
 

 

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
MONDAY, AUGUST 11, 2008 

8150 BARBARA AVENUE 
7:30 P.M. 

 

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.  Minutes – July 28, 2008 Regular Council Meeting           _____________ 

B.  Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending August 6, 2008   _____________ 

C.  Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2003-03, Southern Sanitary Sewer System  
     Improvements           _____________ 

D.  Change Order No. 1 & Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2008-09B, Sealcoating_____________ 

E.  Change Order No. 1 & Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2008-09D, South Grove  
     Urban Street Reconstruction – Area 3         _____________ 

F. Approve Limited Hunting of Canada Geese within the City     _____________  

G.  Approve Second Reading of Ordinance Amending City Code Sections 300.33 and 300.35,  
     Vacation Leave & Personal Leave         _____________ 

H.  Consider Contract for Import of Dirt and Grading at Heritage Village Park   _____________ 

I.   Consider Contract for Consulting Services for Heritage Village Park Prairie Restoration 
     Project            _____________ 

J.   Consider Hiring Contractor for Grubbing and Treatment of Brush at Heritage Village 
     Park funded by MN DNR Remediation Grant RM06-008     _____________ 

K.  Approve Request from Inver Grove Heights Days for Street Closure on Cahill Ave.   _____________ 

L.  Approve Classification of Old UHF/VHF Handheld Radios as Surplus Property  _____________ 

M.  Approve Purchase Agreement for Lindell Property      _____________ 

N.  Resolution Approving Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) with Dakota County for  
     Construction of a Segment of the Mississippi River Regional Trail (MRRT)  _____________ 

O.  Resolution Approving Plans & Specifications and Authorizing Obtaining Quotes for  
     City Project No. 2007-05, Northwest Area (NWA) Storm Sewer Emergency Overflows,  
     Argenta Hills Regional Basin SP-17 _____________ 



P. Resolution Approving Raingarden Maintenance Agreement for City Project No.2008-09D 
     Urban Street Reconstruction Project South Grove Area 3     _____________ 

Q.  Resolution Approving Individual Project Order No. 8B with Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.  
     for City Project No. 2008-09D – Urban Street Reconstruction South Grove Area 3  _____________ 

R.  Resolution Authorizing Preparation of a Feasibility Study and Approving Professional Services 
Agreement with WSB & Associates, Inc. for Preparation of a Feasibility Study for City  

     Project No. 2001-12, Concord Boulevard Improvements – Phase 3, 65th Street East to  
     Linden Street (South St. Paul border)         _____________ 

S.  Resolution Appointing Election Judges for Primary Election on September 9th   _____________ 

T. Request from Jersey’s Bar & Grill to Extend Liquor License to Outdoor Fenced Area on  
     Saturday, August 23rd from 12-3:30 p.m.         _____________ 

U.  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.  Please raise your hand to be recognized.  Please state your name and address for the record.  
 This section is for the express purpose of addressing concerns of City services and operations.  Comments will be limited  
 to three (3) minutes per person.  

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

7. REGULAR AGENDA: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

A. CASTAWAY MARINA; Consider Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit Amendment  
     to expand an existing parking area for property located at 6140 Doffing Avenue. _____________ 

B.  UNITED PROPERTIES; Consider a Resolution relating to a Final Plat and Final PUD Development  
     Plan for Phase 1 to be known as Inverpoint Business Park      _____________ 

C.  BAUCH; Consider a Resolution relating to a Variance for an accessory building to  
     encroach within  the front yard setback for property located at 8095 Cooper Ave. _____________ 

D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the First Reading of an Ordinance  
     Amendment to modify Section 515.30, Subd. 2 of the Zoning Ordinance relating to  
     adding a definition of impervious surface in conjunction with amendment increasing  
     maximum impervious surface coverage in the R-1A, R-1B and R-1C zoning districts _____________ 

E.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the first reading of an Ordinance Amendment to  
     modify Section 515.80, Subd. 19 of the Zoning Ordinance relating to exterior building  
     materials for all residential principle and accessory structures     _____________ 

PUBLIC WORKS: 

F.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHT; Consider Resolution Adopting Revised Final Assessment  
     Roll for City Project No.2007-09C, 2007 Mill and Overlay      _____________ 



ADMINISTRATION: 

G.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Owner’s Representative Agreement for  
      Proposed Public Safety Addition & City Hall Remodel     _____________ 

        
8.  MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS 

9. ADJOURN 



 

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
MONDAY, JULY 28, 2008 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL  The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on 
Monday, July 28, 2008, in the City Council Chambers.  Mayor Tourville called the meeting to order at 7:30 
p.m. Present were Council members Grannis, Klein, Madden and Piekarski Krech; City Administrator 
Lynch, Assistant Administrator Teppen, City Attorney Kuntz, Public Works Director Thureen, Community  
Development Director Link, Finance Director Lanoue, Parks & Recreation Director Carlson, and  
Deputy Clerk Rheaume. 

3. PRESENTATIONS: None. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA:   
Councilmember Klein removed item 4L, Approve Resolution Authorizing Execution of the Joint  
Traffic Safety Project Grant from the Consent Agenda. 
Mayor Tourville removed item 4M, Resolution Granting Extension to a Variance Approval for property  
located at 4080 Upper 61st Street and item 4P, Schedule Public Hearing, from the Consent Agenda. 

A. Minutes – July 14, 2008 Regular Council Meeting 

B.   Resolution 08-171 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending July 23, 2008  

C. Pay Voucher No. 3 for the VMCC Refrigeration Project 

D. Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2003-15, Northwest Area Trunk Utility Improvements 

E. Change Order No. 2 and Final Pay Voucher No. 4 for City Project No. 2007-09C, Mill and Overlay     

F. Change Order No. 1 and Final Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2008-09A, Joint and   
 Cracksealing  

G. Pay Voucher No. 9 for City Project No. 2003-15A, Northwest Area Utility Improvements, Lift Station  
 R-9.1       

H.  Pay Voucher No. 5 for City Project No. 2006-04, Drilling of City Well No. 9  

I. Approve Purchase of Upgrade to VersaView Software  

J. Approve Purchase of Six Inch Pressure Reducing Station from Northwestern Power Equipment   
 Company, Inc.    

K. Approve Joint Powers Agreement with the City of St. Paul for the Republican National Convention 

N.    Approve Proposal for Land Surveying Services 

O. Authorize Purchase of Weather Warning Siren    

Q. Personnel Actions  

Motion by Madden, seconded by Klein to approve the Consent Agenda. 
Ayes: 5   
Nays: 0    Motion carried. 
L. Resolution Authorizing Execution of the Joint Traffic Safety Project Grant 

Councilmember Klein expressed his support for the program and commented that participation from a  
number of municipalities makes the program very effective.  

Motion by Klein, seconded by Madden to approve Resolution No. 08-160 Authorizing Execution of  
the Joint Traffic Safety Project Grant  
Ayes: 5  
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
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M.    Resolution Granting Extension to a Variance Approval for property located at 4080 Upper 61st  
             Street (Joseph Huisman) 

Mr. Link corrected the date of extension in the resolution to July 28, 2009. 

Motion by Madden, seconded by Klein to approve Resolution No. 08-166 Granting Extension to a  
Variance Approval for property located at 4080 Upper 61st Street with the change as noted.  
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0  Motion carried. 
P. Schedule Public Hearing 

Mayor Tourville explained that the applicant withdrew his request and action on this item was no longer  
necessary.   

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:   
Bill Tronsen, 8850 Branson, expressed concerns regarding the volume of traffic and the safety on 
Broderick Boulevard and 80th Street.  He suggested that a four-way stop be installed as a traffic control  
device.  

Mayor Tourville responded that Mn/DOT would be installing traffic signals at both interchanges.    

Mr. Thureen noted that both ramps are scheduled to have traffic signals installed in 2009. 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:   
A.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Resolution Ordering the Project, Approving Plans &     
     Specifications and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for City Project No. 2008-09G, Cahill  
     Avenue/Brooks Boulevard Mill and Overlay      

Mr. Thureen explained this would be a mill and overlay on two segments of streets and showed a map 
with the locations.  It is about 1 mile of streets and they are about 14 to 15 year s old.  He said they found 
the top 2 inch layer of bituminous to be not as dense as they thought.  Mr. Thureen noted Cahill is on a 
state aid system.  He explained what the project would include.   
 
Mr. Thureen stated the project would be funded from the pavement management fund and an assessment 
to the benefiting properties.  The estimated total cost of the project is just under $410,000 and the total 
assessment would be about $233,000.  He noted if the streets are wider the city picks up the extra width 
of construction.  The funding policy has listed two classes of property; single family residential and 
commercial, institutional, industrial and multi-family.  He said there is only one single family residential.   
The foot rate is $39.30.  Mr. Thureen noted  a neighborhood information meeting was held on July 10th.    
 
Mr. Thureen said there was a letter from The Pines Homeowners Association.  He reviewed how they 
select properties for assessments and said for single family residential it is if the driveway accesses the 
street being worked on.  For the other properties the frontage along the street is looked at.   
 
Mr. Thureen answered some of the questions in the letter.  He said the first has to do with the feasibility 
report and the type of work to be done and the reason to replace the curb.  He noted that the curb is just 
spot replacements.  Another question was relating to installing pedestrian ramps now instead of at the 
time of the road construction and he explained that they are not installing new ones but making 
adjustments to the existing ones at a city cost.  Mr. Thureen commented on the private streets and said 
they feel they shouldn’t be assessed.   
 
Charles Young, 8644 Callahan Trail, referred to the map and asked why certain properties aren’t being  
assessed.   

Mr. Thureen said they look at the front footage.   

Mr. Young stated that they are redoing their street next year and they are paying for that.   
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Mr. Thureen stated the total assessment for the Pines is about $23,141.00, which is about $526 per unit. 

Mr. Young stated that a lot of people use Cahill and it seems unfair that they have to pay for the  
improvement.  He noted that he hopes that it is done better this time.   

Mayor Tourville reiterated that because Cahill Avenue is a collector street, the City would pay for the  
additional width.   

Linda Balder, 8764 Benson Way, said they are being assessed and they don’t go on that part of Cahill.  
She talked about Cahill being repaired this spring.  She said to wait at least another year or until it is in 
need of repair.  She stated she doesn’t agree with how the assessment is done.   She commented on 
communication from the City and when the letter was received.  She stated that the notice only listed 
parcel identification numbers and did not communicate the dollar amount of the assessment.   
 
Jim Douglas, 8657 Callahan Trail, said he drafted a letter on behalf of the Pines.  He commented on the 
assessment process and stated that the statute says the homeowner has to receive a special benefit in 
order to be assessed.  He noted the value of the property must increase the same or more than the 
amount being assessed and asked if they can be shown how their property values are going to be 
increased by $526.  Mr. Douglas pointed out his home, which backs up on Cahill Avenue and referred to 
another property, which backs up on Cahill, and they are not being assessed.  He asked that this be taken 
a look at along with the special benefit.   
 
Mr. Kuntz explained the special assessment is measured by the increased value of the property being 
assessed.   He stated this hearing addresses if the project is ordered and there will be a separate 
opportunity for the assessment hearing.  Mr. Douglas said if the City Council approves the project then 
they have to come forward to start talking about the assessment and he is asking to look at this issue.         
Councilmember Klein said he thinks it would increase the property value.   
 
Councilmember Klein asked how long it would be before a rebuilt.   

Mr. Thureen said they could wait but the same situation will probably happen again in the spring.   

Councilmember Madden pointed out that if it is put off there will probably be an increase in the costs.  He  
said it would be wise to fix it right and do it now.   

Councilmember Grannis commented on the economy and asked what the experience has been with bids. 

Mr. Thureen said they have seen good prices because contractors didn’t have as much work.  He noted  
the majority of the costs are bituminous and those are high.   

Councilmember Grannis asked about the five years to pay back.  

Mr. Thureen said the term is up to the City Council.   

Mayor Tourville referred to the South Grove construction and suggested that sheets be sent out in the  
future with the amounts and addresses.    

Mayor Tourville commented on some of the cul-de-sacs and the only way to travel is to go on Cahill or 
Brooks and asked that those assessments be looked at to see if they show benefit.   
 
Mr. Kuntz said the area parcel does not have to front on the abutting street being approved.  He said if you 
can prove the benefit resulting from that it would be a valued assessment.  Mr. Kuntz noted that with 
private roadways and the mix of public the general policy of the City is the property will be assessed for 
some public roadway.  He said they will look at the distance and proximity, functionality of that roadway  
and the capacity.     

Mayor Tourville commented on the people driving on Cahill having no other way to go and they are not 
being assessed.  He said that Cahill will probably get a mill and overlay before some of the private streets  
and public streets in off of Cahill or Brooks.   
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Councilmember Piekarski Krech said the difference is they are putting in 70% and paying approximately  
50% up front before they begin with assessments.   

Mr. Thureen said what is proposed is assessing 57% of the estimated project.  There would be 43% paid  
in from the pavement management fund.   

Jim Loveland stated that he does not live in the area that is proposed to be assessed.  He stated he is a 
registered professional engineer and commented on the road repair.  He said he would like to see it done 
correctly.  He talked about the sub soil preparation and asphalt cracking.  He said he thinks there will be 
reflective cracking.  He suggested that there be a total rebuild on the roads.  He is asking to  
do it right or they will back reassessing the people.    

Councilmember Klein asked about the soil borings.  

Mr. Thureen stated the testing company said there wasn’t any indication that there was an issue with the  
sub grade.      

Mr. Loveland suggested contacting the contractor that did the work initially.   

Mr. Thureen talked about having much better review now than previously.   

Mr. Loveland asked how many boring where taken.   

Mr. Thureen said he would have to go back and look but thought probably about 8 or 10.   

Councilmember Madden asked what the estimated assessments were for a rebuild.   

Mr. Thureen responded that it is usually 4 to 5 times the cost of mill and overlay.   

Bill Tronsen, 8850 Branson Drive, said he had a letter from a neighbor that was unable to attend the 
meeting.  He talked about a truth in taxation meeting where they discussed living on a private street and 
asked why they should be responsible for other people’s streets when they have to take care of their 
private street.  He said some associations have more than one entrance to their street.  He stated they 
shouldn’t be held accountable for other city streets.  He said the practice done in the past isn’t always the  
best.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech said the people choose to live on a private street.   

Councilmember Grannis said the biggest problem is the pealing and cracking.  He said there will still be  
reflective cracks with a mill and overlay and to fix that it would require a complete reconstruct.   

Mr. Thureen said they can fill in the cracks.  He stated a total reconstruct is not necessary at this point.   

Mr. Loveland asked why the city hasn’t filled in the cracks in the past.  He noted the cracks will be back  
with a mill and overlay.   

Mayor Tourville said the crack filling will never be eliminated.  

