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INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
MONDAY, JUNE 11, 2012
8150 BARBARA AVENUE
7:00 P.M.

. CALL TO ORDER
. ROLL CALL
. PRESENTATIONS

A. Police Reserve Officer Recognition

. 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. i) Minutes - May 29, 2012 Council Work Session

ii) Minutes - May 29, 2012 Regular Council Meeting

B. Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending June 6, 2012

C. Resolution Accepting the MS4 Annual Report for 2011

D. Approve Ordering a Topographic Survey for City Project No. 2012-07, Bohrer Pond
Northwest Treatment Basin

E. Authorize Proposal by EOR to Review Regional Basin Impacts and Conduct a Roundabout
Assessment on Storm Water Facilities and conduct a Topographical Survey at T.H. 3
and Amana Trail - City Project No. 2009-01

F. Resolution Correcting Assessment Roll for the 2011 Pavement Management Program,
City Project No. 2011-09D, Urban Street Reconstruction (South Grove Area 6)

G. Resolution Authorizing the Execution of the Declaration of Conditions and Restrictions on
Skyview Park Property

H. Approve Contract for Services Agreement with ISD 199 to provide a School Resource Officer
for the 2012-2013 and 2013-2014 School Years

I. Authorize Advertisement of RFP for Demolition of City Owned Structures located at
7456 South Robert Trail and 1467 80th Street East

J. Resolution Approving Proposals for Professional Services for the Concord Boulevard

Neighborhood Study

K. Personnel Actions

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; Continuation of the Assessment Hearing for City Project No.
2001-12 - Concord Boulevard Reconstruction Phase Il

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Approve Change in Corporate Officer for On-Sale/Sunday Liquor
License held by Grove Bowl, Inc. dba Drkula’s “32” Bowl for premises located at 6710
Cahill Ave.

7. REGULAR AGENDA:

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:
A. SHAW CONSTRUCTION, INC.; Consider the following actions for property located at 10982
Clark Road:
i) Ordinance Amendment to allow service of semi-tanks, trucks, and trailers

including equipment, parts and tires as a conditional use in the I-2, General Industry
Zoning District

i) Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to allow the operation of the
sales and service of semi-tanks, trucks, and trailers including equipment,
parts and tires and to allow outdoor storage of trucks and trailers

iii) Resolution relating to a Variance from the outdoor storage setback and
screening requirements from an Agricultural Zoning District

B. VANCE GRANNIS,JR; Consider the First reading of an Ordinance Amendment to allow
a DNR gun safety program with outdoor shooting range

FINANCE:

C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Approve the Closing of Fund 332 to Fund 399
Effective December 31, 2011

8. MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS:

9. ADJOURN



INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL STUDY SESSION
TUESDAY, MAY 29, 2012 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular study session
on Tuesday, May 29, 2012, in the City Hall Lower Level Training Room. Mayor Tourville called the
meeting to order at 5:35 p.m. Present were Council members Grannis, Madden, Klein, and Piekarski
Krech; City Administrator Lynch, City Attorney Kuntz, Public Works Director Thureen, Parks & Recreation
Director Carlson, Finance Director Smith, Community Development Director Link, Police Chief Stanger,
and City Engineer Kaldunski.

2. DAKOTA COUNTY CONSERVATION EASEMENT PROGRAM

Mr. Lynch introduced Kurt Chatfield, Dakota County Planning Supervisor.

Mr. Chatfield provided an overview of Dakota County’s two conservation programs. He advised that the
Farmland and Natural Areas Program began in 2002 after a $20M bond referendum was passed. This
was in response to concerns regarding the loss of open space, water quality and natural areas due to the
significant growth that took place in the 1990’s. The goal of the program is to protect 5,000 to 10,000
acres of land county-wide while improving water quality and wildlife habitats. He advised it is a voluntary
program in which Dakota County and other partners work with willing landowners to protect land and
natural resources through conservation easements or fee title.

Councilmember Klein questioned they would proceed should the State wish to build a new ring road
across an area in which a greenway or conservation easement had been established.

Mr. Chatfield replied that if County or City money was used for the land protection the County Board and
City Councils could determine whether the road or the open space was more important. If Federal money
was used, however, it was unlikely that local decisions could override the Federal money. He stated when
a park or natural area is created it is hard to undo unless the need is very great.

Mayor Tourville asked for clarification regarding ownership of protected land.

Mr. Chatfield replied that if a conservation easement were placed over private property the original
landowner would still own the property and be responsible for taking care of it and paying taxes on it. The
conservation easement, however, would place restrictions on it to ensure that it remains natural. He
advised that conservation easements run with the land so the original landowner could sell the property
but the conservation easement and its restrictions would remain.

Councilmember Madden asked for clarification regarding the farmland easement.

Mr. Chatfield replied that with a farmland easement the land stays in private ownership regardless of
whether or not the owner continues to farm it; however, it would have limited value since it must remain
natural. Mr. Chatfield discussed some of the protected areas in Dakota County.

Mayor Tourville asked why the City was notified of some protected areas but not others.

County Commissioner Schouweiler replied that it depended on who was taking the lead on the project.
She stated the County’s policy is to notify the community, but other entities have a different process.

Mayor Tourville requested that in the future the County more diligent about notifying the City of upcoming
conservation projects.
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Mr. Chatfield discussed the County’s Greenway Program and its goal to connect parks, rivers, wetlands,
open space and trails. He advised that the County will be contacting City staff to discuss the planning of a
greenway corridor in this area.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked if they were planning to follow a specific alignment, such as
Delaware/Argenta.

Mr. Chatfield replied that ideally they would be overland rather than following a road.

Councilmember Klein asked to see the details of the preliminary general alignment.

Mr. Chatfield replied that he would be happy to share the details, but that they were just in the beginning of
the planning process. He advised that typically they create a couple of potential alignments and then go

through a public process to discuss the strengths and weaknesses of each of the alignments.

