the grass height cannot exceed 8 inches in 
height. The property owners have been given the opportunity to submit payment for the work 
but have not done so. 

When a complaint is received, an inspection is performed and the property owner is contacted 
and given seven (7) days in which to cut their grass. If the work is not done by the property 
owner, the City will cut the grass and assess the property. 

Refuse that is considered a hazardous or public nuisance must also be removed within seven 
(7) days or the items will be removed and the cost assessed to the property.

There is a total of $4,268.40 in assessments for 2015. 

Staff recommends adopting the attached: 
1)  Resolution Declaring Costs to be Assessed and Ordering Preparation of Proposed

Assessments
2) A Resolution Calling for a Hearing on Proposed Special Assessments

Enc: Resolutions (2) 
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

RESOLUTION DECLARING COSTS TO BE ASSESSED AND ORDERING 
PREPARATION  

OF PROPOSED ASSESSMENTS 

CITY PROJECT NUISANCE ABATEMENT 2015 
RESOLUTION NO. ___________ 

WHEREAS, the City Clerk was directed to prepare proposed assessments of the costs of the 
improvements as follows: 

2015 Nuisance Abatement 

WHEREAS, the total final project cost is $4,268.40 

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

1. The amount to be specially assessed for City Project Nuisance Abatement 2015 is hereby
declared to be $4,268.40

2. The City Clerk, with the assistance of the Community Development Director, shall
forthwith calculate the proper amount to be specially assessed for such improvement
against every assessable lot, piece or parcel of land within the district affected, without
regard to cash valuation, as provided by law, and shall be filed in the City Clerk’s office
for public inspection.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 22nd day of February of 
2016. 

AYES: 
NAYS: 

______________________________ 
George Tourville, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

_____________________________ 
Michelle Tesser, City Clerk 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

RESOLUTION CALLING FOR HEARING ON SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS 

CITY PROJECT NUISANCE ABATEMENT 2015 

RESOLUTION NO. ____________ 

WHEREAS, by a resolution of the City Council on February 22, 2016, the City Clerk was 
directed to prepare proposed assessments of the costs of abatement as follows: 

2015 Abatements 

WHEREAS, the City Clerk has notified the City Council that such assessments have been 
completed and filed in the City Clerk’s office for public inspection. 

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

1. A hearing shall be held on March 28, 2016 in the City Council Chambers, 8150 Barbara
Avenue at 7:00 p.m. to consider upon the proposed assessments; and, at such time and
place, all persons owning property affected by such improvements shall be given an
opportunity to be heard with reference to such assessments.

2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to cause a notice of hearing on the proposed
assessments to be published once in the official newspaper and be mailed to the owner
of each parcel described in the assessment roll.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 22nd day of February, 
2016. 

AYES: 
NAYS: 

___________________________   
George Tourville, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

_______________________________ 
Michelle Tesser, City Clerk 



AGENDA ITEM ______________ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Consider Approval of Independent Contractor Agreement for Recording Meeting Minutes 

Meeting Date: February 22, 2016 Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent None 
Contact: 651.450.2513 x Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Michelle Tesser Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: N/A FTE included in current complement 

New FTE requested – N/A 
Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED:  
Consider resolution approving an Independent Contractor Agreement for Recording Meeting 
Minutes. 

SUMMARY: 

Staff seeks assistance in recording meeting minutes for monthly work sessions. Nancy Bauer’s 
services will be limited to recording meeting minutes.  Ms. Bauer was interviewed by the 
Administration Department.  She has over 25 years of city government experience.  The 
contract and resolution were written by City Attorney, Tim Kuntz.  
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INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR AGREEMENT 
RELATING TO RECORDING MEETING MINUTES SERVICES 

FOR THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
 
 THIS INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR AGREEMENT RELATING TO 
RECORDING MEETING MINUTES SERVICES FOR THE CITY OF INVER GROVE 
HEIGHTS (“Agreement”) is made this 22nd day of February, 2016 by and between Nancy Bauer, 
an individual (“Bauer”) and the City of Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation 
(“City”).  Subject to the conditions and terms of this Agreement and in reliance upon the 
representations, warranties and covenants of the parties herein contained, the parties hereby agree as 
follows:  
 

ARTICLE 1 
 RECITALS 
 
 Recital No. 1.    The City is a statutory city operating under Optional Plan A form of 
government pursuant to Chapter 412 of Minnesota Statutes.  Under Minnesota law, the City Council 
has the authority to enter into service contracts on behalf of the City.   
 
