
 

 

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

-REVISED- 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 12, 2009 

8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

7:30 P.M. 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. ROLL CALL 

3. PRESENTATIONS: 

A.  H1N1 Response Plan - Lt. Larry Stanger 

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 – September 28, 2009 Regular Council Meeting             

B.   Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending October 7, 2009      

C.  Pay Voucher No. 3 for the National Guard Gymnasium Floor Replacement     

D.  Pay Voucher No. 4 for City Project No. 2008-18, Public Safety Addition/City Hall  

 Renovation              

E.  Change Order No. 2 and Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2008-09F, Salem Hills  

 Farm Street Reconstruction/Mill and Overlay         

F.  Change Order Nos. 5, 6, and 7 for City Project No. 2009-01, Trunk Highway 3-80th (CR 28) 

 Street Intersection Improvements           

G.  Consider Proposals for Lighting Revisions in Portions of the Maintenance Building and the Cold  

 Storage Building              

H. Approve Addendum No. 4 for the Agreement for Professional Services with Bolton & Menk, Inc.  

for the Northwest Area Utility Extensions – City Project No. 2003-15       

I. Adopt Resolution Approving the Dakota County 2010 Community Funding Application for  

Waste Abatement Activities            

J.  Approve Resolutions Calling for Hearing on Proposed Assessments and Declaring Costs  

 to be Assessed and Ordering Preparation of Proposed Assessments for Nuisance  

 Abatement 2009              

K. Schedule Special Council Meeting           

L. Schedule Hearing for Liquor License Violation         

M.  Personnel Actions              



5.  PUBLIC COMMENT – Public comment provides an opportunity for the public to address the Council on items  

 that are not on the Agenda.  Comments will be limited to three (3) minutes per person.  

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

7. REGULAR AGENDA:  

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:  

A.  JAMES BROWN; Consider the following Resolutions for property located at 1186 90th Street: 

i) A Waiver of Plat to create two parcels from the existing one tax  

 parcel                     

ii) A Variance to allow the lots to be less than the required 2.5 acre  

 minimum                 

iii) A Variance to allow an accessory structure on a lot without a principle  

 structure                

B. McDONALD CONSTRUCTION;  Consider Resolution regarding a Conditional Use Permit to  

allow for 27.5% impervious surface coverage to construct a single family home, garage,  

sidewalk and driveway for property located at 11617 Aileron Court          

C. SHEEHAN/WOODS; Consider Resolution regarding a Variance from front yard setbacks  

to construct a covered porch for property located at 6455 Delaney Avenue         

D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider First Reading of a Zoning Code Amendment  

relating to the maintenance and repair of Non-Conforming uses and structures        

E.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the Third Reading of a Zoning Code  

Amendment relating to exterior building materials in the rural zoning districts  

(A, E-1, E-2)                 

PARKS AND RECREATION: 

F. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Process in Which to Value Parkland Related to  

Private Encroachments                 

PUBLIC WORKS: 

G. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Ratifying the Revised Call for Hearing on 

Proposed Assessments for 2008 Pavement Management Program – 2008 Urban Street  

Reconstruction South Grove Area 3 – City Project No. 2008-09D        

H. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; County Road 24 (66th Street) Turnback Request    

I. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Authorizing Staff to Enter into the  

2010 Fuel Consortium Purchase Program as Managed by the State of Minnesota     

J. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Awarding Contract for City Project  

No. 2009-28, Well No. 9             



K. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Dakota County’s 2010-2014 Capital  

Improvement Program              

ADMINISTRATION: 

L. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; City Administrator Performance Review      

M. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS;  Consider Cost of Living Compensation Adjustment for 2009  

for City Administrator              

PARKS AND RECREATION CONT. 

N. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Approval of Heritage Village Park Seeding  

Work                

8. MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS 

9. ADJOURN 



 

 

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 2009 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL  The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on 
Monday, September 28, 2009, 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 City Administrator Teppen, City Attorney Kuntz, Public Works Director 
Thureen, Parks & Recreation Director Carlson, Community Development Director Link and Deputy Clerk  
Rheaume.   

3. PRESENTATIONS:     

A.  Dakota Future Presentation  

Bill Coleman explained that Dakota Future is a county-wide economic development organization primarily 
funded via the private sector.  He discussed the Dakota Future Intelligent Community initiative and 
explained the mission is to link businesses, government and education to create and maintain a world 
class economic environment in Dakota County.  He stated the organization has made it a goal to achieve 
designation as a top seven global “intelligent community” by 2012.  He explained the Intelligent 
Community Forum is an annual international competition in which communities from around the world 
submit applications to receive the “intelligent community” designation.  He further explained that an 
“intelligent community” is based on five key factors including: broadband deployment, knowledge work, 
digital inclusion, innovation, and marketing or advocating for Broadband Economy strengths.  He reviewed 
the current intelligent community activities such as benchmarking, a broadband inventory assessment,  
and the DEED FIRST grant for the Information Technology workforce.  He promoted two upcoming launch  
events for the Intelligent Community initiative.   

Councilmember Klein clarified that “DCTC” refers to Dakota County Technical College.  He asked Mr.  
Coleman to expand on the term “broadband”.   

Mr. Coleman explained that broadband is a term that refers to connection speed.   

Cheryl Frank, Inver Hills Community College, discussed the involvement of Inver Hills and Dakota County  
Technical College in training technology workers.   

Mayor Tourville commented that broadband access is extremely important to the economy and job growth. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA:   

Councilmember Madden removed item 4A, Minutes of September 14, 2009 Regular Council Meeting from  
the Consent Agenda. 

Councilmember Klein removed Item 4E, Change Order No. 2 for City Project No. 2008-18, Public Safety  
Addition/City Hall Renovation from the Consent Agenda. 

Mayor Tourville removed item 4J, Consider Proposals for School Zone Safety Study, from the Consent  
Agenda. 

B. Resolution No. 09-179 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending September 23, 2009  

C. Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2007-17, Clark Road Extension Improvements 

D. Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2008-11, Southern Sanitary Sewer System, East Segment 

F. Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2008-22, Bohrer Pond Shoreland Protection Project 

G. Change Order No. 3 for City Project No. 2009-09D, South Grove Urban Street Reconstruction,  
 Area 4  

H. Resolution No. 09-180 directing the Planning Commission to hold a public hearing for a 
Comprehensive Plan Amendment and Rezoning relating to the Acquisition of Property Adjacent to  
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 the Rock Island Swing Bridge  

I.   Approve Mussel Survey for the Rock Island Swing Bridge Project 

K. Approve Additional Engineering Services for the Rock Island Swing Bridge Project 

L. Authorize Acknowledgement that the City allows the sale of alcoholic beverages until 2AM on  
 Optional 2AM Liquor License Application for Kladek, Inc. 

M. Personnel Actions 

Motion by Klein, second by Piekarski Krech, to approve the Consent Agenda. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

A. Minutes – September 14, 2009 Regular Council Meeting 

Councilmember Madden corrected the last paragraph on page 2 to say it would not have a negative  
impact. 

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to approve the minutes of the September 14, 2009 Regular  
City Council Meeting with the change as noted 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

E. Change Order No. 2 for City Project No. 2008-18, Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation 

Councilmember Klein questioned why the foundation insulation was not included from the beginning.   

Ted Redmond, BKV, clarified that the details that called for below-grade insulation was for all occupied 
spaces, and the specifications also backed that up.  He explained that a couple of the details did not 
clearly render that the insulation was for all occupied spaces and the final bid did not include all of the  
below-grade insulation. 

