INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
—-REVISED-
MONDAY, OCTOBER 12, 2009
8150 BARBARA AVENUE
7:30 P.M.

. CALL TO ORDER

. ROLL CALL

. PRESENTATIONS:

A.

HIN1 Response Plan - Lt. Larry Stanger

. 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.
B.

C.

J.

K.
L.

M. Personnel Actions

Minutes - September 28, 2009 Regular Council Meeting

Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending October 7, 2009

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

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

Change Order No. 2 and Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2008-09F, Salem Hills
Farm Street Reconstruction/Mill and Overlay

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

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

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

Adopt Resolution Approving the Dakota County 2010 Community Funding Application for
Waste Abatement Activities

Approve Resolutions Calling for Hearing on Proposed Assessments and Declaring Costs
to be Assessed and Ordering Preparation of Proposed Assessments for Nuisance
Abatement 2009

Schedule Special Council Meeting

Schedule Hearing for Liquor License Violation




. 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.

. PUBLIC HEARINGS:

. 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

i) 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/WOOQDS; 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 (66t 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
Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2007-17, Clark Road Extension Improvements

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

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

C
D. Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2008-11, Southern Sanitary Sewer System, East Segment
F
G
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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, BKYV, 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 81°% 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%

i) 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
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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 90" Street:
i) Waiver of Plat to create two parcels from the existing one tax parcel
i) 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 90™ 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 90"
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 90" 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 90™ 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 2".

Motion by Madden, seconded by Klein, to extend the 60 day application deadline to December 2"
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Ayes: 5
Nays: O 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 humber 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 4B

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 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 September 25, 2009
to October 7, 2009.

SUMMARY

Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending
October 7, 2009. The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo.

General & Special Reveune $119,407.17
Debt Service & Capital Projects 907,098.67
Enterprise & Internal Service 151,265.49
Escrows 4,982.62
Grand Total for All Funds $1,182,753.95

If you have any questions about any of the disbursements on the list, please call Vickie Gray,
Accounting Technician at 651-450-2515 or Cathy Shea, Asst. Finance Director at 651-450-
2521.

Attached to this summary for your action is a resolution approving the disbursements for the
period September 25, 2009 to October 7, 2009 and the listing of disbursements requested for
approval.



DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA
RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE
PERIOD ENDING OCTOBER 7, 2009

WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending October 7, 2009 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 $ 119,407.17
Debt Service & Capital Projects 907,098.67
Enterprise & Internal Service 151,265.49
Escrow 4,982.62
Grand Total for All Funds 182,753.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 12th day of October, 2009.
Ayes:

Nays:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk
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AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Pay Voucher No. 3 for National Guard Gymnasium Floor Replacement

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Consent Agenda None
Contact: Eric Carlson 651.450.2587 X | Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Eric Carlson Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Eric Carlson — Parks & Recreation FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Approve pay voucher No. 3 for the 2009 National Guard Gymnasium Floor Replacement.

SUMMARY

The City Council approved hiring Haldeman-Homme, Inc. on March 9, 2009 to replace the
existing gymnasium floor in the National Guard Armory. The contractor is requesting payment
of work completed to date. The project is funded in the 2009 VMCC operating budget in the
amount of $103,427 with 50% of this cost being paid for by the Minnesota State Armory Building
Commission (MSABC).

On July 27", the Council approved a change order in the amount of $54,345 to install an epoxy
product on the floor to address excessive moisture issues. The change order was funded by
the City’s Facility Fund. The National Guard increased their contribution on the project from
$75,000 to $90,000.




CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
CONSTRUCTION PAYMENT VOUCHER

ESTIMATE NO. 3

DATE: Qctober 6, 2009

PERIOD ENDING: September 30, 2009

CONTRACT: National Guard Gymnasium Floor Replacement
PROJECT NO: NA

TO: Haldeman-Homme, Inc.
430 Industrial Blvd.
Minneapolis, MN 55413

A, Original Comract AMOUNL..........cococecerirvevnririiererereree s resesererersssenensssssssseses $103,427
B. Total Addition (Change Order NO. 1) ....ocicrinicerennaneseeeeese e rasseenesenens $54,345
C.  Total DedUCHONS ....coierriierceerririenintereeeireeeetenssensteenessesassarssrsessssassassessssensessssessassesens NA
D.  TOTAL CONTRACT AMOUNT .....oovtiiireineisiinrsneesessessessesssassssssssasssssassansans $157,772
E. TOTAL VALUE OF WORK TO DATE ...cccveiiireieriirrercese e — $157,772
F.  LESS RETAINED 5% ..ccoritiirenrinererisisniee st asssessssssssnssssssanans $7,888.60
G.  Less Previous Payment.........ccieeieneciesiesesesieieie e sesteses s st esesseneas $144,753.40
H. TOTAL APPROVED FOR PAYMENT THIS VOUCHER...........ccceveenene. $5,130.00
L TOTAL PAYMENTS INCLUDING THIS VOUCHER........ccccecvevrrernnnen. $149,883.40
APPROVALS:

Pursuant to our figld observations, [ hereby recommend for payment the above stated amount for
work performed #yough September 30, 2009.

-5~ 067
Date

Signed by:

Signed by:

George Tourville, Mayor Date




AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Pay Voucher No. 4 for City Project No. 2008-18 — Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation

Meeting Date: ~ October 12, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Consent None
Contact: Jenelle Teppen, Asst City Admin Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Q? Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: Project Fund

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Consider Pay Voucher No. 4 for City Project No. 2008-18 — Public
Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation.

SUMMARY  The contract was awarded in an amount of $11,501,900 to Shaw Lundquist Associates
on April 27, 2009 for the project identified above. It has been subsequently amended with change
orders one and two for a total contract amount now of $11,612,453.00

The contractor has completed the work through September 30, 2009 in accordance with the contract
plans and specifications. A 5% retainage will be maintained until the project is completed.

Staff recommends approval of Pay Voucher No. 4 in the amount of $411,819.30 to Shaw Lundquist
Associates for work on City Project No. 2008-18 — Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation.

Attachment: Pay Voucher No. 4



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
CONSTRUCTION PAYMENT VOUCHER

ESTIMATE NO: 4 (Four)

DATE: October 5, 2009

PERIOD ENDING:  September 30, 2009

CONTRACT: Public Safety Addition City Hall Renovation
PROJECT NO: 2008-18 — Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation

TO:  Shaw Lundquist Associates
2757 West Service Road
Saint Paul, MN 55121

Original Contract AMOuUNt . . . . . .. ... e $11,501,900

Total AdditioN . . . ..o e $110,553.00
Total Deduction . . .. ... e $0.00
Total Contract AMOUNT . . . . . oo $11,612,453
Total Value of Workto Date . . . . ... e $1,348,624
Less Retained (5%) - . - o oo i $67,431.20
Less Previous Payment . . .. ... e $0.00
Total Approved for Payment this Voucher . . ... ... ... . . .. . . . $411,819.30
Total Payments including this Voucher . ... ... .. . $1,281,192.80
Approvals:

Pursuant to field observation, and approval by the Architect and Owner’s Representative, | hereby
recommend for payment the above stated amount for work performed through September 30, 2009.

Signed by: October 12, 2009
Jenelle Teppen, Assistant City Administrator
Signed by:
Shaw Lundquist Associates Date
Signed by: October 12, 2009

George Tourville, Mayor



APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT AIA DOCUMENT G702 PAGE ONE OF 11 PAGES
TO OWNER: City of Inver Grove Heights PROJECT: Public Safety Addition APPLICATION NO: 04 Distribution to:

8150 Barbara Avenue and City Hall Remodel OWNER

Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077 8150 Barbara Ave. APPLICATION DATE: September 25,2009 |  |ARCHITECT

Inver Grove Hts, MN PERIOD TO: September 30,2009 [ |CONTRACTOR

FROM CONTRACTOR: VIA ARCHITECT: BKV Group, Inc. ]

Shaw-Lundquist Associates, Inc. 9477y 222 North Second Street

Remit to: SDS 12-0699 Box 86 Minneapolis, MN 55401 PROJECT NOS: #1643.01

Minneapolis, MN 55486

CONTRACT FOR: Gerneral Construction CONTRACT DATE: May 19, 2009

CONTRACTOR'S APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT

Application is made for payment, as shown below, in connection with the Contract.
Continuation Sheet, AIA Document G703, is attached.

1. ORIGINAL CONTRACT SUM $ 11,501,900.00
2. Net change by Change Orders $ 110,553.00
3. CONTRACT SUM TO DATE (Line | =2) $ 11,612,453.00
4. TOTAL COMPLETED & STORED TO $ 1,348,624.00
DATE  (Column G on G703)
5. RETAINAGE:
a.__ 5 % of Completed Work $ 67,431.20
(Column D + E on G703)
b. % of Stored Material $
(Column F on G703)
Total Retainage (Lines 5a + 5b or
Total in Column I of G703) $ 67,431.20
6. TOTAL EARNED LESS RETAINAGE $ 1,281,192.80
(Line 4 Less Line 5 Total)
7. LESS PREVIOUS CERTIFICATES FOR
PAYMENT (Line 6 from prior Certificate) $ 869,373.50
8. CURRENT PAYMENT DUE $ 411,819.30
9. BALANCE TO FINISH, INCLUDING RETAINAGE $ 10,331,260.20
(Line 3 less Line 6)
CHANGE ORDER SUMMARY ADDITIONS DEDUCTIONS
Total changes approved
in previous months by Owner $88,184.00
Total approved this Month $22,369.00
TOTALS $110,553.00 $0.00
NET CHANGES by Change Order $110,553.Q0

The undersigned Contractor certifies that to the best of the Contractor's knowledge,
information and belief the Work covered by this Application for Payment has been
completed in accordance with the Contract Documents, that all amounts have been paid by
the Contractor for Work for which previous Certificates for Payment were issued and
payments received from the Owner, and that current payment shown herein is now due.

CONTRACTOR: LUNDQUIST ASSOCIATES, INC.

By: Date: October 1, 2009

Thomas J. goﬂwﬂw - Vice President
State of: Minnesota County of: CYNTHIA MARIE g@.ﬁmﬁ
Subscribed and w&oE to ,ummoa me this Ist  dayof G D\ - Notary Public-State of WEnrasot)) !
Notary Huccrnk\ vam lm\~ G/~ & iy noBBJw_Mn m&x%mm_m
My Commissid Xpires: . January 31, Z
/ ~3 j=Ao L]

In accordance with the Contract Documents, based on on-site observations and the data
comprising the application, the Architect certifies to the Owner that to the best of the
Architect's knowledge, information and belief the Work has progressed as indicated,

the quality of the Work is in accordance with the Contract Documents, and the Contractor
is entitled to payment of the AMOUNT CERTIFIED.

s 4,%0.%

(Amtach explanation if amount certified differs from the amount applied. Initial all figures on this
Application and onthg Continuation Sheet that are changed to conform with the amount certified.)

ARCHITECT:
By: / Date: B\ m\\A

This Certificate is not v.m otiable. '/he AMOUNT CERTIFIED is payable o:q to So
Contractor named herein{Issuange, payment and acceptance of payment are without
prejudice to any rights ofthe O#vner or Contractor under this Contract.

AMOUNT CERTIFIED

AlA DOCUMENT G702 - APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT - 1992 EDITION - AIA® - © 1992

THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS, 1735 NEW YORK AVE., N.W., WASHINGTON, DC 20006-5292

Users may obtain validation of this document by requesting a completed AIA Document D401 - Certification of Document's Authenticity from the Licensee.



CONTINUATION SHEET

AIA DOCUMENT G703

PAGE 2 OF 11 PAGES

AIA Document G702, APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT, containing APPLICATION NO: 04
Contractor's signed certification is attached. APPLICATION DATE:  September 25, 2009
In tabulations below, amounts are stated to the nearest dollar. _ PERIOD TO: September 30, 2009
Use Column I on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. OWNER'S PROJECT NO: #1643.01
A B C D E F G _ H 1
ITEM DESCRIPTION OF WORK SCHEDULED WORK COMPLETED MATERIALS TOTAL % BALANCE RETAINAGE
NO. VALUE FROM PREVIOUS | THIS PERIOD PRESENTLY COMPLETED G+C) TO FINISH (IF VARIABLE
APPLICATION STORED AND STORED (C-G) RATE)
(D+E) (NOT IN TO DATE
DORE) (D+E+F)
PHASE 1
01010 |Mobilization/Project Setup 14,676.00 14,676.00 14,676.00 100.00%
01020 |[Supervision & Project Management 259,344.00 64,836.00 21,612.00 86,448.00 33.33% 172,896.00
01030 |Layout & misc. survey 6,180.00 4,000.00 4,000.00 64.72% 2,180.00
01040 |Performance Bonds 79,857.00 79,857.00 79,857.00 100.00%
01050 |[General liability insurance 30,480.00 30,480.00 30,480.00 100.00%
01060 |Enclosed building heat,electric,misc. utilitig 56,880.00 7,000.00 5,000.00 12,000.00 21.10% 44,880.00
01070 [equipment rentals,small tools 6,138.00 1,534.00 512.00 2,046.00 33.33% 4,092.00
01080 |Safety and enclosures 4,614.00 1,500.00 500.00 2,000.00 43.35% 2,614.00
01090 |Temporary Fence 15,750.00 15,750.00 15,750.00 100.00%
01100 {Project Sign 688.00 0.00% 688.00
01110 |Toilets/Trailers/Telephone 14,700.00 3,675.00 1,225.00 4,900.00 33.33% 9,800.00
01120 |Dumpsters/general cleaning 35,664.00 8,916.00 2,972.00 11,888.00 33.33% 23,776.00
01130 |Punchlist/final Cleaning/project closeout/QJ 10,545.00 0.00% 10,545.00
312300 |excavation work 230,287.00 111,965.00 54,000.00 165,965.00 72.07% 64,322.00
32 1206 |plant mixed asphalt pavement, porous asph: 68,910.00 15,000.00 15,000.00 21.77% 53,910.00
32 1314 Jconcrete walks,median and driveways 26,400.00 0.00% 26,400.00
32 1613 {concrete curb & gutter 27,162.00 0.00% 27,162.00
32 3241 |Landscape,irrigation,retaining walls 100,980.00 0.00% 100,980.00
33 1000 |site utilities 123,000.00 88,500.00 10,000.00 98,500.00 80.08% 24,500.00
02 4119 |selective demolition for remodeling 47,900.00 5,000.00 5,000.00 10.44% 42,500.00
03 2000 |concrete reinforcing steel 29,635.00 19,500.00 6,000.00 25,500.00 86.05% 4,135.00
03 2001 |reinforcing steel labor 24,000.00 10,500.00 9,500.00 20,000.00 83.33% 4,000.00
03 3000 |cast-in-place concrete 368,285.00 29,000.00 63,070.00 92,070.00 25.00% 276,215.00
03 3510 |polished concrete 17,856.00 0.00% 17,856.00
Page Totals 1,599,931.00 480,939.00 205,141.00 0.00 686,080.00 913,851.00 0

Users may obtain validation of this document by requesting of the license a completed AIA Document D401 - Certification of Document's Authenticity

AIA DOCUMENT G703 - CONTINUATION SHEET FOR G702 - 1992 EDITION - AIA® - © 1992
THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS, 1735 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006-5232

G703-1992




CONTINUATION SHEET AIA DOCUMENT G703 PAGE 3OF 11 PAGES

AlA Document G702, APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT, containing APPLICATION NO: 04
Contractor's signed certification is attached. APPLICATION DATE: September 25, 2009
In tabulations below, amounts are stated to the nearest dollar. PERIOD TOQ: September 30, 2009
Use Column [ on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. OWNER'S PROJECT NO: #1643.01
A B c D | E F G H 1
ITEM DESCRIPTION OF WORK SCHEDULED WORK COMPLETED MATERIALS TOTAL % BALANCE RETAINAGE
NO. v VALUE FROM PREVIOUS | THIS PERIOD PRESENTLY COMPLETED (G+C) TO FINISH (IF VARIABLE
APPLICATION STORED AND STORED (C-G) RATE)
(D +E) (NOTIN TO DATE
D ORE) (D+E+F)

04 2000 |unit masonry,precast arch. Concrete 510,606.00 45,000.00 33,400.00 78,400.00 15.35% 432,206.00

05 5000 |Steel, Misc. Metal Materials 260,991.00 260,991.00 260,991.00 100.00%

05 5001 |Steel, Misc. Metal Labor 119,400.00 . 90,000.00 90,000.00 75.38% 29,400.00

06 1053 |miscellaneous carpentry 27,570.00 0.00% 27,570.00

06 4100 |architectural ‘woodwork 117,456.00 0.00% 117,456.00

064101 ?.oESoEHw_ woodwork Labor 31,491.00 0.00% 31,491.00

07 1326 |hot-fluid applied asphalt waterproofing 18,000.00 5,000.00 5,000.00 10,000.00 55.56% 8,000.00

07 2726 |moisture barrier 23,700.00 0.00% 23,700.00

07 4213 |metal panels 78,233.00 0.00% 78,233.00

07 5400 |Roofing,sheetmtal flashing & trim 137,780.00 0.00% 137,780.00

07 9200 |[joint sealers. 15,306.00 0.00% 15,306.00

07 9513 |expansion joint cover assemblies 5,667.00 0.00% 5,667.00

08 1113 [HM doors, wood doors, finish hardware 151,596.00 0.00% 151,596.00

08 3113 |access panels 2,483.00 0.00% 2,483.00

08 3313 |coiling counter doors,grilles,four fold doors 34,297.00 - 0.00% 34,297.00

08 4423 |glazed aluminum curtainwalls,glazing 569,040.00 0.00% 569,040.00

08 7115 {automatic door operators 3,130.00 0.00% 3,130.00

08 9100 {louver and vents 18,935.00 0.00% 18,935.00

09 2900 | Drywall,mtl framing, fireproofing,plaster 337,800.00 0.00% 337,800.00

09 3100 |tile 30,710.00 0.00% 30,710.00

09 5123 Jacoustical tile ceilings & wall panels 97,602.00 0.00% 97,602.00

09 6723 |resinous flooring 4,977.00 0.00% 4,977.00

09 6813 |carpet tile & resilient flooring, entrance ma 87,156.00 0.00% 87,156.00

09 7750 Ifiberglass reinforced panels 390.00 0.00% 390.00

" Page Totals 2,684,316.00 310,991.00 128,400.00 0.00 439,391.00 2,244,925.00 0

Users may obtain validation of this document by requesting of the license a completed AIA Document D401 - Certification of Document's Authenticity

AlA DOCUMENT G703 - CONTINUATION SHEET FOR G702 - 1992 EDITION - AIA® - © 1992
THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS, 1735 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006-5232 G703-1992



CONTINUATION SHEET

AIA DOCUMENT G703

PAGE 4 OF 11 PAGES

AlA Document G702, APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT, containing APPLICATION NO: 04
Contractor's signed certification is attached. APPLICATION DATE: September 25, 2009
In tabulations below, amounts are stated to the nearest dollar. PERIOD TO: September 30, 2009
Use Column I on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. OWNER'S PROJECT NO: #1643.01
A B C D | E F G H I
ITEM DESCRIPTION OF WORK SCHEDULED WORK COMPLETED MATERIALS TOTAL % BALANCE RETAINAGE
NO. n VALUE FROM PREVIOUS | THIS PERIOD PRESENTLY COMPLETED (G+0O) TO FINISH (IF VARIABLE
APPLICATION STORED AND STORED (C-QG) RATE)
(D+E) (NOT IN TO DATE
. D ORE) (D+E+F)
09 9000 |painting mba,ooma:mm 40,826.00 0.00% 40,826.00
10 1000 |visual display boards 6,872.00 0.00% 6,872.00
10 1413 |interior signdge 3,468.00 0.00% 3,468.00
10 1451 [exterior signagge 5,871.00 0.00% 5,871.00
10 2113 |toilet compartments 10,160.00 0.00% 10,160.00
10 2219 |demountablé partitions 4,499.00 0.00% 4,499.00
10 2800 {toilet accessories 6,852.00 0.00% 6,852.00
10 4413 }fire protection specialties 2,274.00 0.00% 2,274.00
10 5113 {metal lockers 18,413.00 0.00% 18,413.00
10 5114 |police evidence lockers 78,620.00 0.00% 78,620.00
10 5613 |metal storage shelving 12,205.00 0.00% 12,205.00
10 6500 |wire mesh partitons 5,880.00 0.00% 5,880.00
10 7500 |{flagpoles 1,557.00 0.00% 1,557.00
10 9000 |fire department lock boxes 355.00 0.00% 355.00
11 1930 {detention furnishings 70,484.00 11,100.00 11,100.00 15.75% 59,384.00
11 3100 |appliances 5,915.00 0.00% 5,915.00
11 5213 |projection screens 7,146.00 0.00% 7,146.00
12 2413 |roller shades 28,583.00 0.00% 28,583.00
13 4200 |bullet resistant transaction window 10,631.00 0.00% 10,631.00
14 2400 |holed hrydraulic elevators 121,273.00 10,000.00 10,000.00 8.25% 111,273.00
21 0000 |fire suppression 53,823.00 4,000.00 4,000.00 7.43% 49,823.00
22 0000 {Mechanical
22 0001 {Permits/ Mobilize 13,600.00 13,600.00 13,600.00 100.00%
22 0002 |Infloor Heat L. 25,000.00 0.00% 25,000.00
22 0003 {Infloor Heat M 39,000.00 0.00% 39,000.00
22 0004 |Hot Water L 77,663.00 0.00% 77,663.00
22 0005 |Hot Water M 48,274.00 0.00% 48,274.00
22 0006 |Geo Core Piping L 87,350.00 0.00% 87,350.00
22 0007 |Geo Core Piping M 42,800.00 0.00% 42,800.00
- Page Totals 829,394.00 4,000.00 34,700.00 0.00 38,700.00 790,694.00 0
Users may obtain validation of this document by requesting of the license a completed AlA Document D401 - Certification of Document's Authenticity
AlA DOCUMENT G703 GONTINUATION SHEET FOR G702 - 1992 EDITION - AIA® - © 1992
THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS, 1735 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 200065232 G703-1992




CONTINUATION SHEET

AIA DOCUMENT G703 PAGE 5 OF 11 PAGES
AIA Document G702, APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT, containing APPLICATION NO: 04
Contractor's signed certification is attached. APPLICATION DATE: September 25, 2009
In tabulations below, amounts are stated to the nearest dollar. PERIOD TO: September 30, 2009
Use Column I on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. OWNER'S PROJECT NO: #1643.01

