
  

 

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 24, 2011 

8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

7:00 P.M. 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. ROLL CALL 

3. PRESENTATIONS: 

A.  Recognition of Retirement of Cathy Shea, Assistant Finance Director 

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 – October 10, 2011 Regular Council Meeting         

B.  Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending October 19, 2011      

C.  Resolution Approving the Certification of Delinquent Utility Bills       

D.  Change Order No. 3 and Pay Voucher No. 4 for City Project No. 2011-09D, South Grove  

Urban Street Reconstruction – Area 6           

E. Final Pay Voucher No. 2, Engineer’s Final Report, and Resolution Accepting Work for  

City Project No. 2011-09F, 65th Street Construction        

F.   Resolution Approving Amendment to Revised and Restated Joint Powers Agreement  

(JPA) Establishing a Watershed Management Organization for the Lower Mississippi  

River Watershed              

G.  Resolution Awarding Contract for Televising Services for City Project No. 2012-09D  

Urban Street Reconstruction – 65th Street Area         

H.  Approve Dakota County’s 2012-2016 Capital Improvement Program      

I.   Resolution Approving the Acquisition of Property at 6549 Doffing Avenue      

J. Approve Modification to Skate Park Rules          

K.   Approve Seasonal Closure of the Rock Island Swing Bridge       

L.   Approve 30-Day Suspension of Two (2) Firefighters for Failure to Meet Minimum Call  

Requirements               

M.  Approve Massage Therapist License Applications          

N.  Schedule Public Hearing             

O.  Personnel Actions             



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

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

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

A.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Assessment Hearing for City Project No. 2011-09F,  

65th Street Reconstruction (from Concord Boulevard to 200’ West)      

B.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Assessment Hearing for City Project No. 2000-10,  

117th Street and T.H. 52 Interchange           

C.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Assessment Hearing for 2011 Nuisance Abatement    

7.  REGULAR AGENDA:   

 ADMINISTRATION: 

A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider First Reading of an Ordinance Adding Chapter 11  

Under Title 1, Administration, Domestic Partner Registry        

B. FINE & ASSOCIATES, INC.; Consider Resolution Approving a Second Amendment to Contract  

for Private Development between the City and Southeast Quadrant, LLC     

C. DAVID LETHERT; Consider Approval of an Agreement to Abate Cesspool Nuisance with Local  

Improvement Project Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes §429.021       

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

D.  RODGER ESPESETH; Consider Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit Amendment  

to allow Three (3) RV/Trailer Rental Spaces instead of Two (2) for Property Located at  

1181 80th Street              

E.  DAKOTA COUNTY PARKS DEPARTMENT; Consider the Third reading of an Amendment to the  

City Code (Subdivision Regulations) relating to allowing Subdivisions for the Creation of Public  

Land Subject to Administrative Approval          

F.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the following Ordinance Amendments: 

i) Third Reading of an Ordinance Amendment to Chapter 10 of the City Code  

relating to updates to the Floodplain Management District and adoption of the new 

FEMA Floodplain Maps            

ii) Resolution Adopting for Publication the Summary and Title of the Ordinance Amending 

Chapter 10 of the City Code relating to updates to the Floodplain Management District  

and adoption of the new FEMA Floodplain Maps       

PUBLIC WORKS: 

G.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Second Reading of an Ordinance Prohibiting the Use of  

Coal Tar-Based Sealer              

H. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Third Reading of an Ordinance Adding Inver Grove  

Heights City Code Title 9, Chapter 5, Section 9-5-13, Regarding Illicit Connections and  

Discharges to the Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4)       



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

Grove Heights City Code Title 9, Chapter 4, Sections 9-4-1-2 and 9-4-1-3 regarding  

Excavation and Fills              

J. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Approval of Third Amended Maintenance  

Agreement with Arbor Pointe Association, Inc.          

ADMINISTRATION CONT.: 

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

City Code Title 3, Chapter 4, Sections 3-4-2-2 and 3-4-2-3 and 10-3-8 Adjusting  

Development Fees for 2012             

L. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Change Order No. 29 for City Project No. 2008-18,  

Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation Project         

8.  MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS: 

9. ADJOURN: 



 
 INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING  

MONDAY, OCTOBER 10, 2011 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL:   The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on 
Monday, October 10, 2011, in the City Council Chambers.  Mayor Tourville called the meeting to order at 
7:00 p.m. Present were Council members Grannis, Madden and Piekarski Krech; City Administrator 
Lynch, Assistant City Administrator Teppen, City Attorney Kuntz, Public Works Director Thureen, Parks  
and Recreation Director Carlson, and Community Development Director Link. 

3. PRESENTATIONS:   

4. CONSENT AGENDA:   

Councilmember Grannis removed Item 4M, Resolution Approving Use of Eminent Domain to Acquire Real 
Property from Private Property Owner as required for Heritage Village Park Trail Improvements included in  
City Project No. 2011-08, from the Consent Agenda 

A. Minutes – September 26, 2011 Regular Council Meeting 

B. Resolution No. 11-175 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending October 5, 2011 

C. Change Order No. 1 and Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2011-09F, 65th Street  
Construction 

D.  Change Order No. 1 and Pay Voucher No. 3 for City Project No. 2010-09I, Blaine Avenue Mill and  
Repave 

E. Resolution No. 11-176 Accepting Individual Project Order No. 17D with Kimley-Horn & 
Associates, Inc. for Additional Construction Phase Services for City Project No. 2011-09D, South  
Grove Street Reconstruction Area 6 

F. Appoint Board Member to the Lower Mississippi River Watershed Management Organization 

G. Resolution No. 11-177 and Resolution No. 11-187 Accepting the Draft Feasibility Study, 
Authorizing Solicitation of Quotes, Accepting Quotes and Awarding Contract for City Project No.  
2010-22, Ravine Pond Railroad Erosion Mitigation Project  

H. Resolution No. 11-178 Calling for Hearing on Proposed Assessments and Resolution No. 11-179 
Declaring Costs to be Assessed and Ordering Preparation of Proposed Assessments for  
2011 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2010-09I, Blaine Avenue (North Area) Full  
Depth Mill and Repave from Upper 55th Street to 50th Street 

I. Approve RFP for Massage Therapy Services at the VMCC/Grove 

J. Approve Contractor to Replace Domestic Hot Water Storage Tank at the VMCC 

K. Approve Purchase of New Ice Resurfacer 

L. Approve Grant for Heritage Village Park Wetland Restoration 

N. Resolution No. 11-181 Approving Local Trail Grant Application for North Valley Park 

O. Approve Purchase of Vehicle Mounted Message Boards for Emergency Response 

P. Approve Temporary 3.2 Liquor License for Inver Hills Community Colllege 

Q. Resolution No. 11-182 Approving Mileage Reimbursement for City Administrator 

R. Personnel Actions 

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

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
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M. Resolution No. 11-180 Approving Use of Eminent Domain to Acquire Real Property from Private  
Property Owner as required for Heritage Village Park Trail Improvements included in City Project  
No. 2011-08  

Councilmember Grannis stated he removed the item from the consent agenda because it involved the use 
of eminent domain.  He explained that eminent domain is a very powerful tool that governments have at  
their disposal and opined that it should not be used for this purpose.    

Mayor Tourville explained that the City tried to purchase the property and could not reach an agreement 
with the property owner.  He noted that the City has deadlines that need to be met with respect to the use  
of a grant funding received from the Minnesota DNR for construction of trail improvements.    

Councilmember Madden stated the City made an honest effort to acquire the property through other 
means.  He opined that he would have liked to avoid using eminent domain, but the City was left with no  
other solution to the problem.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she would only support the acquisition because the property was  
not a homestead and was vacant land. 

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 11-180 Approving the Use 
of Eminent Domain to Acquire Real Property from Private Property Owner as required for Heritage  
Village Park Trail Improvements included in City Project No. 2011-08 

Ayes: 3 
Nays: 1 (Grannis) Motion carried. 

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:  

Ed Gunter, 6671 Concord Boulevard, questioned when the assessments for the Concord Boulevard  
project would be mailed to affected residents.   

Mr. Kaldunski explained the City did not receive the final invoice from the County in time to complete the 
assessment roll this fall.  He stated the time frame was too compressed given the date by which 
assessments must be certified to the County.  He noted the assessment hearing would likely be delayed  
until the spring of 2012 in order to avoid the accrual of excess interest charges. 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS: None. 

7. REGULAR AGENDA: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

A. WALMART STORES, INC.; Consider a Resolution amending the PUD approval to allow the store to  
remain open 24 hours on Thanksgiving Day  

Mr. Link explained the applicant submitted a onetime request to allow for extended hours on the evening 
of November 24, 2011.  The request is to allow the store to remain open 24 hours into the morning of 
Friday, November 25th.  The parking lot lights would also remain on at full intensity for the same period.  
The approvals for Walmart have restrictions on hours of operation and hours the parking lot lighting 
remains on.  Store hours are restricted to 7:00 a.m. to 11:00 p.m. daily, except for the Friday after 
Thanksgiving when the store is allowed to open at 5:00 a.m.  The parking lot lighting is to be reduced after  
11:10 p.m. each evening.  

Mr. Link noted that Walmart submitted a similar proposal in October of 2009 and the City Council denied 
the request.  In all commercial districts businesses are allowed to operate 24 hours unless specific 
conditions regulating hours are approved by the City Council.  Walmart is unique in that it is located across 
the street from a residential neighborhood and as such the City Council imposed regulations on the hours  
of operation as well as the timing and intensity of the parking lot lights.  If Walmart sought a permanent 
change to their hours of operation for the same timeframe in subsequent years, an application for an  
amendment to the PUD and Development Contract would need to be submitted and approved by Council.   
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Mr. Link noted that staff mailed notice of the meeting to 27 property owners, closest to the store, along 
Cheney Trail.  Planning staff supported the onetime request for extended hours of operation provided  
there were no neighborhood concerns that could not be addressed.     

Councilmember Madden stated the restricted hours of operation for Walmart were agreed upon after a 
long, arduous process at both the Planning Commission and City Council levels.  He opposed the request  
to amend the hours because of his belief that the original conditions of approval should be honored.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech clarified that the Council previously approved an amendment to allow the  
store to open at 5:00 a.m. on the Friday after Thanksgiving.    

Mr. Link confirmed that Council did previously approve the request to allow the store to open at 5 a.m.  
on the Friday after Thanksgiving.   

Tim Peterson, Walmart Store Manager, stated the request is not to permanently allow the store to be open 
for 24 hours.  He explained the request is based on a desire to address safety concerns for customers and 
employees during the annual “Black Friday” event.  He stated many retailers open at 12:01 a.m. on the 
Friday after Thanksgiving.  He explained that if the store was allowed to stay open for 24 hours on 
Thanksgiving, customers would be able to wait inside the store rather than line up in the parking lot before 
the store opening at 5:00 a.m.  He reiterated that the main concern is to promote the safety of the 
customers and the employees during the annual sale event.  He added that the extended hours of  
operation would also result in a 15% increase in sales.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech confirmed that the store would be open on Thanksgiving and would  
remain open through the Friday after Thanksgiving.   

Ed Gunter, 6671 Concord Boulevard, noted when the same request was presented to the Council in 2009 
the neighbors expressed concerns about noise and the parking lot lights.  He opined that the request is 
not beneficial for employees because it limits the amount of time they can spend with their families on the  
holiday.    

Councilmember Madden commented that a number of employees thanked him for not supporting the  
request in 2009 so they could have time off to spend with their families.   

Mayor Tourville stated he agreed that the original conditions of approval should be honored.  He noted 
that if the same request came back to the Council next year he may consider it because another major  
retailer would be open in the City and it would not be fair if the approved hours of operation were different.     

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the Council needed to grant approval for Walmart to open at  
5:00 a.m. on the day after Thanksgiving.   

Mr. Link indicated that the previous change to the hours of operation to allow the store to open at 5:00  
a.m. was a permanent approval.     

Motion by Madden, second by Grannis, to adopt Resolution No. 11-183 denying an Amendment to  
the PUD Approval to Allow the Walmart Store to Remain Open 24 Hours on Thanksgiving Day 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

B. SPIRE FEDERAL CREDIT UNION; Consider a Resolution relating to a Preliminary & Final Plat, 
Preliminary & Final PUD Development Plan and Development Contract for Brentwood Hills Second  
Addition Property Located on North Side of Upper 55th Street, West of Blaine Avenue 

Mr. Link explained the applicant is seeking reapproval of the Brentwood Hills townhome project, originally 
approved in 2006 as a 24 unit townhome project.  The original owner constructed the first seven (7) units, 
installed utilities, landscaping, a stormwater pond, and the first lift of asphalt on the private drive.  In 2007 
the owner received approval for an amendment to the plat/plans for a reduced setback and property line 
adjustment.  The owner never recorded the amended plat documents, the previous approvals expired, and 
the property went into foreclosure.  Spire Federal Credit Union now owns the property and would like the 
plans that were originally presented to be reapproved.  The applicant also submitted a Phase I site 
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restoration plan, which would act as an interim plan until the other phases of the project are built.  The site 
restoration plan would be cost effective, would clean the property up, and would allow low maintenance 
natural vegetation to be planted on all undeveloped areas.  The native grasses would be taller than six (6) 
inches, but would not contain weeds and would require maintenance.  Both Planning staff and the  
Planning Commission recommended approval of the request.     

