
 

 

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

MONDAY, MARCH 8, 2010 

8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

7:30 P.M. 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. ROLL CALL 

3. PRESENTATIONS: 

A. Environmental Leadership Award 

B. Seven Wonders of Engineering Merit Award 

4.  CONSENT AGENDA – All items on the Consent Agenda are considered routine and have been made available  

  to the City Council at least two days prior to the meeting; the items will be enacted in one motion.  There will be no  

  separate discussion of these items unless a Council member or citizen so requests, in which event the item will be  

  removed from this Agenda and considered in normal sequence.       

A. Minutes – February 22, 2010 Regular Council Meeting             

B.  Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending March 3, 2010       

C.  Pay Voucher No. 9 for City Project No. 2008-18, Public Safety Addition/City Hall  

 Renovation              

D. Change Order No. 5 and Pay Voucher No. 7 for City Project No. 2009-09D, South Grove  

 Urban Street Reconstruction – Area 4           

E.   Resolution Accepting Individual Project Order No. 12D to Kimley-Horn & Associates, Inc.  

 for Design Services for the 2010 Pavement Management Program, Urban Street Reconstruction,  

 City Project No. 2010-09D, South Grove Area 5 – Water System Design      

F.  Approve Purchase of Tables for the VMCC          

G.  Resolution Establishing School Zone Speed Limit         

H.  Approve Application for MN DNR Trail Grants         

I.  Approve a Temporary Easement Agreement between the City of South Saint Paul and  

 the City of Inver Grove Heights allowing use of a portion of South Saint Paul Airport  

 Land for City Project No. 2010-09D           

J.   Schedule Public Hearing – New Liquor License         

K. Schedule Public Hearing – Liquor License Transfer          

L.  Personnel Actions             

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

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



6. PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

A.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Assessment Hearing for City Project No. 2008-09G,  

      Cahill Avenue/Brooks Boulevard Mill and Overlay         

B.  CITY  OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS;  Consider Resolution Imposing Sanctions Upon Off-Sale  

 Intoxicating Liquor License Holder Starz Group Liquor, Inc. dba Starz Liquor     

7. REGULAR AGENDA:        

PARKS AND RECREATION: 

A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Approval of the Rock Island Swing Bridge  

 Master Plan               

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

B.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Authorizing Staff to Acquire  

 Property Located at the Southeast Corner of 80th Street and Barbara Avenue from the  

 Minnesota Department of Transportation           

ADMINISTRATION: 

C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Approve Purchase of Software, Hardware and Consulting  

 Services for a Data Center Consolidation for the City’s Desktop and Server  

 Infrastructure              

D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Third Reading of an Ordinance Amending 

 Title 4, Chapter 7 of the City Code relating to Charitable Gambling Requirements    

E. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider First Reading of an Ordinance Amending 

 Title 5, Chapter 4, of the City Code relating to Animal Control       

PUBLIC WORKS: 

F. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Approving a Compromise  

 Agreement, Settlement Stipulation, Order and Judgment between Watrud Properties, LLC  

 and the City relating to City Project No. 2003-03 (PID# 20-28400-012-01)     

G. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Approving a Waiver Agreement,  

 Settlement Stipulation, Order and Judgment between Watrud Properties, LLC and the  

 City relating to City Project No. 2003-03 (PID # 20-28401-010-00)       

8. MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS 

9. EXECUTIVE SESSION 

A.  Doffing Ave Property Acquisitions 

10.  ADJOURN 



 INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 2010 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL  The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on 
Monday, February 22, 2010, 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, Finance Director Lanoue, Police  
Chief Kleckner, Fire Chief Thill and Deputy Clerk Rheaume.   

3. PRESENTATIONS:     

A.  2008 CAFR Award 

Mayor Tourville presented Finance Director Lanoue and the finance department with the 2008 CAFR  
Award for excellence in financial reporting. 

B. Introduction of New Police Officer 

Police Chief Kleckner introduced Officer Chris Wagner, who recently began service in the police  
department.   

4. CONSENT AGENDA:   

Councilmember Grannis removed Item 4F, Approve Contracts for Cabling Infrastructure, AV Multimedia 
Equipment and Security Systems for the Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation, from the Consent  
Agenda. 

Councilmember Klein removed Item 4G, Approve Purchase of Tables & Chairs for the VMCC, from the  
Consent Agenda. 

Councilmember Madden remove Item 4N, Consider Purchase of Replacement Fire Duty Officer Vehicle,  
from the Consent Agenda. 

A. Minutes – February 8, 2010 Regular Council Meeting 

B. Resolution No. 10-16 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending February 17, 2010 

C. Final Compensating Change Order No. 1, Final Pay Voucher No. 2, Engineer’s Final Report and  
 Resolution No. 10-17 Accepting Work for City Project No. 2008-09C, Mill and Overlay 

D. Resolution No. 10-18 Accepting Individual Project Order No. 14A to Kimley-Horn & Associates,  
 Inc. for As-built Services for City Project No. 2008-09F, Salem Hills Farm 

E. Resolution No. 10-19 Calling for Hearing on Proposed Assessments and Resolution No. 10-20 
Declaring Costs to be Assessed and Ordering Preparation of Proposed Assessments for the 2009 
Pavement Management Program – City Project No. 2009-09D, South Grove Street Reconstruction  

 (Area 4) 

H. Approve Purchase of Fitness Equipment for the VMCC 

I. Approve 2010-11 Ice Rates at the VMCC 

J. Confirm Thirty Day Suspension of Firefighter 

K. Schedule Public Hearing – Liquor License Violation 

L. Approve Service Station License Application – BPL, LLC dba Oasis Market 

M. Approve Massage Therapist License Application – Stephanie Richter  

O. Personnel Actions 

Motion by Madden, second by Grannis, to approve the Consent Agenda 
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Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

F. Approve Contracts for Cabling Infrastructure, AV Multimedia Equipment and Security Systems for  
 the Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation 

Councilmember Grannis stated he would not support this item because of the project labor agreement.   

Motion by Madden, second by Klein, to approve contracts for Cabling Infrastructure, AV  
Multimedia Equipment and Security Systems for the Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation 

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

G. Approve Purchase of Tables for the VMCC 

Councilmember Klein stated he did some additional research on the internet and found a company that  
offered the equipment at a lower cost.   

Mr. Carlson responded that he had not seen the product Councilmember Klein found and was not sure if  
the quality of the tables was similar to the commercial grade tables that staff received quotes on.   

Councilmember Klein asked that staff look into other options to see if the same grade of tables may be  
offered by another vendor at a better price.   

Mr. Carlson indicated that staff would look into other options and bring the information back to the Council  
at their next regular meeting. 

No Action was Taken on this Item. 

N. Consider Purchase of Replacement Fire Duty Officer Vehicle 

Councilmember Madden asked if the vehicle purchase was included in the 2010 budget and if not,  
what fund the money would be taken out of to cover the cost.   

Mr. Lynch responded that replacement of the vehicle was discussed during the 2010 budget process but 
was not a part of the adopted budget.  He stated the purchase is proposed to be funded from the Central  
Equipment Fund.   

Chief Thill added that the vehicle is eleven years old with approximately 66,000 miles.  She noted the  
vehicle has responded to an average of 1,000 emergency calls per year since its purchase. 

Councilmember Klein opined that replacement of the vehicle was not warranted because it still has  
relatively low mileage and is still able to successfully respond to emergency calls. 

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to approve purchase of replacement fire duty  
officer vehicle 

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

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:  

Ed Gunther, 6671 Concord Boulevard, questioned if proposed improvements to Dawn Way were still  
included in the phasing of the Concord Boulevard construction project. 

Mayor Tourville responded that improvements on Dawn Way have been delayed.  

Mr. Thureen responded it was difficult to sort out the cost sharing and staff felt they needed more time. 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:   

A.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Ordering Project, Approving Plans and  
      Specifications, and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for the 2009 Pavement Management Program,  
      City Project No. 2010-09D – Urban Street Reconstruction Project (South Grove Area 5)  
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Mr. Kaldunski reviewed the proposed project area and explained the project would involve: roadway 
reconstruction, curb and gutter removal & replacement, driveway reconstruction, sidewalk removal &  
replacement, drainage improvements, and water main improvements.  He reviewed the additional 
improvements that are proposed to be done in conjunction with The Oaks towhnhome association to  
resolve water main issues, as well as the proposed improvements to Dehrer Court.         

Councilmember Klein questioned if the sidewalks along 75th Street would be replaced.   

Mr. Kaldunski responded in the affirmative and noted it is more cost effective to replace the sidewalks.  

Mr. Kaldunski stated the total estimated project cost is $4,681,000 with 426 parcels proposed to be 
assessed a total of $1,530,892.49. He explained the estimated assessment for street reconstruction is 
$3,832.61 per single-family residential parcel.  He noted when the assessment for drainage is added the 
estimated total increases to $4,120 to $15,540 per parcel.  He stated the estimated street assessment for 
multi-family homes is estimated at $1,561.32 per unit and when drainage assessments are added the total 
increase to $2,396 to $4,491 in the Oaks.  He explained the commercial property street assessments 
range from $1,578.93 to $64,446.30, and the estimated storm sewer assessments range from $58.84 to 
$2,442.17.  He stated the proposed Dehrer Court improvements would be assessed 100% to benefitting 
properties because it would be a new street improvement project.  He noted the proposed assessments  
were calculated as per City policy.   

Mr. Kaldunski reviewed the results of the benefit analysis that was completed by Metzen Appraisals and 
stated it was determined that an average assessment amount of $4,000 per single-family residential 
parcel and $2,000 per townhome parcel could be sustained in this area of South Grove.  He explained the 
proposed commercial property assessments were determined to be fair and equitable if the amount is less 
than $1.00 per square foot.  He stated the appraisal opinion indicated that Dehrer Court could be 
assessed $6,110.80 for residential properties and $13, 692 for commercial property.  He noted if Dehrer 
Court was not constructed, the residents would be assessed $4,000 for the street improvements on 75th 
St. E.  He explained if the benefit analysis recommendations were followed the proposed total project 
assessment would be reduced to $1,215,055.98.  He noted the proposed assessment term would be ten 
(10) years at a projected interest rate of 5.8%.  He suggested that other funding sources, such as the City 
Pavement Management Fund, Host Community Fund or the Closed Bond Fund could be used to fund the 
difference between the policy-based estimated assessment amounts and the appraiser’s  
recommendation.   

Mr. Kaldunski reviewed the proposed project schedule and stated construction would occur between May 
and October of this year.  He discussed the various neighborhood meetings that were held and provided  
feedback from residents that were in attendance at each meeting.     

Councilmember Klein asked about the current bid climate.   

Mr. Kaldunski responded they anticipate receiving favorable bids on the project.   

Councilmember Klein asked if the estimated costs were conservative.   

Mr. Kaldunski stated a 10% contingency is always built into the numbers.   

Councilmember Madden commented on trouble in past projects with the quality of material being put on  
the surface of the road and asked if those problems have been resolved.   

Mr. Kaldunski stated the design mixes have been improved. 

Mr. Thureen added this area has a more free-draining sub grade.  He stated cracks will still develop over  
time, but noted the sub grade in this area should be less prone to tenting.   

Dean Dally, 7649 Concord Blvd., expressed concern with the proposed assessment for his commercial  
property.  He stated the drainage flows towards Concord and he does not see the benefit to his property.   