A B [ D | E F G H i
ITEM DESCRIPTION OF WORK SCHEDULED WORK COMPLETED MATERIALS TOTAL % BALANCE RETAINAGE
NO. VALUE FROM PREVIOUS | THIS PERIOD PRESENTLY COMPLETED G+0) TO FINISH (IF VARIABLE
APPLICATION STORED AND STORED C-G) RATE)
(D+E) (NOT IN TO DATE
D OR E) (D+E+F)
22 0007 |Heat Pump Piping L 15,000.00 0.00% 15,000.00
22 0008 |Heat Pump EE:m M 9,541.00 0.00% 9,541.00
22 0009 [CUH Radiation L 16,000.00 0.00% 16,000.00
22 0010 |CUH Radiation M 25,000.00 0.00% 25,000.00
22 0011 {Hydronic Pumps L 20,000.00 0.00% 20,000.00
22 0012 |Hydronic Pumps M 45,000.00 0.00% 45,000.00
22 0013 |Hydronic Tank L 10,000.00 0.00% 10,000.00
22 0014 |Hydronic Tank M 20,000.00 0.00% 20,000.00
22 0015 |Condensation L. 14,500.00 0.00% 14,500.00
22 0016 |Condensation M 8,500.00 0.00% 8,500.00
22 0017 {Humidifiers L 10,000.00 0.00% 10,000.00
22 0018 {Humidifiers M 13,000.00 0.00% 13,000.00
22 0019 |Fixtures/ Water Heaters/ Pumps L 49,550.00 0.00% 49,550.00
22 0020 |Fixtures/ Water Heaters/ Pumps M 130,500.00 0.00% 130,500.00
22 0021 Water Vent, RWL, Drains L 86,370.00 10,000.00 10,000.00 11.58% 76,370.00
22 0022 {Water Vent, RWL, Drains M 98,500.00 23,000.00 23,000.00 23.35% 75,500.00
22 0023 {Water Pipe L 50,000.00 0.00% 50,000.00
22 0024 |Water Pipe M 39,680.00 0.00% 39,680.00
22 0025 |Pipe Insulation L 50,700.00 0.00% 50,700.00
22 0026 |Pipe Insulation M 35,400.00 0.00% 35,400.00
22 0027 {HVAC GCs 15,000.00 0.00% 15,000.00
22 0028 {Mobilizatin | 5,000.00 0.00% 5,000.00
22 0029 |Equipment Rental 6,000.00 0.00% 6,000.00
22 0030 |Permit 16,000.00 0.00% 16,000.00
22 0031 {Demo 15,000.00 0.00% 15,000.00
22 0032 |Testing Adjusting and Balancing 25,000.00 0.00% 25,000.00
22 0033 |Duct Insulation 50,000.00 0.00% 50,000.00
22 0034 |Controls 150,000.00 0.00% 150,000.00
22 0035 {Metal Ducts L 205,000.00 0.00% 205,000.00
" Page Totals 1,234,241.00 0.00 33,000.00 0.00 33,000.00 1,201,241.00 0

AIA DOCUMENT G703 - CONTINUATION SHEET FOR G702 + 1992 EDITION - AIA® * © 1992
THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS, 1735 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006-5232

G703-1992




CONTINUATION SHEET

Users may obtain validation of this document by requesting of the license a completed AlA Document D401 - Certification of Document's Authenticity

AIA DOCUMENT G703

PAGE 6 OF 11 PAGES

AJA Document G702, APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT, containing APPLICATION NO: 04
Contractor's signed certification is attached. APPLICATION DATE: September 25, 2009
In tabulations below, amounts are stated to the nearest dollar. PERIOD TO: September 30, 2009
Use Column 1 on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. OWNER'S PROJECT NO: #1643.01
A B C D E F G _ H [
TTEM DESCRIPTION OF WORK SCHEDULED WORK COMPLETED MATERIALS TOTAL % BALANCE RETAINAGE
NO. VALUE FROM PREVIOUS | THIS PERIOD PRESENTLY COMPLETED G+0C) TO FINISH (IF VARIABLE
APPLICATION STORED AND STORED (C-G) RATE)
(D+E) (NOTIN TO DATE
D OR E) (D+E+F)
22 0036 {Metal Ducts .._S 70,000.00 0.00% 70,000.00
22 0037 [Air Duct >n,m. L 25,000.00 0.00% 25,000.00
22 0038 |Air Duct >nn M 13,000.00 0.00% 13,000.00
22 0039 |[HVAC Power Vent. L 10,500.00 0.00% 10,500.00
22 0040 |HVAC Power Vent. M 8,500.00 0.00% 8,500.00
22 0041 |Diffusers, Registers, Grilles L 36,749.00 0.00% 36,749.00
22 0042 |Diffusers, W@.mmmﬁa. Grilles M 37,621.00 0.00% 37,621.00
22 0043 [Modular Indoor Central AHU L 35,860.00 0.00% 35,860.00
22 0044 |Modular Indoor Central AHU M 300,000.00 0.00% 300,000.00
22 0045 |Geothermal L 105,000.00 0.00% 105,000.00
22 0046 |Geothermal M 95,000.00 0.00% 95,000.00
26 0000 |Electrical
26 0001 [Raceway L 106,300.00 4,000.00 4,000.00 3.76% 102,300.00
26 0002 |Raceway M 56,400.00 3,500.00 3,500.00 6.21% 52,900.00
26 0003 [Wire and Cable L 23,600.00 4,000.00 4,000.00 16.95% 19,600.00
26 0004 [Wire and Cable M 84,300.00 2,300.00 2,300.00 2.73% §2,000.00
26 0005 |Distribution L 20,100.00 2,000.00 3,000.00 5,000.00 24.88% 15,100.00
26 0006 |Distribution M 61,500.00 1,000.00 2,000.00 3,000.00 4.88% 58,500.00
26 0007 {Fixtures L 46,700.00 0.00% 46,700.00
26 0008 {Fixtures M 75,800.00 0.00% 75,800.00
26 0009 |Devices L. 10,500.00 0.00% 10,500.00
26 0010 {Devices M 9,300.00 0.00% 9,300.00
26 0011 {Underground L 4,400.00 2,000.00 2,000.00 45.45% 2,400.00
26 0012 |Underground M 9,500.00 3,000.00 3,000.00 31.58% 6,500.00
26 0013 {Permit, Dermrio Mobilize L 9,700.00 4,990.00 1,900.00 6,890.00 71.03% 2,810.00
26 0014 |Permit, Demo Mobilize M 8,700.00 3,910.00 1,800.00 5,710.00 65.63% 2,990.00
26 0015 |Generator L 5,300.00 0.00% 5,300.00
26 0016 [Generator M 237,000.00 0.00% 237,000.00
VNQm Totals 1,506,330.00 30,700.00 8,700.00 0.00 39,400.00 1,466,930.00
Phase 1 Totals 7,854,212.00 826,630.00 409,941.00 0.00 1,236,571.00 15.74% 6,617,641.00
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AlA Document G702, APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT, containing APPLICATION NO: 04
Contractor's signed certification is attached. APPLICATION DATE: September 25, 2009
In tabulations below, amounts are stated to the nearest dollar. PERIOD TO: September 30, 2009
Use Column I on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. OWNER'S PROJECT NO: #1643.01
A B C D E F G H 1
ITEM DESCRIPTION OF WORK SCHEDULED WORK COMPLETED MATERIALS TOTAL % BALANCE RETAINAGE
NO. VALUE FROM PREVIOUS | THIS PERIOD PRESENTLY COMPLETED G+0) TO FINISH (IF VARIABLE
APPLICATION STORED AND STORED C-G) RATE)
(D+E) (NOT IN TO DATE
D ORE) (D+E+F)
PHASE 2
01010 |Mobilization/Project Setup 9,784.00 0.00% 9,784.00
01020 |Supervision & Project Management 172,896.00 0.00% 172,896.00
01030 |Layout & misc. survey 4,120.00 0.00% 4,120.00
01040 |Performance Bonds 53,238.00 0.00% 53,238.00
01050 |General liability insurance 20,320.00 0.00% 20,320.00
01060 |Enclosed building heat,electric,misc. utilitig 37,920.00 0.00% 37,920.00
01070 Jequipment rentals,small tools 4,092.00 0.00% 4,092.00
01080 |Safety and enclosures 3,076.00 0.00% 3,076.00
01090 |Temporary Fence 5,250.00 0.00% 5,250.00
01100 [Project Sign. 458.00 0.00% 458.00
01110 |Toilets/T Haﬁmnm\ﬂa_nwsosn 9,800.00 0.00% 9,800.00
01120 |Dumpsters/general cleaning 23,776.00 0.00% 23,776.00
01130 [Punchlist/final Cleaning/project closeout/Q] 7,030.00 0.00% 7,030.00
31 2300 [excavation work 153,524.00 0.00% 153,524.00
32 1206 |plant mixed asphalt pavement, porous asph: 45,940.00 0.00% 45,940.00
32 1314 |concrete walks,median and driveways 17,600.00 0.00% 17,600.00
32 1613 |concrete curb & gutter 14,422.00 0.00% 14,422.00
32 3241 |Landscape,irrigation,retaining walls 67,320.00 0.00% 67,320.00
33 1000 |site utilities 82,000.00 0.00% 82,000.00
02 4119 |selective demolition for remodeling 31,934.00 0.00% 31,934.00
03 2000 [concrete reinforcing steel 19,757.00 0.00% 19,757.00
03 2001 [reinforcing steel labor 16,000.00 0.00% 16,000.00
03 3000 {cast-in-place concrete 245,524.00 0.00% 245,524.00
03 3510 |polished concrete 11,904.00 0.00% 11,904.00
- Page Totals 1,057,685.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,057,685.00 0

Users may obtain validation of this document by requesting of the license a completed AIA Document D401 - Certification of Document's Authenticity
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AIA Document G702, APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT, containing APPLICATION NO: 04
Contractor's signed certification is attached. APPLICATION DATE: September 25, 2009
In tabulations below, m&ocua are stated to the nearest dollar. PERIOD TO: September 30, 2009
Use Column I on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. OWNER'S PROJECT NO:
A B C D | E F G H 1
ITEM DESCRIPTION OF WORK SCHEDULED WORK COMPLETED MATERIALS TOTAL % BALANCE RETAINAGE
NO. VALUE FROM PREVIOUS | THIS PERIOD PRESENTLY COMPLETED (G+0) TO FINISH (IF VARIABLE
APPLICATION STORED AND STORED (C-QG) RATE)
(D+E) (NOTIN TO DATE
. D OR E) (D+E+F)
04 2000 junit masonry,precast arch. Concrete 340,404.00 0.00% 340,404.00
05 5000 |Steel, Misc. Metal Material 173,994.00 0.00% 173,994.00
05 5001 |[Steel, Misc. Metal Labor 79,600.00 0.00% 79,600.00
06 1053 |miscellaneous carpentry 18,380.00 0.00% 18,380.00
06 4100 |architectural woodwork 78,304.00 0.00% 78,304.00
06 4101 |Architectural woodwork Labor 20,994.00 0.00% 20,994.00
07 1326 |hot-fluid applied asphalt waterproofing 12,000.00 0.00% 12,000.00
07 2726 {moisture dwﬁnn 15,800.00 0.00% 15,800.00
07 4213 {metal panels. 74,815.00 0.00% 74,815.00
07 5400 {Roofing,sheetmtal flashing & trim 54,665.00 0.00% 54,665.00
07 9200 {joint sealers 10,204.00 0.00% 10,204.00
07 9513 |expansion joint cover assemblies 3,778.00 0.00% 3,778.00
08 1113 {HM doors, wood doors, finish hardware 101,064.00 0.00% 101,064.00
08 3113 |access panels 1,655.00 0.00% 1,655.00
08 3313 |coiling counter doors,grilles,four fold doors 51,446.00 0.00% 51,446.00
08 4423 {glazed aluminum curtainwalls,glazing 37,200.00 1,500.00 1,500.00 4.03% 35,700.00
08 7115 |automatic door operators 3,131.00 0.00% 3,131.00
08 9100 {louver and vents 12,623.00 0.00% 12,623.00
09 2900 |Drywall,mtl framing,fireproofing,plaster 225,200.00 0.00% 225,200.00
09 3100 |tile : 16,120.00 0.00% 16,120.00
09 5123 facoustical tile ceilings & wall panels 152,398.00 0.00% 152,398.00
09 6723 |resinous flooring 3,318.00 0.00% 3,318.00
09 6813 |carpet tile & resilient flooring, entrance mat 58,104.00 0.00% 58,104.00
09 7750 {fiberglass reinforced panels 260.00 0.00% 260.00
- Page Totals 1,545,457.00 1,500.00 0.00 0.00 1,500.00 1,543,957.00 0
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AIA Document G702, APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT, containing APPLICATION NO: 04
Contractor's signed certification is attached. APPLICATION DATE: September 25, 2009
In tabulations below, amounts are stated to the nearest dollar. PERIOD TO: September 30, 2009
Use Column I on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. OWNER'S PROJECT NO: #1643.01
A B C D | E F G H 1
ITEM DESCRIPTION OF WORK SCHEDULED WORK COMPLETED MATERIALS TOTAL %o BALANCE RETAINAGE
NO. VALUE FROM PREVIOUS | THIS PERIOD PRESENTLY COMPLETED (G=+0O) TO FINISH (IF VARIABLE
APPLICATION STORED AND STORED (C-QG) RATE)
(D+E) (NOT IN TO DATE
D OR E) (D+E+F)

09 9000 |painting and coatings 35,500.00 0.00% 35,500.00

10 1000 visual display boards 4,581.00 0.00% 4,581.00

10 1413 |interior signage 2,312.00 0.00% 2,312.00

10 1451 |exterior &mn»nwn 3,914.00 0.00% 3,914.00

10 2113 |toilet no:Ew?SnEm 6,773.00 0.00% 6,773.00

10 2219 |demountable partitions 2,999.00 0.00% 2,999.00

10 2800 [toilet accessories 4,568.00 0.00% 4,568.00

10 4413 [fire protection specialties 1,516.00 0.00% 1,516.00

10 5113 |metal lockers 12,276.00 0.00% 12,276.00

10 5114 |police evidence lockers 0.00

10 5613 |metal mﬁoammm shelving 8,136.00 0.00% 8,136.00

10 6500 |wire mesh partitons 3,920.00 0.00% 3,920.00

10 7500 |flagpoles 1,038.00 0.00% 1,038.00

109000 |fire department lock boxes 237.00 0.00% 237.00

11 1930 [detention furnishings 0.00

11 3100 |appliances 3,943.00 0.00% 3,943,00

11 5213 [projection screens 650.00 0.00% 650.00

12 2413 |roller shades 2,602.00 0.00% 2,602.00

13 4200 {bullet resistant transaction window 7,088.00 0.00% 7,088.00

14 2400 |holed hrydraulic elevators 10,000.00 0.00% 10,000.00

210000 |fire suppression 42,163.00 0.00% 42,163.00

22 0000 |Mechanical .

22 0001 |Infloor Heat L 5,000.00 0.00% 5,000.00

22 0002 |Infloor Heat M 4,000.00 0.00% 4,000.00

22 0003 |Hot Water LL 5,500.00 0.00% 5,500.00

22 0004 {Hot Water M 2,500.00 0.00% 2,500.00

22 0005 {Geo Piping L 5,500.00 0.00% 5,500.00

22 0006 [Geo Piping M 4,000.00 0.00% 4,000.00

Page Totals 180,716.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 180,716.00 0
Users may obtain validation of this document by requesting of the license a completed AlA Document D401 - Certification of Document's Authenticity
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AIA DOCUMENT G703 PAGE 10 OF 11 PAGES
AIA Document G702, APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT, containing APPLICATION NO: 04
Contractor's signed certification is attached. APPLICATION DATE: September 25, 2009
In tabulations below, amounts are stated to the nearest dollar. PERIOD TO:  September 30, 2009
Use Column I on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. OWNER'S PROJECT NO: #1643.01
A B C D E F G H I
ITEM DESCRIPTION OF WORK SCHEDULED WORK COMPLETED MATERIALS TOTAL % BALANCE RETAINAGE
NO. VALUE FROM PREVIOUS | THIS PERIOD PRESENTLY COMPLETED (G+0) TO FINISH (IF VARIABLE
APPLICATION STORED AND STORED Cc-G) RATE)
(D+E) (NOTIN TO DATE
D UR E) (D+E+E)
22 0007 |CUH Radiation L 8,000.00 0.00% 8,000.00
22 0008 |CUH Radiation M 4,000.00 0.00% 4,000.00
22 0009 [Plumbing Permit 1,500.00 0.00% 1,500.00
22 0010 [Fixtures/ Water Heaters/ Pumps L 5,000.00 0.00% 5,000.00
22 0011 |Fixtures/ Water Heaters/ Pumps M 11,557.00 0.00% 11,557.00
22 0012 {Water Vent, RWL, Drains L 13,800.00 0.00% 13,800.00
22 0013 |Water Vent, RWL, Drains M 6,139.00 0.00% 6,139.00
22 0014 {Water Pipe _.. 7,000.00 0.00% 7,000.00
22 0015 {Water Pipe M 4,000.00 0.00% 4,000.00
22 0016 {Pipe Insulation L 26,200.00 0.00% 26,200.00
22 0017 |Pipe Insulation M 13,500.00 0.00% 13,500.00
22 0018 |Metal Ducts L. 36,500.00 0.00% 36,500.00
22 0019 |Metal Ducts M 9,500.00 0.00% 9,500.00
22 0020 |Geothermal L 60,614.00 0.00% 60,614.00
22 0021 {Geothermal M 53,420.00 0.00% 53,420.00
26 0000 |Electrical
26 0001 {Raceway L 103,200.00 0.00% 103,200.00
26 0002 {Raceway M 52,600.00 0.00% 52,600.00
26 0003 |Wire and Cable L 26,200.00 0.00% 26,200.00
26 0004 |Wire and Cable M 70,100.00 0.00% 70,100.00
26 0005 |Distribution L 12,200.00 0.00% 12,200.00
26 0006 | Distribution M 27,200.00 0.00% 27,200.00
26 0007 |Fixtures L. 38,000.00 0.00% 38,000.00
26 0008 |Fixtures M 190,300.00 0.00% 190,300.00
26 0009 |Devices L. 9,250.00 0.00% 9,250.00
26 0010 [Devices M 8,750.00 0.00% 8,750.00
26 0011 |Underground L 6,900.00 0.00% 6,900.00
26 0012 [Underground M 19,900.00 0.00% 19,900.00
26 0013 |Permit, Demo Mobilize L 29,350.00 0.00% 29,350.00
26 0014 |Permit, Demo Mobilize M 9,150.00 0.00% 9,150.00
—uﬁmw Totals 863,830.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 863,830.00 0
Phase 2 Totals 3,647,688.00 1,500.00 0.00 0.00 1,500.00 0.04% 3,646,188.00
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AlA Document G702, APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT, containing

APPLICATION NO: 04
Contractor's signed certification is attached. APPLICATION DATE: September 25, 2009
In tabulations below, amounts are stated to the nearest dollar. PERIOD TO: September 30, 2009
Use Column I on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. OWNER'S PROJECT NO: #1643.01
A B C D E F G H 1
ITEM DESCRIPTION OF WORK SCHEDULED WORK COMPLETED MATERIALS TOTAL %o BALANCE RETAINAGE
NO. VALUE FROM PREVIOUS | THIS PERIOD PRESENTLY COMPLETED G+0C) TO FINISH (IF VARIABLE
APPLICATION STORED AND STORED C-0G) RATE)
(D+E) (NOT IN TO DATE
D OR E) (D+E+F)
50 0001 |Change Order #1 88,184.00 87,000.00 1,184.00 88,184.00 100.00%
50 0002 |Change Order #2 22,369.00 22,369.00 22,369.00 100.00%
Change Order Totals 110,553.00 87,000.00 23,553.00 0.00 110,553.00 0.00
Contract Totals 11,612,453.00 915,130.00 433,494.00 0.00 1,348,624.00 11.61% 10,263,829.00
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AGENDA ITEM H"! é

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Change Order No. 2 and Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2008-09F ~
Salem Hills Farm Street Reconstruction/Mill and Overlay

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent -—p( || None
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 || Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
> New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: Pavement Management Fund,
Special Assessments, Water
Operating Fund

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider Change Order No. 2 and Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2008-09F — Salem
Hills Farm Street Reconstruction/Mill and Overlay.

SUMMARY

The improvements were included as part of the 2009 Pavement Management Program. The
contract was awarded in an amount of $991,113.11 to Danner, Inc. on July 13, 2009.

Change Order No. 2 is for additional work (see attached). Funding comes from the Pavement
Management Fund.

Engineering recommends approval of Change Order No. 2 in the amount of $5,995.00 (for a
revised contract amount of $999,208.11), and Pay Voucher No. 2 in the amount of $411,248.84
for City Project No. 2008-09F — Salem Hills Farm Street Reconstruction/Mill and Overlay.

TJIK/kS
Attachments: Change Order No. 2
Pay Voucher No. 2



CHANGE ORDER NO. 2

2009 PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
CITY PROJECT NO. 2008-09F
SALEM HILLS FARM STREET RECONSTRUCTION/ MILL AND OVERLAY

Owner: City of Inver Grove Heights Date of Issuance: October 5, 2009
8150 Barbara Avenue
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

Contractor: Danner Inc. Engineer: City Engineer
843 Hardman Avenue South
South Saint Paul, MN 55075

e ———————————————————————
PURPOSE OF CHANGE ORDER

See attached.

CHANGE IN CONTRACT PRICE CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIME

Original Contract Price: Original Contract Time:
$991,113.11

Previous Change Orders Net Change from Previous Change Orders
$ 2,100.00

Contract Price Prior to this Change Order Contract Time Prior to this Change Order
$993,213.11

Net Increase of this Change Order Net Increase (Decrease) of Change Order
$5,995.00

Contract Price with all Approved Change Orders Contract Time with Approved Change
$ 999,208.11

Rec% %// ~ Approved

By:_ > M By:

Bob Schmift, €onstruction Observer Danner Inc.
Approved By: Approved By: Date of Council Action:

’//14 / W October 12, 2009

Thomas J. KAldunski, City Engineer  George Tourville, Mayor




ATTACHMENT TO CHANGE ORDER NO. 2

CITY PROJECT NO. 2008-09F — SALEM HILLS FARM STREET RECONSTRUCTION/ MILL AND
OVERLAY

Description of Changes:

1. Rip Rap Placement at Additional Flared End
The Contractor was directed by City Engineer to install rip rap at an additional flared end section
than what was identified in the project plans and specifications. The work was performed on a
time and material basis on 8/13/2009. The contractor utilized a 4-person crew for 1 hour, and
furnished and installed 5 CY of Class Il Rip Rap.

1 hour X $750.00/hour = $750.00
5 CY X $35.00/CY = $175.00

Total Cost of Rip Rap Placement at Additional Flared End = $925.00

2. Additional Excavation for Sump Basket
The proposed location of the sump basket at 6304 Ballantine Avenue was directly over the
resident’s water service. The contractor was directed by City representative to install the basket
at an alternate location. Additional excavation was required as the Contractor had already
prepared the first location for installation of the sump basket. Work was performed on a time
and material basis on 9/22/2009.

1 hour X $750.00/hour = $750.00
Total Cost of Additional Excavation for Sump Basket = $750.00

3. Draintile along Ballantine Avenue
The Contractor was directed by City Engineer to install additional draintile along Ballantine
Avenue. The work included installing the draintile in the mill and overlay area, where the curb
and gutter was protected during the draintile work. The Contractor provided the City with a
revised Unit Price of $18.00/LF for the draintile work along Ballantine Avenue. Work was
performed on 9/23/2009.
240 LF X $18.00/LF = $4,320.00

Total Cost of Draintile along Ballantine Avenue = $4,320.00

Summary of Additional Services:

Item Cost
1. Rip Rap Placement at Additional Flared End $ 925.00
2. Additional Excavation for Sump Basket $ 750.00
3. Draintile along Ballantine Avenue $4,320.00

Total Cost of Revisions $5,995.00



APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT

Estimate No.: 2

For Period Ending:  9/30/2009

Contract 2008-09F

Project Salem Hills Farm Street Reconstruction

and Mill and Overlay

Payment to: Danner Inc.