Glenn Bergman, Attorney for Spire Federal Credit Union, stated the existing townhomes were built in 
accordance with the amended plat that was never recorded by the developer.  Because the amended plat 
was never recorded, the existing units extend 20 feet outside of the lot lines, creating a title problem.  He  
explained that they want to fix the title problem so the existing units are within the boundaries of the lots.  

Mr. Kuntz explained that part of the approval includes releasing the property from some of the old 
agreements that existed under the original plat.  The new plat conforms to the units that have been 
constructed.  The bank has found an investment buyer that has agreed to install the final lift of asphalt 
prior to the new plat being recorded, to install the turf establishment on the vacant property, and to clean 
up various items on the property such as dirt and brick piles.  He clarified that there is no expectation that 
the remaining units will be constructed any time soon.  He stated the plat and stormwater maintenance  
agreements will be in place so the buyer will continue to maintain the pond.    

Mayor Tourville asked if the third party buyer was also in agreement with the conditions of the resolution.   

Mr. Bergman stated the buyer would be the signatory on all of the documents and confirmed that the  
documents were reviewed and the buyer has agreed to the conditions of the resolution.  

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 11-184 relating to a 
Preliminary & Final Plat, Preliminary & Final PUD Development Plan and Development Contract for 
Brentwood Hills Second Addition Property located on North Side of Upper 55th Street, West of  
Blaine Avenue  

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

C. IGH INVESTMENTS, LLC; Consider a Resolution relating to the Final Plat, Final PUD Development  
Plan and Development Contract for Argenta Hills 4th Addition 

Mr. Lynch explained the applicant requested that the item be tabled. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to table the item to the October 24, 2011 Regular  
Council Meeting 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

D. DAKOTA COUNTY PARKS DEPARTMENT; Consider the Second Reading of an Amendment to the 
City Code (Subdivision Regulations) relating to Allowing Subdivisions for the Creation of Public Land  
Subject to Administrative Approval  

Mr. Link explained staff and the City Attorney modified some language to the proposed administrative 
subdivision ordinance by adding language to criteria #6 and #7 which clarifies that the resultant parcels 
must meet minimum lot size and width requirements unless they are exempt from such standards or a 
variance has been approved.  Staff also researched the question posed by Mr. Willy Krech regarding his 
buildings and the setback from the property acquired by the County.  The Assistant County Attorney 
informed Planning staff that all parties agreed to the location of the property line by the north building and 
that the building would be less than the required 40 feet from the property line.  The property acquisition 
by the south building was adjusted so that it was at least 40 feet from the property line.  Mr. Link noted that  
the drawings submitted to staff were consistent with the information provided by the County.    
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Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to approve the Second Reading of an Amendment 
to the City Code (Subdivision Regulations) relating to Allowing Subdivisions for the Creation of  
Public Land Subject to Administrative Approval  

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

E. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the Second Reading of an Ordinance Amendment to  
Chapter 10 of the City Code relating to Updates to the Floodplain Management District and Adoption of  
the New FEMA Floodplain Maps  

Mr. Link stated no changes were proposed by staff for the second reading.  He explained that all cities 
within Dakota County are required to adopt the new maps by December 2, 2011.  The current maps for 
the City have not changed since 1980 and new flood data and topographic data were used to draw the 
new boundaries of the floodplain.  The maps are used as part of the Flood Insurance program to 
determine the location of the floodplain.  There is a federal requirement that flood insurance is mandatory 
if the insurable structure is in one of the high risk flood zones.  Local government participation is  
mandatory for homeowners to be able to acquire the flood insurance.      

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to approve the Second Reading of an Ordinance 
Amendment to Chapter 10 of the City Code relating to Updates to the Floodplain Management  
District and Adoption of the New FEMA Floodplain Maps  

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

PUBLIC WORKS: 

F. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Prohibiting Parking on Portions of College  
Trail from Broderick Boulevard to Cahill Avenue 

NO ACTION WAS TAKEN ON THIS ITEM 

G. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Prohibiting Parking on Both Sides of the  
Trunk Highway 52 East Frontage Road from Inver Grove Trail to 117th Street East 

Mr. Thureen explained the subject street was constructed by Mn/DOT as part of two City Projects,  
2000-10 and 2008-08, and in the near future it will be turned over to the City.  Once it is turned over it will 
be added to the City’s Municipal State Aid street system.  The street will need to be posted “No Parking” 
on both sides to meet Municipal State Aid standards.  Staff received a complaint about cars being parked 
along the east side of the street by individuals accessing the DNR Scenic and Natural Area property.  This 
will likely become a more frequent occurrence after the County extends the Mississippi River Regional 
Trail.  Given the street width, the type of traffic utilizing the street, and the posted speed limit (45 mph),  
staff felt it would be prudent to install the “no parking” signage now.     

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the County was going to do anything to address the issue. 

Mr. Thureen explained that the DNR has control of the area and ultimately the plan would be to construct  
a trailhead at that location.    

Mayor Tourville suggested that staff contact the DNR to see if the area could be made wider with some  
gravel.   

Motion by Grannis, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 11-185 Prohibiting Parking 
on both Sides of the Trunk Highway 52 East Frontage Road from Inver Grove Trail to 117th Street  
East  

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
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H. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Resolution Adopting the Final Assessment Roll for City Project  
No. 2008-13, Courthouse Boulevard Court Street Improvements 

Mr. Thureen stated City Project No. 2008-13 was awarded to Bituminous Roadways, Inc. by the City 
Council on September 8, 2008 as part of the improvements agreed to with Inverpoint Business Park, LLC 
(United Properties Development).  The final project cost was $555,929.56.  As part of the development 
contract, Inverpoint Business Park, LLC signed waiver of assessment appeal agreements for four (4) 
improvements totaling $689,010.  Three parcels are proposed to be assessed a total of $488,462.98 as 
per the stipulations of the waiver agreements.  An assessment term of 15 years at an interest rate of 4.8% 
is proposed for the project.  The balance of the project cost will be funded by Northwest Area storm water  
fees because the City included an improvement for storm water purposes in the project because it was the  
most cost effective option.   

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to approve Resolution No. 11-186 Adopting the 
Final Assessment Roll for City Project No. 2008-13, Courthouse Boulevard Court Street  
Improvements  

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

I. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider First Reading of an Ordinance Prohibiting the Use of  
Coal Tar-Based Sealer 

Mr. Kaldunski explained the City is permitted by the MPCA to operate as a MS4 City.  Those cities with 
permits have begun regular maintenance activities and observations on the storm sewer system.  
Regulatory agencies and cities have become concerned with coal tar based sealants used primarily on 
driveways.  Coal tar based sealant is known to distribute polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, known 
carcinogens, into water.  The MPCA has encouraged cities to adopt ordinances regulating the use of coal 
tar based sealants to reduce the presence of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in pond sediments.  
Asphaltic based sealants are not proposed to be restricted by the ordinance.    

Mr. Kaldunski stated the City has conducted routine maintenance on the storm water management 
facilities owned by the City.  A testing program was established as part of the routine maintenance.  To 
date the City has tested 12 storm water basins, three (3) of which were found to contain polycyclic  
aromatic hydrocarbons in the sediments.   

Mr. Kaldunski explained the MPCA has established a grant program to assist communities with the 
management of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons.  The program can be used to remove sediments with 
high levels of the carcinogen from the basins.  The City identified two (2) pond dredging maintenance 
projects that may be eligible for grants.  In order to apply for funding the City must adopt the proposed 
ordinance.  The ordinance as proposed is based on the model ordinance developed by the League of  
Minnesota Cities.    

Mayor Tourville noted this item was also discussed at the work session.  He stated part of the program  
would also include education for citizens, retailers, and suppliers.   

Motion by Grannis, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt the First Reading of an Ordinance  
Prohibiting the Use of Coal Tar-Based Sealer  

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

J. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Second Reading of an Ordinance Adding Inver Grove 
Heights City Code, Title 9, Chapter 5 ,Section 9-5-13, Regarding Illicit Connections and Discharges to  
the Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4). 

Mr. Kaldunski explained the City was asked to adopt an ordinance which regulates illicit discharges and 
connections to the storm sewer system.  He noted that the ordinance would provide the City with options 
for enforcement of the proposed regulations.   
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Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to approve the Second Reading of an Ordinance 
Adding Inver Grove Heights City Code, Title 9, Chapter 5, Section 9-5-13, Regarding Illicit  
Connections and Discharges to the Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4)  

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

ADMINISTRATION: 

K. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider First Reading of an Ordinance relating to Domestic  
Partnership Registration 

Ms. Teppen explained that a few months ago domestic partnership registries received publicity in the local 
Pioneer Press and the City subsequently received some phone calls inquiring as to whether or not the City 
had an ordinance relating to domestic partnership registration.  She stated because the City did not have 
such an ordinance, staff was directed by Council to bring a draft ordinance forward for consideration.  She 
noted the proposed ordinance mirrors what other cities have adopted, except for the elimination of a  
provision which would allow domestic partners to register if one of the partners worked in the City.    

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated if the phrase “or work” was eliminated from the ordinance it would  
be redundant to include number eight (8) under the definitions Section, 11-11-2, because it would be  
“couples who reside”.   

Mayor Tourville clarified that in order to register both people would have to live in the City. 

Mr. Kuntz suggested that number eight (8) be left in the ordinance and that the language be changed to  
“both of whom reside”.   

Councilmember Madden opined that this issue should be delayed until after the 2012 election when the  
results of the vote on the State marriage amendment are known.      

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the marriage amendment pertains only to a certain type of couple.  
She stated the proposed ordinance would pertain to any type of couple and opined that she knows of  
several couples in the City that would benefit from the proposed ordinance.  She stated the proposed 
ordinance would provide those couples who, for a number of reasons, would not or do not get married,  
with the ability to say that they are a committed couple.  She opined that the proposed ordinance had  
nothing to do with what the State is considering.   

Councilmember Madden commented on the article that was published in the newspaper and expressed  
concern that the proposed ordinance would be a step in that direction.  He opined that he would have a 
problem with the ordinance if it is just a step towards a complete change to the laws or the morals of the  
State.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she views it as an opportunity for couples to express a  
commitment to one another without being married. 

Councilmember Madden stated one problem is that the ordinance can be interpreted in many ways. 

Mayor Tourville stated he has received many comments both for and against the proposed ordinance.  He  
noted one of the major concerns is that the issue is outside the purview of City government.    

Motion by Grannis, second by Piekarski Krech, to receive information provided by OutFront  
Minnesota.   

Ayes: 3 
Nays: 0  
Abstain: 1 (Madden)  Motion carried. 

Ted Trenzeluk, 7305 Bancroft Way, stated he opposed the proposed ordinance.  He opined that the 
proposed ordinance would be legally irrelevant and tax dollars should not be used for something that is 
merely a symbol.  He provided the Council with additional information from OutFront Minnesota which 
acknowledges that the legal impact of a domestic partner registry is very limited.        
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Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to receive information provided by Ted Trenzeluk 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Mr. Trenzeluk opined that the registry would provide no direct benefit from an insurance perspective, and 
the main purpose of this type of legislation is a salvo in the lead up to the constitutional amendment. He 
stated if the Council chose to move forward with the proposed ordinance he would personally notify  
every pastor in the City to inform them of the issue.     

Arlene Desombre, 8679 Callahan Trail, stated she has been a teacher for 30 years and has seen the  
value of couples being married and the positive effect it has on the children.     

Georgia Mueller stated she has lived in the City since 1973.  She opined that the proposed amendment is 
about people being fiscally responsible.  She stated that anything a City can do to encourage and help  
people obtain medical coverage will benefit society as a whole.  She opined that the registration would  
provide people with documentation that could assist them in receiving medical coverage.   

Mr. Lynch stated he received a call from Carolyn Krech who wanted it noted for the record that she was  
opposed to the proposed ordinance. 

Councilmember Madden reiterated that he is 100% opposed to the ordinance.   

Councilmember Grannis opined that the City should not be involved in something like this because it  
would have such a limited effect.   

Mayor Tourville stated his understanding is that it is up to each individual provider whether or not to  
provide insurance coverage.  If the insurance provider does not offer coverage for domestic partners it  
would not matter if they were registered.     

Ms. Teppen confirmed that coverage is dependent upon how each individual policy is written.   

Mayor Tourville suggested that the item be tabled until all five Council members were present. He asked  
staff to provide additional information regarding insurance benefits.   

Motion by Madden, second by Tourville, to table the item to the October 24, 2011 Regular Council  
Meeting 

Ayes: 3 
Nays: 1 (Grannis) Motion carried. 

L. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Third Reading of an Ordinance Amending City Code  
Title 9, Chapter 5, Section 9-5-5 relating to Compliance Requirements for Land Alterations 

Mr. Kuntz stated no substantive changes were made since the second reading. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to adopt Ordinance No. 1241 Amending City Code  
Title 9, Chapter 5, Section 9-5-5 relating to Compliance Requirements for Land Alterations 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

M. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Third Reading of an Ordinance Amending City Code 
Title 4, Chapter 1, Article A, Section 4 relating to Types of Intoxicating Liquor Licenses and a  
Resolution Adopting Temporary On Sale Liquor License Fees 

Mr. Kuntz explained the ordinance amendment would allow the City to issue temporary intoxicating liquor 
licenses and one day consumption and display permits to those organizations that qualify. He noted no  
changes have been made since the second reading.    