Jim Knowlton, 7537 Concord Blvd., stated he is opposed to his assessment for the Dehrer Court project 
because he cannot use the road to access his property.  He stated he is already being assessed for the 
work on Concord Boulevard and will be assessed for the work on 75th Street.  He also commented on the 
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fence he installed to screen his property from that neighborhood.  He suggested that the property owners 
in that area may want to consider hiring an independent contractor to put asphalt down because it may be  
cheaper than having it done as a part of this project.   

Mr. Kaldunski explained that there is a fence that was installed along the East side of the property 25 to 30 
years ago as a condition of the use on the property at that time.  He clarified that the road is available for  
Mr. Knowlton’s use and there was no condition found to the contrary.   

Councilmember Klein commented that Dehrer Court is currently a private road and it may be more cost 
effective for the property owners to hire a contractor independently.  He suggested that the Dehrer Court 
improvements be bid as an alternate and a Council can make a decision whether or not to proceed after  
the actual costs are known.   

The council discussed bidding the water main improvements in The Oaks neighborhood as an alternate to  
the project. 

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to close the public hearing. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to adopt Resolution No. 10-21 Ordering the Project, 
Approving Plans and Specifications, and Authorizing Advertisement for Bids for the 2009 
Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2010-09D – Urban Street Reconstruction Project  
(South Grove Area 5) with the Dehrer Court and The Oaks water main improvements bid as  
alternates  

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

B.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Application of J&J Vogt, Inc. dba Gold Palace Liquor for  
     an Off-Sale Liquor License at premises located at 1330 Mendota Road 

Ms. Rheaume explained this is an existing establishment in the City and the current owner is selling the 
business to Mr. Vogt.  She stated Mr. Vogt would be taking over operations on March 1, 2010.  She stated 
the police department completed a background check on the applicant and nothing was found that would  
warrant denial of the license.  She noted the applicant submitted the required insurance documentation  
and paid the necessary license fees. 

Councilmember Klein asked if Mr. Vogt owns any other liquor establishments.   

Mr. Vogt responded in the negative.   

Councilmember Klein confirmed that Mr. Vogt was aware of the new alcohol server training requirements.   

Motion by Klein, second by Piekarski Krech, to close the public hearing. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Motion by Klein, second by Grannis, to approve application of J&J Vogt, Inc. dba Gold Palace 
Liquor for an Off-Sale Liquor License at 1330 Mendota Road for the period beginning March 1, 2010  
and ending December 31, 2010. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

C.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Application of BPL, LLC dba Oasis Market for a 3.2  
      Off-Sale Liquor License for premises located at 3240 57th St. E. 

Ms. Rheaume stated the applicant has purchased the Oasis Market service station and noted this location 
did not previously have a 3.2 liquor license.  She explained the applicant would begin operating on March 
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1, 2010.  She stated the police department completed a background check on the applicant and nothing 
was found that would warrant denial of the license and indicated that the applicant submitted the required  
insurance documentation and paid the necessary license fees.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech verified that the applicant was informed of and understood the alcohol  
server training requirements.   

Motion by Klein, second by Grannis, to close the public hearing. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Motion by Klein, second by Grannis, to approve application of BPL, LLC dba Oasis Market for a 3.2 
Off-Sale Liquor License at 3240 57th St. E. for the period beginning March 1, 2010 and ending  
December 31, 2010 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

7. REGULAR AGENDA: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

A. WADE & JESSICA SHORT; Consider Variance to eliminate screening of rooftop mechanical  
equipment on new commercial building for property located at 9332 Cahill Avenue 

Mr. Link explained the applicants are requesting a variance to eliminate the condition related to the 
screening of rooftop mechanical equipment.  He noted the applicants have indicated that the rooftop 
equipment would not be visible from Cahill Avenue.  He stated City Code requires all rooftop mechanical 
equipment to be screened from public view. He explained both Planning staff and the Planning 
Commission recommended denial of the variance because property does not have any special conditions 
that make it unique and the applicant is not being denied reasonable use of his property.  He added  
approval of the variance could establish a precedent for future developments.    

Wade Short, 7595 Cahill Court, questioned the intent of the City Code screening requirements.   

Mayor Tourville explained that approximately ten years ago it became a building standard across the  

United States in an effort to make buildings more appealing.   

Mr. Short displayed pictures of other commercial properties in the area that do not have rooftop 
mechanical units fully screened.  He noted the buildings are not more than ten years old and clearly have  
not complied with the screening condition.   

A representative of Sheehy Construction explained there are three units that are not visible from any 
public streets, except Highway 52 and noted that one larger unit was partially visible.  He stated that  
Mr. Short has made an effort to provide screening.   

Mr. Link stated he is not aware of any variances being approved for screening in the past and reiterated  
that the ordinance states rooftop mechanical units have to be screened from public roads.   

Councilmember Klein stated there are a lot of buildings that are not in compliance with City Code.  

Mr. Link indicated staff would research the examples that were presented by the applicant.  

Mayor Tourville suggested sending this back to staff to see if something could be worked out with the  
applicant.   

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Klein, to table item until April 12, 2010. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
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FINANCE: 

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Approve Carryover of Unused Budget Appropriations and  
Approve Transfers  

Ms. Lanoue stated the general fund ended with a surplus of $458,059 prior to carryovers and transfers.   
She explained the Council had determined that a transfer of $500,000 from the Closed Bond Fund was 
warranted to prepare for the possible unallotment of Market Value Homestead Credit.  She stated the 
surplus was achieved without making that transfer.  She noted the 2009 budget included a transfer of 
$504,400 from the Host Community Fund to cover the expected deficit in the Community Center Fund at 
year end, and the actual transfer of $385,000 is $119,400 less than the budgeted amount.  She reviewed  
the proposed carryovers and transfers.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked how much the pressure washer is used.   

Mr. Thureen stated the wash bay has been disassembled, so this is a smaller washer that would be used  
frequently.   

Councilmember Grannis commented on the decreasing deficit at the Community Center and commended  
staff on their efforts to improve the operations and efficiency at the facility.   

Motion by Klein, second by Grannis, to adopt Resolution No. 10-22 approving the carryover of  
unused budget appropriations and approving transfers 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

ADMINISTRATION: 

C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Change Order No. 5 for City Project No. 2008-18,  
Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation  

Ms. Teppen stated Change Order No. 5 is comprised of 15 items totaling $26,835.  She noted three 
credits were included in the change order.  She explained change orders are funded from the project  
contingency which started at $613,601 and is now at $412,523 including this change order.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech opined that there are items that should have been anticipated  
and better dealt with by staff.  She commented that the contingency budget is decreasing.   

Councilmember Grannis agreed that several items should have been caught and the extra cost could have  
been avoided.   

Motion by Klein, second by Piekarski Krech, to approve Change Order No. 5 for City Project No.  
2008-18, Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.  

D.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Second Reading of Ordinance Amending Title 4,  
      Chapter 7 of the City Code relating to Charitable Gambling Requirements 

Mr. Kuntz stated no changes were made since the first reading.  He reiterated the amendments would 
bring City Code into compliance with state statute.  He noted a policy change reflected is the increase in  
trade area expenditures from 20% to 60%.   

Mayor Tourville commented that most surrounding communities have a 100% expenditure requirement. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to approve second reading of an Ordinance  
Amending Title 4, Chapter 7 of the City Code relating to Charitable Gambling Requirements 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
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PUBLIC WORKS: 

E.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Resolution Approving Joint Powers Agreement between Dakota  
     County Soil and Water Conservation District for Technical Services on the Rain Garden Project  
     included in City Project No. 2010-09D 

Mr. Thureen explained rain gardens were utilized starting with the 2008 South Grove reconstruction 
project.  He stated the agreement would provide assistance with the inspection of rain gardens during 
construction and would include neighborhood planting events to educate residents on planting and caring  
for rain gardens.  He stated the program would be funded via the Pavement Management Fund.   

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to adopt Resolution No. 10-23 approving a Joint 
Powers Agreement between Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation District for Technical  
Services on the Rain Garden Project include in City Project No. 2010-09D 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

F.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Resolution Receiving Feasibility Report and Scheduling Public  
     Hearing for the 2010 Improvement Program, City Project No. 2010-12, 59th Street Reconstruction 

Mr. Kaldunski presented the feasibility study for 59th Street and stated full-depth street reconstruction is 
proposed.  He explained an informational meeting was held with the neighborhood and residents generally 
spoke in support of the project.  He stated the total project cost is estimated at $118,443.36.  He noted this 
would be a new street construction project with 100% assessment to benefitting properties.  He explained 
for the street improvements the City would provide a contribution for corner credit relief in accordance with 
City policy, and the estimated corner contribution of $52,411 is proposed to be funded from the Pavement 
Management Fund.  He reviewed the proposed project schedule and noted the goal would be to perform  
the improvements in conjunction with the Concord Boulevard project.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked if there is a benefit to the City to perform the improvements.   

Mr. Kaldunski stated the improved drainage is a significant benefit to the City.   

Mayor Tourville discussed the reconstruction of Concord and the effect of gravel washouts from 59th Street  
on the new pavement.   

Mr. Kaldunski responded there are also cost savings related to performing the improvements in  
conjunction with the Concord Boulevard project.   

Ed Gunther, 6671 Concord Boulevard, asked if the alley would be widened.   

Mr. Kaldunski responded in the negative.   

Mr. Gunther stated his concern is the corner property that has vehicles in the yard. 

Mr. Kaldunski responded that because the width of 59th Street would be increased, the property owner  
would have room to park vehicles on the boulevard.    

Motion by Klein, second by Grannis, to adopt Resolution No. 10-24 receiving feasibility report and 
scheduling public hearing for the 2010 Improvement Program, City Project No. 2010-12, 59th Street  
Reconstruction 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

G.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Resolution Authorizing the City of Inver Grove Heights to Enter  
      into Agreement No. 92316 for Railroad Crossing Signals with Mn/DOT and the Union Pacific Railroad  
      Company 

Mr. Thureen stated he would like to bring this item back to another meeting because he received new  
information from Mn/DOT.   
No Action was Taken on this Item. 



INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING – February 22, 2010  PAGE 8 

8.  MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS: 

Councilmember Grannis reminded citizens that appointments to the various commissions would be made 
in May and also that the filing period would begin in May for those interested in running for Mayor or  
Council.   

Mayor Tourville said they will be meeting in executive session to discuss property acquisition and the  
only thing they will do when they come back is adjourn.   

9.  EXECUTIVE SESSION: 

A.  Discuss Property Acquisition 

10. ADJOURN:  Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to adjourn.  The meeting was adjourned 
by a   unanimous vote at 10:00p.m. 



AGENDA ITEM _____4B_____ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 

 
 
Meeting Date: March 8, 2010  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 February 18, 2010 to 
March 3, 2010. 
 
 
SUMMARY 
 

Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending March  
3, 2010.  The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo. 
 
 

General & Special Reveune $255,101.31

Debt Service & Capital Projects 983,823.23

Enterprise & Internal Service 118,695.17

Escrows 1,714.72

Grand Total for All Funds $1,359,334.43

 
 
 

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 February 18, 2010 to March 3, 2010 and the listing of disbursements requested for 
approval. 
 



                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          
 
 
 
 
 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. _____ 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE 
PERIOD ENDING MARCH 3, 2010 

 
 WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending March 3, 2010 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 $    255,101.31 
 Debt Service & Capital Projects        983,823.23 
 Enterprise & Internal Service     118,695.17 
 Escrow        1,714.72 
 
 Grand Total for All Funds $ 1,359,334.43 
 
 
 Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 8th day of March, 2010. 
 
