
 

 

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

MONDAY, MAY 10, 2010 

8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

7:30 P.M. 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. ROLL CALL 

3. PRESENTATIONS: 

A.  Present 2009 CAFR 

B.   Proclamation - National Public Works Week May 16-22, 2010 

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 – April 26, 2010 Regular Council Meeting              

B.  Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending May 5, 2010       

C.  Pay Voucher No. 11  for City Project No. 2008-18, Public Safety Addition/City Hall  

 Renovation              

D.  Change Order No. 3 and Pay Voucher No. 4 for City Project No. 2008-11, 

 Southern Sanitary Sewer System, East Segment         

E. Approve Resolution Withdrawing from Regional Mutual Aid Association     

F.   Consider Hiring Contractor for Tree Inventory of Right-of-Way Trees in the Urbanized Area  

 of Inver Grove Heights             

G.  Resolution Approving Sod Replacement and Seeding Agreement with NSP/Xcel Energy  

 for Project 2010-09D – South Grove Urban Street Reconstruction Area 5     

H.  Resolution Approving a Stipulation for Award and Order and a Permanent Drainage and  

 Utility Easement between Dayton Holding, Inc. (IGH Parcel No. 24) and City of Inver  

 Grove Heights in connection with District Court File No. 19HA-CV-08-742, Relative to  

 City Project 2003-03             

I.  Approve Contract for Lawn Care Services related to Nuisance Abatement     

J.  Accept Proposal for Street Patching Services          

K.   Consider Resolution Accepting Individual Project Order No. 12E to Kimley-Horn &  

 Associates, Inc. for Additional Final Design Services for the 2010 Pavement  

 Management Program, Urban Street Reconstruction – City Project No. 2010-09D, South  

 Grove Area 5 Water System Design           



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: 

7. REGULAR AGENDA:        

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

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

   i) A Rezoning from E-1, 2 ½ Acre Estate Residential to E-2, 1 3/3 Acre  

    Estate Residential           

   ii) Waiver of Plat to divide the existing tax parcel into two lots      

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

B.  WADE AND JESSICA SHORT;  Consider a Variance to eliminate screening of rooftop  

    mechanical equipment on new commercial building for property located at  

 9332 Cahill Avenue             

C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Interim Ordinance relating to Open Wood  

     Burning Furnaces             

ADMINISTRATION: 

D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the following actions: 

  i) Third Reading of an Ordinance Amending Title 5, Chapter 4, of  

   the City Code relating to Animal Control        

  ii) Consider Resolution and Table Setting Forth License Fees,  

   Administrative Service Fees and Permit Fees        

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

 relating to Background Investigation Authorization        

F. 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            

8. MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS 

9. EXECUTIVE SESSION 

    A.  Collective Bargaining Update 

 B. Qwest Negotiations 

10. ADJOURN 





 

 

 INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
MONDAY, APRIL 26, 2010 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL  The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on 
Monday, April 26, 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 and Deputy  
Clerk Rheaume.    

3. PRESENTATIONS:     

4. CONSENT AGENDA:   

Mayor Tourville removed Item 4M, Approve the Rock Island Swing Bridge Donation Program, from the  
Consent Agenda. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech removed Item 4K, Approve City Council Goals for 2010,  
and Item 4P, Approve Technology Manager Position Description and Appoint Patrick Mylan to the  
Position, from the Consent Agenda. 

A. Minutes – April 12, 2010 Regular Council Meeting 

B. Resolution No. 10-54 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending April 21, 2010 

C. Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2008-18, Low Voltage Contractors 

D. Change Order No. 1 for City Project No. 2008-18, Low Voltage Contractors 

E. Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2008-18, TRICOM Communications 

F. Change Order No. 1 and Pay Voucher No. 2 for City Project No. 2008-18, TRICOM  
 Communications 

G. Approve Additional Services with McGhie Betts, Inc. for Infiltration Testing as required by City  
 Engineer 

H. Approve Additional Services with McGhie Betts, Inc. for Asbestos Sampling, Analysis and Report 

I. Accept Proposal for Street Patching Services 

J. Resolution No. 10-55 Approving Various Easements for City Project No. 2010-09D, South Grove  
 Urban Reconstruction, Area 5 

L. Approve the Disposal of Hockey Rink Equipment from Cameron Park 

N. Resolution No. 10-56 Designating Polling Place Locations for 2010 Primary & General Elections 

O. Accept Resignations from Environmental Commission  

Q. Personnel Actions 

R. Resolution No. 10-57 Approving a Joint Powers Agreement with Dakota County Law Enforcement  
 Agencies to Establish & Maintain a Records Management System 

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to approve the Consent Agenda 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

K. Approve City Council Goals for 2010 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech opined that the community survey should be broader in scope and  
address all city services, not just those related to Administration and Parks and Recreation.    
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Mr. Lynch responded the intent will be to create a survey that will encompass all City services.  He noted 
the City is utilizing funds from the Dakota County Active Living Grant for the survey and is required to  
include some Parks and Recreation questions to remain eligible for funding. 

Motion by Klein, second by Grannis, to approve City Council Goals for 2010 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

M. Approve the Rock Island Swing Bridge Donation Program 

Mayor Tourville questioned how the program would be advertised.   

Mr. Carlson stated the program would be advertised on the City’s website, in the newspaper, and in the 
Insights publication.  He explained a brochure would also be put together that would outline the details of 
the program and would be available at a variety of locations.  He noted staff would bring any significant  
donations, in excess of the amounts denoted by the program, to the City Council for special recognition. 

Motion by Madden, second by Klein, to approve the Rock Island Swing Bridge donation program 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

P.  Approve Technology Manager Position Description and Appoint Patrick Mylan to the Position 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech clarified this change would not affect the adopted budget because a new  
position was not being added.   

Mr. Lynch explained an existing position would be changed to a supervisory position.  He stated this would 
not result in an increase in staff as there is one position in the department that remains unfilled.  He noted  
the individual being appointed to the position would receive an increase in pay. 

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to approve Technology Manager position description and  
appoint Patrick Mylan to the position 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:  

Amy Hunting, 2645 96th Street East, thanked the City Council for listening to her recommendations 
regarding the proposed animal control ordinance.  She commented that she reviewed the draft proposed  
for the third reading and thought animal owners would be very happy with the updates to the existing  
regulations. 

Councilmember Madden thanked Ms. Hunting for her involvement in the process and stated her  
suggestions helped improve the ordinance. 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:   

7. REGULAR AGENDA: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

A. IVERSON; Consider Resolution relating to a Comprehensive Plan Amendment to change the Land 
Use Designation from MDR, Medium Density Residential to HDR, High Density Residential for  
property located on the north side of 80th Street, between Hwy. 3 and Inver Wood Golf Course 

Mr. Link stated the applicant is proposing to change the land use designation for 24.3 acres of property.  
He explained the applicant is anticipating developing the property with a high density multiple family 
project of approximately 486 units and a density of 19 units per acre.  He noted the applicant worked with 
city staff and submitted a sketch plan review for development in the Northwest Area and the project as 
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shown met the overall design concepts and complied with zoning performance standards.  He explained 
staff believes the site location is acceptable for higher density residential because the property abuts a 
county road, is located across the street from future industrial office development, and is adjacent to the 
golf course.  He stated the additional density would allow greater flexibility for unit count over other parts of 
the Northwest Area where topography may not allow for assumed densities.  He noted the higher densities 
would also provide more households to support the future commercial development at the corner of Hwy. 
3 and 80th Street.  He added the Planning Commission recommended approval of the request on a 6-2  
vote.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned why more high density residential parcels were not originally  
designated in the Comprehensive Plan.   

Mr. Link responded that with the exception of two areas, high density residential designations were not  
considered at that time.  He noted changes to the Comprehensive Plan are generally driven by  
development plans. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked what the vision was for the Northwest Area at that time.   

Mr. Link pointed out the two areas designated as HDR in the Northwest Area and stated those were the 
only areas that stood out as warranting the HDR designation.  He noted one parcel was changed to MDR  
because of a development proposal.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she was concerned that there would only be one public access.   
and suggested that the City find out what the plan is for the adjacent acreage.  She questioned if there  
would be a plan to put parks in the area to accommodate the residents of the proposed development.    

Mr. Link stated the adjacent acreage may still be designated as permanent open space.  He explained the 
City did have plans for a park in this area a few years ago although they were subsequently removed.  He  
noted a park may be warranted if the area was developed accordingly.   

Mayor Tourville opined that the developer needs to be responsible for who they market to and should be  
responsible for dealing with families on park issues.   

Councilmember Klein asked if the realignment of 80th Street was finalized.   

Mr. Link stated the County is waiting for development to occur before changes are made.  He noted there  
were several access questions that the County did address and some preliminary grading was completed.     

Councilmember Klein questioned if the holding pond acquired by the City for the golf course would be  
affected.   

Mr. Link responded that the public purpose of the pond was storm water control.   

Joel West, Yaggy Colby & Associates, displayed the County’s proposed realignment of 80th Street, 
indicating a short connecting road between the subject property and 80th Street through the Malensek 
property.  He noted if the Malensek property became permanent open space there would be two 
competing public interests, road connectivity and preservation of open space.  He advised that the plans 
for the development were conceptual at this point and the plans were meant to demonstrate that all of the 
buildings could comfortably fit on the site.  He stated the PUD process is very extensive and would provide  
the developer and the City with ample opportunity to revise the plan as necessary.   

Mayor Tourville stated there were a lot of questions regarding emergency access at the Planning  
Commission meeting.  

Mr. Link stated that the County would allow only one access and noted the project would meet the 
County’s access spacing requirements for 80th Street.  He stated the land layout limited the applicant’s 
ability to have a second access.  He advised that if the Malensek property was designated as permanent  
open space, the applicant would need to create an emergency access in addition to the public access.    

Councilmember Piekarski Krech reiterated that both the City and the applicant need to figure out what is  
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going to happen with the Malensek property.  