 Recital No. 2.     The City finds that Nancy Bauer, an individual, has the requisite 
qualifications, skills, background, and experience to perform the Recording Meeting Minutes 
Services identified herein for the City. 
 
 Recital No. 3. By this Agreement, the City retains Nancy Bauer as an independent 
contractor to perform the Recording Meeting Minutes Services for the City.  
 
 ARTICLE 2 
 DEFINITIONS 
 
 2.1 Terms.  The following terms, unless elsewhere defined specifically in this 
Agreement, shall have the following meanings as set forth below. 
 
 2.2 City.  "City" shall mean the City of Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal 
corporation. 
 
 2.3 Bauer.  "Bauer" shall mean Nancy Bauer, an individual.  
 
 2.4 Recording Meeting Minutes Services.  "Recording Meeting Minutes Services" 
shall mean typing and summarizing minutes for the City Council Work Session meetings.  The 
City Council meets on the first Monday of the month.  Recording minutes will be as assigned by 
the City.  Bauer shall examine prior meeting minutes as to what is an expected format of City 
meeting minutes.  
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 ARTICLE 3 
 RECORDING MEETING MINUTES SERVICES 
 
 3.1 Use Of Recording Meeting Minutes Services.  City does hereby retain Bauer, as 
an independent contractor, to perform Recording Meeting Minutes Services for the City.  
 
 3.2 Performance Of Recording Meeting Minutes Services.  Bauer, as an independent 
contractor, does hereby agree to provide Recording Meeting Minutes Services for the City. 
 
 3.3 Manner Of Performance.  Bauer shall be available to perform Recording Meeting 
Minutes Services as the need for the same arises.   
 
 Bauer shall devote whatever time is needed to perform the Recording Meeting Minutes 
Services herein.  Bauer is responsible for setting her own work schedule and hours such that the 
Recording Meeting Minutes Services are performed in a timely and diligent manner.  Bauer shall be 
solely responsible for the manner in which the results are obtained.   
 
 Bauer shall furnish her own computer hardware and software, office equipment, supplies 
and materials necessary to perform the Recording Meeting Minutes Services.   
 
 3.4 Compensation For Recording Meeting Minutes Services.  The fee for the 
performance of Recording Meeting Minutes Services is $25.00 per hour.  The City shall directly 
compensate Bauer for her performance of the Recording Meeting Minutes Services.  Bauer shall be 
paid by check within 30 days after performing the Recording Meeting Minutes Services.  The check 
shall be mailed directly to Bauer at the address provided by Bauer.   
 
 Bauer shall not change the $25.00 per hour fee amount without first obtaining City approval. 
 
 3.5 Assignability.  Bauer shall not assign the duties associated with the performance of 
the Recording Meeting Minutes Services herein without first obtaining written approval from the 
City.   
 
 3.6 Reimbursement for Expenses.  As an Independent Contract, Bauer shall not 
receive reimbursement for mileage, meals, travel costs, or other business expenses.  Bauer shall be 
solely responsible for furnishing her own office space, equipment, materials and supplies necessary 
to perform the Recording Meeting Minutes Services herein.   
 
 3.7 Status of Independent Contractor.  Nothing contained in this Agreement shall be 
deemed to create an employer-employee relationship between the City and Bauer.  At all times, 
Bauer shall act as an independent contractor and shall exercise independent supervision and control 
over the means and manner by which she performs the Recording Meeting Minutes Services.   
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Bauer shall be responsible for the performance and completion of the Recording Meeting Minutes 
Services, and shall be solely responsible for the setting of the work hours and schedules necessary to 
complete the Recording Meeting Minutes Services set forth herein.   
 
The City recognizes that Bauer may be engaged in an independent business and may make her 
services available to the general public on a regular and consistent basis.  Accordingly, this 
Agreement sets no restrictions on Bauer’s work with other municipalities, governmental units, 
persons, or entities so long as no conflict of interest exists.   
 