Motion by Klein, second by Grannis, to approve Change Order No. 2 for City Project No. 2008-18,  
Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

J. Consider Proposals for School Zone Safety Study 

Mr. Thureen explained staff requested and received proposals from four consulting engineering firms with 
traffic and transportation expertise for a study of potential pedestrian safety improvements in the vicinity of 
the intersection of 81st Street East and Cahill Avenue.  He stated based on the qualifications of the firms, 
the work plans presented in the proposals, and the proposed fees, staff recommended that the proposal  
from SRF Consulting Group, Inc. be accepted in the amount of $8,000. 

Doug Bernstein, 8383 College Trail, stated the intersection is dangerous and something needs to be done  
to improve its safety for pedestrians. 

Motion by Madden, second by Grannis, to approve proposal from SRF Consulting Group, Inc. in  
the amount of $8,000.00 for School Zone Safety Study 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:   

Jim Douglas, 8657 Callahan Trail, asked if a hearing had been set for the assessments for the work  
performed on Cahill Avenue.   
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Mr. Thureen responded that the hearing had not been set because staff has not received all of the final  
project costs. 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:  None. 

7. REGULAR AGENDA: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

A. SUSSEL CORPORATION; Consider resolutions for property located at 5924 Bradbury Cout: 

i) Conditional Use Permit to allow impervious surface coverage to exceed 25% 

ii) Variance to allow the construction of a home addition that would exceed 30% maximum  
impervious surface coverage 

Mr. Link reviewed the property location and noted this item has been tabled twice by the City Council to 
give the applicant additional time to identify a hardship.  He stated the lot currently has 32% impervious 
coverage and the request would increase the coverage to 34%.  He noted the Planning Commission and  
Planning staff recommended denial of the request due to lack of hardship.   

Mike Russel asked if there were any updates regarding the status of the impervious surface coverage  
analysis being worked on by engineering staff.   

Mr. Thureen stated staff presented the results of the analysis and provided recommendations from the 
engineering staff to the City Council at the earlier work session.  He noted that this was only the 
recommendation of the engineering staff and the proposed changes would still need to be reviewed by 
planning staff.   He stated the maximum impervious coverage for single-family properties would be 20%, 
R-1B properties would be allowed 25% impervious coverage and 30% impervious coverage is  
recommended for R-1C with an additional 5% available via a conditional use permit.   

Mr. Link reiterated that engineering staff’s recommendations still needed to be reviewed by planning staff. 
He explained that an ordinance would need to be drafted, reviewed by the Planning Commission, and then 
presented to the City Council for approval after three readings.  He noted the entire process could take 3-4  
months to complete.   

Mr. Russel explained when the house was built in 1998 there were no impervious coverage restrictions 
and in 2002 the maximum allowable impervious coverage was changed to 30%.  He questioned if the  
hardship could be that the 2002 ordinance made the property a non-conforming lot.    

Mr. Kuntz responded that the City does acknowledge that certain improvements were in place when the 
ordinance was changed and those improvements were grandfathered in.  He noted that this only applies 
to the existing or the replacement of existing improvements.  He explained the City would allow the  
impervious coverage to remain at 32%, but that amount cannot be increased without the variance.    

Mayor Tourville suggested it may be in the best interest of the applicant to wait for the proposed changes  
to take effect.   

Mr. Link clarified that if the engineering staff’s recommendations were followed the applicant would no 
longer need a variance.  He stated a conditional use permit may be needed and that does not require a  
hardship.   

Mr. Russell stated the City has very restrictive impervious coverage standards compared to those of other  
cities he has worked with.  He indicated the applicant would wait to see what the changes to  
current standards would be. 

NO ACTION WAS TAKEN ON THIS ITEM 

B. TAMERA & MANOHAR SHINTRE; Consider Resolution regarding a Variance for a home occupation  
to have an entrance that leads outside of the home for property located at 6269 Bolland Trail 



INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING – September 28, 2009  PAGE 4 

 

Mr. Link explained the applicant has requested permission to conduct a home occupation in their single 
family home, located in the R-1C district.  He stated the owner plans to assemble kits of prepackaged food 
for Indian business travelers visiting the United States.  He noted a permit from the Department of 
Agriculture is required because the home occupation includes the handling of food.  He explained as part 
of the permit, the applicant is required to have a separate entrance that directly connects the assembly 
area to the outside.  He stated the applicant is unable to meet the State’s standards and those of the City 
Code.  He explained the proposed home occupation would meet seven of the eight requirements in the 
City Code, and the applicant would meet the intent of the ordinance as there would be no customer traffic.  
He stated both planning staff and the Planning Commission recommended approval of the request with  
the hardship being the conflict between the City and the State regulations.   

Councilmember Grannis suggested adding a condition of approval that no customer traffic would be  
allowed.   

Councilmember Madden asked if the applicant agreed with the conditions.   

Tamera and Manohar Shintre, 6269 Bolland Trail, stated they agreed with the conditions of approval and  
confirmed that there would be no customer traffic because business would be conducted online. 

Motion by Madden, second by Klein, to adopt Resolution No. 09-181 approving a variance for a 
home occupation to have an entrance that leads outside of the home for property located at 6269  
Bolland Trail with the condition added that no customer traffic is allowed.   

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.  

C. JAMES BROWN; Consider Resolutions for property located at 1186 90th Street: 

i) Waiver of Plat to create two parcels from the existing one tax parcel 
ii) Variance to allow the lots to be less than the required 2.5 acre minimum 
iii) Variance to allow an accessory structure on a lot without a principle structure 

Mr. Link stated the applicant is proposing to create two tax parcels to coincide with the existing legal 
descriptions from the current tax parcel.  He explained the property was divided in the 1950’s with almost 
all of the lots being less than two acres and the proposed waiver would create parcels of 1.68 and 1.95 
acres in size.  He stated the property is zoned E-1, Estate Residential, which requires a minimum lot size 
of 2.5 acres.  He noted that a second variance would be required because there is an accessory structure 
on the lot to the north and a principle structure must be on a property before an accessory structure is 
allowed.  He stated both planning staff and the Planning Commission recommended denial of the request 
due to lack of hardship.  He explained the current lot is conforming and the property is not being deprived 
of a reasonable use.  He further explained that creating two non-conforming lots would be contrary to the 
City’s Zoning Ordinance, and the existing accessory structure does not have a driveway.  He stated 
access to the property is achievable to the west and east via 90th Street, a private road.  He explained the 
main access was designed to be an easement on the west side of the property and both segments of 90th 
Street do not meet minimum standards for clear width and height for fire emergency vehicles.  He noted 
because emergency vehicle access is a main issue allowing more individual lots would add to the existing  
problem.     

Councilmember Klein clarified that one of the previous owners combined the two lots.   

Mr. Link responded that staff researched the history of the property and believes that the combination 
occurred in the 1970’s.  He noted that no record of the combination was located and the only record able  
to be located was that of the subdivision in 1950.   

Councilmember Madden stated he was not in favor of the denying the applicant’s request when there was 
no record of the combination occurring.  He commented that there are a number of surrounding lots that  
are similar in size and the applicant should be allowed to do what he wants with his property.     
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Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked if the applicant purchased the property as one lot or two lots.  She 
stated that she is not in favor of allowing lots smaller than two acres in this area because it is on a well and  
septic system, not a sanitary sewer system.   

Councilmember Grannis noted that there are also a number of surrounding lots that are three or more 
acres in size. 
Mayor Tourville reiterated that there is no record of the combination and that the parcels across from and  
behind the property are smaller in size.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned what the official property description on the deed was.   

Councilmember Grannis asked if the City Attorney’s office could further research the combination of the  
parcels to determine whether or not it occurred.   

Mr. Kuntz confirmed that could be further researched in the County records.  He stated that the 
combination likely occurred within the County’s tax record division and noted that a tax parcel cannot  
be split without the City’s consent.   

Jim Brown, 1186 90th Street, stated it was sold to him in 1984 as one lot with two parts.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech commented that the parcel was likely combined so the property owner  
would only pay homestead taxes.       