Mayor Tourville clarified that the premise for the amendment was based on a request from St. Patrick’s  
Church.   

Mr. Kuntz acknowledged that this would allow greater flexibility for events hosted by certain organizations.   
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Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to adopt Ordinance No. 1242 Amending City Code 
Title 4, Chapter 1, Article A, Section 4 relating to Types of Intoxicating Liquor Licenses and  
Resolution No. 11-188 Adopting Temporary On Sale Liquor License Fees  

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

8.  MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS:  

Mayor Tourville reminded citizens about Fire Prevention week. 

9. ADJOURN:  Motion by Grannis, second by Madden, to adjourn. The meeting was adjourned by a 
unanimous vote at 8:35 p.m. 







































































































































































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

 
Consider Change to Skate Park Rules 
 

 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda   None 

Contact: Tracy Petersen – 651.450.2588  Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Tracy Petersen  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: Eric Carlson – Parks & Recreation  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

  X Other 

 
 PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
To consider a change to the current skate park rules that would allow bikes at the facility 
 
SUMMARY 
The skate park facility was installed in 2003 and has been in operation for eight (8) years.  At 
the time the skate park concept was developed, an initial task force of Parks and Recreation 
Commission members, staff, local citizens, public safety and teens developed the rules for the 
park.  At that time, it was determined to only allow in line skates and skate boards at the facility. 
 
Over the course of the past eight (8) years, the skate park has remained a consistently active 
and positive amenity of our park system.  Staff has been approached several times over the 
past few years about the use of bikes at the facility. 
 
The following items relating to the proposed change were discussed at the October 12 Parks 
and Recreation Commission meeting: 
 
Relationship between Bikers and Skateboarders: 
At the onset of the development of skate parks, the theory was that bikers and skateboarders 
did not mix well together.  This has proven to be unfounded at most skate parks, including our 
own.  Usage has shown that for the most part, the two groups are respectful of one another’s 
space. 
 
Wear & Tear on the Equipment: 
Our equipment from Skatewave was designed for both bikers and skateboarders.  Bikes can 
add additional wear and tear to the equipment mainly in the form of scratches due to bike pegs. 
The expected life span of the equipment is 15 years with the use of both bikes and skate 
boards. 
 
Insurance: 
As a non-supervised, tier I park, allowing bikes at the facility would not negatively impact the 
City’s insurance coverage. 
 
Skate Park or Bike/Skate Park: 
Philosophically, the Parks and Recreation Commission needs to discuss whether it is a one-use 
facility or a multi-use facility. 
 
Change in Usage: 
Over the past eight (8) years, the park has seen a change in use.  There are often more bikers 
than skate boarders at the facility.  Currently the City does not have an established and legal 
area where bikers can go. 
 



Current Practice: 
As a non-supervised, tier I facility, there is no on-site supervision of the skate park.  Currently, 
and over the majority of the life of the facility, bikers have used the park on a regular basis. 
 
Enforcement of Current Rule: 
The City is not required to provide supervision at the skate park nor does the City have the 
resources to do so.  Therefore, it has been extremely difficult to enforce the “no bikes allowed” 
rule at the facility.  When staff has been able to enforce, it has been sporadic and inconsistent.  
Users at the park have indicated that no one is ever asked not to bike at the park or leave the 
facility. 
 
At their October 12 meeting the Parks and Recreation Commission voted unanimously (9-0) to 
recommend changing the skate park rules to allow bikes at the facility. 



AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS        REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION 
 
Consider Seasonal Closure of the Rock Island Swing Bridge 
 

 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda X None 

Contact: Eric Carlson – 651.450.2587  Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Eric Carlson  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: Eric Carlson – Parks & Recreation  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
The Council is asked to adopt the attached resolution to close the Rock Island Swing Bridge 
seasonally between November 1st and March 30th due to safety and maintenance issues. 
 
SUMMARY 
The Rock Island Swing Bridge opened to the public on June 8, 2011.  The structure is 
constructed of steel with a wood deck.  Given the structures location over the Mississippi River, 
it is recommended that the structure be closed seasonally from November 1st – March 30th 
each year for public safety and maintenance purposes.  It is proposed that a gate restricting 
access to the bridge be temporarily installed on the structure itself and that signs be posted at 
the barricades on 66th St.  The closure will be advertised on the web, Facebook, via a press 
release to the local news papers, and in InSights. 
 
The Park and Recreation Commission reviewed this issue on October 12th and is 
recommending approval. 
 
  



 
 
Councilmember _______________ introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption: 

 

 

RESOLUTION 2011 – _____ 

 

 

RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THAT THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS’ CLOSE THE 

ROCK ISLAND SWING BRIDGE SEASONALLY FROM NOVEMBER 1
ST

 – MARCH 30TH 

 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights opened the Rock Island Swing Bridge for public use 

on June 8, 2011, and; 

 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights is responsible for the short term and long term 

maintenance of the Rock Island Swing Bridge, and; 

 

 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED in an effort to protect the public from snow and ice that may 

accumulate on the Rock Island Swing Bridge that the City of Inver Grove Heights City Council wishes to 

close the structure to use from November 1
st
 – March 30

th
 each year; 

 

 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 

______________________, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 

____________________________ and the following voted against the same: 

_____________________________, whereupon said resolution was passed this 24th day of October 

2011. 

 

 

       ____________________________ 

       George Tourville, Mayor 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 

 

 



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

 
30-DAY SUSPENSION OF FIREFIGHTER 
 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Personnel X None 

Contact: Judy Thill, Fire Chief  Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Judy Thill  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: n/a  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Confirm suspension of Firefighter Dan Radant for failing to 

meet minimum call percentages for two quarters in a 24 month period. 

 
SUMMARY According to Fire Department Policy #5 Call Requirements, all firefighters must 
maintain a minimum call percentage of 15% in each calendar quarter.  Any Firefighter failing to 
meet this requirement for a second time in a 24 month period shall have a suspension letter 
placed in his/her file and shall be suspended for 30 days.  City Code, Section 315.03, “The Fire 
Chief shall report each suspension of a member of the Fire Department as soon as possible to the 
City Administrator for transmission to the City Council for its confirmation or denial at the first 
regular meeting occurring more than ten days after such suspension.” 
 
Dan Radant will be suspended for 30 days from October 13, through November 11, 2011 for 
failing to meet minimum call percentage for a second quarter in a 24 month period. 
 
Staff recommends City Council confirm this suspension according to Fire Department policy, and 
City Code. 
 
 
 
 



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

 
30-DAY SUSPENSION OF FIREFIGHTER 
 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Personnel X None 

Contact: Judy Thill, Fire Chief  Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Judy Thill  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: n/a  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Confirm suspension of Firefighter Dustin Pedersen for 

failing to meet minimum call percentages for two quarters in a 24 month period. 

 
SUMMARY According to Fire Department Policy #5 Call Requirements, all firefighters must 
maintain a minimum call percentage of 15% in each calendar quarter.  Any Firefighter failing to 
meet this requirement for a second time in a 24 month period shall have a suspension letter 
placed in his/her file and shall be suspended for 30 days.  City Code, Section 315.03, “The Fire 
Chief shall report each suspension of a member of the Fire Department as soon as possible to the 
City Administrator for transmission to the City Council for its confirmation or denial at the first 
regular meeting occurring more than ten days after such suspension.” 
 
Dustin Pedersen will be suspended for 30 days from October 25 through November 23, 2011 for 
failing to meet minimum call percentage for a second quarter in a 24 month period. 
 
Staff recommends City Council confirm this suspension according to Fire Department policy, and 
City Code. 
 
 
 
 



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

 
Consider Approval of Individual Massage Therapist License 
 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011   Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent  x None 

Contact: Melissa Rheaume   Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Melissa Rheaume   Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: N/A   FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED:  Consider approval of an application by Alisha Duckett for 
an individual massage therapist license.   
 
 
SUMMARY: An application has been submitted by Ms. Duckett for an Individual Massage 
Therapist License.  The applicant has submitted all documentation and fees required by City 
Code.  She has completed the required number of hours of therapeutic massage training, 
provided an insurance certificate, and is a member in good standing of a recognized national 
professional therapeutic massage organization.  A background investigation on the applicant 
revealed no basis for the denial of the request. 
 
Staff recommends approval of the application by Alisha Duckett for an individual massage 
therapist license to contract for service at the All About Me, 2910 Upper 55th Street. 
 
 
 
 
 



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

 
Consider Approval of Individual Massage Therapist License – Angela Englund 
 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011   Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent  x None 

Contact: Melissa Rheaume   Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Melissa Rheaume   Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: N/A   FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED:  Consider approval of an application by Angela Englund for 
an individual massage therapist license.   
 
 
SUMMARY: An application has been submitted by Angela Englund for an Individual Massage 
Therapist License.  The applicant has submitted all documentation and fees required by City 
Code.  She has completed the required number of hours of therapeutic massage training, 
provided an insurance certificate, and is a member in good standing of a recognized national 
professional therapeutic massage organization.  A background investigation on the applicant 
revealed no basis for the denial of the request. 
 
Staff recommends approval of the application by Angela Englund for an individual massage 
therapist license to contract for service at the All About Me, 2910 Upper 55th Street. 
 
 
 
 
 



AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING 
 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent X None 
Contact: JTeppen  Asst. City Admin  Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by:   Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
   Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Schedule a Public Hearing on November 14, at 7:00 p.m. 
in the Council Chambers to consider the amendment of City Code Title 3, Chapter 4, Section 3-
4-2-2, 3-4-2-3 Fees, and 10-3-8 Planning Fees.  These are the fees associated with Water and 
Sanitary Sewer Utility Connections, Storm Water Utility Connection Fees, and Planning Fees. 
 
SUMMARY Minnesota Statutes 462.353 directs that all changes to fees associated with 
municipal planning activities are required to be heard at a public hearing.  This includes not only 
the fees and charges for planning activities, but those associated with building permits and 
water and sewer connection charges.  While it is not explicitly required under State Statute yet, 
the City Attorney has advised staff that it would be prudent to put all fees associated with 
development activities into the City’s Code. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  
 

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

 
PERSONNEL ACTIONS 
 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011  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:    Amy Kurr, and Nichole Jopp. 
 
Please confirm the seasonal/temporary termination of employment of:  William Korte, Tom 
Dickmeyer, Nick Benish, and Jerry Forsland. 
 
Please confirm the employment of:  Tylor Montgomery, Street Maintenance Worker. 
 
Please confirm the separation of employment of:  Cathy Shea. 
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AGENDA ITEI\II __ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

I.' b~ 

Hearing on Special Assessments for 2011 Nuisance Abatement 

Meeting Date: October 24,2011 
Item Type: Consent Agenda 
Contact: Thomas J. Link, Community 

Development Director 
Prepared by: Thomas J. Link 
Reviewed by: 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
 

FiscaVFTE Impact: 
None 
Amount included in current budget 

Budget amendment requested 
FTE included in current complement 
New FTE requested - N/A 

Xl Other 

Consider a Resolution Adopting the Assessment for 2011 Nuisance Abatement Program. 

BACKGROUND 
Various properties were noticed that their properties were out of compliance in a number of 
different aspects; long grass and weeds, refuse, and other nuisance abatement. The property 
owners were notified that they needed to bring their properties into compliance or that the City 
would abate the nuisance and that the costs would be assessed. 

The following parcels are proposed to be assessed: 

206930003020 
8160 COMSTOCK WAY 
ANGELICA JOHNSON 

$181.74 

207115306080 
70TH AND CLEVE 
KIMVO 

$181.74 

203650004153 
3825 65TH ST 
BAC HOME LOANS SVC 

$201.24 

203655006291 
3915 66TH ST E 
FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE 
CO 

$284.00 

207115205100 
3280 74TH ST 
PNC BANK NATIONAL ASSOC 

$1339.07 

203650019230 
6341 CONCORD BLVD 
RONALD RinER 

$237.20 

207116301160 
3951 77TH ST 
AMBER ARRISON 

$208.34 



200040050014 
2144 67TH ST 
GARY STIELOW 

$168.30 

203653001020 
BLAINE AVE AND BLACKSHIRE PATH 
SAY GOODNIGHT GRACIE LLC 

$604.20 

203655005041 
3950 65TH ST 
BASHIR MOGHUL 

$83.80 

203655006291 
3915 66TH ST 
FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORT CORP 

$341.20 

204325101020 
5855 CONCORD BLVD 
JESSE LEE 

$83.80 

For a total assessment amount of $3,914.63 

Ene: Resolution 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA
 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE ASSESSMENT FOR THE 2011 NUISANCE ABATEMENT PROGRAM
 

RESOLUTION NO. 

WHEREAS, pursuant ofproper notice duly given as required by law, the Council has met, heard and passed upon all 
objections to the proposed assessment for the improvements - 2011 Nuisance Abatement which includes the 
following: 

Lawn mowing, tree trimming, brush removal, refuse removal, and other nuisance abatement 

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

1.	 Such proposed assessment, a copy ofwhich isattached hereto and made apart hereof, ishereby 
accepted and levied and shall constitute the special assessment against the lands herein, and 
each tract ofland therein included ishereby found to be benefited by the proposed assessment 
levied against it. 