As an independent contractor, Bauer shall not receive any pension or fringe benefits, including but 
not limited to Public Employee’s Retirement Association (PERA) contributions, vacation or sick 
leave, disability, health, medical or dental insurance, holiday pay, or other benefits. 
 
The City does not provide equipment, supplies or materials for Bauer.  Bauer shall be solely 
responsible for providing the equipment, supplies and materials necessary to perform the Recording 
Meeting Minutes Services. 
 
The City shall provide to Bauer an IRS Form 1099 with respect to the consideration paid to Bauer 
by the City for the Recording Meeting Minutes Services.  Bauer, not the City, is obligated to pay all 
state and federal taxes on the amounts she receives from the City.   
  
Nothing contained in this Agreement shall be deemed to create a joint venture or partnership or joint 
enterprise between Bauer and the City. 
 
 3.8 Termination.  Either party may terminate this Agreement with or without cause 
upon fourteen (14) days prior written notice to the other party at the following addresses: 
 
  If to City:    City of Inver Grove Heights 
       Attention: City Administrator 
       8150 Barbara Avenue 
       Inver Grove Heights, MN 55076 
 
  If to Bauer:    Nancy Bauer 
       ______________________ 
       ______________________ 
 

ARTICLE 4 
INDEMNIFICATION 

 
 4.1 Indemnification.  Except for any Claims, as hereinafter defined, that arise out of, 
result from or relate to the negligence or willful misconduct of Bauer, the City agrees to indemnify, 
defend and hold Bauer harmless against and in respect of any and all claims, demands, actions, 
suits, proceedings, losses, costs, expenses, obligations, liabilities, damages, recoveries, and 
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deficiencies, including interest, penalties and reasonable attorneys' fees (“Claims”), that Bauer 
incurs or suffers, after the date hereof, which arise out of, result from or relate to any claim against 
Bauer with respect to the Council minutes resulting from her performance of the Recording Meeting 
Minutes Services. 
 
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 Bauer, her successors or 
assigns, shall be subject to any governmental immunity defenses of the City and the maximum 
liability limits provided in Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 466. 
 
 ARTICLE 5 
 MISCELLANEOUS 
 
 5.1 Assignment.  No party may assign this Agreement without the advance written 
consent of the other party. 
 
 5.2 Governing Law.  This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in 
accordance with the laws of the State of Minnesota.  Any action arising out of this Agreement shall 
be venued in Dakota County, Minnesota. 
 
 5.3 Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, 
each of which shall be deemed an original but all of which shall constitute one and the same 
instrument. 
 
 5.4 Headings.  The subject headings of the paragraphs and subparagraphs and sections 
of this Agreement are included for purposes of convenience only and shall not affect the 
construction or interpretation of any of their provisions. 
 
 5.5 Acknowledgement of Reasonableness.  The parties agree that the provisions in this 
Agreement are fair and reasonable. 
 
 5.6 Entire Agreement.  The text herein shall constitute the entire agreement between 
the parties hereto and shall supersede all prior oral or written agreements. 
 
 5.7 Binding Effect.  This Agreement shall be binding upon the parties. 
 
 5.8 Waiver.  The waiver of any breach of any term or condition of this Agreement shall 
not be deemed a waiver of any other or subsequent breach whether like or different in nature. 
 
 5.9 Severability.  If any provision or portion thereof contained in this Agreement shall 
be held unconstitutional, invalid, or unenforceable, the remainder of this Agreement shall be 
deemed severable, shall not be affected, and shall remain in full force and effect. 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement, the day and year 
first set forth above. 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
 
 
 
By:       
 George Tourville    
 Its:  Mayor      
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
Michelle Tesser, City Clerk  
 
 
 
 
       
Nancy Bauer, an individual  
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. ____________ 

 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR AGREEMENT 

FOR RECORDING MEETING MINUTES WITH NANCY BAUER  
 

 WHEREAS, the City seeks the performance of recording meeting minutes services; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Nancy Bauer, an individual, performs the service of recording meeting 

minutes; 
 

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

 1.) The attached Independent Contractor Agreement is hereby approved. 

 2.) The attached Independent Contractor Agreement shall become effective upon 
execution. 