Councilmember Madden asked what type of tenants the units would be marketed to.   

Mr. West replied that information has not been defined by the developer.  He noted there would be a  
minimum of 12 units per acre. 

Motion by Klein, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 10-58 approving a 
Comprehensive Plan Amendment to change the Land Use Designation from MDR, Medium Density 
Residential to HDR, High Density Residential for property located on the north side of 80th Street,  
between Hwy. 3 and Inver Wood Golf Course  

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the Third Reading of an Ordinance Amendment to the 
Zoning Ordinance relating to maximum allowed impervious surface coverage in the single family  
residential zoning districts including A, E-1, E-2, R-1A, R-1B and R-1C 

Mr. Link stated the ordinance amendment addresses the maximum allowed imperious coverage in single 
family residential zoning districts.  He explained that City staff performed an extensive amount of analysis 
over the last several years and has proposed that impervious coverage requirements be based on lot size.  
He advised that the new regulations would make the requirements less restrictive for property owners.  He 
stated no changes were made since the second reading and both Planning staff and the Planning  
Commission recommended approval of the ordinance amendment as proposed. 

Councilmember Madden stated he still had concerns with allowing 40% coverage on lots up to  
9,000 square feet without a conditional use permit.   

Councilmember Grannis agreed that 40% coverage on lots in that size category was too dense.   

Mayor Tourville questioned how many lots in the City were in the smallest lot size category.   

Mr. Link responded there are 500 lots in the City that are between 0 and 9,000 square feet.  He noted that  
out of those 500 lots, only 150-200 lots are buildable. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Tourville, to adopt Ordinance 1209 amending the Zoning 
Ordinance relating to maximum allowed impervious surface coverage in the single family  
residential zoning districts including A, E-1, E-2, R-1A, R-1B and R-1C   

Ayes: 3 
Nays: 2 (Grannis, Madden) Motion carried. 

C.  SUSSEL CORPORATION; Consider a Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to exceed the 
allowed maximum impervious coverage to construct a home addition for the property located at 5924  

 Bradbury Court 

Mr. Link explained in June 2009 the applicant submitted a request for a variance and a conditional use 
permit to construct a porch addition that exceeded the allowed impervious surface on the property.  He 
stated the City Council was unable to identify a hardship for the variance and the request was tabled until 
the review of the impervious surface ordinance was complete.  He explained that the request no longer  
requires a variance due to the revised impervious surface standards.  He stated the proposed porch 
addition would aesthetically fit in with the neighborhood and all setbacks would be met.  He noted the 
applicant was made aware of the impervious surface conditional use criteria and the City’s standard 
conditions for treating impervious surface. He advised that the applicant agreed to comply with the storm  
water treatment conditions to help maintain the drainage and storm water runoff on the subject property.    

Mike Russel, Sussel Corporation, stated the increase is 18 square feet over the newly adopted standards. 
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Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Klein, to adopt Resolution No. 10-59 approving a Conditional 
Use Permit to exceed the allowed maximum impervious coverage to construct a home addition for  
the property located at 5924 Bradbury Court 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.  

PARKS AND RECREATION: 

D.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Changes to the Inver Wood Golf Course Business Plan  
      for 2010: 
  i) Approve Golf Course Fund Budget Amendment 
  ii) Approve Position Description for Golf Shop Cashier 
  iii) Approve Purchase of VOIP Equipment and Labor for Golf Course Technology   
   Upgrade 
  iv) Consider Purchase of Software & Vending Equipment 
  v) Consider Approval of Revised 2010 Rate Structure 

Ms. Lanoue explained the 2010 budget for the golf course was prepared based on current operations, with 
the understanding that the budget may need to be amended based on recommendations from the 
operational assessment.  She stated the Golf Course Manager and the Parks and Recreation Director 
determined several recommendations would be effective for the 2010 golf season and would therefore  
require a budget amendment.   

Ms. Lanoue explained the budget amendment includes changes in personnel to reflect more 
professionalism in the Golf Shop as well as changes in the Practice Center and Comfort Station to use 
vending equipment rather than staff for dispensing range balls and for food/beverage sales.  She stated  
the total change to the budget to reflect the personnel changes is a $13,300 decrease.     

Ms. Lanoue reviewed the proposed equipment and capital improvements including the purchase of two (2) 
range ball dispensers for a total of $13,500, a food vending machine at the Comfort Station for a total of 
$4,000, and retrofits at both the Comfort Station and the Range Building to accommodate ball dispensers  
and vending machine for a total of $10,000.     

Ms. Lanoue advised that the proposed purchase of a Point of Sale Management System, including a 
Reservation System, would allow for better internal controls over golf course operations as well as provide 
the opportunity for on-line reservations.  She stated the total cost of the system is estimated at $13,000.  
She noted that $4,000 was previously budgeted for a website reservation software/hardware system, so  
an additional $9,000 would need to be added to the budget for the item.     

Ms. Lanoue stated the net increase to the 2010 Golf Course Fund budget is $23,200.  She noted that in 
subsequent years the proposed changes are expected to save approximately $26,600 and would have 
resulted in a decrease in the budget for 2010 had the upfront costs for equipment and capital  
improvements not been included.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech confirmed that if the changes were applied to a full year of operation the  
City would have come out ahead with the savings in personnel costs.   

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to adopt Resolution No. 10-60 approving a Golf Course Fund  
Budget Amendment  

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Mr. Carlson explained the operational assessment provided a recommendation on ways to reduce 
overhead costs while improving customer service.  He stated part of the that recommendation is to 
eliminate seasonal temporary positions at the driving range, comfort station, and service counter at the 
Clubhouse.  He explained that because of the savings achieved through the elimination of positions, three 
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regular part-time benefitted positions are proposed to replace the positions lost at the service counter.  He 
noted these positions would work nine months annually and be laid off at the end of each golf season.  He 
advised that the rationale behind the change, aside from the cost savings, is that regular benefitted  
employees provide more stability and customer service consistency.        

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned how this would save the City money if the employees would  
be laid off at the end of each golf season and be eligible to collect unemployment.   

Mr. Carlson responded that the City currently pays unemployment for seasonal employees.   

Ms. Lanoue clarified that the City is a reimbursing employer and therefore only pays unemployment if the  
employee elects to apply for it.   

Mayor Tourville commented that the City has to follow employment laws and guidelines. 

Motion by Grannis, second by Tourville, to approve the Position Description for Golf Shop Cashier 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Mr. Carlson stated the city received a bid from Integra to upgrade the VoIP equipment at the Golf Course.  
He explained the Golf Course is not currently connected to the City’s phone network and the upgrade 
would integrate Inver Wood’s phone and data with all other city equipment, utilizing the data servers at 
City Hall.  He noted this would eliminate the need for a server on site and would allow the City to cancel 
approximately five phone lines.  He stated the total cost of the upgrade is $22,496 and is proposed to be  
funded via the City Facilities Fund.        

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the maintenance facility would be included in the upgrade.   

Mr. Mylan responded that the maintenance facility would be excluded as it has a phone and no data.  

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to approve the purchase of VoIP Equipment and Labor for  
Golf Course Technology Upgrade from Integra in the amount of $22,496. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Mr. Carlson stated that the 2010 budget originally provided $4,000 for website reservation software and 
hardware.  He explained that a full point of sale management system is required to provide additional 
operational capability including: an on-line reservation function, integration between tee sheets and point-
of-sale transactions, flexibility in rate programming, improved report capability, data base management 
features, and inventory control.  He stated the full cost of the system is $13,000 including the cost of all  
software, installation, staff training, and sales tax.  

Mr. Carlson advised that a bid of $4,612.73 was received from Breaktime Vending, Inc. for a refrigerated 
snack vending machine at the Comfort Station.  He stated the low bid for two (2) driving range ball  
dispensers was received from Wittek Golf Supply in the amount of $13,188.38.    

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to approve the purchase of Software & Vending Equipment 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Mr. Carlson reviewed the proposed 2010 variable rate structure.  He noted this was previously discussed  
at a Council work session.  He stated the revised rate structure would be implemented on May 1st.   

Councilmember Klein clarified that the variable rate structure would allow Inver Wood’s rates to be more  
competitive with those of other courses in the area. 

Mr. Carlson explained the rates should also increase the number of rounds played. 
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Motion by Madden, second by Klein, to approve the revised 2010 Rate Structure 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Councilmember Grannis suggested scheduling a special meeting to review the operational assessment in  
greater detail and discuss the recommended capital improvements.   

Motion by Klein, second by Piekarski Krech, to schedule the meeting for May 17th at 6:00 p.m. at  
the Inver Wood Golf Course Maintenance Facility.       

Ayes: 5  
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

E.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Approve the Transfer of Property Adjacent to Heritage Village  
      Park Currently Owned by Cast-Away Marina 

Mr. Carlson explained Castaway Marina, Inc. has proposed to give the City the property that lies west of 
the pond and is surrounded by Heritage Village Park.  He stated a condition of the transfer would be that 
the City constructs a six (6) foot high chain link fence along the property line north of the pond.  He noted  
the cost of the fence would be in an amount not to exceed $6,300. 

Motion by Madden, second by Grannis, to approve Transfer of Property Adjacent to Heritage  
Village Park Currently Owned by Cast-Away Marina  

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

ADMINISTRATION: 

F.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the following actions related to City Project No.  
     2008-18, Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation: 

  i) Change Order No. 8 
  ii) Approve Purchase of Second High Density Evidence Storage Unit 
  iii) Approve Purchase of Equipment and Labor for Move of VOIP and  
   Network Equipment 
  iv) Approve Landscape Plan 
  v) Approve Furniture Contract 

Ms. Teppen stated change order eight is comprised of eight items totaling $25,482.  She explained 
earthwork trucking was financed within the scope of the contract with Shaw Lundquist at $23,000 and the 
amount remaining for earthwork trucking is $15,110.  She noted change orders are financed from the  
project contingency which is now at a balance of $343,459.   