Ayes: 
 
Nays:         

___________________________ 
        George Tourville, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 
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AGENDA ITEM 4J 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 
SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER APPLICATION FOR A 3.2 OFF-SALE  
LIQUOR LICENSE – Aldi, Inc. dba Aldi Foods #78 

Meeting Date: March 8, 2010   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 public hearing on March 22, 2010 to consider the application of Aldi, Inc. dba Aldi 
Foods #78 for a 3.2 Off-Sale Liquor License for premises located at 1414 Mendota Road E. 
 
SUMMARY: 

Aldi, Inc. has submitted an application for a 3.2 Off-Sale Liquor License for the premises located 
at 1414 Mendota Road E.   Aldi, Inc. currently holds a 3.2 Off-Sale Liquor license for their store 
located on Cahill Avenue and is building an additional store on Mendota Road. The Police 
Department is conducting the required background investigation on the applicant and the 
findings will be presented at the public hearing.   
 
 
 
 



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

 
SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER OF AN ON-
SALE/SUNDAY INTOXICATING LIQUOR LICENSE – Morris Walkers, Ltd. dba Khoury’s  
Restaurant & Bakery 

Meeting Date: March 8, 2010   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 public hearing on March 22, 2010 to consider the application of Morris Walkers, Ltd. 
dba Khoury’s Restaurant & Bakery for the transfer an On-Sale/Sunday Intoxicating Liquor 
License for premises located at 5660 Bishop Ave. E. 
 
 
SUMMARY: 

Mr. Philip Morris, President of Morris Walkers, Ltd. has submitted an application for an On-
Sale/Sunday Intoxicating Liquor License for the premises located at 5660 Bishop Ave. E.  The 
Police Department is conducting the required background investigation on the applicant and the 
findings will be presented at the public hearing.   
 
 
 
 



  
 

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

 
PERSONNEL ACTIONS 
 
Meeting Date: March 8, 2010  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent  None 

Contact: Jenelle Teppen, Asst. City Admin X Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Amy Brinkman, H.R. Coordinator  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: n/a  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Staff requests that the Council approve the personnel 
actions listed below: 
 
Please confirm the seasonal/temporary employment of:  Hugo Garrido. 
 
Please confirm the promotion of:  Jeff Lengsfeld as Street Maintenance Lead Worker. 
 
Please confirm the termination of employment of:  Beckii Tobias. 
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 TO: Mayor and Council 
 FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz 
 DATE: March 1, 2010 
 RE: Starz Liquor License Violation Hearing 
 
 

Background 
 

 Starz Group Liquor, Inc., d/b/a Starz Liquor is the liquor license holder for the premises 
located at 5300 South Robert Trail, Suite 600, Inver Grove Heights. The officers of Starz Group 
Liquor, Inc. are Eh Alex Vue and Xia Jewel Vue. On October 17, 2009, Officers Anderson and 
Daniels of the Inver Grove Heights Police Department conducted a compliance check at Starz 
Liquor. R.J., who was twenty years old at the time, entered Starz Liquor a little after 8 pm, 
selected a 12 pack of Miller Lite beer, and proceeded to the checkout. Paul Vue subsequently 
sold the 12-pack of beer to R.J. without asking for his identification or questioning him about his 
age. Paul Vue was subsequently charged with Selling Alcohol to a Minor, a gross misdemeanor 
in violation of MINN. STAT. § 340A.503, SUBD. 2(1). On January 25, 2010, Paul Vue pled guilty 
and was sentenced in this matter. 
 Following Paul Vue’s guilty plea in the criminal case, a hearing regarding this alleged 
violation of Starz Liquor’s liquor license was scheduled, and notice of the hearing was served on 
Starz Liquor, Eh Alex Vue and Xia Jewel Vue on ________________ by _______________. 
 

Previous Liquor License Violation 
 

 Prior to this incident, Starz Liquor had been subject to the imposition of a civil penalty 
for a previous liquor license violation. On October 13, 2008, the Council held a hearing 
regarding a liquor license violation involving the sale of alcohol to a minor that occurred on 
January 27, 2007, which resulted in a fatal traffic accident. At that hearing, the Council adopted a 
resolution imposing the following penalties: 

• A Two Thousand Dollar ($2,000.00) civil penalty was imposed. One Thousand 
Dollars ($1,000.00) of the penalty was to be paid to the City of Inver Grove Heights 

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



on or before November 16, 2008. If this penalty was not paid on or before November 
16, 2008, the off sale liquor license for Starz Group Liquor, Inc., d/b/a Starz Liquor 
was to be suspended without notice to the licensee until the civil penalty is paid. 

• The remaining One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00) of the penalty was stayed for a 
period of one (1) year on the following conditions: 

o All employees of Starz Group Liquor, Inc., d/b/a Starz Liquor were required 
to complete Alcohol Server Training at the sole expense of Starz Group 
Liquor, Inc. d/b/a Starz Liquor by January 16, 2009, and proof of completion 
of the training by all employees was to be provided to the City Clerk by 
January 26, 2009; and 

o There were to be no additional liquor license violations within the next one (1) 
year from the date of this resolution; and  

o The One Thousand Dollar ($1,000.00) penalty referenced was to be paid on or 
before November 16, 2008. 

• A sixty (60) day liquor license suspension was imposed, with all sixty (60) days of 
the suspension stayed for a period of one (1) year on the following conditions:  

o All employees of Starz Group Liquor, Inc., d/b/a Starz Liquor were required 
to complete Alcohol Server Training at the sole expense of Starz Group 
Liquor, Inc. d/b/a Starz Liquor by January 16, 2009, and proof of completion 
of the training by all employees was to be provided to the City Clerk by 
January 26, 2009; and 

o There were to be no additional liquor license violations within the next one (1) 
year from the date of this resolution; and  

o The One Thousand Dollar ($1,000.00) penalty was to be paid on or before 
November 16, 2008. 

 
Starz Liquor complied with the conditions listed above, and this particular liquor license 
violation did not occur until four days after the expiration of the time period for the stayed 
license suspension and monetary penalty. 
 

Available Penalties 
 
 City Code Section 4-1A-19 addresses the imposition of civil penalties for the violation of 
a licensee’s liquor license. Specifically, it states that “[u]pon the council finding that a licensee 
has committed any of the following violations …[including] fail[ure] to comply with an 
applicable statute, rule, or ordinance relating to alcoholic beverages[,] or [failure] to comply with 
any provisions of this article, the council may revoke the license, suspend the license for up to 
sixty (60) days, impose a civil penalty of up to two thousand dollars ($2,000.00) for each 
violation, or impose any combination of these sanctions.” 
 Additionally, City Code Section 4-1A-19 lists certain minimum penalties that the Council 
shall impose upon a licensee for a violation of a licensee’s liquor license, and states that upon the 
second violation within five years, a one thousand dollar ($1,000.00) civil penalty and a one day 
license suspension shall be imposed. However, “[b]ased upon the nature, type, severity, and 
circumstances of the violation, the council may impose penalties exceeding those stated in this 
subsection. The determination whether to impose penalties above the minimum penalties and the 
level and order of the penalties above the minimum penalties will be at the sole discretion of the 

2 
 



3 
 

Council.” Staff has not made a recommendation regarding a penalty in this case,  
 Finally, this particular violation arose from a compliance check conducted by the Inver 
Grove Heights Police Department.  On October 26, 2009, the Council adopted a compliance 
check policy. That policy states that “the first or second compliance check failure within a thirty 
(30) month period where the establishment is under the same ownership will not be referred to 
the Council for imposition of a civil penalty against the owner of the establishment. Instead, the 
police department will review the practices and procedures related to the sale of alcohol with the 
owner.” However, the compliance check policy was not adopted until after this particular license 
violation occurred. As a result, the October 26, 2009 compliance check policy is not applicable 
to this particular violation. 

 
 
  
 
 
 



RESOLUTION NO. 10-______ 
 

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION IMPOSING SANCTIONS UPON 

OFF-SALE INTOXICATING LIQUOR LICENSE HOLDER 
STARZ GROUP LIQUOR, INC. D/B/A STARZ LIQUOR 

 
WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, Section 340A.415 and City Code Section 4-1A-19 authorize a city 
council to impose sanctions upon the holder of an off-sale intoxicating liquor license who has failed to 
comply with an applicable statute, rule, or ordinance relating to alcoholic beverages upon a hearing 
duly noticed and the opportunity for the license holder to be heard; 
 
NOW THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights, 
Minnesota, as follows: 
 

FINDINGS 
 

1.1  Notice of a hearing regarding the imposition of sanctions for a liquor license violation 
was duly given to the Off-Sale Liquor License Holder (Starz Group Liquor, Inc., d/b/a 
Starz Liquor) for the premises located at 5300 South Robert Trail, Suite 600, Inver 
Grove Heights, Minnesota on February 22, 2010, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, 
Section 340A.415 and City Code Section 4-1A-19, by leaving a copy of the Notice of 
Hearing and Attachments addressed to Starz Liquor Group, Inc. d/b/a Starz Liquor, Xia 
Jewel Vue, and Eh Alex Vue at the licensed premises with the person in charge thereof. 

 
1.2 A hearing regarding the alleged liquor license violation was held on Monday, March 8, 

2010, in the City Council Chambers in Inver Grove Heights City Hall, 8150 Barbara 
Avenue, Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota. 

  
 1.3 At the hearing, all persons who appeared and desired to be heard were heard. 
 

CONCLUSION 
 

2.1 Based upon the evidence presented at the hearing, the City Council concludes that Starz 
Liquor Group, Inc., d/b/a Starz Liquor, the Off-Sale Liquor License Holder for the 
premises at 5300 South Robert Trail, Suite 600, Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota, failed 
to comply with Minnesota Statutes §§ 340A.503, 340A.501, and 340A.415 and City 
Code Sections 4-1D-3 and  4-1A-19, in that an employee of the Off Sale Liquor License 
Holder sold an alcoholic beverage to a person under 21 years of age on October 17, 
2009 in the licensed establishment. 

 
SANCTIONS 

 
3.1 The following sanctions are imposed for the violation: 
 

 
 



 
Adopted by the City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights this 8th day of March, 2010. 
 
 
Ayes:    Nays: 
 
Attest:         Attest: 
 
___________________________________  ____________________________________ 
George Tourville, Mayor     Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 
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AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
APPROVE PURCHASE OF SOFTWARE, HARDWARE AND CONSULTING SERVICES FOR 
DATA CENTER CONSOLIDATION FOR THE CITY’S DESKTOP AND SERVER 
INFRASTRUCTURE 
 
Meeting Date: March 8, 2010  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular  None 
Contact: Patrick Mylan, 651-450-2576  Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Patrick Mylan, Technology Manager  Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: JTeppen, Asst City Admin  FTE included in current 

complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
  x Other:   
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Approve purchase of software, hardware and consulting 
services for a data center consolidation for the City’s desktop and server infrastructure.  
 
SUMMARY   The City of Inver Grove Heights Technology Division was asked to identify ways to 
increase productivity through the use of technology, provide better service and save money 
without increasing staff size. The Technology Division has developed a plan that would 
accomplish this objective through the implementation of a Virtualized Server Environment. This 
model is extremely efficient using less staff, physical resources and operating budget to 
maintain a higher level of technology access and productivity for all city departments. 
 
 A virtual machine is an isolated software container that can run its own operating system and 
applications as if it were a physical computer. A virtual machine's characteristics are exactly like 
those of a physical computer, as it contains its own virtual CPU(s), and RAM. This technology is 
really about doing more with less. Less staff time, electricity, software licenses. 
 