Address: 843 Hardman Avenue South
South St. Paul, MN 55075

Telephone: (651) 450-0830

Fax Number: (651) 450-9076

Date of Contract: 7/13/2009

A. Original Contract Amount $ 991,113.11
B. Total Additions $ 8,095.00
C. Total Deductions $ -
D. Total Funds Encumbered $ 999,208.11
E. Total Value of Work Certified to Date $ 573,623.21
F. Less Retained Percentage (5%) $ 28,681.16
G. Less Total Previous Payments $ 133,693.21
H. Approved for Payment This Voucher $ 411,248.84
I. Total Payments Including This Voucher ~ $§  544,942.05
J. Balance Carried Forward $ 454,266.06

This is to certify that the items of work shown in the Statement of Work Certified herein have been
actually furnished for the above mentioned projects in accordance with the plans and specifications
heretofore approved and that the total work is 54% completed as of _9/30/2009.

| hereby recommend payment of this voucher.

Prepared By: Eric Fosmo
Date: 10/5/2009
Signed By: /%GW
/‘f’om Kaldunski .~ George Tourville, Mayor

City Engineer - L e October 12, 2009

This is to certify that to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief, the quantitites and values
of work certified herein is a fair approximate estimate for the period covered by this voucher.

Signed By: ﬁ//ﬂ/f M—w

Danner Inc.

Date: (Q‘Q"Oﬁ’




AGENDA ITEM 1 ‘

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Change Order Nos. 5, 6, and 7 for City Project No. 2009-01 — Trunk Highway
3/80™ (CR 28) Street Intersection Improvements

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent /F)C None
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: ~ Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by:  Scott D. Thureen, Public Works FTE included in current
Director v complement
' New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: Project Fund

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider Change Order Nos. 5, 6, and 7 for City Project No. 2009-01 — Trunk Highway 3/80™
(CR 28) Street Intersection Improvements.

SUMMARY

City Council awarded a contract on July 28, 2008 to Enebak Construction Company in the
amount $869,859.71.

Change Order No. 5 is a lump sum for a flared end section relocation to accommodate the trail.
Change Order No. 6 is a lump sum for barricades and temporary fencing to close Amana Trail
until commercial construction resumes. Change Order No. 7 is a lump sum for temporary power
supply and temporary lighting to allow the roundabout to be opened to traffic on
October 5, 2009. Change Order Nos. 5, 6, and 7 will be funded by the project contingency.

WSB and Associates and | recommend approval of Change Order Nos. 5, 6, and 7 totaling
$8,062.73 (for a revised contract amount of $886,945.96), for City Project No. 2009-01 — Trunk
Highway 3/80™ (CR 28) Street Intersection Improvements.

TIK/kf
Attachments: Change Order Nos. 5, 6, and 7



STATE AID FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION

CHANGE ORDER

May 2008

Page 1 of 1

City/Ceunty of _Inver Grove Heights, MN

Change Order No. _5

FEDERAL PROJECT NO. STATE PROJECT NO. LOCAL PROJECT NO. | CONTRACT NO.
S.A.P. No. 178-010-008 2009-01

CONTRACTOR NAME ADDRESS CITY STATE | ZIP

Enebak Construction Co. PO Box 458 Northfield MN 55057

LOCATION OF WORK: TOTAL CHANGE ORDER AMOUNT

TH 3/CR 28 Roundabout $1,012.73

In accordance with the terms of this Contract, you are hereby authorized and instructed
to perform the work as altered by the following provisions.

1. Proposed sidewalk needed to be constructed further away from the TH 3 / 80™ Street intersection
to achieve appropriate pedestrian distance from the roadway. In doing so, the 15" apron needed

to be relocated.

COST BREAKDOWN

Group/
*Fund Cat. Item No. Description Unit Unit Price Quantity Amount
Relocate Apron Lump Sum $1,012.73 1 $1,012.73
Total $1,012.73

*Group/Funding category is required for federal projects.

CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIME (check one)
Due to this change, the Contract Time:
a. [] Isincreasedby __ Working Days b.
[ ] IsDecreasedby ____ Working Days
c. []

[v] Is Not Changed
May be revised if work affected the

Calendar Days controlling operation

Calendar Days

Is Increased by
Is Decreased by

[ ]
[]

/Spproved by / Approved by
roject .
Enai ) Contractor:

ngineer: d

['4 L}
Print Name: Jupe ééle, PE Print Name:  James Dockstader
WSB & Associates, Inc. Enebak Construction Company

Date:  9/3/09 Phone 763-287-8311 | Date:  8/18/09 Phone: 612-333-1307

Original to Project Engineer; Copy to Contractor

Once contract has been fully executed, forward a copy to DSAE for funding review:

The State of Minnesota is not a participant in this contract, signing by the District State Aid
Engineer is for FUNDING PURPOSES ONLY. Reviewed for compliance with State and Federal
Aid Rules/Policy. Eligibility does not guarantee funds will be available.

This project is eligible for: ___ Federal Funding ___ State Aid Funding ___ Local funds

Date:

District State Aid Engineer:

K\01702-20\dmin\Construction Admin\Pay Vouchers\Change Order No. 5 MnDOT.doc



STATE AID FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION May 2008

CHANGE ORDER Page 1 of 2
City/Ceunty of _Inver Grove Heights, MN Change Order No. _6
FEDERAL PROJECT NO. STATE PROJECT NO. LOCAL PROJECT NO. | CONTRACT NO.
S.A.P. No. 178-010-008 2009-01
CONTRACTOR NAME ADDRESS CITY STATE | ZIP
Enebak Construction Co. PO Box 458 Northfield MN 55057
LOCATION OF WORK: TOTAL CHANGE ORDER AMOUNT
TH 3/CR 28 Roundabout $2,850

In accordance with the terms of this Contract, you are hereby authorized and instructed
to perform the work as altered by the following provisions.

1. Barricades are needed to close Amana Trail and prevent traffic from accessing road.
2. Orange Safety fence was needed to prevent motorists from moving the barricades, or driving
around the barricades to drive through the site.

COST BREAKDOWN
Group/
*Fund Cat. Item No. Description  Unit Unit Price Quantity Amount
Concrete Barricades Lump Sum $2,100 1 $2,100
Temporary Fence Lump Sum $750 1 $750
Total  $2,850

*Group/Funding category is required for federal projects.

CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIME (check one)
Due to this change, the Contract Time:

a. [] IsIncreased by Working Days b. [v] Is Not Changed
[ 1 Is Decreased by Working Days
c. [1] May be revised if work affected the
[ 1 IslIncreased by Calendar Days controlling operation
[ ] Is Decreased by Calendar Days
i
Approved by Approved by
Project .
) i Contractor:
Engineer: -
Print Name: Jupe Hale, PE Print Name:  James Dockstader
WSB & Associates, Inc. Enebak Construction Company
Date:  9/3/09 Phone 763-287-8311 | Date:  8/18/09 Phone:  612-333-1307

Original to Project Engineer; Copy to Contractor

Once contract has been fully executed, forward a copy to DSAE for funding review:

The State of Minnesota is not a participant in this contract, signing by the District State Aid
Engineer is for FUNDING PURPOSES ONLY. Reviewed for compliance with State and Federal
Aid Rules/Policy. Eligibility does not guarantee funds will be available.

This project is eligible for: ___ Federal Funding ___ State Aid Funding ___ Local funds

District State Aid Engineer: Date:




STATE AID FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION May 2008
CHANGE ORDER Page 1 of 2
City/Ceunty of _Inver Grove Heights, MN Change Order No. _7
FEDERAL PROJECT NO. STATE PROJECT NO. LOCAL PROJECT NO. | CONTRACT NO.
S.A.P. No. 178-010-008 2009-01
CONTRACTOR NAME ADDRESS CITY STATE | ZIP
Enebak Construction Co. PO Box 4‘58 Northfield MN 55057
LOCATION OF WORK: TOTAL CHANGE ORDER AMOUNT
TH 3/CR 28 Roundabout $4,200

~ In accordance with the terms of this Contract, you are hereby authorized and instructed
to perform the work as altered by the following provisions.

1. Temporary Lighting is required to open the intersection. Power will not be ready in time, thus a
generator will be needed to provide power.

2. Enebak is delivering temporary lights from MnDOT Electrical Unit to the job site, and will need to
set up the temporary lighting.

COST BREAKDOWN
Group/
*Fund Cat. Item No. Description  Unit Unit Price Quantity Amount
Temporary Power Supply Days $400 4 $1,600
‘Install Temporary Lighting Lump Sum $2600 1 $2600
Total $4,200

*Group/Funding category is required for federal projects.

CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIME (check one)
Due to this change, the Contract Time:

a ] Is Increased Working Days b. ] Is Not Changed
by
[ ] IsDecreased Working Days
by
Is Increased c. [1 May be revised if work affected the
[v1 by _21_ Calendar Days controlling operation
[ 1 IsDecreased Calendar Days
by
';?;;%\t/ed by Approved by
; . Contractor:
Engineer: e ~
Print Name: Jupe Hale, PE Print Name:  James Dockstader
WSB & Associates, Inc. Enebak Construction Company
Date: 9/3/09 Phone 763-287-8311 | Date:  8/18/09 Phone: 612-333-1307

Original to Project Engineer; Copy to Contractor

Once contract has been fully executed, forward a copy to DSAE for funding review:




AGENDA ITEM 4 G

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

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

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Consent None
Contact: Barry Underdahl, 450-2556 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: PR FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: City Facilities Fund

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider proposals for lighting revisions in portions of the Maintenance Building and the Cold Storage
Building.

SUMMARY

The attached memo from Barry Underdahl explains the request for lighting revisions. Two quotes were
received for the proposed work:

Total Construction and Equipment  $3,040.00
Gephart Electric $4,120.00

| recommend that the Council accept the proposal from Total Construction and Equipment. The work
would be funded from the City Facilities Fund.

SDT/kf
Attachments: Memo and Quotes



City of Inver Grove Heights
Streets/Central Equipment

MEMORANDUM
TO: Scott Thureen
FROM : Barry Underdahl
SUBJECT : Building Lighting

DATE : 10-5-2009

Background

Several Maintenance Building lighting problems have come to my attention. Each of
these issues creates a potential hazard.

*Inadequate lighting under the mezzanine in the Cold Storage Building.
*Two highbay lights without watertight lenses near the wash bay.
*Poor lighting in the mezzanine area of the main shop.

The caged area under the mezzanine in cold storage holds much of the Utility
Department’s parts and equipment that are accessed in an emergency situation. The
lighting starts very slowly in cold weather leaving the crew searching for items in very
low light. These lights have had chronic reliability problems as well.

Raised dump truck boxes are washed out with a fire hose nozzle in the wash bay area
which could potentially damage two of the open bulb design highbay lights. Sealed
highbay lights would solve this problem.

The mezzanine in the main shop is where cutting edges, tires, and steel in various sizes
and lengths are stored as well as the air compressor and band saw. It is also the access
to the mechanical room and the building’s roof. Crew members use this space regularly
and the lighting is not adequate.

| have received two quotes for lighting modifications. Gephart Electric for $4,120.00 and
Total Construction and Equipment for $3,040.00.

Recommendation

| recommend accepting the Proposal from Total Construction and Equipment, both Bid
#1 for $1,100.00 and Bid #2 for $1,940.00, for a total cost of $3,040.00. This would be
paid from the City Facility Fund.



— GEPHART

ELECTRIC

FAX TRANSMITTAL

To: Barry Underdahl From: Dave Cords
Comp: City of Inver Grove Heights Date:  9/18/2009
Fax: Pages: 1

Phone: 651 450 2556 CC:

Re: Lighting modifications

Barry,
Pricing you requested for further lighting modifications at the maintenance building.
* Relocate two light fixtures near wash bay to mezzanine.
¢ Furnish and install two new gasketed highbay fluorescents at wash bay area.
e Furnish and install seven flourescent wall pak style fixtures in cold storage bldg.

Total cost for the above listed items..... $4,120.00

(See attached fixture cut sheet for fluorescent in cold storage)

Dave

3550 LaBore Road, St.Paul, MN 55110 (651) 484-4900 Fax:(651) 484-2248
[ ]

e ———————
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QUOTES
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minimup starting -25°C (-13*F))
The slectrical rat|eslor cover is
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toclless thumbscraws.

Mounting

Standard fixture mounts to a
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Total Construction and Equipment, Inc.

10195 Inver Grove Trail, Inver Grove Heights, MN 55076
Phone: 651-451-1384 Fax: 651-451-1457

PROPOSAL

NAME Barry Underdahl DATE 9/29/09
City of IGH
ADDRESS

RE: Quote for Lighting Rework

We thank you for the opportunity to provide a quotation on the above referenced project.
Having familiarized ourselves with the local conditions affecting the cost of the work, we
propose to furnish all labor and material necessary to complete the project for
consideration of:

Bid #1: $1,100.00
Bid #2: $1,940.00

In clarification of our bid scope, we offer the following information:

1. Bid #1 includes relocation of 2 existing high bay fixtures to mezz and
replacement with 2 new water-tite fixtures per attached cut sheet #1.

2. Bid #2 includes replacing 7 type metal halide fixtures with fluorescent fixtures
as per cut sheet #2 in cold storage area.

We wish to emphasize our gratitude in allowing us the opportunity to submit this
proposal. We trust that our offering is clear and meets with your approval. In the event

that you have questions or require clarification, please call.

Please sign two copies and return one. Prices quoted are for acceptance within 30 days.

ACCEPTED For Total Construction and
Equipment, Inc.
By William W Krech




AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Resolution Approving Addendum No. 4 to the Professional Services Agreement with
Bolton & Menk, Inc. for the Northwest Area Trunk Utility Extensions - City Project No. 2003-15

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent None
Contact: Scott D. Thureen, 450.2571 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: A FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: Project Funds

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider resolution approving Addendum No. 4 to the Professional Services Agreement with Bolton &
Menk, Inc. for the Northwest Area Trunk Utility Extensions — City Project No. 2003-15.

SUMMARY

On February 13, 2006, the City Council approved a professional services agreement with Bolton &
Menk, Inc. for consulting design and construction services for the Northwest Area Trunk Utilities project.
Throughout the final design phase of the project, the consultant was directed to complete a number of
modifications and enhancements to the original preliminary design, such as eliminating the need for a
large lift station by extending a deeper trunk sewer, and realigning the utilities along 80th Street and
Babcock Road in response to Mn/DOT’s objections to using the T.H. 55 right-of-way. Other services
provided by the consultant included reviewing and updating preliminary sewer flow data for the project,
completion of tree inventories, evaluating alternative utility alignments at the request of 80" Street
property owners, and coordination with adjacent land developers. Fees for these services have been
accounted and paid for in accordance with the original contract and previous contract addendums
approved by the City Council.

Additional services provided by the consultant which were beyond the scope of the contract and
addendums included:

A) Preparation of maps illustrating the service areas associated with the various lateral sanitary
sewer lines.

B) Easement acquisition assistance, including field boundary verifications; parcel mapping;
preparation of easement descriptions; preparation of aerial photography exhibits to facilitate
owner negotiations; field staking of easements for owner viewings; modifications of easement
based on owner input; onsite property owner meetings; and meetings with the City’s land
acquisition consultant, City Attorney, and City Staff.

C) Support of the City’s legal position against Qwest Communications involving their private utility
relocations, including preparation of communication summaries with Qwest; compiling,
photocopying and delivering all public information on file with the consultant at the request of
Qwest attorneys; and attendance at meetings with the City’s special legal counsel.

D) Modification of the trunk sewer alignment design around the Holiday gas station at Robert Trail
and 70" Street — additional input from the store owner regarding existing underground facilities
and future land use plans, after the final plans were completed, required the modification of these
plans.



Agenda Item No. ; l z

Following through with all of the necessary modifications and enhancements provided for high quality
plans and bid documents, which facilitated a competitive bid atmosphere and, ultimately, a low bid price
by an experienced contractor. To successfully accomplish the additional tasks during design, the
schedule was extended from six months to 27 months, primarily due to the necessary time to secure
easements, but it also provided for concurrent opportunities to further review and refine the final plans
for bidding and construction. Additional efforts of the City and its consultant during this extended
design timeframe included extra design reviews and redlining by the City along with corresponding
revisions to the project plans, specifications, quantities and cost estimates; extra design reviews and
redlining by Dakota County along with corresponding revisions to the 80™ Street road improvement
plans; additional private utility workshops with Dakota Electric, Xcel Electric, Xcel Gas, Exxon Mobile,
Comcast, and Qwest along with corresponding plan revisions for utility alignment changes and frost
stripping designs in order to reduce the impacts and relocation needs of these utilities and their
associated costs; additional value engineering workshops with industry contractors including Ames,
EJM, Lametti and Sons, and S.J. Louis in order to enhance the clarity and content of the plans and
specifications and minimize construction conflicts and additional costs. These additional investments
into the final construction documents resulted in reduced risk and problems for the City during
construction on a very large and complex project.

October 12, 2009
Page Two

Public Works met with the consultant to review the work and costs associated with items A-D above, as
well as the extended design timeframe. The breakdown of costs for these items is as follows:

Lateral Sewer Service Area Mapping $ 4,500
Easement Acquisition Assistance $61,900
Qwest Dispute Assistance $ 7,000
Design Modification at Holiday $ 3,500
Additional Design and Review Efforts $15.000
Total ~ $91,900

Upon review of the completed work and costs, | recommend approval of the resolution approving
Addendum No. 4 and the additional services in the amount of $91,900.

SDT/kf
Attachments: Resolution
Addendum No. 4



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY

RESOLUTION APPROVING ADDENDUM NO. 4 OF THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
AGREEMENT OF BOLTON & MENK, INC. FOR CITY PROJECT NO. 2003-15 - NORTHWEST
AREA TRUNK WATER AND SANITARY SEWER EXTENSIONS AND SANITARY LIFT STATIONS ~
SEGMENTS 1 THROUGH 5

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, City Council ordered City Project No. 2003-15 on November 14, 2005; and

WHEREAS, on February 13, 2006, City Council approved the Professional Services Agreement
with Bolton & Menk, Inc. for City Project No. 2003-15 — Northwest Area Trunk Water and Sanitary
Sewer Extensions and Sanitary Lift Stations, Segments 1 through 5; and

WHEREAS, previous contract services with Bolton & Menk, Inc. have been approved in the
amount of $1,131,581; and

WHEREAS, Bolton & Menk, Inc. has submitted Addendum No. 4 in the amount of $91,900 for
additional design services.

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

1. Addendum No. 4 for the Professional Service Agreement with Bolton & Menk, Inc. is
hereby accepted and approved for City Project No. 2003-15.
Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 12" day of October 2009.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



ADDENDUM NO. 4
AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
NORTHWEST AREA UTILITY EXTENSIONS
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA

This Addendum shall become a part of the original Agreement for Professional Services, dated
February 13,2006. This addendum is in regards to supplementary design, easement acquisition and
private utility coordination services.

L Scope of Work

For the purposes of this Addendum, Basic Services to be provided by the CONSULTANT are as
follows:

A. City Staff requested the preparation of a map, utilizing GIS of the Northwest Area,
which illustrates service areas of lateral sanitary sewer stubs that are shown on the
current design plans. Bolton & Menk will create colored hatch areas with underlying
contours to define these service areas. We will assume existing grade as future
proposed grades and that sewer would maintain a minimum of 10-feet of cover. The
map will include parcel lines and existing information that is illustrated within the
Dakota County GIS drawing that has been utilized throughout this project.

B. City Staff requested that Bolton & Menk complete field survey work, exhibits, and
negotiation assistance in conjunction with the temporary and permanent easements
acquired to accommodate the trunk watermain and sanitary sewer construction.

C. City Staff requested that alignment designs for the trunk sanitary sewer be modified
to address concerns of the Holiday gas station property owner at the intersection of
Robert Trail and 70" Street.

D. City Staffrequested additional documentation and meetings assistance in support of
the City’s private utility relocation dispute with Qwest Communications.

E. The design phase schedule, which was extended from six to 27 months, allowed for
additional design reviews and modifications by the City, Dakota County, and project
area private utility companies, and also provided opportunities for additional value
engineering workshops to be completed.



II. Compensation for Services

Bolton & Menk proposes to complete the Scope of Work described above on an hourly basis at
the following estimated costs:

A. Lateral Sewer Service Area Mapping $ 4,500
B. Easement Acquisition Assistance $61,900
C. Trunk Sewer Design Modifications $ 3,500
D. Qwest Dispute Assistance $ 7,000
E. Additional Design and Review Efforts $15.000

TOTAL $91,900

ML Signatures

This instrument is subject to the terms of the original agreement referenced above. This
Agreement may only be amended, supplemented, modified or canceled by a duly executed
written instrument signed by both parties.

In witness whereof, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed in their behalf:

CLIENT: City of Inver Grove Heights, MN CONSULTANT: Bolton & Menk, Inc.

By: By:

Printed Name: Printed Name:
Title: Title:

Date: Date:




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 12" 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

R PV

COUNTTY

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




PART 1: APPLICATION FOR 2010 LARGE COMMUNITY FUNDING
BASE FUNDING AND WORKPLAN

BASE FUNDING INFORMATION:

Program: January 1, 2010 through December 31, 2010
City/Township City of Inver Grove Heights
(select):
Population (2008 Est.): 33917 Number of Households (2008 Est.): 13336
Date Submitted: 10.13.09 Amount of Funds Eligible For: $31700
$31700
Address: 8150 Barbara Ave Funds Applied for:
E-mail Address: jteppen@ci.inver-grove-heights.mn.us
Jenelle Teppen Phone 651.450.2512 651.450.2502
Contact: Number: Fax Number:

1. Isyour City Manager or Administrator interested in hosting a Household Hazardous Waste Event Collection in
conjunction with Dakota County in 20107

|:| Yes x|:| No

2. Ifthe 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.
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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. | 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).

Printed on 35% post-consumer recycled content paper




PARTI. 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:

e Increased residential recycling, and

e 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.

PROPOSED OUTCOME MEASUREMENT 2010 RESULTS
GOVERNMENT LEADERSHIP RESPONSIBILITY POINTS PROPOSED ACTIVITY PROPOSED PARTNERS PROPOSED (Qualitative and/or quantitative) (to be completed when submitting 2010 Annual
TIMELINE Report)
Example: Manage Public Entity Waste. - Verify disposal location is a processing facility - City Maintenance staff ongoing - 100% of the MISW, that is not reduced, recycled
on waste hauling invoices. - Waste hauler for city or composted, from city buildings, will be
buildings/parks delivered t o RRT Newport for waste processing.

1. Identify Contact Person - Each community 4 Ongoing
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.

2. Ensure Recycling Programs - Ensure that 4 Ongoing
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).

3. Manage Public Entity Waste — Manage waste 4 ongoing
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. LSWS Meetings Actively participate and 4 Ongoing
contribute to Local Solid Waste Staff meetings
(one excused absence.)

5. Enhanced Government Leadership. Plan for 4 Ongoing
expanding or enhancing government
leadership in 2010.

A. TOTALPOINTS (add1-5)
(20 points total)

__20__
Points




B. Recycling and Solid Waste Operations —Responsibilities. |dentify 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)

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.

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.

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

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

10.

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

TOTAL POINTS  (add 6 — 10) =
(20 points total)

__20_Points
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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.

flaterials 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.

flaterials 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.

flaterials 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.

Materials on the City’s web site and published in

newsletter

ongoing

C. TOTALPOINTS (add11-14) =
( 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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

24.

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

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 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
(add total points for A+ B+ C + D) E Funding Schedule:
100__ Points 9 :

(100 points total)

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 Il. 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.




PART Ill. 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:

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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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 TIMELINE BUDGET BREAKDOWN PRE-MEASUREMENT AND
AND POST-MEASUREMENT
RESOURCES
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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.