 3.) The Mayor and City Clerk are authorized to execute the attached Independent 
Contractor Agreement. 

 Passed by this City Council this 22nd day of February, 2016. 

 
              
       George Tourville, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 

       
Michelle Tesser, City Clerk  
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AGENDA ITEM ____________ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Meeting Date: February 22, 2016 Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent Agenda None 
Contact: X Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Lieutenant Joshua Otis 

(651) 450-2528
Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: Larry Stanger, Chief of Police FTE included in current complement 
New FTE requested – N/A 
Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED: 
Council is asked to authorize Inver Grove Heights Police Department to enter into an In-Squad 
Computer Grant with the State of Minnesota, the Minnesota Department of Public Safety (DPS), 
acting through its Office of Traffic Safety (OTS).  

SUMMARY:  
The Inver Grove Heights Police Department applied for the OTS in-squad computer matching 
grant.  Our grant application requested $18,530.00 to obtain in-squad computers and related 
peripherals.  The OTS will reimburse the City of Inver Grove Heights $9,664.00 of that total. The 
remaining $8,865.00 comes from amount already included in the current budget.   

The Minnesota Department of Public Safety (DPS), Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) offered a 
grant to municipal police departments interested in obtaining in-squad computers and related 
peripherals needed for the proper functioning of equipment. The equipment is to be used only 
by patrolling officers within the agency, and is to be installed in vehicles that are used for 
patrolling.  

The mission of the OTS is to lead efforts to prevent traffic deaths and serious injuries by 
changing human behavior in Minnesota. To maintain and improve safety of the traveling public, 
the DPS works with governmental organizations and the private sector to identify and mitigate 
traffic problems. Certain programs implemented to fulfill this mission are funded by the US/DOT 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) through the OTS.  

Through the OTS, the NHTSA is providing funding for single city law enforcement agencies to 
purchase in-squad computers. Because the computers can be utilized for more than traffic 
safety, NHTSA is requiring a 50% match on all equipment purchased through this grant. This 
grant will cover 50% of the total cost of the computers and related peripherals needed for the 
proper functioning of equipment (e.g., docking station, printer). The remaining 50% is to be 
covered by the applying agency. The grant funds will be a reimbursement of 50% of the funds 
used to purchase equipment. (NOTE: The grant will cover 100% of the cost of Driver’s License 
Readers).  

Enclosed is a copy of a Resolution for your consideration, authorizing the Police Department to 
enter into this grant agreement.   

4O



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MN 

 
 

RESOLUTION NO. _________ 
 

 
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING IN-SQUAD COMPUTER GRANT 

 
 

 THIS COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN THE State of 
Minnesota, acting through its Office of Traffic Safety, (hereinafter called the STATE) 
and City of Inver Grove Heights, Inver Grove Heights Police Department, 8150 Barbara 
Avenue East, Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota 55077 (hereinafter called GRANTEE), 
witness that, and 
 
 WHEREAS, the STATE, pursuant to Minn. Stat. 299A.01 and 65B.84, is 
empowered to distribute money for In-Squad Computer activities, and 
 
 WHEREAS, the GRANTEE is authorized to accept state funds for the purposes 
specified, and 
 
 WHEREAS, GRANTEE represents that it is duly qualified and willing to carry 
out the tasks described, and   
 
 WHEREAS, a Grant agreement authorizing Chief Larry Stanger and/or his 
designee Lieutenant Joshua Otis has signing authority to accept monies from the State of 
Minnesota. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
INVER GROVE HEIGHTS:  Grantee will carry out the tasks described in its 
application for grant funds and use $9664.00 to assist in the purchase of In-Squad 
computer technology.  
 
Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 22nd day of February, 
2016. 
 