Currently, the City has eight servers that are at or beyond their performance life expectancy. 
Replacement of this model would require the City to rebuild and replace all but one of our 
current servers at a higher overall cost than the proposed Virtualized Server Environment. 
 
All eight of the servers at City hall are based on the client server model that is costly to deploy, 
maintain, manage and replace. In the new Virtualized Server Environment we would replace all 
eight of the old servers with two CVT Reliant 4U Server Chassis servers. One server would be 
located at City Hall and the second server would be located off site in a safe location to provide 
seamless backup and rollover capabilities in the event of a disaster or heavy CPU usage. This 
technology has the benefit of providing Police and Fire, and other critical departments 
uninterrupted access to data at all times from their workstations or remotely during a disaster 
providing faster and more reliable response time to residents. 
 
The Virtualized Server Environment allows the city to virtualize PC work stations. We currently 
replace approximately thirty PC work stations per year with the average unit costing $1,100.00. 
After The Virtualized Server Environment is in place the city will move away from stand alone 
PC’s to thin client terminals. Thin clients last approximately eight to ten years compared to the 
current three to four years of  PC work stations and cost $400 to $500 dollars less than stand 
alone PC’s. This equates to significant long term savings on PC replacement.   
 
 
 



Advantages of a Virtualized Server Infrastructure include: 
• Consolidated Server Environment 
• Maximized server utilization (from 15% to 75% on average) 
• Minimized server “sprawl” 
• Short return-on-investment 
• Fewer software licenses 
• Reduced equipment capital costs 
• Minimized data center footprint 
• Reduced energy, cooling and space costs up to 80% 
• Built-in disaster recovery and high availability options 
• Streamlined IT infrastructure management 
• Drastically reduced server provisioning times 
• Decreased IT labor for server management and application migrations. 

 
We have been working with Creative Vision Technologies, Inc. (CVT) on the analysis of our 
current systems and they have provided a proposal for implementation of the Virtualized Server 
Environment.  Their proposal includes the hardware, software and labor as they will be installing 
and configuring both the servers and a portion of the thin clients.  CVT has access to the State 
Contract for hardware and software.  The hardware costs for the Virtualized Server Environment 
are $86,104.  Software costs are $91,319, and labor is $16,982.  These numbers are what are 
included in the return-on-investment calculations.  Additionally, we need to purchase an 
upgrade to our Microsoft Exchange software, add an UPS (uninterruptable power source) unit 
and additional labor to configure the software for a total of $27,852.  There is $1,500 identified 
for cables and minor incidentals as well.  This brings the total to $223,757. 
 
Staff proposes to fund this purchase out of the MIS Fund.  We have $45,500 in the 2010 budget 
to replace up to 35 PC’s, as well as an unencumbered fund balance of $672,200.  Following this 
purchase $493,943 remains in the fund. 
 



AGENDA ITEM 7D 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 
Consider Third Reading of an Ordinance Amending Title 4, Chapter 7 of the City Code  
relating to Charitable Gambling Requirements 

Meeting Date: March 8, 2010   Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Regular  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:  Consider Third Reading of an Ordinance Amending 
Title 4, Chapter 7 of the City Code relating to Charitable Gambling Requirements 
 
SUMMARY: The second reading of this Ordinance Amendment was held on February 22, 2010.  
At that time the City Attorney provided a summary of the changes that were made to the 
ordinance.  No changes to the ordinance were made by the Council at that time.  The ordinance 
is attached for your review.   
 
 
 
 
 
 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 

ORDINANCE NO._____ 

 

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING AND REGULATING THE CONDUCT OF LAWFUL 

GAMBLING WITHIN THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA AND 

AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE TITLE 4, CHAPTER 7 

 

The City Council of Inver Grove Heights does hereby ordain: 

 

Section 1.  Amendment.  Title 4, Chapter 7 of the Inver Grove Heights City Code is hereby amended in 

its entirety as follows: 

 

4-7-1: GAMBLING PERMITTED; COMPLIANCE WITH STATE LAW:  
 

Lawful gambling conducted within the city pursuant to Minnesota statutes chapter 349 shall be 

conducted in accordance with Minnesota statutes chapter 349 as it shall be amended from time to 

time, regulations promulgated by the Minnesota gambling control board (hereafter "board") in 

accordance with law, this chapter, and all other applicable ordinances of the city. (Ord. 931, 7-

13-1998) 

 

4-7-2: PROVISIONS ARE ADDITIONAL; CONFLICTS:  
 

The provisions of this chapter are additional restrictions placed on gambling by the city. If this 

chapter conflicts with any of the laws or regulations referred to in section 4-7-1 of this chapter, 

the more stringent shall apply. (Ord. 931, 7-13-1998) 

 

4-7-3: DEFINITIONS:  
 

The terms used in this chapter that are also defined in Minnesota statutes chapter 349, as that 

chapter may be amended from time to time, have the meanings assigned in Minnesota statutes 

chapter 349, unless the text of this chapter expressly provides otherwise. In addition, the 

following terms shall have the meanings given them: 

 

BINGO HALL: Shall have the same meaning as found in Minnesota statutes chapter 349, as 

amended from time to time. 

 

CITY'S TRADE AREA: Includes the city of Inver Grove Heights, the city of South St. Paul, the 

city of Rosemount, the city of Eagan, the city of West St. Paul, the city of Sunfish Lake, and the 

city of Mendota Heights. 

 

CLASS A, CLASS B, CLASS C AND CLASS D PREMISES PERMITS: Shall have the same 

meanings as found in Minnesota statutes chapter 349, as amended from time to time. (Ord. 931, 

7-13-1998) 

 

http://www.sterlingcodifiers.com/codebook/?ft=3&find=4-7-1
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4-7-4: CITY PERMIT AND STATE LICENSING REQUIREMENTS:  
 

A. No person, except an organization which is licensed by the state or has a valid exemption 

permit from the state, and which also has a permit or approval from the city, shall conduct 

lawful gambling within the city. Such city permits shall be obtained each time an exemption 

permit is sought from the board. All permits required by this chapter or state statutes shall be 

prominently displayed during the permit year at the premises licensed to conduct gambling. 

 

B. 1. Organizations which conduct lawful gambling which are exempt from state gambling 

licensing requirements may only conduct such gambling within the city upon receipt of a 

permit from the city. 

 

2. An application for such permit shall be made at least thirty (30) days prior to the date such 

gambling is to be conducted. The application for such permit shall be on a form prescribed 

by the city. No permit fee shall be required by the city for lawful gambling which is exempt 

from state gambling licensing requirements. 

 

3. Within thirty (30) days of filing any reports with the board, the organization shall file a 

copy of such report(s) with the city. (Ord. 931, 7-13-1998) 

 

4-7-5: RECORDS AND REPORTS; ACCESS AND INSPECTIONS:  
 

A. Every organization permitted to conduct lawful gambling in the city shall file quarterly, with 

the city, the following reports, which are due thirty (30) days after the quarter ends: 

 

1. The G-1 monthly tax returns; or 

 

2. G-1 schedule A. 

 

B. Every organization not exempt from state licensing shall file an additional report with the city 

proving compliance with the trade area spending requirement imposed by this chapter. Such 

report shall be on a form prescribed by the city and shall be submitted annually and in 

advance of application for renewal. The report is due within sixty (60) days after the end of 

the license year that such proceeds are received by the organization. 

 

C. All licensed or permitted gambling operations are deemed to have consented to inspection of 

the licensed or permitted premises by the city. 

 

D. Authorized employees or agents of the city may inspect, at any reasonable time without notice 

or search warrant, all records, including gambling accounts and other bank records, required 

by the board to be maintained and preserved. (Ord. 931, 7-13-1998) 

 

4-7-6: PREMISES PERMIT AND BINGO HALL LICENSE:  
 

A. Application For Permit Or License: An organization shall make application for a premises 

permit or bingo hall license on a form prescribed by the board. In addition, the applicant shall 
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provide a complete copy of the state application to the city. The information submitted to the 

city shall contain a copy of the signed lease and a sketch showing the leased area; provided, 

however, with respect to organizations owning their own building, a lease and sketch are not 

required. 

 

B. Resolution To Approve Or Disapprove: Upon receipt of the pending application for a 

premises permit or bingo hall license, the city council shall, within the time allowed by 

Minnesota statutes chapter 349 or board regulations, adopt a resolution either approving or 

disapproving the application. 

 

C. Location Restrictions: 

 

1. Lawful gambling conducted by a state licensed organization not exempt from licensing 

under state law may only occur at the following two (2) locations in the city: 

 

a. A bingo hall approved by the city council; or 

 

b. An on-sale intoxicating liquor establishment licensed by the city. 

 

2. No premises permit or bingo hall license shall be approved for lawful gambling conducted 

by any such state licensed organization (not exempt from licensing under state law) except at 

the two (2) locations identified in subsection C1 of this section. (Ord. 1005, 3-26-2001) 

 

D. Premises Permit Restrictions: 

 

1. Limitation On Premises Permits: 

 

a. No organization shall hold more than three (3) class B premises permits at on-sale 

licensed liquor establishments in the city. 

 

b. No organization shall hold both a class A premises permit and a class B premises 

permit in the city. 

 

c. A licensed bingo hall may have more than one organization holding a class A or class 

C premises permit at the bingo hall, provided at least one of the organizations is a "local 

organization" (as defined by subsection D3b of this section). 

 

2. On-Sale Liquor License Establishment: Except for a class D permit, no more than one 

lawful gambling premises permit shall be approved for an on-sale licensed liquor 

establishment in the city. If an on-sale liquor establishment is already the subject of an 

existing class A or class B or class C premises permit, the city will not approve another 

class A or class B or class C premises permit for the same location; the only other 

premises permit that may be approved is a class D permit. 

 

3. Priority In Approval Process: It is anticipated that there may be more than one 

organization applying for a class A or class B or class C premises permit at a single on-
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sale liquor establishment. Therefore, the following criteria, in the order listed, prioritizes 

and determines the approval for the one available premises permit: 

 

a. First, renewal applications will be preferred; an organization renewing its class 

A or class B or class C premises permit at the on-sale liquor establishment will be 

preferred over an organization that does not already have its premises permit at 

the on-sale liquor establishment. 

 

b. Second, if there are two (2) or more applications and if a renewal application is 

not involved, then a local organization will be preferred over an organization that 

does not meet the definition of a "local organization". Because of the nuisance 

prone nature of gambling compared to other licensing or permitting activities 

within the city, the city prefers that the organization have a local connection so as 

to facilitate investigation of applicants and the investigation and arrest of any 

violators. In situations where a renewal permit is not involved and where two (2) 

or more organizations seek to have a class A or class B or class C premises permit 

at the same on-sale liquor establishment, the organization that meets the definition 

of a "local organization" will be preferred over an organization that does not meet 

the definition. For purposes of this chapter, a "local organization" is an 

"organization" defined by Minnesota statutes section 349.12, subdivision 28, that 

also meets all the following criteria: 

 

(1) The organization has at least fifteen (15) members that are current 

residents of the city; and 

 

(2) The physical site for the organization's headquarters or the registered 

office of the organization is located within the city and has been located 

within the city for at least two (2) years immediately preceding application 

for a license; or 

 

(3) The organization owns real property within the city, and the lawful 

gambling is conducted on the property owned by the organization within 

the city; or 

 

(4) The physical site where the organization regularly holds its meetings 

and conducts its activities, other than lawful gambling and fundraising, is 

within the city and has been located within the city for at least two (2) 

years immediately preceding application for a license. 