Al

Administrative Costs

County Share **

(at $2.00 per HH)

Community Share *

TOTAL

(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

f
Software 200 200
Other (List & Describe 0

Admin Subtotal 18550 6250 24800

A.2.
Promotional/Educational Costs County Share TOTAL

Design/Printing Costs

Distribution Costs

Advertisements

Videos/Billboards

Promotional ltems

Special Events (Displays,
Performance fees)

Other (List & Describe)

(at $2.00 per HH)

Community Share *

(County/ Community combined)

6050 5850
3000 3000
600 600

0
3500 3500

0

0
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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
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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:

€)) 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%

(©) 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 31 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.

() 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 31* of the year in which payment is made as long as payment is made
prior to November 15"; if the pay off occurs after November 15", 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 12" 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 12" day of October 2009.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

AGENDA ITEM

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

SCHEDULE SPECIAL MEETING

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009

Item Type: Consent

Contact: Jenelle Teppen, Asst. City Admin
Prepared by:

Reviewed by: n/a

Fiscal/FTE Impact:

None

Amount included in current budget
Budget amendment requested

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.



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

AGENDA ITEM

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

PERSONNEL ACTIONS

Meeting Date: ~ October 12, 2009

Item Type: Consent

Contact: Jenelle Teppen, Asst. City Admin

Prepared by: Amy Brinkman, H.R. Coordinator
Reviewed by: n/a

Fiscal/FTE Impact:

None

Amount included in current budget
Budget amendment requested

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.



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

JAMES BROWN

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 Fiscal/lFTE Impact:
ltem Type: Regular Agenda X | None
Contact: Allan Hunting 651.450.2554 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Allan Hunting, City Planner Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider the following requests for property located at 1186 90" Street:

a) A Resolution relating to a Waiver of Plat to create two parcels from the existing one tax
parcel.
° Requires 3/5th's vote.

b) A Resolution relating to a Variance to allow the lots to be less than the required 2.5 acre
minimum.
o Requires 3/5th's vote.

c) A Resolution relating to a Variance to allow an accessory structure on a lot without a
principle structure.
° Requires 3/5th's vote.
o 60-day deadline: December 1, 2009 (Second 60 days)

SUMMARY
The City Council tabled this request at the September 28 meeting and directed staff to provide
additional information regarding the following items:

1. Determine date when the two lots were combined into one tax parcel and by whom.

2. Determine if access is available from the east to 90" Street.

3. Determine existence of easement on south side of property.

ANALYSIS

1. Staff reviewed Mr. Brown'’s abstract of the property to see if it held any useful information
to determine when the consolidation occurred and by whom. No definitive information was
found other than further confirmation that the property existed as one tax parcel since 1976.
Staff also contacted Dakota County, but their computer records do not go that far back, so no
further information was obtained. It appears the date of consolidation and by whom is not easily
obtainable. It is possible; the two parcels were combined from the very beginning. Since the
County’s practice of combining lots occurred in the 1980’s, the time frames don't fit for that to
have occurred.



Council Memo — James Brown
Page 2

2. The abstract did have entries to show that the subject property has been granted access
rights to the east and 90" Street. Therefore, Mr. Brown's property does appear to have legal
right to utilize the existing private road for access.

3. The 1955 survey document identifies a 30 foot road easement across the entire
southerly boundary of the original parcel leading to South Robert Trail.

If Council finds the application acceptable, resolutions of approval are included that contain
conditions to address the issues staff has raised in the planning report. A hardship must be
stated for the variance.

Planning Staff. Recommends denial of the request. A valid hardship for the variance does not
appear to be present. Primary issues of concern continue to be access to the parcel and the
creation of tax parcels of less than 2.5 acres in size.

Planning Commission. Also recommends denial of the request (9-0).

Attachments: Denial Resolution
Waiver of Plat Approval Resolution
Variance Approval Resolution
September 28 Council Memo
Planning Commission Recommendation
Planning Report
E-mail Received from Resident



Denial Resolution

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION DENYING A WAIVER OF PLAT TO CREATE TWO PARCELS FROM THE
EXISTING TAX PARCEL, A VARIANCE FROM MINIMUM LOT SIZE REQUIREMENT IN
THE E-1, ESTATE RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT AND A VARIANCE TO ALLOW AN
ACCESSORY STRUCUTRE ON A LOT WITHOUT A PRINCIPLE STRUCTURE

CASE NO. 09-25WAV
(James Brown)

Property located at 1186 90t Street and legally described as follows:

Description #5
The south 207 feet of the North 1068 feet of the East 354 feet of the NW1/4 NW1/4 of Section
20, T 27N., R22W, subject to an easement for road purposes over the East 30 feet and the West
30 feet thereof.

Description #6
The East 354 feet of the NW1/4 NW1/4 of Section 20, T27N, R22W, except the North 1068 feet
and subject to an easement for road purposes over the West 30 feet and the South 30 feet and
the East 30 feet thereof.
WHEREAS, an application has been received for Waiver of Plat and two Variances;

WHEREAS, the zoning for the aforedescribed property is E-1, Estate Residential;

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights Planning Commission reviewed the request
on September 15, 2009, in accordance with City Code Title 10, Chapter 3;
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER GROVE
HEIGHTS THAT THE CITY COUNCIL MAKES THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS OF FACT,
CONCLUSIONS AND DECISION:

Findings of Fact

1. A Waiver of Plat is required to divide the single tax parcel into two tax parcels.

2. A lot size Variance is required because the two proposed lots would be less than 2.5
acres in size.

3. A second Variance is required to allow an accessory structure on a lot without a
principle structure.

Conclusions

1. During the 1970’s, the City processed a couple of lot size variances for this particular
subject lot and the lot immediately to the north. In both cases the variances were
approved to allow development on a substandard sized lot with the hardship no
additional vacant lots were available for sale that could increase the size of the lot in
question. The Council has made attempts to continue to consolidate the lots in this
subdivision so they meet the requirements of the E-1 district rather than allow
smaller lots to continue. In this case the request would be contrary to the City’s
efforts to combine the lots so they can meet the required 2.5 acre minimum lot size.

2. The property currently meets minimum lot size and contains a home and accessory
structures. There is no burden being placed on the land owner by maintaining the
two lots in one tax parcel, the lot meets and is required to meet minimum lot size.
Allowing the division would be contrary to the City’s efforts to combine the lots in
this neighborhood to eliminate the substandard lots.

3. The State Fire Code and City Code both require driveways or roads serving more
than two homes or structures to have a minimum unobstructed width of 20 feet and
a vertical opening minimum of 13.5 feet. The current 90t Street private road does
not comply with these minimums. Emergency vehicle access is the main issue. If
there is ever a fire or other catastrophic event, trees downed, there could be problems
with emergency response. Allowing more individual lots only adds to the problem.

Decision
Based on the finds of fact and conclusions made above, the application for a Waiver of

Plat, Variance from minimum lot size and Variance to allow an accessory structure
before a principle structure on a lot is hereby denied.
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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 day of 2009.

George Tourville, Mayor
Ayes:
Nays:

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



Waiver Approval Resolution

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WAIVER OF PLAT TO ALLOW PARCELS #5 AND #6 PER
THE SURVEY DATED 10/20/55 AS INDIVIDUAL TAX PARCELS

CASE NO. 09-25WAV
(James Brown)

WHEREAS, a Waiver of Plat application has been submitted to the City for property
legally described as follows:

Description #5
The south 207 feet of the North 1068 feet of the East 354 feet of the NW1/4 NW1/4 of Section
20, T 27N., R22W, subject to an easement for road purposes over the East 30 feet and the West
30 feet thereof.

Description #6
The East 354 feet of the NW1/4 NW1/4 of Section 20, T27N, R22W, except the North 1068 feet
and subject to an easement for road purposes over the West 30 feet and the South 30 feet and
the East 30 feet thereof.

WHEREAS, a public hearing concerning the Waiver of Plat was held before the Inver
Grove Heights Planning Commission in accordance with Minnesota Statutes, Section 462.357,
Subdivision 3 on September 15, 2009;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER
GROVE HEIGHTS, that a Waiver of Plat is hereby approved subject to the following
conditions:

1. Prior to release of and recording the Waiver of Plat Resolution, the applicant shall
either move the existing driveway to the house on parcel #6 so it does not encroach
onto parcel #5, or a driveway easement shall be required to be recorded allowing the
driveway to encroach onto parcel #5. The applicant shall be responsible for providing
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the driveway easement document including a legal description of the easement area.
Said easement document shall be reviewed by the City prior to recording.

2. Park dedication shall consist of a cash contribution of $4,011 payable at time of release
of the Waiver of Plat Resolution to the County.

3. Prior to release and recording of the Waiver of Plat Resolution, the private road (90t
Street) on the west side of the subject property shall be brought into compliance with
City and State Fire Code requirements by the applicant relating to proper clear width
and height.

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 on this 25th day of __September , 2009.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



Variance Approval Resolution

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING A VARIANCE TO ALLOW THE CREATING OF
PARCELS LESS THAN THE MINIMUM LOT SIZE AND TO ALLOW AN
ACCESSORY STRUCTURE ON A LOT WITHOUT A PRINCIPLE STRUCTURE

CASE NO. 09-25WAV
(James Brown)

Property located at 1186 90th Street and legally described as follows:

Description #5
The south 207 feet of the North 1068 feet of the East 354 feet of the NW1/4 NW1/4 of
Section 20, T 27N., R22W, subject to an easement for road purposes over the East 30
feet and the West 30 feet thereof.

Description #6
The East 354 feet of the NW1/4 NW1/4 of Section 20, T27N, R22W, except the North
1068 feet and subject to an easement for road purposes over the West 30 feet and the
South 30 feet and the East 30 feet thereof.

WHEREAS, an application has been received for two Variances to allow lots less
than the required 2.5 acre minimum lot size and to allow an accessory structure on a
property without a principle structure;

WHEREAS, the afore described property is zoned E-1, Estate Residential;

WHEREAS, a Variance may be granted by the City Council from the strict
application of the provisions of the City Code Title 10, Chapter 3-4 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 10-3-4: D,;
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WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights Planning Commission reviewed the
request on September 15, 2009 in accordance with City Code 10-3-3: C.;

WHEREAS, a hardship, was found to exist not based on economic reasons.
Rather the hardship consists of (NEEDS TO BE STATED).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER
GROVE HEIGHTS, that the variance to allow Iots less than the required 2.5 acre
minimum lot size and to allow an accessory structure on a property without a principle
structure is hereby approved with the following condition:

1. The accessory structure shall not be used for commercial uses or storage
related to a commercial use.

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 28th day of September , 2009.

George Tourville, Mayor
Ayes:
Nays:

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

JAMES BROWN

Meeting Date: ~ September 28, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Regular Agenda X | None
Contact: Allan Hunting 651.450.2554 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Allan Hunting, City Planner Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Consider the following requests for property located at 1186 90" Street:

a) A Resolution relating to a Waiver of Plat to create two parcels from the existing one tax
parcel.

b) A Resolution relating to a Variance to allow the lots to be less than the required 2.5 acre
minimum.

c) A Resolution relating to a Variance to allow an accessory structure on a lot without a

principle structure.

SUMMARY

The applicant is proposing to create two tax parcels to coincide with the existing legal
descriptions from the current tax parcel. The property was divided in the mid 1950’s with nearly
all the lots being less than 2.0 acres in size. The proposed waiver would create parcels of 1.68
and 1.95 acres in size. The property is zoned E-1, Estate Residential which requires a 2.5 acre
minimum lot size. The subject property was combined into one tax parcel sometime in the
1970’s. A variance is required because the lots would be less than 2.5 acres in size. A second
variance would be required because there is an accessory structure on what would be the
northerly lot. A principle structure must be on a property before an accessory structure is
allowed.

ANALYSIS »

In staff's opinion, the applicant has failed to show a hardship for the lot size variance. Lot is
conforming, has a house and accessory structure. The property is not being deprived of a
reasonable use. Creating two non-conforming lot sizes would be contrary to the Zoning
Ordinance. The existing accessory structure is oriented towards the other buildings on the lot
and it does not have a driveway. It appears to be used to house animals. lIts use for things not
allowed in the Code would appear to be very limited.

Access to the property is achievable to the west and east via 90" Street, which is a private
street. The main access to the lot was designed to be from an easement on the west side of the
property. Both of these segments of 90" Street do not meet minimum standards for clear width
and height for fire emergency. This same issue came up a couple of years ago when another
land owner wanted to divided their property. Emergency vehicle access is main issue. If there
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is ever a fire or other catastrophic event, trees downed, there could be problems with
emergency response. Allowing more individual lots only adds to the problem.

If Council finds the application acceptable, resolutions of approval are included that contain
conditions to address the issues staff has raised in the planning report. A hardship must be
stated for the variance.

Planning Staff. Recommends denial of the request. A valid hardship for the variance does not
appear to be present.

Planning Commission. Also recommends denial of the request (9-0).

Attachments: Denial Resolution
Waiver of Plat Approval Resolution
Variance Approval Resolution
Planning Commission Recommendation
Planning Report



RECOMMENDATION TO
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

TO: Mayor and City Council of Inver Grove Heights
FROM: Planning Commission
DATE: September 15, 2009

SUBJECT: JAMES BROWN - CASE NO. 09-25WAV

Reading of Notice g
The public hearing notice was read at the September 1, 20

 Planning Commission meeting.

Continuation of Public Hearing (public hearing remained open from September 1, 2009
Allan Hunting, City Planner, explained the request as detailed in the: report He explained that
the request is for a waiver of plat, a variance from minimum lot size in the E-1 zoning, and a
variance to allow an accessory structure on a lot without a principle structure Mr. Hunting
advised that the applicant is requesting to re-subdivide his property into two' parcels based on
the original legal descriptions when the property was"platt d in the 1950’s. Mr. Hunting advised
that at some point in time the two lots were combined into one tax parcel. The proposed parcels
would each be smaller than the E-1 zoning minimum lot size of 2.5 acres and staff believes that
allowing the waiver of plat would be contrary to past actions taken by the City in this particular
area to reduce the number of substandard sized lots. Staff does not find a viable hardship and
recommends that the appllcan improve the access s ,\d,the request be approved. Staff
recommends denial o,, he request. o . b

Commissioner Slmonasked if '[hISI ea had been part of the ghost platting era of the 90’s, to
which Mr. Huntlng replied it was n( S

Commlssrone Sim Hw:asked if st f recelved any comments from the neighbors.

Mr. Huntung replied that he recelved one call from a neighbor who had questions in regards to
the existing barn, no concerns were stated

Commlssnoner Wlppermann asked if the two lots in question were combined prior to the current
owner purchasing the; operty, to which Mr. Hunting replied in the affirmative.

Chair Bartholomew askedf,if:;thﬂ ‘
replied in the affirmative.

pplicant owned the lot to the west as well, to which Mr. Hunting

Jim Brown, 1186 — 90™ Street, stated he was unsure why the property was combined into one
tax parcel but would like to return it to its original platting of two lots and for it to be allowed to be
similar in size to the property to the north and west of his. Mr. Brown advised that he currently
accesses his property from the east but the property could be accessed from the west as well,
although the road configuration changed as it neared his property. He stated he would be
hesitant to request that one of his neighbors remove their trees, etc. in order to do road
improvements.

Commissioner Gooch asked why the applicant wanted to subdivide, to which Mr. Brown replied
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he wanted to be allowed to have lots equal in size to some of those in his neighborhood. He
noted there were some lots in the development south of him that were just under 2.5 acres as
well.

Chair Bartholomew asked if the applicant’s understanding was that the property was
consolidated by the County, to which Mr. Brown replied he was unsure.

Chair Bartholomew asked if there would be an opportunity if necessary to procure easement
rights on the road to the east across from the newly formed lot, to which Mr. Brown replied in the
affirmative.

Chair Bartholomew asked if the City would require that Mr. Brown upgrade the easterly road all
along the southern lot or could it be improved only to Mr. Brown'’s driveway opening, to which
Mr. Hunting replied that Mr. Brown would likely have to improve the road only to the driveway
opening.

Commissioner Wippermann stated that while the lots immediately to the west and the two lots
immediately to the north of the subject property were smaller, the majority of the lots in the area
appeared to be 2.5 acres or larger.

Mr. Hunting advised that Commissioner Wippermann'’s statement was correct.
Mr. Brown advised that the lot to the northwest was consolidated just a few years ago.

Commissioner Hark asked if the applicant knew of any hardship for this request, to which Mr.
Brown replied the hardship was that the property was originally platted as two lots and there
were other lots in the neighborhood less than 2.5 acres in size.

Commissioner Simon referred to the applicant’s previous statement that there were two
accesses to the property, and asked if emergency vehicles would be able to access the
applicant’'s home from the western road.

Mr. Brown replied they would not.
Commissioner Simon stated there was actually only one access then.

Mr. Brown responded there would be two accesses to the northern lot, however, the only
access to his existing home would be from the easterly road. Mr. Brown advised that he has
seen larger trucks (FedEx, etc.) use the westerly road and large commercial vehicles use the
easterly road with no difficulty.

Planning Commission Discussion
Chair Bartholomew asked if the requirement for improving the condition of the road would be
addressed at the time of building permit issuance.

Mr. Hunting replied staff would prefer that the road be improved prior to the recording of the
waiver of plat so as to avoid putting that burden on whoever purchases the property in the
future.
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Chair Bartholomew stated it would be difficult for him to support the request without a valid
hardship.

Planning Commission Recommendation

Motion by Commissioner Wippermann, second by Commissioner Simon, to deny the request for
a waiver of plat to create two parcels from the existing one tax parcel, a variance to allow the
lots to be less than the required 2.5 acre minimum, and a variance to allow an accessory
structure on a lot without a principle structure, due to lack of hardship and the fact that this
would be a significant reduction in minimum lot size from what the zoning district would allow,
for the property located at 1186 — 90" Street.

Motion carried (9/0). This matter goes to the City Council on September 28, 2009.



PLANNING REPORT
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

REPORT DATE: September 10, 2009 CASE NO: 09-25WAV
APPLICANT: James Brown

PROPERTY OWNER: James Brown

REQUEST: Waiver of Plat and Variances

HEARING DATE: September 15, 2009

LOCATION: 1186 E. 90th Street

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: RDR, Rural Density Residential

ZONING: E-1, Estate Residential

REVIEWING DIVISIONS:  Planning PREPARED BY: Allan Hunting
City Planner

BACKGROUND

The applicant is proposing to re-subdivide his land into two parcels based on the original legal
descriptions when the property was platted sometime in the 1950’s. The proposed parcels would
both be less than the E-1 zoning minimum lot size of 2.5 acres. The northern lot would be 1.68
acres and the southern lot would be 1.95 acres. There is also an existing accessory structure that
would end up being on the northerly lot without a principle structure. The applicant’s house
would then be located on the southern parcel. The applicant has no plans to sell or develop the
proposed lot. The basis of the request is to allow the two legally described parcels to exist with
their own tax parcel numbers.

The City recognizes the County tax parcel number or “PID” as the “official” lot size and boundary
for zoning purposes. The property was divided into a number of lots per the survey dated 1955
that was submitted by the applicant. At some point in time, the subject lots, parcels #5 and #6
were combined into one tax parcel. Parcels #5 and #6 as described by legal description are no
longer individual lots of record but exist as one single lot per the boundary of the tax parcel
number. In order to re-create the originally described parcels, a variance is necessary to create lots
less than the required 2.5 acre minimum lot size. There are no “grandfathering” clauses in this
type of situation to allow the tax parcel to be divided back to the original boundaries without City
Council approval.
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The specific requests include the following:

1. A Waiver of Plat to create two parcels from the existing one tax parcel.
2. A Variance to allow the lots to be less than the required 2.5 acre minimum.
3. A Variance to allow an accessory structure on a lot without a principle structure.

EVALUATION OF THE REQUEST

The property is surrounded by residential lots of varying sizes. All surrounding parcels are
guided RDR and are zoned E-1, Estate Residential.

WAIVER OF PLAT

Lot Size. The waiver of plat consists of dividing a 3.63 acre parcel into two parcels. The
submitted survey of the property identifies the parcels in question as Parcels #5 and #6 from a
survey dated October 20, 1955. Parcel #5 would be recreated to its original 1.68 acres and the
balance into its original Parcel #6 of 1.95 acres. The survey that was done in 1955 shows Parcels
#1 - #9 to be between 1.67 and 1.95 acres in size. Some of these parcels remain in their original
size and others have been combined into one tax parcel.

Staff looked into the history of why some of the lots have been combined and why some exist as
originally divided. During a period in the 1980’s, the County had a practice of combining
adjacent lots if owned by the same party, into a single tax parcel. A property on the north end of
the subdivision was affected by this practice and was re-divided in 1986. This practice however,
did not affect the subject lot. In 1976, a previous owner of the subject property went through a
variance process to build on the 3.63 acre lot that was zoned A, Agricultural at the time. The lot
was substandard in size because it did not meet the 5.0 acre lot size. Council approved a variance
to build on the lot but required a rezoning to be processed to E-1 to avoid inconsistency with lot
sizes. County maps in the planning file at that time show parcels 5 and 6 as one tax parcel.
Therefore, the combination of parcels 5 and 6 predated the County’s old practice of combining
lots and the lots must have been combined by an owner prior to 1976:

In 1977, the property owner of the lot immediately to the north of this subject property was
granted a variance from minimum lot size to build a home on the 1.68 acre lot. The hardship
being there was no way of combining two vacant lots to meet minimum lot size.

This past history shows that a previous owner combined the lots and that it was not done by a
county action. Past city actions has shown that the Council has made attempts to continue to
consolidate the lots in the subdivision so they meet the requirements of the E-1 district, rather
than allow smaller lots to continue. In this case, the request to re-divide the parcels would be
contrary to the City’s efforts to combine the lots so they meet the minimum 2.5 acre minimum lot
size.

Access. Access to the proposed lot would be via a private road that connects to 90th Street. There
is an existing 60 foot wide access easement for all of the lots, so legal access for the lot currently



Planning Report — Case No. 09-25WAV
Page 3

exists. The private road surface is gravel and is approximately 10-12 feet wide. The length of the
road is approximately 1000 feet long and serves six homes. The Zoning Ordinance has a
provision which is based on fire code requirements addressing minimum access widths for
private roads and driveways. The code requires driveways or roads serving more than two
homes or structures shall have a minimum unobstructed width of 20 feet and a vertical opening
width minimum of 13.5 feet. Based on observations by the Fire Marshal and Planning staff, the
current road does not comply with these minimums. The existing homes have been built at
different times and some regulations may have changed along the way. However, if a new lot is
being created, then the road should be brought up to standards, both city and state fire codes.
This requirement could be addressed with a condition where the future land owner would be
responsible for bringing the driveway into compliance as part of the building permit process.
This however, puts the burden on a future landowner that may not be aware or have planned
on needing to improve a private driveway beyond their own property line. Staff also looks at
this situation as that in order to re-subdivide this parcel, the driveway should be brought into
compliance by the applicant or developer when the property is divided and not shift the
burden to the next landowner. The property also abuts another private road to the east, but the
same issues came up when a landowner applied to divide their property. In that case also, the
private road did not meet minimum standards and would have been required to be upgraded
as part of the approval to subdivide their land.

A condition of approval could be that the driveway along 90t Street be brought into
compliance with city code as part of a building permit and prior to certificate of occupancy. An
alternative condition could be that prior to recording the waiver of plat, the applicant or
developer shall bring the entire length of the private road into compliance with city code. That
way, the lot would meet access requirements up front without defraying these costs to a future
landowner.