Mayor Tourville asked that Mr. Chatfield submit the information to the City Administrator, who would then
forward it on to City Council.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked if the County would maintain the trailway.
Mr. Chatfield replied in the affirmative.

Councilmember Madden asked if the previously mentioned $20M bond referendum was a one-time or
annual occurrence.

Mr. Chatfield replied it was a one-time occurrence.

Councilmember Klein asked how the County was paying it off.

Mr. Chatfield replied through property taxes. He advised that the original funds have been largely
exhausted; therefore some of the funding now being used is from their environmental fund. He distributed
a handout regarding the Mississippi River Trail connection from Inver Grove Heights to Hastings, stating
construction is expected to be completed in 2014.

Councilmember Klein stated he was concerned about that section of trail due to the rugged terrain.

Mayor Tourville asked for an update on the Malensek property.

Mr. Chatfield replied that he believes the negotiations have slowed down and final documents have not
been filed.

Mayor Tourville asked that the City be kept informed of potential conservation easements so they could be
part of the process.

Mr. Chatfield agreed to do so.

Mr. Kuntz advised that currently the City is on the end of the notification process since no approvals are
being sought. He noted that when a conservation easement is imposed over property that was assumed
by the City to have been developed into tax-paying properties, the City now loses its opportunity for
special assessments. If utilities are planned for that area the City has to explain to the citizens that their
assessment bill went up because of the diminished use of the protected property. Therefore, he
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requested that the County engage the City in constructive dialogue much earlier in the process to allow
the City to have some input. He also suggested that the conservation easement document contain
enough flexibility so that the City can obtain sanitary sewer, water and storm sewer easements on the
property without violating the conservation restrictions.

Mr. Chatfield said it is somewhat difficult for them to allow flexibility, however, they have tried to exempt
out areas that they think might be needed for future roads or utilities.

Mr. Kuntz stated that worked well in the recent Macalester property vacation request where the City and
County worked together to achieve the conservation easement as well as giving the City an opportunity to
put utilities in at a lesser cost.

Councilmember Klein advised that the City will need flexibility in regard to the proposed greenway in the
area in which 65™ Street will eventually come through.

3. NORTHWEST AREA COLLECTOR STREET SYSTEM STUDY

Mr. Thureen introduced Jack Forslund with WSB & Associates.

Mr. Forslund showed a PowerPoint presentation regarding the Northwest Area Collector Street System
Study. He advised that the study’s purpose was to identify a transportation system and network of
collector roadways for this area which would serve as a tool to help plan for future development. Mr.
Forslund explained the study process, development assumptions, and public involvement.

Councilmember Klein asked how the Argenta/70™ Street intersection would be handled in regards to traffic
management, stating Argenta would likely carry a high volume of traffic in the future.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked if the County was still planning on Argenta and 70" Street being
four lane roads.

Mr. Forslund replied in the affirmative, stating the new Argenta would likely be a four-lane divided road.
The existing Argenta will not intersect with 70™ Street, but rather end in a cul-de-sac.

Mr. Thureen stated this was early in the process and there was a good chance the roads would not be
built out to their full design. He added that the intersection control would change as traffic increased.

Mr. Forslund stated the assumption is that 120 feet of right-of-way will be needed for the new Argenta.
Mayor Tourville stated the property owners were told 200 feet of right-of-way may be necessary.

Mr. Thureen replied that 200 feet would be needed if it ultimately became a six-lane road. He advised
they have already had discussions with the property owners as to how that would take place in regards to
dedication and acquisition.

Councilmember Klein asked where MnDOT stood on this plan.

Mr. Forslund replied that MNDOT was part of the Technical Advisory Committee. Their primary concerns
were with the interchange at Hwy 55/1-494.

Mr. Forslund advised there were many variables involved in planning the street system, including various
access standards, topography, and working with property owners. He showed an image of three design
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iterations, including the recommended system (lteration 3). He pointed out a callout box on Argenta near
1-494 which stated that partial access would have to be coordinated between the City and the County. He
noted that the indicated access fits the County access standards. Mr. Forslund referred to another callout
box indicating that the final realignment of CSAH 28 had not been fully determined by Dakota County. He
noted also that Alverno Avenue, upon its extension to the north, would be changed from a local to a
collector roadway. Mr. Forslund stated they are anticipating that some of the right-of-way for the roadway
system would be dedicated by developers. The City would also likely have to acquire some right-of-way.

Mr. Thureen stated that if the Council had no questions or comments on the report itself he would bring
the final report to the Council at a regular meeting for formal acceptance.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated an interchange was needed at Highway 55/Argenta, and that an
at-grade high-speed crossing would be unacceptable.

Mr. Thureen stated MNnDOT would have to be agreeabile.
Mr. Forslund stated their report has it labeled as an interchange ‘or a high capacity intersection’.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated it was an extremely dangerous intersection which would be made
worse with increased traffic.

Mayor Tourville suggested the City have a planning session to get an interchange into Dakota County’s
five year plan. He stated the City of Eagan is already on board, but that Dakota County, the Metropolitan
Council, and MnDOT must agree as well.

Mr. Lynch suggested adopting the final report prior to any planning meetings.

Mayor Tourville agreed, but stated the City should make a stronger statement regarding the need for an
interchange at Highway 55/Argenta versus a high speed intersection.

Mr. Lynch asked if the Council would like the verbiage ‘or a high speed intersection’ removed.
Councilmember Piekarski Krech replied in the affirmative.

Mayor Tourville suggested they remove the aforementioned verbiage and bring it to Council for adoption.
The Council could then meet with the County as well as MnDOT and the Metropolitan Council.

The meeting was adjourned at 6:51 p.m.



INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING
TUESDAY, MAY 29, 2012 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on
Tuesday, May 29, 2012, in the City Council Chambers. Mayor Tourville called the meeting to order at 7:00
p.m. Present were Council members Grannis, Klein, Madden, and Piekarski Krech; City Administrator
Lynch, City Attorney Kuntz, Public Works Director Thureen, Parks & Recreation Director Carlson,
Community Development Director Link, Police Chief Stanger, Fire Chief Thill and Recording Clerk

Fox

3. PRESENTATIONS:
4. CONSENT AGENDA:
Councilmember Klein removed item 4G from the Consent Agenda.

A. i) Minutes — April 23, 2012 Council Work Session
i) Minutes — May 14, 2012 Council Work Session
ii) Minutes — May 14, 2012 Regular Council Meeting
iv) Minutes — May 21, 2012 Special Council Meeting

B. Resolution No. 12-86 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending May 23, 2012
C. Approve Appointment of Ex-Officio Members of the Inver Grove Heights Fire Relief Association Board

D. Approve 2012 Collective Bargaining Agreement with International Union of Operating Engineers, Local
70

E. Resolution No. 12-87 Accepting Amendment No. 3 to the Proposal for Engineering Services from
Bolton & Menk, Inc. for the 2012 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2012-09D, Urban
Street Reconstruction — 65" Street Neighborhood and Cahill Ct.

F. Approve the Development Contract and related agreements for the Plat of East Campus Second
Addition (Dakota County CDA)

H. Approve Request for One-Day Liquor License Extension to Outdoor Area
I. Personnel Actions
Motion by Madden, second by Klein, to approve the Consent Agenda

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

G. Approve Joint Powers Agreement with Dakota County to Establish Pharmaceutical Drug Disposal
Program

Councilmember Klein questioned if the police department would be taking the pharmaceutical drugs and
sending them to Dakota County for disposal.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech noted there were already at least two (2) disposal sites in Dakota County.

Chief Stanger stated there were three (3) active disposal sites in the County. He explained the City was
asked to enter into the JPA with the County to support the program. He noted the JPA would also allow
the City to become an active participant in the program. He explained staff would like to see what kind of
items would be collected and how the collection process works before installing a collection site in the
City. He noted the Sheriff’s office estimated that they have already collected over 1,200 pounds of
pharmaceutical drugs at the three (3) active collection locations in the County.

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to approve Joint Powers Agreement with Dakota County to
establish pharmaceutical drug disposal program

Ayes: 5

Nays: 0 Motion carried.
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5. PUBLIC COMMENT: None.
6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:

A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Continuation of Assessment Hearing for City Project No.
2001-12, Concord Boulevard Reconstruction Phase Il

Mr. Kaldunski stated this item pertained to the continuation of the assessment hearing for two parcels on
Concord Boulevard. The two parcels, one (1) commercial, one (1) duplex, were proposed to be assessed
a total of $28,831.20, at a 4.8% interest rate over a 10 year term. He stated the council took action at the
last regular meeting to adopt the assessment roll for the other parcels involved in the project.

Mr. Kaldunski explained the property owned by Bonnie Province is comprised of two single-family home
assessments because a duplex could be built on the property due to the zoning classification. He noted
that staff did verify that the setbacks on the site would not affect her ability to build a duplex on the
property. He explained Ms. Province requested consideration for deferment of the second unit until such
time that was constructed. He explained staff contacted the Dakota County Transportation department
regarding Ms. Province’s questions pertaining to her septic system and the right-of-way in front of her
property. The County’s response indicate they did not intend to pay for any of the costs related to this
property other than the cost associated with the temporary easement, $2,200. With respect to this parcel
staff recommended that the assessment be levied at $21,599.40. If the Province’s signed a special
assessment agreement within 30 days the City would defer the assessment allocated to the duplex unit.
In 2012 a total of $13,800.98 would be assessed for the sewer service, plus $3,779.22 for a single family
unit, for a total of $17,580.20. If the lot was subdivided or a building permit for a duplex was issued by the
City in the next 30 years, an assessment of $240.00 for sanitary sewer and $3,779.22 for the street would
be levied.

Mr. Kaldunski stated the second parcel, owned by ABE Investments, is a commercially zoned property
located on the corner of 80" Street and Concord Boulevard. He explained the proposed assessment for
the parcel was $0.14 per square foot. The appraisal analysis recommended an assessment cap of $1 per
square foot. He noted Steve Nelson submitted an objection letter at the hearing on May 14, 2012. He
stated the issue regarding access to the property was resolved after a review of the title policy revealed
the existence of easements over the existing private roads adjacent to his property. Staff recommended
levying the proposed assessment of $7,231.78.

Bonnie Province, 7861 Concord Boulevard, stated she was offered to defer $3,500 from the road frontage
assessment if she signed an agreement indicating they would not add another home on the property. She
asked if there was anything that could be done about the $14,000 sewer assessment.

Councilmember Klein questioned why the property owner was not compensated if their drain field was
taken and they were forced to hook up to the sanitary sewer.

Ms. Province stated they were told they could not be compensated for it because the right-of-way moved
into the drain field.

Councilmember Klein questioned if the drain field was always there, dating back to the early 1930’s.
Ms. Province stated to the best of her knowledge it was there dating back to 1935.

Mr. Kuntz stated if the drain field was located in the County right-of-way and the right-of-way was
established, it is not considered to be a “taking” of what the County already owns. He noted he did not
know happened prior to 1935.

Councilmember Klein questioned how a drain field could ever be built in the County’s right-of-way.
Mr. Kuntz stated the County believes their right-of-way was established since 1935.

Ms. Province stated the house was built in 1900. She commented on the road moving closer to the house
because the parking lot for an old restaurant was located between her house and Concord.

Mayor Tourville stated the County has said they will not pay for the drain field.
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Ms. Province stated they never addressed the second part of the question related to who would be paying
for the sewer hook-up.

Mayor Tourville explained in other instances where it has been located in the right-of-way, the County has
never paid. He stated unfortunately it was not a City project, so there is not a lot of room for negotiation.
He opined that they may be able to help with decreasing the amount of front footage that is assessed and
the execution of the special assessment agreement to defer part of the total assessment.