Councilmember Madden asked if phase one of the project was near completion.   

Ms. Teppen stated the building would be turned over by the contractor on July 2nd and City Hall would be  
turned over to the contractor to begin work on phase two on August 13th.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated there was another $10,000 charge because of building code  
requirements and questioned why the issue was not identified at the start of the project.     

Ted Redmond, BKV Group, stated the specific issue with the light fixtures is related to establishing the 
required amount of lighting for the existing entrances as well as several new entrances.  He noted they 
had hoped to be able to meet the lighting standards with the original specifications and have found that the  
fixtures are not achieving that desired standard.   

Mayor Tourville commented that the wording of the item makes it appear as though the building was not  
designed to meet code. 
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Mr. Lynch clarified that the architects were hoping that some of the existing lighting would aid in meeting  
the code requirements. 

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to approve Change Order No. 8 in the amount of $25,482 for  
City Project No. 2008-18, Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 1 (Piekarski Krech) Motion carried. 

Ms. Teppen explained the Council was previously asked to approve the purchase and installation of the 
track unit that would accommodate the future installation of a second high density evidence storage unit.  
She stated the Council requested a proposal for the purchase of the second unit and it was determined  
that the cost would be $6,245.42.   

Councilmember Madden opined that it would be a good decision to purchase the second unit now to  
ensure it is compatible with the track unit. 

Motion by Klein, second by Grannis, to approve purchase of second high density evidence storage  
unit 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Ms. Teppen explained the City will be responsible for moving all existing VoIP phone and network 
equipment from City Hall to the Public Safety Addition in order to complete the transition of City Hall staff 
to the facility.  She stated the move will involve work after hours to move the existing equipment and the 
purchase of additional equipment to satisfy data and phone connections at new office locations and 
workstations.  She noted the new equipment would remain in the new Public Safety building.    
She stated the cost of the new equipment is $9,441.66 and the labor cost is $6,100.00 for a total of  
$15,541.66.  She explained the total cost would include the connection and documentation of all data  
ports to the appropriate switch, fiber connections, switch connections, system configuration and testing.   

Mayor Tourville questioned if the labor cost could change if additional time is required to complete the  
scope of work.   

Mr. Mylan advised that the labor is a fixed cost. 

Motion by Klein, second by Piekarski Krech, to approve the purchase of equipment and labor for  
move of VoIP and network equipment. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Councilmember Madden clarified that the proposed trees would provide year-round screening. 

Motion by Madden, second by Grannis, to approve landscape plan 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Ms. Teppen stated that over the past few months City staff, Owner’s Representatives, and Architects have 
been reviewing and researching the systems furniture needed for the Public Safety Addition/City Hall 
Renovation.  She advised that current staff will need 58 workstations and 28 private offices.  She 
explained a furniture committee was formed and subsequently toured three vendor showrooms to look at 
systems furniture.  She stated the three vendors provided pricing for typical workstation configurations and 
the furniture committee recommended that the contract from Fluid Interiors be accepted.  She explained 
Fluid Interiors has access to the US Communities contract which results in a substantial discount from 
retail prices.  She stated the contract is for $329,066 and includes all systems furniture for the entire  
project.  She added that the contract includes removal of the current furniture.      
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Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked if the contract includes all the furniture for the entire project.   

Ms. Teppen responded this contract is for systems furniture only.  She advised that the purchase ancillary  
furniture would be discussed with the Council in the coming weeks.  

Councilmember Madden questioned if the Project Labor Agreement had been executed. 

Ms. Teppen advised that the contract would not be considered fully executed until the Project Labor 
Agreement is completed.  She noted it was not completed due to the unavailability of a Saint Paul Building  
and Trades representative.  

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to approve furniture contract with Fluid Interiors in the 
amount of $329,066. 
Ayes: 4 
Nays: 1 (Piekarski Krech) Motion carried. 

G.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the following actions: 

  i) Third Reading of an Ordinance Amending Title 5, Chapter 4, of the City Code   
   relating to Animal Control 

  ii) Consider Resolution and Table setting forth License Fees, Administrative Service 

   Fees and Permit Fees 

Ms. Teppen reviewed the changes that were made in response to comments received during the second  
reading of the ordinance.  

Councilmember Grannis questioned if animals such as chickens, hens, peacocks or guinea hens would be  
included in the definition of an animal under Section 5-4-1.   

Mr. Kuntz responded in the affirmative.   

Councilmember Grannis stated if chickens, hens, peacocks, and guinea hens are included in the definition  
of an animal, they would also be subject to the definition of “running at large”, “run at large”, and “at large”.   

Mr. Kuntz explained under Section 5-4-5 Mr. Grannis’ assumption would be true in that the animal could  
be defined as “running at large” and could theoretically be impounded by the Animal Control Authority.  

Councilmember Madden stated it should not be a problem if the animal is on the owner’s property. 

Mayor Tourville clarified that the way the ordinance is currently written, the animals referenced by  
Mr. Grannis could not roam around on a property.   

Mr. Kuntz responded in the affirmative. 

Councilmember Madden suggested that language be added to allow the animals to be on the owner’s  
property, without restraint, provided they are not dangerous.  

Ms. Teppen suggested that the item be brought back at the next meeting to allow staff and the City  
Attorney to review the issue and propose revised language if necessary.   

No action was taken on this item. 

The City Council took a five minute recess. 

PUBLIC WORKS: 

H.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Acceptance of Bids and Award of Contract for 2010 Pavement    
      Management Program, City Project No. 2010-09D – South Grove Urban Street Reconstruction, Area 5 

Mr. Thureen stated the low base bid of $3,031,375.00 was submitted by Ryan Contracting Co.  He 
explained Public Works staff also recommended that bid alternate number one for Dehrer Court 
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Construction and bid alternate number two for the water main on Conroy Trail be awarded to Ryan 
Contracting Co. for a total cost of $3,149,199.00.  He noted the combined low bid was 12 percent less  
than the engineer’s estimate of $3,800,000.00. 

Motion by Klein, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 10-61 accepting bids and 
awarding contract to Ryan Contracting Co. in the amount of $$3,149,199.00 for the 2010 Pavement  
Management Program, City Project No. 2010-09D – South Grove Urban Street Reconstruction,  
Area 5 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

I.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Resolution Accepting the Proposal from American Engineering  
    Testing, Inc. for Geotechnical Testing Services for the 2010 Pavement Management Program, City  
     Project No. 2010-09D – South Grove Urban Street Reconstruction Program, Area 5 

Mr. Thureen explained that American Engineering Testing, Inc. prepared the original borings for the 
project, providing a familiarity with the South Grove Area.  He stated a proposal in the amount of 
$30,900.00 was submitted by American Engineering Testing, Inc. for the testing and geotechnical services 
and the precondition surveys.  He noted the City follows the Mn/DOT specifications which require the 
bituminous contractor to perform coring of the bituminous mixture, resulting in a savings of $3,360.00.  He  
stated the contract would be for an amount not to exceed $27,540.50. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to adopt Resolution No. 10-62 accepting the 
proposal from American Engineering Testing, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $27,540.50 for 
Geotechnical Testing Services for the 2010 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2010-
09D – South Grove Urban Street  
Reconstruction Program, Area 5   

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

J.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Resolution Accepting the Proposal from Gorman Surveying, Inc.  
     for Survey Staking Services for the 2010 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2010-09D  
      South Grove Urban Street Reconstruction, Area 5 

Mr. Thureen explained that due to the amount and complexity of work involved with the South Grove Area 
5 reconstruction project, the City Engineering Division is not staffed to perform the construction staking 
work.  He stated staff recommended acceptance of the proposal from Gorman Surveying, Inc. in the  
amount of $23,485.00. 

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 10-63 accepting the 
proposal from Gorman Surveying, Inc. in the amount of $23,485.00 for Survey Staking Services for 
the 2010 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2010-09D South Grove Urban Street  
Reconstruction, Area 5 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

K.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Resolution Receiving Bids and Awarding Contract for the 2010  
      Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2010-09H – South Grove Sod Repair Project 

Mr. Thureen explained that staff solicited quotes from six contractors for three different strategies on 
repairing sod.  He stated five contractors submitted quotes for repair with sod, and one contractor 
submitted a quote for terra-seeding only.  He reviewed the terra-seeding strategy and stated the low bid 
for this method was submitted by Windscapes in the amount of $38,625.00.  He explained the project was 
solicited with a timeline to start by May 15, 2010 and to be completed by June 15, 2010, with an additional 
maintenance period through August 20, 2010.  He noted terra-seeding was used in the boulevard between  
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the curb and sidewalks on Clayton Avenue in 2009 and was very successful.   

Councilmember Klein asked when the terra-seeding was done last year.   

Mr. Thureen stated it was done in late August.  

Councilmember Klein stated he would be in favor of terra-seeding because it is being done in May.  

Councilmember Madden agreed that it would be a good time to use the terra-seeding method.  

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to adopt Resolution No. 10-64 Receiving Bids and Awarding 
Contract to Windscapes in the amount of $38,625.00 for the 2010 Pavement Management Program,  
City Project No. 2010-09H – South Grove Sod Repair Project  

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

L.  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 asked that the item be pulled from the agenda because the City did not received the  
agreement. 

No action was taken on this item. 

8.  MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS: 

Mayor Tourville said hydrant flushing started today and goes through May 7th. 

9. ADJOURN:  Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to adjourn.  The meeting was adjourned by a 
unanimous vote at 9:25 p.m. 



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

 

 
 
Meeting Date: May 10, 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 April 22, 2010 to 
May 5, 2010. 
 
 
SUMMARY 
 

Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending May 5, 
2010.  The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo. 
 
 

General & Special Reveune $87,653.64

Debt Service & Capital Projects 1,153,422.29

Enterprise & Internal Service 248,954.82

Escrows 4,971.62

Grand Total for All Funds $1,495,002.37

 
 
 

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 April 22, 2010 to May 5, 2010 and the listing of disbursements requested for approval. 
 