The driveway to the existing house would end up on the separate lot if the lots are divided. In
order to address this situation, the application has two options. Either move the existing
driveway so it reconstructed wholly 6n the southerly parcel (parcel #6), or grant a driveway
easement to allow the driveway to remain on the northerly lot (parcel #5). If the easement option
is chosen, a legal description would be required to identify the actual location of the driveway
and a driveway access easement would be required to be drafted and recorded along with the
waiver of plat. The easement and the legal description would be the responsibility of the
applicant and would be required to be submitted to the city and reviewed by the City Attorney
prior to the waiver of plat being recorded.

Soil Borings. The applicant has provided soil borings for the vacant lot to verify the soils would
be suitable for a septic system. The Building Inspections Department has reviewed the soil boring
information and notes that the soil types would be suitable for septic systems.

Park Dedication. Park dedication would be required for the new lot. A cash contribution of
$4,011 is payable at the time of the release of the waiver of plat resolution.
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VARIANCES

As stated previously, two variances are being requested as part of this application. The first is to
allow lots that would be less that the required 2.5 acre minimum lot size in the E-1 District. The
other is to allow the exception of having an accessory structure on a lot before a principal
structure exists.

The City Code 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.

In actuality, no new lot is being created. The overall impact is re-establishing the lots as
originally surveyed. However, during the 1970’s, the City processed a couple of lot size
variances for this particular subject lot and the lot immediately to the north. In both
cases the variances were approved with the hardship no additional vacant lots were
available for sale that could increase the size of the lot in question. The Council has
made attempts to continue to consolidate the lots in this subdivision so they meet the
requirements of the E-1 district rather than allow smaller lots to continue. In this case
the request would be contrary to the City’s efforts to combine the lots so they can meet
the required 2.5 acre minimum lot size.

The existing accessory structure is oriented towards the other buildings on the lot and it
does not have a driveway. Its use for things not allowed in the Code would appear to
be very limited.

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

The variance from minimum lot size does appear to be contrary to the Zoning Code as
the intent is to minimize the impact of substandard size lots and combine where
possible. Allowing the property to re-divide would be contrary to this intent.

Allowing the accessory structure on a lot without a principle structure does not appear
to have a negative impact on the intent of the ordinance.
The
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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.

No hardship appears to exist to allow the parcel to be re-divided. The property currently
- meets minimum lot size and contains a home and accessory structures. There is no burden
being placed on the land owner by maintaining the two lots in one tax parcel, the lot meets
and is required to meet minimum lot size. Allowing the division would be contrary to the
City’s efforts to combine the lots in this neighborhood to eliminate the substandard lots.

d. Economic considerations alone do not constitute an undue hardship.
Economic considerations do not appear to be the sole basis for this request.

ALTERNATIVES

The Planning Commission has the following actions available on the following requests:

A. Approval. If the Planning Commission finds the application to be acceptable, the
following action should be taken:

° Approval of the Waiver of Plat allowing Parcels #5 and #6 per the survey dated 10/20/55
as individual tax parcels subject to the following conditions:

1. Prior to release of and recording the waiver of plat, the applicant shall either move the
existing driveway to the house on parcel #6 so it does not encroach onto parcel #5, or a
driveway easement shall be required to be recorded allowing the driveway to
encroach onto parcel #5. The applicant shall be responsible for providing the
driveway easement document including a legal description of the easement area. Said
easement document shall be reviewed by the City prior to recording.

2. Park dedication shall consist of a cash contribution of $4,011 payable at time of release
of the Resolution to the County.

] Approval of the Variances to allow Parcels #5 and #6 to be less than the required 2.5
acre minimum lot size and to allow an accessory structure on a lot prior to a principle
structure subject to the following condition:

1. The accessory structure shall not be used for commercial uses or storage related
to a commercial use.

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.



Planning Report — Case No. 09-25WAV
Page 6

RECOMMENDATION

Staff believes allowing the waiver of plat and creating two lots less than 2.5 acres in size would be
contrary to past actions taken by the City in this particular area to eliminate or reduce the number
of substandard sized lots. A valid hardship does not appear to be present. Staff does not
recommend approval of the request.

If the Planning Commission finds the request acceptable, staff has included conditions that would
address the main issues that need to be handled. The Planning Commission should however,
include a condition regarding the improvements to the existing private road as either a
requirement of the developer or the future landowner.

Attachments: Location Map
Waiver of Plat Map
Surrounding Lot Size Map
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Inver Grove Heights
NOT TO SCALE
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Surrounding Lot Sizes
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Allan Hunting

From: Tom Link

Sent: Wednesday, September 30, 2009 7:59 AM
To: Allan Hunting

Subject: FW: Variance at 1186 - 90th St. E.

Allan,

Please include this e-mail when Council next considers the Jim Brown application. Thanks.

----- Original Message-----

From: Dale Stoerzinger [mailto:dale.stoerzinger@gmail.com].
Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 3:37 AM

To: Tom Link

Subject: Variance at 1186 - 9@th St. E.

Sept. 29, 2009
Dear Mr. Link:

I caught the council meeting on tv last night and was interested in the discussion of
splitting Jim Brown's lot, located at 1186 90th St E., into two non-conforming lots.

In his presentation, Mr. Brown stated that the set of lots in the Hillside Woods development,
located directly south of him, were less than two and a half acres, however, when this
development was done, those lots were required to be in compliance and are indeed at least
two and a half acres each.

When Tim Wood developed his lot, which is located just northeast of Mr.
Brown's lot, he acquired land to make his lot come into compliance with the current zoning.

Janet Hoseth’'s lot, which was developed in 1990, and is located a short distance north of Mr.
Brown's lot also is in compliance with the current zoning.

I think the only lots in the vicinity of Mr. Brown's lot that are not in compliance with the
current two and a half acre requirement are those that were platted approximately a half
century ago; long before the current requirements were put into place.

I believe the two and a half acre requirement was put into place in an attempt to minimize
pollution to the ground water in areas where sewer and water were not available. This issue
should be seriously considered when deciding the applicability of a variance for Mr. Brown's
lot.

Dale Stoerzinger
9342 South Robert Trail
Inver Grove Heights, MN

651-457-8386



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

MCDONALD CONSTRUCTION - Case No. 09-28C

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

Item Type: Regular X | None

Contact: Heather Botten 651.450.2569 Amount included in current budget

Prepared by:)&) Heather Botten, Associate Planner Budget amendment requested

Reviewed by: Planning FTE included in current complement
Engineering Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Consider a Resolution regarding a Conditional Use Permit to allow for 27.5% impervious surface
coverage to construct a single-family home, sidewalk, porch, and driveway for the property located at
11617 Aileron Court:

e Require’s a 4/5™s vote.

¢ 60-day deadline: October 17, 2009 (first 60 days)

SUMMARY

Impervious surface on a single-family lot is currently limited to 25% but may expand up to 30% with a
conditional use permit. The property owner at 11617 Aileron Court would like to construct a new
home, driveway, sidewalk, and porch with impervious coverage of about 27.5%.

The surrounding properties are all zoned single-family. The proposed single-family home would
aesthetically fit in with the neighborhood. Additionally, all setbacks would be met. The applicant and
property owners have been made aware of the impervious surface conditional use criteria and the
City’s standard conditions for treating impervious surface. The applicant has agreed to comply with
the storm water treatment conditions, which help maintain the drainage and storm water runoff on the
applicant’s property.

At the public hearing there was resident testimony expressing concerns about drainage issues
currently in the neighborhood. These concerns were passed along to the City Engineering
department and their response and comments are attached in a memo. Ad(ditionally, Engineering is
requesting a larger raingarden on the applicant’s property to help mitigate the runoff for the proposed
new construction.

Planning Staff: Based on the information provided staff recommends approval of the conditional use
permit to exceed the allowed maximum impervious surface with the conditions listed in the attached
resolution, including the two additional conditions added by the Engineering Department (see
attached memo).

Planning Commission: Made a motion to approve and a motion to deny; both motions failed therefore
the request is being passed along without a recommendation.

Attachments:  Approval resolution for the CUP
Engineering Memo in response to neighborhood concerns
Planning Commission Recommendation
Planning Staff Report
Letter from residents



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW IMPERVIOUS
COVERAGE ON A LOT UP TO 27.5% IN THE R-1C ZONING DISTRICT

McDonald Construction — Case No. 09-28C

WHEREAS, an application for Conditional Use Permit has been submitted for the
property located at 11617 Aileron Court and legally described as:

LOT 3, BLOCK 3, WOODLAND PRESERVE, DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

WHEREAS, the request is to allow for 27.5% impervious coverage to construct a new
single-family home, sidewalk, porch, and driveway;

WHEREAS, the aforedescribed property is zoned R-1C, Single-family Residential;

WHEREAS, a public hearing concerning the conditional use permit was held before the
Inver Grove Heights Planning Commission in accordance with Minnesota Statute, Section
462.357, Subdivision 3 on September 15, 2009;

WHEREAS, the request has been reviewed against Title 10, Chapter 3, Article A, Section
10-3A-5 regarding the criterion for a Conditional Use Permit and the request meets all of the
standards;

WHEREAS, all impervious coverage conditional use permits are subject to the criteria
listed in City Code regarding treatment of stormwater and the construction of stormwater
management systems;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER
GROVE HEIGHTS, that a Conditional Use Permit to allow impervious surface up to 27.5% is
hereby granted for the aforedescribed property, subject to the following conditions:



10.

11.

Page |2

The site shall be developed in substantial conformance with the site plan dated August
10, 2009 on file with the Planning Department or as modified herein.

The impervious surface calculations have been provided; the owner shall provide a
storm water management system to mitigate at least 370 square feet, or 2.5% of the
14,775 square foot lot size.

Any future impervious space additions for the respective lot will need to meet the
requirements of the impervious space requirement at that time.

The temporary erosion control and permanent storm water management plan should
capture and route storm water runoff in a manner that does not adversely impact the
adjoining or downstream properties.

A Storm Water Management System shall be constructed within the property that meets
the Best Management Practices design criteria as set forth in the Northwest Area
Ordinances and Storm Water Manual.

The Storm Water Management System and Grading Plan (including necessary details for
construction, showing proper location, material, size, and grades) shall be approved by
the Engineering Division prior to ground disturbance or installation of the facility.

The Storm Water Management System is considered a private system and the
responsibility of maintenance is that of the owner.

Prior to issuance of a building permit, a storm water facilities maintenance agreement
shall be entered into between the applicant and City to address responsibilities and
maintenance of the storm water system.

Prior to issuance of a building permit, an Inspection Escrow in the amount of $370 (or 1%
per square foot of impervious space to be treated, whichever is greater) and a
Construction Escrow of $1480 (or $4 per square foot of impervious space to be treated,
whichever is greater) shall be submitted to the City with the Storm Water Management
System submittal. The final amount and submittal process shall be determined by the
City by the time the Owners are ready to submit the Storm Water Management System
and Grading Plan. The City Engineer reserves the right to have both a cash escrow for
expenses, fees, inspections and maintenance requirements and an additional
construction escrow assuring the storm water facility is constructed properly.

The soils shall be tested to determine the infiltration capacity to insure the storm water
maintenance facility performs and functions within the assumed design parameters.

Prior to release of the remainder of the Inspection Escrow and Construction Escrow, the
storm water facility needs to be constructed in its entirety, vegetation planted, and
approved by the Engineering Division.
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12. All existing easements shall be shown on the building permit submittal to ensure that
the proposed structures are not encroaching in an easement area dedicated to the City.
If there is encroachment, it will be the sole discretion of the City Engineer to either
accept or deny the proposed encroachment.

13. The rain garden shall be constructed in a location that allows it to discharge to Aileron
Court (most likely the front yard). This rain garden is to be sized to handle a 100-year
runoff event and approved by the City Engineer. A sufficient area of the impervious
surface shall be directed to the rain garden.

14. The structure being built will be required to install rain gutters that will discharge runoff
from all roof surfaces toward Aileron Court.
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 12th day of October, 2009.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor
ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



MEMO

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

TO: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director
Allan Hunting, City Planner

FROM: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer

DATE: October 6, 2009

SUBJECT: McDonald Construction — Case No. 09-28C and Ashley Court Drainage
(Broadmoor and Woodland Preserve Developments)

Background Information

The Planning Commission held a public hearing to review a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to
allow for 27.5% impervious coverage on Lot 3, Block 3, Woodland Preserve. This is a single-
family home being built by McDonald Construction at 11617 Aileron Ct. The Planning
Commission heard testimony from residents on Ashley Ct. regarding concern for drainage
issues. The Planning Commission recommended that the City Engineer review the drainage
issues raised at the hearing which appeared to be an issue larger than just the subject lot.

11617 Aileron Court

The Engineering Division has reviewed the proposed CUP for this site. The Planning Report
outlines the conditions that the Engineering Division originally wanted included in the CUP
decision. In addition, the following recommendations should also be included following a site
review of the drainage issues raised by nearby residents at the public hearing.

13. The rain garden shall be constructed in a location that allows it to discharge to Aileron
Court (most likely the front yard). This rain garden is to be sized to handle the 100-year
runoff event as outlined in the attached handout dated October 6, 2009 (Raingarden
Sizing Guide) prepared by the Assistant City Engineer. A total volume of 181 CF is
required to mitigate the runoff from 370 SF of impervious surface. The builder can select
either a 1" x 10’ x 12" sixe or a 1 %%’ x 9’ x 10’ size. A sufficient area of the impervious
surface shall be directed to the rain garden. This storm water management feature will
effectively reduce the runoff from the site to the equivalent of 25% impervious surface
during the regulatory event (100-year).

14. The structure being built will be required to install rain gutters that will discharge runoff
from all roof surfaces toward Aileron Court. The intent of this condition is to reduce the
runoff to the steep slope on the north by requiring the roof to be discharged to the south
and onto Aileron Court.

It is recommended that the City Council consider all 14 recommendations from the Engineering
Division if a CUP is approved.



McDonald Construction — Case No. 09-28C
Page Two

Drainage on Ashley Court

During the Planning Commissions’ public hearing, residents expressed a number of drainage
issues they have been observed in the Broadmoor Development. These issues are given in
detail in the minutes dated September 15, 2009 for McDonald Construction — Case No. 09-28C.
They are summarized as follows:

a) Backyard drainage on Block 4, Broadmoor was a concern and residents did not want
additional runoff to the area because the drainage is not acceptable to the residents.

b) Standing water has been noted on the curbs on Ashley Court. Algae has grown at times
due to the continued wetness of the area (presumably from sump pump discharges or
springs). Residents noted safety issues with slippery conditions even during freezing
conditions.

c) This area of Broadmoor has experienced wet conditions on a continual basis, most likely
since it was developed.

d) Would the wet conditions in Broadmoor be addressed by restricting the home construction
to 25%7?

e) The wet conditions in Broadmoor could be related to a larger issue of a regional nature
and would the new home affect a larger scale issue?

f) Do the current homes and proposed homes meet the approved grading plan?

g) The wet yard conditions have been prevalent in 2009 even though dry conditions have
persisted.

City Engineer’s Review of Drainage Issues

Following the public hearing, | conducted a site visit to the locations on Aileron Court and Ashley
Court to view the existing conditions. | also conducted research of City and County records to
determine other sources of information which would assist in my review of the issues.

On September 16, 2009, water was observed as it seeped over the existing curb in several
locations. It was most prevalent between 11542 and 11538 Ashley Court. The water was about
4 to 5 feet wide over the curb. Puddles were observed in what appears to be service line
settlements in the gutter line on the south side of Ashley Court. Note that this was during a dry
time period with little rain in the preceding 2 to 3 weeks. It should also be noted that the City
experienced heavy rains in early August 2009.

A review of the grading plan for Broadmoor and a subsequent review of the as-built survey
certificates for Lots 2-6, Block 4 of Broadmoor indicate that the existing homes have for all intent
and purposes, met the grading plan provided for the Development. Minor variations were noted
in some spots, but they were not significant enough to alter the drainage patterns.
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A review of the grading plan for the Woodland Preserve Development and a review of the as-
built survey certificate on the existing homes on Lots 1, 2, 4, 5 and 6 indicate that their existing
lot grading has the front yards draining to Aileron Court. They are generally following the
grading plan; however, it should be noted that the grading plan indicates the limits of the
drainage area was to be at the center of the house, not at the front of the house as-built. This
fact implies that an area about 20’ x 300’ drains to the north toward the (Broadmoor backyards).
Most of this occurs on Lot 3, Block 3 (11617 Aileron) which is the location of the McDonald
building permit under review. It should be noted that the overall grading of Block 3, Woodland
Preserve has reduced the drainage area that flows to Broadmoor from a historical perspective.

This minor modification in drainage area is the reason for the requirement of roof gutters that
discharge toward Aileron Court. The proposed house should also be graded so that drainage
from the south half of the lot in question drains to Aileron Ct. These modifications should offset
the minor drainage area changes that occurred.

A review of the available soils information and the Dakota County Soils Report was also
conducted. This review indicates that the area soils are well drained, silty and sandy loams.
These soils allow for the transmission of water through the soils. A copy of the soils map is
attached. It appears likely that rain gardens will drain well in the area. It is also probable that
groundwater can move easily through the soils. A review of the topographical maps and
grading plans for the Broadmoor and Woodland Preserve areas indicate that groundwater could
be moving from the south to the north. There is an existing pond in the Woodland Preserve with
a normal water level of 959.0 and a high water level of 961.86. This pond is about 700 feet from
the toe of the slope on Block 4, Broadmoor. The as-built survey certificates indicate the
backyards have elevations ranging from 959 to 963. The same data indicates that basement
elevations in Broadmoor, Block 4 range from 952.4 to 955.0.

This data indicates that the ground level at the base of a permeable slope is near the same level
as the high water level on the nearby pond. It also indicates that the basements intercept the
potential hydraulic profile of the groundwater by 4 to 7 feet. A copy of the hydraulic profile is
attached to help illustrate the issue of groundwater with a potential to seep into homes or result
in springs at the toe of slope in the Block 4, Broadmoor area. This profile is drawn through the
home proposed by McDonald Construction in Woodland Preserve.

This review leads to the conclusion that the drainage issues being experienced in Block 4,
Broadmoor are the affect of a regional issue related to groundwater. It appears that the
additional impervious space proposed at 11617 Aileron would have minimal affect when
compared to a regional drainage area measured in acres.

A potential solution to assist the existing residents would likely include the construction of a
drain tile system which includes sump pump discharge structures for each home on Block 4,
Broadmoor. A review of the existing storm sewer plans and the basement elevations indicates
a potential to connect a drain tile system to the existing catch basin at the intersection of Ashley
Court and Armstrong Court which could provide improved drainage. This drain tile system
would be installed in the south boulevard of Ashley Ct. at elevations near the existing basement
elevations. This would help to stabilize any ground water fluctuations in the area. It would also
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provide structures to allow residents to install tile lines in their side yards and to direct sump
pump discharges to the storm sewer.

The City would need to prepare a feasibility study and construction documents to install this
drain tile system. The funding sources would need to be identified. Easements might be
required in the front yards of Block 4, Broadmoor.

Recommendations

If a CUP is issued to McDonald Construction at 11617 Aileron, all recommendations from the
City Engineer shall be included in the conditions.

The City Council should provide direction on how to address the regional drainage issue on
Ashley Court. A feasibility study should be considered.

TIK/Kf



SWD
RAIN GARDEN SIZING GUIDE 6-Oct-09
McDonald Property Variance for Impervious Surface

Mitigating 370 SF of Impervious Surface
(Given sandy loam Type 'A' s0ils)

A : Typical Rain Garden (5' X 8')
(1-foot depth dead storage, 1.5-feet Engineered Soils)

Rain Garden A (typical)

Above Ground Storage Volume 1 feet

Engineered Soil Storage Volume 1.5 feet

Rain Garden Bottom Area 40 SF
Total Storage Vol. = 61 CF

B : 100-Year Rain Garden (10'X 12')
(1-foot depth dead storage, 1.5-feet Engineered Soils)

Rain Garden B (100-yr)

pond 1 feet

Engineered Soil 15 feet

Rain Garden Bottom Area 120 SF
Total Storage Vol. = 183 CF

C: 100-Year Rain Garden (9' X 10')
(1-foot depth dead storage, 3.0-feet Engineered Soils)

Rain Garden C (100-yr)

pond 1 feet
Engineered Soil 3 feet
Rain Garden Bottom Area 90 SF

Total Storage Vol. = 185 CF



7 27 04 Proposed 2003-411-M

Prepared by HydroCAD SAMPLER 1-800-927-7246 www.hydrocad.net

Type Il 24-hr Rainfall=6.00"

HydroCAD® 9.00 Sampler s/n S29640 © 2009 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC

Printed 10/2/2009

This report was prepared with the free HydroCAD SAMPLER, which is licensed for evaluation and

educational use only. For actual design or modeling applications you must use a full version of HydroCAD
which may be purchased at www.hydrocad.net. Full programs also include complete printed
documentation, technical support, training materials, and additional features which are essential for actual

design work.
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EXHIBIT B
STORM WATER FACILITY PLAN

LIMITS OF ENGINEERED SOIL
SURROUNDING TURF

ﬁocmow AND SIZE OF RAIN GARDEN TO
BE APPROVED BY ENGINEER

DIRECT RUN—-OFF FROM NOTE:
ueERaUS SPACE e G A B SIS S o ooy v
3 . TS FROM A
CONDITIONS OF VARIANCE PLAN VIEW  CONTAINER (PLUG TO HALF GALLON SIZE) PLACED
ACCORDING TO RECOMMENDED PLANT SPACING
REQUIREMENTS OR AS APPROVED BY THE ENGINEER.
SURSOIL]  SUBSOIL TYPE  [DEETH| SIZING
TYEE MULTIFLIER ENGINEERED SOIL,
A SAND/GRAVEL | 12" | 0.08 70% COARSE—WASHED SAND
B SANDO l\quLTCLAY 9 0.10 30% LEAF-LITTER COMPOST (ORGANIC, G!.EADE 2)
. NO TOPSOIL OR ON-SITE SOILS MAY BE USED IN
€ |CLAY OgAr‘fg-T WTH 6 0.12 ENGINEERED SOIL MIX
) CLAYS OR 915 | 6" 0.13
GARDEN BOTTOM SIZING CALCULATION
AREA OF ADDED IMPERVIOUS SURFACE
AGREED IO BE TRFATED SIZING MULTIPLIER (SEE TABILE ABOVE) | MINIMUM GARDEN BOTTOM SIZE
A ] AXB
gF X = &F

LIMITS OF BOTTOM

DEPTH VARIES (SEE ABOVE)

3" DOUBLE SHREDDED
HARDWOCD MULCH

ENGINEERED SOIL: CROSS SECTION LOOSEN SUBSOILS 12" DEEP
(SEE ABOVE) - TO REMOVE COMPACTION

NOTES
1. FINAL GRADE AND MULCHING SHALL BE DONE BY HAND.
2. NO EQUIPMENT WILL BE ALLOWED ON THE RAIN GARDEN AFTER EXCAVATION BEGINS.
3. PERIMETER EROSION CONTROL SHALL BE INSTALLED AND REMAIN IN PLACE UNTIL TURF IS
ESTABLISHED AROUND RAIN GARDEN.
4. OWNER IS RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING ENGINEER FOR INSPECTION OF RAIN GARDEN FOR
(1) FINAUZING RAIN GARDEN SIZE AND LOCATION.
(2) OBSERVATION OF EXCAVATION AND SCARIFYING OF SUBSOIL.
(3) APPROVAL TO BACKFILL WITH ENGINEERED SOILS.
(4) FINAL INSPECTION WITH MULCH AND PLANTS INSTALLED.