Councilmember Madden stated there are four surrounding lots that would be similar in size and the two  
smaller parcels would fit into the neighborhood. 

Mayor Tourville asked for further clarification of the emergency vehicle access issue.   

Mr. Link explained the City Planner and the Fire Marshall inspected the private road and found that it does  
not meet the current code standards for emergency vehicles. They are still able to   

Councilmember Grannis questioned if the other lots in the area meet the 2.5 acre requirement.   

Mr. Link stated the area has a mixture of lots in that four of them are greater than 2.5 acres and four of  
them are smaller than 2.5 acres.      

Councilmember Madden stated that in his opinion no variance is needed because there is no record 
proving that the combination occurred.  He added that he does not see a problem with the small accessory  
structure because it adds aesthetic value to the property.   

Jim Douglas, 8657 Callahan Trail, suggested tabling the item until the legal information is found.  He  
stated the Council has to assume it was never combined if there are no records to the contrary.   

Glen, 1252 90th Street East, asked if the easement was officially recorded.  He displayed a documented 
showing an easement on the east side of Mr. Brown’s parcel.  He stated if this was recorded with the  
County he doesn’t have a problem with it. 

Mayor Tourville clarified that if staff thinks they need legal they will use Mr. Kuntz. 

Motion by Madden, second by Klein, to table until October 12, 2009 to further research the  
combination of the two parcels.   

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.  

The City Council took a five-minute recess.   

Mayor Tourville stated Mr. Brown needs to agree to an extension of the application deadline.   

Mr. Kuntz clarified that the first 60-day period would end on October 2nd.   

Motion by Madden, seconded by Klein, to extend the 60 day application deadline to December 2nd.           
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Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the Second Reading of a Zoning Code Amendment  
relating to exterior building materials in the rural zoning districts (A, E-1, E-2) 

Mr. Link explained after discussion with the City Attorney the first draft of the ordinance was modified to 
only allow plastic-covered hoop structures.  He noted the first draft allowed structures to be covered will all  
prohibited materials.  He stated both planning staff and the Planning Commission recommended approval. 

Motion by Madden, second by Grannis, to approve second reading of a zoning code amendment  
relating to exterior building materials in the rural zoning districts (A, E-1, E-2) 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

PARKS AND RECREATION: 

E. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Request for Park Property Boundary Exception at 7907  
Conroy Way E. 

Mr. Kuntz explained the law states that the responsibility to remove an encroachment rests with both the 
person who placed it on the City’s property and the persons who are successors in legal interest to the 
encroachment.  He stated if the current landowner cause the encroachment to be placed on City property, 
that landowner is responsible for removal of the encroachment at the landowner’s cost.  He noted that if 
the current landowner claims the encroachment was placed on City property by a previous landowner the 
City must determine whether the current landowner possesses a legal interest in the encroachment 
sufficient to compel the current landowner to remove it.  He reviewed two main factors that can be looked 
at to determine if the current landowner possesses a legal interest in the encroachment.  He explained if 
the encroachment is attached to a permanent structure or object located on the current landowner’s 
property, they may be deemed the successor in legal interest and can be required to remove the 
encroachment.  He stated the City would need to review the current landowner’s use of the encroachment 
in order to establish legal interest, including what the landowner has done to exercise control of the 
encroachment, such as maintenance of the object.  He noted if the City cannot prove the legal interest of 
the current landowner the City cannot compel them to remove the encroachment.  He summarized 
encroachment examples the City may encounter and how the City may be able to prove legal interest in  
each scenario.   

Doug Renner, 7907 Conroy Way, stated he wants to resolve the encroachment issue and asked that the 
City consider selling him the piece of property containing the encroachment.   He stated the encroachment 
area is approximately 136 square feet and he proposed to purchase approximately 550 square feet.   He 
noted that section of the park is not widely used.   He commented that this solution would benefit both  
parties because the City would no longer have to maintain that section of the park and the boundary would  
be clearly defined.   

Mr. Carlson stated the Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission recommended denial of the request to 
sell the property.  He explained their main concern was the establishment of a precedent for selling park  
property to deal with encroachment issues.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated that the City needs to be very firm on park property boundaries,  
but in this instance it seems that this could be property that the City does not have a specific use for.   

Councilmember Grannis stated that encroachments on park property is going to be an on-going issue and  
he is also concerned with setting a precedent.   

Mayor Tourville stated in this specific case, selling the park property would not negatively affect the park 
system because the City has no immediate use for the property.  He opined that the City needs to deal 
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with each encroachment case on an individual basis.  He suggested that the City enter into an agreement 
with the homeowner that would allow the encroachment to remain and would only need to be removed if  
the property is sold.   

Mr. Grannis asked who would enforce the removal of the encroachment if the property is sold.   

Mayor Tourville responded that the City Attorney could put that condition in the agreement.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the original intent of defining the park property boundaries was to  
have the encroachments removed.   

Councilmember Klein indicated he would be in favor of selling the property because the City has no use  
for it. 

Mayor Tourville reiterated that he would also be in favor of selling in this case.  He stated each  
encroachment case should be handled individually. 

Mr. Carlson stated that three sample encroachment agreements had already been drafted by staff with the  
help of the City Attorney.  He questioned if the fence remains in place if there was any liability to the City.   

Mr. Kuntz responded in the affirmative.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech suggested that they find a way to sell the property so there is no liability  
to the City.  She added that she also wants to make sure that people with improvements on City property 
are not getting out of paying taxes for those improvements.  She suggested that staff develop a uniform  
way to clearly determine the value of the property without negotiation.   

Councilmember Grannis stated the property owner who wants to purchase should pay for the appraisal.   

Mr. Kuntz stated with respect to smaller parcels, the value may have to be determined on a case by case  
basis.  He indicated staff would come back with some suggestions regarding the valuation process.   

Mayor Tourville suggested Mr. Carlson determine a fair value for the property in this case.   

Mr. Carlson stated that staff would first develop a process for valuation and bring that to Council for  
consideration.   

NO ACTION WAS TAKEN ON THIS ITEM. 

ADMINISTRATION: 

F.  ARBOR POINTE MASTER ASSOCIATION; Consider Request for Reimbursement of Boulevard 
Cleaning Expenses 

Mr. Lynch explained a written request for reimbursement of boulevard cleaning expenses was received 
and subsequently denied.  He stated the Arbor Pointe Master Association requested that the 
reimbursement request be placed on the Council agenda for reconsideration.  He noted the cost is 
approximately $2,100.  Mr. Lynch stated the request was denied because the issue was not caused  
by the City on purpose.     

Councilmember Madden stated the City planned to fix that road in 2008 and the residents wanted to wait.   
He added he did not see how the City is responsible for the debris that was removed.   

Mayor Tourville commented on the assessment method initially being faulty at the time of the hearing in  
2008 and noted that they did end up with some bad asphalt.   

Jim Douglas, Arbor Pointe Master Association, stated the association does not agree that they should be  
responsible for the 20 cubic yards of asphalt that needed to be removed because it splayed from the  
roadway.  He noted in previous years only two cubic yards of debris have had to be removed.     

Mayor Tourville commented that Cahill Avenue is a public street used by a lot of people.     

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated that this would set a precedent and the Council needs to be very  
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clear on what the issue is and why this payment is being made.  

Councilmember Madden stated that after hearing the association’s side of the request, and given the fact  
that bad asphalt was used, he would be in favor of reimbursement.  

Mr. Kuntz stated if the reimbursement request is approved the precedent should not be considered by  
others to be a broad precedent, but rather the resolution of a contract dispute. 

Motion by Tourville, second by Madden, to approve request of Arbor Pointe Master Association for  
Reimbursement of Boulevard Cleaning Expenses 

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

G. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Provide Direction on Citizen Request to Limit Number of Garage  
Sales/Flea Markets in Residential Neighborhoods 

Mr. Lynch explained an email was received from a resident who lives next to a property that she believes 
conducts too many garage sales.  He stated the City does not have regulations in place with respect to the 
number of garage sales that are allowed.  He asked if the City Council would like to consider limiting the  
number of garage sales.   