Councilmember Madden said there is a concern about the cost from the people but thought that some  
more soil borings should be taken.     

Doug Smart, 8615 Brinkley Lane, said the assessment should be spread out more to those getting the 
benefit.   
 
Mayor Tourville talked about taking those 200 out and the rest pay for the assessment and reiterated they  
need to take a look at who benefits and who doesn’t.   

Motion by Klein, seconded by Madden to close the public hearing 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
Councilmember Klein said he would like to see some more soil borings.   

Councilmember Madden commented on it being more expensive if they wait until next year.    
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Councilmember Grannis asked if there is any reason to wait and do additional soil borings.   

Mr. Thureen said they are confident in the soil borings that were done.   

Councilmember Klein asked if different chemicals were used that may have caused this problem.   

Mr. Thureen said they used salt instead of sand and also used magnesium chloride.   

Councilmember Klein asked if cities are modifying the mixture for the upcoming year.   

Mr. Thureen responded that he has not heard of anyone that is.   

Mayor Tourville questioned the reconstruct schedule for College Trail and said there may be a benefit for a  
larger area. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech said her concern is if they delay this where would it come in and how long  
can it be put off if they don’t do it now.   

Mayor Tourville questioned the assessment policy and the number of mill and overlays and said they need 
to figure out a way when there are internal public streets when the only access is the street they are going 
to fix.   He suggested taking a look at a larger area to see if there are other streets that need to be done.  
He said there also needs to be a discussion on policy.  He said there could also be a hearing that looks at  
a reconstruct or a mill and overlay.  He asked for more information on what was spent on patching.   

Councilmember Klein said they could get the whole cost of all of Arbor Pointe and then assess it out. 
Motion by Grannis, seconded by Madden to approve Resolution Ordering the Project, Approving 
Plans & Specifications and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for City Project No. 2008-09G,  
Cahill Avenue/Brooks Boulevard Mill and Overlay 
Ayes: 2 (Grannis, Madden) 
Nays: 3 (Tourville, Klein, Piekarski Krech)   Motion failed. 
B.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Resolution Ordering City Project No. 2009-01, TH 3 and Amana  
      Trail Intersection Improvements 

Brett Weiss,  talked about Trunk Highway 3 and the design of the roundabout.  He pointed the area out on 
the map.  He explained that this would be a two lane roundabout with two lanes in each direction.  There 
will be concrete islands.  He noted this is future County Road 28 and 80th Street will continue to be there  
until it is connected.  There are also pathways that will connect back in to the shoulder.  

Mayor Tourville asked about the pedestrian crossing.   

Mr. Weiss said there will be good pedestrian crossing capability and a future underpass.   

Mr. Carlson noted that they are meeting this week with regard to the crossing on the park and trail master  
plan.   

Mr. Weiss showed the proposed assessment map.  He stated the county and developer contribution is 
$868,000 and the remainder City cost is $29,000.  The net portion being paid on the east side of Truck 
Highway 3 is $600,000.  He showed the existing and future 80th Street.  He explained the trip generation 
being based on the future development.  He said they estimated the property on the west side to levied 
property and on the east it is proposed to be assessed 100%.  The remainder of the undeveloped property  
will be deferred.  He reiterated the trip generation used estimates of what land value could be in the future.   

Mayor Tourville stated the green acres program will apply.   

Mr. Weiss showed the schedule and said the assessments would be payable in 2010.   

Councilmember Grannis clarified that the purpose of the roundabout is to move traffic thru that area.   

Mr. Weiss said yes, the roundabout is the safest intersection for this area.  He said that 25% is based on  
land and the remainder 75% is based on trip generation.   

Councilmember Grannis asked about the assessments being paid by the new business development.   
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Mr. Weiss said they agreed to pay $700,000 towards the intersection and they moved the money around  
so there is not public money.  He showed the feasibility report.   

Mr. Kuntz clarified the assessment methodology and said the first assessment installment would be in  
2010 and there would not be any adjustments once levied.    

Mr. Weiss noted there is a notice from five property owners objecting.    

Pat Whistle, 1462 80th Street East, asked to change the proposed assessment for the roundabout.  He  
said almost all of his property is used for drainage.  He said it needs to be fair.   

Mayor Tourville noted this is not the assessment policy.     

Mr. Link noted that they don’t have any developer applications but do have someone who was very  
preliminary.   

Councilmember Klein asked for more information on this.   

Mr. Thureen said they looked at four different assessment methods.  He noted they are at least a year a  
way from a potential assessment hearing.    

Councilmember Piekarski Krech said the question is if they develop as commercial and what happens to  
those who don’t develop.  She said she will not vote for something that pushes people off their land.   

Mr. Weiss said the county has said that they have something in place right now and this intersection sets 
the stage for allowing 80th Street to be reconstructed in the future.  He noted they are hoping to get money  
from Mn/DOT.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked what happens if some of the people don’t develop.   

Mr. Wise said other cities have done developer’s agreement.   

Mayor Tourville noted that in the application they can say it is used to offset assessments.   

Mr. Kuntz referred to the connection fees in the northwest area the land use basis used for the east side 
with the most up to date projection for that area.  He explained that with unimproved property they can  
defer special assessments.    

Councilmember Grannis asked about the state funding that was applied for.   

Mr. Thureen said they received cooperative agreement funding for the extension of Cahill.   

Councilmember Grannis questioned the $6.48/acre assessment.   

Mr. Weiss said they used a combined assessment.   

Mr. Kuntz said there was a principal for assessing for the roundabout. 

Motion by Klein, seconded by Madden to close the Public Hearing. 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech commented on this being based on assessments and questioned if the 
assessments would be deferred or not do them until they build and asked what that does to the bonding  
ability.   

Mr. Lynch said it shouldn’t do anything to the bonds.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked if they order the project if it has to be financed now.    

Mr. Weiss stated that it would not be because the state funding would be applied for and they should know  
the amount in January.   

Mr. Kuntz explained this is being proposed as a 429 financed project therefore at least 20% of the project 
cost must be assessed.  He stated there was no agreement that any state participation would reduce the  
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Argenta Hills contribution.   

Mr. Weiss said a letter was sent to Mn/DOT telling them if they don’t participate in this one they should pay 
more at 70th Street and they replied that they didn’t have any more money for 70th Street but they would  
strongly support the City at 80th Street. 

Councilmember Grannis said he is going to vote against it for the same reasons as the developer’s  
agreement with capping the liability at the $400,000.   

Mayor Tourville reiterated they will use as much as they can to offset the assessments. 
Motion by Klein, seconded by Madden to adopt Resolution No. 08-161 Ordering City Project No.  
2009-01, TH 3 and Amana Trail Intersection Improvements 
Ayes: 4 
Nays: 1 (Grannis) Motion carried. 
7. REGULAR AGENDA: 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 
A. GRASS/NOTCH; Consider Resolution relating to an Easement Vacation to Vacate a Dedicated Public  
    Trail Easement between 10887 and 10883 Andes Circle  
Mr. Carlson said this was looked at in June and at that time the City Council asked staff to look at and 
work with the two property owners to come up with options.  He said they came up with three different 
options for consideration.  The first option would be to not construct the trail and vacate the easement, 
which is the preferred option.  The second option is to not construct the trail and not vacate the easement.  
The last option is to construct a five foot concrete sidewalk and the cost estimate is $40,000.  Mr. Carlson 
talked about the privacy allowance.  He said a survey was sent out and one question asked was if the 
neighborhood wanted to see the connection of the trail and 93 people responded yes and 16 responded 
no.  The park and recreation commission reviewed this and are recommending option B.   
 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech said she doesn’t like to give up easements but also doesn’t like an  
easement that anyone can access at any time.  She asked if it could be turned into a utility easement.   

Mr. Kuntz said the term of that easement does not include utilities.  He noted in cooperation with the  
landowners you could release one in exchange for the other.      

Willie Krech, 9574 Inver Grove Trail, Park and Recreation Commission, said they think there is plenty of 
room between Cliff Road.  He said that permits shouldn’t have been given to houses that end up close to  
easements.   

Jeff Notch, 10883 Andes Circle, talked about it being a very private area and it has been undeveloped for 
ten years.  He said it is too close to the houses.  He said they would like the easement vacated, but would  
be fine with leaving it as it is.    

Councilmember Grannis said he is in favor of Option C, which is what staff is recommending, along with  
93 of the residents and he will vote against it.   

Councilmember Madden pointed out that they would be saving $40,000 with Option B.    

Motion by Madden, seconded by Klein, to adopt Resolution No. 08-162 approving Option B. 
 Ayes: 5 

Nays: 0 Motion carried.      
B.  A&W RESTAURANTS; Consider Resolution relating to a Preliminary and Final PUD Development     
      Plan for a drive-in/drive through fast food restaurant located on Buchanan Trail in Arbor Point 

Mr. Link explained that the request is for a drive-in/drive-thru and sit down restaurant.  He stated that the 
proposal meets all City requirements and both Planning staff and the Planning Commission recommended  
approval of the request.   
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Motion by Klein, seconded by Madden, to approve Resolution No. 08-163 relating to a Preliminary 
and Final PUD Development Plan for a drive-in/drive through fast food restaurant located on  
Buchanan Trail in Arbor Point.    

 Ayes: 5  
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
C.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the Second Reading of an Ordinance Amendment to  
      modify Section 515.80, Subd. 8 of the Zoning Ordinance relating to maximum impervious surface  
      coverage in the R-1A, R-1B and R-1C zoning districts        

Mr. Link explained the City Council asked for more information and at the first hearing it was noted that 
more engineering and legal review were needed.  He noted that there is a revised definition of impervious 
coverage.  He stated that Engineering staff is performing an analysis of the impervious coverage.  He 
stated that staff recommended tabling the item until the August 25th meeting or to approve the second  
reading and wait for the engineering analysis to be completed prior to the third reading.   

Councilmember Grannis noted that engineering has been short staffed.   

Motion by Klein, seconded by Madden, to approve the second reading of an Ordinance 
Amendment to modify Section 515.80, Subd. 8 of the Zoning Ordinance relating to a maximum  
impervious surface coverage in the R-1A, R-1B and R-1C zoning districts.  
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0  Motion carried.   
D.  CHARLES CUDD CO.; Resolution relating to a Variance to exceed the impervious surface  
      requirements to construct a house & driveway for the property located at 11662 Azure Lane  

Mr. Link explained that the current ordinance allows a maximum impervious coverage of 4,000 square 
feet.  He stated that the applicant is requesting a variance to exceed that amount up to 4,744 square feet.  
He added that both Planning staff and the Planning Commission did not find a hardship for the request  
and recommended denial.  He noted this was reviewed against the existing ordinance.   

Charles Cudd asked that the item be tabled until the ordinance is reviewed.   

Motion by Madden, seconded by Klein, to table consideration of a Resolution relating to a Variance 
to exceed the impervious surface requirements to construct a house & driveway for the property  
located at 11662 Azure Lane to August 25, 2008. 
Ayes: 5  
Nays: 0  Motion carried.   
PUBLIC WORKS:      
E.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Receiving Feasibility Study, Ordering  
      Project, Approving Plans & Specifications and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for City Project  
      No. 2008-13, Courthouse Boulevard Court Street Improvements  

Mr. Thureen noted that an updated resolution was distributed to the Council prior to the meeting.   

Brett Weiss, WSB & Associates, Inc. explained that the project consists of: intersection improvements at 
Barnes Avenue and Courthouse Boulevard Court deemed necessary for safe movements by semi-trucks, 
a mill and overlay of Courthouse Boulevard Court from Barnes Avenue, east to its terminus, a southbound 
right turn lane from Barnes Avenue to Courthouse Boulevard Court, and three right turn lanes on 
Courthouse Boulevard Court at the entrances to the development.  He stated that the west side 
improvements to the intersection are estimated to cost $115,000 and the east side improvements are 
estimated at $108,000.  He stated that the right turn lane from Barnes Avenue to Courthouse Boulevard 
Court is estimated at $45,360 and the three right turn lanes into the development would cost 
approximately $141,050.  He noted that the mill & overlay of the entire length of Courthouse Boulevard 
Court is estimated at $267,790.  He stated that last portion involves reconstruction of two segments of 
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Courthouse Boulevard Court and noted that the City would be responsible for raising of the road at an 
approximate cost of $90,000.  He reviewed the project schedule and explained that the developer will 
waive their right to a public hearing and their right to appeal assessments for the intersection geometric 
improvements up to an amount of $100,000 and for the street improvements up to an amount of $200,000.   
He added that construction would begin on September 22nd.          

Motion by Klein, seconded by Piekarski Krech, to approve Resolution No. 08-164 Receiving 
Feasibility Study, Ordering Project, Approving Plans & Specifications and Authorizing 
Advertisement for Bids for City Project No. 2008-13, Courthouse Boulevard Court Street  
Improvements.  
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0  Motion carried. 
F. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Ordering Project, Approving Plans & 

Specifications and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for City Project No. 2008-10, TH 52 East  
      Frontage Road, Ravine Storm Water Ponds  
Mr. Thureen explained that as part of the TH 52 East Frontage Road, the City agreed to be the lead 
agency to construct a portion of the storm water treatment and ponding facilities for the project.  He stated 
that this was done so that storm water ponds could be located and designed to alleviate a long-standing 
severe erosion and sedimentation problem.  He noted that the State has agreed to contribute $502,000  
towards the project and the balance of $350,000 would funded from the Closed Bond Fund.   

Motion by Klein, seconded by Grannis, to approve Resolution No. 08-165 Ordering the Project, 
Approving Plans & Specifications and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for City Project No.  
2008-10, TH 52 East Frontage Road, Ravine Storm Water Ponds 

 Ayes: 5  
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
G.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider First Reading of an Ordinance Amending City Code  
      Section 300.33 and 300.35, Vacation Leave and Personal Leave  

Ms. Teppen explained that during union negotiations two changes regarding vacation and personal leave 
were agreed to.  She stated that the first change was to compress the vacation accrual schedule and the 
second was an increase in the amount of personal leave an employee can designate for deposit to their 
Health Care Savings Plan.  She explained that bargaining agreements have been approved with those 
changes and the City Code now needs to be amended for the Non-Union group of employees.  She noted  
that all benefited employees receive the same level of benefits.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked if employees receive both sick leave and personal leave.   

Ms. Teppen responded that employees accrue vacation leave and personal leave each pay period.  She  
noted that the Police officers still earn sick leave.   

Councilmember Grannis questioned how the City’s vacation and personal leave accrual schedule  
compares to that of other cities.   

Ms. Teppen responded that this adjustment would make the City comparable to others. 