 

c. Third, if no renewal is involved and if two (2) or more nonlocal organizations seek 

approval, the city council will approve the organization which applied first. (Ord. 931, 7-

13-1998) 
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4-7-7: EXEMPTIONS FROM FEES:  
 

A. All organizations which are exempt from state licensing requirements and are applying for a 

permit to conduct gambling in the city shall not be required to pay a permit fee to the city. 

 

B. Any organization applying for or renewing a premises permit or bingo hall license shall not be 

required to pay an investigation fee to the city. (Ord. 931, 7-13-1998) 

 

4-7-8: CONTRIBUTIONS TO CITY REQUIRED:  
 

A. All state licensed organizations conducting lawful gambling within the city shall expend or 

contribute twenty percent (20%) of their net profits on lawful purposes within the city's trade 

area no later than thirty (30) days after the end of the license year that such proceeds are 

received by the organization conducting the charitable gambling. 

 

B. No later than sixty (60) days after the end of the license year that such proceeds are received 

by the organization, but in no event later than the time for renewal of the premises permit, the 

organization shall present written proof to the city that such expenditures were made in the 

city's trade area. 

 

C. This section is limited to lawful purpose expenditures of net profits derived from lawful 

gambling conducted at premises within the city. Real estate taxes and assessments paid 

pursuant to Minnesota statutes section 349.12, subdivision 25(a), on real property located in 

the city shall be considered a lawful purpose expenditure in the trade area. (Ord. 931, 7-13-

1998) 

 

4-7-9: SUSPENSION, REVOCATION OR DENIAL OF PERMIT OR LICENSE:  
 

A. A premises permit approved by the city or a bingo hall license approved by the city, or a 

permit issued by the city to an entity exempt from state licensing may be suspended or 

revoked for violations of this code, Minnesota statutes chapter 349, or for failure to meet the 

qualifications set forth in this chapter or Minnesota statutes chapter 349, or for failure to 

comply, for any reason, with any provision, guaranty, or claim made in the applicant's 

original or renewal license application to either the city or the state. 

 

B. If any organization violates this chapter or if any organization shall fail to make any 

expenditures in the city's trade area as required by this chapter or fail to provide the city with 

reports as required by this chapter, such violation or failure shall be grounds for the city to 

determine that the permit or approval for the organization be suspended, revoked, denied or 

not renewed. (Ord. 931, 7-13-1998) 

 

4-7-10: VIOLATION; PENALTY:  
 

Any person violating any provision of this chapter is guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon 

conviction thereof, shall be punished as defined by state statute. (Ord. 931, 7-13-1998) 
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4-7-1:  ADOPTION OF STATE LAW BY REFERENCE 

 

The provisions of Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 349, as they may be amended from 

time to time, with reference to the definition of terms, conditions of operation, provisions 

relating to sales, and all other matters pertaining to lawful gambling are hereby adopted by 

reference and are made a part of this Chapter as if set out in full. It is the intention of the Council 

that all future amendments of Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 349, are hereby adopted by reference 

or referenced as if they had been in existence at the time this Chapter was adopted. 

   

4-7-2:  CITY MAY BE MORE RESTRICTIVE THAN STATE LAW 

 

The Council is authorized by the provisions of Minn. Stat. § 349.213, as it may be 

amended from time to time, to impose, and has imposed in this Chapter , additional restrictions 

on gambling within its limits beyond those contained in Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 349, as it 

may be amended from time to time. 

 

4-7-3:  PURPOSE  

 

The purpose of this ordinance is to regulate lawful gambling within the city of 

Inver Grove Heights, to prevent its commercialization, to insure the integrity of operations, and 

to provide for the use of net profits only for lawful purposes.  

 

4-7-4:  DEFINITIONS 

 

In addition to the definitions contained in Minn. Stat. § 349.12, as it may be 

amended from time to time, the following terms are defined for purposes of this Chapter:  

 

BOARD: The State of Minnesota Gambling Control Board. 

 

LICENSED   An organization licensed by the Board. 

ORGANIZATION: 

 

LOCAL   An organization defined by Minn. Stat. §349.12 that also meets  

ORGANIZATION: the following criteria: 

 

a. The organization has at least fifteen (15) members that are 

current residents of the City; and 

b. The physical site for the organization’s headquarters or the 

registered office of the organization is located within the 

City and has been located within the City for at least two 

(2) years immediately preceding the application for a 

license; or 

c. The organization owns real estate within the City, and the 

lawful gambling is conducted on the property owned by the 

organization within the City; or 
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d. The physical site where the organization regularly holds its 

meetings and conducts its activities, other than lawful 

gambling and fundraising, is within the City and has been 

located within the City for at least two (2) years 

immediately preceding application for a license. 

 

TRADE AREA: The cities of Inver Grove Heights, South St. Paul, Rosemount, Eagan, 

West St. Paul, Sunfish Lake, St. Paul Park, Newport, and Mendota 

Heights.   

 

4-7-5:  APPLICABILITY 

 

This Chapter shall be construed to regulate all forms of lawful gambling within 

the City except:    

 

A.      Bingo conducted within a nursing home or a senior citizen housing project or by a senior 

citizen organization if the prizes for a single bingo game do not exceed $10, total prizes 

awarded at a single bingo occasion do not exceed $200, no more than two bingo 

occasions are held by the organization or at the facility each week, only members of the 

organization or residents of the nursing home or housing project are allowed to play in a 

bingo game, no compensation is paid for any persons who conduct the bingo, and a 

manager is appointed to supervise the bingo. 

 

B. Raffles if the value of all prizes awarded by the organization in a calendar year does not 

exceed $1,500.   

 

C. Lawful gambling that is exempt from licensure pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 349.166.  

 

4-7-6:  LAWFUL GAMBLING PERMITTED 

 

Lawful gambling is permitted within the City provided it is conducted in 

accordance with Minn. Stat. §§ 609.75-609.763, inclusive, as they may be amended from time to 

time; Minn. Stat. §§ 349.11-349.23, inclusive, as they may be amended from time to time; and 

this Chapter.    

 

4-7-7:   COUNCIL APPROVAL 

 

Lawful gambling authorized by Minn. Stat. §§349.11-349.23, inclusive, as they 

may be amended from time to time, requiring local approval shall not be conducted unless 

approved by the Council, subject to the provisions of this Chapter and state law.  

 

4-7-8:   APPLICATION AND LOCAL APPROVAL OF PREMISES PERMITS 

 

A. Eligibility for a Premises Permit.  A premises permit may only be issued if:   

 

1. The premises is an on-sale liquor establishment;  
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2. No premises permit currently exists for the premises; 

 

3. The organization does not already holds a premises permit or the organization holds 

only one other premises permit within the City; 

 

4. The organization that will conduct the lawful gambling is eligible for an organization 

license from the Board 

 

B. Process.   

 

1. Application.  Any organization seeking to obtain a premises permit from the Board 

shall file with the clerk an executed, complete duplicate application, together with all 

exhibits and documents accompanying the application as will be filed with the Board.  

The organization shall pay the City a $250 investigation fee.  This fee shall be 

refunded if the application is withdrawn before the investigation is commenced. 

 

2. Background Investigation.  Upon receipt of an application for issuance of a premises 

permit, the clerk shall transmit the application to the police department for review and 

recommendation. The police department shall investigate the matter and make the 

review and recommendation to the Council as soon as possible, but in no event later 

than 45 days following receipt of the notification by the City.   The Council shall 

receive the police department’s report and consider the application within 45 days of 

the date the application was submitted to the clerk. 

 

3. Approval or Denial of Application.  The applicant shall be notified in writing of the 

date on which the Council will consider the recommendation.  The Council shall, by 

resolution, approve or disapprove the application within 60 days of receipt of the 

application.  

 

C. Grounds for Ineligibility.  The Council shall deny an application for issuance of a 

premises permit for any of the following reasons: 

 

1. Violation by the gambling organization of any state statute, state rule, or city 

ordinance relating to gambling within the last three (3) years. 

 

2. The organization already holds two premises permits within the City. 

 

3. The premises for which a premises permit is sought is not an on-sale liquor 

establishment. 

 

4. The organization that will conduct the lawful gambling is ineligible for an 

organizational license from the Board; 

 

5. There is already one licensed organization permitted to conduct lawful gambling 

activities at the premises. 
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6. Failure of the applicant to pay the investigation fee provided by this Section within 

the prescribed time limit.  

 

7. Operation of gambling at the site would be detrimental to health, safety, and welfare 

of the community.  

 

D. The Council is without authority to compel the owner of an on-sale liquor establishment 

to renew a premises permit. 

 

4-7-9:  PRIORITY IN APPROVAL PROCESS 

 

  It is anticipated that there may be more than one organization applying for a 

premises permit at a single on-sale liquor establishment.  Therefore, the following criteria, in the 

order listed, prioritize and determine the approval for the one available premises permit: 

 

A. If there are two (2) or more applications, then a local organization will be preferred over 

an organization that does not meet the definition of local organization.  Because of the 

nuisance prone nature of gambling, compared to other licensing or permitting activities 

within the City, the City prefers that the organization have a local connection so as to 

facilitate investigation of applicants and the investigation and arrest of violators.  Where 

two (2) or more organizations seek to have a premises permit at the same on-sale liquor 

establishment, the organizations that meets the definition of local organization will be 

preferred over an organization that does not meet the definition.   

 

B. If two (2) or more nonlocal organizations seek approval, the Council will approve the 

organization which applied first. 

 

4-7-10: INSPECTIONS 

 

A. All licensed organizations are deemed to have consented to inspection of the licensed or 

permitted premises by the City. 

 

B. Authorized employees or agents of the City may inspect, at any reasonable time without 

notice or search warrant, all records, including gambling accounts and other bank 

records, required by the Board to be maintained and preserved. 

 

4-7-11: LICENSE AND PERMIT DISPLAY 

 

All permits issued under state law or this Chapter shall be prominently displayed 

during the permit year at the premises where gambling is conducted. 

 

4-7-12: NOTIFICATION OF MATERIAL CHANGES TO APPLICATION 

 

An organization holding a state issued premises permit shall notify the City within 

ten (10) days in writing whenever any material change is made in the information submitted on 

the application.  
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4-7-13: DESIGNATED TRADE AREA 

 

A. During the calendar year, each licensed organization within the City having a premises 

permit within the City shall expend sixty percent (60%) of its lawful purpose 

expenditures on lawful purposes conducted within the City’s trade area.  

 

B. This section applies only to lawful purpose expenditures of gross profits derived from 

gambling conducted at a premise within the City’s jurisdiction.  

 

4-7-14: RECORDS AND REPORTING 

 

A. Licensed organizations shall file with the clerk one copy of all records and reports 

required to be filed with the Board, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 349, as it 

may be amended from time to time, and rules adopted pursuant thereto, as they may be 

amended from time to time. The records and reports shall be filed on or before the day 

they are required to be filed with the Board. 

 

B. Licensed organizations shall file an annual report with the City proving compliance with 

the trade area spending requirements imposed by Section 4-7-13. Such report proving 

compliance with trade area spending requirements shall be made on a form prescribed by 

the City.  The report shall be submitted within 60 days of December 31
st
 and shall report 

proceeds received during the calendar year.   

 

4-7-15:  HOURS OF OPERATION 

 

Lawful gambling shall not be conducted between 1 a.m. and 8 a.m. on any day of 

the week. 

 

4-7-16: PENALTY 

 

A. In addition to criminal prosecution for violation of this Chapter; Minn. Stat. §§609.75-

609.763, inclusive, as they may be amended from time to time; or Minn. Stat. §§349.11-

349.21, as they may be amended from time to time or any rules promulgated under those 

sections, as they may be amended from time to time, the Council may report violations to 

the Board and may recommend suspension, revocation, or cancellation of an 

organization’s license.   