                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          
 
 
 
 
 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. _____ 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE 
PERIOD ENDING MAY 5, 2010 

 
 WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending May 5, 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 $     87,653.64 
 Debt Service & Capital Projects      1,153,422.29 
 Enterprise & Internal Service     248,954.82 
 Escrow        4,971.62 
 
 Grand Total for All Funds $ 1,495,002.37 
 
 
 Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 10th day of May, 2010. 
 
Ayes: 
 
Nays:         

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

 
 
 























































































































































AGENDA ITEM ~ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

CONTRACTORS FOR LAWN CARE - 2010 

Meeting Date: May 10, 2010 FiscallFTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular None 
Contact: Nicole Cook x I Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Nicole Cook; Code Compliance Budget amendment requested 

Specialist 
Reviewed by: Tom Link; Community FTE included in current complement 

Development Director 
New FTE requested - N/A 
Other 

ACTION REQUESTED: 
Approve resolution "Approving contract with Steve Juckel for lawn services." 

SUMMARY 
The City regularly selects a contractor to perform abatement work for lawn care. Staff used local yellow 

pages and the internet to find lawn care businesses in or near Inver Grove to identify contractors. Eight 

contractors were found, four of which are from Inver Grove Heights. 

A letter was sent to each business requesting information and outlining what services the City would 
need from them. Attached is a copy of one of those letters detailing my requests and what kind of 

services we would need performed. 

Staff recommends Steve Juckel Lawn Services. Mr. Juckel was the only contractor to respond. The City 

has used Juckel Lawn Care for the past two years. Mr. Juckel offers very fair prices, professionalism, and 
is able to get to a job within two (2) days of a request. 

Enclosure: Resolution 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA
 

RESOLUTION NO. _
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING CONTRACT WITH STEVE JUCKEL FOR LAWN
 
SERVICE
 

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights has need for a contractor to abate 
City Code violations relating to lawn maintenance; and 

WHEREAS, the City requested quotes from various lawn care services. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS hereby approves the contract with Steve Juckel to 
provide lawn care services for 2010. 

Passed by the City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights on the day 
of ,2010. 

AYES: 
NAYS: 

George Tourville, Mayor 
ATIEST: 

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk 



April 12, 2010 

Total Lawn Care 

3099 65th St 
IGH, MN 55076 

To Whom It May Concern, 

The City of Inver Grove Heights is currently looking to hire a contractor for lawn services. The services 

would include cutting residential lots but would occasionally include commercial lots as well. I would 

need all lawn clippings to be removed along with any large branches. Generally, we would require your 
services 2-3 times per week. That number will vary based on the number of vacancies and foreclosures 

in the city. 

I am requesting the following information from you in writing: 

• Charge for average residential lot 
• Charge for commercial lot 
• How quickly could you get to a site once a request is made? 
• Is there an additional cost for removal of branches and clippings and if so, what? 

• Could you please provide me with the names and contact information of three (3) references? 

The chosen contractor will be asked to submit proof of insurance and workman's compo We will also ask 
that a contract be signed. 

Please submit this information to me no later than Wednesday April 21, 2010. Feel free to call me if 
there are any questions. 

Thank you, 

Nicole Cook 

(651) 450-2491 

























  
 

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

 
PERSONNEL ACTIONS 
 
Meeting Date: May 10, 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:  Alejandro Morales, Joel Krech, Tyler 
Webb, Joseph Gubash, Mike Sperl and Jamie Dziewic, Tony Gubash, Scott Gubash, and 
Samuel Hosszu. 
 
Please confirm the employment of:  Melissa Blum as Office Support, Public Works. 
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MEMO 

HAROLD LEVANDER 

1910-1992 
• 

ARTHUR GILLEN 
RETIRED 

• 
*ALSO ADMITTED IN WISCONSIN 

ALSO ADMITTED IN NORTH DAKOTA 

ALSO ADMITTED IN MASSACHUSETTS 

ALSO ADMITTED IN OKLAHOMA 

 

 TO: Mayor and Councilmembers 

 FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz, City Attorney 

 DATE: May 4, 2010 

 RE: Interim Ordinance – Open Wood Burning Furnaces 

  Our File No. 81000.06000 

 

 

Section 1. Background.  On April 26, 2010, City staff presented the City Council with 

materials concerning various aspects of open wood burning furnaces, including property line and 

structure setbacks, minimum stack heights, and seasonal burning restrictions.  After reviewing 

the materials and discussing these issues, the City Council instructed staff to prepare an 

ordinance establishing a moratorium on the further construction of open wood burning furnaces 

in the City to permit further study of the potential regulation of such furnaces.   

 

Section 2. Requested Action.  The Council is requested to consider suspending the rules 

regarding three readings, which requires a unanimous vote.  This will facilitate timely 

implementation of the moratorium, commencement of the study, and preparation of zoning 

regulations regarding open wood burning furnaces. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Ord. No. 10- 

 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 

 

AN INTERIM ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING A MORATORIUM ON THE 

CONSTRUCTION OF ANY OPEN WOOD BURNING FURNACES IN ALL ZONING 

DISTRICTS 

 

 WHEREAS, many cities have adopted interim ordinances or regulations on open wood 

burning furnaces to study their impacts and determine whether the zoning regulations are 

appropriate in order to protect the public health, safety and welfare of their citizens; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the use of open wood burning furnaces is not currently regulated by the 

City’s Zoning Ordinance, but the construction of open wood burning furnaces requires the 

issuance of a mechanical permit; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City Council is undertaking a study to explore and evaluate the 

appropriate regulations for outdoor wood burning furnaces to effectuate changes to the Zoning 

Ordinance and provide performance standards for the operation of open wood burning furnaces 

and regulate their use in particular zoning districts. 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 462.355 subdivision 4, 

the City Council of Inver Grove Heights does ordain: 

 

SECTION 1.  MORATORIUM.  No construction, erection or placement of any open wood 

burning furnaces in any zoning district in the City shall occur for twelve (12) months from the 

effective date of this ordinance or until ordinances regarding the use of open wood burning 

furnaces become effective, whichever comes first.  No applications for mechanical permits for 

open wood burning furnaces may be submitted accepted, considered, processed, issued or 

amended for twelve (12) months from the effective date of this ordinance or until ordinances 

regarding the use of open wood burning furnaces become effective, whichever comes first.   

 

SECTION 2.   STUDY.  During the period of this moratorium the City planning staff will 

gather information, study and make recommendations concerning amendment of the Zoning 

Ordinance concerning open wood burning furnaces to better protect the citizens of Inver Grove 

Heights. 

 

SECTION 3.  PASSAGE.  Pursuant to City Code Section 1-2-3-D-2, the Council rules are 

hereby suspended by unanimous vote of the Council and this interim ordinance shall be and is 

hereby passed at a single Council meeting, rather than by three readings. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

SECTION 4.  EFFECTIVE DATE.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 

after its passage and publication according to law. 

 

Passed this _________ day of _________, 2010. 

 

 

              

        George Tourville, Mayor 

Attest 

 

      

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 



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

 
CONSIDER AMENDMENTS TO CITY CODE TITLE FIVE CHAPTER FOUR – ANIMAL 
CONTROL 
 
Meeting Date: May 10, 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 an ordinance 
amending the City’s Animal Control regulations.  The third reading of the ordinance occurred on 
April 26, 2010.   
 
SUMMARY  
 
During the April 26, 2010 City Council meeting the proposed animal ordinance was reviewed by 
the City Council.  The City Council took comments from the public and had some suggested 
revisions to the draft. 
 
In response to the public comments and City Council comments, the animal ordinance has been 
revised for City Council consideration.  In response to the discussion at the April 26, 2010 City 
Council meeting, staff has revised the animal ordinance as follows: 
 

 Revision of definition “owner” to reflect its application to all animals, rather than dogs, as 
the definition found in Minn. Stat. § 347.50 is exclusive to dogs.  (See City Code Section 
5-4-1) 
 

 Revision to the defined terms “running at large”/“run at large”/“at large” and “under 
restraint” (see City Code Section 5-4-1) to effectively address the problem of animals 
that are running freely in the City but still permitting animals to be off of their owner’s 
property if they are effectively controlled by their owner/keeper. 
 

 Clarification that the veterinarians and the police department dogs are exempted from 
dog licensure.  (See City Code Section 5-4-3-G). 
 

 Creation of a provision containing exceptions to the requirement that animals be under 
restraint and not running at large (See City Code Section 5-4-12). 

 
In conjunction with the revised Animal Ordinance, the Council is also being asked to amend the  
City  Fee Schedule to reflect the biennial dog  license fees and related penalty fees; potentially 
dangerous and dangerous dog registration fees; biennial kennel license fees; animal 
redemption fees; license transfer fees; and dog identification tag fees as set forth below.  A 
separate resolution with the following fees has been prepared for City Council consideration. 
 
 
 
 
 



Dogs 
 
 
 
          Penalty Fee 

5-4-2-1 
5-4-3-A-2 

May 1 
2 year license 
April 30 

$10  $20 male/female 
$6  $12 spayed/neutered 
 
 
½ license fee 

Non-Commercial Kennels 
 
 
 
     Penalty Fee 

5-4-2-10 
5-4-9-B 

March 31 
2 year license 
February 28 
 

$50.00 $100.00 
 
 
 
½ license fee 

Commercial Kennels 
 
 
 
     Penalty Fee 

 March 31 
2 year license 
February 28 
 

$250.00 $500.00 
 
 
 
½ license fee 

Pound Redemption Fees $35.00 

Potentially Dangerous/Dangerous Dog 
Registration 

$500.00/year (May 1 – April 30) 

Duplicate Dog Identification Tag $1.00 

Dog License Transfer Fee  
     Transfer Ownership 
     Transfer from City to Inver Grove Heights 

 
½ Cost of New License 
½ Cost of New License 

 
 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 

ORDINANCE NO._____ 

 

AN ORDINANCE REGULATING ANIMALS WITHIN THE CITY OF INVER 

GROVE HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA AND AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

CITY CODE TITLE 5, CHAPTER 4 AND AMENDING THE 2010 FEE 

SCHEDULE 

 

The City Council of Inver Grove Heights does hereby ordain: 

 

Section 1.  Amendment.  Title 5, Chapter 4 of the Inver Grove Heights City Code is 

hereby amended in its entirety as follows: 

 

Chapter 4 

ANIMAL CONTROL
1
 

5-4-1: DEFINITIONS:  

 
For purposes of this chapter, the terms defined in this section have the meanings given 

them: 

 

AT LARGE: A dog is considered to be at large at any time when it is not under 

"restraint" as defined in this section. 