Motion by Klein, seconded by Madden, to approve the First Reading of an Ordinance Amending  
City Code Sections 300.33 and 300.35, Vacation Leave and Personal Leave 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0  Motion carried. 
H.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Approval of the 2008 Non-Union Compensation Plan 

Ms. Teppen stated that this plan is for City employees that are not covered by a collective bargaining unit.  
She explained that the Council adopted a compensation and classification plan in 2007 that set forth 
market comparables.  She noted that market adjustments were made during union negotiations for some 
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of the position classifications and adjustments are also necessary for a number of positions in the Non-
Union group in order to complete the implementation of the Compensation and Classification Plan.  She 
stated that a 3% increase across the board is proposed in addition to the market adjustments for some 
benchmark classifications.  She added that it is also recommended that the Non-Union group receive the  
same health insurance benefits as the union employees.  

Ms. Teppen explained that the 3% increase was accounted for in the 2008 budget.  She stated that the 
market adjustments and the increases to the contributions to health insurance were not accounted for in 
the 2008 budget.  She suggested that staff return to both a work session and regular meeting in 
September or October to determine from where to fund the amounts over and above what was budgeted  
for the union and non-union settlements.  She noted that staff would account for the increases during  
preparation of the 2009 budget.   

Councilmember Madden asked for an estimate of the total amount of the increases.   

Ms. Teppen responded that the total was approximately $25,000 to $30,000.  She clarified that the 3%  
increase was included in the 2008 budget.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked for a list of the market adjustments by position.   

Ms. Teppen stated that the rationale for the adjustments was based on the market comparisons.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated that she would also like to know how much each adjustment was  
and where the funds will taken from.  

Councilmember Klein questioned how the 2008 budget was looking at this point in the year.   

Ms. Lanoue responded that she is currently working on the second quarter financial statement and will  
have a better idea where things are at in terms of the budget once that has been completed.   

Councilmember Madden asked if this could wait until they get more information.   

Councilmember Grannis noted that the Council did receive information on this when the Compensation  
and Classification plan was adopted.        

Motion by Grannis, seconded by Madden, to approve the 2008 Non-Union Compensation Plan  
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0  Motion carried. 
I.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Authorizing Recruitment and Selection for Manager of  
    Arena and Building Maintenance Operations    

Ms. Teppen stated that this item was discussed in great detail during the Council Study Session.  She 
noted that the revised job description was included in the packet.  
Motion by Klein, seconded by Grannis, to authorize the Recruitment and Selection for Manager of  
Arena and Building Maintenance Operations 
Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0  Motion carried. 
8. MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS:        
Councilmember Madden reminded everyone that National Night Out was scheduled for August 5th.   

Lieutenant Jerry Salmey gave a brief overview of National Night Out and noted that the Public Safety  
Department had 48 locations scheduled for visits.   

9. ADJOURN:  Motion by Grannis, seconded by Piekarski Krech to adjourn.  The meeting adjourned by 
unanimous vote at 11:40 p.m.   

 



AGENDA ITEM _____4B_____ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
 
Meeting Date: August 11, 2008  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent  None 
Contact: Cathy Shea   651-450-2521 X Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Cathy Shea Asst. Finance Director  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 July 24, 2008 to  
August  6, 2008. 
 
 
SUMMARY 
 
Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending  
August 6, 2008.  The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo. 
 
 

General & Special Reveune $119,511.56
Debt Service & Capital Projects 1,489,597.11
Enterprise & Internal Service 85,992.39
Escrows 36,482.57

Grand Total for All Funds $1,731,583.63

 
 
 
If you have any questions about any of the disbursements on the list, please call me at 651-450-
2521 or Vickie Gray, Accounting Technician at 651-450-2515. 
 
Attached to this summary for your action is a resolution approving the disbursements for the 
period July 24, 2008 to August 6, 2008, and the listing of disbursements requested for approval. 
 



 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. _____ 

 
RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE 

PERIOD ENDING AUGUST 6, 2008 
 

 WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending August 6, 2008 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 $      119,511.56 
 Debt Service & Capital Projects      1,489,597.11 
 Enterprise & Internal Service          85,992.39 
 Escrows     36,482.57 
 
 Grand Total for All Funds $  1,731,583.63 
 
 
 Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 11th day of August, 2008. 
 
Ayes: 
 
Nays:         

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

 
 
 







































































AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
CONSIDER AMENDMENTS TO CITY CODE SECTIONS 300.33 AND 300.35 VACATION 
LEAVE AND PERSONAL LEAVE 
 
Meeting Date: August 11, 2008  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent x None 
Contact: JTeppen, Asst. City Admin.  Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by:   Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
   Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Consider the second reading of and ordinance amending 
City Code Sections 300.33 and 300.35, Vacation Leave and Personal Leave. 
 
SUMMARY During negotiations this year, we agreed to two changes regarding vacation and 
personal leave.  The first was to compress the vacation accrual schedule.  The second was to 
increase the amount of personal leave an employee can designate for deposit to their Health 
Care Savings Plan. 
 
Bargaining agreements have been approved with those changes.  City Code now needs 
amending for those employees not in a bargaining unit – our Non-Union group of employees. 
 
All benefited employees receive the same level of benefits – no group of employees receives 
anything lesser or greater than another group. 
 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
ORDINANCE NO. _________ 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 300.33, Subd. 1 and 300.35 Subd. 8, OF THE 

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE  
RELATING TO VACATION LEAVE AND PERSONAL LEAVE 

 
 The City Council of Inver Grove Heights does hereby ordain as follows: 
 
 Section 1. Amendment.  IGH City Code Section 300.33 is hereby amended to read 
as follows: 
 
300.33.   Vacation Leave.  Subd. 1.  How Much.   Employees serving their orientation period 
and full-time employees shall earn vacation leave according to the accrual table below: 

 
 Continuous Years of Service   Annual Hours of Vacation Accrual 
 
 Zero through End of Five       80 
 Beginning of Six through End of Eight    120 
 Beginning of Nine through End of Twelve Fifteen   144 
 Beginning of Thirteen Sixteen through End of Seventeen Nineteen 168 
 Beginning of Eighteen Twenty or More    182 
 
Section 2. Amendment.  IGH City Code Section 300.35 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 
300.35.   Personal Leave.  Subd.  8.  Other Payments.   Once a year at a time designated 
by the City, the City may offer an employee (in a bargaining unit who through the collective 
bargaining process has elected to NOT participate in the Minnesota State Retirement Systems 
Health Care Savings Plan) with accumulation of personal leave in excess of sixty (60) days the 
opportunity to exchange up to five (5) days of personal leave for cash.    
 
For all of the employees in those bargaining units, who have through the collective bargaining 
process elected to participate in the Minnesota State Retirement Systems Health Care Savings 
Plan, all employees whose accumulation of personal leave has exceeded sixty (60) days will 
exchange the cash value of up to five (5) ten (10) days for deposit into their HCSP account.  
This deposit will occur in the month of December at a time to be determined by the 
Administrative Services Department. 
 
Such an exchange will reduce the maximum total accumulation (cap) of an employee by an 
equal amount. 

Section 3. Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage and publication according to law. 

 
 Passed this 25th day of August, 2008. 

 
            
     George Tourville, Mayor 

 
AYES: 
NAYS: 
 
ATTEST: 
       
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk 
 



AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
Consider Contract for Import of Dirt and Grading at Heritage Village Park 
 
 
Meeting Date: August 11, 2008  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 
Approve the contract between Carl Bolander and Sons and the City of Inver Grove Heights as 
prepared and approved by the City Attorney.  There is no cost to the City of Inver Grove Heights 
for this contract.  This contract has the potential to save the City a significant amount of money 
in dirt import and grading. 
 
The City will be responsible for some erosion control and tree removal.  We estimate these 
costs will not exceed $30,000.  Funding for erosion control and tree removal can come from the 
Park Acquisition and Development Fund (402) City Project 2005-07.  Staff is actively seeking 
multiple quotations for this work and would move forward with the low quote. 
 
SUMMARY 
The City of Inver Grove Heights has been working on the creation of a 50-80 acre public park 
along the Mississippi River for the last several years (Heritage Village Park).  The City acquired 
a 50-acre parcel from the State of Minnesota as tax forfeited property and is required to turn the 
parcel into a park. 
 
The site is a former railroad site and has contaminated soils on the site.  The City and the 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) have signed a Response Action Plan (RAP) dated 
April 1, 2005.  The RAP outlines how the City is required to remediate the contamination on the 
site. 
 
A grading plan to meet the RAP has been developed for the City by Emmons and Olivier 
Resources.  Bolander and Sons will be required to follow the grading plan, highlights of the 
agreement include: 
 

• Bolander pays for all testing of imported dirt ensuring the dirt meets MPCA requirements 
• Bolander must deposit approved soil, grade and compact, as directed by the City 

following the City created grading plan 
• Bolander has until October 2008 to finish the 11-acre prairie area 
• Bolander has until October 2009 to finish the remainder of the park 
• Bolander is the only contractor that can bring dirt to the park with the exception of City 

construction projects 
• Bolander is required to compact and do density testing for on the site for the Mississippi 

River Regional Trail.  Bolander will be compensated for this work.  The City and the 
County are working on a Joint Powers Agreement that will make the cost of compaction 
and density testing the responsibility of Dakota County.  EOR does not recommend 
compaction on other areas of the park. 

 
There doesn’t appear to be any downs side in this contract for the City.  If Bolander isn’t 
successful in bringing the volume of soil to the site as needed, the City isn’t “out” anything. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At the time the report was due, Boander and the 
City were still negotiating issues related to the 
contract.  The contract will be provided to the 
Council as soon as it finished. 



AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
Consider Contract for Consulting Services for Heritage Village Park Prairie Restoration Project 
 
 
Meeting Date: August 11, 2008  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 
Approve the hiring of Emmons & Olivier Resources to develop a final grading design and 
planting plan along with construction management services for the development of 11 acres of 
natural prairie as required by the MN DNR Remediation Grant RM06-008.  The cost of 
professional services is $6,200 and funding for this expenditure is provided by the Park 
Acquisition and Development Fund City project number 2005-07. 
 
SUMMARY 
In September 2007, the Council hired Emmons and Olivier Resources to assist the City in 
coordinating some of the initial development planning for Heritage Village Park. 
 
Heritage Village Park is a 50 acre (current) and 80 acre (planned) park located at 65th Street 
and Concord Blvd.  The City has been working on the park for the last several years.  The City 
plans to restore the ecological integrity of floodplain properties along the Mississippi River, 
develop a new park oriented towards the river and nearby recreational opportunities, and 
provide users an opportunity to learn about the floodplain’s ecological value through educational 
programs.  The City currently owns 50 acres of former railroad property and approximately 14 
parcels adjacent to this site.  The Master Plan for the park includes the voluntary acquisition of 
approximately a dozen additional properties. 
 
The Dakota County Mississippi River Regional Trail (MRRT) will run through the park.  The 
property is well positioned to accommodate the MRRT, providing links to the river, recreational 
facilities (marinas and parks); existing local and regional bikeways and trails; and nearby transit 
lines.  The MRRT will serve as the National Great River Road’s Mississippi River Trail in Dakota 
County.  The Great River Road extends from the Mississippi’s headwaters in Itasca State Park 
to the Gulf of Mexico and is expected to draw local, regional, national and international visitors.  
Dakota County estimates that over 100,000 users could ride on the trail annually.  The park 
location provides for easy access by road, trail, river or transit from major population centers. 
 
An $180,000 remediation grant the City received from the MN DNR requires the City to 
establish 11-acres of natural prairie on the site.  The City successfully applied for a grant 
extension last year, the grant is due to expire on December 31, 2008. 



AGENDA ITEM _ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Consider Hiring Contractor for Grubbing and Treatment of Brush at Heritage Village Park 
Funded from MN DNR Remediation Grant RM06-008 

Meeting Date: August 11, 2008 FiscallFTE 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 

Mark Borgwardt - Parks New FTE requested - N/A 
Brian Swoboda - Forester x I Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
Approving hiring St. Croix Tree Service in the amount of $11,594 to brush and treat volunteer 
growth at Heritage Village Park. The expenditure is funded by the $180,000 MN DNR 
remediation grant. 

SUMMARY 
The City received an $180,000 remediation grant from the MN DNR for Heritage Village Park. 
The grant requires the City to establish 11-acres of natural prairie in the park. Over the last few 
years volunteer growth has developed in the park and needs to be brushed and treated in 
preparation of the establishment of the prairie. Staff has solicited quotes as follows: 

St Croix Tree Service Inc. $11,594 + tax 
Timberline Tree Service $26,875 + tax 

Staff recommends hiring St. Croix Tree Service Inc. to perform the work. 
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 TO: City of Inver Grove Heights Mayor and Councilmembers 
 FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz and Kenneth J. Rohlf, City Attorneys 
 DATE: August 11, 2008 
 RE: Lindell Purchase Agreement 
 

Section 1. Background.  Pursuant to the direction provided by the City Council in January, 
City Engineer, Steve Dodge and the City Attorney’s office has had numerous meetings with Ms. 
Nancy Lindell in an effort to negotiate the terms and provisions of a Purchase Agreement 
whereby the City would acquire the entire Lindell Property in accordance with the parameters set 
forth by the City Council.     

A summary of the terms and provisions of the Lindell Purchase Agreement are as follows: 

 
LINDELL PURCHASE PROPOSAL 

 

NO. SUBJECT MATTER 

1. Seller Nancy Lindell 
   

2. Buyer City of Inver Grove Heights 
   

3. Property Parcel 29 
7456 South Robert Trail 
Inver Grove Heights, MN 

   
4. Purchase Price $425,000 

   
5. Type of Acquisition Fee title acquisition of entire real property 
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6. Form of Conveyance Warranty Deed, free and clear of all mortgages, liens 
and encumbrances 

   
7. Form of Payment Lump sum payment – cash of $425,000.00 at closing; 

subject to $5,000 being placed in an interest bearing 
account with title company to assure that landowner 
moves out of the property in a timely fashion and to 
assure that all personal items are removed and that 
property is left in a clean and orderly state.  City will 
inspect the property prior to release of the escrow to 
assure compliance. 

   
8. Date of Closing September 11, 2008 

   
9. Responsibility to Obtain Title 

Insurance Commitment 
City will pay the cost of obtaining a title insurance 
commitment.   

   
10. Responsibility For Title 

Insurance 
City will pay the cost of obtaining title insurance. 

   
11. State Deed Tax City will pay the state deed tax. 

   
12. Closing Fee of Title Company City will pay the closing fee of the title company. 

   
13. Real Estate Taxes Payable in 

2008 
City will pay for all the real estate taxes payable in 
2008 and thereafter. 

   
14. Keystone Block on Property The Keystone Block on the property will remain.  It 

will not be altered or removed.   
   

15. Built-In Entertainment Center The built-in entertainment center will stay on the 
property.  It will not be altered or removed.   