Ms. Province asked if it would be possible to extend the assessment term to 15 years.
Mayor Tourville stated it was a possibility.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated after reading all of the documents it appears that the septic system
would have had to be replaced, and the standard cost for that would have been $10-15,000.

Ms. Province stated the issue was the material that was removed to perform utility work while the project
was going on. They had to have the septic system pumped every couple of months as a result.

Mr. Kuntz explained the statutory structure allows the Council to set different timeframes for payment of
special assessments for different classes of property. He stated a different repayment term cannot be set
for an individual but a separate class could be created. A different repayment term of 15 years could be
established by creating a duplex class.

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to adopt the assessment roll for City Project No. 2001-12,
Concord Boulevard Reconstruction - Phase I, Parcel 1 and to create a duplex class to allow for 15
year repayment term with the provision that if the property owner executes the special assessment
agreement within 30 days the assessment roll will be amended to reflect the amounts outlined in
the agreement.

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Steve Nelson, ABE Investments, expressed several concerns regarding the amount of the assessments.
He stated he does not see how the improvement increases the value of his property. He explained he
talked to an appraiser and was told this type of project would not increase the property value. He
questioned if a partial credit was given for the work that was done on 80" Street.

Mayor Tourville questioned if the piece of property was previously assessed for projects on 80™ Street or
Concord Boulevard.

Mr. Kaldunski stated he researched back to the year 2000 and could not find any previous assessments.

Mr. Thureen noted Concord was a state highway and there would not have been any previous
assessments associated with it. He explained with this project Concord Boulevard officially became a
County road.

Mayor Tourville suggested more time may be needed to research if any assessments were previously
levied against the property.

Mr. Nelson stated he would like to know if he received a corner credit for the 190 feet on Concord
Boulevard.

Mr. Kaldunski explained when the City has projects that are on corner lots, they do consider credits. If
both 80" Street and Concord Boulevard had been included in the project, a credit would have been
calculated for the property that would have assessed only the length along Concord Boulevard and a
portion of the frontage along 80" Street. He stated the parcel is being assessed for this project for the
front frontage along Concord Boulevard at a uniform rate for this class of user.

Mayor Tourville clarified that no corner lot credits were given because both streets were not done as part
of the project.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked if any assessments would have been levied for 80™ Street that
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would have qualified for a corner credit.
Mr. Thureen indicated staff could go back and look at the records.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to table the Assessment Hearing to June 11, 2012
for City Project No. 2001-12, Concord Boulevard Reconstruction Phase Il for parcel 2

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Assessment Hearing for City Project No. 2011-09D, Urban Street
Reconstruction (South Grove Area 6)

Mr. Kaldunski reviewed the project area. He summarized the work that was completed as part of the
project including areas of mill and overlay, partial reconstruction, and full reconstruction. He stated a total
of $844,844.02 was proposed to be assessed, provided the Council adopted the assessment caps that
were recommended by the appraisal analysis. The recommended assessment caps were $4,000 for a
single family home, $6,000 for some parcels that had no curb and gutter, $2,000 for multi-family homes,
and $1 per square foot for commercial properties. The proposed interest rate was 4.8% with a 10 year
assessment term. He noted several commercial property owners requested a 15 year repayment term.
He stated a number of objections have been received from property owners and should be formally
accepted by Council.

Dmitriy Deyev, 6883 Craig Ct., stated he submitted a letter of objection because of a few issues that arose
over the course of the project. He explained there were a significant number of trees and bushes removed
during the project exposing his property to the field and the street. He stated a rapid infiltration system
was built right next to the property line and a safety issue was created that was remediated through the
installation of a fence along the border of the property. He explained he consulted 3 real estate agents
and was advised he would incur a 5-10% reduction in property value because of the trees that were
removed during the project.

Mayor Tourville stated the City does not use real estate agents for appraisals. He explained the City had
no choice regarding the removal of trees; it was the airport’s decision. He noted residents were notified
about the tree removal. He questioned if any of the trees that were removed were on his property line.

Mr. Deyev stated the trees that he referred to were removed specifically for the installation of the rapid
infiltration system.

Councilmember Klein asked what the value of the fence was.

Mr. Thureen estimated it was just under $11,000.

Mr. Deyev stated he asked for the fence because there was a safety issue.
John Doffing, 4161 69" St. E., disputed the assessments for his parcels.
Mayor Tourville asked if consideration was given for the uses of the properties.

Mr. Kaldunski stated they were looked at with the potential if they were ever to be subdivided. He
explained the assessment for the largest parcel is based on the equivalent of 27 single family homes. The
other 1.62 acre parcel was based on the fact that the parcel could be split in half.

Councilmember Madden stated the larger area was farmed and he would not be comfortable assessing
the property as the equivalent of 27 lots when there are crops growing on the property.

Mr. Kaldunski stated the parcel was part of the green acres program.

Mayor Tourville explained state statute allows deferral of the assessment for as long as it is a part of the
green acres program.

Betty Doffing, 4161 69" St. E., stated they were assessed in 1993 for the road near their homestead to be
paved with curb and gutter.
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Mr. Kaldunski explained approximately $6500 of the assessment was for the front footage along the street
where the road was completely rebuilt. He stated a corner lot credit would apply to the mill and overlay
and he would look into that.

Tom Wernet, Wernet Enterprises, questioned why his assessment was for $21,000. He questioned if he
was eligible for a corner lot credit and if a credit was applied for the $7,700 storm sewer assessment he
paid in 2005.

Mr. Kaldunski stated lot 34 was proposed to be assessed $18,800 for street reconstruction in front of the
parcel and $2,630 for the mill and overlay portion. The property owner was not being assessed for the
storm sewer work associated with this project. He noted he would have to look into whether or not he
received a corner lot credit.