2.	 Such assessment shall be payable inequal installments extending over aperiod ofthree (3) years, 
the first ofthe installments to be payable on orbefore the first Monday in January 2012, and shall 
bear interest atthe rate ofeight percent (8%) per annum from the date ofadoption ofthis 
assessment resolution. To the first installment shall be added interest for one year on all 
installments. 

3.	 The owner ofany property, so assessed, may atany time prior to certification ofthe assessment to 
the County Auditor, pay the whole ofthe assessment on such property with interest accrued to the 
date ofpayment, to the City Treasurer, except that no interest shall be charged if the entire 
assessment ispaid within thirty days from the adoption ofthis resolution, and the owner may, at 
any time thereafter, pay to the County Treasurer the entire amount ofthe assessment remaining 
unpaid, with interest accrued to December 31 ofthe year in which such payment ismade. Such 
payment must be made before November 15, orinterest will be charged through December 31 of 
the next succeeding year. 

4.	 The Cieri< shall, forthwith, transmit acertified duplicate ofthis assessment to the County Auditor to 
be extended on the property tax lists ofthe County, and such assessments shall be collected and 
paid over the same manner as other municipal taxes. 

Adopted by the City Council ofInver Grove Heights this 24th Day ofOctober, 2011. 

AYES: 
NAYS: 

George Tourville, Mayor 
ATIEST: 

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk 



TAX ID AND ASSESSMENT AMOUNT
 

206930003020 $181.74 

207115306080 $181.74 

203650004153 $201.24 

203655006291 $284.00 

207115205100 $1339.07 

203650019230 $237.20 

207116301160 $208.34 

200040050014 $168.30 

203653001020 $604.20 

203655005041 $83.80 

203655006291 $341.20 

204325101020 $83.80 



AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
First Reading of an Ordinance Adding Chapter 11 Under Title 1, Administration, Domestic 
Partner Registry  
 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011  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 Consider the first reading of an ordinance to add a 
Domestic Partner Registry under Title 1, Administration. 
 
SUMMARY At a recent work session the City Council discussed adding an ordinance to 
create a Domestic Partner Ordinance to the City’s Code.  On October 10th, a first reading was 
proposed for the Council’s consideration, but the Council decided to bring it back when all 
members were present. 
 
In July the Saint Paul Pioneer Press wrote an article on the various metro area cities that were 
considering a Domestic Partner Registry Ordinance or that had already adopted one.  
 
The cities listed in the Pioneer Press article as having an ordinance or considering one are:  
Falcon Heights, Crystal, Edina, St. Louis Park, Golden Valley, Robbinsdale, Maplewood, Duluth, 
Saint Paul, Minneapolis, Red Wing and Rochester. 
 
The registries don’t have much legal authority except they may provide enough documentation 
for domestic partner benefits from employers that offer them. 
 
The Council discussed adding a fee of $25 for registration.  Upon the third reading of the 
ordinance staff will return with the fee schedule for approval. 
  
 
 
 
 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
ORDINANCE NO.  _______ 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE, 

TITLE 1 BY ADDIING CHAPTER 11, 
REGARDING ESTABLISHMENT OF A DOMESTIC PARTNER REGISTRY  

 
 
The City Council of Inver Grove Heights does hereby ordain as follows: 
 
Section one.  Amendment.  Inver Grove Heights City Code Title 1 is hereby amended to add 
Chapter 11 to read as follows: 
 
 

Chapter 11 
Domestic Partnerships 

1-11-1 - Purpose 
 
The City of Inver Grove Heights authorizes and establishes a voluntary program of registration 
of domestic partners.  The domestic partner registry is a means by which unmarried, committed 
couples who reside in the city and who share a life and home together may document their 
relationship. 
 
The Inver Grove Heights’ Domestic Partnership Ordinance is a City ordinance and does not 
create rights, privileges, or responsibilities that are available to married couples under state or 
federal law.  The City cannot provide legal advice concerning domestic partnerships.  Applicants 
and registrants may wish to consult with an attorney for such advice including but not limited to: 
wills, medical matters, finances and powers of attorney, children and dependents, medical, 
health care and employment benefits. 
 
1-11-2  Definitions.  The following terms used in this Chapter 11 of Title 1 have the meanings 
given in this Section.   
 
 Domestic Partner.  Any two adults who meet all the following: 
 

1. Are not related by blood closer than permitted under marriage laws of the 
state. 
 

2. Are not married. 
 

3. Are competent to enter into a contract. 
 

4. Are jointly responsible to each other for the necessities of life. 
 

5. Are committed to one another to the same extent as married persons are to 
each other, except for the traditional marital status and solemnities. 

 
6. Do not have any other domestic partner(s). 

 
7. Are both at least 18 years of age. 

 
8. Both of whom reside in Inver Grove Heights. 

 



Domestic Partnership.  The term “domestic partnership” shall include, upon production 
of valid, government-issued documentation, in addition to domestic partnerships 
registered with the City of Inver Grove Heights: 
 

1. Any persons who have a currently-registered domestic partnership with a 
governmental body pursuant to state, local, or other law authorizing such 
registration.  The term domestic partnership shall be construed liberally to 
include unions, regardless of title, in which two individuals are committed to 
one another as married persons are traditionally committed, except for the 
traditional marital status and solemnities. 

 
2. Marriages that would be legally recognized as a contract of lawful marriage in 

another local, state or foreign jurisdiction, but for the operation of Minnesota 
law. 

 
 
1-11-3  Registration of Domestic Partnership. 

A. The City Clerk shall accept an application in a form provided by the City to 
register domestic partners who state in such application that they meet the 
definition of domestic partners. 

 
B. The City Clerk shall charge an application fee for the registration of domestic 

partners and shall charge a fee for providing certified copies of registrations, 
amendments, or notices of termination.  The fees required by this Section are 
set by resolution of the City Council. 

 
C. The City Clerk shall provide each domestic partner with a registration 

certificate. The registration certificate shall not be issued prior to the third 
working day after the date of the application.  

 
D. This application and certificate may be used as evidence of the existence of a 

domestic partner relationship. 
 

E. The City Clerk shall keep a record of all registrations of domestic partnership. 
Amendments to registrations and notices of termination.  The records shall be 
maintained so that amendments and notices of termination are filed with the 
registration of domestic partnership to which they pertain. 

 
F. The application and amendments thereto, the registration certificate, and 

termination notices shall constitute government data and will be subject to 
disclosure pursuant to the terms of the Minnesota Government Data 
Practices Act. 

 
1-11-4  Amendments. 
 
The City Clerk may accept amendments for filing from persons who have domestic partnership 
registrations on file, except amendments which would replace one of the registered partners 
with another individual. 
  



1-11-5  Termination of Domestic Partnership. 
 
Domestic partnership registration terminates when the earliest of the following occurs: 
 

1. One of the partners dies; or 
 

2. Forty-five days after on partner: a) sends the other partner written notice, on a form 
provided by the City, that he or she is terminating the partnership; and b) files the 
notice of termination and an affidavit of service of the notice on the other partner with 
the City Clerk. 

 
 
Section 2. Effective Date.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect  from and after its 
passage and publication according to law. 
 
Passed this 28th day of November, 2011. 
 
Attest: 
 
 
 
 
       ___________________________________ 
       Mayor George Tourville 
 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Melissa Rheaume 
Deputy City Clerk 
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 470 U.S. Bank Plaza 

200 South Sixth Street 

Minneapolis MN 55402 

&   

Graven 
 (612) 337-9300 telephone 

(612) 337-9310 fax 

http://www.kennedy-graven.com 

C H A R T E R E D   

 

MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Joe Lynch 

   

FROM: Stephen Bubul  

 

DATE: October 18, 2011 

 

RE: Contract for Private Development between City of Inver Grove Heights and 

Southeast Quadrant LLC 

             

 

As you know, the City entered into a Contract for Private Development between the City and 

Southeast Quadrant LLC (the “Developer”) dated October 11, 2004, as amended by the First 

Amendment thereto dated October 27, 2008 (the “Contract”).  The First Amendment to the 

Contract extended the deadline for completion of the Minimum Improvements and the remaining 

Site Improvements from December 31, 2008 to December 31, 2011.   

 

The Developer has now requested a Second Amendment to the Contract, in order to extend the 

completion date by three more years (from December 31, 2011 to December 31, 2014).  A draft 

amendment accompanies this memo.  Following is a brief description of the status of the 

Contract, and the impact of the proposed Second Amendment. 

 

In the original Contract, the City authorized issuance of Tax Increment Revenue Notes (the “TIF 

Notes”) in the aggregate principal amount of $1,995,000.  The TIF Notes would be issued in two 

or three separate TIF Notes over time.  In each case, at the time of issuance, Developer was 

required to prove that it had spent at least the principal amount of the TIF Note to pay for certain 

Site Improvements (which includes gas line relocation, excavation, grading, filling, retaining 

walls, various stormwater improvements, and wetland mitigation). 

 

Developer timely completed the first portion of the Site Improvements by December 31, 2005, 

and submitted evidence of its Site Improvement costs.  The City issued the first TIF Note in the 

amount of $1,322,394, designated as Series 2006A and dated November 15, 2005 (the “Series 

2006A Note”).  [The Series 2006A Note was actually delivered in June, 2006, but was dated 

November 15, 2005 because the earlier date is when the Developer actually submitted the 

evidence of its Site Improvement costs.] 
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The Series 2006A Note is payable solely from and to the extent of 90 percent of the tax 

increments generated from the Development Property in the six months before each payment 

date (referred to as “Available Tax Increment”).  That is, only the increment generated by the 

Developer’s improvements is pledged to the note; other increment from TIF District No. 4-1 is 

not pledged.  Interest accrues on the Series 2006A Note from November 15, 2005, and the first 

possible payment date was August 1, 2007. 

 

However, the Contract states that no payments will be made on the Series 2006A Note until the 

separate Land Development Agreement is executed.  That has not happened, and no buildings 

have been built, so no payments have yet been made on the note.  The final payment date on the 

Series 2006A Note is February 1, 2020.  If there is not enough Available Tax Increment to pay 

the total principal and interest on the Series 2006A Note, the outstanding balance simply goes 

unpaid. 

 

The City has begun to collect a small amount of tax increment from the site (approximately 

$22,000 annually), created by a small increase in market value despite the lack of buildings.  

Under the current Series 2006A Note, the City is holding these funds for later payment if and 

when the Land Development Agreement is executed.  At that point, these accumulated revenues 

will be part of the Available Tax Increment payable on the Series 2006A Note. 

 

The impact of the Second Amendment is to allow the Developer additional time to complete the 

Minimum Improvements and remaining Site Improvements.  If that work is completed by 

December 31, 2014 (which would mean the Land Development Agreement is also executed), 

payments on the Series 2006A Note will begin.   However, the few remaining years on the Series 

2006A Note mean that, almost certainly, the principal and accrued interest will not be paid in 

full.  For example, if the improvements are completed by the end of 2013, the first tax increment 

from the new value would be collected only in years 2015 through 2019.   

 

Nothing in the Second Amendment extends the payments on the Series 2006A Note, and such 

extension would not legally be possible without special legislation, as the TIF District will be 

decertified under current law at the end of 2019.  (The February 1, 2020 payment on the note is 

paid from the second-half 2019 taxes.)   Any special legislation to extend the district would 

require approval by the City Council, and under Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.1782, would 

also require approval by the county board and the relevant school board.   

 

Also, the Developer remains technically entitled to a second TIF Note in the maximum amount 

of $672,606, which is the difference between the Series 2006A Note already issued and the 

maximum $1,995,900 amount of TIF Notes authorized under the Contract.  However, because of 

the limited time left in the TIF District, there is no possibility that a second note would ever be 

paid absent special legislation extending the TIF District.  Therefore, it is unlikely that a second 

note will ever be issued. 

 

If you have questions about the Second Amendment, please let me know. 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

 

RESOLUTION NO. _________ 

 

 RESOLUTION APPROVING A SECOND AMENDMENT TO CONTRACT 

FOR PRIVATE DEVELOPMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF INVER 

GROVE HEIGHTS AND SOUTHEAST QUADRANT, LLC 

 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council (the “Council”) of the City of Inver Grove Heights, 

Minnesota as follows: 

 

Section 1.   Background. 

 

1.01. The City has previously established Tax Increment Financing District No. 4-1 (the “TIF 

District”) pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.174 to 469.1799 (the “TIF Act”) 

and certain special legislation. 

  

1.02. In order to facilitate development of certain property in the TIF District, the City entered 

into that certain Contract for Private Development with Southeast Quadrant LLC (the 

“Developer”) dated October 11, 2004, as amended by a First Amendment thereto dated 

October 28, 2008 (the “Contract”). 

 

1.03. Pursuant to the Contract, the City issued its $1,322,924 Tax Increment Revenue Note, 

Series 2006A (the “TIF Note”), in order to reimburse Developer for certain development 

costs described in the Contract. 