   
16. Deck The outside deck will stay on the property.  It will not 

be altered or removed. 
   

17. Appliances The stove and oven will stay with the property.  
Landowner may remove the refrigerator, washer and 
dryer. 
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18. Relocation Assistance The City will not pay separately for relocation 
assistance or relocation benefit.  Any amount for 
relocation assistance is included in the lump sum 
purchase price of $425,000.  Landowner, at closing, 
will execute a waiver of relocation benefits and 
relocation assistance.   

   
19. Lease Back of Property After closing, the City will lease the property to Nancy 

Lindell for up to six (6) months on a rent free basis.  
The tenant may renew the lease for two (2) additional 
periods of six (6) months each.  The initial period of the 
lease will be from September 11, 2008, to March 11, 
2009.  In no event shall the lease extend beyond March 
11, 2010.   
 
Nancy Lindell will not have to pay rent.  The lease is 
not assignable and the property may not be sublet.  
Only Nancy Lindell and her family will occupy the 
property.  Nancy Lindell will be responsible for 
payment of utilities such as telephone, gas and electric. 
Nancy Lindell must carry tenant insurance to cover her 
personal possessions in the home.  Nancy Lindell must 
also carry general liability insurance for the property in 
the amount of $1,000,000 combined single limit (bodily 
injury and property damage); with respect to the 
general liability insurance policy, and, if possible, the 
City will be named as an additional insured; this policy 
will bear an endorsement to the effect that the policy 
cannot be cancelled or changed without at least ten (10) 
prior written notice to the City.  
 
The City will obtain and be responsible for the payment 
of insurance premiums relating to fire, casualty, and 
windstorm.   

Nancy Lindell may cancel the lease upon thirty (30) 
days advance written notice to the City.   

   
20. Release of Claims Relating to 

Lease Occupancy 
As a condition of the lease, Nancy Lindell, on behalf of 
herself, guests and invitees, will release the City from 
any claims or liabilities relating to occupancy of the 
property during the lease.   
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21. 
 

Escrow Account At the closing, $5,000 of the purchase price will be 
placed in an interest bearing escrow account to assure 
that the tenant removes all personal possessions in a 
timely fashion after expiration of the lease and leaves 
the property in a clean and orderly state upon 
expiration of the lease.  If these conditions are met, the 
$5,000 plus accrued interest will be paid to the tenant. 
City will inspect the property prior to release of the 
escrow to assure compliance.  

   
22. Minor Repairs During Term 

of Lease 
Minor repairs, being defined as repairs costing less than 
$5,000, will be the responsibility of the tenant during 
the term of the lease.  Such repairs include window 
breakage and minor plumbing repairs.  It is not 
expected that there will be a need for minor repairs, but 
if the need does arise, then tenant has the responsibility 
for minor repairs.   

   
23. Major Repairs During Terms 

of Lease 
Major repairs, being defined as repairs costing $5,000 
or more, will be the responsibility of the City during the 
term of the lease.  Such repairs include furnace 
replacement and re-roofing.   It is not expected that 
there will be a need for major repairs, but if the need 
does arise, then City has the responsibility for major 
repairs.  

   
24. Property Maintenance During the term of the lease, the tenant is responsible 

for property maintenance such as cutting the lawn, 
snow removal and keeping the walkways free of ice. 

   
25. Swimming Pool During the term of the lease, swimming in the 

swimming pool on the Premises shall not be allowed by 
Tenant. 

   
26. Real Estate Taxes During 

Lease 
During the term of the lease, the City will pay the real 
estate taxes. 

   
27. Indemnification of City The tenant will indemnify, defend and hold the City 

harmless from any claims from third parties arising out 
of use of the property during the term of the lease, 
except claims caused by the intentional acts of the City 
or the gross negligence of the City.   
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28. Removal of Personal 

Possessions 
Upon expiration of the lease, the tenant must remove 
all personal possessions, must remove any debris and 
must leave the home in a clean and orderly state.  The 
City will inspect the property prior to release of the 
escrow funds. 

 

A final purchase agreement containing these terms and provisions was presented to Ms. Lindell 
on July 22, 2008.  Ms. Nancy Lindell has signed the purchase agreement, a copy of which is 
attached hereto as Exhibit A.  For the sake of brevity, standard exhibits such as the Well and 
Septic System disclosure documents have not been included in the attached exhibit. 

Section 2. Council Consideration.  This Purchase Agreement is on the Council Agenda for 
consideration by the City Council to acquire the entire Lindell Property pursuant to its terms and 
provisions. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

KJR/cj 
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Attachment 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 08-________ 

 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE NEGOTIATED  

PURCHASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN NANCY J. LINDELL AND THE CITY  
RELATING TO THE LINDELL PROPERTY 

 
 WHEREAS, Nancy J. Lindell (hereinafter “Lindell”) requested that the City acquire the 
fee title interest in her entire Property; 

 
 WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights (the “City”) and Lindell have negotiated 
the terms and provisions of a purchase agreement whereby the City would acquire the entire 
Lindell Property for $425,000.00; 
 
 WHEREAS, acquisition of the Lindell Property will facilitate the construction of City 
Project 2003-15 and the acquisition serves such public purpose. 
  . 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
CITY COUNCIL: 
  
1.) That the Mayor and Deputy Clerk are authorized to enter into and execute on behalf of 

the City the purchase agreement to acquire the Lindell Property. 
  
2.) That the Engineering Department, the City Attorney, and the Finance Director are 

authorized to take all action necessary, including hiring the appropriate environmental 
consultants to evaluate the environmental condition of the Lindell Property, pursuant to 
the purchase agreement to effectuate the transfer of the Lindell Property to the City for 
$425,000. 

 
3.) The purchase price and related costs shall be paid from the bond proceeds and other 

funds that have been allocated to City Project 2003-15. 
 

Adopted this 11th day of August 2008. 
 
Ayes:  _____ 
Nays:  _____ 
 
      ________________________________________ 
      George Tourville, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________________  
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 















































































































AGENDA ITEM 4S 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Meeting Date: August 11, 2008 Fiscai/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent x I None 
Contact: 651.450.2513 Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Melissa Rheaume Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement 

New FTE requested - N/A 
Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED: 

Consider resolution appointing election judges for the 2008 Primary Election to be held on 
Tuesday, September glh. 

SUMMARY: 

Election Judges for the 2008 Primary need to be appointed by August 15, 2008. Record voter 
turn-out is projected for both the Primary and General Elections. Staff has accounted for the 
projected increase by assigning more election judges per precinct in an effort to keep voters 
moving through the polls as efficiently as possible. 



AGENDA ITEM 4T 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Consider Request to Extend Liquor License to Outdoor Fenced Area on Saturday, 
August 23rd from 12-3:30 p.m. - Jersey's Bar & Grill 

Meeting Date: August 11, 2008 Fiscai/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent x I None 
Contact: 651.450.2513 Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Melissa Rheaume Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement 

New FTE requested - N/A 
Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED: 

Consider request of Jersey's Bar & Grill to extend liquor license to an outdoor fenced area on 
Saturday, August 23'd from 12-3:30 p.m. in conjunction with a "Bikers in Need" foundation event. 

SUMMARY: 

Jersey's Bar & Grill currently holds an On-Sale Liquor License in the City of Inver Grove 
Heights. City Code Section 1200.25, Subd 2., states: "No liquor license shall be effective 
beyond the compact and contiguous space named therein for which the same was granted." 
This provision has been interpreted by the City Attorney to mean that sales can only occur 
within the building, unless the Council otherwise gives specific approval for sales outside the 
building. 

William Ashton has made a request to serve food and beverage outdoors during this one-day 
event and plans to contribute the majority of the proceeds to the Bikers in Need Foundation. 
Sale and consumption of food and beverage would occur within a fenced area. The event will be 
held one-day only, Saturday, August 23'd, between the hours of 12:00 and 3:30 p.m. 

The Public Safety Director and the Fire Marshall have been notified and will provide Mr. Ashton 
with input regarding the proposed outdoor sales and other safety issues related to the event as 
needed. 



  
 

AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
PERSONNEL ACTIONS 
 
Meeting Date: August 11, 2008  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent  None 
Contact: Jenelle Teppen, Asst. City Admin X Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Amy Brinkman, H.R. Coordinator  Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: n/a  FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
   Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Staff requests that the Council approve the personnel 
actions listed below: 
 
 
Please confirm the seasonal/temporary employment of:   Kathleen Lentz. 
 
Please confirm the seasonal/temporary termination of:  Robert Dockendorf. 



































AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
UNITED PROPERTIES;  Phase 1 of InverPoint Business Park 
 
Meeting Date: August 11, 2008  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular Agenda X None 
Contact: Allan Hunting 651.450.2554  Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Allan Hunting, City Planner  Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
   Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
 
UNITED PROPERTIES;  Consider the following resolutions: 
 
a) Approve a Resolution relating to a Final Plat with Development Contract and FINAL 
PUD Development Plan for  Phase 1 to be known as InverPoint Business Park 

• Requires  3/5th's vote. 
 

b) Approve a Resolution relating to Wetland Replacement Plan to allow the disturbance of 
6,177 square feet of wetland. 
• Requires  3/5th's vote. 

 
• 60-day deadline: August 15, 2008 (extended by applicant) 

 
SUMMARY 
 
United Properties has submitted their final plat and final PUD plans for Phase 1 of the InverPoint 
Business Park project.  Phase 1 consists of 2 office/warehouse buildings of approximately 
200,000 square feet in total.  All of the stormwater features and the three access points would 
be constructed with the first phase.  Tree plantings along Courthouse Boulevard Court would be 
constructed with the first phase. 
 
ANALYSIS 
 
The submitted final plans are consistent with the preliminary plans and settlement agreement 
and all conditions pertinent to Phase 1 have been addressed.  A development contract, along 
with other maintenance agreements addressing specific details of the project have been drafted 
and are part of the Council action.   
 
The question about whether a trail along the south side of Courthouse Boulevard Court should 
be constructed does not need to be addressed at this time.  The decision must be made within 
one year after the first 200,000 square feet of the project has been occupied. 
 
Wetland 
 
The construction of the third entrance does impact one of the wetlands.  A wetland mitigation 
plan has been submitted for review and approval by the City.  Just over 6,000 square feet of 
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wetlands would be impacted with the new site plan.  The filling requires a replacement of 2.25:1.  
A total of 13,898 square feet of wetlands will be mitigated on site.    The wetland plan was 
submitted to all reviewing agencies per WCA rules.  Comments were received from BSWR and 
DCSWCD.  The applicant has provided follow up information addressing concerns raised in the 
comments.  Staff has reviewed the information and recommends approval of the wetland 
replacement plan with the conditions listed in the attached resolution. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Planning Staff Recommends approval of the request as presented. 
 
Planning Commission Recommends approval of the request (8-0). 
  
Parks and Recreation  Not applicable. 
 
Attachments: Final Plat and Final PUD Resolution  
  Wetland Replacement Plan Resolution 
  Final Plat       
  Development Contract and associated documents previously distributed under 

 separate cover 
  Planning Commission Minutes 
  Planning Report 
  Wetland Impact Application and Comments 
     



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. ________

 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING A FINAL PLAT WITH A DEVELOPMENT CONTRACT 

FOR THE PLAT OF INVERPOINT BUSINESS PARK AND FINAL PUD DEVELOPMENT 
PLAN FOR PHASE 1 

 
CASE NO. 08-24PUD 
(United Properties) 

  
 WHEREAS, a final plat and final PUD development plan application has been 
submitted to the City for property legally described as; 
 
Real property in Dakota County, State of Minnesota, described as: 

 
That part of the Southeast ¼ of the Northeast ¼ of Section 17, Township 27, 
Range 22, Dakota County, Minnesota, lying between the centerline of old 
State Highway No. 52-55 (presently C.S.A.H. 28A) and the centerline of new 
State Highway No. 52-55; and 
 
That part of the West ½ of the Northeast ¼ of Section 17, Township 27, Range 
22, Dakota County, Minnesota, lying between the centerline of Old State 
Highway No. 52-55 (presently C.S.A.H. 28A) and the centerline of New State 
Highway No. 52-55; 
 
Except that part of the Southeast ¼ of the Northeast ¼ of Section 17, Township 
27, Range 22, shown as Parcel 203A on Minnesota Department of 
Transportation Right of Way Plat No. 19-111 as the same is on file and of 
record in the office of the County Recorder in and for Dakota County, 
Minnesota. 

 
 WHEREAS, a public hearing concerning the preliminary and preliminary PUD 
development plan was held before the Inver Grove Heights Planning Commission in 
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accordance with Minnesota Statues, Section 462.357, Subdivision 3 on August 21 and September 
18, 2007; 
 
 WHEREAS, the final plat application satisfies the 37 conditions of preliminary plat and 
preliminary PUD approval and conforms to all applicable zoning and subdivision regulations 
(City Code Sections 510 and 515) and other standards applied by the City in the platting of 
property. 
  
 NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE 
HEIGHTS that, a Final Plat with a development contract for the plat of InverPoint Business Park and 
Final PUD Development Plan for phase 1 is hereby approved subject to the following conditions: 
 

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

 
  Emmons & Olivier Memo on final plans     dated 5/29/08 

 Letter from MnDOT on final plat     dated 5/15/08 
 Natural area/open space and undisturbed area plan   dated 4/21/08 
 Final Plat        dated 4/21/08 
 Overall Civl Site Plan       dated 7/30/08 
 Overall Grading Drainage and Erosion Control Plan    dated 7/30/08 
 Overall Utility Plan       dated 7/30/08 
 Mass Grading Landscape Plan     dated 7/08/08 
 Phase 1 Landscape Plan      dated 7/08/08 
 Tree Inventory and Preservation Plan     dated 6/26/08 
 Wetland Plan        dated 4/21/08 
 Architectural Plans (2 sheets)      dated 4/21/08 
 Rooftop Screening Perspective Drawing    dated 4/21/08 
 Civil Site Plan (West)       dated 7/30/08 
 Civil Site Plan (East)       dated 7/30/08 
 Grading and Drainage Plan (West)     dated 7/30/08 
 Grading and Drainage Plan (East)     dated 7/30/08 
 Utility Plan        dated 7/30/08  
 Utility Plan (West)       dated 7/30/08 
 Utility Plan (East)       dated 7/30/08 
 Landscape Plan       dated 7/08/08 
 Landscape Plan (West)      dated 7/08/08 
 Landscape Plan (East)       dated 7/08/08 
 Storm water Pollution       dated 7/08/08 
 Prevention Plan 
 Survey of Right-of-Way      dated 4/23/07 
 Vacation  
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2. Prior to any work commencing on the site, the developer shall enter into a 
development contract with the City.  The development contract will address all 
other preliminary conditions of approval relating to other agreements required, 
park dedication, and other pertinent specific performance standards for this PUD. 