 
 
 
AYES: 
NAYS: 
 
      _________________________________ 
      George Tourville, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 

______________________________ 
Michelle Tesser, City Clerk 



AGENDA ITEM ____________ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

PERSONNEL ACTIONS 

Meeting Date: February 22, 2016 Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent x None 
Contact: Joe Lynch, City Administrator Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Carrie Isaacson, Admin Svc Coord Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: Janet Shefchik, HR Manager 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 Full-Time employment of: Jacob Fliehr, Patrol Officer 
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OFFICE ALSO LOCATED IN SPOONER, WISCONSIN 

TIMOTHY J. KUNTZ 
DANIEL J. BEESON 

*KENNETH J. ROHLF
STEPHEN H. FOCHLER

JAY P. KARLOVICH
ANGELA M. LUTZ AMANN 

*KORINE L. LAND
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1919-2005 
• 

• ROGER C. MILLER 
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*ALSO ADMITTED IN WISCONSIN 
ALSO ADMITTED IN NORTH DAKOTA 
ALSO ADMITTED IN MASSACHUSETTS 

ALSO ADMITTED IN OKLAHOMA 

TO: Inver Grove Heights Mayor and Council  
 FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz, City Attorney  

DATE: February 16, 2016 
RE: Ordinance Amendment Related to Restaurant Definition / Inver Wood Golf 

Course; February 22, 2016 Council Meeting (First Reading)  

Section 1.  Background.  By special law, enacted as Laws of Minnesota 2015, Chapter 9, 
Article 2, Section 10, the legislature provided that the City could issue an on-sale intoxicating 
liquor license for the Inver Wood Golf Course.  That complex comprises the clubhouse, the golf 
course (18 holes), the executive course (9 holes) and the driving range.  The City implemented 
the law and issued an intoxicating liquor license for the complex.  The license allows sale of 
intoxicating liquor all days of the week except Sunday.  By operation of law, under Minn. Stat. § 
340A.403, Subd. 3, the City can also sell 3.2% malt liquor on Sunday under the auspices of the 
intoxicating liquor license.   

The golf course would like to sell intoxicating liquor on Sunday. 

Section 2.  Ordinance Changes.  To sell intoxicating liquor on Sunday, the complex has to have 
a restaurant which meets the State and City definitions of a “restaurant”.  A Sunday intoxicating 
liquor license can be issued to a restaurant.  There are three definitions of restaurant.   

Minn. Stat. 340A.101, Subd. 25 defines a restaurant as: 

"Restaurant" is an establishment, other than a hotel, under the control of a single 
proprietor or manager, where meals are regularly prepared on the premises and served at 
tables to the general public, and having a minimum seating capacity for guests as 
prescribed by the appropriate license issuing authority. 
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Inver Wood management indicates that the restaurant at Inver Wood meets this definition.   
 
The second definition is found in Minn. Stat. § 340A.504, Subd. 3.  This statute states that a 
restaurant with a seating capacity for at least 30 persons and which holds an on-sale intoxicating 
liquor license may obtain a Sunday on-sale license.  
 
Inver Wood management indicates that the restaurant at Inver Wood meets this definition also.   
 
The third definition is found in Section 4-1-2 of the Inver Grove Heights City Code.  This 
particular section defines a restaurant as follows: 
 

RESTAURANT: An establishment, other than a hotel, under the control of a 
single proprietor or manager, where meals are regularly served at tables to the 
general public and which also meets the following requirements:  
 
A. Seating capacity for at least fifty (50) guests; 

B. At least seven hundred fifty (750) square feet of seating area for guests; 

C. Has a printed menu for each guest at the table; 

D. Prepares and serves hot meals on the site of the establishment; 

E. Has on the site a conventional stove, oven or grill for preparation of hot meals 
and not just a microwave oven; and 

F. Has a valid health department restaurant license.  

Inver Wood management indicates that the restaurant at Inver Wood Golf Course meets all 
elements of this definition except subpart E relating to having “on the site a conventional stove, 
oven or grill for preparation of hot meals and not just a microwave oven.”  The restaurant at 
Inver Wood does not have a conventional stove, oven or grill, it has a convection oven.   
 
Inver Wood management requests that the Council modify the definition of restaurant to include 
a convection oven.   
 