RESIDENTIAL RAIN GARDEN FOR VARIANCES
EXCEEDING IMPERVIOUS SPACE REQUIREMENTS

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS |, /09 PLATE NO,
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT STM—15

Engineering\ AUTO CAD\STANDARD PLATES\2008 Standard Plates\Variance Rain Garden Model (1).pdf

13-
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RECOMMENDATION TO
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

TO: Mayor and City Council of Inver Grove Heights
FROM: Planning Commission
DATE: September 15, 2009

SUBJECT: McDONALD CONSTRUCTION — CASE NO. 09-28C

Reading of Notice

Commissioner Simon read the public hearing notice to consider the request for a conditional
use permit to allow for 27.5% impervious coverage to construct a single family home, garage,
sidewalk and driveway on an R-1C zoned lot. 27 notices were mailed.

Presentation of Request

Heather Botten, Associate Planner, explained the request as detailed in the report. She advised
that the request is to construct a new home that would have 27.5% total impervious surface on
the property. The City has allowed up to 30% impervious surface on property in the R-1C
zoned areas provided the conditional use permit criteria is met. Ms. Botten advised that the
general conditional use permit criteria has been met and the applicant has agreed to comply
with the conditions listed in the report. Staff recommends approval of the request with the
conditions listed in the report. She advised that staff heard from one property owner stating
there was an existing drainage issue in the neighborhood; his concerns have been forwarded to
the engineering department.

Commissioner Gooch asked for details of the drainage concerns.

Ms. Botten advised they were concerns of general drainage in the neighborhood and of
standing water in the roadway.

Commissioner Gooch asked where the caller lived.
Ms. Botten pointed out the caller’s property on Avery Drive.

Commissioner Schaeffer asked if the existing drainage issue was not specifically from the
subject property but rather the area in general, to which Ms. Botten replied in the affirmative.

Opening of Public Hearing
Bill Winter, McDonald Construction, 7601 — 145" Street, Apple Valley, advised he was
representing the property owners and was available to answer any questions.

Chair Bartholomew asked if Mr. Winter was in agreement with conditions 2, 5, and 9, to which
Mr. Winter replied in the affirmative.

Tom Hall, 11552 Ashley Court, displayed photographs of the area, stating there was mold and
standing water on Ashley Court fourteen days after the last rain. He stated there was a
continual problem with standing water which was a safety hazard. Mr. Hall stated he contacted
the City’s engineering department and was told that McDonald Construction was unwilling to
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resolve the drainage issue and therefore it was up to the City to address the problem. The plan
was for staff to come out as a City group and look at the entire area and make a
recommendation as to the best way to handle the situation. Mr. Hall advised he was unable to
walk in his front yard without sinking up to his ankles and he stated the amount of water has
increased exponentially since the grading was done.

Commissioner Simon asked when the grading was done.

Mr. Hall replied approximately 2006. He stated the City worked on it for a year without resolving
the issue. Therefore he has been watching the City website to see when the lot was purchased
for development in the hopes that once a building permit was pulled the Chief Building Inspector
would get involved and perhaps get the issue corrected.

Chair Bartholomew asked if Mr. Hall's neighbors with homes behind them had similar drainage
issues.

Mr. Hall replied in the affirmative, stating the majority of the runoff comes from between the two
houses east of him. Mr. Hall added that a house is being built on 11635 Aileron Court and the
house behind that now has a soggy yard and water running out into the street.

Chair Bartholomew advised that the conditions of approval require that the applicants maintain
the runoff from the increased 2.5% impervious surface on their property.

Mr. Hall stated there has been runoff coming from that area for the last several years, noting
there were homes on the lots next to the subject lot.

Chair Bartholomew stated the neighboring homes were not part of this request.

Commissioner Simon asked if the regulation for managing a homeowners stormwater on their
own property was in place at the time the other homes were built, to which Mr. Hunting replied
that would have to be answered by the engineering staff as he was unsure.

Commissioner Simon asked if the conditions would address any pre-existing problem or only
the proposed 2.5% additional impervious surface.

Mr. Hunting replied the conditions would tie only to the development of this particular lot:
however, he would make the City Engineer aware of the aforementioned drainage issues.

Commissioner Simon asked if the Commission could add a condition that the pre-existing
problem with water be addressed before any permit was issued.

Mr. Hunting questioned whether they could require the larger scale grading from an individual
lot owner, but stated he would discuss it with engineering so it could be addressed at the City
Council meeting.

Mr. Hall noted that the builder (McDonald Construction) originally owned and developed all the
lots.
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Chair Bartholomew stated the current landowners would be responsible for managing the water
from their individual properties.

Lori Hall, 11552 Ashley Court, questioned how McDonald Construction would be held
accountable after the fact since there has been no accountability thus far for them to fix the
issue.

Chair Bartholomew stated the applicant could only be held responsible for managing the water
on their own property; not for the surrounding lots.

Ms. Hall advised that the issue was created when McDonald Construction owned all the lots.

Mr. Hall stated they didn't meet the master grading drainage plan. He questioned who would be
liable if a child slipped on the water/ice in front of his home and was injured.

Ms. Hall submitted a copy of the letter referred to earlier by staff from a neighbor regarding
safety concerns in relation to the existing drainage issue.

Molly Stakston, 11561 Avery Drive, stated numerous children have fallen in the street, including
her own, due to slippery mold, mildew, and standing water. She asked that it be put on record
that there is standing water for days after a rain.

Commissioner Roth stated it was unusual to have standing water during a drought, and asked if
there were soil borings done for this development as perhaps there were underground springs
causing the problem.

Mr. Winter stated soil borings were likely done when the property was originally developed.

Wade Labatte, 11556 Ashley Court, stated his children were unable to play in the back yard,
and sometimes the front yard as well, in the spring and fall due to the soggy ground. He stated
the drainage forces children to walk into the middle of the road to avoid the standing water and
he believes the problem will only increase with the addition of the proposed home.

Tracy Newell, 11546 Avery Drive, stated the runoff in the street is located in front of her home
and has been a concern for quite some time. She feels that grading the subject lot would only
exacerbate the situation and she questioned why the current landowner would be responsible
for fixing a pre-existing problem that was created by the builder.

Brad McDonald, 11533 Armstrong Court, stated he lives across from the sewer drain and has
seen children walk out into the street to avoid the water. He stated in addition to it being a
safety concern, the excessive moisture attracts insects as well. He then questioned who would
take responsibility for the other properties that were previously developed by the builder and
approved by the City and whether there would be some kind of resolution.

Chair Bartholomew stated that issue should be raised with the City’s Engineering Department
and the City Council. He advised that tonight’s testimony has established on record that a water
problem exists in the general area. He added, however, that if the proposed stormwater
management plan works for this lot the City would have no choice but to approve the request.
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Mr. Hunting stated he would make engineering aware of the drainage issue in the general area
so they could answer the questions that have been raised tonight at the Council meeting.

Ms. Hall asked if the neighbors would get mailed notice of the Council meeting, to which Chair
Bartholomew replied they would not, but that the Council date would be announced at the end
of tonight’s public hearing.

Commissioner Simon advised the homeowners they would be allowed to speak at the Council
meeting just as they were at this meeting.

Planning Commission Discussion

Commissioner Wippermann stated he lives in the neighborhood being discussed tonight and
vouched for the fact that standing water in the street was common and that it froze out six feet
or more into the street in the winter months. He stated he would be hesitant to approve the
request without further feedback from the Engineering Department as to how they planned to
resolve the existing water issue. He stated that he would support adding a condition that the
pre-existing drainage issue be addressed prior to approval of a building permit.

Commissioner Roth asked if the applicants would have to follow the master grading plan.

Mr. Hunting stated that as each house went in they would have had to match the original
grading plan.

Commissioner Simon stated that it did not appear as if the original grading plan has worked so
far.

Chair Bartholomew asked for clarification that if the applicant had proposed only 25%
impervious surface no approvals would have been necessary as long as they agreed to follow
the master grading plan, to which Mr. Hunting replied in the affirmative.

Commissioner Gooch suggested the request be tabled until additional engineering data could
be received regarding the drainage in the general area, stating he questioned whether a rain
garden would be effective or would just continue to leach the water down to the lots below.

Commissioner Wippermann asked if there were time limitations involved in tabling, to which Mr.
Hunting replied the typical 60 days could be extended.

Commissioner Hark stated if it was tabled he would like it to become part of the motion that
engineering staff should look at the existing water issue in the area.

Commissioner Roth stated he would like to work with the builder on this request as he
understands the applicants could reduce the amount of impervious surface to 25% and thereby
construct the home without any further approvals needed.

Chair Bartholomew asked the applicant if he would be agreeable to tabling the request.

Mr. Winter commented that McDonald Construction no longer owns the lot and therefore he
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would prefer the Commission took action on the application tonight rather than delaying the
property owners. Mr. Winter stated the requested 2.5% impervious surface would actually
alleviate runoff to neighboring properties since the extra impervious surface requires the
addition of a rain garden.

Commissioner Roth asked where the rain garden would be located, to which Mr. Winter replied
the exact location in the back yard had not yet been determined.

Commissioner Gooch questioned whether the water in the rain garden would eventually go to
the storm sewer or leach down to the neighbor’s back yard, to which Mr. Winter replied it would
not, but rather would soak into the ground.

Chair Bartholomew stated rain gardens were designed to leach water into the ground rather
than running to neighboring properties.

Mr. Hall asked for the definition of a rain garden.

Mr. Hunting stated rain gardens were recently being used to control stormwater runoff rather
than using a traditional piping system. He advised that rain gardens were typically a depression
in the ground designed with proper soils, sand, and vegetation to absorb water rather than
sending it into the storm sewer.

Chair Bartholomew stated rain gardens have proven to be successful provided they are
correctly built and maintained. He then asked who would own and maintain the proposed rain
garden.

Mr. Hunting replied the rain garden would be owned and maintained by the property owner;
however, the City would have the right to correct it if it became damaged or improperly
maintained.

Chair Bartholomew stated he would support the conditional use permit as he had faith in rain
gardens and trusted that the design would maintain the water on the applicant’s property.

Mr. Hunting recommended that Commissioners move the application forward to Council along
with the information that there were apparent water issues in the area that should be looked
into. He stated that tabling the request would negatively impact the applicant who was not the
cause of the problem.

Planning Commission Recommendation

Motion by Commissioner Simon, second by Commissioner Wippermann, to deny the request for
a conditional use permit to allow for 27.5% impervious coverage to construct a single family
home, garage, sidewalk and driveway on an R-1C zoned lot, based on the need for further
engineering information, for the property located at 11617 Aileron Court.

Commissioner Schaeffer stated he felt the Commission did not have enough information to
make an informed decision. He added that he was opposed to denying the request and thereby
penalizing the property owner for a problem that appears to be larger than his specific property.



Recommendation to City Council
September 15, 2009
Page 6

Commissioner Wippermann agreed that there appears to be an issue larger than just the
subject lot, however, he felt it was a major contributor and therefore he supported the motion.

Motion failed (4/5 — Bartholomew, Schaeffer, Roth, Koch, and Scales).

Motion by Commissioner Scales, second by Commissioner Schaeffer, to approve the request
for a conditional use permit to allow for 27.5% impervious coverage to construct a single family
home, garage, sidewalk and driveway on an R-1C zoned lot, for the property located at 11617
Aileron Court, with the conditions listed in the report.

Chair Bartholomew asked if he could add a condition that the Engineering Department review
the overall area to determine the cause of the water issue.

The recommended condition was approved by the motioners.

Motion failed (4/5 — Hark, Koch, Simon, Roth, Wippermann, and Gooch). This matter goes to
the City Council on October 12, 2009 without a recommendation.
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REPORT DATE: September 9, 2009 CASE NO.: 09-28C

HEARING DATE:  September 15, 2009

APPLICANT: McDonald Construction

PROPERTY OWNER: Neil and Maureen Mulrooney

REQUEST: A Conditional Use Permit to allow for 27.5% impervious coverage to

construct a new single family home, garage, sidewalk and driveway
on an R-1C zoned lot.

LOCATION: 11617 Aileron Court

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: LDR, Low Density Residential

ZONING: R-1C, Single family residential

REVIEWING DIVISIONS:  Planning PREPARED BY: '/ eather Botten
Engineering 7~ Associate Planner

BACKGROUND

Recently, Section 515.80 Subd. 8 - “R-1A, B, C” Single-Family Residential District was
modified to allow up to 30% of impervious coverage with a conditional use permit. The
property owner at 11617 Aileron Court would like to construct a new home, driveway,
sidewalk, and porch with impervious coverage of about 27.5%.

Square Feet Percentage
Lot Area 14,775 -
Proposed Impervious Coverage 4,062 27.5%
(House, driveway, sidewalk, porch)

SPECIFIC REQUEST

To develop the property as proposed the applicant is requesting a Conditional Use Permit
to allow impervious coverage up to 27.5% on a lot in the R-1C, Single Family Residential
District.

SURROUNDING USES: The subject site is surrounded by the following uses:

Single Family Residential; zoned R-1C, Single family; guided LDR,
Low Density Residential
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EVALUATION OF REQUEST:

GENERAL CUP CRITERIA

Section 10-3A-5 of the Zoning Regulations lists criteria to be considered with all conditional
use permit requests. This criterion generally relates to the Comprehensive Plan and Zoning
consistency, land use impacts such as setbacks, drainage, and aesthetics, environmental
impacts, and public health and safety impacts.

The proposed conditional use permit meets the above criteria. As shown in Exhibit A, the
surrounding properties are all zoned single-family. The proposed single-family home will
aesthetically fit in with the neighborhood. Additionally, all setbacks will be met and the
applicant has agreed to comply with the storm water treatment conditions, which help
maintain the drainage and storm water runoff on the applicant’s property.

IMPERVIOUS SURFACE CUP CRITERIA

The City approved a temporary ordinance amendment allowing 25% impervious surface on
a property; with a conditional use permit the impervious surface could be increased up to
30% provided the following criteria are met.

a) A Storm Water Management System shall be constructed within the
property that meets the Best Management Practices design criteria as set
forth in the Northwest Area Ordinances and Storm Water Manual.

b) The Storm Water Management System and Grading Plan (including
necessary details for construction, showing proper location, material, size,
and grades) shall be approved by the Engineering Division prior to
ground disturbance or installation of the facility.

c) The Storm Water Management System is considered a private system and
the responsibility of maintenance is that of the owner.

d) A storm water facilities maintenance agreement shall be entered into
between the applicant and City to address responsibilities and
maintenance of the storm water system.

e) An escrow or fee, to be determined by the City Engineer, shall be
submitted to the City with the Storm Water Management System
submittal. The final amount and submittal process shall be determined
by the City by the time the Owners are ready to submit the Storm Water
Management System and Grading Plan.

f) The soils shall be tested to determine the infiltration capacity to insure the
storm water maintenance facility performs and functions within the
assumed design parameters.

The proposed impervious surface on the lot is about 27.5%. The applicant and property
owners have been made aware of the above criteria and the City’s standard conditions for
treating impervious surface.

Grading and Drainage. The Engineering Department has reviewed the request. The
applicant/ homeowner would have to mitigate the storm water runoff above the allowed
25%. If the Conditional Use Permit is approved they recommend the conditions listed
below be included.
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ALTERNATIVES

The Planning Commission has the following alternatives available for the requested action:

A.

Approval  If the Planning Commission finds the Conditional Use Permit to

exceed the impervious coverage standards to be acceptable, the Commission should
recommend approval of the request with at least the following conditions:

1.

The site shall be developed in substantial conformance with the site plan dated
August 10, 2009 on file with the Planning Department or as modified herein.

The impervious surface calculations have been provided; the owner shall provide a
storm water management system to mitigate at least 370 square feet, or 2.5% of the
14,775 square foot lot size.

Any future impervious space additions for the respective lot will need to meet the
requirements of the impervious space requirement at that time.

The temporary erosion control and permanent storm water management plan
should capture and route storm water runoff in a manner that does not adversely
impact the adjoining or downstream properties.

A Storm Water Management System shall be constructed within the property that
meets the Best Management Practices design criteria as set forth in the Northwest
Area Ordinances and Storm Water Manual.

The Storm Water Management System and Grading Plan (including necessary
details for construction, showing proper location, material, size, and grades) shall be
approved by the Engineering Division prior to ground disturbance or installation of
the facility.

The Storm Water Management System is considered a private system and the
responsibility of maintenance is that of the owner.

Prior to issuance of a building permit, a storm water facilities maintenance
agreement shall be entered into between the applicant and City to address
responsibilities and maintenance of the storm water system.

Prior to issuance of a building permit, an Inspection Escrow in the amount of $370
(or 1§ per square foot of impervious space to be treated, whichever is greater) and a
Construction Escrow of $1480 (or $4 per square foot of impervious space to be
treated, whichever is greater) shall be submitted to the City with the Storm Water
Management System submittal. The final amount and submittal process shall be
determined by the City by the time the Owners are ready to submit the Storm Water
Management System and Grading Plan. The City Engineer reserves the right to have
both a cash escrow for expenses, fees, inspections and maintenance requirements
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B.

10.

11.

12.

and an additional construction escrow assuring the storm water facility is
constructed properly.

The soils shall be tested to determine the infiltration capacity to insure the storm
water maintenance facility performs and functions within the assumed design
parameters.

Prior to release of the remainder of the Inspection Escrow and Construction Escrow,
the storm water facility needs to be constructed in its entirety, vegetation planted,
and approved by the Engineering Division.

All existing easements shall be shown on the building permit submittal to ensure
that the proposed structures are not encroaching in an easement area dedicated to
the City. If there is encroachment, it will be the sole discretion of the City Engineer
to either accept or deny the proposed encroachment.

Denial If the Planning Commission does not favor the proposed Conditional

Use Permit, the above request should be recommended for denial. With a recommendation
for denial, findings or the basis for the denial should be given.

RECOMMENDATION

Based on the information in the preceding report and the conditions listed in Alternative A,
staff is recommending approval of the conditional use permit request.

Attachments: Exhibit A - Location/Zoning Map

Exhibit B - Applicant Narrative
Exhibit C- Survey
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To Whom It May Concern:

Neil & Maureen Mulrooney purchased a lot at 11617 Aileron ct . G.H.
They designed a home that totals 4062 square feet of impervious surface
The 4062 includes the home, garage, sidewalk, front porch and driveway.
The lot is 14775 square feet in size. This puts the home 2.5% over the cities
25% impervious surface ordinance.

The Mulrooney’s are asking for a conditional uses permit.
With the condition that they construct and maintain a rain garden that collects,
holds & perks 2.5% of the lots total square feet of rain water.

Csr ) [ ECELVE]

William J Winter 7 AUG T8 2000

7601 145th Street West ¢ Apple Valley, MN 55124
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Kim Fox

From: , Heather Botten

Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 3:57 PM

To: Kim Fox

Subject: FW: McDonald Construction- case no. 09-28C; 11617 Aileron Court

From: Eric Curtin [mailto:curtin@ip-firm.com]

Sent: Tuesday, September 15, 2009 4:02 PM

To: Allan Hunting

Subject: McDonald Construction- case no. 09-28C; 11617 Aileron Court

Dear Mr. Hunting and Members of the Planning Commission:

lam writing in regard to the above-referenced case to be discussed at tonight’s Planning Commission meeting, as | am
unable to attend the meeting in person. As a local resident (11571 Avery Drive), | would like to voice concern over
general drainage in the area of concern, and in particular over the effect that increasing any impervious cover would
have. As | believe the city is aware, there is a serious drainage issue that resulted from the construction of the
development in which a variance is sought in the above case, in that the homes and street along Ashley Court remain
under nearly constant flood-type conditions. Biking down Ashley Court with my four-year old, there is often standing
water in the street in front of the Ashley Court properties that are adjacent the property at issue (11617 Aileron Court).
At times, there is also mold and/or other slippery vegetative growth in that area, which can make biking or walking
down the street particularly dangerous for kids. -

At this time, the drainage is insufficient and poses serious health and hazard issues, immediately via the standing water
in the streets, and potentially via mold growth and other water damage that may occur. These issues are particularly
prevalent during periods of heavy participation and thawing. In specific regard to the requested variance, adding
structure that exceeds the limit upon impervious coverage would only exasperate this issue, absent corrective measures
to address the current drainage issue.

Given the established drainage problems and further considering the continued development of the area at issue, it is
important that the Planning Commission and the City Planner ensure that proper action is taken. | ask that the Planning
Commission and City Planner address the drainage issue with the developer/builder, and ensure that corrective
measures are taken by requiring that a new drainage plan along the north side of the development be developed and
implemented. In considering action (or lack thereof), | also strongly suggest that the planning commission consider
potential liability in this matter, for accidents and other damage that may occur, should the drainage issue be left
unaddressed and/or should any further variances that worsen the conditions be approved.

Thanks for your time.

Best regards,

Eric J. Curtin

Attorney at Law
Crawford-Maunu

Intellectual Property Attorneys
1150 Northland Dr., Suite 100



Heather Botten

From: Allan Hunting

Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 7:03 AM
To: Heather Botten

Subject: FW: Case No. 09-28C

From: Carol Becker [mailto:carolebays2003@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, September 20, 2009 10:27 AM

To: Allan Hunting

Subject: Case No. 09-28C

Dear Mr. Hunting,

We received the Public Hearing Notice regarding PID No. 20-84800-030-03 in which McDonald Construction
is requesting a conditional use permit to allow for 27.5% impervious coverage for construction. As property
owners within 350 of this location, we support this request. Thank you for allowing us to participate in this
variance request process.

Carol and Matthew Becker
11643 Aileron Court

IGH, MN 55077
651-797-2870



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

SHEEHAN/WOODS; Consider a Resolution regarding a Variance from front yard setbacks to
construct a covered porch for property located at 6455 Delaney Avenue.

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

Item Type: Regular Agenda X | None

Contact: Jenn Emmerich; 651.450.2553 Amount included in current budget

Prepared by: Jenn Emmerich, Asst. City Budget amendment requested

Planner

Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

a) Consider a resolution for a variance from front yard setbacks to construct a covered

porch.

e Requires 3/5th's vote
e 60-day deadline: October 16, 2009 (1*' 60 days)

SUMMARY

Background The applicant has submitted a variance request to construct a porch addition that
would encroach within the front yard setback of their R-1C, Single Family Residential lot. The
lot currently features the applicant's home, detached garage and small shed. The house is
currently setback 30" from the front property line, which is the minimum setback according to the
City Code. The applicant is requesting a variance to construct a 24 square foot (4’ x 6’) porch
addition that would extend four feet into the required setback.

Analysis Though the property does not have any special conditions that make it unique, the
proposed addition is reasonable and the setback encroachment is marginal. Furthermore, the
setbacks within the neighborhood are not consistent. Therefore, the proposed porch addition
would not make the house look out of character. The hardship of the request is that the
applicant’s home is located at the 30" setback line and any addition would require a variance.
They are requesting this variance to mitigate a drainage/water damage issue. Currently, the
rainwater causes water damage to the front of the house. The applicant has already had to
replace the wood because the damage was substantial.

RECOMMENDATION
Planning Staff Recommends approval of this request.

Planning Commission Recommends approval of the 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 CONSTRUCT A PORCH ADDITION
THAT WOULD ENCROACH FOUR FEET WITHIN THE FRONT YARD SETBACK.