 

B. The Council may suspend or revoke its approval for a premises permit for any reason that 

the Board may revoke a premises permit or for violation of this Chapter.  

 

C. Prior to recommending suspension, revocation, or cancellation of an organization’s 

license to the Board and prior to suspending or revoking its approval for a premise 

permit, the Council must provide the organization a hearing before the Council in 

accordance with Section 3-2-10(B).   
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4-7-17:  SEVERABILITY 

   

  If any provision of this ordinance is found to be invalid for any reason by a court 

of competent jurisdiction, the validity of the remaining provisions shall not be affected. 

 

Section 2.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be effective from and after its passage and the 

publication of the ordinance according to law.  

 
Passed this _________ day of _________, 2010. 

 

 

 

              

        Mayor George Tourville   

 

 

Attest 

 

 

 

      

Melissa Rheaume 

Deputy City Clerk 
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AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
CONSIDER FIRST READING OF AMENDMENTS TO CITY CODE TITLE FIVE CHAPTER 
FOUR – ANIMAL CONTROL 
 
Meeting Date: March 8, 2010  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular 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 The City Council is asked to consider the first reading of an 
ordinance amending the City’s Animal Control regulations. 
 
SUMMARY During the Re-Codification process there were a number of regulations identified 
that required updating.  The City’s Animal Control ordinance is one of those regulations. 
 
The revisions are largely due to a desire to: 
 

• Make some changes to the dog licensing provisions: 
o Allowing for a two year dog license, as opposed to annual licenses 
o Gathering more information regarding the animal licensed 

 
• Increase regulations regarding animal conduct 

 
• Require vaccinations for species other than dogs (cats and ferrets) 

 
• Provide clear procedures for impoundment and redemption of animals 

 
• Provide clear authority and guidance for dangerous dogs and potentially dangerous 

dogs.  The current ordinance is largely silent on this matter.  This ordinance incorporates 
the state dangerous dog law and applies much of it to potentially dangerous dogs as 
well. 
 

In re-drafting this ordinance, we have tried to ensure that the City Code provisions coordinate 
with zoning provisions in terms of permissible animals and animal operations such as kennels. 
 
The proposed ordinance has been posted on the City’s web site, and a short piece is in the 
Insights newsletter that is set to be delivered to residents on March 9th. 
 
 
 



ANIMAL CONTROL REGULATIONS 
 

 
1. DEFINITIONS 
 
Unless the context clearly indicates otherwise or otherwise defined in Minnesota Statutes Section 
347.50, the words and phrases below are defined for the purposes of this Chapter as follows: 
 
1.1  “Animal” means every non-human species of animal, domestic, permitted nondomestic, and 

inherently dangerous. 
 
1.2 “Animal Control Authority” means individually and collectively the City’s Police 

Department, the City’s Police Chief, the City’s police officers, the City’s community service 
officers and other personnel assisting in the enforcement of this Chapter 

 
1.3 “Running at Large,” “Run at Large,” or “At Large” means any animal that is not: 
 

a. Effectively contained within a fenced area or by voice control or other means 
on the owner’s property; 

 
b. Effectively restrained by a chain or leash or restraining device not exceeding 
six (6) feet in length when off of the owner’s property.  

 
1.4 “Commercial Kennel” means a place where four (4) or more dogs over the age of six (6) 

months are kept for the primary purpose of commercial breeding, keeping, harboring, or 
selling of dogs.  A commercial kennel does not include veterinary hospitals, clinics, or other 
premises operated by a licensed veterinarian exclusively for the care and treatment of 
animals.    
 

1.5 “Commercial Daycare Kennel”  means any place where dogs are kept for the primary 
purpose of commercial pet sitting or “doggie daycare”, provided all of the following are met: 

 
a. Limited to a maximum of twenty (20) dogs on site at any one time. 
b. No outdoor runs or kennels allowed. 
c. The requirement and location of any outside fenced area, if any, shall be 

determined by the council. 
d. Dogs shall be on a leash and handled by an employee at all times when 

outside the building during the animal’s stay. 
e. An employee shall remain on site at all times animals are on the premises 

including overnight. 
f. Dogs shall be kept inside at all times except when exercised by an employee. 
g. Designated bathroom area shall be cleaned daily. 

 
1.6 “Non-Commercial Kennel” means any place where four (4) or more dogs over the age of six 

(6) months are kept but not for the primary purpose of commercial breeding, keeping, 
harboring, or selling of dogs.   

 
1.7 “Kennel” means a commercial kennel, commercial daycare kennel or non-commercial 

kennel. 
 
1.8 “Dangerous Dog” shall have the meaning given to it in Minn. Stat. Section 347.50. 

 



1.9 “Owner” shall have the meaning given to it in Minn. Stat. Section 347.50. 
 
1.10 “Person” means one or more natural persons, a firm, partnership, corporation, or any 

other entity. 
 
1.11 “Premises” means a building, structure, shelter, or land where an animal is kept or 

confined. 
 
1.12 “Veterinary Hospital” means a place for the treatment, hospitalization, surgery, care and 

board of animals and birds under the direction of one or more licensed veterinarians. 
 
1.13 “Vaccination Against Rabies” means the inoculation of a dog or cat with a rabies vaccine 

by a veterinarian duly licensed to practice veterinary medicine. 
 
1.14 “Potentially Dangerous Dog” shall have the meaning given to it in Minn. Stat. Section 

347.50.  
 
1.15 “Under restraint” means the animal is (1) at heel beside a person having custody of it and 

obedient to that person’s voice or signal command; (2) within a private motor vehicle of a 
person owning, harboring, or keeping the animal; (3) within the property limits of the 
owner’s property; or (3) controlled by a leash of a maximum of six (6) feet in length. 

 
1.16 “Inherently Dangerous Animals” means animals other than domestic animals and farm 

and permitted nondomestic animals, which are inherently dangerous including, but not 
limited to, wolves, coyotes, bears, snakes (venomous and constrictor species), skunks, 
cougars, tigers, and any crossbreeds thereof, or crossbreeds with domestic or farm and 
permitted nondomestic animals 

 
1.17  “Keep” means to own, stable, harbor, maintain, possess, or act as a custodian or 

caretaker for an animal. 
 
1.18 “Proper Enclosure” means a secure indoors location or a securely enclosed and locked 

pen or structure suitable to prevent the animal from escaping and providing protection from 
the elements for the animal. A proper enclosure does not include a porch, patio, or any part of 
a house, garage, or other structure that would allow the animal to exit of its own volition, or 
any house or structure in which windows are open or in which door or window screens are 
the only obstacles that prevent the animal from exiting. 

 
1.19 “Substantial Bodily Harm” has the meaning given it under Minnesota Statutes Section 

609.02, subd. 7a. 
 
1.20 “Great Bodily Harm” has the meaning given it under Minnesota Statutes Section 609.02, 

subd. 8. 
 
1.21 “Farm Animal and Permitted Nondomestic Animal” means cows, sheep, pigs, deer and 

other members of the order Artiodactyla except the family Hippopotamidae; horses and other 
members of the family Equidae; all birds in the class Aves; squirrels and other members of 
the family Sciuridae; rabbits and other members of the families Didelphidae and 
Macropodidae; and other animals if the owner can show the animals are not inherently 
dangerous.   

 



1.22 “Domestic Animal” means dogs, cats, caged birds, fish, rabbits, domestic ferrets, snakes 
(non-venomous and non-constrictor species), gerbils, hamsters, guinea pigs, white rats or 
mice.  

 
2. KEEPING OF CERTAIN ANIMALS PROHIBITED. 
 
The following animals may be kept in the City pursuant to the regulations of this Chapter and 
relevant provisions of the Zoning Ordinance: 
 

a. Domestic animals; 
b. Farm animals and permitted nondomestic animals; and 
c. Inherently dangerous animals. 

 
3. DOG LICENSES. 
 
No person residing in the City shall keep a dog over six (6) months of age within the City for 
more than ten (10) consecutive days unless the person has a current City-issued dog license for 
the dog.   Individual dog licenses need not be secured for dogs kept in commercial kennel or 
commercial daycare kennel as defined herein. 
 
3.1 License Fee and Application 
 

a. Application.  An application for a dog license shall be made to the City Clerk 
on the form proscribed by the City. The applicant must provide all the information 
required on the form, including but not limited to: 
 
 1. The name, age, breed, sex, color, and marking of the dog; 
 
 2. A certificate showing that the dog has been vaccinated against rabies by 

a licensed veterinarian; 
 
 3. A sworn statement that the person is not restricted from owning a dog 

pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 347.542 or a sworn statement that 
the Animal Control Authority has rescinded the restriction entirely or with 
limitations and that the person’s application to own a dog is in conformity 
therewith; 

 
4. The address or legal description of the real property where the dog will 
be kept; and 

 
 5. If the application is for a license for a Potentially Dangerous Dog or 

Dangerous Dog, proof that the specific requirements of Section 6 have 
been met. 

 
 b. Fees.  The fee for a dog license is set forth in City Code Chapter ___. Fees for a 

dog license for new residents shall be prorated for the remainder of the term of the 
license. A penalty fee, as set forth in City Code Chapter _______ shall be 
assessed against the owner of a dog who fails to obtain a license within a timely 
manner pursuant to the requirements of this Section. 

 



3.2 Duration of License. A dog license shall be for a period of two (2) years or the unexpired 
portion of the two (2) years beginning on January 1 and ending on December 31.   Applications 
for a renewal license may not be made until sixty (60) days before January 1.    
 
3.3 License Tags.  Upon compliance with the license application requirements listed above, the 
City Clerk shall issue to the owner of the dog a metallic dog tag stamped with a number and the 
year for which it is issued. The shape and design of such tag shall be changed every two (2) 
years. The owner of a dog is required to keep the dog’s current and valid registration tag securely 
fastened to its choke chain, collar, or harness at all times in a manner so that it can easily be seen. 
A dog license tag may not be transferred from one dog to another. In the event that the metallic 
license tag issued for a dog is lost, the owner may obtain a duplicate tag from the City Clerk 
upon the payment of the fee set forth in City Code Chapter _______. 
 
3.4  Identification Tags.  In addition to the metallic dog tag described in Section ________, the 
owner must also attach a metallic tag bearing the name and home telephone number of the owner 
to the dog’s collar which shall be worn at all times when the dog is not on the property of its 
owner. 
 
3.5 New Residents.  Upon proof of current vaccination against rabies, a dog owner who has a 
valid and current dog license from another city may obtain a City dog license by surrendering the 
other license, submitting a complete City application form, and paying the transfer fee set forth 
in City Code Chapter ________.      
 
3.6 Change in Ownership of Dog.  If there is a change in ownership of a dog during a license 
year, the new owner may have the current license changed to his or her name upon the payment 
of a transfer fee set forth in City Code Chapter ____. The previous owner must notify the City 
within thirty (30) days of the change in ownership and provide the City with the name and 
address of the new owner. 
 
3.7 Exemptions.  Veterinarian hospitals and dogs belonging to the City’s Police Department are 
exempt from this Section. 
 
4. GENERAL REGULATIONS OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS 
 
4.1. Rabies Vaccination Required.  Every owner or keeper of a dog, cat, or ferret kept as a pet 
over three (3) months of age within the City must have the dog, cat, or ferret vaccinated by a 
licensed veterinarian with an anti-rabies vaccine that is currently effective. 
 