Section 3.  Other Cities.  The cities of Duluth, Golden Valley and Becker received authorization 
to sell intoxicating liquor at their respective golf courses at or about the same time the City of 
Inver Grove Heights received such authority.  Each of the three cities also has a restaurant at the 
golf course.  Based on a survey by Inver Wood management, each of the three cities has 
proceeded to issue a Sunday on-sale intoxicating liquor license to the restaurant.  We checked 
with the State Division of Alcohol and Gambling Enforcement and were informed that as long as 
the restaurant at Inver Wood meets the State and City definitions of a restaurant, a Sunday on-
sale intoxicating liquor license may be issued.   
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Such a license would allow the sale of intoxicating liquor on Sunday throughout the entire Inver 
Wood complex.  Minn. Stat. § 340A.101, Subd. 15 states that when a restaurant is located on a 
golf course, the licensed premises means the entire golf course except for areas where motor 
vehicles are regularly parked or operated.  
 
Section 4.  Council Action.  The Council is asked to consider the first reading of the attached 
Ordinance Amending Inver Grove Heights City Code, Title 4, Chapter 1, Section 2 Related To 
The Definition Of A Restaurant at the February 22, 2016 Council meeting.   
 
Attachment 
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

ORDINANCE NO. _______ 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE,  
TITLE 4, CHAPTER 1, SECTION 2 RELATED TO THE DEFINITION OF A 

RESTAURANT  
 

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

 Section One. Amendment. The definition of a Restaurant found in Title 4, Chapter 1, 
Section 2 of the Inver Grove Heights City Code is hereby amended as follows: 

RESTAURANT: An establishment, other than a hotel, under the control of a single proprietor or 
manager, where meals are regularly served at tables to the general public and which also meets 
the following requirements:  
 

A. Seating capacity for at least fifty (50) guests; 

B. At least seven hundred fifty (750) square feet of seating area for guests; 

C. Has a printed menu for each guest at the table; 

D. Prepares and serves hot meals on the site of the establishment; 

E. Has on the site a conventional or convection stove, oven or grill for preparation of hot 
meals and not just a microwave oven; and 

F. Has a valid health department restaurant license.  

Section Two.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be effective from and after its passage and 
publication according to law.  
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Passed in regular session of the City Council on the ____ day of March, 2016. 

 

      CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

       
By: ____________________________ 

       George Tourville, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

By: ________________________________ 
 Michelle Tesser, City Clerk 
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TO: Inver Grove Heights Mayor and Council  
 FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz, City Attorney  

DATE: February 18, 2016 
RE: Ordinance Amendment Related to Criminal History Investigation; 

February 22, 2016 Council Meeting (First Reading)  

Section 1.  Background.  The City conducts criminal background checks for employment and 
for certain types of licenses.  Currently, only the Police Department is authorized by the City 
Code to conduct these checks.  To provide greater efficiency and flexibility, the Administration 
Department seeks to broaden this authorization to the City Clerk and to a background screening 
company as may be determined and selected by the City Administrator.  The Clerk and 
background screening company under State law, will not have access to the Bureau of Criminal 
Apprehension database but will have the opportunity to avail other databases for criminal 
histories.   

Section 2.  Ordinance Changes.  The attached ordinance authorizes the City Administrator to 
select which person or entity will conduct the background check.  The eligible selections are the 
Police Department, the City Clerk or a background screening company.   

Section 3.  Council Action.  The Council is asked to consider the first reading of the attached 
Ordinance Amending Inver Grove Heights City Code, Title 1, Chapter 6, Article A, Section 5(J) 
and Title 1, Chapter 10, Section 1 and Title 1, Chapter 10, Section 2 Related To Criminal 
History Investigation at the February 22, 2016 Council meeting.   

Attachment 
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

ORDINANCE NO. _______ 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE,  
TITLE 1, CHAPTER 6, ARTICLE A, SECTION 5(J) AND TITLE 1, CHAPTER 10, 

SECTION 1 AND TITLE 1, CHAPTER 10, SECTION 2 RELATED TO  
CRIMINAL HISTORY INVESTIGATION  

 

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

 Section One.  Amendment.  Title 1, Chapter 6, Article A, Section 5(J) of the Inver Grove 
Heights City Code is hereby amended as follows: 