 
 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL, that the Mayor and Deputy 

Clerk are hereby authorized to execute the Final Plat and Development Contract. 
 

 
 Passed this _____ day of ___________, 2008. 
 
 
AYES:  
NAYS:  
             
        ______________________________ 
        George Tourville, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. _______ 

 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING A WETLAND REPLACMENT PLAN APPLICATION  

FOR THE IMPACT AND REPLACEMENT OF WETLANDS 
ON PROPERTY LOCATED ALONG COURTHOUSE BOULEVARD COURT, WEST OF 

BARNES AVENUE 
 

CASE NO. 08-24PUD 
(United Properties) 

 
 

 WHEREAS, a complete Wetland Replacement Plan Application (“The Application”) 
was submitted to the City for property legally described as follows:  
 
Real property in Dakota County, State of Minnesota, described as: 

 
That part of the Southeast ¼ of the Northeast ¼ of Section 17, Township 27, 
Range 22, Dakota County, Minnesota, lying between the centerline of old 
State Highway No. 52-55 (presently C.S.A.H. 28A) and the centerline of new 
State Highway No. 52-55; and 
 
That part of the West ½ of the Northeast ¼ of Section 17, Township 27, Range 
22, Dakota County, Minnesota, lying between the centerline of Old State 
Highway No. 52-55 (presently C.S.A.H. 28A) and the centerline of New State 
Highway No. 52-55; 
 
Except that part of the Southeast ¼ of the Northeast ¼ of Section 17, Township 
27, Range 22, shown as Parcel 203A on Minnesota Department of 
Transportation Right of Way Plat No. 19-111 as the same is on file and of 
record in the office of the County Recorder in and for Dakota County, 
Minnesota. 
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 WHEREAS, “The Application” requested City approval of a wetland impact and 
replacement plan that involved the filling of 6,177 square feet of wetlands and replacement with 
11,222 square feet of new wetland and public value credit of 8,052 square feet; 
 
 WHEREAS, copies of “The Application” were distributed to the following agencies for 
review and comment: Dakota County Soil & Water Conservation District; Minnesota Board of 
Water & Soil Resources; Department of Natural Resources Regional Office, DNR Wetlands 
Coordinator; Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, St. Paul District; and the Lower 
Mississippi River WMO; and 
  
 WHEREAS, written and oral comments were received at, before and after the public 
comment period concerning “The Application”, record of the comments being found in the file 
for Case No. 08-24PUD;  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE 
HEIGHTS that, “The Application” is considered compliant with the Minnesota Wetland 
Conservation Act and is hereby approved with the following conditions: 
 
 
1. An escrow for the replacement wetland shall be included in the letter of credit covering 

construction and seeding costs as part of the approved development contract. 
 
2. For a period of five (5) years after final grading and seeding, or unless approved sooner 

by the City, the applicant or their representative shall submit a wetland monitoring 
report to the City by December 31 of each year. 

 
3. Within five (5) years after final grading and seeding, the site shall have 70 percent cover 

of native grasses/sedges and native forbs, typical of the proposed wetland type. 
 
 
 
Passed this _______ day of ____________, 2008. 
 
AYES:   
NAYS:   
             
        ______________________________ 
        George Tourville, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk 





RECOMMENDATION TO  
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

 
 
TO:  Mayor and City Council of Inver Grove Heights 
 
FROM: Planning Commission 
 
DATE:  June 3, 2008 
 
SUBJECT: UNITED PROPERTIES – CASE NO. 08-16PUD 
 
Reading of Notice 
No notice required for a final plat. 
 
Presentation of Request 
Allan Hunting, City Planner, explained the request as detailed in the report.  He advised that the 
request is for the final plat and final development plan for the first phase of Inver Point Business 
Park.  The plat consists of one platted lot plus two outlots, and the PUD plans include the 
development of two buildings.  Mr. Hunting advised that the settlement agreement approved the 
preliminary plat and development plans with 37 conditions, as well as one change to the site 
plan which added a third entrance at the far east side of the property that will be used as a truck 
entrance.  Mr. Hunting advised that the additional driveway will have some wetland impact and 
therefore will require some wetland alteration, addition of contiguous open space on the 
northwest side of the site, and the addition of a stormwater pond behind future building 1.  
Ultimately staff feels the site will look and act the same as it did with the original preliminary 
plan.  Mr. Hunting added that the City is in the process of reviewing and requesting proposals 
for the off-site improvements, including the mill and overlay of Courthouse Boulevard Court, the 
construction of right turn lanes at all three entrances to the site, a right turn lane on Barnes 
Avenue onto Courthouse Boulevard Court, and a proposal for a traffic study to address the 
Courthouse Boulevard Court/Barnes Avenue Trail intersection.   Staff recommends approval of 
the request with the conditions listed in the report.   
 
Commissioner Simon asked if the preliminary plans that were approved by the Planning 
Commission included the right –of-way vacation, to which Mr. Hunting replied that the vacation 
was approved by City Council as part of the settlement agreement.  
 
Commissioner Simon asked if there was no longer enough room on the north side of 
Courthouse Boulevard Court to construct the walking path. 
 
Mr. Hunting stated that was part of the rationale behind Council’s decision to construct the path 
on the south side of Courthouse Boulevard Court rather than the north side. 
 
Commissioner Simon noted there were many areas on the south side of Courthouse Boulevard 
that would need to be built up because of the existing ditch system. 
 
Commissioner Hark asked if all truck traffic would be required to use the new entrance on the 
east side of the site. 
 
Mr. Hunting replied in the affirmative, and advised that signage limiting truck movements would 
be installed. 
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Commissioner Hark stated he was extremely concerned about the traffic from this development 
and its impact on the neighborhood, and asked if the limited truck movements would be 
enforceable. 
 
Mr. Hunting stated the developer would essentially be responsible for enforcement, but that he 
believed the City had the ability to inform drivers if they were violating the truck traffic plan.    
 
Commissioner Hark stated he would like clarification as to whether or not limitations on truck 
traffic were enforceable as it was an important safety issue for the neighborhood. 
 
Mr. Hunting stated that would need to be clarified by Council.   
 
Chair Bartholomew asked if the driveways would be engineered to restrict trucks from making 
right-turn movements when exiting the site, to which Mr. Hunting replied in the affirmative. 
 
Commissioner Hark asked if the prohibition of trucks traveling through the Ann Marie 
Trail/Analisa Path development would be enforceable. 
 
Mr. Hunting stated he was unsure but that the conditions stated that local traffic signs would be 
posted at the intersection of South Robert Trail and Ann Marie Trail, as well as on Courthouse 
Boulevard Court.  He did not believe these were enforceable, however, since they were public 
roads and trucks had the right to travel on them.   
 
Commissioner Gooch suggested they post a weight limit as a means of restricting truck traffic. 
 
Mr. Hunting advised that was not a viable alternative since garbage trucks, service and delivery 
vehicles, etc. needed access to the roads. 
 
Opening of Public Hearing 
The applicant, Bill Katter, 3500 American Boulevard, Minneapolis, responded to some of the 
comments made by Commissioners.  He showed a graphic of the proposed signage denoting 
the new driveway as the development’s exclusive truck entrance, stating that the width of the 
entrance has been designed specifically to accommodate trucks coming in and out of the park.  
He added that the configuration of the other two driveways would make it almost impossible for 
a truck to exit there and make a right-hand turn.  Mr. Katter advised that their leases would 
include verbiage requiring that trucks abide by the signs.   
 
Chair Bartholomew stressed that the applicants would need to abide by all conditions listed in 
the report. 
 
Commissioner Schaeffer asked if the two westerly accesses had been narrowed to discourage 
semi-trailer traffic, to which Mr. Katter replied in the affirmative.   
 
Jim Brown, 1186 East 90th Street, stated that any trucks coming from Analisa Path would not be 
able to turn into the development from that direction because of the configuration of the 
driveways.   
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Planning Commission Discussion 
Chair Bartholomew stated he supported the request and was pleased with the recommended 
hours of operation.   
 
Planning Commission Recommendation 
Motion by Commissioner Simon, second by Commissioner Gooch, to approve the request for a 
final plat and final PUD development plan for Phase 1 to be known as Inver Point Business 
Park, for the property located along Courthouse Boulevard Court, west of Barnes Avenue, with 
the conditions listed in the report. 
 
Commissioner Hark stated he would likely vote for approval of the plat but was concerned about 
the traffic pattern and the effect it would have on the neighborhood.   
 
Motion carried (8/0).  This matter goes to City Council on August 11, 2008.   
 
 



 P L A N N I N G   R E P O R T  
 CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
 
 
 
REPORT DATE:   May 29, 2008    CASE NO:  08-24PUD 
 
APPLICANT:  United Properties 
 
REQUEST:  Final Plat and Final PUD Development Approval for Phase 1 
 
HEARING DATE:  June 3, 2008  
 
LOCATION:  Courthouse Boulevard Court, west of Barnes Avenue 
 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN:  Industrial Office Park  
 
ZONING:  IOP, Industrial Office Park 
 
REVIEWING DIVISIONS:  Planning    PREPARED BY: Allan Hunting 
           Engineering          City Planner 
            
           Fire Marshall 
           
________________________________________________________________________ 
BACKGROUND  

United Properties has submitted the final plat and final development plan for the first phase of 
InverPointe Business Park.  The plat consists of one platted lot plus two outlots.  The PUD plans 
include development of 207,000 square feet of office/warehouse space in two buildings.  The 
infrastructure and storm water improvements will be constructed for the majority of the project 
with phase I and all of the entrance points will also be constructed with phase I. 
 
The City Council approved the settlement agreement which approved the preliminary plat and 
development plans with 37 conditions on February 25, 2007.  There was one change approved to 
the site plan which added a third entrance at the far east side of the property.   
 
EVALUATION OF THE REQUEST 
 
The final plan review is limited to a review of the plans against the preliminary plat conditions of 
approval for compliance.  The review will address each of the 37 conditions.  A copy of the 
resolution approving the preliminary plans, including the conditions is attached. 
 
Condition #1 relating to consistency with preliminary plans.  The submitted final plans are 
consistent with the preliminary plans approved by Council as part of the settlement agreement.  
 
The main change to the site plan is the addition of a third entrance at the far east side of the site.  
The intent of the added entrance is to move all of the truck traffic off Courthouse Boulevard as 
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soon as possible.  The entrance will be posted with signs that this is main truck entrance and 
trucks are not to use the other two entrances.  Those would be used as employee entrances.  The 
site plan modification also requires some wetland alteratdion of the two easterly most wetlands 
along the highway.   
 
The open space plan is also affected by the site plan change.  Some of the contiguous open space 
on the east side of the site is affected by the third entrance.  However, the site of building 4 has 
been reduced slightly to increase the amount of contiguous open space on the northwest side of 
the site.   
 
The wetland mitigation has an impact on the overall undisturbed area of the site.  The amount of 
undisturbed natural area open space is reduced from 50.1% to 40.0%.  This includes the mitigated 
wetland area.  An additional stormwater pond is being constructed behind future building 1. 
 
Condition #2 relating to lots on the final plat.  The final plat shows one lot for the phase I two 
buildings.  The balance of the property is platted in two outlots for future phases.   
 
Condition #3 relating to approval of the final grading, drainage and erosion control plans.  
Engineering has been working with Emmons & Olivier on the grading and erosion control 
plans.  There are just a few minor tweaks that need to be done.  The City Engineer and Emmons 
& Olivier finds the plans satisfy the conditions of the Northwest Storm Water Manual. 
 
Condition #4 relating to drainage and utility easements provided on the plat.  The plat provides 
for easements over the main drainage areas.  The City Engineer has reviewed the plat and finds 
the necessary easements are in place.  There will be more review and refinement as we discuss 
the development contract and if any other easements are required, they will be shown on the 
final plat prior to City Council review. 
 
Condition #5 relating to ownership of natural area/open space.  All of the natural area/open 
space  shown on the plan will be in private ownership.  There will be some public easements 
over the stormwater features.  Some of the stormwater features will be maintained by the City.  
The balance of the open space will be owned and maintained by the land owner.  This item will 
be addressed in the development contract meeting.  Separate documents will be drafted to 
address the maintenance issue. 
 
Condition #6 relating to future pedestrian/biking trail.  The Council approved the plans such 
that the City may install a trail on the south side of Courthouse Boulevard within one year after 
the first 200,000 square feet of the project has been occupied.  The Council will make that 
determination  at that time.  The costs of the trail would be assessed to the United Properties 
parcel. 
 
Condition #7 relating to rooftop and ground mounted equipment being screened.  The 
developer has prepared a plan (Sheet A2.3) which provides perspective drawings from both 
Courthouse Boulevard Court and the Highway that the roof top equipment will be screen from 
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view from the streets.  This plan sheet will become part of the approved plans to be reviewed 
with the building permit information. 
 
Condition #8 relating to park dedication.  Park dedication will consist of a cash payment of 
$7,000 per acre of the area that is being platted where use of the lots are finalized.   The 
tabulation of fees based on lot area will be stated in the development contract.  The park 
dedication fees are collected at time of final plat release.  
 
Condition # 9 relating to parking lot and building lighting being downcast.  The developer has 
submitted lighting plans showing the fixture type for the parking lots and the illumination 
pattern.  The fixtures are a shoe-box style with a flat lens which is consistent with city 
standards.  The illumination pattern also complies with maximum light illumination at 
centerlines of adjacent streets.  The fixtures on the buildings will be reviewed at time of building 
permit and must be designed in such a way that the source of the light is not visible from the 
street.  They must have some type of shield so the bulb isn’t directly visible from the street. 
 
Condition #10 relating to plans reviewed by the Fire Marshall.  The Fire Marshall has reviewed 
the plans and has no issues with the layout and access.  The Fire Marshall indicated the 
addition of the third access at the east end improved emergency vehicle access.   
 
Condition #11 relating to MnDOT Review.  The final plans have been sent to MnDOT for their 
review. MnDot’s letter has two comments, one regarding traffic volumes, the other drainage.  
Traffic studies were conducted with the preliminary plans and no issues were identified 
regarding volumes.  The plans will be modified to make sure the boundaries of the rain gardens 
are within the boundaries of the plat and not onto MnDOT right-of-way. 
 
Condition #12 relating to utility plan modification. 
 
Condition #13 relating to issues listed in Emmons and Olivier memo of 9/13/07. 
 
Condition #14 relating to storm water facilities maintenance agreement and responsibilities.  
The developer will be required to enter into a maintenance agreement with the City for all of 
the storm water features.  The details of the agreement will be addressed during the 
development contract meeting which is currently in progress.  The City Engineer is involved in 
the drafting of the agreements to insure all of the design elements of the Northwest Storm 
Water Manual are incorporated into the maintenance agreement.  The City Council will review 
and take action on the maintenance agreement with the development contract. 