Mr. Thureen clarified that the corner credit policy applies to similar types of projects. If a property owner
has a corner lot that abuts two streets that are being reconstructed, the corner credit applies to the longer
side. He explained in this instance two different types of worked were performed, reconstruction on one
side and a mill and overlay on the other, so no corner credit would be applied.

Tom Zaspel, 7391 Concord Boulevard, stated the curbs were done as part of the County project and now
are being asked to pay again for their replacement.

Mr. Kaldunski stated the County completed their project 3-4 years before the City project was envisioned.
He explained the County filled in an existing ditch and installed curb along it to patch it back into the City
street. He provided a history of the condition of the road over time.

Councilmember Madden stated he did not understand why new curbs were put in and then ripped out. He
asked how that situation could be avoided in the future.

Mr. Kaldunski stated it is an issue of one project meeting up to another project. The County did their work
as a patch and used the existing base that was there. The City did a complete reconstruction and needed
to replace approximately 100 feet of curb along that particular stretch.

Councilmember Madden asked that work be coordinated in the future and asked if the property owner
could be credited for the curb work.

Mayor Tourville stated everybody in the County paid for the curb, the individual property owner did not pay
a separate County assessment for the curb.

Mr. Wernet asked that a 15 year assessment term be considered.

Jim Mueller, 7800 Boyd Avenue, stated when the street in front of his property was reconstructed he
discussed the possibility of opening up his driveway. He explained after the curb was removed he was
told by Planning staff that he could not have the driveway widened. He stated he was assessed for his
frontage along the front, side and back of his property at $1 per square foot and he felt the assessment
was too high. He questioned if he received any credits for the watershed on his property and the project
on 70" Street. He questioned how the interest rate would be applied to the total assessment.

Mr. Kaldunski stated staff is still looking for information on the watershed.

Mr. Kuntz explained the interest begins to accrue from the date the Council levies the assessment. If the
assessment is paid in full within 30 days of levying no interest is charged. If the assessment is not paid in
full within 30 days, the interest is payable annually in addition to the principal installment. The assessment
can be paid off in any subsequent installment year, prior to November 15", and the interest will be paid
through the end of the year in which the final payment is made.

Bob Dahl, 6800 Craig Court, stated he did not appreciate his 25 year old curbs being torn out. He opined
it was a waste of money. He stated during construction he never saw the contractor excavate to the depth
that was specified in the plans.
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Mr. Kaldunski stated he was just notified of the issue prior to the meeting and did not have an opportunity
to investigate thoroughly. He noted he did speak to the City’s inspectors and they assured him that they
were on the site performing their project inspections at all times. They check the bottom of the subbase,
the top of the sand, and the top of the rock after the gravel goes in.

Mayor Tourville reiterated the question is if the residents on the cul-de-sac actually received a full
reconstruct.

Mr. Kaldunski responded to the best of his knowledge a full reconstruction was performed. He stated he
would look into the issue further.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked that the Engineering Department verify that the specifications that
were approved for the project were followed.

Mr. Kaldunski reiterated that he knows his inspectors checked the depth and verified that 24” of sand was
laid.

Verna, 4036 69" St. E., questioned if an adjustment would be made for the removal of the cement curbs.
She opined that there was nothing wrong with her curbs and they did not need to be replaced. She
commented that her water bill is up because she has to keep watering the sod that was laid.

Mr. Kaldunski explained there is no separate curb assessment for those who had existing curb and gutter
prior to the project because they previously paid for it.

Mr. Kuntz reviewed the senior citizen deferment policy.

Sharon Mueller, 7800 Boyd Ave. E., questioned how the City can justify a benefit to her property that is
equivalent to her proposed assessment. She commented that the patrons of her business only use the
street in the front of the building for access.

Mayor Tourville stated the streets can be used for access to her business, whether they are or not.
Ms. Mueller stated they are being assessed for streets along the back and sides of her property.

She reiterated her opinion that the cost of the improvements does not equally increase the value of her
property. She asked the Council to reduce the cost of her assessment.

Mr. Kaldunski explained the City received a favorable bid for the project and the cost of the assessments
was reduced as a result. The proposed assessment for the property on Concord would be $20,369.32.

Alice Johnson, 6920 Delaney, questioned why her assessment was so high. She stated they are a corner
lot and questioned if they received a credit.

Mr. Kaldunski explained a corner credit was given and the proposed assessment, with the recommended
caps, would be $4,000.

Mayor Tourville suggested the Council consider extending the repayment term for the commercial
properties from 10 years to 15 years.

Councilmember Piekarksi Krech questioned if the costs were a lot higher for this particular project
because the per lot assessments seem higher than previous projects.

Mr. Kaldunski explained the costs came in below the engineer’s estimate, but the additional costs came
from the installation of concrete curb and gutter where previously there was none.

Mayor Tourville suggested that the owners of the green acres parcel may want to look into things from a
financial and legal standpoint to ensure they are doing the right thing.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the interest rate was established per policy.
Mr. Thureen responded in the affirmative.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she would be willing to reduce the interest rate to 4% because the
issue is the economy and they want to keep the businesses in operation.
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Councilmember Piekarski Krech suggested extending the repayment term for those with a mill overlay
assessment from 5 years to 10 years.

Mayor Tourville suggested that anybody assessed for part of a reconstruction or more than a mill and
overlay would be able extend the repayment term to 10 years.

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

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to receive all correspondence that was submitted.

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

Mr. Lynch reminded the Council that the City’s policy is to assess 70% to avoid having to continually
increase debt service payments as part of the tax levy.

Motion by Klein, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 12-90 adopting the
assessment roll for City Project No. 2011-09D, Urban Street Reconstruction (South Grove Area 6)
with a 4% interest rate, a 15 year repayment term for commercial properties, and a 10 year
repayment term for residents that were assessed for more than a mill and overlay

Ayes: 5
Nays: O Motion carried.