 

1.04. The Developer has requested additional time to construct the Minimum Improvements 

and to complete all Site Improvements (as those terms are defined in the Contract). 

 

1.05 To accommodate the change in construction schedule, the City has caused to be prepared 

a Second Amendment to Contract for Private Development (the “Second Amendment”).  

 

1.06. The Council has reviewed the proposed Second Amendment, and has determined that it is 

in the best interests of the City and its residents to approve that document. 

 

Section 2. Second Amendment Approved. 

 

2.01. The Second Amendment is approved in substantially the form on file in City Hall, subject 

to modifications that do not alter the substance of the transaction and are approved by the 

Mayor and City Administrator, provided that execution of the document by the Mayor and 

Deputy Clerk will be conclusive evidence of approval. 

 

2.02. The Mayor and Deputy City Clerk are authorized and directed to execute the Second 

Amendment and any other documents or certificates necessary to carry out the transactions  

 described in the Second Amendment.  

Adopted by the City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights this 24
th

 day of October, 2011. 
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        ______________________________  

        George Tourville, Mayor 

 

 

ATTEST:  

 

 

 

       

Deputy Clerk 
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October 18, 2011 Draft 

SECOND AMENDMENT TO  

CONTRACT FOR PRIVATE DEVELOPMENT 

 

THIS AGREEMENT, made as of the ___ day of October, 2011, by and between the 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA, a Minnesota municipal corporation (the 

“City”), and SOUTHEAST QUADRANT LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company (the 

“Developer”). 

 

WITNESSETH: 

 

WHEREAS, the City has undertaken a program to promote economic development and 

job opportunities and to promote the development of land which is underutilized within the City, 

and in this connection created Development District No. 4 (hereinafter referred to as the 

“Project”) in an area (hereinafter referred to as the “Project Area”) located in the City and a Tax 

Increment Financing District No. 4-1 (the “TIF District”) within the Project Area, all pursuant to 

Minnesota Statutes, Sections 469.124 to 469.134 (the “Act”) Minnesota Statutes, Sections 

469.174 to 469.1799 and the Special Laws (as defined herein); and 

 

WHEREAS, the City and Developer entered into a Contract for Private Development 

dated as of October 11, 2004, as amended by a First Amendment thereto dated October 28, 2008 

(the “Contract”), under which the Developer agreed to construct certain improvements in the TIF 

District and the City agreed to provide certain financial assistance for that effort; and 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Contract, the City issued to Developer the City’s $1,322,394 

Tax Increment Revenue Note, Series 2006A (the “Series 2006 Note”), and provided for the 

possible issuance of one or more additional notes in the maximum additional principal amount of  

$672,606 (the “Future Notes”); and 

 

WHEREAS, as a condition to the City’s obligation to make any payments on the Series 

2006 Note and any Future Notes, the Developer and the City must execute a Land Development 

Agreement as defined in the Contract; and 

 

WHEREAS, in light of changing market conditions, the Developer has requested, and 

City has agreed, to modify the development schedule under the Contract, subject to the terms and 

conditions of this Second Amendment to the Agreement (the “Second Amendment”); 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and the mutual obligations of the 

parties hereto, each of them does hereby covenant and agree with the other as follows: 

 

1. The first paragraph of Section 4.3 of the Contract is modified to read as follows: 

 

Section 4.3.  Commencement and Completion of Construction.  The parties agree 

and acknowledge that the Developer substantially completed (or caused completion of) 

construction of the Site Improvements (other than retaining walls, storm water ponding 

and other storm water improvements) by December 31, 2005.  Subject to Unavoidable 
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Delays, Developer must substantially complete (or cause completion of) the Minimum 

Improvements and the balance of Site Improvements by December 31, 2014.  All work 

with respect to the Minimum Improvements to be constructed or provided by the 

Developer on the Development Property shall be in conformity with the Construction 

Plans as submitted by the Developer and approved by the City. 

 

2. Developer expressly acknowledges that given delay in development of the 

Minimum Improvements, Available Tax Increment pledged to the Series 2006 Note (and to any 

Future Notes if and when issued) is expected to be significantly lower than projected at the time 

of issuance of the Series 2006 Note, and that Available Tax Increment may be insufficient to pay 

the principal and interest on the Series 2006 Note and any Future Notes. 

 

3. Developer further acknowledges that as of the date of this amendment to the 

Contract, the Land Development Agreement has not been executed by Developer and City, and 

that, in accordance with the Contract, no payments will be made on the Series 2006 Note or any 

Future Notes unless and until the Land Development Agreement is executed in full.  

 

4. The Contract remains in full force and effect and is not modified except as 

expressly provided herein.   
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City has caused this Agreement to be duly executed in its 

name and behalf and its seal to be hereunto duly affixed and the Developer has caused this 

Agreement to be duly executed in its name and behalf as of the date first above written. 

 

 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, 

MINNESOTA 

 

 

 

By    

 Its Mayor 

 

 

By    

 Its City Administrator and Clerk 

 

 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 

    )  SS. 

COUNTY OF DAKOTA ) 

 

 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _______________, 2011 by 

George Tourville and Joe Lynch, the Mayor and City Administrator and Clerk of the City of 

Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota, on behalf of the City. 

 

  
  

Notary Public 
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SOUTHEAST QUADRANT LLC 

 

 

By  ____________________________________ 

 Its Manager 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 

    )  SS. 

COUNTY OF __________ ) 

 

 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _________________, 2011 

by Bianca M. Fine, the Manager of Southeast Quadrant LLC, on behalf of the limited liability 

company. 

  
  

Notary Public 

 



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

 
 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Administration X None 

Contact: Joe Lynch  Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Joe Lynch  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 

Approve the Agreement with David Lethert for the repair and installation of a new septic system 
for the property at 8485 Courthouse Boulevard Court. 
 
SUMMARY 
As Council knows, Mr. Lethert has inquired about the possibility of purchasing his home on 
Courthouse Boulevard Court  in anticipation of the development on the United Property location.  
Council has thus far found no public purpose in doing so.  In researching the property for 
preparation of the possible purchase, staff found a non-compliant septic system that needs to 
be removed and replaced with a compliant one.  Mr. Lethert was given nine (9) months to bring 
the system into compliance, as required by our Ordinance.  However, due to the circumstances 
with the possible acquisition of his property, he was given a time extension.  Mr. Lethert has 
inquired about the possibility of working with the City in financing this replacement septic system 
allowing him to pay for it over a period of five years, while recognizing that at some point in the 
future another party may purchase the property (either the City or a third party).  At that time the 
loan must be paid off.  
 
Enclosed is a copy of a draft agreement between the two parties calling for this financial 
arrangement.  Mr. Lethert would have five years to pay the city back by virtue of principal and 
interest payments included with his tax statements paid to the city twice per year.  We would 
include an interest rate 1 percent above our cost of borrowing money, just like we do for an 
assessment.  Mr. Lethert could prepay the amount with no penalty, but would include interest to 
that date.  If the City obtains the property before the end of the agreement, for whatever 
purpose, the amount outstanding on the loan at that time would be paid off by the City.   If a 
third party buys the property, the loan amount would have to be paid off at that time, as any 
outstanding assessment does when property is sold. 
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

AGREEMENT TO ABATE CESSPOOL NUISANCE 

WITH LOCAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT PURSUANT TO 

MINNESOTA STATUTES § 429.021 

 

 THIS AGREEMENT TO ABATE CESSPOOL NUISANCE WITH LOCAL 

IMPROVEMENT PROJECT PURSUANT TO MINNESOTA STATUTES §429.021 

("Agreement") is entered into and effective as of the “Agreement Date" defined below, by and 

between the City of Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation (the "City"), and 

David D. Lethert and Margaret P. Lethert, husband and wife (the "Owner"). 

 

 WITNESSETH: 

 

 WHEREAS, the Owner owns Property addressed as 8485 Courthouse Boulevard Court, 

Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota 55077-3907, and identified as Dakota County Property Tax 

Parcel No. 20-01700-07-120, and legally described in Exhibit A which is attached hereto and 

made a part hereof; and  

 

 WHEREAS, the Property is improved with a single-family home that utilizes an 

individual sewage treatment system (“ISTS”) that qualifies as a non-compliant cesspool.  To be 

compliant with state requirements, an existing ISTS must “protect groundwater,” among other 

things pursuant to Minn. R. 7080.1500, subp. 4(B).  A “cesspool” is defined as: 

 

An underground pit, receptacle, or seepage tank that receives sewage directly 

from a building sewer and leaches sewage into the surrounding soil, bedrock, or 

other soil materials. Cesspools include sewage tanks that were designed to be 

watertight, but subsequently leak below the designed operating depth. 

 

Minn. R. 7080.1100, subp. 15.   

 

The City Building Officials have determined that the nuisance needs to be abated with the 
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abandonment or removal of the non-compliant cesspool pursuant to City regulations, and the 

existing single-family home needs to be connected to a compliant ISTS; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Owner acknowledges and agrees that the non-compliant cesspool is a 

nuisance, and the Owner has requested the City’s assistance with the abatement of the nuisance 

and the City’s assistance to effectuate the connection of the existing single-family home to a 

compliant ISTS; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City has the statutory authority to engage in local improvements for the 

purpose of abating nuisances pursuant to Minnesota Statutes § 429.021, Subd. 1(8). 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants of each to 

the other contained in this Agreement and other good and valuable consideration, receipt of 

which is hereby acknowledged, the parties hereto do covenant and agree as follows: 

 

 ARTICLE I 

 THE AGREEMENT 

 

 Section 1.01 Purpose.  The purpose of this Agreement is to memorialize the covenants 

and agreements between the Owner and the City with regard to the Property and the Local 

Improvement Project including the Owner’s waiver of assessment appeal rights up to the 

Assessment Waiver Amount which constitutes an estimated benefit pursuant to Minnesota 

Statutes, Chapter 429 in the manner authorized by Minnesota Statutes § 462.3531 in return for 

the City’s efforts to complete the Local Improvement Project that will abate the nuisance caused 

by a non-compliant cesspool. 

 

 Section 1.02 Cooperation.  The City and the Owner shall cooperate and use their 

respective best efforts to ensure the most expeditious implementation of the various provisions of 

this Agreement. 

 

 Section 1.03 Term.  The term of this Agreement shall commence on the Agreement Date 

and shall terminate upon the expiration of the Assessment Term (or upon prepayment of the 

levied assessment). 

 

 Section  1.04 Recitals. The above recitals are true and correct as of the date hereof and 

constitute a part of this Agreement. 

 

 ARTICLE II 

 DEFINITIONS 

 

 Section 2.01  Definitions.  The following are terms used in this Agreement.  Their 

meanings as used in this Agreement shall be expressly indicated below, unless the context of this 

Agreement requires otherwise: 
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(a) Agreement:  This agreement to memorialize the covenants and agreements between the 

Owner and the City with regard to the Property and the Local Improvement Project 

including the Owner’s waiver of assessment appeal rights up to the Assessment Waiver 

Amount which constitutes an estimated benefit pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 

429 in the manner authorized by Minnesota Statutes § 462.3531 in return for the City’s 

efforts to complete the Local Improvement Project that will abate the nuisance caused by 

a non-compliant cesspool. 

 

(b) Agreement Date:  The date that the last party to this Agreement executes this Agreement. 

 

(c) Assessment Interest Rate:  The special assessment levied against the Property shall accrue 

interest at a rate of four and one-half percent (4.5%) per year for the Assessment Term. 

 

(d) Assessment Term:  The term of the special assessment levied against the Property shall be 

five (5) years. 

 

(e) Assessment Waiver Amount:  The maximum amount of money not to exceed $15,000 

that the Owner agrees could be specially assessed against the Property over the 

Assessment Term with interest accrual at the Assessment Interest Rate to fund the Local 

Improvement Project which is commensurate with the estimated special benefit of the 

Local Improvement Project to the Property.  The Agreement provides that the City will 

assess the actual costs of the Local Improvement Project up to (but not exceeding) the 

$15,000 Assessment Waiver Amount. 

 

(f) City:  The City of Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation. 

 

(g) Director of Public Works:  The City of Inver Grove Heights Director of Public Works. 

 

(h) ISTS:  An individual sewage treatment system. 

 

(i) Local Improvement Project:  The abandonment or removal of the existing non-compliant 

cesspool pursuant to City regulations and the installation of a compliant ISTS servicing 

the existing single-family home on the Property.  A copy of the Local Improvement 

Project plans and bid documents shall be kept on file with the City during the Local 

Improvement Project. 

 

(j) Owner:  David D. Lethert and Margaret P. Lethert, husband and wife, and their 

successors and assigns. 

 

(k) Property:  The property addressed as 8485 Courthouse Boulevard Court, Inver Grove 

Heights, Minnesota 55077-3907, and identified as Dakota County Property Tax Parcel 

No. 20-01700-07-120, and legally described in Exhibit A which is attached hereto and 
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made a part hereof. 