 

KENNEL, COMMERCIAL: 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 animal hospitals, clinics and other 

premises operated by a licensed veterinarian exclusively for the care and treatment of 

animals. 

 

KENNEL, NONCOMMERCIAL: 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. 

 

OWNER: A person or persons, firm, association, or corporation owning, keeping or 

harboring a dog. 

 

RESTRAINT: A dog is under restraint if it is controlled by a leash; if it is under a voice 

or signal command of a competent person providing that the dog will obey such voice or 

signal command; if it is within the limits of the owner's property; or while it is confined 

within a vehicle being driven or parked in the streets. (1974 Code § 910.01)  
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5-4-2: DOGS:  

 

5-4-2-1: LICENSE AND VACCINATION REQUIREMENTS:  

 

A. License Required; Exemptions: No person residing in the city shall own, harbor or 

keep a dog over six (6) months of age within the city unless a current license for such 

a dog has been obtained as herein provided, except that individual licenses need not 

be secured for dogs kept in a licensed commercial kennel as defined in section 5-4-1 

of this chapter. (1974 Code § 910.03) 

B. Applications For Licenses; Fees: Applications for licenses shall be made to the clerk 

or the poundkeeper. The application shall include descriptive information as is 

necessary to provide a reasonable identification of the dog and his owner. The fees 

for licenses required by this chapter are established by resolution of the city council. 

(1974 Code § 910.05) 

C. Term Of Dog And Kennel Licenses; Late Payment Penalty: License fees and 

applications on dog licenses and kennel licenses shall be issued for one year 

beginning on May 1 for dog licenses and January 1 for kennel licenses. Applications 

for licenses may be made sixty (60) days prior to the start of the licensing year, and 

thereafter during the licensing year. Application made thirty (30) days after the 

licensing year shall be assessed an additional fee of fifty cents ($0.50) for each late 

month or portion thereof, which amount shall be added to and collected with the 

regular license fee. Any owner who secures a dog after the start of the license year 

shall be allowed thirty (30) days after acquiring such dog to secure a license. (1974 

Code § 910.05; amd. 2008 Code) 

D. New Residents: 

1. Any dog owner, upon first becoming a resident of the city, shall be allowed thirty (30) 

days from such time within which to obtain the dog license. Any dog which may be 

impounded for violations of this chapter within such thirty (30) day period may be 

reclaimed by the owner without paying the impounding fees, but such owner shall be 

responsible for paying for the keeping of such dog during its impoundment. 

2. Any dog owner having a valid dog license from another municipality may, within thirty 

(30) days after becoming an Inver Grove Heights resident, secure an Inver Grove Heights 

dog license for which the owner shall pay a fee prorated for the remainder of the year 

upon surrender of the valid license from the previous licensing municipality. An affidavit 

identifying the dog and stating the date of commencing residence of the owner in the city 

shall be filed with the application. 

E. Rabies Vaccination: 
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1. To be granted a license, every dog three (3) months of age or older shall be vaccinated 

against rabies. Every dog shall be revaccinated at not more than twenty four (24) month 

intervals thereafter. 

2. Vaccinations shall be performed only by a doctor qualified to practice veterinary 

medicine in the state in which the dog is vaccinated, and the vaccine used must be 

effective for a minimum of twenty four (24) months. (1974 Code § 910.05) 

3. The veterinarian who vaccinates a dog to be licensed in the city shall complete, in 

triplicate, a certificate of vaccination. One copy shall be issued to the dog owner, one 

shall be retained in the veterinarian's files, and one shall be sent to the Minnesota board 

of animal health. The copy issued to the owner is to be shown to the city at the time of 

application for a license. (1974 Code § 910.05; amd. 2008 Code) 

4. In the instance of vaccinations performed at a city animal clinic, the veterinarian shall 

complete, in triplicate, a certificate of vaccination. The original shall be issued to the dog 

owner and the second and third copies retained by the city. (1974 Code § 910.05) 

F. Tag And Collar: Upon complying with the provisions of this section, there shall be 

issued to the owner a metallic tag, stamped with a number and the year for which 

issued. The shape and design of such tag shall be changed from year to year. Every 

owner is required to keep a valid tag securely fastened to the dog's choke chain, collar 

or harness, which must be worn by the dog at all times. In the event that the metallic 

license tag issued for a dog shall be lost, the owner may obtain a duplicate tag upon 

the payment of one dollar ($1.00). (1974 Code §§ 910.05, 910.07) 

G. Change Of Ownership: If there is a change of ownership of a dog during a license 

year, the new owner may have the current license changed to his name upon the 

payment of a transfer fee of one-half (
1
/2) the original fee or may secure a new 

license. (1974 Code § 910.05) 

5-4-2-2: RESTRAINT OF DOG:  

 

Every owner shall keep his dog under restraint at all times. (1974 Code § 910.09) 

 

5-4-2-3: CONFINEMENT OF CERTAIN DOGS:  

 

A. Dangerous, Vicious Dogs: Every owner shall confine within a building or secure 

enclosure every fierce, dangerous or vicious dog and not take such dog out of such 

enclosure unless such dog is securely muzzled and restrained by a substantial chain or 

leash and under the physical restraint of a responsible person. (1974 Code § 910.11; 

amd. 2008 Code) 



B. Female Dogs In Estrus: Every female dog in heat shall be kept confined within a 

building in such manner that such female dog cannot come in contact with another 

dog except for breeding purposes. (1974 Code § 910.11) 

5-4-2-4: NOISY DOGS:  

 

No person shall keep or harbor a dog in the city which habitually barks or cries. Any such 

dog is hereby declared to be a public nuisance. (1974 Code § 910.13) 

 

5-4-2-5: EXCREMENT REMOVAL REQUIRED:  

A. Removal Required: 

1. Any person who owns, keeps, possesses, harbors or has custody or control of any dog 

shall keep his property clean of feces matter created by the dog. 

2. Any person who owns, keeps, possesses, harbors or has custody or control of a dog and 

who causes or permits the dog to be on any property not owned or possessed by such 

person shall: 

a. Have in the person's possession while accompanying the dog a device or equipment for 

immediately picking up and removing any feces created by the dog; and 

b. Shall remove any feces created by the dog from such property to a proper waste 

receptacle. 

B. Exemptions: 

1. This section does not apply to the possession, custody, control or use of seeing eye dogs 

by blind persons. 

2. This section does not apply to A agricultural or E estate zoned property. 

C. Violation; Penalty: Violation of this section is a petty misdemeanor which is 

punishable by a fine of twenty five dollars ($25.00), payable without the necessity of 

a court appearance, unless otherwise ordered by the court. (1974 Code § 910.49) 

5-4-2-6: IMPOUNDMENT AND REDEMPTION PROVISIONS:  

 

A. Pound Designated: The council may provide for a municipal dog pound or may 

designate as a dog pound a suitable kennel either within or outside the limits of the 

city. (1974 Code § 910.15) 

B. Poundkeeper: The council shall designate the poundkeeper. (1974 Code § 910.17) 



C. Impoundment Procedure: 

1. Authority: Any dog found in violation of this chapter may be taken up by such officers as 

the council shall designate and impounded in the dog pound and there confined in a 

humane manner. 

2. Notice To Owner: Immediately upon the impounding of a dog wearing a current license, 

the officer shall make every reasonable effort to notify the owner of such dog of such 

impoundment and of the conditions whereby the owner may regain custody of the dog. 

Any verbal notices shall immediately be confirmed in writing by the animal control 

officer. 

3. Right Of Entry: To enforce this chapter, officers may enter upon the private premises 

where it appears or where there is reasonable cause to believe that a dog is not licensed or 

is not being kept confined or restrained as required herein or in pursuit of a dog running 

at large. Any owner shall produce for the officer's inspection his license or receipt when 

requested to do so by such officer. 

4. Treatment Of Impounded Dogs: Any dog which is impounded in the dog pound shall be 

kept with kind treatment and sufficient food and water for the dog's comfort. If such dog 

is not known or suspected of being rabid and has not bitten a person, it shall be kept in 

the dog pound for at least six (6) days, not including Sundays and holidays, unless sooner 

reclaimed by its owner. If such dog is known to be or suspected of being rabid or has 

bitten a person, it shall be kept in the pound at least ten (10) days. (1974 Code § 910.19) 

D. Reclamation Or Disposition Of Impounded Dogs: 

1. Fees; License Required: Any dog may be redeemed from the pound by the owner paying 

an impounding fee of: 

First redemption    $10.00  

Second redemption in a 12 month period    25.00  

Third redemption in a 12 month period    50.00    

 

plus the cost of the city for keeping such a dog in the pound. If the dog requires a city 

license, such a license shall also be obtained before the dog is released. 

2. Sale: If, at the end of the impounding period, the dog is not reclaimed by the owner, such 

a dog shall be deemed to have been abandoned and may be sold to any person. If the 

purchaser will keep or harbor the dog in the city, a license shall also be obtained before 

possession of the dog is given to the purchaser. 