The City Council took a 5 minute break at 9:15 p.m.
7. REGULAR AGENDA:
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:

A. PAUL AND JULIE ENGLESON; Consider Resolution relating to a Variance to Install a Pool and
Perimeter Walk 20 Feet from the Front Property Line whereas 30 Feet is required for property located
at 6239 Boyer Path

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property. He stated the item was tabled at the last City Council
meeting. The applicants modified the proposal by reducing the size of the pool. The request is now for a
10 foot variance instead of an 18 foot variance. He explained the pool and perimeter walk would be
located 20 feet from the property line whereas 30 feet is required.

Councilmember Klein asked if the applicant agreed to the conditions of the resolution.
Julie Engleson, 6239 Boyer Path, responded in the affirmative.

Councilmember Madden asked if there is a walk all the way around the pool.

Mrs. Engleson explained they wanted the additional space.

Councilmember Madden clarified that the profile of the corner of the pool still would not line up with the
house.

Mrs. Engleson stated the only thing people would see is the privacy fence.
Councilmember Madden asked for a recommendation from staff regarding the modified request.
Mr. Link indicated staff still recommended denial of the request.

Motion by Klein, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 12-91 approving a Variance to
install a pool and perimeter walk 20 feet from the front property line whereas 30 feet is required for
property located at 6239 Boyer Path

Ayes: 4
Nays: 1 (Madden) Motion carried.
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B. MIDWEST MOTORS, LLC; Consider a Resolution relating to a Variance to relocate a Sign that
Exceeds Maximum Height Requirements for property located at 1037 Hwy 110

Mr. Link explained the maximum height of a sign cannot exceed be more than 10 feet taller than the
building. The applicant is requesting to relocate an existing 42 foot sign to the north side of his property.
An 8 foot variance would be needed because the building is 34 feet tall. He explained the request met all
of other requirements and would not change the character of the neighborhood. Both Planning Staff and
the Planning Commission recommended approval of the request.

Motion by Klein, second by Madden, to adopt Resolution No. 12-92 approving a Variance to
relocate a sign that exceeds maximum height requirements for property located at 1037 Hwy 110

Ayes: 5
Nays: 0 Motion carried.

C. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the Third Reading of an Ordinance Amendment to allow
Community Gardens as a Permitted Use in the Residential and Public/Institutional Zoning Districts

Mr. Link explained staff received direction to differentiate between community gardens and personal
gardens. A definition of a personal garden was included in the revised version, along with a new definition
of a community garden. The changes indicate that both community and personal gardens would be a
permitted use in all zoning districts. Planning staff recommended approval of the third and final reading of
the ordinance amendment.

Councilmember Piekarski Krech said she liked the changes that were made.
Councilmember Klein stated the City has a community garden at Salem Hills.

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Ordinance No. 1253 amending the City
Code to allow Community Gardens as a Permitted Use in the Residential and Public/Institutional
Zoning Districts

Ayes: 4

Nays: 1 (Klein) Motion carried.

8. MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS:

9. ADJOURN: Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Grannis, to adjourn. The meeting was adjourned by
a unanimous vote at 9:38 p.m.




AGENDA ITEM 4B

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Meeting Date: June 11, 2012 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent None
Contact: Bill Schroepfer 651-450-2516 X | Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Bill Schroepfer, Accountant Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: N/A FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Approve the attached resolution approving disbursements for the period of May 24, 2012 to
June 6, 2012.

SUMMARY

Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending
June 6, 2012. The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo.

General & Special Revenue $397,257.99
Debt Service & Capital Projects 102,990.14
Enterprise & Internal Service 59,913.93
Escrows 2.36
Grand Total for All Funds $560,164.42

If you have any questions about any of the disbursements on the list, please call Shannon
Battles, Accountant at 651-450-2488 or Bill Schroepfer, Accountant at 651-450-2516.

Attached to this summary for your action is a resolution approving the disbursements for the
period May 24, 2012 to June 6, 2012 and the listing of disbursements requested for approval.



DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA
RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE
PERIOD ENDING June 6, 2012

WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending June 6, 2012 was
presented to the City Council for approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER
GROVE HEIGHTS: that payment of the list of disbursements of the following funds is
approved:

General & Special Revenue $397,257.99
Debt Service & Capital Projects 102,990.14
Enterprise & Internal Service 59,913.93
Escrows 2.36
Grand Total for All Funds $560,164.42

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 11th day of June, 2012.
Ayes:

Nays:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk



Vendor Name
ACE BLACKTOP, INC.
ACE BLACKTOP, INC.
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE
AFSCME COUNCIL 5
AFSCME COUNCIL 5
AFSCME COUNCIL 5
APMP OF MINNESOTA
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES
ASPEN MILLS
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES
CENTURY LINK
CENTURY LINK
CENTURY LINK
CITY OF FARMINGTON - MAAG
CLAREY'S SAFETY EQUIPMENT
CLAREY'S SAFETY EQUIPMENT
COLLINS ELECTRICAL CONST.
CONTRACTORS & SURVEYORS SUPPLY
CONTRACTORS & SURVEYORS SUPPLY
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENTER
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENTER
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CENTER
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS
EFTPS
EFTPS
EFTPS
EFTPS
EFTPS
EFTPS
EFTPS
EFTPS
EFTPS
ELECTRIC FIRE & SECURITY
FERRELLGAS
FIRE SAFETY USA
GORMAN SURVEYING, INC
HOISINGTON KOEGLER GROUP INC.
HOISINGTON KOEGLER GROUP INC.