J.  Criminal History Investigation: A final applicant for a city position will be 
subject to a criminal history investigation. The city administrator shall determine 
and select whether the police department, the city clerk or a background screening 
company shall conduct the investigation.  As selected by the city administrator, 
the police department, the city clerk and the background screening company are 
authorized The city police department is authorized to conduct a criminal history 
background investigation on applicants who are finalists for city employment. 
Before the investigation is undertaken, the finalist must authorize the police 
department, the city clerk or a background screening company in writing to 
undertake the investigation and to release the information to the city administrator 
Human Resources Manager and other city staff as appropriate. No person shall be 
disqualified from employment with the city solely or in part because of prior 
conviction of a crime or crimes, unless the crime or crimes for which convicted 
directly relate to the position of employment sought. In determining if a 
conviction directly relates to the position of public employment sought, the hiring 
authority shall consider the requirements of Minnesota statutes chapter 364. 
Should the city reject the finalist's request for employment due partially or solely 
to the applicant's prior conviction of a crime, the city administrator Human 
Resources Manager shall notify the finalist in writing of the following: 

1. The grounds and reasons for the denial; 

2. The applicable complaint and grievance procedure set forth in Minnesota 
statutes section 364.06; 

3. The earliest date the applicant may reapply for employment; and 



4. That all competent evidence of rehabilitation will be considered upon 
reapplication. 

Section Two.  Amendment.  Title 1, Chapter 10, Section 1 of the Inver Grove Heights City 
Code are hereby amended as follows: 

1-10-1: CRIMINAL HISTORY FOR EMPLOYMENT BACKGROUND 
INVESTIGATIONS: 

A. Purpose: The purpose and intent of this section is to establish regulations that 
will allow law enforcement to access Minnesota's computerized criminal history 
information for the specific noncriminal purpose of employment background 
investigations for applicants who apply for city employment for the positions 
described in subsection B of this section. 

B. Background Investigation Required: Unless the city administrator has selected 
the city clerk or a background screening company, Tthe city's police department is 
hereby required, as the exclusive entity within the city, to do a criminal history 
background investigation on the applicants for all regular part time or regular full 
time employment, seasonal/temporary employment, benefited or nonbenefited 
employment, and paid on call firefighters, as well as all volunteer positions with 
the parks and recreation department with the city unless the council concludes that 
a background investigation is not needed. The city may, at the discretion and 
direction of the council, conduct a criminal history background investigation on 
the applicant's independent contractor positions and volunteer positions other than 
those with the parks and recreation department with the city. For the purposes of 
this section, "volunteer" does not include commission members. 

C. BCA Data: In conducting the criminal history background investigation in 
order to screen employment applicants, the police department is authorized to 
access data maintained in the Minnesota bureau of criminal apprehension 
computerized criminal history information system (BCA data) in accordance with 
BCA policy. Any BCA data that is accessed and acquired shall be maintained at 
the police department under the care and custody of the police chief or the police 
chief's designee. A summary of the results of the BCA data may be released by 
the police department to the council, including the council, the city administrator, 
the city attorney or other city staff involved in the hiring process. 

D. Written Authorization: Before the investigation is undertaken, the applicant 
must authorize the police department or the city clerk or the background screening 
company by written consent to undertake the investigation. The written consent 
must fully comply with the provisions of Minnesota statutes chapter 13 regarding 
the collection, maintenance and use of the information. Except for the positions 
set forth in Minnesota statutes section 364.09, the city will not reject an applicant 
for employment on the basis of the applicant's prior conviction unless the crime is 
directly related to the position of employment sought and the conviction is for a 



felony, gross misdemeanor, or misdemeanor punishable by jail. If the city rejects 
the applicant's request on this basis, the city shall notify the applicant in writing of 
the following: 

1. The grounds and reasons for the denial. 

2. The complaint and grievance procedure set forth in Minnesota statutes section 
364.06. 

3. The earliest date the applicant may reapply for employment. 

4. That all competent evidence of rehabilitation will be considered upon 
reapplication. (Ord. 1216, 7-26-2010) 

Section Three.  Amendment.  Title 1, Chapter 10, Section 2 of the Inver Grove Heights City 
Code are hereby amended as follows: 

1-10-2: CRIMINAL HISTORY FOR LICENSE BACKGROUND 
INVESTIGATIONS: 

A. Purpose: The purpose and intent of this section is to establish regulations that 
will allow law enforcement to access Minnesota's computerized criminal history 
information for the specific noncriminal purpose of licensing background 
investigations for the licenses described in subsection B of this section. 