3. Destruction: If such a dog is not sold, then it may be destroyed in a humane manner. 

(1974 Code § 910.21) 



5-4-2-7: DOGS WHICH CANNOT BE IMPOUNDED:  

 

If a dog is diseased, vicious, dangerous, rabid or exposed to rabies and such dog cannot 

be impounded after a reasonable effort or cannot be impounded without serious risk to 

the person attempting to impound, such dog may be immediately killed. (1974 Code 

§ 910.27) 

 

5-4-2-8: INTERFERENCE WITH IMPOUNDMENT OFFICIALS:  

 

It shall be a violation of this chapter for any unauthorized person to break open the pound 

or to attempt to do so or to take or let out any dogs therefrom, or to take or attempt to take 

from any officer any dog taken up by him in compliance with this chapter or in any 

manner to interfere with or hinder such officer in the discharge of his duties under this 

chapter. (1974 Code § 910.29) 

 

5-4-2-9: REPORTS AND RECORDS OF POUNDKEEPER:  

 

The poundkeeper shall account for and pay over monthly to the city all monies received 

by him in behalf of the city such as license fees or other fees. The poundkeeper shall also 

give an accurate written report each month to the city, stating all licenses written by him, 

all fees collected, all sales made, all dogs impounded, and the duration of the 

impoundment and all dogs destroyed. (1974 Code § 910.33) 

 

5-4-2-10: KENNELS:  

A. License Requirements: 

1. No person shall operate or maintain a kennel within the city without first securing a 

kennel license from the clerk. The fees for such licenses are established by resolution of 

the city council. The license year shall be from January 1 to December 31 each year. The 

clerk shall not issue a kennel license until the council approves the same. Each kennel 

license shall be posted conspicuously on the kennel premises. (1974 Code § 910.31; amd. 

2008 Code) 

2. The application for a kennel license shall state the name and address of the owner of the 

kennel, the location where the kennel is to be kept, the number of dogs proposed to be 

kept and the location of any residential dwellings within one thousand feet (1,000') of the 

proposed kennel, all in sufficient detail to enable the council members to understand the 

nature and location of the proposed kennel and its operation. (1974 Code § 910.31) 

B. Construction And Location Requirements: No license shall be granted to any owner 

for the operation of a kennel unless the area within which the animals are to sleep, eat 

and exercise shall be enclosed completely with a wire mesh fence at least six feet (6') 

in height of sufficient gauge to ensure the confinement of said animals. A kennel may 

be constructed or operated within five hundred feet (500') of any residential dwelling 



other than the owner's only with the written permission, obtained by said kennel 

owner, from all residents in dwellings within a five hundred foot (500') radius from 

said kennel location. (1974 Code § 910.31; amd. 2008 Code) 

C. Operation Of Kennels: 

1. Every kennel shall be maintained and operated in a neat and sanitary manner. 

2. All refuse, garbage and animal waste shall be removed at regular intervals so as to keep 

the surrounding area free from obnoxious odors. 

3. No owner shall permit any of his animals to create any unusual noise from barking, 

howling or screeching, or create any disturbance or nuisance of any kind which unduly 

impairs the quiet and peaceful enjoyment of the surrounding areas by other residents. 

(1974 Code § 910.31) 

5-4-3: DISPOSITION OF ANIMALS AT OWNER'S REQUEST:  

 

The cost of disposing of any dog or any animal at the specific request of the owner shall 

be paid by such owner. Requests of this nature must be made in writing to the chief of 

police. Proof of ownership or an affidavit to this effect must be made by the person 

requesting disposition. Payment of the cost shall be made by the owner upon filing of the 

request for disposition. (1974 Code § 910.23) 

 

5-4-4: BITES BY ANIMALS:  

A. Impoundment Of Dogs Or Cats After Person Bitten: 

1. Any dog or cat that has bitten a person shall immediately be impounded for at least ten 

(10) days and kept apart from other dogs or animals until it is determined whether said 

dog or cat had or has rabies. Such impounding may be by the owner and need not be at 

the dog pound, but if it is not at the dog pound, the owner shall notify the chief of police 

and shall furnish proof in writing that such dog or cat is being so impounded. 

2. On expiration of such ten (10) days, if the dog or cat does not have rabies, the animal 

may be released, and the chief of police shall be notified just prior to such release. If the 

dog or cat is impounded in the dog pound, such dog or cat may be reclaimed as herein 

provided. 

3. A dog or cat that has been bitten by a rabid dog or cat or believed to have been exposed 

to rabies shall be impounded and kept in the same manner and for the same period of 

time. (1974 Code § 910.25) 

B. Reports Of Bite Cases: It is the duty of every physician or any other person to report to 

the appropriate health officer the names and addresses of persons treated for bites 



inflicted by animals within the city, together with such other information as will be 

helpful in rabies control. (1974 Code § 910.37) 

C. Veterinarian Responsibilities: It shall be the duty of every licensed veterinarian to 

report to the poundkeeper his diagnosis of any animal within the city observed by him 

as a rabies suspect, and the poundkeeper shall immediately inform the appropriate 

health officer of such report. (1974 Code § 910.39) 

5-4-5: LIVESTOCK AT LARGE PROHIBITED:  

 

No person, firm, association or corporation shall permit any horse, foal, pony, cattle or 

other livestock of which such person, firm, association or corporation is the owner, 

caretaker or custodian to run at large within the city. An animal will be deemed to run at 

large when it is off the premises owned or rented by its owner and unaccompanied by the 

owner or an agent or employee of the owner. (1974 Code § 910.41) 

 

5-4-6: RIDING HORSES:  

A. Riding After Dark
2
: No person may ride or drive a horse or pony after the hour of 

sunset and before the hour of sunrise or at any other time when visibility is impaired 

by weather, smoke, fog or other conditions along or crossing any public way without 

appropriate lighting or reflectorized clothing. (1974 Code § 910.43; amd. 2008 Code) 

B. Riding In Public Parks And On Roadways: 

1. Parks: 

a. No person may ride a horse or pony in any city park except in areas duly designated as a 

trailway or hiking area. 

b. The city park foreman shall designate and properly post those areas in the city parks 

where horses and ponies may be ridden. 

2. 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 vehicle code 

applicable to the driver of a motor vehicle, except those provisions which by their nature 

do not apply. 

3. Interference Prohibited: No person shall interfere with any horse or pony being ridden or 

kept in a lawful manner. (1974 Code § 910.45) 

5-4-7: CARE OF ANIMALS:  

 

All animals kept within the city shall be subject to the following requirements: 
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A. The size, number, species, facilities for, and the location of animals kept shall be 

maintained so as to not constitute a danger or nuisance by means of odor, noise or 

otherwise. 

B. The person caring for any animal shall be of sufficient age, knowledge and experience 

to adequately and safely care for the animal. 

C. The care, keeping, and shelter of all animals shall conform with Minnesota statutes 

chapters 35, 343 and 346. 

D. Animals kept in pet shops, commercial kennels or noncommercial kennels shall be 

kept in accordance with the applicable provisions of this chapter in addition to the 

regulations provided in title 10 of this code. (1974 Code § 910.47) 

5-4-8: EXEMPTIONS:  

A. Hospitals And Other Facilities: Hospitals, clinics and other premises operated by 

licensed veterinarians exclusively for the care and treatment of animals are exempt 

from the provisions of this chapter except where such duties are expressly stated. 

B. Nonresidents: The licensing requirements of this chapter shall not apply to any dog 

belonging to a nonresident of the city and kept within the city for not longer than 

thirty (30) days, provided that all such dogs shall at all times, while within the city, be 

kept under restraint. (1974 Code § 910.35) 

 Footnote 1: See also section 10-5-7 of this code. 

Footnote 2: See also section 6-1-4 of this code. 

5-4-1: DEFINITIONS:  

 

For purposes of this chapter, unless the context clearly indicates otherwise or otherwise 

defined in Minnesota Statutes Section 347.50 the terms defined in this section have the 

meanings given them: 

 

ANIMAL: Every non-human species of animal, domestic, permitted 

nondomestic, and inherently dangerous. 

 

ANIMAL  Individually and collectively the City’s Police Department, the 

CONTROL  City’s Police Chief, the City’s police officers, the City’s 

AUTHORITY: community service officers and other personnel assisting in the  

   enforcement of this Chapter. 

 

RUNNING AT Any animal that is not under restraint. 

LARGE, RUN AT   

LARGE, OR AT  

LARGE:    
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COMMERCIAL Kennel means a place where four (4) or more dogs over the age of 

KENNEL:  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.    

 

COMMERCIAL Any place where dogs are kept for the primary purpose of 

DAYCARE  commercial pet sitting or “doggie daycare”, provided all of the 

KENNEL:  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. 

 

NON-   Any place where four (4) or more dogs over the age of six (6) 

COMMERCIAL months are kept but not for the primary purpose of commercial 

KENNEL:  breeding, keeping, harboring, or selling of dogs.   

 

KENNEL:  A commercial kennel, commercial daycare kennel or non-  

   commercial kennel. 

 

DANGEROUS Minnesota Statutes Section 347.50. 

DOG: 

 

OWNER: Any person, firm, corporation, organization, or department 

possessing, harboring, keeping, having an interest in, or having 

care, custody, or control of an animal. 

 



PERSON:  One or more natural persons, a firm, partnership, corporation, or  

   any other entity. 

 

PREMISES:  A building, structure, shelter, or land where an animal is kept or  

   confined. 

 

VETERINARY A place for the treatment, hospitalization, surgery, care and board 

HOSPITAL:  of animals and birds under the direction of one or more licensed  

   veterinarians. 

 

VACCINATION The inoculation of a dog, cat, or ferret with a rabies vaccine by a 

AGAINST  veterinarian duly licensed to practice veterinary medicine. 

RABIES: 

 

POTENTIALLY Minnesota Statutes. Section 347.50.  