A vaccination certificate is valid only for the dog, cat, or ferret and owner to which it was issued. 
A person must not use a rabies vaccination certificate for a different dog, cat, or ferret than the 
one for which it was issued.  
 
A vaccinated dog, cat, or ferret shall be revaccinated at intervals not to exceed the effective 
duration of the vaccination as listed in the Compendium of Animal Rabies Control prepared by 
the National Association of State Public Health Veterinarians.  
 
4.2 Restraint of Dogs.  Every owner shall keep his or her dog under restraint at all times. 
 
4.3 Removal of Animal Feces.  Any person having custody or control over any dog or cat on any 
property within the City, other than the property of the dog or cat's owner, must have in his or 
her immediate possession a device for picking up and disposing of dog or cat feces, and must 



pick up and dispose of any and all feces in a sanitary manner. This subdivision does not apply to 
the following: 
 

a. Disabled persons using guide or service dogs; 
 

b. City agents or employees using dogs in connection with police activities; or 
 

c. Persons using tracking dogs with the City's permission. 
 

A violation of this subdivision is a petty misdemeanor. 
 
4.4 Female Dogs in Season.  Every female dog in season shall be confined within a building or 
secure enclosure in such a manner that it cannot come into contact with another dog except for 
intentional breeding conducted within a building. The female dog in season may be taken from 
the secure area on a secure leash controlled by a person of sufficient age or into a confined 
outdoor enclosure on the owner’s property in order for the dog to urinate and/or defecate. 
 
4.5 General Duty of Owners.  Every owner or keeper of a dog must exercise reasonable care and 
take all necessary steps and precautions to protect other people, property, and animals from 
injuries or damage which might result from the dog’s behavior. 
 
4.6 Stopping an Attack.  Animal Control Authority who witness an attack by an animal upon a 
person or another animal may take whatever action the Animal Control Authority deem to be 
appropriate to end the attack and prevent further injury to the victim(s). 
 
5. SEIZURE AND IMPOUNDMENT OF ANIMALS. 
 
5.1 Impounding Facility.  The City Council may maintain a municipal impound facility or may 
designate as the municipal impound facility a suitable kennel or veterinary hospital either within 
or outside the city limits of the City. The keeper of the impound facility shall account for and pay 
over monthly to the City all monies it receives as fees payable to the City.   
 
5.2  Impound Facility Reporting.  The keeper of the impound facility shall provide a monthly 
written report providing the following information: the animals impounded; the duration of the 
impoundment; and the method of disposal of each animal. 
 
5.3 Seizure and Impoundment of Animals.  The Animal Control Authority may seize and 
impound any animal running at large in the City or any animal found to be in violation of the 
provisions of this Chapter or Minnesota Statutes Sections 347.50 through 347.565. Upon the 
impoundment of a dog or cat, the Animal Control Authority must promptly notify the owner of 
the impoundment in person, by phone or by mail. If the owner is unknown, the City must post a 
written notice at City Hall describing the dog or cat and stating where the dog or cat is 
impounded. 

 
An impounded animal displaying a need for medical care may be taken to a veterinarian for 
emergency treatment. The owner of the animal is responsible for payment of expenses incurred 
as a result of the veterinarian’s treatment. 
 
5.4 Impoundment After Biting Human.  Every doctor or other person who treats a person for an 
animal bite shall report to the Inver Grove Heights police department the name and address of 
any person treated for an animal bite inflicted within the City. The owner or keeper of any dog or 
other animal that bites any person where the bite breaks the person’s skin or the bite requires 



treatment by a doctor, and the person bitten or his or her parent or guardian must report the 
incident to the Inver Grove Heights police department within twenty-four (24) hours of the bite. 
The dog or other animal shall immediately be confined for a period of not less than ten (10) days 
in a veterinary hospital or on the owner’s premises, as directed by the Animal Control Authority. 
The Animal Control Authority may refuse to permit confinement on the owner’s premises if the 
animal has previously been found repeatedly running at large or if the animal does not have a 
currently effective rabies vaccination. If confinement on the owner’s premises is permitted, the 
animal may not be allowed off the premises or in contact with other people or animals during the 
confinement period, except for medical purposes. If the owner fails to comply with these 
restrictions, the Animal Control Authority may enter onto the property, seize the animal, and 
remove it to a veterinary hospital. The owner is responsible for all costs of confinement incurred 
under this subdivision. If, after completion of the ten (10) day impound period, the animal does 
not have rabies, it may be released to its owner unless release is otherwise prohibited by another 
section of this Chapter. As a condition of releasing a confined animal, the Animal Control 
Authority may require that the animal’s owner take the animal for an examination by a 
veterinarian.   

5.5 Impoundment and Destruction of Rabid Animals.   

a.  A dog or animal displaying symptoms of being rabid may be seized at any place or 
time and confined in the City impounding facility at the owner’s expense, until found 
to be free from rabies. 

 
b. If a dog or other animal appears to be diseased, vicious, dangerous, rabid or has been 

exposed to rabies, and the dog or other animal cannot be impounded without serious 
risk of personal injury, the dog or other animal may be destroyed, if reasonably 
necessary for the safety of a person or persons. 

 
5.6 Redeeming Impounded Animals.  The animal impound facility may not release an animal 
until it has received authorization to do so from Animal Control Authority and upon fulfillment 
of the following conditions: 

a. properly inoculated for rabies 
b. payment by the owner to the impounding facility of the costs of keeping the 

animal in the pound;  
c. payment of an impounding fee to the City in the amount listed in City Code 

Chapter _________; 
d.  providing proof of ownership of the animal; and 
e. in the case of a dog that resides in the City, proof of a valid license for the dog. 

 
An animal impounded pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 343 may be redeemed pursuant to 
the provisions of Minnesota Statues Section 343.235. 
 
A potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog impounded pursuant to any provision in 
Minnesota Statutes Sections 347.50 through 347.565 may be redeemed pursuant to Minnesota 
Statutes Sections 347.50 through 347.565 and upon fulfillment of the requirements of Section 6 
of this Chapter.    
 
 
5.7 Disposition of Impounded Animals at the Owner’s Request.  If the owner of an impounded 
animal chooses to have the animal disposed of, the owner shall make such a request in writing to 
Animal Control Authority Such a request must be accompanied by proof of ownership of the 
animal, as well as payment of the costs of the disposition. 



 
5.8 Disposition of Unclaimed Animals.  If an impounded animal is not reclaimed within seven 
(7) regular business days after the required notice is given to the owner or posted pursuant to this 
Chapter, the animal shall be deemed to have been abandoned, and the impounding facility may 
sell or give the animal to any person. If an abandoned animal is not sold, it may be destroyed in a 
humane manner.   A regular business day for purposes of this Section means a day during which 
the impounding facility having custody of the animal is open to the public at least four 
consecutive hours between 8:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m.  
 
5.9 Costs of Impoundment.  The owner of the animal is responsible for the costs of the 
impoundment and housing of an impounded animal. 
 
6. Dangerous and Potentially Dangerous Dogs. 
 
6.1 Duties of Owner of Potentially Dangerous and Dangerous Dogs. A person who owns or 
keeps a dangerous dog must comply with the requirements of Minnesota Statutes Sections 
347.50 through 347.565 as may be amended from time to time, and which are adopted and 
incorporated herein by reference. 
 
6.3. Designation of a Dog as Dangerous or Potentially Dangerous.  The Animal Control 
Authority may determine that a dog is a potentially dangerous dog or a dangerous dog.  
 
6.4 Appeal of Designation.  Upon determination by the Animal Control Authority that a dog is 
potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog, the City shall provide notice of this determination 
and information regarding the right to a hearing concerning the potentially dangerous dog or 
dangerous dog declaration to the owner of the dog pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 347.541, subd. 3. 
The notice must include all of the information required by Minn. Stat. § 347.541, subd. 3.  
 
The notice declaring the dog potentially dangerous or dangerous shall be delivered or mailed to 
the owner of the dog, or served by posting a copy of it at the place where the dog is kept, or by 
delivering it to a person residing on the property, and telephoning, if possible.  

 
6.4.1 Hearing.   
 

a. Right to Hearing.  The owner of any dog declared a potentially dangerous dog or 
dangerous dog has the right to a hearing by an impartial hearing officer who may be 
either an impartial employee of the City or an impartial person retained by the City to 
conduct the hearing.  
 

b. Appeal of Potentially Dangerous Dog or Dangerous Dog Designation.  The owner of 
a dog designated by the Animal Control Authority as a potentially dangerous dog or 
dangerous dog must file an appeal of that designation with the City Clerk within 
fourteen (14) days of receipt of the Notice of Declaration of Potentially Dangerous 
Dog or Dangerous Dog. 
 

c. Hearing Scheduling and Conduct.  If the owner properly files an appeal of the 
potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog designation, the City must hold a hearing 
within fourteen (14) days after the owner’s request to determine the validity of the 
potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog declaration is made to the City.  

 
At the hearing, the owner of the dog shall have an opportunity to present evidence 
and testimony to support the appeal of the potentially dangerous or dangerous dog 



declaration. The hearing may receive evidence from the Animal Control Authority 
regarding the initial potentially dangerous or dangerous dog declaration.   

 
d. Decision.  Upon receiving the evidence and testimony, the hearing officer shall 

uphold or rescind the potentially dangerous or dangerous dog declaration. In the event 
that the hearing officer upholds the potentially dangerous or dangerous dog 
declaration, the owner shall be responsible for paying actual expenses of the hearing 
up to a maximum of $1,000. The Hearing Officer shall issue a decision on the matter 
within ten (10) days after the hearing. The decision must be delivered to the owner by 
hand delivery or registered mail as soon as practical and a copy must be provided to 
the Animal Control Authority.  

 
6.5 Registration of Potentially Dangerous Dogs and Dangerous Dogs.  No person may keep a 
potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog within the City unless the dog is currently registered 
as provided in this Section. Registration must be completed within fourteen (14) days from the 
owner’s receipt of Notice of Declaration of Potentially Dangerous Dog or Notice of Declaration 
of Dangerous Dog unless a timely appeal has been filed. The Animal Control Authority shall 
issue a certificate of registration to the owner of a dangerous dog if the owner presents sufficient 
evidence of the following, which are required by Minnesota Statutes, Sections 347.50 though 
347.565: 
 
 

a. Fee.  Payment has been made for the annual potentially dangerous dog or 
dangerous dog registration fee set forth in City Code Chapter ____. 

 
b. Proper Enclosure.  The owner of a potentially dangerous dog or dangerous 

dog must keep the dog in a proper enclosure that has been inspected and 
approved by the City. 

 
c. Tag.  A potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog must have a standardized, 

easily identifiable tag identifying the dog as a potentially dangerous dog or 
dangerous dog that shall be affixed to the dog’s collar at all times.  

 
d. Surety Bond or Insurance Policy.  The owner of a potentially dangerous dog 

or dangerous dog must provide a surety bond in a form acceptable to the 
Animal Control Authority, issued by a surety company authorized to conduct 
business in Minnesota in the amount of at least $300,000, payable to any 
person injured by the dangerous dog or a policy of liability insurance 
company authorized to do business in Minnesota in the amount of at least 
$300,000, insuring the owner for any personal injuries inflicted by the 
potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog. 

 
e. Microchip.  Proof of implantation of the microchip identification in 

compliance with state law. 
 

f. Posting of Warning Symbol.  The owner of a potentially dangerous dog or 
dangerous dog must post a warning symbol or multiple warning symbols, to 
be determined by the animal control authority, provided to the owner by the 
Animal Control Authority at the owner’s cost, on the owner’s property.   