B. Background Investigation Required: Unless the city administrator has selected 
the city clerk or a background screening company, Tthe city's police department is 
hereby required, as the exclusive entity within the city, to conduct a criminal 
history background investigation on the applicants for the following licenses or 
permits within the city: 

1. Alcoholic beverages. (Ord. 1251, 2-13-2012) 

2. Massage therapist. 

3. Therapeutic massage business. (Ord. 1293, 5-26-2015) 

4. Pawnbrokers/precious metal dealers. 

5. Peddlers. 

6. Solicitors. 

7. Canada goose hunt permits. 

8. Motor vehicle sales. 



9. Rubbish haulers. 

109. Adult use businesses. 

11. Automobile service stations. (Ord. 1251, 2-13-2012) 

12. Body art establishments. (Ord. 1284, 10-13-2014) 

1310. Charitable gambling premises permits. 

C. BCA Data: In conducting the criminal history background investigation in 
order to screen license applicants, the police department is authorized to access 
data maintained in the Minnesota bureau of criminal apprehension computerized 
criminal history information system (BCA data) in accordance with BCA policy. 
Any BCA data that is accessed and acquired shall be maintained at the police 
department under the care and custody of the police chief or the police chief's 
designee. A summary of the results of the BCA data may be released by the police 
department to the council, city administrator, city attorney, city clerk or other city 
staff involved in the license approval process. 

D. Written Authorization: Before the investigation is undertaken, the applicant 
must authorize the police department or city clerk or background screening 
company by written consent to undertake the investigation. The written consent 
must fully comply with the provisions of Minnesota statutes chapter 13 regarding 
the collection, maintenance and use of the information. Except for the positions 
set forth in Minnesota statutes section 364.09, the city will not reject an applicant 
for a license on the basis of the applicant's prior conviction unless the crime is 
directly related to the license sought and the conviction is for a felony, gross 
misdemeanor, or misdemeanor punishable by jail. If the city rejects the applicant's 
request on this basis, the city shall notify the applicant in writing of the following: 

1. The grounds and reasons for the denial. 

2. The complaint and grievance procedure set forth in Minnesota statutes section 
364.06. 

3. The earliest date the applicant may reapply for the license. 

4. That all competent evidence of rehabilitation will be considered upon 
reapplication. (Ord. 1251, 2-13-2012) 

Section Four.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be effective from and after its passage and 
publication according to law.  

  



Passed in regular session of the City Council on the ____ day of March, 2016. 

 

      CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

       
By: ____________________________ 

       George Tourville, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

By: ________________________________ 
 Michelle Tesser, City Clerk 
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	A. Continuation of Public Hearing and Consider Resolution Ordering Project, Approving Final Plans and Specifications, and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for the 2016 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2016-09D – 60th Street Area Reconst...
	7.  REGULAR AGENDA:
	PARKS AND RECREATION:
	A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Awarding a Contract to Duininck Golf for the 2016 Inver Wood Golf Course Improvement Project
	B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider First Reading of Ordinance Amendment Related to Restaurant Definition / Inver Wood Golf Course.
	ADMINISTRATION:
	C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Ordinance Amending Inver Grove Heights City Code, Title 1, Chapter 6, Article A, Section 5(J) Related To Criminal History Background Check
	D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Acceptance of Community Solar Garden (CSG) Subscriptions with SolarStone Partners
	COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:
	E. MOTORS MANAGEMENT CORP.;  Consider the following requests for property located at 1470 50th Street:
	a)  A Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit Amendment and related agreements to allow for a building and parking lot expansion to the existing automobile dealership.
	b)  A Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to exceed the maximum impervious surface allowed in the Shoreland Overlay District.
	8. MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS:
	Executive Session Pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 13D.05, Subd. 3
	Discussion of Property Acquisition
	City Administrator Joseph Lynch’s performance evaluation will commence after the property acquisition discussion. Pursuant to Minn. Stat. §13.43, this is a closed session.
	10. ADJOURN:
	This document is available upon 3 business day request in alternate formats such as Braille, large print, audio recording, etc.  Please contact Michelle Tesser at 651.450.2513 or mtesser@invergroveheights.org
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