DANGEROUS 

DOG: 

 

UNDER  The animal is (1) beside a person having custody of it and obedient 

RESTRAINT:  to that person’s voice or signal command or the animal is in such  

   proximity to the person having custody of it that the person can  

   effectively by voice or signal command control the animal and the  

   animal is 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 boundaries of property owned or 

   leased by the person owning, harboring or keeping the animal; or  

   (4) controlled by a chain or leash of a maximum of six (6) feet in  

   length or a commercially manufactured retractable leash. 

 

INHERENTLY Animals other than domestic animals and farm and permitted 

DANGEROUS nondomestic animals, which are inherently dangerous including, 

ANIMALS:  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. 

 

KEEP:   To own, stable, harbor, maintain, possess, or act as a custodian or  

   caretaker for an animal. 

 

PROPER  A secure indoors location or a securely enclosed and locked pen or 

ENCLOSURE: 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. 

 

SUBSTANTIAL Minnesota Statutes Section 609.02, subd. 7a. 

BODILY HARM: 

 

GREAT  Minnesota Statutes Section 609.02, subd. 8. 

BODILY HARM: 

 

FARM ANIMAL Cows, sheep, pigs, deer and other members of the order  

AND   Artiodactyla except the family Hippopotamidae; horses and 

PERMITTED  other members of the family Equidae; all birds in the class Aves; 

NONDOMESTIC squirrels and other members of the family Scirridae; rabbits and 

ANIMAL:  other members of the families Didelphidae and Macropididae; and  

   other animals if the owner can show the animals are not inherently  

   dangerous. 

 

DOMESTIC  Dogs, cats, caged birds, fish, rabbits, domestic ferrets, snakes (non-

ANIMALS:  venomous and non-constrictor species), gerbils, hamsters, guinea  

   pigs, white rats or mice.  

 

5-4-2.  KEEPING OF CERTAIN ANIMALS PERMITTED.  The following animals 

may be kept in the City pursuant to the regulations of this Chapter and relevant 

provisions of the Zoning Ordinance: domestic animals; farm animals and permitted 

nondomestic animals; and inherently dangerous animals. 

 

5-4-3.  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. 

 

A. License Fee and Application.  

 

1. 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: 

 

a. The name, age, breed, sex, color, and marking of the dog; 

 

b. A certificate showing that the dog has been vaccinated against rabies by a 

licensed veterinarian; 

 

c. 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; 

 

d. The address or legal description of the real property where the dog will be 

kept; and 

 

e. 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. 

 

2. Fees. The fee for a dog license is set forth in the City Fee Schedule.   Fees for 

a dog license for new residents or a newly acquired dog shall be prorated for 

the remainder of the term of the license. A penalty fee, as set forth in the City 

Fee Schedule, 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.  

 

B. 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 May 1 and ending on April 

30.  Commencing May 1, 2011, dog licenses shall be issued in odd numbered 

years.  For those dogs licensed after May 1, 2010 and whose owners are not 

subject to a penalty for failure to license their dogs, the license fee shall be 

prorated for the remainder of 2010 through April 30, 2011.   Applications for a 

renewal license may not be made until sixty (60) days before May 1.    

 

C. 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 license period 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 the City 

Fee Schedule. 

 

D. Identification Tags. In addition to the metallic dog tag described in Section 5-4-

3C, 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. 

 

E. 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 the City Fee Schedule.      

 



F. 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 the City Fee Schedule. 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. 

 

G. Exemptions. Veterinarian hospitals and dogs belonging to the City’s Police 

Department are exempt from dog licensure. 

 

 

5-4-4  GENERAL REGULATIONS OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 

 

A. 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.  

 

B. Restraint of Dogs. Subject to the exceptions stated in Section 5-4-12, every owner 

shall keep his or her dog under restraint at all times.   

 

C. 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: 

 

1. Disabled persons using guide or service dogs; 

 

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

 

3. Persons using tracking dogs with the City's prior permission. 

 

A violation of this subdivision is a petty misdemeanor. 

 

D.  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. 

 

E. 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. 

 

F. 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). 

 

5-4-5  SEIZURE AND IMPOUNDMENT OF ANIMALS. 

 

A. 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.   

 

B. 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. 

 

C. Seizure and Impoundment of Animals. Subject to the exceptions stated in Section 

5-14-12, 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 an animal, 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 within twenty-

four (24) hours of impoundment of the animal at City Hall and the Inver Grove 

Heights police department describing the animal and stating where the animal is 

impounded.  Said notice shall remain posted at City Hall and the Inver Grove 

Heights police department for at least seven (7) days. 

 

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. 

 

D. 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. Subject to the exceptions 

stated in Section 5-4-12, 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.   

E. Impoundment and Destruction of Rabid Animals.   

1.  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. 

 

2. 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. 

 

F. 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: 

 

1. dogs, cats and ferrets are properly inoculated for rabies; 

 

2. payment by the owner to the impounding facility of the costs of keeping the 

animal in the pound;  

 

3. payment of an impounding fee to the City in the amount listed in the City Fee 

Schedule; 

 

4. providing proof of ownership of the animal; and 



5. 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.    

 

G.  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. 

 

H. 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 adult 

person, except research institutions. 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.  

 

I. Costs of Impoundment. The owner of the animal is responsible for the costs of the 

impoundment and housing of an impounded animal. 

 

5-4-6 DANGEROUS AND POTENTIALLY DANGEROUS DOGS. 

 

A. 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. 

 

B.  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.  

 

C. 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 Minnesota Statute Section 347.541, subd. 3. The notice must 



include all of the information required by Minnesota Statute Section 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.  

 

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.  

 

D. 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: 

 

1. Fee. Payment has been made for the annual potentially dangerous dog or 

dangerous dog registration fee set forth in the City Fee Schedule.  This 

payment is in addition to any dog license fee. 

 

2. 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. 

 

3. 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.  

 

4. 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. 

 

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

compliance with state law. 

 

6. 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.   

 

E. 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. 



 

F. 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. 

 

G. 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.   

 

H. 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.   

 

I. 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:   

 

1. 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. 

 

2. 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. 

 

3. The owner fails to keep the dog in a proper enclosure. 

 

4. The dog is outside the proper enclosure and not muzzled and under the 

physical restraint of a responsible person as required by this Section. 

 

5. The owner fails to sterilize the dog within thirty (30) days of its designation as 

a potentially dangerous dog or dangerous dog.   

 

6. 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 the City Fee 

Schedule 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. 

 

J. 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. 

 

K. 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: 

 

1. Inflicted substantial or great bodily harm on an human on public or private 

property without provocation; 

 

2. Inflicted multiple bites on a human on public or private property without 

provocation; 

 

3. Bit multiple human victims on public or private property in the same attack 

without provocation; or 

 

4. 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. 

 

5-4-7 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.  

 

5-4-8 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.  

No citation for public nuisance arising out of the above-described behavior may 

be issued unless the Animal Control Authority has personally observed such 

behavior and determined that a violation of this provision has occurred. 

 

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. Subject to the exceptions stated in Section 5-4-12, an animal running at large 

 within the City limits. 

 

5-4-9 COMMERCIAL, COMMERCIAL DAYCARE AND NON-COMMERCIAL 

KENNELS. 

 

A.  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.  

 

B.  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: 

 

1. The name and address of the owner(s) of the kennel;  

 

2. The address or legal description of the real property where the kennel will be 

kept;  

 

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

 

4. The location of any residential dwellings within one thousand (1,000) feet of 

the proposed kennel; and 

 

5. 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 the City Fee 

Schedule.   

 

C. Notice to Surrounding Property Owners.  Once the City Clerk receives a complete 

commercial kennel, commercial daycare kennel, or non-commercial kennel 

license from an applicant, the City Clerk shall provide written notice of and 

include a copy of said application to residential property owners located within 

1,000 feet of the proposed kennel location.    

 

D. 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. Kennels must comply with 

all relevant zoning requirements. 

 

E. 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. 

 

F. 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. 

 

G. 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. 

  

H. Duration of License. A kennel license shall be issued for a period of two (2) years 

beginning March 1 and ending February 28. Applications for a renewal permit 



may not be made prior to sixty (60) days before March 1.  A late fee, as set forth 

in the City Fee Schedule, will be assessed for any late applications. Commencing 

March 1, 2011, kennel licenses shall be issued in odd numbered years.  For those 

kennels licensed after March 1, 2010 and whose owners are not subject to a 

penalty for failure to license their kennels, the license fee shall be prorated for the 

remainder of 2010 through February 28, 2011.   Applications for a renewal 

license may not be made until sixty (60) days before March 1.    

 

I.  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.  

 

J. 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.   

 

5-4-10  HORSES IN PUBLIC PARKS AND ROADWAYS. 

 

A. 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. 

 

B.  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. 

 

C.  Interference Prohibited. No person shall interfere with any horse or pony being 

ridden in a lawful manner. 

 

5-4-11  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. 

 

5-4-12 EXCEPTIONS.  Notwithstanding any contrary provision in Title 5, Chapter 4 of 

the City Code, the provisions and requirements relating to keeping animals under 

restraint and not having animals at large do not apply to the following animals: 

 

A. Guide or service dogs used by disabled persons; 

 

B. Dogs used by city agents or employees in connection with police activities; 

 

C. Tracking dogs used by persons who have obtained the City’s prior permission; 

 

D. Falcons; and 

 

E. Racing pigeons. 

 

5-4-12  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. 

 

5-4-13  PENALTY. Unless otherwise designated, a violation of any provision of this 

Chapter is a misdemeanor.  

 

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 ATTACHED RESOLUTION AND TABLE SETTING FORTH LICENSE FEES, 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICE FEES AND PERMIT FEES 
 
Meeting Date: May 10, 2010  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Regular Agenda x None 

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

Prepared by:   Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Consider approval of the attached resolution and table 
setting forth animal ordinance related fees and penalties. 
 
 
SUMMARY The City Council is considering the proposed animal ordinance, which provides 
for biennial dog  license fees and related penalties; potentially dangerous and dangerous dog 
registration fees; biennial kennel license fees; animal redemption fees; license transfer fees; 
and dog identification tag fees dog license fees.  Accordingly, if the City Council approves the 
animal ordinance, it should adopt the attached resolution setting animal ordinance related fees.   
 