CASE NO. 09-27V
(Sheehan/Woods)

Property located at 6455 Delaney Avenue and legally described as follows:
All of Lots 21 & 22, Block 16, of Inver Grove Factory Addition, of Dakota County, Minnesota

WHEREAS, an application has been received for a Variance from the front yard setback
standard to construct a porch addition that would encroach four feet into the 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 Title 10) 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, Title 10,
Chapter 3, Section 10-3-4;

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights Planning Commission reviewed the request
on September 15, 2009 in accordance with City Code Title 10, Chapter 3, Section 10-3-4;

WHEREAS, a hardship, was found to exist because the applicant’s house is constructed
right at the front yard setback line and this addition is necessary to mitigate a water
damage/drainage issue. The proposed addition is reasonable and the setback encroachment is
marginal. Furthermore, the setbacks within the neighborhood are not consistent. Therefore, the
proposed porch addition would not make the house look out of character.



Resolution No. Page No. 2

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER
GROVE HEIGHTS, that the variance to construct a porch addition that encroaches four feet
into the front yard setback is hereby approved with the following condition:

1. The site shall be developed in substantial conformance with the site plan dated
August 17, 2009 on file with the Planning Department.

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 12t day of October, 2009.

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: September 15, 2009

SUBJECT: SHEEHAN/WOODS — CASE NO. 09-27V

Reading of Notice
Commissioner Simon read the public hearing notice to consider the request for a variance from the front yard

setback to construct a covered porch addition for the property located at 6455 Delaney Avenue. 4 notices
were mailed.

Presentation of Request

Allan Hunting, City Planner, explained the request as detailed in the report. He stated the request was for a
variance to add a 4’ x 6’ covered porch onto the front of the house which would encroach four feet into the front
yard setback. The applicant has stated the primary reason for the front porch is to correct a drainage problem
but because the home is constructed right at the setback line, the applicant cannot construct a porch addition
without a variance. Furthermore, City Code allows uncovered appurtenances to extend six feet into the front
yard setback whereas the proposed porch would only extend four feet. Mr. Hunting advised that a similar
request for the Herdtle’s recently came before the Planning Commission. Staff believes the variance criterion
has been met and therefore recommends approval with the condition listed in the report.

Chair Bartholomew asked what action was taken on the Herdtle request, to which Mr. Hunting replied it was
approved by City Council.

Mr. Hunting advised that staff heard from one resident who was in support of the request.

Commissioner Wippermann stated he felt the proposed porch would enhance the aesthetics of the home.

Opening of Public Hearing
There was no public testimony.

Regarding the absence of the applicants, Mr. Hunting advised that staff has had difficulty getting in contact with
them in the past and they may not have received notice of tonight's meeting.

Planning Commission Recommendation

Motion by Commissioner Wippermann, second by Commissioner Roth, to approve the request for a variance
from the front yard setback to construct a covered porch addition, for the property located at 6455 Delaney
Avenue, with the hardship as listed and one condition.

Motion carried (9/0). This matter goes to the City Council on October 12, 2009.



PLANNING REPORT
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

REPORT DATE: September 10, 2009 CASE NO.: 09-27V

APPLICANT: Sheehan/Woods

REQUEST: A variance to construct a porch that would encroach within the front
yard setback.

HEARING DATE:  September 15, 2009

LOCATION: 6455 Delaney 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
Assistant Planner

BACKGROUND

The applicant has submitted a variance request to construct a porch addition that would
encroach within the front yard setback of their R-1C, Single Family Residential lot. The lot
currently features the applicant’s home, detached garage and small shed. The house is
currently setback 30" from the front property line, which is the minimum setback according
to the City Code. The applicant is requesting a variance to construct a 24 square foot (4" x 6")
porch addition that would extend four feet into the required setback.

SPECIFIC REQUEST

To construct the 24 square foot addition, the applicants have requested a variance to
encroach within the front yard setback in accordance with Title 10, Chapter 3, Section 10-3-4.

SURROUNDING USES

The subject site is surrounded by single-family homes, all zoned R-1C, Single Family
Residential and guided LDR, Low Density Residential.

EVALUATION OF REQUEST:

As indicated earlier, the applicant is requesting a variance to construct a porch addition that
encroaches within the front yard setback. Title 10, Chapter 3, Section 10-3-4D of the City
Code, states that the City Council may grant variances in instances where practical



Planning Report - Case No. 09-27V
Page 2

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. However, the proposed addition is reasonable and the setback
encroachment is marginal. Furthermore, the setbacks within the neighborhood are
not consistent. Therefore, the proposed porch addition would not make the house
look out of character. Lastly, the applicant has stated that the primary reason for the
front porch is to protect the front door from the elements. Staff agrees that a front
porch would achieve this.

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.

The applicant’s are requesting the variance to correct a drainage problem. Currently,
the rainwater causes water damage to the front of the house. The applicant has
already had to replace the wood because the damage was substantial. Because the
home is constructed right at the setback line, the applicant cannot construct a porch
addition without a variance.  Furthermore, City Code allows uncovered
appurtenances to extend six feet into the front yard setback. The applicant’s porch
would only extend four feet into the front yard setback.

d. Economic considerations alone do not constitute an undue hardship.

Economic considerations do not appear to be a basis for this request.
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:



Planning Report - Case No. 09-27V
Page 3

1. The site shall be developed in substantial conformance with the site plan dated
August 17, 2009 on file with the Planning Department.

Hardship: ~ The applicant is requesting this variance to construct a porch that
would solve a drainage/water issue. Because the house is
constructed right at the setback line, a variance is required for any
type of addition. The appurtenance would encroach within the
front yard setback marginally and it would not cause the home to
be out of character with the neighborhood.

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 been met and therefore Staff recommends
approval of the variance as presented.

Attachments: Exhibit A - Location/Zoning Map
Exhibit B — Applicant Narrative
Exhibit C - Site Plan
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Variance

6455 Delaney Ave
Shannon Woods
Tim Sheehan
8/17/09

We just purchased the house at 6455 Delaney Ave on May 29, 2009. The house was bank
owned and in poor repair. There is no overhang on the front of the house, so when it rains or snows
water runs straight down the front of the house. As a result, the wood below the font door, above the
foundation, had severe water damage and rot, and needed to be replaced. We would like to build a
small porch with an overhang to protect the front door area from water damage from rain, ice, and

sSnow.
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AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, NONCONFORMITIES - Case No. 09-29ZA

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

Item Type: Regular X | None

Contact: Heather Botten 651.450.2569 Amount included in current budget

Prepared by: Heather Botten, Associate Planner Budget amendment requested

Reviewed by: LeVander, Gillen, & Miller, P.A. FTE included in current complement
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Consider the First Reading of a Zoning Code Amendment relating to the maintenance and repair of
nonconforming uses and structures:

e Require’s a 3/5™s vote.

SUMMARY

The Minnesota Legislature amended Minnesota Statute 462.357, the statute that governs non-
conforming properties a few years ago. To be consistent with state statute, the City Code should be
amended to conform to Minn. Stat. 462.357, as amended. The amended language addresses
improvements and changes to existing nonconforming uses and structures.

Based upon our analysis of Minn. Stat. 462.357 and the City Ordinance, staff has concluded that the
City should amend City Ordinance Title 10, Chapter 16. More specifically, sections 10-16-4 (A) and (C)
and 10-16-5 (C). The amendment allows property owners of nonconforming uses and structures more
rights and flexibility than what the code currently allows. Owners of nonconforming uses or structures
may perform maintenance and repair on non-conforming uses and structures. Under the amended

statute the owner may also “replace”, “restore”, or “improve” the nonconforming use or structure, as
long as the owner does not expand it.

Planning Staff: Based on the information provided staff recommends approval of the ordinance
amendment.

Planning Commission: Also recommends approval of the request (9-0).

Attachments:  Draft Ordinance with proposed changes
Planning Commission Recommendation
Planning Staff Report



Chapter 16
NONCONFORMITIES

10-16-1: CONTINUANCE OF NONCONFORMITY:

A. Any lawful nonconformity may be continued at the size and in a manner of operation existing
upon the date that such use became a lawful nonconformity, except as hereinafter specified.

B. Any lawful nonconforming use of land not involving a structure, and any lawful nonconforming
use involving a structure with an assessor's full and true valuation, upon the effective date
hereof, of one thousand dollars ($1,000.00) or less may be continued for a period of thirty
six (36) months, and billboards, as defined in this title, regardless of their valuation, may be
continued for a period of thirty six (36) months after becoming nonconforming, whereupon
such nonconforming use shall cease. (Ord. 1098, 11-8-2004)

10-16-2: DISCONTINUANCE OF NONCONFORMITY; CHANGE TO
CONFORMING USE:

When any lawful nonconformity in any district is discontinued for a period of more than twelve
(12) months or is changed to a conforming use, any future use of said structure or land shall be
in conformity with the provisions of this title. (Ord. 1098, 11-8-2004)

10-16-3: CHANGE OF USE:

A lawful nonconforming use of a structure or parcel of land may be changed to a similar or more
restrictive nonconforming use. Once a structure or parcel of land has been placed in a more
restrictive nonconforming use, it shall not return to a less restrictive nonconforming use. (Ord.
1098, 11-8-2004)

10-16-4: MAINTENANCE AND REPAIRS:

A. Normal maintenance, repai ,, -ovement, and restoration of a building or
other structure containing or related to a |awfu| nonconforming use is permitted, including
necessary nonstructural repairs and incidental alterations which do not e expand, extend, or
intensify the nonconforming use unless wise allowed by City Code.

B. Nothing in this title shall prevent the placing of a structure in safe condition when the building
official declares said structure unsafe. (Ord. 1098, 11-8-2004)

C. Whenever a lawful nonconforming structure shall have been damaged by fire, flood,
explosion, earthquake, war, riot, act of nature or similar occasion, it may be reconstructed
and used as before if it is reconstructed within twelve (12) months after such calamity,
unless the damage to the building or structure is fifty percent (50%) or more of its fair market
value as estimated by the building official and approved by the council, in which case, the
reconstruction shall be for a use in accordance with the provisions of this title, except that
where a structure is damaged more than fifty percent (50%) of its fair market value and no
building permit has been applied for within 180 days of when the property is damaged, the
owner may apply for a special permit for approval to reconstruct a nonconforming structure



for its use pnor to the damage. # /’n the qounC|I grants such special use permlt the

(Ord. 1098, 11-8- 2004; amd. 2008 Code)

10-16-5: ENLARGEMENT; ALTERATIONS:

A. A lawfully existing nonconforming structure or structure containing a legally existing
nonconforming use may expand its gross floor area by ten percent (10%) if the following
criteria are satisfied:

1. A complete building permit application shall be submitted to the building inspections
division, found satisfactory and issued prior to the commencement of any work on the
expansion.

2. The structure expansion shall meet all of the bulk standards for the zoning district within
which the structure is located. A variance may be applied for if the structure expansion could
not meet the respective bulk standards. The variance application and its review by the city
shall be regulated according to section 10-3-4 of this title.

3. If an expansion is requested under this subsection, the city may impose standards and/or
conditions upon the underlying nonconforming use or structure for purposes of health, safety
or welfare.

B. A lawfully existing nonconforming structure or structure containing a legally existing
nonconforming use may conditionally expand its gross floor area by up to thirty percent
(30%) if the following criteria are satisfied:

1. A complete conditional use permit application shall be applied for and approved by the
city council. Chapter 3, article A of this title shall regulate the city review and approval or
denial of the conditional use permit.

2. A complete building permit application shall be submitted to the building inspections
division, found satisfactory and issued prior to the commencement of any work on the
expansion.

3. The structure expansion shall meet all of the bulk standards for the zoning district within
which the structure is located. A variance may be applied for if the structure expansion does
not meet the respective bulk standards. The variance application and its review by the city
shall be regulated according to the section 10-3-4 of this title.

4. If an expansion is requested under this subsection, the city may impose standards and/or
conditions upon the underlying nonconforming use or structure for purposes of health, safety
or welfare.

C. Alterations or improvements may be made to a building containing lawful nonconforming
residential units when they will improve the livability thereof, provided they will not increase
the number of dwelling units or bulk of the building, except that a garage may be added if
none previously existed. (Ord. 1098, 11-8-2004)



RECOMMENDATION TO
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

TO: Mayor and City Council of Inver Grove Heights
FROM: Planning Commission
DATE: September 15, 2009

SUBJECT: CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS — CASE NO. 09-29ZA

Reading of Notice

Commissioner Simon read the public hearing notice to consider the request for an ordinance
amendment to Title 10, Chapter 16 — Nonconformities, relating to maintenance and repair non-
conforming uses and structures. No notices were mailed.

Presentation of Request

Heather Botten, Associate Planner, explained the request as detailed in the report. She advised
that the Minnesota Legislature amended the state statute that governs non-conforming
properties. To be consistent with state statute, the City Code should be amended to conform to
Minn. Stat. 462.357, as amended. The amended language addresses improvements and
changes to existing non-conforming uses and structures. The amendments allow property
owners of non-conforming uses and structures more rights and flexibility than what the code
currently allows. Staff recommends approval of the ordinance amendment as shown in the
planning report.

Commissioner Wippermann asked if the City was required to change City Code to be consistent
with state statute.

Mr. Hunting replied it was wise to have consistency between City Code and state statute
language, and he advised that state statute always supersedes City Code.

Commissioner Wippermann stated it appeared as if the existing ordinance was more restrictive
than state statute.

Opening of Public Hearing
There was no public testimony.

Planning Commission Recommendation

Motion by Commissioner Simon, second by Commissioner Koch, to approve the request for an
ordinance amendment to Title 10, Chapter 16 — Non-conformities, relating to the maintenance
and repair of non-conforming uses and structures, as listed in the report.

Motion carried (9/0). This matter goes to the City Council on October 12, 2009.



PLANNING REPORT
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

REPORT DATE: September 8, 2009 CASE NO.: 09-29ZA

HEARING DATE:  September 15, 2009

APPLICANT: City of Inver Grove Heights
REQUEST: An Ordinance Amendment to Title 10, Chapter 16 — Nonconformities,
relating to the maintenance and repair of nonconforming uses and
structures
REVIEWING DIVISIONS:  Planning PREPARED BY %Heather Botten
" Associate Planner
BACKGROUND

The Minnesota Legislature amended Minnesota Statute 462.357, the statute that governs non-
conforming properties a few years ago. To be consistent with state statute, the City Code should
be amended to conform to Minn. Stat. 462.357, as amended. The amended language addresses
improvements and changes to existing nonconforming uses and structures.

EVALUATION OF THE REQUEST

Based upon our analysis of Minn. Stat. 462.357 and the City Ordinance, staff has concluded that
the City should amend City Ordinance Title 10, Chapter 16. More specifically, sections 10-16-4
(A) and (C) and 10-16-5 (C).

Section 10-16-4(A) should be amended to reflect that not only may owners of nonconforming uses
or structures perform maintenance and repair on non-conforming uses and structures under the
amended statute, but the owner may also “replace”, “restore”, or “improve” the non-conforming
use or structure, as long as the owner does not expand it. Currently, City Ordinance permits only
the performance or normal maintenance and necessary repairs and incidental alterations to
nonconforming uses and structures.

Section 10-16-4 (C) should be amended to reflect that when the City issues a special permit for the
reconstruction of a nonconforming use or structure that is rebuilt because of destruction of more
than 50% of the market value of the nonconforming use or structure, the City may impose
“reasonable conditions upon a building permit in order to mitigate any newly created impact on
adjacent property.” Additionally this permit must be issued as a matter of right, rather than
discretion by the City.



Planning Report — Case No. 09-29ZA
Page 2

Finally, Section 10-16-5 (C) should be amended to reflect that not only may owners of
nonconforming uses or structure make alterations, but they may also make improvements to their
properties, assuming it does not expand or intensify the use of the nonconforming use or
structure. Currently the ordinance only allows alterations to the nonconforming uses or structure.

ALTERNATIVES

The Planning Commission has the following actions available on the following requests:

A. Approval. If the Planning Commission finds the amendment to be acceptable, the
following action should be taken:

e Approval of an Ordinance Amendment to Title 10, Chapter 16 (Nonconformities) of
the City Code adopting regulations related to the changes in Minnesota Statute.

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

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval of the ordinance amendment as presented.

Attachments: Amended Ordinance- Chapter 16, Nonconformities



AGENDA ITEM 7E

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the third and final reading for a Zoning Code Amendment
relating to exterior building materials in the rural zoning districts (A, E-1, E-2).

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Regular Agenda X | None
Contact: Jenn Emmerich; 651.450.2553 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Jenn Emmerich, Asst. City Budget amendment requested
Planner
Reviewed by: Levander, Gillen & Miller FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
a) Consider the third and final reading for a zoning code amendment relating to exterior building materials
in the rural zoning districts (A, E-1 and E-2).
e Requires 3/5th's vote

SUMMARY

Backaround The City Council directed staff to hold a public hearing regarding changing the requirements
relating to exterior building materials. Planning Commission held a public hearing on August 18, 2009 and the
first and second readings of the ordinance were heard on September 14, 2009 and September 28, 2009.

Analysis The attached draft ordinance has not been modified since the second reading. If approved, it would
allow plastic hoop structures in the “A” and “E” zoning districts, provided they meet the following criteria:

- The lot must be greater than or equal to 2.5 acres
- The maximum size is 500 square feet
- The minimum setback from all property lines is 50 feet.

RECOMMENDATION
Planning Staff Recommends approval of this ordinance amendment.

Planning Commission Recommends approval of the request (7-0).

Parks and Recreation Not applicable.

Attachments Ordinance Amendment



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 10, CHAPTER 15, SECTION 10-15-17 (ZONING
CODE - EXTERIOR BUILDING MATERIALS) OF THE CITY CODE.

The City of Inver Grove Heights hereby ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT. Inver Grove Heights City Code Title 10, Chapter 15,
Section 10-15-17 is amended to read as set forth below.

Title 10, Chapter 15, Section 10-15-17. EXTERIOR BUILDING MATERIALS.

A. Commercial, Industrial And Institutional Buildings: All exterior vertical surfaces of
any principal or accessory structure in a B, I or P zoning district shall have an
equally attractive or the same fascia as the front. At least fifty percent (50%) of the
exterior vertical surface shall consist of one or a combination of the following or
similar materials: brick veneer; sculptured, textured or concrete block or panels;
natural wood siding; steel, aluminum or vinyl lap siding; natural stone or glass. A
maximum of one-third (1/3) of a building wall is permitted to have sheet or
corrugated steel or aluminum finish.

B. Residential Principal Structures:

1. All exterior surfaces of a residential principal structure must be completed within
one year of the issuance of a building permit. A six (6) month extension may be
granted if a written request is submitted to the city planner ten (10) working days
prior to the termination of the one year time limit.

2. Exterior walls of all principal structures in all residential zoning districts (R, A,
and E districts) must be covered only with siding (e.g., wood, vinyl, aluminum or
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metal horizontal lap), stucco, brick, glass, composite plastic or other comparable
material as approved by the city planner.

3. Cloth, fabric, canvas, plastic sheets, tarps, tarpaper, insulation, sheet metal and
corrugated metal shall be prohibited as final covers for exterior walls and roofs for
all principal structures in all residential zoning districts (R, A and E districts).

C. Residential Accessory Structures:

1. Completion Period: All exterior surfaces of a residential accessory structure must
be completed within one year of beginning construction. A six (6) month extension
may be granted if a written request is submitted to the city planner ten (10) working
days prior to the termination of the one year time limit.

2. Allowed Materials: Exterior walls of all accessory structures in all residential
zoning districts (R, A and E districts) must be covered only with siding (e.g., wood,
vinyl, aluminum or metal horizontal lap), stucco, brick, glass, composite plastic or
other comparable material as approved by the city planner. Provided, however,
sheet metal, corrugated metal or shaped metal material may also be used to cover
exterior walls of accessory structures under one hundred twenty (120) square feet in
all residential zoning districts (R, A and E districts).

3. Prohibited Materials: Cloth, fabric, canvas, plastic sheets, tarps, tarpaper and
insulation shall be prohibited as final covers for exterior walls and roofs for all
accessory structures in all residential zoning districts (R, A and E districts). In all
residential zoning districts (R, A and E districts), the placement or use of framing for
hoop houses or other hoop designed apparatus, tent garages and other similar
apparatus is prohibited, whether it is an accessory structure or an apparatus as
described in subsection C5 of this section.

4. Conditional Use Permit: Except for structures under one hundred twenty (120)
square feet, sheet metal, corrugated metal or shaped metal material used to cover
exterior walls shall be prohibited on all residential detached accessory structures,
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 metal,
corrugated metal or shaped metal material siding for lots in the A or E-1 zoning
districts, and only if the sheet metal, corrugated metal or shaped metal material
siding has a thickness of at least 29-gauge, and comes with a manufacturer's
warranty of at least twenty (20) years.

5. Apparatus: All limitations, restrictions, regulations, prohibitions and standards set
forth in this subsection C relating to accessory structures shall also apply to the
following:

Nonpermanent or movable apparatus or units, not permanently affixed to the
ground, consisting of a frame that is to be used for or intended to be used for storage
or other use. These include apparatus commonly known as hoop houses or other
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hoop designed apparatus, tent garages and other similar apparatus.

The framing for hoop houses or other hoop designed apparatus, tent garages and
other similar apparatus is prohibited, whether it is an accessory structure or an
apparatus as described in this subsection C5.

6. Exceptions: The following are excluded from the requirements of this subsection
C.

a. Playground equipment.

b. Camping tents and special event tents which are in place for less than five (5)
days.

c. Commercial greenhouses.

d. Accessory structures to principal agricultural uses (i.e., farms, ranches, stables,
greenhouses, nurseries, and uses deemed similar by the city council) in the A and E-
1 zoning districts.

e. Accessory structures used as carports and nonpermanent or movable
apparatus or units used as carports. (Ord. 1182, 9-8-2008)

f. Hoop houses and other hoop designed apparatus, whether as accessory
structures and non-permanent or moveable apparatus may be placed and used and
may be covered with plastic sheets if they meet the following:

1. Located on lots greater than or equal to 2.5 acres in the “A” and “E”
Zoning Districts;

2. Maximum size of 500 square feet; and

3. Minimum setback of 50 feet from all property lines.

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 , 2009.

Ayes
Nays

George Tourville, Mayor

Attest:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Process in Which to Value Parkiand Retlated to Private Encroachments

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Regular Agenda X | 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
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Review process for determining the value of park land for the purpose of selling property to
adjacent land owners with encroachments.

SUMMARY

The City has been locating park property boundaries of city park land. In some cases, the
private property owners appear to have encroached onto city park land. On June 22, 2009 the
Council directed staff to send a letter to residents who appear to have private improvements on
City park property directing them to remove their encroachments.

Mr. and Mrs. Renner, living at 7907 Conroy Way, received a letter based on the fact that a
portion of their fence is located in Oakwood Park. The Renner's have requested that the City
sell them a portion of park property.

On September 28" the Council directed staff to develop a process in which the City would place
a value on city parkland. Each case would be handled on a case-by-case basis to determine if
there are any adverse impacts in selling the public park property to the private property owner.
if the Council determines the land should not be sold, the City would require that the private
improvements be removed by the property owner at the property owner's expense. In cases
where it is determined the property can be sold the following process would be used:

+ City would determine the value of the land by using the Dakota County property web
site. (hitp://gis.co.dakota.mn.us/scripts/esrimap.dil?Name=webq1&Cmd=Map&)

» City would check land value for four properties in the immediate area of the property in
question plus the property currently owned by the property owner

» The value of the property would be converted into a cost per square foot

e The values would be added and averaged together to determine the average value per
square foot

* The average value would be used and multiplied by the square footage needed to
correct the encroachment of the private land owner

* Once the value is determined, the landowner would be given the option to purchase the
property once approved by the City Council.