  

 ARTICLE III 

  COVENANTS AND AGREEMENTS 

 

 Section 3.01 Covenants and Agreements of the Owner.  The Owner covenants and 

agrees with the City that: 

 

 (a) Local Improvement Project:  Owner hereby authorizes the City to contract directly 

with a private construction contractor for the construction of the Local 

Improvement Project up to $15,000; or, the Owner shall join in the contract 

between the City and a private construction contractor for the construction of the 

Local Improvement Project if the construction contract costs exceed $15,000.  The 

Owner agrees if the amount of the construction contract exceeds $15,000, the 

Owner shall pay the difference between the construction contract price and 

$15,000 in cash to the private construction contractor at the time of the execution 

of the construction contract.  The Owner agrees to pay the private construction 

contractor directly following the completion of the Local Improvement Project for 

any Local Improvement Project cost overruns and/or change orders incurred 

during the City’s administration of the construction contract that cause the actual 

costs of the Local Improvement Project to exceed $15,000. 

 

  The Owner agrees that the City shall pay the actual cost of the Local Improvement 

Project up to $15,000; and, said actual costs totaling up to $15,000 (the 

“Assessment Waiver Amount”) shall be specially assessed against the Property 

over the Assessment Term with interest accrual at the Assessment Interest Rate to 

fund the Local Improvement Project which is commensurate with the estimated 

special benefit of the Local Improvement Project to the Property.   

   

  The Owner hereby authorizes said private constructing contractor the right to 

enter the Property for purposes of constructing the Local Improvement Project, 

and the Owner hereby authorizes the City to enter upon the Property at reasonable 

times for purposes of inspecting the construction of the Local Improvement 

Project. 

 

 (b) Assessment Appeal Waiver:  Owner hereby authorizes the City to certify to the 

Dakota County Auditor/Property Tax Assessor a special assessment against the 

Property up to the Assessment Waiver Amount for the actual costs of the Local 

Improvement Project.  Owner agrees further that said special assessment against 

the Property up to the Assessment Waiver Amount for the actual costs of the 

Local Improvement Project shall begin to accrue interest at the Assessment 

Interest Rate on the latter date that the City passes a resolution levying said special 

assessment or the Agreement Date. 
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  The Owner hereby waives all rights to assessment notices, hearings and appeals, 

and all other rights pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 429.031, § 429.061, § 429.071 and 

§429.081 for the special assessment against the Property up to the Assessment 

Waiver Amount.  The Owner hereby waives any and all procedural and 

substantive objections to the special assessment up to the Assessment Waiver 

Amount against the Property, including, but not limited to, notice and hearing 

requirements and any claim that any or all of the special assessment up to the 

Assessment Waiver Amount against the Property exceeds the benefit to the 

Property for the Local Improvement Project.  The Owner acknowledges and 

agrees that the benefit of the Local Improvement Project to the Property does in 

fact exceed Assessment Waiver Amount. 

 

  The City and the Owner acknowledge and agree that the Owner’s waiver of 

assessment appeal rights pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429, is capped at 

the Assessment Waiver Amount by operation of Minn. Stat. § 462.3531.  The 

City and the Owner acknowledge and agree that the Owner may appeal any 

special assessment above the Assessment Waiver Amount. 

  

 (d) Owner Covenant Not to Sue the City:  Owner hereby covenants with the City not 

to appeal or sue the City for a court to set aside, reduce, repeal, or invalidate the 

levied assessment, or for other relief from the payment of the City’s levy of a 

special assessment up to the Assessment Waiver Amount against the Property 

once the City has contracted for the construction of the Local Improvement 

Project or once the City has paid the actual cost for the Local Improvement 

Project in reliance upon the funding reimbursement provided by this Agreement. 

 

 (e) Owner Covenant that Owner is the Property Fee Owner: Owner hereby covenants 

and warrants with the City that Owner is seized in fee of the Property and has 

good right to enter into this Agreement with the City. 

 

 (f) Owner Responsible for Maintenance, Repairs and/or Future Replacement of 

new/compliant ISTS servicing the existing single-family home on the Property:  

The Owner acknowledges and agrees that after installation of the new/compliant 

ISTS servicing the existing single-family home on the Property, said 

improvements will be private improvements.  The Owner also acknowledges and 

agrees that the Owner and future owners of the Property shall be responsible for 

the maintenance, repair and future replacement of the new/compliant ISTS 

servicing the existing single-family home on the Property being installed as part of 

the Local Improvement Project.  The Owner acknowledges and agrees further that 

the City does not warrant the materials and/or the installation of said 

new/compliant ISTS improvements, and the Owner acknowledges and agrees that 

the Owner must remedy any defects in the material and/or installation of the said 
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new/compliant ISTS improvements, and the Owner acknowledges that the Owner 

is solely responsible for pursuing the private construction contractor to repair any 

defects in the materials and/or installation of said new/compliant ISTS 

improvements. 

 

 (g) Unpaid Assessment Principal and Interest Balances to be Paid if Owner Sells the 

Property:  The Owner agrees that the Owner shall pay-off the principal balance of 

the City’s assessment levy against the Property and any accrued interest for the 

Local Improvement Project prior to or at the closing of Owner’s sale of the 

Property to a third party. 

 

 Section 3.02 Covenants and Agreements of the City.   The City covenants and agrees 

with the Owner that: 

 

 (a) City Payment of Costs of Local Improvement Project:  The City hereby agrees to 

pay the actual cost of the Local Improvement Project not to exceed $15,000; and, 

said actual costs totaling up to $15,000 (the “Assessment Waiver Amount”) shall 

be specially assessed against the Property over the Assessment Term with interest 

accrual at the Assessment Interest Rate to refund the City for its payment of the 

actual costs of the Local Improvement Project.  

 

 (b) Assessment Waiver Amount:  The City agrees that the City will certify/levy a 

special assessment against the Property up to the Assessment Waiver Amount for 

the actual costs of the Local Improvement Project.  The City agrees that said 

certified/levied special assessment against the Property up to the Assessment 

Waiver Amount shall be spread over the Assessment Term with interest accrual at 

the Assessment Interest Rate. 

 

 (c) Prepayment of Assessment:  The City agrees that the Owner may prepay some or 

all of the City’s assessment levy against the Property for the Local Improvement 

Project with no penalty and only with interest accrual pursuant to Minn. Stat. 

§429.061. 

 

 (d) City Assumption of Assessment Liability upon City Acquisition of Property:  If 

the City acquires that part of the Property improved with the existing single-family 

home from the Owner by direct purchase or by using its power of eminent domain 

prior to the expiration of the Assessment Term, the City agrees to assume/pay the 

principal and interest balance of the City’s assessment levy against the Property 

for the Local Improvement Project as of January 1st of the year following the year 

of the closing of a direct purchase of said part of the Property or as of January 1st 

of the year following the year that the City receives a District Court Order 

awarding the City title and possession of said part of the Property.  
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ARTICLE IV 

 DEFAULT 

 

 Section 4.01  Default.  If a party to this Agreement materially defaults in the due and 

timely performance of any of its covenants, or agreements hereunder, the other party(s) may give 

notice of default of this Agreement.  The notice shall specify with particularity the default or 

defaults on which the notice is based.  The notice shall specify a thirty (30) day cure period 

within which the specified default or defaults must be cured.  If the specified defaults are not 

cured within the cure period, the other party(s) may pursue all remedies and sanctions available 

at law and in equity, including specific performance. 

 

 Section 4.02 Attorneys’ Fees, Costs and Expenses.   The Owner agrees to pay the City 

the amount of the City’s assessment levy up to the Assessment Waiver Amount with accrued 

interest together with any City’s attorneys’ fees, costs and expenses expended to defend the 

special assessment levy by the City pursuant to this Agreement.  The Owner acknowledges and 

agrees that the Owner would be unjustly enriched if the City’s assessment levy pursuant to this 

Agreement was set aside, reduced, repealed or invalidated by a court with jurisdiction over the 

Property after the City let/awarded a construction contract for the Local Improvement Project or 

after the City pays the actual costs of the Local Improvement Project since the Owner requested 

the Local Improvement Project to eliminate a nuisance and the Owner requested the assessment 

financing of the actual costs of the Local Improvement Project provided by this Agreement.  The 

Owner agrees that the court with jurisdiction over the Property shall award the City the 

assessment levy up to the Assessment Waiver Amount with accrued interest together with any 

City’s attorneys’ fees, costs and expenses arising from a breach of the Owner’s covenant not to 

appeal or sue the City pursuant to Article III, Section 3.01(d). 

 

ARTICLE V 

 CITY REMEDIES UPON PROPERTY OWNER DEFAULT 

 

 Section 5.01 City Remedies.  If the Owner, after notice of default served by the City, 

does not cure the default within thirty (30) day cure period, then the City may avail itself of any 

remedy afforded by law and in equity, and any of the following remedies: 

 

 (a) the City may specifically enforce this Agreement; 

 

 (b) the City may suspend any work, improvement or obligation to be 

performed by the City or the private construction contractor 

performing the Local Improvement Project; 

 

 (c) the City may suspend or deny building permits or certificates of 

occupancy for buildings within the Property; 

 

(d) the City may, at its sole option, certify against the Property, 
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pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, § 444.075, Sub. 3e., any unpaid 

Local Improvement Project costs, and the Dakota County 

Auditor/Property Tax Assessor shall collect said unpaid charges in 

the year following the said certification as the other Property taxes 

are collected. 

 

 Section 5.02 No Remedy Exclusive.  No remedy herein conferred upon or reserved to the 

City shall be exclusive of any other available remedy or remedies, but each and every such remedy 

shall be cumulative and shall be in addition to every other remedy given under this Agreement or 

now or hereafter existing at law or in equity or by statute.  No delay or omission to exercise any 

right or power accruing upon any default shall impair any such right or power or shall be construed 

to be a waiver thereof, but any such right and power may be exercised from time to time and as 

often as may be deemed expedient. 

 

ARTICLE VI 

 RELEASE 

 

 Section 6.01  Release.  The Owner agrees that the City shall not be liable to the Owner, 

or any subsequent owner of the Property, for any damage to the Property or Owner’s personal 

property from any cause arising directly or indirectly from the terms of this Agreement, and the 

Owner waives all claims and hereby releases the City, its officials, and employees of and from all 

claims for injury to person(s) or damage to real or personal property arising for any reason from 

the transaction or actions contemplated by this Agreement.  Furthermore the Owner agrees that 

the City shall not be liable to the Owner, or any subsequent owner of the Property, for any costs 

expense or damage arising directly or indirectly from the abandonment or removal of the non-

compliant cesspool or from the installation of the improvements defined as the Local 

Improvement Project or from any defective material or faulty installation or faulty design of said 

improvements defined as the Local Improvement Project, and the Owner waives all claims and 

hereby releases the City, its officials, and employees of and from all claims for injury to 

person(s) or damage to real or personal property arising from the abandonment or removal of the 

non-compliant cesspool or from the installation of the improvements defined as the Local 

Improvement Project. 

 

ARTICLE VII 

 GENERAL PROVISIONS 

 

 Section 7.01  Notices.  All notices, requests, demands or other communications required 

or permitted by this Agreement shall be in writing and delivery shall be deemed to be sufficient if 

delivered personally or by registered or certified mail, return receipt accepted, postage prepaid, 

addressed as follows: 

 

If to the City:    City of Inver Grove Heights 

     Attn:  City Administrator 
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     8150 Barbara Avenue 

     Inver Grove Heights, MN 55076 

 

If to the Owner:   David D. Lethert and Margaret P. Lethert 

     8485 Courthouse Boulevard Court 

     Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota 55077-3907 

 

 Section 7.02  Non-Assignability.  Neither the City nor the Owner shall assign any 

interest in this Agreement nor shall either party transfer any interest in the same without the prior 

written consent of the other party. 

 

 Section 7.03  Binding Effect.   This Agreement and the terms, conditions and covenants 

contained herein and the transaction contemplated hereunder shall be binding upon and inure to 

the benefit of the parties hereto and their respective successors, heirs, personal representatives, 

and permitted assigns.  This Agreement shall further be binding on subsequent purchasers of the 

Property and shall run with the Property herein described.  

 

 Section 7.04  Severability.  In the event any provision of this Agreement shall be held 

invalid or unenforceable by any court of competent jurisdiction, such holding shall not invalidate 

or render unenforceable any other provision hereof. 

 

 Section 7.05  Amendments, Changes and Modifications.  This Agreement may be 

amended or any of its terms modified or changed only by a written amendment authorized and 

executed by the City and the Owner. 

 

 Section 7.06  Counterparts.  This Agreement may be simultaneously executed in several 

counterparts, each of which shall be an original and all of which shall constitute but one and the 

same instrument. 

 

 Section 7.07  Entire Agreement.  This Agreement shall constitute the entire agreement 

between the parties and shall supersede all prior oral or written negotiations. 

 

 Section 7.08  Applicable Law.  This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in 

accordance with the laws of the State of Minnesota. 

 

 Section 7.09  Cautions.  The captions and the headings in this Agreement are for 

convenience only and in no way define, limit or describe the scope or intent of any provision or 

section of this Agreement. 

 

 Section 7.10  Recording.  This Agreement may be recorded by the City with the County 

Recorder and/or Registrar of Titles. 

 

 Section 7.11  Notice To Buyers.  The Owner agrees to notify and provide any buyer of 
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the Property with an executed copy of this Agreement if the Owner sells any interest in the 

Property following the execution of this Agreement by both the Owner and the City, but before 

the recording of this Agreement with County Recorder and/or Registrar of Titles. 