City of Inver Grove Heights

Payable Number
10432
10433
511715/5
511650/5
511734/5
511550/5
INV0010258
INV0010259
INV0010260
2012 RENEWAL
629-7502164
629-7506977
629-7502164
629-7506977
121338
1596-175242

5/19/12 651 455 9072 782

5/13/12 651 453-0219
5/13/12 651 552 0672
2012 CAMP RIPLEY SWAT
144570

144572

1230672.01

8123

8139

1G2012-06
1G2012-06
1G2012-06

2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
2012 PROPERTY TAX
INV0010265
INV0010343
INV0010354
INV0010268
INV0010346
INV0010357
INV0010267
INV0010345
INV0010356

79135

1071282123

52961

7701

011-013-11
011-013-12

Post Date
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
05/30/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/06/2012
05/30/2012
06/06/2012
05/30/2012
06/06/2012
05/30/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
05/30/2012
05/30/2012
05/30/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
05/25/2012
06/01/2012
06/05/2012
06/06/2012
06/01/2012
06/05/2012
06/06/2012
06/01/2012
06/05/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
05/30/2012
05/30/2012
05/30/2012

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457

5/13/12 6035 3225 0255 48 06/06/2012
5/13/12 6035 3225 0255 48 06/06/2012
5/13/12 6035 3225 0255 48 06/06/2012
5/13/12 6035 3225 0255 48 06/06/2012
5/13/12 6035 3225 0255 48 06/06/2012

INV0010216 06/01/2012
INV0010217 06/01/2012
INV0010218 06/01/2012
INV0010219 06/01/2012
INV0010220 06/01/2012

Expense Approval Report

Description (Item)
IGH
IGHO01
5/22/12
5/15/12
5/24/12
5/9/12
UNION DUES (AFSCME FAIR SHARE)
UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHARE)
UNION DUES (AFSCME FULL SHARE-PT)
RENEWAL 2012-JENELLE TEPPEN
CUSTOMER 15353001
CUSTOMER 15353001
CUSTOMER 15353001
CUSTOMER 15353001
CUSTOMER 550771
CUSTOMER 614420
ACCOUNT 651 455 9072 782
ACCOUNT 651 453-0219 660
651 552 0672 975
2012 CAMP RIPLEY SWAT WEEK
CUSTOMER 090500
CUSTOMER 090500
UPPER 55TH & CENNEX
5/7/12
5/16/12
JUNE 2012 MONTHLY DCC FEE
JUNE 2012 MONTHLY DCC FEE
JUNE 2012 MONTHLY DCC FEE
201205100010
203650033 101
20 12051 00 070
2012051 00 020
2012051 00 050
2012051 00 030
2012051 00 080
20 36500 33 110
2000200 25 030
2036500 33 101
2036500 33 110
20 00200 25 030
20 12051 00 070
FEDERAL WITHHOLDING
FEDERAL WITHHOLDING
FEDERAL WITHHOLDING
SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDING
SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDING
SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHOLDING
MEDICARE WITHHOLDING
MEDICARE WITHHOLDING
MEDICARE WITHHOLDING
JOB 121604
ACCOUNT 7754787
5/24/12
PROJECT NO 11-091A
PROJECT 011-013
PROJECT 011-013
6035 3225 0255 4813
6035 3225 0255 4813
6035 3225 0255 4813
6035 3225 0255 4813
6035 3225 0255 4813
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)

By Fund

Payment Dates 5/24/2012 - 6/6/2012

Account Number
101.43.5200.443.40046
101.43.5200.443.40046
101.42.4200.423.40042
101.42.4200.423.60065
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.44.6000.451.60016
101.203.2031000
101.203.2031000
101.203.2031000
101.41.1100.413.50070
101.43.5200.443.60045
101.43.5200.443.60045
101.44.6000.451.60045
101.44.6000.451.60045
101.42.4200.423.60045
101.44.6000.451.60066
101.42.4200.423.50020
101.44.6000.451.50020
101.44.6000.451.50020
101.42.4000.421.50080
101.42.4200.423.60040
101.42.4200.423.60040
101.43.5400.445.30700
101.44.6000.451.60016
101.44.6000.451.60016
101.42.4000.421.70300
101.42.4200.423.70501
101.58.9100.580.70650
101.41.2000.415.70600
101.41.2000.415.70600
101.41.2000.415.70600
101.41.2000.415.70600
101.41.2000.415.70600
101.41.2000.415.70600
101.41.2000.415.70600
101.41.2000.415.70600
101.41.2000.415.70600
101.43.5200.443.80100
101.43.5200.443.80100
101.43.5200.443.80100
101.43.5200.443.80100
101.203.2030200
101.203.2030200
101.203.2030200
101.203.2030400
101.203.2030400
101.203.2030400
101.203.2030500
101.203.2030500
101.203.2030500
101.44.6000.451.50055
101.43.5200.443.60016
101.42.4200.423.40042
101.45.3000.419.30420
101.45.3200.419.30600
101.45.3200.419.30600
101.42.4200.423.40040
101.42.4200.423.60011
101.42.4200.423.60018
101.42.4200.423.60040
101.42.4200.423.60065
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400

Amount
12,000.00
5,000.00
0.96
72.84
30.98
9.93
39.54
765.96
58.92
30.00
20.90
34.72
33.36
33.36
917.15
33.08
41.38
41.74
41.74
282.32
3,800.00
814.58
412.50
143.19
117.03
35,551.35
3,950.15
1,022.50
0.20
2.90
15.99
0.51
0.26
0.26
0.26
11.49
2.62
289.92
1,148.70
130.96
399.76
40,775.01
89.30
365.71
28,805.63
96.58
113.09
11,133.70
26.94
31.54
45.42
77.73
300.00
1,515.00
3,649.70
2,354.50
20.14
31.00
30.70
157.66
110.26
135.00
301.65
75.00
571.95
175.00



Vendor Name

ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 457
ING DIRECT

INTERNATIONAL CODE COUNCIL INC

INVER GROVE FORD
IUCE

KDV (KERN, DEWENTER, VIERE, LTD)

KENISON, TERRI

LELS

LELS SERGEANTS

LINK, THOMAS

LINK, THOMAS

LYNCH, JOE

M & J SERVICES, LLC

M & J SERVICES, LLC
MASSICOTTE, JUSTIN
MCCARTHY WELL COMPANY
MCMONIGAL, MIKE
MERCHAK, JOE

MIKE'S SHOE REPAIR, INC.