Attached is a resolution setting license, administrative and permit fees for 2010. 
 
  



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. ______ 

 
RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING DOG LICENSE, ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES AND PERMIT 

FEES 
 

 
 
WHEREAS, the Inver Grove Heights City Council has adopted a new animal ordinance and 
recognizes the need to update the existing 2010 Fee Schedule to reflect the new provisions of 
the animal ordinance, and 
 
WHEREAS, any changes to these Fee Schedule shall be set by resolution by the City Council 
of the City of Inver Grove Heights City Code; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Inver Grove 
Heights, Minnesota, approves the attached amendments to the 2010 Fee Schedule.   
 
 
Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 26th day of April, 2010.  
 
Ayes:   
Nays:   
  
       ______________________________ 
       George Tourville, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
  



Dogs 
 
 
 
          Penalty Fee 

5-4-2-1 
5-4-3-A-2 

May 1 
2 year license 
April 30 

$10  $20 male/female 
$6  $12 spayed/neutered 
 
 
½ license fee 

Non-Commercial Kennels 
 
 
 
     Penalty Fee 

5-4-2-10 
5-4-9-A 

March 31 
2 year license 
February 28 
 

$50.00 $100.00 
 
 
 
½ license fee 

Commercial Kennels and 
Commercial Daycare 
Kennels 
 
 
     Penalty Fee 

5-4-9-A March 31 
2 year license 
February 28 
 

$250.00 $500.00 
 
 
 
 
½ license fee 

Pound Redemption Fees $35.00 

Potentially Dangerous/Dangerous Dog 
Registration 

$500.00/year (May 1 – April 30) 

Duplicate Dog Identification Tag $1.00 

Dog License Transfer Fee  
     Transfer Ownership 
     Transfer from City to Inver Grove Heights 

 
½ Cost of New License 
½ Cost of New License 
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 TO: Mayor and Councilmembers  

 FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz, City Attorney  

 DATE: May 4, 2010  

 RE: Background Check Authorization Ordinance – May 4, 2010 Council Meeting 

(First Reading)  

 

 

Section 1.  Background.  The ordinance relating to background check authorization for city 

employment and city licensure is on the agenda for the first reading May 10, 2010.   

 

 

The police department is authorized to have access to Bureau of Criminal Apprehension 

(“BCA”) criminal history data only to perform duties that are required by law, which are largely 

identified in Minn. Stat. § 299C.46 and which do not include municipal employment or 

licensure.   

 

Unless there is another statutory provision to the contrary, Minnesota Statute Section 

364.03, subd. 1 prohibits a city from disqualifying a person from public employment or 

from pursuing, practicing, or engaging in any occupation for which a license is required 

solely or in part because of a prior conviction of a crime or crimes, unless the crime or 

crimes for which convicted directly relate to the position of employment sought or the 

occupation for which the license is sought.  There are exceptions to this prohibition.  

These exceptions largely relate to public safety positions. 

 

In other to have legal authority to conduct the background checks for other reasons, such 

as city employment and licensure, there must be law authorizing them (i.e. a statute or 

ordinance).  Accordingly, in order to provide the police department with proper legal 

authority to conduct background checks for employment and licensure purposes, this 

ordinance is offered for consideration.   

 



2 
 

The BCA, which is the agency responsible for ensuring the security of criminal history data, 

requires that city ordinances authorizing background checks for non-law enforcement duties 

contain the following: 

 

• A requirement that the police department conduct the criminal history check 

 

• Identification of the jobs, volunteers and independent contractors subject to the checks, 

as well as the license applicants subject to the checks  

 

• A requirement that the criminal history data be maintained by the police department and 

only a summary of the criminal history record is provided to the hiring or licensing 

authority 

 

• Language that complies with the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act advising 

the applicant of its use 

 

• A provision that requires notice to the applicant of the reason for denial if the denial is 

based on data obtained from the criminal history check 

 

The ordinance is based on the model League of Minnesota Cities background check 

authorization ordinance. 

 

Section 2.  Council Action.  The Council is asked to consider the first reading to pass and 

approve the attached Background Check Authorization Ordinance at its May 10, 2010, Council 

meeting.   

 

 

 



Ord. No. 10- 

 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 

 

AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING CHAPTER 10 OF TITLE 1 

 OF THE INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE 

REGARDING BACKGROUND INVESTIGATIONS 

FOR APPLICANTS FOR CITY EMPLOYMENT AND CITY LICENSES 
 

 

The City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights does ordain: 

 

SECTION 1.  Chapter 10 of Title 1 of the 2008 City Code is hereby enacted to read as 

follows: 

 

TITLE 1 

CHAPTER 10 

BACKGROUND INVESTIGATIONS FOR CITY EMPLOYMENT AND  

CITY LICENSURE 

 

 

1-10-1: CRIMINAL HISTORY FOR EMPLOYMENT BACKGROUND 

INVESTIGATIONS.  

 

 

A. Purpose.   The purpose and intent of this section is to establish regulations that will allow 

law enforcement to access Minnesota’s Computerized Criminal History information for 

the specific non-criminal purpose of employment background investigations for 

applicants who apply for city employment for the positions described in Section 1-10-1-

B. 

 

 

B. Background investigation required.  The City’s Police Department is hereby required, 

as the exclusive entity within the City, to do a criminal history background investigation 

on the applicants for all regular part-time or full-time employment with the City and other 

positions that work with children or vulnerable adults, unless the Council concludes that a 

background investigation is not needed.  The City’s Police Department may, at the 

discretion and direction of the Council, conduct a criminal history background 

investigation on the applicants for volunteer and independent contractor positions with 

the City. 

 



C. BCA data.  In conducting the criminal history background investigation in order to 

screen employment applicants, the Police Department is authorized to access data 

maintained in the Minnesota Bureau of Criminal Apprehensions Computerized Criminal 

History information system (BCA data) in accordance with BCA policy.  Any BCA data 

that is accessed and acquired shall be maintained at the Police Department under the care 

and custody of the Police Chief or the Police Chief’s designee.  A summary of the results 

of the BCA data may be released by the Police Department to the Council, including the 

Council, the City Administrator, the City Attorney or other City staff involved in the 

hiring process. 

 

D. Written Authorization.  Before the investigation is undertaken, the applicant must 

authorize the Police Department by written consent to undertake the investigation.  The 

written consent must fully comply with the provisions of Minnesota Statutes Chapter 13 

regarding the collection, maintenance and use of the information.  Except for the 

positions set forth in Minnesota Statutes Section 364.09, the City will not reject an 

applicant for employment on the basis of the applicant’s prior conviction unless the crime 

is directly related to the position of employment sought and the conviction is for a felony, 

gross misdemeanor, or misdemeanor punishable by jail.  If the City rejects the applicant’s 

request on this basis, the City shall notify the applicant in writing of the following: 

 

1. The grounds and reasons for the denial. 

 

2. The complaint and grievance procedure set forth in Minnesota Statutes 

Section 364.06. 

 

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

 

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

reapplication. 

 

 

1-10-2: CRIMINAL HISTORY FOR LICENSE BACKGROUND 

INVESTIGATIONS.  

 

A. Purpose.  The purpose and intent of this section is to establish regulations that will allow 

law enforcement to access Minnesota’s Computerized Criminal History information for 

the specific non-criminal purpose of licensing background investigations for the licenses 

described in Section 1-10-2-B. 

 

B. Background investigation required.  The City’s Police Department is hereby required, 

as the exclusive entity within the City, to conduct a criminal history background 

investigation on the applicants for the following licenses or permits within the City: 

 

1. Alcoholic Beverages 

 

2. Massage Therapy/Sauna/Escort Service  – Individual License 



 

3. Massage Therapy/Sauna/Escort Service – Business License  

 

4. Pawnbrokers/Secondhand Goods Dealers   

 

5. Peddlers 

 

6. Solicitors  

 

7. Canada Goose Hunt Permits 

 

8. Motor Vehicle Sales 

 

9. Rubbish Haulers 

 

10. Adult Use Businesses 

 

11. Automobile Service Stations 

 

12. Tattoo and Body Piercing Establishments 

 

13. Charitable Gambling Premises Permits 

 

 

C. BCA data.  In conducting the criminal history background investigation in order to 

screen license applicants, the Police Department is authorized to access data maintained 

in the Minnesota Bureau of Criminal Apprehension Computerized Criminal History 

information system (BCA data) in accordance with BCA policy.  Any BCA data that is 

accessed and acquired shall be maintained at the Police Department under the care and 

custody of the Police Chief or the Police Chief’s designee.  A summary of the results of 

the BCA data may be released by the Police Department to the Council, City 

Administrator, City Attorney, City Clerk or other City staff involved in the license 

approval process. 

 

D. Written authorization.  Before the investigation is undertaken, the applicant must 

authorize the Police Department by written consent to undertake the investigation.  The 

written consent must fully comply with the provisions of Minnesota Statute Chapter 13 

regarding the collection, maintenance and use of the information.  Except for the 

positions set forth in Minnesota Statutes Section 364.09, the City will not reject an 

applicant for a license on the basis of the applicant’s prior conviction unless the crime is 

directly related to the license sought and the conviction is for a felony, gross 

misdemeanor, or misdemeanor punishable by jail.  If the City rejects the applicant’s 

request on this basis, the City shall notify the applicant in writing of the following: 

 

1. The grounds and reasons for the denial. 

 



2. The complaint and grievance procedure set forth in Minnesota Statutes 

Section 364.06. 

 

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

 

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

reapplication. 

 

SECTION 2.  Effective Date.  This ordinance shall be in force upon its adoption and 

publication. 

 

 

 

Passed this _________ day of _________, 2010. 

 

 

              

        George Tourville, Mayor 

Attest 

 

      

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 
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