 

 Section 7.12 Governmental Immunity.   Nothing contained herein shall be deemed a 

waiver by the City of any governmental immunity defenses, statutory or otherwise.  Further, 

any and all claims brought by Owner, its successors or assigns, shall be subject to any 

governmental immunity defenses of the City and the maximum liability limits provided in 

Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 466. 

 

 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City and the Owner have caused this Agreement to be 

executed by its duly authorized representatives. 

 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

        

 

 

By:        Dated:       

George Tourville      

Mayor 

       

ATTEST: 

 

 

       Dated:       

Melissa Rheaume 

Deputy City Clerk 

 

 

STATE OF MINNESOTA  ) 

     )   ss. 

COUNTY OF DAKOTA  ) 

 

 On this _____ day of _______________, 2011, before me a Notary Public within and for 

said County, personally appeared George Tourville and Melissa Rheaume to me personally 

known, who being each by me duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the Mayor and 

the Deputy City Clerk of the City of Inver Grove Heights, the Minnesota municipal corporation 

named in the foregoing instrument, and that the seal affixed to said instrument was signed and 

sealed in behalf of said municipal corporation by authority of its City Council and said Mayor 

and City Clerk acknowledged said instrument to be the free act and deed of said municipal 

corporation. 
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       Notary Public 
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OWNER 

 

 

 

_____________________________  Dated:       

David D. Lethert 

 

 

 

_____________________________  Dated:       

Margaret P. Lethert 

 

 

STATE OF MINNESOTA  ) 

     )  ss. 

COUNTY OF DAKOTA  ) 

 

 On this _____ day of _______________, 2011, before me a Notary Public within and for 

said County, personally appeared David D. Lethert and Margaret P. Lethert, a husband and wife, 

to me personally known to be the persons described in and who executed the foregoing 

instrument and acknowledged that they executed the same as their free act and deed.  

 

 

 

 

              

       Notary Public 

 

This instrument drafted by: 

Timothy J. Kuntz 

Inver Grove Heights City Attorney 

LeVander, Gillen & Miller, P.A. 

633 South Concord Street, Suite 400 

South Saint Paul, Minnesota 55075 

 

After recording, please return the original recorded copy to the Timothy J. Kuntz at the above 

address. 

 

 
81000.09000 Agreements for Removal of Failed Septic Systems/ Agreement to Abate Cesspool Nuisance with Local Improvement, 

Lethert, Oct. 18, 2011.docs 
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Exhibit A 

 

The East Four Hundred Fifteen and Eight Tenths (415.8) feet of that part of the East One 

Half (E ½ ) of the Northeast Quarter (NE ¼ ) lying South of the Centerline of Old State 

Highway No. 55, Section Seventeen (17), Township Twenty-Seven (27), Range Twenty-

Two (22), according to the United States Government Survey thereof, Dakota County, 

Minnesota. 

 





















































































































































































































AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
CONSIDER FIRST READING OF AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CITY CODE TITLE 3, 
CHAPTER 4, SECTIONS 3-4-2-2 and 3-4-2-3 and 10-3-8 ADJUSTING DEVELOPMENT FEES 
FOR 2012 
 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular 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 The Council is asked to consider the first reading of an 
ordinance to amend the City Code to adjust the fees and charges associated with development 
activities.  This includes water and sanitary sewer connection fees, and fees associated with 
planning activities (such as rezoning, variance, conditional use permits, etc.). 
 
SUMMARY Minnesota State Statues 462.353 sets forth the requirements with respect to a 
municipality’s authority to prescribe fees associated with planning activities.   
 
While Statute 462 does not speak to building permit fees or water or sanitary sewer connection 
fees, the City Attorney’s advice is to set forth the fees in the Code given the scope of 
development that is anticipated to take place over the next several years in the northwest area. 
 
The required public hearing has been set for November 14.  
 
Staff proposes changes to the fees that address water and sanitary sewer connection fees, etc. 
The water and sewer connection fees are proposed to increase between 3.5% and 4.5%.  
These proposed fees are based on financial projections supplied by Ehlers and Associates.   
 
Staff proposes to change the fees for both the Major Site Plan Approval and the Final Plat for 
Single Family to $2,000.  The documents required for the development contracts and storm 
water improvements are becoming more complex to complete.    
 
The proposed changes are reflected on the attached.   
 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
ORDINANCE NO. __________ 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 3, CHAPTER 4, SECTION 3-4-2-2 AND SECTION 3-4-2-

3 AND SECTION 3-4-3 AND TITLE 10, CHAPTER 3, SECTION 10-3-8 B OF THE INVER 
GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE RELATING TO FEES 

 
 The City Council of Inver Grove Heights does hereby ordain as follows: 
 
 Section 1. Amendment No. 1.  Inver Grove Heights City Code Title 3, Chapter 4, 
Section 3-4-2-2 is hereby amended in its entirety to read as follows: 

  
3-4-2-2: WATER, SANITARY SEWER AND STORM WATER SYSTEMS CONNECTION 
FEES:  
 
A. Purpose and Intent.  Minn. Stat. § 444.075, subd 3. and IGH City Code Title 8 allows 
the City to impose just and equitable charges for connection to the City water utility system to 
pay for the construction, reconstruction, repair, enlargement, improvement, or other obtainment, 
the maintenance, operation and use of the facilities, and of obtaining and complying with 
permits required by law. 
Minn. Stat. § 444.075, subd. 3. and IGH City Code Title 8 allows the City to impose just and 
equitable charges for connection to the City sanitary sewer utility system to pay for the 
construction, reconstruction, repair, enlargement, improvement, or other obtainment, the 
maintenance, operation and use of the facilities, and of obtaining and complying with permits 
required by law. 
Minn. Stat. § 444.075, subd. 3. and IGH City Code Title 8 allows the City to impose just and 
equitable charges for connection to the City storm sewer utility system to pay for the 
construction, reconstruction, repair, enlargement, improvement, or other obtainment, the 
maintenance, operation and use of the facilities, and of obtaining and complying with permits 
required by law. 
The purpose and intent of this Title 3, Chapter 4, Section 3-4-2-2 is to impose connection fees 
for the water utility system and the sanitary sewer utility system and the storm water sewer utility 
system, also known as the storm water system. 
 
B. Definitions.  For purposes of this Title 3, Chapter 4, Section 3-4-2-2, the following terms 
shall have the following meanings: 
 
 Northwest Area means that certain geographic area within the City of Inver Grove 
Heights defined, established and referred to as the Northwest Area Overlay District pursuant to 
the City’s zoning regulations. 
 
 Net Developable Area means the number of acres within a property remaining after 
excluding those portions that are either:  a) encumbered by right of way for arterial roads as 
defined in the Inver Grove Heights Comprehensive Plan; or b) lying below the ordinary high 
water level of public waters as identified in the Shoreland Overlay District; or c) lying within the 
boundaries of wetlands delineated according to the Minnesota Wetland Conservation Act; or d) 
bluffs in Shoreland Overlay Districts abutting public waters; or e) land to be dedicated to the City 
of Inver Grove Heights for public park/recreation area purposes.  Net Developable Area does 
not include outlots within a plat that are intended to be replatted at a later date into developable 
lots.   
 Gross Acres means the total acres within a plat, subdivision or parcel. Gross Acres do 
not include outlots within a plat that are intended to be replatted at a later date into developable 
lots.   



 SAC Unit means a unit as determined by the Metropolitan Council Environmental 
Services according to the Metropolitan Council Service Availability Charge Manual. 
 
 C. Connection Fees For Water Utility System For Land Outside of Northwest 
Area.  The following connection fees for the water utility system are hereby imposed and 
required to be paid with respect to land outside of the Northwest Area that is within the 
Metropolitan Urban Service Area (MUSA). 
 
Fees Payable At Time of Plat 
The following fee must be paid when the property is subdivided or the property is platted or a 
building permit is obtained or when connection is made to the municipal water system, 
whichever occurs first.  The fee is not payable if the property has been previously specially 
assessed on an area basis for a trunk water line.  
  

Water Plat Connection Fee $1,020 $1,055 multiplied by a 
density factor of 3.5 multiplied by 
Gross Acres 

 
Fees Payable At Time of Building Permit 
 The following fees must be paid by the landowner when a building permit is obtained or 
when connection is made to the municipal water system, whichever occurs first. 
 

Water Building Permit Connection Unit 
Fee 

$690 $710 per SAC Unit 

Water Treatment Plant Fee $600 $620per SAC Unit 
Water Core Connection Fee (based on 
water service size) 

 

1 inch $1,420 $1,470 
1 ½ inch $3,190 $3,300 
2 inch $5,660 $5,860 
3 inch $12,725 $13,170 
4 inch $22,635 $23,425 
6 inch (or larger) $53,070 $54,925 

 
 D. Connection Fees For Sanitary Sewer Utility System For Land Outside of 
Northwest Area.  The following connection fees for the sanitary sewer utility system are hereby 
imposed and required to be paid with respect to land outside of the Northwest Area that is within 
the Metropolitan Urban Service Area (MUSA). 
 
Fees Payable At Time of Plat 
The following fee must be paid when the property is subdivided or the property is platted or a 
building permit is obtained or connection is made to the municipal sanitary sewer system, 
whichever occurs first.  The fee is not payable if the property has been previously specially 
assessed on an area basis for a trunk sanitary sewer line.   
 

Sanitary Sewer Plat Connection Fee $1,020 $1,055 multiplied by a 
density factor of 3.5 multiplied by 
Gross Acres 

 
Fees Payable At Time of Building Permit 
The following fees must be paid by the landowner when a building permit is obtained or when 
connection is made to the municipal sanitary sewer system, whichever occurs first. The B-Line 
special connection charge only applies to that area of the City served by the B-Line sanitary 
system; for properties in the B-Line area, the B-Line special connection charge is payable in 
addition to the other fees set forth below.   
 



 
 

M.C.E.S. SAC Unit Fee $2,230 $2,365 per SAC Unit 
Sanitary Sewer Building Permit 
Connection Unit Fee 

$360 $375 per SAC Unit 

B-Line Special Connection Charge $960 $995 per SAC Unit 
(applicable only to B-Line Area) 

Sewer Core Connection Fee (based on 
building sewer service size) 

 

4 inch $460 $475 
6 inch $775 $800 
8 inch $1,370 $1,415 
10 inch $2,140 $2,215 
12 inch $3,085 $3,190 

 
 E. Connection Fees For Water Utility System For Northwest Area.  The 
following connection fees for the water utility system are hereby imposed and required to be 
paid with respect to land within the Northwest Area. 
Fees Payable At Time of Plat 
(Northwest Area) 
 
The following fees must be paid when the property is subdivided or the property is platted or a 
building permit is obtained or when connection is made to the municipal water system, 
whichever occurs first.  The fee is not payable if the property is being platted as an agricultural 
planned unit development with no connection to the municipal water system. 
 

Water Plat Connection Fee 
(Northwest Area) 

 

In the R-1 and R-2 Zoning Districts  $875 $910 multiplied by a density 
factor of 2.0 multiplied by the Net 
Developable Area 

In the R-3A Zoning District  $875 $910 multiplied by a density 
factor of 4.0 multiplied by the Net 
Developable Area 

In the R-3B Zoning District  $875 $910 multiplied by a density 
factor of 6.5 multiplied by the Net 
Developable Area 

In the R-3C Zoning District  $875 $910 multiplied by a density 
factor of 12.0 multiplied by the Net 
Developable Area 

In the B-1 and Office Park Zoning 
Districts 

The fee shall be calculated as 
follows.  First, multiply the Net 
Developable Area by 0.25 (the 
minimum Floor Area Ratio – FAR 
required by the Northwest Area 
Overlay District).  The result is the 
minimum building area required by 
the Northwest Area Overlay 
District.  Divide the minimum 
building area by the density factor 
of 2,400 square feet to arrive at 
density units.  Then multiply the 
density units by $875 $910. 

In the B-2, B-3 and B-4 Zoning Districts The fee shall be calculated as 
follows.  First, multiply the Net 



Developable Area by 0.25 (the 
minimum Floor Area Ratio – FAR 
required by the Northwest Area 
Overlay District).  The result is the 
minimum building area required by 
the Northwest Area Overlay 
District.  Divide the minimum 
building area by the density factor 
of 3,000 square feet to arrive at 
density units.  Then multiply the 
density units by $875 $910. 

In the I-1 and I-2 and Industrial – Office 
Park Zoning Districts 

The fee shall be calculated as 
follows.  First, multiply the Net 
Developable Area by 0.25 (the 
minimum Floor Area Ratio – FAR 
required by the Northwest Area 
Overlay District).  The result is the 
minimum building area required by 
the Northwest Area Overlay 
District.  Divide the minimum 
building area by the density factor 
of 7,000 square feet to arrive at 
density units.  Then multiply the 
density units by $875 $910. 

In the P-Institutional  Zoning Districts The fee shall be calculated as 
follows.  First, multiply the Net 
Developable Area by 0.25 (the 
minimum Floor Area Ratio – FAR 
required by the Northwest Area 
Overlay District).  The result is the 
minimum building area required by 
the Northwest Area Overlay 
District.  Divide the minimum 
building area by the density factor 
of 2,400 square feet to arrive at 
density units.  Then multiply the 
density units by $875 $910. 