Councilmember Grannis stated he would be in favor of limiting the number of garage sales to three  
consecutive days and twice a year.   

Councilmember Madden agreed and stated it is a reasonable request from the citizen.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech said garage sales usually start on Thursdays and end on Saturdays.  She  
Noted some people are holding garage sales to stay in their homes.   

Councilmember Grannis commented on regulating parking for home businesses.   

Councilmember Klein asked staff if there have been a lot of complaints.   

Mr. Lynch said this is the first contact he has received and indicated he was not sure if there had been any  
nuisance complaints.  He stated staff would gather background information from surrounding communities  
and bring it back for more Council discussion at a work session. 

NO ACTION WAS TAKEN ON THIS ITEM. 

PUBLIC WORKS: 

H. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Approval of Waiver Agreement and Resolution 
Cancelling Lateral Assessment Levied against the Lenertz Property and Authorizing Issuance of  
Refund for the Lateral Assessment Paid relative to City Project No. 2003-03 

Mr. Thureen explained that this property is land locked and staff agreed it would not be appropriate to 
assess them for lateral at this time.  He recommended the assessment be cancelled and the amount be  
refunded. 

Motion by Madden, second by Klein, to approve waiver agreement and adopt Resolution No.  
09-182 cancelling lateral assessment levied against the Lenertz property and authorizing issuance  
of refund for the lateral assessment paid relative to City Project No. 2003-03 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

I. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Approving a Purchase Agreement for  
Property known as Cameron Park 

Mr. Kuntz explained that the business was located on Concord Street and the property was taken by the 
County to widen the street.  He noted the business has temporarily relocated.  He stated that the County 
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contacted the City and asked for help in finding a suitable site for relocation that was near the original 
property.  He stated in May of 2009 the City received a letter inquiring about the sale of Cameron Park, a 
1.3 acre site.  He explained a resolution and a purchase agreement are being presented for approval.  He 
stated the owner of the proposed business would enter into an agreement for the sale of the property at 
the appraised value of $272,000.  He reviewed the conditions of the purchase agreement and outlined all 
of the steps that would have to occur before the property is officially sold.  He stated the City would have 
to determine that it no longer needs the park and a change to the Comprehensive Plan would also have to 
be considered.  He noted that the City is not agreeing to the issuance of any of the permits by approving  
the purchase agreement.   

Councilmember Klein asked if the storage building on the property was used by the parks department.   

Mr. Lynch stated it is generally used by a number of City departments.   

Councilmember Grannis asked whom the City obtained the park property from originally.   

Mr. Kuntz responded that there were four separate deeds and a number of people were involved, some of  
which had the last name of Cameron.   

Mayor Tourville asked if the City had to remove the building and its contents.   

Mr. Kuntz explained the building does not have to be removed, but all the material need to be taken out.   

Mayor Tourville commented that the January, 2010 dated seemed aggressive.   

Mr. Kuntz explained that there could be an amendment to have that date extended.   

John Cameron stated they have about a 24-month window to complete the relocation.  

Mr. Kuntz asked if any of the dates have any effect on the obligations of the County.   

Mr. Cameron responded in the negative.   

Mr. Kuntz suggested leaving the January, 2010 date.   

Motion by Madden, second by Klein, to adopt Resolution No. 09-183 approving a purchase  
agreement for property known as Cameron Park 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

ADMINISTRATION CONT. 

J. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Voluntary Furlough Program 

Ms. Teppen explained this voluntary program was put together per City Council direction and was  
reviewed at a study session.   

Councilmember Klein asked if there was any response with the unions.   

Ms. Teppen responded that the information had not yet been distributed to employees and she has not  
received any feedback from the unions. 

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to approve Voluntary Furlough Program 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

8. MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS:     

David Lethert, 8485 Courthouse Boulevard, stated his request to have is property purchased by the City 
would be discussed in the executive session.  He discussed his concerns regarding future noise from 
semi-truck traffic as well as safety issues associated with the increase in traffic.  He noted he is also  
concerned that a trail may be installed on his property.  He asked for help solving this problem.   
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Mayor Tourville stated the only thing the Council would do when they return from Executive Session is  
adjourn. 

9. EXECUTIVE SESSION: 

A.  Discuss the Disposition of Property held by or of interest to the City. 

10. ADJOURN:  Motion by Madden, second by Klein, to adjourn.  The meeting was adjourned by a 
unanimous vote at 11:34 p.m. 













































































































AGENDA ITEM __________ 
 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
CONSIDER RESOLUTION APPROVING THE DAKOTA COUNTY 2010 COMMUNITY 
FUNDING APPLICATION FOR WASTE ABATEMENT ACTIVITIES 
 
Meeting Date: October 12, 2009  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 Approve the application of the 2010 Community Funding 
Application for waste abatement activities. 
 
 
SUMMARY Each City within Dakota County is required to submit an application for receiving 
funding for waste abatement activities on a yearly basis.  The application to request funds for 
2010 is currently due.  The City of Inver Grove Heights is eligible for $31,700 in 2010.  The 
attached application shows proposed abatement activities and expenditures for 2010.  These 
funds are essential for the continuation of recycling programs in Inver Grove Heights. 
 
 
 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. ________ 

 
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE APPLICATION FOR 2010 FUNDING FROM DAKOTA 

COUNTY FOR WASTE ABATEMENT ACTIVITIES 
 
 WHEREAS, Dakota County has set waste abatement goals for the City of Inver Grove 
Heights; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Dakota County Board of Commissioners provides funding for waste 
abatement activities; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City would like to continue educating the community on the merits of 
waste abatement activities. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL that the City of Inver 
Grove Heights submits its 2010 application to Dakota County Board of Commissioners to fund 
waste abatement activities 
 
 Passed this 12th Day of October, 2009 
 
 
 
             
      George Tourville, Mayor 
 
 
Ayes: 
Nays:  
      
 
ATTEST: 
 
       
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 

Dakota County  
  2010 Large Community   

Funding Application  
(Exhibit 1) 

 
Funding Period: January 1, 2010 ‐ December 31, 2010 

Application Submittal Due Date:  November 25, 2009 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Dakota County, Physical Development Division 

Environmental Management Department  

September 2009 

 
 

Please return completed Application with your Board Resolution and/or letter to the following: 
 

Dakota County Physical Development Division 
Tammy Drummond 

14955 Galaxie Avenue 
Apple Valley, MN 55124 

 
 

 
Contact Information 
Mike Trdan: Guidelines, Application, or Annual Report 
952‐891‐7021 or mike.trdan@co.dakota.mn.us 

 
Tammy Drummond: Application process 
952‐891‐7003 or tammy.drummond@co.dakota.mn.us 
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BASE FUNDING INFORMATION: 
 
Program:    January 1, 2010 through December 31, 2010 
 
City/Township 
(select): 

City of Inver Grove Heights 

 
Population (2008 Est.):    

 
33917 

 
Number of Households (2008 Est.):    

 
13336 

 
Date Submitted: 

 
10.13.09 

 
Amount of Funds Eligible For: 

 
$31700 

 
Address: 

 
8150 Barbara Ave 

 
Funds Applied for: 

$31700 

 
E‐mail Address:  jteppen@ci.inver‐grove‐heights.mn.us 
 
Contact: 

Jenelle Teppen  Phone 
Number: 

651.450.2512   
Fax Number: 

651.450.2502 
 

 
 

 
 
 

       

1. Is your City Manager or Administrator interested in hosting a Household Hazardous Waste Event Collection in 
conjunction with Dakota County in 2010? 