* Landowner would pay for all cosis associated with:




Survey

Recording

Preparation of Legal Documents
Filing Fee(s)

G 0 00

« City Attorney would review landowner prepared documents fo determine
accuracy\correctness

+ Once the City Attorney approves of the documents, the sale would be brought before the
City Council for official action.

The following are three examples taken around three parks in the city:

Qakwood Park

2009 Estimated
Address | Street Acres | Land Value Sq Ft Value per sq ft
7907 | ConroyWayE | 029 | $ 59,200 12,632.40 | S 4.69
7897 | ConroyWayE | 0.28 | S 60,300 12,196.80 | S 4,94
7915 | ConroyWayE | 028 | $ 56,400 12,196.80 | $ 4.62
7927 | ConroyWayE | 029 S 56,400 12,632.40 | & 4.46
7885 | Conroy Way E 029} $ 56,400 12,632.40 | S 4.46
Total ' 143 S 288,700 62,290.80 | $ 23.18
Average 0.286 | S 57,740 12,458.16 s 4.64
Skyview Park
2009 Estimated
Address | Street Acres | Land Value 5q Ft Value per sq ft
3970 | 67th StE 028 | S 56,400 12,196.80 | $ 4.62
3926 | 67thStE 047 | S 56,700 20,473.20 | § 2.77
6799 | Dawn Ave 028 | S 54,100 12,196.80 | $ 4.44
6771 | Dawn Ave 028 § 55,300 12,196.80 | S 4.53
6745 | Dawn Ave 0.28 | $ 55,800 12,196.80 | S 4,57
Total 159 | § 278,300 69,260.40 | S 20.94
Average 0318 | $ 55,660 13,852.08 | § 4.19
Southern Lakes Park
2009 Estimated
Address | Street Acres | Land Value Sq Ft Value per sq ft
10778 | Allison Way 03] 5 91,100 13,068.00 | $ 6.97
10786 | Allison Way 028} S 95,700 12,196.80 | S 7.85
10769 | Alberton Way 0331 8§ 95,700 14,374.80 | S 6.66
10781 | Alberton Way 034 S 95,700 14,810.40 | S 6.46
10791 | Alberton Way 028 | $ 95,700 12,196.80 | S 7.85
Total 153 S 473,900 66,646.80 | S 35.78
Average 0.306 | S 94,780 13,32936 | § 7.16




AGENDA ITEM I7 G

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

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

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Consent X | None
Contact: Scott D. Thureen, 450.2571 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: P FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other:

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider a 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.

SUMMARY

At its September 14, 2009 meeting, the Council adopted a resolution calling for an assessment hearing
for City Project No. 2008-09D (the 2008 South Grove Street Reconstruction project) on October 12,
2009. A notice of hearing was published and mailed. While preparing for the September 30"
information meeting for the hearing, staff noticed that the published notice omitted some information
required by law. To keep the desired schedule of adopting and certifying the assessments in 2009, |
directed staff to correct, publish, and mail a corrected notice with a revised hearing date of October 26,
2009. | ask the Council to adopt the attached resolution ratifying these actions and the revised
assessment hearing date.

SDT/kf
Attachments: Resolution



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION RATIFYING REVISED CALL FOR HEARING ON PROPOSED ASSESSMENTS

2008 PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
CITY PROJECT NO. 2008-09D - URBAN STREET RECONSTRUCTION SOUTH GROVE AREA 3

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, by a resolution of the City Council on Monday, September 14, 2009, the City Clerk
was directed to prepare proposed assessments of the costs of the improvements as follows:

2008 Pavement Management Program
City Project No. 2008-09D - Urban Street Reconstruction South Grove Area 3

WHEREAS, the project includes a mill and overlay portion and a street reconstruction portion;
and

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; and

WHEREAS, due to the omission of some data required by law, the original published and
mailed notices were deemed invalid, and

WHEREAS, staff decided to publish and mail a corrected notice with a revised date for the
assessment hearing as needed to meet the statutory notice requirements, in advance of Council
approval, in order to meet the deadline to certify the assessment in 2009.

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

1. The Council ratifies the staff actions and the revised hearing date.

2. A hearing shall be held on the 26™ day of October 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.

3. 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. The notice published on
October 11, 2009 is hereby ratified.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 12" day of October 2009.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



AGENDA ITEM 7 H

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

County Road 24 (66™ Street) Turnback Request

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Regular X | None
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 450.2572 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
e New FTE requested — N/A
Other:

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider approval of a resolution and revocation agreement that would turnback County Road 24 (66™
Street) from Dakota County to the City of Inver Grove Heights.

SUMMARY

City staff has had discussions related to the jurisdictional transfer of County Road 24 (66" Street) from
Dakota County to the City of Inver Grove Heights. This jurisdictional transfer is being considered
because studies have indicated that the historic swing bridge is not of regional need and portions have
been demolished. The turnback of 66"™ Street is part of the City’s efforts to preserve the historic
landmark. The City is willing to consider the turnback, provided that there is adequate funding in the
Agreement.

A letter was sent to Mr. Todd Howard, Assistant County Engineer that discussed the funding of this
turnback. The County’s estimated project cost for the scope of the turnback is $291,000. The City is
willing to enter into a written agreement based on this project estimate.

This jurisdictional transfer is being done to give the City of Inver Grove Heights ownership of the road
and swing bridge before the end of November 2009. The City needs ownership in order to receive the
grants for the swing bridge project.

This written agreement should be entered into prior to November 1, 2009 to allow time for the City to
receive the official jurisdictional transfer. The County Board action is scheduled for October 13, 2009. |
recommend that the City Council approve the resolution and revocation agreement that would turnback
County Road 24 (66" Street) from Dakota County to the City of Inver Grove Heights.

TJIK/Kkf

Attachments: Agreement for Revocation of CR 24 (66™ Street)
Concept Plans for 66™ Street
Resolution



AGREEMENT FOR
REVOCATION OF
COUNTY ROAD 24

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into by and between the County of Dakota,
hereinafter referred to as the “County” and the City of Inver Grove Heights, hereinafter
referred to as the “City”.

WITNESSES THE FOLLOWING:

WHEREAS, Minn. Stat. Section 163.11, Subd. 5 and 9 authorizes a County Board to
revoke County Road status by resolution of the County Board of Commissioners: and

WHEREAS, the County Board intends to pass a resolution revoking County Road status
on that portion of County Road 24 described below; and

WHEREAS, as a result of the revocation of County Road status, the City will accept
jurisdiction and ownership over said roadway as described below; and

WHEREAS, the County and City desire to define the responsibilities and obligations
which will result from this road revocation;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

1. Dakota County hereby revokes County Road status on that portion of County
Road 24 in the City of Inver Grove Heights as follows: Beginning at the
intersection of the centerline of said County State Aid Highway No. 24 with the
easterly right of way boundary of County State Aid Highway 56; thence easterly
along said centerline through Government Lot 6 and Government Lot 10 in
Section 2, Township 27 North, Range 22 West, to its intersection with the
western shore of the Mississippi River and said line there terminating.

2. The City hereby accepts the transfer of jurisdiction and ownership and all
maintenance, repair and reconstruction responsibilities, as well as all traffic
control devices currently in place, for the designated road segment.

3. In consideration of the transfer of jurisdiction and ownership of this road
segment, the County agrees to pay to the City and the City agrees to accept
from the County a one-time payment of the sum of $291,000. Payment of said
amount will be tendered to the City upon final execution of this Agreement by the
appropriate officials for both parties.

4. No person engaged in work to be performed by the City shall be considered an
employee of the County. Any claims that arise under the Worker's
Compensation Act of this State on behalf of any City employee, while so
engaged on any of the work called for in this Agreement shall not be the
obligation or responsibility of the County.



5. Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes §16B.06, subd. 4, any books, records,
documents and accounting procedures and practices of the City and the County
relevant to this Agreement are subject to examination by the County and either
the Legislative Auditor or the State Auditor as appropriate. The City and County
agree to maintain these records for a period of six years from the date of
performance of all services covered in this agreement.

6. The entire and integrated agreement of the parties contained in this agreement
shall supersede all prior negotiations, representations or agreements between
the City and the County regarding jurisdiction and control over County Road 24

whether written or oral.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be
executed by their duly authorized officials.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

AGREED TO AND APPROVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INVER GROVE

HEIGHTS THIS DAY OF , 2009.
By By
City Clerk Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM: (SEAL)
By
City Attorney
DAKOTA COUNTY

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL:

By By

County Engineer Chairman of the Board

By (SEAL)
Clerk to County Board

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Date

Assistant County Attorney
COUNTY BOARD RESOLUTION

No.: 09- Date:
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION APPROVING A TRANSFER OF OWNERSHIP AND APPROVING AN AGREEMENT
FOR REVOCATION OF COUNTY ROAD 24 (66™ STREET) FROM DAKOTA COUNTY TO THE CITY
OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, Dakota County Board intends to pass a resolution revoking County Road status on
a portion of County Road 24 (66" Street); thereby, giving the City jurisdiction and ownership over said
roadway; and

WHEREAS, an Agreement for Revocation of County Road 24 (66" Street) was prepared to
define the responsibilities and obligations which will result from the road revocation; and

WHEREAS, the City needs ownership of this portion of County Road 24 (66" Street) in order to
receive the grants for the swing bridge project.

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

1. The City of Inver Grove Heights hereby accepts the transfer of jurisdiction and ownership
of County Road 24 (66™ Street).

2. The City hereby enters into an Agreement for Revocation of County Road 24 with Dakota
County which defines and outlines the City’s responsibilities and obligations.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



AGENDA ITEM ’7 I

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Authorizing Staff to Enter into the 2010 Fuel Consortium Purchase Program as
Managed by the State of Minnesota

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

Item Type: Regular None

Contact: Scott D. Thureen, 651-450-2571 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: <K FTE included in current complement

New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: Amount included in proposed
2010 Budget

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider resolution authorizing staff to enter into the 2010 Fuel Consortium Purchase Program as
managed by the State of Minnesota.

SUMMARY

In late 2008, the City joined with a consortium of cities and counties to contract for a bulk fuel purchase
for 2009. The State of Minnesota agreed to take the lead in this effort and solicited a fixed price
contract for fuel for 2009. The City’s participation in this program protected us from additional costs
due to extreme spikes in fuel prices.

The State is offering this program again for 2010. The City has until November 6, 2009 to return its
application for the 2010 program. In addition to cost savings, participation in this program provides a
budgetary tool that allows us to more accurately predict our fuel costs for the year. | recommend that
the Council approve the resolution authorizing staff to enter into a contract to join the 2010 Fuel
Consortium Purchase Program.

SDT/kf
Attachments: Memo from State of Minnesota, with program application forms
Resolution



TO: CURRENT FUEL CONSORTIUM MEMBERS

CPV MEMBERS LOCATED IN THE 9 COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA (Anoka, Carver, Dakota, Hennepin,
Scott, Sherburne, Ramsey, Wright and Washington)

CPV MEMBERS LOCATED WITHIN 50 MILES OF REPORTING
FUEL TERMINALS IN:

ALEXANDRIA

DULUTH

MANKATO

MARSHALL

ROCHESTER

MARSHALL

FROM: JACKIE FINGER - STATE MATERIALS MANAGEMENT DIVISION

RE: FIXED PRICE FUEL PROGRAM FOR 2010

The State intends to lead a solicitation again for 2010 for a fixed price fuel program for gqualified participants. There will
be two separate solicitations issued - one for participants in the nine county metropolitan area and one for
participants located within 50 miles of reporting fuel terminals.

The qualification requirements are as follows:

e Participant must be a CPV member and agree to, and comply with, all terms and conditions of the Contract.
e Participant must be located in the areas defined above.
e The tanks must be owned and maintained by the CPV member.

e Participant must be able to take either gasoline or diesel fuel in the required product type and as delivered by
the Contract Vendor in quantities of at least 500 gallons per delivery,

o Participant must take 100 percent of the committed monthly amount at the fixed price contracted on its behalf.

e Fill rate must be at least 500 gallons or more.

CAREFULLY REVIEW THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION!!!

Only those agenmes that will be partncnpatmg in the leed Prlce Program must complete the fuel

. Please be careful to prowde accurate mformatlon

Participation in the Spot Price Program does not require quantities to be submitted and may be used on an as
needed basis by any participants in the Fixed Price Fuel Program if they so choose.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me via E-mail (PREFERRED): jackie.finger@state.mn.us.
by phone at 651.201.2436, by fax at 651.297.3996. Thank you.

RETURN ORDER FORM NO LATER THAN NOVEMBER 6, 2009.




FUEL CONSORTIUM — OVERVIEW

FIXED PRICE PROGRAM — The agencies listed on the Fixed Price Schedule are required to take 100% of its
monthly quantity committed and the Contract Vendor is required to provide 100% of the monthly quantities
contracted. The program will be for 13 months, ending January 31, 2011.

If the original purchaser is unable to take all of the monthly committed gallons, the Contract Vendor will be
responsible for contacting other locations participating in the Fixed Price Contract to determine if they are able
to take additional gallons.

If the Contract Vendor is able to ship the unused gallons from the original participating purchaser to another
participating agency, there will be no cost to the original participating agency. If the Spot Price is less than the
Fixed Price, participants are not required to take more than the monthly amount they committed to.

If the Contract Vendor is unable to ship the unused gallons from the original participating purchaser to another
participating agency, they may sell the unused gallons on the open market and either debit or credit the
difference in price back to the original participating purchaser based on the open market sell price.

If the Contract Vendor is unable to provide all of the monthly committed gallons to a participating member by the
due date and time, the participating member may purchase the product on the open market and charge the
Contract Vendor for any additional costs incurred.

SPOT PRICE PROGRAM. In addition to a Fixed Price program, the solicitation will include a Spot Price
program for participants to handle extra fuel needs over and above the committed quantities in the Fixed Price
program.

Participants are not required to use the Spot Price program and may use other State Spot Price programs
currently in place or may purchase their additional fuel needs independently.

If the Contract Vendor is unable to provide the order quantity to a State agency or CPV member by the required
due date and time, the State agency or CPV member may purchase the product on the open market and charge
the Contract Vendor for any additional costs incurred.

Only qualified State agencies and CPV Members may participate in the Fixed Price Program unless otherwise
approved.

Once final Contracts are executed, the participating agency or entity will be notified of the price and the name of
the Contract Vendor.

The signature below agrees to all terms, conditions and prices of any Contract
agreement entered into on its behalf by the State of Minnesota which includes, but
is not limited to, taking 100% of the monthly fuel quantities submitted for the Fixed
Price Program on the Fuel Order Form. There is no requirement to take any product
using the Spot Price Program.

AGENCY NAME:

ADDRESS:

CONTACT PERSON: TITLE:
PHONE NO.: FAX NO.: E-MAIL:
AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE:

RETURN ORDER FORM NO LATER THAN NOVEMBER 6, 2009.
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING STAFF TO ENTER THE 2010 FUEL CONSORTIUM PURCHASE
PROGRAM AS MANAGED BY THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, dramatic fluctuations in fuel prices make it difficult to accurately budget for fuel
usage; and

WHEREAS, a large group of Metro area cities and counties, including the City of Inver Grove
Heights, desire to form a consortium to order bulk quantities of fuel at a fixed contract price for
budgetary purposes; and

WHEREAS, the State of Minnesota has offered to administer a contract for such a consortium.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

1. City staff are authorized to apply for participation in the 2010 Fuel Consortium Purchase

Program for State of Minnesota Agencies and Cooperative Purchasing Venture
Members.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota this 12" day of October 2009.

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



AGENDA ITEM ,7 J__

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Resolution Awarding Contract for City Project No. 2009-29 — Well No. 9

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

ltem Type: Regular None

Contact: Scott D. Thureen, 651.450.2571 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: AR FTE included in current complement

New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: Water Operating Fund, Park
Acquisition and Development Fund

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Consider resolution awarding contract for City Project No. 2009-29 — Well No. 9.
SUMMARY

This project was ordered by the City Council on March 27, 2006. Phase 1, drilling the well, was
assigned City Project No. 2006-04. That work was completed in December of 2008. Plans and
specifications and authorizing advertisement for bids were approved on August 24, 2009.

The bid opening was on September 28, 2009. Four contractors submitted bids. The low bidder was
Burschville Construction, Inc. with a total base bid amount of $440,772.90 and a total Alternate No. 1
(bituminous trail) amount of $38,180.00, for a total bid amount of $478,952.90. The engineer’s estimate
was $595,000.00 for this project.

The Parks and Recreation Director provided a letter to neighboring residents notifying them of the
Council’s consideration of bids at tonight’s meeting.

Public Works recommends adoption of the resolution awarding the contract for City Project No.
2009-29 — Well No. 9 to Burschville Construction, Inc. in the amount of $478,952.90.

SDT/kf

Attachments: Bonestroo Letter dated September 29, 2009
Letter to residents
Resolution



2335 Highway 36 W
St. Paul, MN 55113

Tel 651-636-4600
Fax 651-636-1311

www.bonestroo.com

September 29, 2009 s
iy Bonestroo

Mr. Scott Thureen

Public Works Director

City of Inver Grove Heights

8150 Barbara Avenue

Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077-3410

Re: Well No. 9 — Phase 2 Project
City Project No. 2009-29
Project No. 000476-07005-0
Bid Results

Dear Mr. Thureen:
Bids were opened for the Project stated above on Tuesday, September 29, 2009 at 10 A.M. Transmitted
herewith is a copy of the Bid Tabulation for your information and file. Copies will also be distributed to

each Bidder once the Project has been awarded.

There were a total of four Bids. The following summarizes the results of the Bids received:

Alternate No. 1 Base Bid Plus
Contractor Total Base Bid  Bituminous Trail Alternate No. 1
Low Burschville Construction, Inc. $440,772.90 $38,180.00 $478,952.90
#2 Rice Lake Construction Group $478,564.00 $32,086.00 $510,650.00
#3 EnComm Midwest, Inc. $492,294.00 $30,840.00 $523,134.00
#4 Magney Construction, Inc. $540,153.00 $27,641.00 $567,794.00

The low Bidder on the Project was Burschville Construction, Inc. with a Total Base Bid Amount of
$440,772.90 and a Total Alternate No. 1 Amount of $38,180.00; for a Total Bid Amount of $478,952.90
for the Total Base Bid and Alternate No. 1. This compares to the Engineer’s Estimate of $595,000.00 for
the Total Base Bid and Alternate No. 1. These Bids have been reviewed and found to be in order.

If the City Council wishes to award the Project to the low Bidder, then Burschville Construction, Inc.
should be awarded the Project.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (651) 604-4840.

ichard W. Foster, P.E.

Sincerely,

BONESTROO

Enclosure
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October 5, 2009

Dear Property Owner
Subject: Proposed Babcock Trail

The City of Inver Grove Heights City Council will hold a meeting on Monday, October
12, 2009 at 7:30pm in the Council Chambers located at 8150 Barbara Ave. The purpose
of the meeting will be to discuss:

. Considgr approval of bids for a Public Trail Along Babcock Trail between 75"
and 70'

As a resident in the area you are invited to attend the meeting to give input. Should you
be unable to attend the meeting please feel free to email, call, or send me a letter prior to
the meeting and your information will be taken into consideration.

Should you have any questions or concerns please feel free to call me at 651.450.2587 or
email me at ecarlson(@ci.inver-grove-heights.mn.us.

Sincerely,

Fric Carlson
Parks & Recreation Director
City of Inver Grove Heights



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION AWARDING CONTRACT TO BURSCHVILLE CONSTRUCTION, INC. FOR CITY PROJECT
NO. 2009-29 — WELL NO. 9 IN THE AMOUNT OF $478,952.90

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, pursuant to an advertisement for bids for City Project No. 2009-29 — Well No. 9, bids were

received, opened, read aloud, and tabulated according to law. The following bids were received complying with
the advertisement:

Bidder 5% Bid Bond Base Bid Alternate No. 1 | Base Bid Plus

Alternate No. 1
Burschville Construction, Inc. Yes $440,772.90 $38,180.00 $478,952.90
Rice Lake Construction Group Yes $478,564.00 $32,086.00 $510,650.00
EnComm Midwest, Inc. Yes $492,294.00 $30,840.00 $523,134.00
Magney Construction, Inc. Yes $540,153.00 $27,641.00 $567,794.00

WHEREAS, Burschville Construction, Inc. is the lowest responsible bidder.

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

1. The Mayor and Clerk are hereby authorized and directed to enter into a contract with Burschville
Construction, Inc., in the name of the City of Inver Grove Heights, for City Project 2009-29 — Well No.

9 according to plans and specifications therefore approved by the Council and on file at the Office of
the City Clerk.

2. The City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to return, forthwith, to all bidders, the deposits made
with their bids except for the deposit of the successful bidder and the next lowest bidder shall be
retained until the contract has been signed.

3. Project financing for the base bid shall be provided from the Water Operating Fund and financing for
Alternate No. 1 shall be provided from the Park Acquisition and Development Fund.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 12" day of October 2009.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor
ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



AGENDA ITEM 7 K

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Dakota County’s 2010-2014 Capital Improvement Program

Meeting Date:  October 12, 2009 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Regular None
Contact: Scott D. Thureen, 651-450-2571 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: SR FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other:

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Consider a resolution supporting Dakota County’s draft 2010-2014 Capital Improvement Program
(CIP).

SUMMARY

Annually, Dakota County prepares a five-year Capital Improvement Program based upon their needs
and requests of the cities being impacted. Staff previously met with Dakota County staff to review the
County’s draft CIP. Subsequently, the County revised their CIP and is requesting the City’s
consideration and approval.

Dakota County is requesting that City’s pass a resolution supporting their five-year CIP. Listed on the
attached resolution, are the projects identified in Dakota County’s CIP. The projects shown and
recommended are based on identified future needs. The projects would be advanced based on funding
availability. Public Works has reviewed the projects as proposed and we recommend passage of the
resolution as presented.

SDT/kf
Attachments: Resolution
Map



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY

RESOLUTION SUPPORTING DAKOTA COUNTY’S 2010-2014 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM (CIP)

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, Dakota County has requested that the City of Inver Grove Heights provide a list of
projects for inclusion in Dakota County’s 2010-2014 Transportation Plan, and

WHEREAS, the following transportation projects are important to the City of Inver Grove
Heights:

PROJECT

CR 28 — 80" Street from T.H. 3 to 0.62 miles east

CR 73 — Akron Avenue from Cliff Road (CSAH 32) to Rosemount border
CSAH 26 — Roundabout at T.H. 3 and 70" Street (CSAH 26)

CSAH 32 - Cliff Road from Rich Valley Boulevard (CSAH 71) to T.H. 52

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights will participate in these projects in accordance with
applicable cost sharing policies,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS THAT:
The following projects be included in Dakota County’s 2010-2014 Transportation CIP for construction in
the years indicated:

CR 28 (80" Street east of T.H. 3) 2011 Right-of-Way

(City Project 2008-05) 2012 Design/Right-of-Way

(Dakota County Project CP 28-48) 2013 Construction

CSAH 73 — Akron Ave. from CIiff Road (CSAH 32) 2010 Design/Right-of-Way
to Rosemount border 2011 Construction

(City Project 2005-02)
(Dakota County Project CP 73-18)

CSAH 26 — Roundabout at T.H. 3 and 2012 Design/Right-of-Way
70" Street (CSAH 26) 2013 Construction

(City Project 2009-25)

CSAH 32 — Cliff Road from Rich Valley Blvd. 2011 Design

(CSAH 71) to T.H. 52 2012 Right-of-Way

(City Project 2005-03) 2013 Construction

(Dakota County Project CP 32-40)
Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 12" day of October 2009.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk
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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
ltem 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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