In the Mixed Use – Residential  and in 
the Mixed Use - Commercial Zoning 
Districts 

The fee shall be calculated with 
respect to each pro-ratable area 
component of the mixed use 
development using the 
appropriate fee calculations set 
forth above in relation to the 
respective land use of the 
component.  The respective fees 
for each component shall then be 
added to compute the total fee.   

 
Fees Payable At Time of Building Permit 
(Northwest Area) 
 
 The following fees must be paid by the landowner when a building permit is obtained or 
when connection is made to the municipal water system, whichever occurs first. 
 
 

Water Building Permit Connection Unit $2,420 $2,530 per SAC Unit 



Fee (Northwest Area) 
Water Treatment Plant Fee 
(Northwest Area) 

$600 $620 per SAC Unit 

Water Core Connection Fee (based on 
water service size)  (Northwest Area) 

 

1 inch $1,440 $1,505 
1 ½ inch $3,235 $3,380 
2 inch $5,740 $6,000 
3 inch $12,910 $13,490 
4 inch $22,965 $24,000 
6 inch (or larger) $53,840 $56,265 

 
 F. Connection Fees For Sanitary Sewer Utility System For Northwest Area.  
The following connection fees for the sanitary sewer utility system are hereby imposed and 
required to be paid with respect to land within the Northwest Area: 
 
Fees Payable At Time of Plat 
(Northwest Area) 
 
The following fee must be paid when the property is subdivided or the property is platted or a 
building permit is obtained or when connection is made to the municipal sanitary sewer system, 
whichever occurs first.  The fee is not payable if the property is being platted as an agricultural 
planned unit development with no connection to the municipal water system. 
 

Sanitary Sewer Plat Connection Fee 
(Northwest Area) 

 

In the R-1 and R-2 Zoning Districts  $1,395 $1,460 multiplied by a 
density factor of 2.0 multiplied by 
the Net Developable Area 

In the R-3A Zoning District  $1,395 $1,460 multiplied by a 
density factor of 4.0 multiplied by 
the Net Developable Area 

In the R-3B Zoning District  $1,395 $1,460 multiplied by a 
density factor of 6.5 multiplied by 
the Net Developable Area 

In the R-3C Zoning District  $1,395 $1,460 multiplied by a 
density factor of 12.0 multiplied by 
the Net Developable Area 

In the B-1 and Office Park Zoning 
Districts 

The fee shall be calculated as 
follows.  First, multiply the Net 
Developable Area by 0.25 (the 
minimum Floor Area Ratio – FAR 
required by the Northwest Area 
Overlay District).  The result is the 
minimum building area required by 
the Northwest Area Overlay 
District.  Divide the minimum 
building area by the density factor 
of 2,400 square feet to arrive at 
density units.  Then multiply the 
density units by $1,395 $1,460. 

In the B-2, B-3 and B-4 Zoning Districts The fee shall be calculated as 
follows.  First, multiply the Net 
Developable Area by 0.25 (the 
minimum Floor Area Ratio – FAR 
required by the Northwest Area 



Overlay District).  The result is the 
minimum building area required by 
the Northwest Area Overlay 
District.  Divide the minimum 
building area by the density factor 
of 3,000 square feet to arrive at 
density units.  Then multiply the 
density units by $1,395 $1,460. 

In the I-1 and I-2 and Industrial – Office 
Park Zoning Districts 

The fee shall be calculated as 
follows.  First, multiply the Net 
Developable Area by 0.25 (the 
minimum Floor Area Ratio – FAR 
required by the Northwest Area 
Overlay District).  The result is the 
minimum building area required by 
the Northwest Area Overlay 
District.  Divide the minimum 
building area by the density factor 
of 7,000 square feet to arrive at 
density units.  Then multiply the 
density units by $1,395 $1,460. 

In the P-Institutional  Zoning Districts The fee shall be calculated as 
follows.  First, multiply the Net 
Developable Area by 0.25 (the 
minimum Floor Area Ratio – FAR 
required by the Northwest Area 
Overlay District).  The result is the 
minimum building area required by 
the Northwest Area Overlay 
District.  Divide the minimum 
building area by the density factor 
of 2,400 square feet to arrive at 
density units.  Then multiply the 
density units by $1,395 $1,460. 

In the Mixed Use – Residential  and in 
the Mixed Use - Commercial Zoning 
Districts 

The fee shall be calculated with 
respect to each pro-ratable area 
component of the mixed use 
development using the 
appropriate fee calculations set 
forth above in relation to the 
respective land use of the 
component.  The respective fees 
for each component shall then be 
added to compute the total fee.   

 
Fees Paid At Time of Building Permit 
(Northwest Area) 
 
The following fees must be paid by the landowner when a building permit is obtained or when 
connection is made to the municipal sanitary sewer system, whichever occurs first. 

M.C.E.S. SAC Unit Fee 
(Northwest Area) 

$2,230 $2,365 per SAC Unit 

Sanitary Sewer Building Permit 
Connection Unit Fee (Northwest Area) 

$3,860 $4,030 per SAC Unit 

Sewer Core Connection Fee (based on 
building sewer service size) 

 



4 inch $470 $490 
6 inch $790 $825 
8 inch $1,395 $1,460 
10 inch $2,185 $2,285 
12 inch $3,140 $3,280 

 
 G. Connection Fees For Storm Water Sewer Utility System For Northwest 
Area.  The following connection fees for the storm water sewer utility system also known as the 
storm water system are hereby imposed and required to be paid with respect to land within the 
Northwest Area: 
 
Fees Payable At Time of Plat 
(Northwest Area) 
 
 The following fees must be paid by the landowner when the property is subdivided or the 
property is platted or a building permit is obtained, whichever occurs first.   
 The fees are not payable for outlots if the property is being platted as an agricultural 
planned unit development. 
 

Storm Water Plat Connection Fee 
(Northwest Area) 

 

In the R-1 and R-2 and R-3A Zoning 
Districts  

$9,390 $9,860 per acre multiplied 
by the Net Developable Area 

In the R-3B and R-3C Zoning Districts  $9,610 $10,090 per acre 
multiplied by the Net Developable 
Area 

In the B-1 and Office Park Zoning 
Districts  

$10,785 $11,325 per acre 
multiplied by the Net Developable 
Area 

In the B-2, B-3 and B-4 Zoning Districts  $10,490 $11,015 per acre 
multiplied by the Net Developable 
Area 

In the I-1, I-2 and I-Office Park Zoning 
Districts 

$10,200 $10,710 per acre 
multiplied by the Net Developable 
Area 

In the P-Institutional Zoning District $9,610 $10,090 per acre 
multiplied by the Net Developable 
Area 

In the Mixed Use - Residential Zoning 
District 

$9,610 $10,090 per acre 
multiplied by the Net Developable 
Area 

In the Mixed Use - Commercial  Zoning 
District 

$10,200 $10,710 per acre 
multiplied by the Net Developable 
Area 

 
 H. Outlots.  With respect to calculating the fees payable at the time of platting, the 
acreage within the outlots that are intended to be replatted into buildable lots at a later date shall 
not be included within the calculations.  When the acreage within the outlots are subsequently 
replatted into buildable lots, the fees for such acreage shall then be paid at the time of the 
replat.   
 

Section 2. Amendment No. 2.  Inver Grove Heights City Code Title 3, Chapter 4, 
Section 3-4-2-3 is hereby amended in its entirety to read as follows: 
 
3-4-2-3 : SANITARY SEWER AND WATER TRUNK AREA ASSESSMENTS:  With 
respect to special assessments under Chapter 429 of the Minnesota Statutes, the assessments 



rolls for sanitary sewer and water trunk lines shall initially be calculated using the following per 
acre assessment amounts for trunk line area benefit. 
  $3,560 $3,695 per acre for water trunk line area benefit  
  $3,560 $3,695 per acre for sanitary sewer trunk line area benefit  
 The Council may adjust the assessment roll and special assessments after public 
hearing pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 429.061 and the Council shall determine the final assessment 
roll and special assessments by resolution.  
 

Section 3. Amendment No. 4.  Inver Grove Heights City Code Title 3, Chapter 4, Section 
10-3-8 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

B. Fee Amounts and Escrow Deposit: The city may require that applicants deposit in 
escrow with the city, together with the application filing fees, the sums required by the 
city toward prepayment of the attorney, planning and engineering costs.  The 
prepayment amounts shall be a credit toward the fees for the attorney, planning and 
engineering and other professional consultant fees to be reimbursed by the applicant.  
All such fees, if not paid by the escrow, shall be paid by the applicant within sixty (60) 
days of final action on the matter by the city council.  If such fees are less than the 
escrowed amount, such escrow will be returned to the applicant within sixty (60) days of 
the final action on the matter by the city council.  The following escrow amounts shall be 
deposited, together with land use approval applications: (Ord. 1098, 11-8-2004) 

TYPE OF LAND USE APPROVAL BASE FEE GIS FEE ESCROW 
Conditional Use Permit, single family 
residential 

 
$250 

 
 

 
$0 

Conditional Use Permit, other $500  $1,250 
Conditional Use Permit, other – 
amendment 

 
$150 

  
$500 

Comprehensive Plan Amendment $500 $50 $2,500 
Comprehensive Plan Amendment - minor $200  $250 
Zoning Code Amendment $500  $500 
Zoning Code Amendment – minor $100  $250 
Rezoning $500 $50 $0 
Variance - Residential $200  $0 
Variance - Commercial $200   
Planned Unit Development $1,000 + plat fees  $5,000 
Planned Unit Development Amendment $250  $1,000 
Determination of Substantially Similar Use $200  $200 
Major Site Plan Review $500  $1,500 

$2,000 
Preliminary Plat $250/+ $5 per lot  $3,000 
Final Plat – single family $350 $25/lot $500 

$2,000 
Final Plat - other $200 $100/acre $3,000 
Waiver of Plat $300 $25  
Administrative Subdivision $100 $25/lot  
Street Easement Vacation $150 $50  
Street Dedication $150 $50  
Wetland Conservation Act Certification $75   
Wetland Replacement Plan $200 $100/acre $2,500 
Northwest Area Sketch Plan Review   $1,000 
Northwest Area Environmental Studies 
Fee 

$80/gross acre   

Abstract Fee $46   



(Ord. 1180, 12-10-2007) 
 
 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 28th day of November, 2011. 
              
       George Tourville, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
       
Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 



AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
CONSIDER CHANGE ORDER NO. TWENTY- NINE FOR CITY PROJECT 2008-18 PUBLIC 
SAFETY ADDITION/CITY HALL RENOVATION 
 
Meeting Date: October 24, 2011  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular  None 
Contact: JTeppen, Asst City Admin  Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by:   Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
  x Other – Project Budget 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Consider the attached Change Order No. 29 for City 
Project 2008-18 Public Safety Addition/City Hall Renovation.   
 
SUMMARY As the Council will recall, throughout the length of this project we will be asking 
the Council to consider any change orders at the second meeting of the month, with a Pay 
Voucher request from the Contractor on the first meeting of the month with a revised contract 
amount.  
 
As Council will also recall, the amounts reflected in some Change Orders have already been 
approved – either by the Council or by staff if the amounts fall under $15,000.   
 
PR 140b – Metal panel adjustments.  Metal panel installation not included in PR 140 (north 
clerestory) original pricing.         $852 
 
PR 174R  Motorized Window Shade Modifications.  Adjustments to the window shades in the 
Council Chambers based on field clearances, configuration and power connections. $2,995 and 
two days. 
 
PR 189  Recondition existing lower level VAV actuators.  Field condition/deferred maintenance.  
Reconditioning of existing VAV box actuators so that they operated properly and can interface 
with the new mechanical system.        $2,376 
 
PR 190  Modifications to avoid revisions to existing lower level fire sprinklers.  Concealed field 
condition: Building Code requires either a fire separation or revisions to the existing sprinkler 
system at lower level storage areas.  Provide gypsum board ceiling in existing Janitor Closet 
1209 to complete one-hour rated separation between basement storage area and lower level 
city hall spaces.  It was a less expensive solution than modifying the existing sprinkler system.  
$1,689 and three days. 
 
PR 192  Base trim at column.  Provide base trim at column where carpet was extended due to 
field conditions.        $1,088 and two days. 
 
PR 193  Elevator Revisions.  Revisions to existing elevator required by State Elevator Inspector.  
$637 and three days. 
 
PR 194R  Breakroom microwave power and ducting.  Additional power and ductwork 
connections for breakroom microwave/hood exhausts.  Required, but not fully addressed in bid 
documents.        $6,252 and eight days. 
 



GCPR 54  Repair basement plumbing fixtures.  Repairs required at existing lower level toilets 
that were leaking.  Work was not in the original project scope.    $1,061 
 
CO 27  Change Order 27 is voided.  A project closeout agreement was reached with the parties.  
$112,000 
 
Project Closeout Agreement.  Provide fines removal, re-grading and replanting of bioretention 
basin D in the Spring of 2012, waive phase one liquidated damages charges.         ($30,000) 
 
 
 
The Contract amount is reflected to increase $98,950.00 for a revised contract total of 
$12,037,127.10.   
 
Change Orders are financed from the project contingency which started at $613,601 and is now 
at $21,663.90 with the above change/amount. 
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