Condition #15 relating to entering into a boulevard maintenance agreement.  This is a standard 
condition that will be included in all projects in the Northwest Area where appropriate.  In this 
case, there will be maintenance along Courthouse Boulevard Court by the developer.  The 
maintenance agreement will be addressed during the development contract meetings and will 
be approved by the City Council. 
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Condition #16 relating to executing a conservation easement over plat.    Easements will be 
placed over the areas that are necessary with this first phase.  These will be described and 
documents prepared with the development contract for Council approval.  The balance of the 
plat will be addressed with the replatting of the outlot into lots.  The intent of the condition was 
a general catch all to address all open space/undisturbed areas and note that the easements will 
be addressed with the development contract phase of the development review process.   
 
Condition #17 relating to payment of plat utility fees.  The development contract will address 
the specific fees that the developer must pay before plat release as part of the funding for the 
infrastructure of the sewer and water for the Northwest Area.  The Council adopted an 
ordinance which specifies fees to be paid at time of final plat release.  There will also be 
additional fees collected at time of building permit for the buildings.  This condition was 
intended to state the developers responsibility for paying these fees. 
 
Condition #18 relating to acknowledgment of future city approvals.   This condition was 
drafted by the City Attorney to clarify in all developments in the Northwest Area what changes 
require administrative or Council review.  This language will be carried over into the 
development contract. 
 
Condition # 19 relating to acknowledgement of PUD zoning.  This condition was drafted by the 
City Attorney to indicate an acknowledgement will be recorded with the County for each 
development indicating the zoning and regulations placed on the property.  It puts on record 
for any future land owners that there are special regulations on the property.  This same type of 
notification was used in Arbor Pointe. 
 
Condition #20 relating to entering into a development contract.  This process has begun.  A 
development contract will be drafted and reviewed by the City Council during their review of 
the final plan set.   
 
Condition #21 relating to conditions of building occupancy.  This condition will be added to the 
development contract. Standard condition to be included with all projects in the northwest area. 
 
Condition #22 relating to recording of documents.  A standard condition notifying all parties of 
what documents must be recorded with the final plat.  The City Attorney's office will work with 
the developer and city staff to insure all documents are recorded. 
 
Condition #23 relating to construction of sewer and water lines.  This is a standard condition 
indicating the responsibilities of the different parties for the construction of the sewer and water 
lines.  This will also be carried over into the development contract. 
 
Condition #24 relating to pervious pavement for parking stalls.  The preliminary condition of 
approval stated at least 33 parking spaces had to be constructed with pervious pavement and 
the balance of the 121 proof of parking spaces shall all be constructed with pervious pavement.  
The plan indicates 36 spaces will be constructed with pervious pavement for phase I. 
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Condition #25 relating to a modification of the landscape plan.  The landscape plan has been 
modified to meet the required 5 foot setback for plantings along the front property line. The tree 
plantings along Courthouse Boulevard Court and within the storm retention basins will  be 
constructed with the first phase.  Plantings around the two buildings will also be planted with 
the first phase.  Due to the construction of the third entrance,  tree removal has increased by 5% 
(112 caliper inches).  The overall landscaping plan provides 268 equivalent plantings over what 
is required. 
 
Condition #26 relating to City construction of the three right turn lanes from Courthouse 
Boulevard Court.   
 
Condition #27 relating to construction of the right turn lane for southbound Barnes at 
Courthouse Boulevard.   
 
Condition #28 relating to signage for trucks at the three exit points.   
 
Condition #29 relating to truck and trailer idling.  The conditions of approval limit the hours 
trucks and trailers can be left idling at the site.  This condition will be carried over into the final 
PUD approval and also in the development contract. 
 
Condition #30 relating to truck deliveries.  The conditions of approval limit truck delivery 
times.  This condition will be carried over into the final PUD approval and also in the 
development contract. 
 
Condition #31 relating to business hours.  The conditions of approval limit the hours of 
operation for businesses at the site.  This condition will be carried over into the final PUD 
approval and also in the development contract. 
 
 
Condition #32 relating to restoration of Courthouse Boulevard Court. 
 
Condition #33 relating to payment of all fees and escrows incurred by the city during the 
review process.  The intent of this condition is to let the developer know of their financial 
responsibility of payment of fees.  The development contract will also address this issue and 
state all outstanding fees must be paid prior to release of the final plat.  
 
Condition #34 relating to prohibited uses.   The conditions of approval restrict the use of the 
property to prohibit over the road trucking, shipping operations or truck terminals.  This 
condition will be carried over into the final PUD approval and also in the development contract. 
 
Condition #35 relating to conditions and recommendations of SRF memo.  The SRF memo 
referenced the need for a traffic signal and stop signs at the intersections of 80th Street and Hwy 
52.  These improvements are warranted and will be installed under a different project in the 
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near future.  There is also the discussion of trimming of the trees/shrubs to the east of Hwy 3 
and south of Ann Marie Trail to improve sight line visibility.  Public Works will look into 
contacting MnDOT to have this work done.  The Council did not address specifically the 
comment to contact MnDOT to evaluate possible turn lanes for southbound Hwy 3 at Ann 
Marie Trail.  All of the other comments by SRF have been addressed on the site plans. 
 
One of the conditions Council approved was that another traffic study be performed to address 
the Courthouse Boulevard Court/Barnes Avenue Trail intersection. 
 
Condition #36 relating to design of the entrance/exits to the site.  The revised site plan shows 
the entrance geometrics so the entrances are designed for a right-in turn and not designed for a 
left turn out of the site. 
 
Condition #37 relating to wetland mitigation.  The construction of the third entrance does 
impact one of the wetlands.  A wetland mitigation plan has been submitted for review and 
approval by the City.  Just over 6,000 square feet of wetlands would be impacted with the new 
site plan.  The filling requires a replacement of 2.25:1.  A total of 13,898 square feet of wetlands 
will be mitigated on site.  The westernmost wetland along the highway will be expanded.  The 
final mitigation plan will be reviewed by the City Council.   
 
Notice to neighbors of the final PUD plan approval meetings.  Staff mailed notice to properties 
informing them of the date the Planning Commission would review the final PUD plans.  A 
mailing is not required by ordinance, and it has not been the policy of the City to notify 
residents of final PUD plans in any other PUD in the City.  This is a special case and was done 
as a courtesy to the residents.  Again,  the meeting on the final PUD is not a public hearing and 
no additional conditions or stipulations can be added to the request.  This is only a review for 
consistency with the preliminary PUD plans. 
 
 
ALTERNATIVES 
 
A. Approval.  If the Planning Commission finds the proposed Final plat and Final PUD 

development plans for Phase 1 consisting of seven platted lots with seven building sites 
and a seven outlot plat to be acceptable, a recommendation of approval should be made 
subject to the following conditions: 

 
 1. The project shall be developed in substantial conformance with the following plans 

on file with the Planning Department except as may be modified by the conditions 
below: 

 
 Preliminary PUD conditions of approval and site plan 
 Project Narrative and Design Guidelines    dated 2/19/08 
 Emmons & Olivier Memo on final plans and 
 preliminary plans       dated 3/10/08 
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 Letter from Dakota County on final plat    dated 3/24/08 
 Letter from MnDOT on final plat     dated 3/19/08 
 Signage Calculations       dated 3/21/08 
 Monument Sign Locations      dated 2/19/08 
 Main Street Paver Detail      dated 3/21/08 
 Target Elevations (2 sheets)      dated 12/3/07 
                     3/27/08 
 Retail Building Elevations (2 sheets)     dated 2/19/08 
 Future commercial phase signage 
 Natural area/open space and undisturbed area plan    
 Main Street Illustration 
 Site Plan Colored Rendering 
 Final Plat (4 sheets)       dated 3/14/08 
 Site Paving Plan       dated 2/18/08 
 Final Site Plan (4 sheets)      dated 2/19/08 
 Storm Water Plan (5 sheets)      dated 2/19/08 
 Final Grading and Drainage Plans (5 sheets)    dated 2/19/08 
 Landscape Plan (4 sheets)      dated 2/19/08 
 Final Utility Plans (4 sheets)      dated 2/19/08 
 Trunk Utility Plans (10 sheets)     dated 2/19/08 
 Erosion Control Plans (9 sheets)     dated 2/19/08 
 Street Plans (7 sheets)       dated 2/19/08 
 Street Signage Plans (4 sheets)      dated 2/19/08 
 
 2. Prior to any work commencing on the site, the developer shall enter into a 

development contract with the City.  The development contract will address all 
other preliminary conditions of approval relating to other agreements required, 
park dedication, and other pertinent specific performance standards for this phase 
of the PUD. 

   
B. Denial.  If the Planning Commission does not find the application to be acceptable, a 

recommendation of denial should be made.  Specific findings supporting a basis for denial 
must be stated by the Commission if such a recommendation is made. 

 
RECOMMENDATION
 
Based on this review, the Planning Division recommends approval of the final plat and PUD 
development plans for Phase 1 subject to the conditions stated above.  
 
ATTACHMENTS:  
 Preliminary PUD conditions of approval and site plan 
 Project Narrative and Design Guidelines 
 Emmons & Olivier Memo on final plans and 
 preliminary plans        
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 Letter from Dakota County on final plat     
 Letter from MnDOT on final plat      
 Signage Calculations        
 Monument Sign Locations       
 Main Street Paver Detail       
 Target Elevations (2 sheets)       
 Retail Building Elevations (2 sheets)      
 Future commercial phase signage 
 Natural area/open space and undisturbed area plan    
 Main Street Illustration  (waiting for plan) 
 Site Plan Colored Rendering (waiting for plan) 
 Final Plat (4 sheets)        
 Site Paving Plan        
 Final Site Plan (4 sheets)       
 Storm Water Plan (5 sheets)       
 Final Grading and Drainage Plans (5 sheets)     
 Landscape Plan (4 sheets)       
      
 





















































AGENDA ITEM  7.C.  
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
MICHAEL & BETH BAUCH; Consider adopting the following resolution for the property located at 
8095 Cooper Avenue, Inver Grove Heights, MN 
  
Meeting Date: August 11, 2008  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular Agenda X None 
Contact: Jenn Emmerich; 651.450.2553  Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Jenn Emmerich, Assistant City 

Planner 
 Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
   Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
a) Consider approving a variance to allow an accessory structure that encroaches within 

the front yard setback. 
• Requires  3/5th's vote. 
• 60-day deadline:  August 15, 2008 (1st 60 days) 

 
SUMMARY 
The applicants have submitted an application for a variance from the front yard setback 
requirements to construct a 324 square foot (18’ x 18’) accessory building on their corner lot.  
The lot currently features the applicants’ home and attached garage.  The requested accessory 
structure would be constructed on the south side of the property, 6’ from the front property line 
adjacent to Cuneen Trail.  Currently the house is in compliance, as it is located 30’ from the 
property line abutting both Cuneen Trail and Cooper Avenue.  The Inver Grove Heights Zoning 
Code requires that the structure be setback 30’ from the property line.  The proposed accessory 
building would be sided similar to the home and would be used as additional storage for the 
applicants’ recreational vehicles. 
 
Analysis  The property has a special condition in that there is a hill on the rear side of the lot, 
which would prohibit the applicants from locating the shed behind the house and in compliance 
with the zoning code.  However, staff feels that the applicants could move the accessory 
building in line with the existing home to minimize the size of the variance.  At this location, the 
building would be approximately 20 feet from the property line. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Planning Staff Recommends approval of this variance request with the modification that the 
north side of the accessory building be in line with the existing home. 
 
Planning Commission Recommends approval of the modified request (9-0). 
 
Parks and Recreation  Not applicable. 
 
Attachments Variance Approval Resolution 

Planning Commission Recommendation 
Planning Report 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
 

RESOLUTION NO. _____ 
 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING A VARIANCE TO ALLOW AN ACCESSORY 
BUILDING TO ENCROACH WITHIN THE FRONT YARD SETBACK. 

 
CASE NO. 08-35V 

(Bauch) 
 

Property located at 8095 Cooper Avenue and legally described as follows: 
 

Lot 15, Block 1 of Sleepy Hollow, of Dakota County, Minnesota 
 

WHEREAS, an application has been received for a Variance for a proposed 
accessory building to encroach within the required front yard setback; 

 
WHEREAS, the afore described property is zoned R-1C, Single Family 

Residential; 
 

WHEREAS, a Variance may be granted by the City Council from the strict 
application of the provisions of the Zoning Code (City Code Section 515) and conditions 
and safeguards imposed in the variance so granted where practical difficulties or 
particular hardships result from carrying out the strict letter of the regulations of the 
Zoning Code, as per City Code Section 515.40, Subd. 3A; 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights Planning Commission reviewed the 
request on July 15, 2008 in accordance with City Code Section 515.40, Subd. 3C; 
  
WHEREAS, a hardship, was found to exist not based on economic reasons.  Rather the 
property has a special condition in that there is a hill located behind the applicants’ 
house that would prohibit construction of the accessory structure in a compliant 
building location.   

  



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER 
GROVE HEIGHTS, that the variance to encroach within the front yard setback is hereby 
approved with the following conditions: 
 

1. The accessory building shall be constructed so the north side of the structure is 
in line with the south side of the house. 

 
2. The accessory structure shall be constructed at least six feet from the existing 

house.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Deputy Clerk is hereby authorized and 

directed to record a certified copy of this Resolution at the Dakota County Recorder’s 
Office.   
 
 
Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this    11th      day of   August , 2008. 
 
 
 
 

_______________________________ 
George Tourville, Mayor 

Ayes: 
Nays: 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk 
 



RECOMMENDATION TO 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

 
TO: Mayor and City Council of Inver Grove Heights 
 
FROM: Planning Commission 
 
DATE: July 15, 2008 
 
SUBJECT: BAUCH – CASE NO. 08-35V 
 
Reading of Notice 
Commissioner Simon read the public hearing notice to consider the request for a variance to 
construct a detached accessory structure that would encroach within a front yard setback for the 
property located at 8095 Cooper Avenue.  4 notices were mailed. 
 
Presentation of Request 
Allan Hunting, City Planner, explained the request as detailed in the report.  He advised that the 
applicants are proposing to construct an 18’ x 18’ storage shed on the south side of their lot.  
The proposed structure would require a 21 foot variance to encroach within the front yard 
setback.  Staff recognizes that the lot has some limitations, including topography issues, and 
that some type of variance is warranted.  However, staff feels there are alternative locations 
which would require a smaller variance.  Mr. Hunting then showed a drawing indicating a 
suggested location in which the north side of the proposed structure would line up with the south 
side of the existing house with at least a six foot separation between the two.  Mr. Hunting noted 
that Council recently approved a third car garage addition on the same street with a 15 foot 
setback.   
 