 
 Yes    x  No 

 
2. If the answer to question 1 is “yes,” then indicate the type of city support to be provided at the Event 

Collection – identify location, equipment, amount/type of city publicity and approximate number of staff 
assistance (city, volunteer, STS). 

      
 
 
3. What percent of staff time (in Full Time Equivalents – F.T.E) is allocated to waste abatement activities? 
 
.25 F.T.E.  
 
4. Does your City intend to host one or more “clean‐up” days in 2010? 
 
x  Yes    No 
 
5. If the answer to question 4 is “yes,” then when will the “clean‐up” day(s) be held? 
 
Fall 2010 
 
Note:  If the answer above is “yes,” then be certain to obtain data on collection amounts because, at the end of 
2010, the Annual Report for 2010 requires cities report this data. 
 
 
 

PART 1:  APPLICATION FOR 2010 LARGE COMMUNITY FUNDING  
BASE FUNDING AND WORKPLAN 
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6. In 2010 does your city anticipate a community‐sponsored event to collect residential electronic devices? 
 
x  Yes    No 
 
Note:  If the answer above is “yes,” then be certain to obtain data on collection amounts. The Annual Report for 
2010 requires that cities report this data. 
 
 
7. I certify that this document was prepared under my direction or supervision, and that the information is true, 

accurate, and complete to the best of my knowledge.  
 
Name of person completing document   Jenelle Teppen 
 

   
 

Include: 
A copy of the Official Resolution or of Proceedings (an official action from the governing body requesting the 
funding allocation or a certified copy of the official proceedings). 
 



 
PART I.   2010 WORK PLAN – LARGE COMMUNITY BASE FUNDING. Identify and describe the proposed activities (mandated and optional) that your community will undertake in the current application year in each of the following areas of Government Leadership, 
Operations and Education for 2010 Community Base Funding.  The Work Plan shall include a description of annual activities, partners, timeline to complete the activities, and post‐activity outcome measurement.  The 2010 Results column should be completed at 
the end of the year, and submitted as part of the 2010 Annual Report. Please Note: Program priorities include: 

• Increased residential recycling, and  
• Increased participation at The Dakota County Recycling Zone by both residents and businesses 

 
A. Government Leadership –Responsibilities.  Identify and describe the proposed that your community will undertake in the current application year in each of the following mandated areas.   

 
 

GOVERNMENT LEADERSHIP RESPONSIBILITY 
 

 
POINTS 

 
PROPOSED ACTIVITY 

 
PROPOSED PARTNERS 

 
PROPOSED 
TIMELINE 

PROPOSED OUTCOME MEASUREMENT 
(Qualitative and/or quantitative) 

2010 RESULTS 
(to be completed when submitting 2010 Annual 

Report) 
Example:  Manage Public Entity Waste.     

 
‐ Verify disposal location is a processing facility 
on waste hauling invoices. 

‐ City Maintenance staff 
‐ Waste hauler for city 
buildings/parks 

ongoing  ‐ 100% of the MSW, that is not reduced, recycled 
or composted, from city buildings, will be 
delivered t o RRT Newport for waste processing. 

 
 

 
1. Identify Contact Person ‐ Each community 

must identify in its annual Application a 
responsible party for eligible activities and 
inform Dakota County within thirty days of any 
changes in the designated individual. 

4  Ongoing     
 
 

2. Ensure Recycling Programs ‐ Ensure that 
recycling programs are established for facilities 
under its control in accordance with MN Stat. § 
115A.151 (i.e., must assure program in place 
for recyclable materials). 
 

4  Ongoing      
 
 

3. Manage Public Entity Waste – Manage waste 
from its facilities as outlined in the 
Regional/Dakota County Solid Waste Master 
Plan (i.e., must assure program in accordance 
with public entities law – MN Stat. § 115A.471). 
 

4  ongoing     
 

 

4. LSWS Meetings Actively participate and 
contribute to Local Solid Waste Staff meetings 
(one excused absence.) 
 

4     ongoing   
 

 

5. Enhanced Government Leadership.  Plan for 
expanding or enhancing government 
leadership in 2010. 

4    ongoing   
 
 

 
A. TOTAL POINTS      (add 1 – 5)                   =  

(20 points total)  

 
___20__ 
Points 
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B. Recycling and Solid Waste Operations –Responsibilities.  Identify and describe the proposed that your community will undertake in the current application year in each of the following mandated areas.   
 

 
OPERATIONS RESPONSIBLITY 

 

 
POINTS 

 
PROPOSED ACTIVITY 

 
PROPOSED PARTNERS 

 
PROPOSED 
TIMELINE 

PROPOSED OUTCOME MEASUREMENT 
(Qualitative and/or quantitative) 

2010 RESULTS 
(to be completed when submitting 2010 Annual 

Report) 
6. Support Recycling Goal ‐ Attain a level of waste 

reduction, reuse, and recycling that supports 
Dakota Counties 2010 recycling goal to increase 
residential recycling by two percent (as part of 
the countywide recycling goal of 50%   focusing 
efforts on new and existing residences and drop‐
off events. 
 

4       
 
 

7. Curbside Recycling Materials ‐ Continue the 
curbside recycling of the following materials: 
newspaper, magazines, mixed mail, corrugated 
cardboard, steel/aluminum cans, glass 
containers, and plastic containers with a neck. 
 

4        
 
 

8. Multi‐family Recycling ‐ Assure recycling service 
is available  in all multi‐family buildings that 
includes all recyclables collected through the 
curbside collection program. 
 

4       
 

 

9. Waste Collection Service ‐ Promote 
implementation activities that comply and 
enhance State law that requires all residences to 
have waste collection service.   
 

4        
 

 

10. Enhanced Operations.  Plan for expanding or 
enhancing solid waste or recycling management 
operations in 2010. 
 

4       

 
B. TOTAL POINTS      (add 6 – 10)                   =  

(20 points total) 

 
__20_ Points 
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C. Education –Responsibilities.  Identify and describe the proposed that your community will undertake in the current application year in each of the following mandated areas.   
 

 
EDUCATION RESPONSIBILITY 

 

 
POINTS 

 
PROPOSED ACTIVITY 

 
PROPOSED 
PARTNERS 

 
PROPOSED 
TIMELINE 

PROPOSED OUTCOME 
MEASUREMENT 

(Qualitative and/or quantitative) 

2010 RESULTS 
(to be completed when submitting 2010 

Annual Report) 
11. Recycling Communication to Households ‐ Produce at 

least one electronic (when applicable) and written media 
communication and distribute to every new and existing 
household, including multi‐family buildings with Rethink 
Recycling messages as a top priority.   
 

5  Materials on the City’s web site and published in 
newsletter 

ongoing     
 
 

12. Household Hazardous Waste Communication to 
Households ‐ Produce at least one electronic (when 
applicable) and written media communication and 
distribute to every new and existing household, 
including multi‐family buildings with The Recycling Zone 
messages as a top priority.   
 

5  Materials on the City’s web site and published in 
newsletter 

ongoing      
 
 

13. Program Messages ‐ Support and promote the region’s 
Solid Waste Coordination Board and Solid Waste Master 
Plan integrated solid waste management program 
messages. 
 

5  Materials on the City’s web site and published in 
newsletter 

ongoing     
 

 

14. Website/pages for Recycling and Household Hazardous 
Waste Management. Maintain community’s with solid 
waste pages that link to 
http://www.co.dakota.mn.us/EnvironmentRoads/defaul
t.htm .  Topic(s) must be consistent with the annual work 
plan process.   
 

5   Materials on the City’s web site and published in 
newsletter 

 ongoing   
 

 

 
C. TOTAL POINTS     (add 11 – 14)                  =  

                        ( 20 points total) 

 
 

__20___Points 
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D. Education – Choose Any Five (5).  Identify and describe the proposed that your community will undertake in the current application year. The community chooses to complete any five activities. 
 