 
 



6.7 Potentially Dangerous and Dangerous Dog Designation Review.  Review of a potentially 
dangerous dog or dangerous dog designation may be requested annually beginning six (6) 
months after the dog is declared to be a potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog.  The owner 
must present evidence to the Animal Control Authority that the dog’s behavior has changed due 
to the dog’s age, neutering, environment, completion of obedience training that includes 
modification of aggressive behavior, or other factors.  If the Animal Control Authority finds 
sufficient evidence that the dog’s behavior has changed, the authority may rescind the potentially 
dangerous dog or dangerous dog designation. 
 
6.8 Notification of Changes.  The owner of a dog designated as a potentially dangerous dog or 
dangerous dog shall notify the Police Chief in writing if the dog has died, is relocated from its 
current address, or is being given or sold to another person. The notification must be given in 
writing within thirty (30) days after the change in ownership or location or the dog’s death.  If 
requested by the Animal Control Authority, the owner must execute an affidavit under oath 
setting for the circumstances of the dog’s death and disposition of the dog, or the complete name, 
address, and telephone number of the person to whom the dog has been transferred, whichever 
the case may be. 
 
6.9  Sterilization of Potentially Dangerous Dogs and Dangerous Dogs.  The owner of a 
potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog must, at the owner’s sole expense, sterilize the dog 
within thirty (30) days of the dog’s designation as a potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog.  
If the owner does not sterilize the dog, the Animal Control Authority shall seize the dog and have 
it sterilized at the owner’s expense.   
 
6.10 Confinement of Potentially Dangerous and Dangerous Dogs.  The owner of any potentially 
dangerous dog or dangerous dog must confine the dog, while on the owner’s property, in a 
proper enclosure.  If the dog is outside the property enclosure, the owner must muzzle and 
restrain the dog by a substantial chain or lease and be under the physical restraint of a 
responsible person.   
 
6.11 Confiscation and Reclamation of Potentially Dangerous and Dangerous Dogs  The Animal 
Control Authority may summarily seize and impound a potentially dangerous dog or dangerous 
dog under the following circumstances:   
 

a. The owner fails to validly register the dog under this Section within fourteen (14) 
days of its designation as a potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog. 

b. The owner fails to secure the required liability insurance or surety bond   under this 
Section within fourteen (14) days of its designation as a potentially dangerous dog or 
dangerous dog. 

c. The owner fails to keep the dog in a proper enclosure; 
d. The dog is outside the proper enclosure and not muzzled and under the physical 

restraint of a responsible person as required by this Section. 
e. The owner fails to sterilize the dog within thirty (30) days of its designation as a 

potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog.   
f. The owner is convicted of a misdemeanor for violating the provisions of this Section 

and the person is charged with a subsequent violation relating to the same dog.  If the 
owner is convicted of the offense for which the dog was seized, the criminal court 
may order destruction of the dog and the owner must pay for the costs of confining 
and destroying the dog.   

 
The owner may reclaim a potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog by presenting proof of 
compliance with state law and this Section to the Animal Control Authority and payment of all 



costs associated with the confiscation and confinement of the dog, including the impoundment 
fee set forth in City Code Chapter __________and impoundment costs.  If the owner does not 
reclaim the potentially dangerous or dangerous dog within seven (7) days, the Animal Control 
Authority may dispose of the dog and the owner is liable to the Animal Control Authority for the 
costs incurred in confining and disposing of the dog. 
 
6.12 Dogs Not to be Deemed Dangerous.  A dog shall not be deemed to be a potentially 
dangerous dog or a dangerous dog if the threat, injury, or damage was sustained by a person: (1) 
who was committing, at the time, a willful trespass or other tort upon the premises occupied by 
the owner of the dog; (2) who was provoking, tormenting, abusing, or assaulting the dog or who 
can be shown to have repeatedly, in the past, provoked, tormented, abused, or assaulted the dog; 
or (3) who was committing or attempting to commit a crime. 
 
6.13 Destruction of Dog in Certain Circumstances. The Animal Control Authority or its designee 
may destroy a dog in a proper and humane manner if the dog: 
 

a. Inflicted substantial or great bodily harm on an human on public or private property 
without provocation; 

b. Inflicted multiple bites on a human on public or private property without provocation; 
c. Bit multiple human victims on public or private property in the same attack without 

provocation; or 
d. Bit a human on public or private property without provocation in an attack where 

more than one dog participated in the attack. 
 

The Animal Control Authority must provide the owner of the dog an opportunity for a hearing 
before an impartial decision maker.  The exemptions set forth in Section 6.12 apply to this 
provision. 
 
7. CARE OF ANIMALS. 
 
The care, health, keeping, shelter, and maintenance of all animals shall conform with the 
statutory provisions of Minnesota Statutes Chapter 343 and 346, which are hereby incorporated 
by reference and adopted as part of this Chapter; and  
 
8. PROHIBITIONS. 
 
A person must not own or keep any animal that creates or constitutes a public nuisance. A public 
nuisance is defined as:  
 

a. Owning or keeping animals that by virtue of the size, number, species, 
facilities for, and location is offensive because of but not limited to odor and 
noise or is dangerous to the public health, safety, or welfare; 

 
b. Owning or keeping an animal in the City that unreasonably causes annoyance 

or disturbance to another person by habitually howling, yelping, barking, or 
crying. Habitual howling, yelping, barking or crying is defined as howling, 
yelping, barking, or crying for repeated intervals of at least three (3) minutes 
with less than one (1) minute of interruption that can be heard at a location 
other than the animal keeper’s property. Any such animal is hereby declared 
to be a public nuisance. 

 



c.  An animal that has been the subject of a violation of this Chapter more than 
three times in a twenty-four (24) month period; or 

 
d. An animal running at large within the City limits. 

 
9. COMMERCIAL, COMMERCIAL DAYCARE AND NON-COMMERCIAL 
KENNELS. 
 
9.1 License Required.  No person shall operate or maintain a commercial kennel, commercial 
daycare kennel or non-commercial kennel within the City without first obtaining a commercial 
kennel, commercial daycare kennel, or non-commercial kennel license from the City.  
 
9.2 Application for Kennel License.  An application for a commercial kennel, commercial 
daycare kennel, or non-commercial kennel license shall be made to the City Clerk on the form 
proscribed by the City. The applicant must provide all the information required on the form, 
including but not limited to: 

 
a. The name and address of the owner(s) of the kennel;  
 
b. The address or legal description of the real property where the kennel will be 

kept;  
 

c. The number of dogs proposed to be kept in the kennel;  
 

d. The location of any residential dwellings within one thousand (1,000) feet of 
the proposed kennel; and 

 
e. Proof that the proposed kennel complies with the requirements of the City’s 

Zoning Code. 
  

The applicant must pay the fee for a kennel license is set forth in City Code Chapter ___.   
 
9.3 Construction and Location Standards for Kennels.  The owner and operator of a commercial, 
commercial daycare or non-commercial kennel shall operate the kennel in a neat and sanitary 
manner. Additionally, the area within which the dogs are to sleep, eat, and exercise shall be 
enclosed completely by a wire mesh fence at least six (6) feet in height of sufficient gauge to 
ensure the confinement of the dogs. A kennel may not be located within five hundred (500) feet 
of any residential dwelling other than the owner’s dwelling unless written permission from the 
owner(s) of all such residential dwellings is obtained. Kennels must comply with all relevant 
zoning requirements. 
 
9.4 Review of Premises and Issuance of License.  No kennel license may be issued until the 
applicant’s property has been inspected and the inspection reveals that adequate safeguards are 
present to protect the surrounding neighborhood from nuisances and to ensure compliance with 
this Chapter. The license may include conditions that Animal Control Authority deem reasonably 
necessary to protect public health and safety and to protect persons on neighboring property from 
unsanitary conditions, unreasonable noise and odors, and other unreasonable annoyances. A 
denial of a kennel license application may be appealed to the City Council within ten (10) days 
of notification of the denial. The City Council shall hold a hearing to determine whether the 
denial should be upheld. If the City Council reverses the denial, it may impose conditions upon 
the granting of any commercial, commercial daycare, or non-commercial kennel license. 
 



9.5  License Modification.  The license may be reasonably modified by Animal Control 
Authority if necessary to respond to changed circumstances. Any modification shall be effective 
ten (10) days after the mailing of written notice by certified mail to the license holder. The 
license holder may challenge the modification by contacting the City Clerk and requesting a 
hearing within ten (10) days after the receipt of written notice. A hearing regarding the proposed 
modification shall be held before the City Council. 
 
9.6 Operation.  Every kennel shall be maintained and operated in a neat and sanitary manner. All 
refuse, garbage, and animal waste shall be regularly removed so as to keep the surrounding area 
free from obnoxious odors.  
 
9.7 Duration of License.  A kennel license shall be issued for a period of two (2) years beginning 
January1 and ending December 31. Applications for a renewal permit may not be made prior to 
sixty (60) days before January 1.  A late fee, as set forth in City Code Chapter _____, will be 
assessed for any late applications.  
 
9.8 Inspections.  Animal Control Authority may go onto the premises of licensed kennels at 
reasonable times to inspect for compliance with this Chapter and other relevant laws and 
regulations. A violation of this chapter or other regulations not corrected within ten (10) days 
after notice of the violation is served via certified mail on the owner of the kennel shall be 
grounds for revocation of the license.  
 
9.9 Revocation of License.  A license may be revoked by the City Council for a violation of any 
condition of a kennel license or for any violation this Section following notice and a hearing as 
provided for in Chapter 3.   
 
10. HORSES IN PUBLIC PARKS AND ROADWAYS. 
 
10.1 Horses in City Parks.  No person shall ride a horse or pony in any City park except in areas 
duly designated for the riding of such animals. The City Parks Director shall designate and 
properly post those areas in City Parks where horses and ponies may be ridden. 
 
10.2 Horses on Public Roadways.  Every person riding a horse or pony or driving any horse or 
pony drawn vehicle upon a public roadway shall be subject to those provisions of the City Code 
applicable to the driver of a motor vehicle, except those provisions which by their nature do not 
apply. 

 
No person may ride or drive a horse or pony after sunset and before sunrise upon or across a 
public roadway without lighting or reflective clothing sufficient to enable a person to see the 
rider or driver and horse or pony from a distance of 100 feet away. 
 
10.3 Interference Prohibited.  No person shall interfere with any horse or pony being ridden in a 
lawful manner. 
 
11. RIGHT OF ENTRY. 
 
Animal Control Authority are authorized to enter onto any open yard or kennel in which an 
animal is kept at reasonable times for the purpose of discharging their duties imposed by this 
Chapter where there is a reasonable belief that a violation of this Chapter has been committed. 
 
Animal Control Authority having reasonable cause to believe that a person has or is violating a 
provision of this Chapter or the conditions, limitations, restrictions or prohibitions of any permit 



or license the City issues under this Chapter, may apply to the appropriate authority as prescribed 
by law for a warrant empowering the Animal Control Authority to enter the dwelling or 
residence of the owner or keeper of any animal for the purpose of investigating the same and to 
demand the owner’s or keeper’s presentation of the animal to the Animal Control Authority. 
 
12. ENFORCEMENT OF THE PROVISIONS OF THIS CHAPTER. 
 
The provisions of this Chapter may be enforced by the Animal Control Authority with the 
assistance of other personnel when appropriate. 
 
13. PENALTY. 
 
Unless otherwise designated, a violation of any provision of this Chapter is a misdemeanor.  
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