Commissioner Simon asked if staff heard from any of the neighbors, to which Mr. Hunting 
replied they had not. 
 
Opening of Public Hearing 
The applicants, Mike and Beth Bauch, 8095 Cooper Avenue, stated they would like to reduce 
their variance request to 15 feet and construct the accessory structure in the location suggested 
by Mr. Hunting.   
 
Chair Bartholomew asked if the applicants would be opposed to a 20 foot setback as proposed 
by Mr. Hunting.   
 
Mr. Bauch stated he was not sure of the exact location of their property line, but that he would 
be agreeable to lining the south side of their home up with the north side of the accessory 
structure.  Mr. Bauch noted there would be no driveway going to the building.   
 
Planning Commission Recommendation 
Motion by Commissioner Gooch to approve a 15-20 foot variance for an accessory building to 
encroach within the front yard setbacks for the property located at 8095 Cooper Avenue, with 
the hardship being the topography of the land and the existing trees.     
 
Commissioner Simon asked if Commissioner Gooch would be amenable to changing his motion 
to approve a 20-30 foot variance. 
 



Commissioner Gooch questioned the exact location of the property line. 
 
Mr. Hunting stated he was not sure of the exact measurement from the property line, but that an 
obvious line that the applicants had agreed to was to place the north side of the accessory 
structure in line with the south side of the house.     
 
Commissioner Simon stated she was concerned about the potential for the applicants to place 
the proposed structure close to the house which could move the building nearer to Cuneen 
Trail.   
 
Mr. Hunting advised there had to be at least a six foot separation between the two structures 
which would result in the building being no closer than 20 feet from the road.   
 
Commissioner Gooch modified his motion to state that the north side of the accessory structure 
shall line up with the south side of the house with at least a six foot separation.   
 
Commissioner Schaeffer questioned making a recommendation based on the alignment of the 
house rather than a specific distance. 
 
Chair Bartholomew stated it was simply for ease and simplicity since the homeowners were not 
certain of the exact distances and property line locations. 
 
Commissioner Schaeffer stated he was concerned that the proposed structure could end up too 
close to Cuneen Trail, to which Mr. Hunting stated he believed the structure would be no closer 
than 20 feet from the road.   
 
Commissioner Wippermann noted this house was located at an intersection, and asked if any 
review had been done for site lines for vehicles. 
 
Mr. Hunting stated the proposed location would put the building far enough back so as not to 
encroach into any visibility triangles.   
 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Simon. 
 
Motion carried (9/0).  This matter goes to City Council on August 11, 2008. 
 
 



PLANNING REPORT 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

 
                
 
REPORT DATE: July 3, 2008  CASE NO.:  08-35V 
 
APPLICANT:  Michael & Beth Bauch 
 
REQUEST: A variance to construct an accessory building that encroaches within 

the front yard setback in the R-1C, Single Family Residential District. 
 
HEARING DATE:  July 15, 2008 
 
LOCATION:  8095 Cooper Avenue, Inver Grove Heights, MN 
 
COMP PLAN:  LDR, Low Density Residential 
 
ZONING:  R-1C, Single-Family Residential District 
 
REVIEWING DIVISIONS: Planning PREPARED BY: Jennifer Emmerich 
 Engineering Assistant Planner 
                  
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The applicants have submitted an application for a variance from the front yard setback 
requirements to construct a 324 square foot (18’ x 18’) accessory building on their corner lot.  
The lot currently features the applicants’ home and attached garage.  The requested 
accessory structure would be constructed on the south side of the property, 6’ from the front 
property line adjacent to Cuneen Trail.  Currently the house is in compliance, as it is located 
30’ from the property line abutting both Cuneen Trail and Cooper Avenue.  The Inver Grove 
Heights Zoning Code requires that the structure be setback 30’ from the property line.  The 
proposed accessory building would be sided similar to the home and would be used as 
additional storage for the applicants’ recreational vehicles. 
 
SPECIFIC REQUEST 
 
To construct the 324 square foot accessory building at the proposed location, the applicants 
have requested a 21’ variance to encroach within the front yard setback in accordance with 
the Inver Grove Heights Zoning Ordinance, Section 515.80 Subd.8.B.1. 
 
SURROUNDING USES 
The subject site is surrounded by single-family homes, all zoned R-1C, Single Family 
Residential and guided LDR, Low Density Residential. 
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EVALUATION OF REQUEST: 
 
As indicated earlier, the applicant is requesting a variance to encroach within the front yard 
setback to construct a 324 square foot (18’ x 18’) accessory structure.  City Code Section 
515.59, states that the City Council may grant variances in instances where practical 
difficulties exist or where a hardship would be imposed upon the property owner if the 
code were strictly enforced.  In order to grant the requested variances, the City Code 
identifies several criteria which are to be considered.  The applicant’s request is reviewed 
below against those criteria. 
 
a.  Special conditions apply to the structure or land in question which are peculiar to such 

property or immediately adjoining property, and do not apply generally to other land or 
structures in the district in which said land is located. 

 
The general intent of this standard is to limit the precedent that could be set if the 
variance was granted.  The property does not have any special conditions that make 
it unique.  The applicants are not being denied reasonable use of their property as 
they have a single family residential home and large attached garage on the lot.  
Additionally, staff feels that the accessory building could be constructed elsewhere 
on the property, in a location that does not require such a large variance.  The 
suggested location can be seen in Exhibit d. 
 

b.  The granting of the application will not be contrary to the intent of the Zoning Code or 
the Comprehensive Plan. 

 
The application is not contrary to the Comprehensive Plan as the future land use is 
Low Density Residential.  
  

c.  The granting of such variance is necessary as a result of a demonstrated undue hardship 
or difficulty, and will not merely serve as a convenience to the applicant. 

 
There is no hardship relating to the garage addition request as the property owners 
are not being prevented from reasonable residential use of their property.  
Additionally, there is room to construct the accessory building elsewhere on the 
property.   
 

d.  Economic considerations alone do not constitute an undue hardship. 
 
Economic considerations do not appear to be a basis for this request. 
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ALTERNATIVES 
 
The Planning Commission has the following alternatives available for the requested action: 
 
A. Approval.  If the Planning Commission favors the requested Variance, the 

Commission should recommend approval of the request with at least the following 
condition: 

 
1. The site shall be developed in substantial conformance with the site plan dated 

June 16, 2008 on file with the Planning Department. 
 

B. Denial.  If the Planning Commission does not favor the proposed application, the 
above request should be recommended for denial.  With a recommendation for denial, 
findings or the basis for the denial should be given. 
 

RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff believes that the variance criterion has not been met and therefore Staff recommends 
denial of the variance as presented. 
 
Attachments: Exhibit A – Location/Zoning Map 
 Exhibit B – Applicant Narrative 

Exhibit C – Site Plan 
Exhibit D – Proposed Alternative Location 
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AGENDA ITEM  7.D.  
 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the first reading of an Ordinance Amendment to 
amend Section 515.30 regarding the definition of impervious coverage. 
  
Meeting Date: August 11, 2008  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular Agenda X None 
Contact: Jenn Emmerich; 651.450.2553  Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Jenn Emmerich, Assistant City 

Planner 
 Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
   Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
a) Consider the first reading of an Ordinance Amendment that would define impervious 

surface. 
• Requires 3/5th's vote. 
 

SUMMARY 
Background The City Council directed staff to hold a public hearing regarding changing the 
allowed maximum impervious coverage in the “R” Zoning Districts.  Upon review of the code, it 
was determined that a definition of impervious surface should also be adopted; however, a 
public hearing for the definition was not specifically noticed.  Therefore, Planning Commission 
will hold a public hearing on September 2, 2008. 
 
Analysis  Upon review of the City Code, it was determined that impervious surface is used in 
several sections and that a definition of impervious surface exists in the Northwest Area 
Stormwater Manual.  Staff composed the proposed definition with assistance from Tim Kuntz, 
City Attorney and forwarded the definition to Emmons and Olivier for review.  Emmons and 
Olivier reviewed the proposed definition and did not think the new definition would have any 
unwanted effects on the Northwest Area Stormwater Manual.  Therefore staff is recommending 
that the proposed definition be adopted in both the Zoning Code as well as the Northwest Area 
Stormwater Manual. 
  
RECOMMENDATION 
Planning Staff Recommends approving the first reading of this ordinance amendment. 
 
Planning Commission Recommends approval of the request (8-0). 
 
Parks and Recreation  Not applicable. 
 
Attachment Ordinance Amendment Resolution 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 

ORDINANCE NO. ______ 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING A DEFINITION OF THE TERM IMPERVIOUS 
SURFACE AND AMENDING SECTION 515.30 SUBD. 2 (ZONING CODE – 
DEFINITIONS) OF THE CITY CODE AND AMENDING SECTION 515.80 SUBD. 39 (I) 
OF THE CITY CODE RELATING TO THE INVER GROVE HEIGHTS NORTHWEST 
AREA STORMWATER MANUAL  
 
The City Council of Inver Grove Heights hereby ordains as follows: 
 
Section 1.  AMENDMENT.  Inver Grove Heights City Code Section 515.30 Subd. 2 is hereby 
amended by adding the definition for the term impervious surface to read as follows: 
 

128.a. Impervious Surface - That surface of the lot (1) which has been covered or has 
been physically altered and (2) that contains a constructed hard surface, which 
would prevent or retard the entry of water into the soil and cause water to run off 
in greater quantities or at an increased rate of flow than prior to development.  
Examples include concrete, asphalt, pavers, permeable pavement systems and 
various compacted materials including aggregate, limestone, gravel driveways, 
gravel parking areas, gravel storage areas and recycled bituminous.  Buildings, 
rooftops, sidewalks, patios, driveways, parking areas, storage areas, tennis and 
basketball courts, covered decks and decks with an impervious surface below and 
any other structure shall be included for the purpose of calculating maximum lot 
coverage.  Exception:  Decks with grass or other natural porous surfaces below 
will not be considered when calculating lot coverage percentage. 

 
Section 2.  AMENDMENT.  The definition of impervious surface contained in Appendix C of 
the Inver Grove Heights Northwest Area Stormwater Manual dated July 2006, prepared by 
Emmons & Olivier Resources, as codified in Inver Grove Heights City Code Section 515.80 
Subd. 39 (I), is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

Impervious surface. a surface in the landscape that impedes the infiltration of rainfall 
and results in an increased volume of surface runoff  

 
Impervious surface.  The term impervious surface, for purposes of the Inver Grove 
Heights Northwest Area Stormwater Manual, shall have the same meaning as that term is 
defined by Inver Grove Heights City Code Section 515.30 Subd. 2. 



 
Section 3.  EFFECTIVE DATE.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after 
its passage and publication according to law. 
 
Passed this ______ day of ___________, 2008. 
 
Ayes ____ 
Nays ____ 
 _______________________________ 
 George Tourville, Mayor 
Attest: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
L:\CLIENTS\810\81000\06000 - Planning\1 DOCUMENTS\Impervious Surface 8-7-08.doc 



AGENDA ITEM  7.E.   
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL DIRECTION 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the first reading of an Ordinance Amendment to 
modify the requirements relating to the exterior building materials of all buildings in all residential 
zoning districts. 
  
Meeting Date: August 11, 2008  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular Agenda X None 
Contact: Jenn Emmerich; 651.450.2553  Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Jenn Emmerich, Assistant City 

Planner 
 Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
   Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
a) Consider the First Reading of an Ordinance Amendment that would allow certain exterior 

building materials on structures in all residential districts. 
• Requires 3/5th's vote. 

 
SUMMARY 
Background At the April 28, 2008 City Council meeting, Council directed staff to research the 
issue of exterior building materials.  In response, staff has reviewed the current zoning 
ordinance and the zoning ordinances in the surrounding cities and has made a recommendation 
for a zoning code amendment.  That information was brought back to Council on June 9, 2008. 
 
Analysis City Council directed staff to review several items relating to exterior building materials 
including greenhouses, types of structures, zoning districts and accessory structure size.  
Additionally, staff reviewed the current code and the zoning codes for surrounding cities.  After 
reviewing these issues, staff recommends a zoning code amendment that lists the allowed 
exterior building materials and an amendment to the definition of a structure. 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
Planning Staff Recommends an amendment to the current code that would require all exterior 
walls be covered with siding, stucco, brick, glass, composite plastic or other comparable 
material as approved by the Building Official and that cloth, fabric, canvas, plastic sheets, tarps, 
tarpaper and insulation be prohibited as final covers for exterior walls.  Additionally, commercial 
greenhouses and playground equipment and apparatus should be excluded from the ordinance 
amendment. 
 
Planning Commission  Recommends approval of the ordinance amendment (8-1, 
Bartholomew).  Chair Bartholomew expressed concerns regarding the removal of the lower 
threshold for structure size. 
 
Enclosure: Ordinance Amendment 
  Planning Report 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
 
 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO. ______ 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 515.90 SUBD. 19. (ZONING CODE – Exterior 
Building Materials) OF THE CITY CODE 
 
The City of Inver Grove Heights hereby ordains as follows: 
 
Section 515.90 Subd. 19.  Exterior Building Materials. 
 

Exterior surfaces of all principle and accessory structures in all residential zoning 
districts (“R”, “A” and “E” Districts) must be covered with siding, stucco, brick, 
glass, composite plastic or other comparable material as approved by the Building 
Official.  Cloth, fabric, canvas, plastic sheets, tarps, tarpaper and insulation shall be 
prohibited as final covers for exterior walls. 

 
Playground equipment and apparatus and commercial greenhouses are excluded from 
this exterior building materials requirement. 
 
Sheet or corrugated steel or aluminum metal siding shall be prohibited on all 
detached accessory structures in the City, unless a conditional use permit is approved 
for its use by the City Council.  A conditional use permit may only be issued by the 
City Council for sheet or corrugated steel or aluminum metal siding for lots in the 
“A” or “E-1” Zoning Districts, and only if the sheet or corrugated steel or aluminum 
metal siding has a thickness of at least 29 gauge, and comes with a manufacturer’s 
warranty of at least 20 years.  There shall be a minimum space of six (6) feet between 
the principal and accessory structure unless attached, and a minimum space of six (6) 
feet between all other accessory structures.  Any detached accessory structure that 
exceeds a gross floor area of 1,000 square feet must maintain a minimum setback 
from all property lines of 50 feet. 

 



 
SECTION 2. EFFECTIVE DATE.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect 

from and after its passage and publication according to law. 
 
Passed this _____ day of ___________, 2008. 
Ayes ____ 
Nays ____ 
 _______________________________ 
 George Tourville, Mayor 
 
Attest: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
 
 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO. ______ 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 515.30. (ZONING CODE – DEFINITIONS) OF 
THE CITY CODE 
 
The City of Inver Grove Heights hereby ordains as follows: 
 
Section 515.30  Definitions. 
 