EDUCATION RESPONSIBILITY  
 

 
POINTS 

(8 pts each) 

 
PROPOSED ACTIVITY 

 
PROPOSED PARTNERS 

 
PROPOSED 
TIMELINE 

 
PROPOSED OUTCOME MEASUREMENT 

(Qualitative and/or quantitative) 

2010 RESULTS 
(to be completed when submitting 2010 Annual 

Report) 
15. Make presentation(s) to city employees 

(minimum of 10) regarding a government 
leadership activity.  Topic(s) must be consistent 
with the annual work plan process. 

8       
 
 

16. Provide environmental education to 
community group(s) (minimum of 10 people.) 
Topic(s) must be consistent with the annual 
work plan.   

 

8        
 
 

17. Provide environmental education in schools or 
other public entities (minimum of 10 people), 
with schools a top priority. Topic(s) must be 
consistent with the annual work plan.   

 

8       
 

 

18. Sponsor a community event for Earth Day (if 
attended by over 100 people – counts as two. 

 

 
 

      
 

 
19. Sponsor a community event for America 

Recycles Day (if attended by over 100 people ‐ 
counts as two). 

      

20. Sponsor a community event for Pollution 
Prevention Week (if attended by over 100 
people – counts as two). 

 

      

21. Provide recycling at community sponsored 
event or festival, including recycling containers 
and recycling labels. 

 

8      

22. Rethink Recycling –In addition to completing 
mandated education activity #11, incorporate 
an additional electronic and/or printed 
materials provided by the regional Rethink 
Recycling campaign into communications 
distributed in your community. 

 

8      

23. The Recycling Zone ‐ In addition to completing 
mandated education activity #12, incorporate 
an additional electronic and/or printed 
materials provided by the region’s Rethink 
Recycling campaign into communications 
distributed in your community. 

 

8      

24. Enhanced Education Plan for expanding or 
enhancing internal or external education or 
promotional efforts in 2010. 

 

      

 
D. TOTAL POINTS     (Add 15 ‐ 24)                = 

                   ( 40 points total) 

 
___40__ Points 
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E. Performance- Based Funding.  The Community Funding program is performance-based, meaning payments for expenditures will be awarded based on points received for proposed activities in the 2010 Work Plan. Total the points from 
each activity your community proposed to undertake in 2010.   

 
PERFORMANCE‐BASED BASE FUNDING TOTAL POINTS  

(add total points for A + B + C + D)         =       
 
                       (100 points total) 

 
 
_100__ Points 

Adjustments to community payments for expenditures or activities that were not consistent will be based on a point scale and upon the following Performance-Based 
Funding Schedule: 
 

25 points or less =  25% of net eligible costs reimbursed 
26 – 50 Points  50% of net eligible costs reimbursed 
51 – 84 Points =  75% of net eligible costs reimbursed 
85 – 92 Points =  95% of net eligible costs reimbursed 
93 – 100 Points =  100% of net eligible costs reimbursed 
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PART II.  APPLICATION FOR RECYCLING CONTAINER FUNDING 

 

 
The Recycling Container Fund will be used for public area containers. Communities should indicate the number of 
recycling containers anticipated for public area recycling at community and RSWC buildings in the coming funding 
year.   
 
Environmental Management Department staff will arrange for total quantities, ordering, and distribution to 
communities. Communities must provide education to support reuse, reduction, and recycling for users of public 
area recycling containers. 
 

1.  Is your community applying for Recycling Container Funding for public area containers at community or RSWC 
buildings?   

 

Yes   
 

No   x  
 
 
 

If no, skip to next page ‐  PART IV.  APPLICATION FOR LOCAL NEGOTIATED INITIATIVE FUNDING. 
 

2. Quantity.  Number of public space recycling containers requested. 
 
      

 
 
 
 
 

3. Distribution Location.  List the location and address for container delivery.   
 

      
 
 
 
 

4. Distribution Method.  Indicate the distribution method for the containers.  Communities must supply 
environmental education messages (i.e., labels, posters, etc.) that identify the type(s) of materials collected in 
the recycling containers and adhere them to the containers.  
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PART III.  APPLICATION FOR LOCAL NEGOIATED INIATIVE FUNDING 

 

 
1. Is your community applying for Local Negotiated Initiative Funding?   

 

Yes   
 

No   x  
 

 
If no, skip remainder of application for LNIF. 

 
 
Local Negotiated Initiative Funding (LNIF) projects and programs must identify best practices to readily 
implement LNIF efforts in other communities. Eligible LNIF projects include: 

• Provide recycling education and infrastructure in educational institutions.   
• Develop recognition program for businesses that implement waste reduction, reuse and recycling. 
• Develop waste reduction, reuse and recycling education/communication program for businesses. 
• Develop activities to increase residential recycling, including reaching community residents that are 

currently underserved with waste reduction, reuse and recycling messages/activities. 
• Provide reduction, reuse and recycling at community‐sponsored events, such as parades, community 

celebrations, or other short duration events. 
• Facilitate and promote a community service project that promotes waste reduction, reuse and recycling 

(e.g., It’s In the Bag Program). 
• OTHER activity that enhances residential recycling or residential or business participation at The Recycling 

Zone, as negotiated with the Department during the work planning process.   
 
Final Report:  Please note that a Final report for the LNIF project must accompany the opportunities and challenges 
encountered and how the initiative can be replicated in other communities. 
 

1. Please identify the cost and type of LNIF project from the above list of eligible projects that your community 
would like to complete. 

 
Cost:        

 
 

Type of LNIF project:      
 

 
 

2. Please summarize in two or three paragraphs the work that your community would like to perform in this LNIF 
project area. Include a brief description of why you chose the specific project area, including a discussion of the 
community need. 
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3. Briefly describe how the LNIF project will have a long‐term impact for your community.  How do you see this 

work continuing after the LNIF project is complete? 
 

           
   
 
 

4. Local Negotiated Fund Work Plan, for each selected Initiative ‐‐ Describe your community’s proposed plan for 
2010 Local Negotiated Initiative Fund below:   

 
 

 
 

ACTIVITY 
 

PARTNERS 
AND 

RESOURCES 

 
TIMELINE 

 
BUDGET BREAKDOWN 

 
PRE‐MEASUREMENT AND 
POST‐MEASUREMENT 
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PART IV.  2010 BUDGET FOR BASE FUNDING AND 
LOCAL NEGOTIATED INITIATIVE FUNDING 

 
 NOTE: To be considered a complete application, cities must enter estimated costs in appropriate sections of both A.1 & A.2. 
A. 1.   
    
Administrative Costs   County Share ** TOTAL 
    (at $2.00 per HH) Community Share * (County/Community combined) 

Direct Salaries 
18000   6000 24000 

  

Direct Mileage 
   250 250 

  
Direct Membership & Training & 
Subscriptions    350   350 
    
Consultant Services 
and/or Temporary Help       0 
    

Software 
   200   200 

    

Other (List & Describe 
      0 

    

Admin Subtotal   18550 6250 24800 
               
A. 2. 
Promotional/Educational Costs County Share TOTAL 
  (at $2.00 per HH) Community Share * (County/ Community combined) 

Design/Printing Costs 
    6050    5850 

    

Distribution Costs 
    3000    3000 

    

Advertisements 
     600   600 

    

Videos/Billboards 
        0 

    

Promotional Items 
     3500   3500 

    
Special Events (Displays, 
Performance fees)         0 
    

Other (List & Describe) 
        0 

    



 

                                                               Printed on 35% post-consumer recycled content paper 

 

Promo/Ed Subtotal   12950 0 0 
 

B.  Total Budgeted Amount 
31700 6250 37950 

  
C.        2010 Base Funding 
Requested from County ***  31700 0 
  
D.        Total LNIF Amount 
Requested From County      0        0 

*       Communities list city contributions for program in this column, (contributions are not mandated) 
**     Communities must enter budget amounts per line item 
***   Base Funding Request may not exceed the amount authorized by County Board. 
**** Unexpended 2010 Base Fund and LNIFamount may not be carried over to 2011 

Total 2010 Amount Requested **** 31700 
  

 



AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
RESOLUTIONS CALLING FOR HEARING ON PROPOSED ASSESSMENTS AND 
DECLARING COSTS TO BE ASSESSED AND ORDERING PREPARATION OF PROPOSED 
ASSESSMENTS FOR NUISANCE ABATEMENT 2009 
 
Meeting Date: October 12, 2009  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent  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 a resolution calling for a hearing on proposed 
assessments and a resolution declaring the costs to be assessed and ordering the preparation 
of the proposed assessments for 2009 Nuisance Abatement. 
 