288. Structure - Anything constructed, temporary or permanent, used or intended for 
supporting any use or occupancy, including buildings, sheds, garages, carports, 
manufactured homes, greenhouses, decks and other similar buildings. the uses of 
which require permanent location on the ground, or attached to something having a 
permanent location on the ground.  In Shoreland Management Overlay Districts a 
structure shall be any building or appurtenance, including decks, except aerial or 
underground utility lines, such as sewer, electric, telephone, telegraph, gas lines, 
towers, poles and other supporting facilities.  In a flood plain a structure is anything 
constructed or erected on the ground or attached to the ground or on-site utilities, 
including, but not limited to, buildings, factories, sheds, detached garages, cabins, 
manufactured homes, travel trailers/vehicles not meeting the exemption criteria 
specified in Section 515.80, Subd. 29(M2) and other similar items. 

 
SECTION 2. EFFECTIVE DATE.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect 

from and after its passage and publication according to law. 
 
Passed this _____ day of ___________, 2008. 
Ayes ____ 
Nays ____ 
 _______________________________ 
 George Tourville, Mayor 
Attest: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
 
 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO. ______ 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 515.90 SUBD. 18. (ZONING CODE – 
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES) OF THE CITY CODE 
 
The City of Inver Grove Heights hereby ordains as follows: 
 
Section 515.90 Subd. 18.  Accessory Structures. 
 
Exceptions to these requirements are: 
 1. Accessory structures to single family residential uses in all “A”, “E” and “R” Zoning 

Districts with gross floor areas of 120 square feet or less 
 

SECTION 2. EFFECTIVE DATE.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect 
from and after its passage and publication according to law. 
 
Passed this _____ day of ___________, 2008. 
Ayes ____ 
Nays ____ 
 _______________________________ 
 George Tourville, Mayor 
 
Attest: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk 



 P L A N N I N G  R E P O R T  
 CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
 
 
 
REPORT DATE:  August 1, 2008   CASE NO:  08-40ZA 
 
APPLICANT:  City of Inver Grove Heights 
 
REQUEST:   Exterior building materials ordinance amendment 
   
HEARING DATE:   August 6, 2008 
 
REVIEWING DIVISIONS: Planning PREPARED BY: Jennifer Emmerich 
          Assistant City Planner 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The City Council directed staff to hold a public hearing regarding changing the requirements 
relating to exterior building materials. 
 
ANALYSIS 
 
The City Council asked staff to look into the following specific concerns as they relate to plastic 
hoop and other similar structures: 
 

1) Principal versus Accessory Structures 
Exterior building materials should pertain to both principal and accessory structures. 
 

2) Urban versus Estate Lots 
The ordinance should pertain to all residential zoning districts.  Though the accessory 
structure setbacks in the Agricultural (A) and Estate (E-1 and E-2) Districts are larger 
than the accessory structure setbacks in the Residential (R-1A, B, C) Districts, they are 
still as small as 10 feet for some buildings.  Accessory structures in the large lot zoning 
districts could be as visible as accessory structures in the higher density areas; therefore 
exterior building material requirements should be enforced in all residential zoning 
districts. 
 

3) Agricultural Buildings 
Agricultural buildings are structures on agricultural land that are designed, 
constructed, and used to house farm implements, livestock, or agricultural produce 
or products.  Agricultural buildings are only allowed in the Agricultural and E-1 
Zoning Districts.  These buildings are statutorily exempted from any size or siding 
requirements.  Therefore they would not be impacted by any exterior building material 
requirements. 
 

4) Greenhouses 
Commercial greenhouses are a conditionally permitted use in the Agricultural District.  
They should be exempted from this ordinance as screening could be approved as part of 
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the conditional use permit to conceal any plastic greenhouse structures from 
neighboring properties. 
 
Residential greenhouses in the Agricultural, Estate and Residential Zoning Districts 
would be required to follow the exterior building materials ordinance. 
 

5) Accessory Structure Size 
The current accessory structure sizes in all residential zoning districts have recently been 
reviewed by Council and it has been determined that no changes were necessary.  As the 
proposed ordinance would prohibit all structures with a plastic exterior, size is 
irrelevant. 
 

6) Impervious Surface 
The impervious surface regulations are being brought to Council’s attention at another 
meeting.  It is immaterial for this specific zoning code amendment. 
 

7) Prefabricated Storage Sheds 
Prefabricated storage sheds are small buildings or Rubbermaid structures that can be 
purchased from home improvement stores like Menards, Lowes and Home Depot.  
These structures are generally smaller than 120 square feet and are currently only 
regulated by the setback codes.  However, per Council’s direction, staff has removed this 
lower threshold of 120 square feet.  Therefore, all structures, regardless of size would 
have to meet all of the zoning code requirements, including the exterior building 
materials requirement. 

 
Current Regulations.  Exterior building materials are currently addressed in Section 515.90 
Subd. 19 of the City Code.  The code specifies exterior building materials for commercial, 
industrial and institutional buildings and it requires that all exterior surfaces of a residential 
building be completed within one year of issuance of a building permit.  It currently does not 
address allowed exterior building materials for residential structures. 
 
Information on allowed structure sizes, heights and setbacks is summarized on the attached 
document titled “Single Family Residential Building Info”. 
 
Other Cities.   
Rosemount:  Requires that all buildings over 120 square feet be constructed of brick, natural 
stone, decorative concrete block, cast in place concrete, wood, curtain wall panels of steel, 
fiberglass or aluminum, glass curtain wall panels or stucco. 
 
Cottage Grove:  All structures over 160 square feet be constructed of materials consistent with 
the existing principal structure. 
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Proposed Ordinance Language.  Upon reviewing all of the supporting information, staff has 
prepared an ordinance amendment to Section 515.90 Subd. 19 – Exterior Building Materials, 
which would require all exterior walls to be covered with siding, stucco, brick, glass, composite 
plastic or other comparable material as approved by the Building Official and that cloth, fabric, 
canvas, plastic sheets, tarps, tarpaper and insulation be prohibited as final covers for exterior 
walls. 
 
Additionally, per Council’s recommendation, staff has drafted an amendment to Section 515.90 
Subd. 18. – Accessory Structures, which no longer excludes buildings under 120 square feet.  
However, by removing this lower threshold, children’s play structures would be prohibited.  
Therefore, staff has recommended that this type of structure be excluded from the exterior 
building materials requirements. 
 
Lastly, staff recommends that the definition of structure be modified to remove the portion that 
refers to permanent location on the ground and add examples of structures.  Staff is 
recommending this modification because often plastic structures are not permanently located on 
the ground and we do not want to exclude them from the exterior building materials ordinance 
amendment. 
 
ALTERNATIVES 

 
The alternative courses of action the Planning Commission has available include the following: 
 
A. Approval. If the Planning Commission finds the proposed amendment language to be 

acceptable, the Commission could recommend adoption of the attached ordinance 
amendment. 

 
B. Modified Approval. If the Planning Commission finds it acceptable to change the 

ordinance, but is not in agreement with the recommendation, the Commission could 
recommend adoption of a modified amendment. 

 
C. Denial. If the Planning Commission does not find it necessary to modify the 

existing language, the Commission could recommend denial of the proposed ordinance 
amendment. 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Based on the City Council’s comments and direction, Staff recommends that the ordinance be 
modified as shown in Exhibit A. 
 
Attachments: Single Family Residential Building Info 
  Proposed Ordinance Amendment 
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Exhibit A 
 
Excerpt from the Zoning Ordinance pertaining to the Exterior Building Materials, Accessory Structures 
and Definitions.  Proposed changes are underlined. 
 
Section 515.90 Subd. 19.  Exterior Building Materials. 
 

Exterior surfaces of all principle and accessory structures in all residential zoning districts 
(“R”, “A” and “E” Districts) must be covered with siding, stucco, brick, glass, composite 
plastic or other comparable material as approved by the Building Official.  Cloth, fabric, 
canvas, plastic sheets, tarps, tarpaper and insulation shall be prohibited as final covers for 
exterior walls. 

 
Playground equipment and apparatus are excluded from this exterior building materials 
requirement. 
 
Sheet or corrugated steel or aluminum metal siding shall be prohibited on all detached 
accessory structures in the City, unless a conditional use permit is approved for its use by the 
City Council.  A conditional use permit may only be issued by the City Council for sheet or 
corrugated steel or aluminum metal siding for lots in the “A” or “E-1” Zoning Districts, and 
only if the sheet or corrugated steel or aluminum metal siding has a thickness of at least 29 
gauge, and comes with a manufacturer’s warranty of at least 20 years.  There shall be a 
minimum space of six (6) feet between the principal and accessory structure unless attached, 
and a minimum space of six (6) feet between all other accessory structures.  Any detached 
accessory structure that exceeds a gross floor area of 1,000 square feet must maintain a 
minimum setback from all property lines of 50 feet. 

 
Section 515.90 Subd. 18.  Accessory Structures. 
 
Exceptions to these requirements are: 
 1. Accessory structures to single family residential uses in all “A”, “E” and “R” Zoning Districts 

with gross floor areas of 120 square feet or less 
 
Section 515.30  Definitions. 
 

288. Structure - Anything constructed, temporary or permanent, used or intended for supporting 
any use or occupancy, including buildings, sheds, garages, carports, manufactured homes, 
greenhouses, decks and other similar buildings. the uses of which require permanent 
location on the ground, or attached to something having a permanent location on the 
ground.  In Shoreland Management Overlay Districts a structure shall be any building or 
appurtenance, including decks, except aerial or underground utility lines, such as sewer, 
electric, telephone, telegraph, gas lines, towers, poles and other supporting facilities.  In a 
flood plain a structure is anything constructed or erected on the ground or attached to the 
ground or on-site utilities, including, but not limited to, buildings, factories, sheds, detached 
garages, cabins, manufactured homes, travel trailers/vehicles not meeting the exemption 
criteria specified in Section 515.80, Subd. 29(M2) and other similar items. 



SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL BUILDING INFO 
City of Inver Grove Heights 

May 28, 2008 
 

Agricultural (A) District: 
Principal Structures Setbacks: Max Allowed Accessory Structure Size: 

Front: 30’ Lot size >/= 5 acres: 2,400 s.f. 
Rear: 60’ Lot size >/= 2.5, but < 5 acres: 1,600 s.f. 
Side: 25’ Lot size < 2.5 acres: 1,000 s.f. 

Accessory Structure Setbacks: Max Number of Accessory Structures: 
Front: 30’ Lot size >/= 5 acres: 2 
Rear: 60’ Lot size >/= 2.5, but < 5 acres: 1 
Side:   Lot size < 2.5 acres: 1 

Building </= 1,000 s.f.: 25’ 
Building > 1,000 s.f.: 50’ Max Accessory Structure Height: 25’ 

 
Estate (E-1) District: 

 Total Max Building Coverage: 
> of 5% of lot area or 4,000 s.f. 

Principal Structures Setbacks: Max Allowed Accessory Structure Size: 
Front: 30’ Lot size >/= 5 acres: 2,400 s.f. 
Rear: 50’ Lot size >/= 2.5, but < 5 acres: 1,600 s.f. 
Side: 10’ Lot size < 2.5 acres: 1,000 s.f. 

Accessory Structure Setbacks: Max Number of Accessory Structures: 
Front: 30’ Lot size >/= 5 acres: 2 
Rear: 50’ Lot size >/= 2.5, but < 5 acres: 1 
Side:  Lot size < 2.5 acres: 1 

Building </= 1,000 s.f.: 10’ 
Building > 1,000 s.f.: 50’ Max Accessory Structure Height: 25’ 

 
Estate (E-2) District: 

Principal Structures Setbacks: Total Max Building Coverage: 
Front: 30’ Lot Size >/= 5 acres: 5% of lot area 
Rear: 50’ Lot Size< 5 acres: 4,000 s.f. 
Side: 10’  

Accessory Structure Setbacks: Accessory Structure Standards: 
Front: 30’ Max Number: 1 
Rear: 50’ Max Size: 1,000 s.f. 
Side: 10 Max Height: 25’ 

 
Single Family Residential (R-1A, B, C) District: 

Principal Structures Setbacks: Accessory Structure Setbacks: 
Front: 30’  Front: 30’ 
Rear: 30’ Rear: 8’ 
Side: 10’ Side: 5’ 

Maximum Impervious Surface: Max Accessory Structure Size:   1,000 s.f. 
 The lesser of 30% or 4,000 s.f. Max Accessory Structure Height:  25’ 
 
*Accessory Structures include decks, sheds, and detached garages.  All accessory 

structures under 120 s.f. do not require a building permit, but must comply with the 
standards listed above. 



























AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
CONSIDER OWNER’S REPRESENTATIVE AGREEMENT FOR PROPOSED PUBLIC 
SAFETY ADDITION AND CITY HALL REMODEL 
 
Meeting Date: August 11, 2008  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular  None 
Contact: JTeppen, Asst. City Admin  Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by:   Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
  X Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Consider approving an agreement for Owner’s 
Representative Services for the proposed Public Safety Addition and City Hall Remodel. 
 
SUMMARY After authorization from the City Council Staff prepared a Request for Proposals 
for Owner’s Representative services for the proposed Public Safety Addition and City Hall 
Remodel.  We received three responses to the posting and after interviewing two of the firms, 
and upon verbal approval from the Council we have been working with Krech O’Brien Mueller 
and Associates (KOMA), seeking advice on the agreement with the Architect, and since that 
approval, the initial stages of design development. 
 
Staff has met with representatives from KOMA a few times to negotiate the terms and 
conditions of the attached agreement.  The services outlined in the agreement will see us 
through construction of the proposed building and are proposed to cost $329,000.  This fee 
includes the work KOMA already has into the project (as previously authorized by the Council), 
and an additional number of site visits during construction of not less than twice a week.   
 
Also attached to this memorandum is a letter from Mr. Brady Mueller of KOMA that speaks to 
insurance coverage.  KOMA does not carry professional liability insurance for Owner’s 
Representative services.  It would cost KOMA $8,389.50 for this coverage for the term of the 
project.  The coverage is on a “claims made” basis, the coverage applies during the term of the 
project and for five years after substantial completion, if any claim is made by the City it would 
have to be made during this time. 
 
The insurance company will not allow the City to be an additional insured under the Professional 
Liability Policy – it is common that additional entities can’t be added as additional insured’s 
under Professional Liability policies.   
 
Staff therefore recommends that the Council consider adding this to the agreement.   
 
Staff feels strongly that the project will not proceed as smoothly without having and Owner’s 
Representative involved in all aspects; budgeting, design, construction, phasing, commissioning 
and final occupation.  We believe that this will be money well worth spending and that by having 
an Owners Representative it will very likely result in a more cost effective end result. 
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