SUMMARY The work at the various locations has been completed, the property owners have 
been given the opportunity to submit payment for the work and have not done so. 
 
Staff recommends adopting the attached resolutions calling for a hearing on the proposed 
assessment, declaring the costs to assessed and ordering preparation of the proposed 
assessments for 2009 Nuisance Abatement. 
 
 
 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON PROPOSED SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS 

 
2009 NUISANCE ABATEMENT 

 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
 
Notice is hereby given that the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, MN will meet in the Council 
Chambers at 8150 Barbara Avenue, Inver Grove Heights, MN at 7:30 p.m. on Monday, 
November 9, 2009 to consider, pass upon and levy the proposed special assessments for 
improvements as follows: 
 
2009 Nuisance Abatement 
Various properties were noticed that their properties were out of compliance in a number of 
different aspects; long grass and weeds, refuse, etc. 
 
General Nature of Work 
Lawns were mowed, trees and shrubs were trimmed, refuse was removed, etc. 
 
Total Amount of Proposed Assessment 
The total amount of the proposed special assessments is as follows: 
 
Assessments:  $3,024.54 
 
Proposed Assessments Against Particular Lots, Pieces or Parcels of Land 
The proposed special assessments against the particular properties to be assessed are set 
forth below (to find your tax parcel, check your real estate tax statement): 
 
TAX ID AND ASSESSMENT AMOUNT 
 

205100005000 $372.33 
207115721005 $205.60 
206405008001 $160.76 
208140302000 $387.81 
203640022001 $293.15 
203655004105 $387.81 
207115721005 $1,217.08 

 
Assessment Roll Available for Inspection 
The proposed assessment rolls are now on file for public inspection at the Clerk’s Office, 8150 
Barbara Avenue, Inver Grove Heights, MN.  You are invited to examine the assessment rolls 
prior to the hearing. City offices are open from 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday; 
no appointments are necessary.  The assessment rolls will be available for examination at the 
hearing.  
 
Objections and Appeals 
Written and oral objections will be considered at the hearing. Minnesota Statute, Section 
429.061, states that no appeal may be taken as to the amount of the assessment unless a 
written objection, signed by the affected property owner, is filed with the municipal clerk prior to 
the assessment hearing or presented to the presiding officer at the hearing.  An owner may 
appeal an assessment to the District Court pursuant to Minnesota Statute, Section 429.081, by 
serving notice of the appeal upon the Mayor or the Clerk of the city within thirty (30) days after 
the adoption of the assessment and filing such notice with the District Court within ten (10) days 
after service upon the Mayor or Clerk. 
 



Senior Citizen Deferment 
Under Minnesota Statutes, Section 435.193 to 435.195, the Inver Grove Heights City Council 
may, in its discretion, defer the payment of these special assessments for any homestead 
property owned by a person 65 years of age or older for whom it would be a hardship to make 
the payments.  When deferment of the special assessments has been granted and is terminated 
for any reason provided by law, all amounts accumulated, plus applicable interest, become due.  
Any assessed property owner meeting the requirements of this law and Resolution No. 1864, 
adopted under it, may apply to the City Clerk on the prescribed form for such deferral of 
payment of these special assessments.  If you qualify and wish a deferment, then contact the 
City Clerk. 
 
Authority to Specially Assess 
The proposed assessments are to be levied pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429.  The 
improvements are proposed to be assessed on the basis of the costs incurred to perform the 
work.  The areas, parcels, lots and pieces of property, as specially described herein, are subject 
to said assessments.  The amounts set forth in this Notice are the proposed assessments.  The 
City Council will consider the proposed assessments at the meeting and may levy the 
assessments at the meeting or at a later date.  The City Council may levy and adopt special 
assessments that are the same or different than the proposed amounts. 
 
Payment of Special Assessments 
Once the special assessments are levied and adopted, the special assessments will be certified 
to the Dakota County Auditor to be extended on the property tax lists for collection with real 
estate taxes.  Prior to this certification, however, the property owner may prepay the entire 
amount of the special assessment without any interest thereon provided the prepayment is 
received within 30 days after levy and adoption of the special assessments by the City Council.  
If the property owner wishes to prepay the special assessments without any interest, then such 
payment must be made to the City of Inver Grove Heights at City Hall, 8150 Barbara Avenue, 
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077.  Partial prepayment of the special assessment is not presently 
allowed under City ordinances; the prepayment, without interest must be for the entire amount 
of the special assessments. 
 
If prepayment is not received within thirty (30) days after the special assessments are levied 
and adopted by the City Council, then: 
 

(a) The total principal amounts of the special assessments are divided into an equal 
number of annual installments.  The proposed number of annual installments is three 
(3).  The number of annual installments will be decided by the City Council when the 
special assessments are levied. 

 
(b) The principal amounts of the special assessments shall bear interest at the rate 

determined by the City Council when the special assessments are levied.  The 
proposed rate is 8% 

 
(c) Interest begins to accrue from the date the special assessments are levied. 

 
(d) The annual principal installments, together with interest accrued on the unpaid 

balance, are due and payable together with real estate taxes. 
 

(e) Interest on the entire special assessments, from the date of levy to December 31st of 
the year in which the first installment is payable, is added to the first principal 
installment.  The first installment will be due and payable in 2010. 

 
(f) If in the future the property owner wishes to pay off the remaining balance of the 

assessments, then Minnesota Statute, Section 429.061, Subdivision 3, provides that 
such payment may be made to the City Treasurer, together with interest accrued to 



December 31st of the year in which payment is made as long as payment is made 
prior to November 15th; if the pay off occurs after November 15th, then interest for the 
next year is also added.  

 
If the adopted assessments differ from the proposed assessments as to any particular lot, piece 
or parcel of land, then the City will mail to the owner a notice stating the amount of the adopted 
assessments.  Owners will also be notified, by mail, if the City Council adopts any changes in 
the interest rate or prepayment requirements from those contained in this Notice of Hearing. 
 
 
 
 
       ___________________________________ 
       Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 
 
PUBLISH: Sunday, October 19, 2009 
 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION CALLING FOR HEARING ON SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS 

 
CITY PROJECT NUISANCE ABATEMENT 2009 

 
RESOLUTION NO.  _________ 

 
WHEREAS, by a resolution of the City Council on Monday October 12, 2009, the City Clerk was 
directed to prepare proposed assessments of the costs of abatement as follows: 
 
2009 Nuisance Abatement 
 
WHEREAS, the City Clerk has notified the City Council that such assessments have been 
completed and filed in the City Clerk’s office for public inspection. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE 
HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA THAT: 
 

1. A hearing shall be held on the November 9, 2009, in the City Council Chambers, 
8150 Barbara Avenue at 7:30 p.m., to pass upon the proposed assessments; and, at 
such time and place, all persons owning property affected by such improvements 
shall be given an opportunity to be heard with reference to such assessments. 

 
2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to cause a notice of hearing on the proposed 

assessments to be published once in the official newspaper and to be mailed to the 
owner of each parcel described in the assessment roll. 

 
Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 12th day of October 2009. 
 
AYES: 
NAYS: 
 
 
 
       ___________________________________ 
       George Tourville, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 
 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION DECLARING COSTS TO BE ASSESSED AND ORDERING PREPARATION 

OF PROPOSED ASSESSMENTS 
 

CITY PROJECT NUISANCE ABATEMENT 2009 
 

RESOLUTION NO.  _________ 
 
WHEREAS, the City Clerk was directed to prepare proposed assessments of the costs of the 
improvements as follows: 
 
2009 Nuisance Abatement 
 
WHEREAS, the total final project cost is $3,024.54 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE 
HEIGHTS THAT: 
 

1. The amount to be specially assessed for City Project Nuisance Abatement 2009 is 
hereby declared to be $3,024.54. 

 
2. The City Clerk with the assistance of the Assistant City Administrator, shall forthwith 

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

 
Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 12th day of October 2009. 
 
AYES: 
NAYS: 
 
 
 
        _____________________________ 
        George Tourville, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 



AGENDA ITEM ___________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
SCHEDULE SPECIAL MEETING 
 
Meeting Date: October 12, 2009  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent X None 
Contact: Jenelle Teppen, Asst. City Admin  Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by:   Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: n/a  FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
   Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Schedule special meeting.   
 
SUMMARY Staff requests that the Council set a special 2010 budget work session on 
Monday, November 2, 2009 at 6:00 p.m. in the Administrative Conference Room at City Hall. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



AGENDA ITEM 4L 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 
SCHEDULE HEARING TO CONSIDER IMPOSITION OF AN ADMINISTRATIVE PENALTY  
FOR ILLEGAL SALE OF ALCOHOL BY KLADEK, INC. dba KING OF DIAMONDS  

Meeting Date: October 12, 2009   Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent  x None 

Contact: 651.450.2513   Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Melissa Rheaume   Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: N/A   FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED: 

Schedule hearing on November 9, 2009 at 7:30 p.m. to consider the imposition of an 
administrative penalty for illegal sale of alcohol.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  
 

AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 
PERSONNEL ACTIONS 
 
Meeting Date: October 12, 2009  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:  Dan Grasz, Kassie Kuehl, Cheyenne 
Anderson, Nathan Briquet, Carlynn Fitzgerald, Kaitlyn Steffes, Ryan Wakefield, Becky 
Steinberg, Jimmy Morris, and Joshua Paulson. 
 
Please confirm the employment of:  Brian Brandt and Nicholas Vars as Fire Captains Station 1 
and Station 3. 
 
Please confirm the termination of employment of:  Nancy Verby, Customer Service Specialist, 
Jon Lerbs and Scott Wood, Fire Captains, will remain Firefighters. 
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Case No. 09-25WAV J

Subject Site

Legend

A, Agricultural

E-1, Estate (2.5 ac.)

E-2, Estate (1.75 ac.)

R-1A, Single Family (1.0 ac.)

R-1B, Single Family (0.5 ac.)

R-1C, Single Family (0.25 ac.)

R-2, Two-Family

R-3A, 3-4 Family

R-3B, up to 7 Family

R-3C, > 7 Family

R-4, Mobile Home Park

B-1, Limited Business

B-2, Neighborhood Business

B-3, General Business

B-4, Shopping Center

OP, Office Park

PUD, Planned Unit Development

OFFICE PUD

Comm PUD, Commercial PUD

MF PUD, Multiple-Family PUD

I-1, Limited Industrial

I-2, General Industrial

P, Public/Institutional

Surface Water

ROW
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Exhibit A
Zoning and Location Map

Site Location

Zoning Districts

A, Agricultural

E-1, Estate (2.5 ac.)

E-2, Estate (1.75 ac.)

R-1A, Single Family (1.0 ac.)

R-1B, Single Family (0.5 ac.)

R-1C, Single Family (0.25 ac.)

R-2, Two-Family

R-3A, 3-4 Family

R-3B, up to 7 Family

R-3C, > 7 Family

R-4, Mobile Home Park

B-1, Limited Business

B-2, Neighborhood Business

B-3, General Business

B-4, Shopping Center

OP, Office Park

PUD, Planned Unit Development

OFFICE PUD

Comm PUD, Commercial PUD

MF PUD, Multiple-Family PUD

I-1, Limited Industrial

I-2, General Industrial

P, Public/Institutional

Surface Water
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Sheehan/Woods Request
Case No. 09-27V
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Zoning Map

C
O

N
C

O
R

D
 B

L
V

D

Subject Site















































































AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 
 
Meeting Date: October 12, 2009  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type:   None 

Contact:  X Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Joe Lynch, City Administrator  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
Consider cost of living compensation adjustment for 2009 for City Administrator. 
 
SUMMARY 
The Council had directed staff to look at the results of the first half tax collections, delinquent tax 
collections, building permit revenue and investment income before making a recommendation 
on cost of living compensation adjustment for all Non-Union employees for 2009.  As Council 
will recall, all Union employees received an adjustment as of January 1, 2009. 
 
Three of the four revenue sources showed that we are strong in the tax revenue collections and 
steady with building permit revenue.  The City will be well down in the investment income 
received in 2009 as compared to last year, but this is the smallest of the four revenue sources of 
the city. 
 
Council directed the Administrator to proceed with a 3% C.O.L.A. for all non-union employees 
retroactive to January 1, 2009.  Unfortunately, the list that was presented to the Council was 
one taken from that prepared for the purpose of making a final decision on the Compensation 
and Classification Study conducted in 2007.  At that time Council directed that the City 
Administrator position not be included in the list for a variety of reasons. 
 
At this time, a request has been made to include the City Administrator position in your most 
recent decision to give all non-union positions a compensation adjustment retroactive to 
January 1, 2009. 
 
The City Administrator will receive a performance Review by the City Council , as we have done 
annually for the last two years, and any compensation adjustment for 2010 will be made at the 
same time that a decision is made for all other employees. 
 
 
 



AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
Consider Approval of Heritage Village Park Seeding Work 
 

 
 
Meeting Date: October 12, 2009  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Regular Agenda X None 

Contact: Mark Borgwardt  Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Mark Borgwardt  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: Eric Carlson  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
Recommend Council approval to hire Central Landscaping in the amount of $33,695 and 
Bonestroo in the amount of $5,989 as outlined below.   
 
Items 1-4 Central Landscaping $33,695 + tax 
Item 5 Bonestroo $5,989 + tax 

Total  $39,684.00 + tax 
 
SUMMARY 
On September 14, 2009 the Council reviewed an item related to Heritage Village Park that 
addressed planting of trees and establishment of ground cover.  The Council approved a low 
quote for the planting of trees from Gerten’s in the amount of $42,700.  The Council also 
reviewed a “budget” number for the remaining seeding work for Heritage Village Park in the 
amount of $39,087.  After further research with our consultant Emmons and Olivier Resources 
(EOR) we are modifying the seed mixture, mulch specifications, and have determined that rock 
picking will also be necessary.  The actual quotes are as follows:   
 

Item Description of work Central Heikes  

1 Railroad berm seeding with Mn DOT 350 mix and Flexterra 
mulch on approx. 3.5 Acres 

 
$16,100 

 
$21,700 

2 Rock rake rocks 2” and greater rock on approx. 23 Acres $8,050 $6,900 

3 MN DOT Type 3 mulch on approx. 23 Acres $8,050 $5,114.51 

4 Disc anchoring on approx. 23 Acres $1,495 $1,253.50 

 Total $33,695.00 $34,968.01 

 

Item Description of work Bonestroo Central Heikes  

5 Installation of MN DOT 350 seed mix on 
Approx. 23 acres 

 
$5,989.00 

 
$11,132.75 

 
$10,511.00 
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