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES
MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES
MN CITY/COUNTY MANAGEMENT ASSOC
MN CITY/COUNTY MANAGEMENT ASSOC

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF REVENUE

MN DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC.
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN LIFE INSURANCE CO

MN NCPERS LIFE INSURANCE
NEENAH FOUNDRY COMPANY
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS
NORTH COUNTRY INTERIORS

OPTUMHEALTH FINANCIAL SERVICES

Payable Number
INV0010221
INV0010222
INV0010223
INV0010224
INV0010225
INV0010226
INV0010227
INV0010228
INV0010229
INV0010230
INV0010231
INV0010232
INV0010233
INV0010234
INV0010235
INV0010236
INV0010237
INV0010238
INV0010239
INV0010240
INV0010241
INV0010242
INV0010243
INV0010244
INV0010245
INV0010254
INV0010255
INV0010353
2888926
5/25/12 94917
INV0010261
148414
MAY 2012
INV0010262
INV0010263

Post Date
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/06/2012
05/30/2012
06/06/2012
06/01/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012

JAN-MAY 2012 REIMBURSEI 05/30/2012
JAN-MAY 2012 REIMBURSEI05/30/2012
5/21/12 EXPENSE REIMBUR 05/30/2012

236

235

5/26/12

24406

5/18/12

5/7/12

5242012
INV0010214
INV0010215

2012 MEMBERSHIP

06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/01/2012
06/01/2012
06/06/2012

2012 MEMBERSHIP - JOE LY 06/06/2012

INV0010266
INV0010344
INV0010355
P00000144
263207

JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
JUNE 2012
55159
573073317-126
266948529-097
266183728-092
487383319-126
602211
INV0010256

06/01/2012
06/05/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
06/06/2012
05/30/2012
05/30/2012
06/06/2012
05/30/2012
06/01/2012

Description (Item)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ICMA (AGE 50 & OVER)
ICMA (AGE 50 & OVER)
ICMA (AGE 50 & OVER)
ICMA (AGE 50 & OVER)
ICMA (AGE 50 & OVER)
ICMA (AGE 50 & OVER)
ICMA (AGE 50 & OVER)
ICMA (AGE 50 & OVER)
ICMA (EMPLOYER SHARE ADMIN)
ROTH IRA (AGE 49 & UNDER)
ROTH IRA (AGE 50 & OVER)
MSRS-HCSP
MEMBER 5310235

ACCOUNT 94917 LEASE PAYMENT

UNION DUES IUOE

2011 FIRE RELIEF SPECIAL FUN AUDIT

MAY 2012
UNION DUES (LELS)
UNION DUES (LELS SGT)

JAN-MAY EXPENSE REIMBURSEMENT
JAN-MAY EXPENSE REIMBURSEMENT

Account Number
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2031400
101.203.2032400
101.203.2032400
101.203.2032200
101.42.4200.423.50070
101.42.4000.421.70300
101.203.2031000
101.41.2000.415.30100
101.42.4200.423.30700
101.203.2031000
101.203.2031000
101.45.3000.419.50065
101.45.3000.419.60065

REIMBURSEMENT-IPAD KEYBOARD/COVE101.41.1100.413.60065

6/4/12

6/4/12
REIMBURSE-FOOD
INSPECTION 208868

REIMBURSE-HEALTH EAST CONFERENCE

REIMBURSE-FOOTWEAR
5/24/12

101.43.5200.443.40046
101.43.5200.443.40066
101.42.4200.423.50075
101.44.6000.451.40040
101.42.4200.423.50080
101.45.3300.419.60045
101.42.4200.423.30700

RICK JACKSON FEIN/TAXPAYER ID: 41600 101.203.2032100
JUSTIN PARRANTO FEIN/TAXPAYER ID: 41101.203.2032100

2012 MEMBERSHIP - JENELLE TEPPEN

2012 MEMBERSHIP - JOE LYNCH
STATE WITHHOLDING
STATE WITHHOLDING
STATE WITHHOLDING
CUSTOMER 0000001298
5/27/12

POLICY #0027324
POLICY #0027324
POLICY #0027324
POLICY #0027324
POLICY #0027324
POLICY #0027324
POLICY #0027324
POLICY #0027324
POLICY #0027324
POLICY #0027324
POLICY #0027324
POLICY #0027324

JUNE 2012

CUSTOMER 183000
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Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
OPTUMHEALTH FINANCIAL SERVICES INV0010257 06/01/2012 HSA ELECTION-FAMILY 101.203.2032500 4,230.95
PERA INV0010246 06/01/2012 EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA PERA) 101.203.2030600 2,464.88
PERA INV0010248 06/01/2012 EMPLOYER SHARE (PERA COORDINATED 101.203.2030600 15,405.70
PERA INV0010249 06/01/2012 PERA COORDINATED PLAN 101.203.2030600 15,405.70
PERA INV0010250 06/01/2012 EMPLOYER SHARE (PERA DEFINED PLAN) 101.203.2030600 44.23
PERA INV0010251 06/01/2012 PERA DEFINED PLAN 101.203.2030600 44.23
PERA INV0010252 06/01/2012 EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE & FIRE PLAN) 101.203.2030600 16,745.60
PERA INV0010253 06/01/2012 PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN 101.203.2030600 11,163.71
PERA INV0010337 06/05/2012 EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA PERA) 101.203.2030600 10.31
PERA INV0010338 06/05/2012 EMPLOYER SHARE (PERA COORDINATED 101.203.2030600 64.43
PERA INV0010339 06/05/2012 PERA COORDINATED PLAN 101.203.2030600 64.43
PERA INV0010340 06/05/2012 EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE & FIRE PLAN) 101.203.2030600 131.74
PERA INV0010341 06/05/2012 PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN 101.203.2030600 87.83
PRAIRIE RESTORATIONS, INC. 0019899 06/06/2012 5/4/12 101.44.6000.451.30700 1,550.00
PRESTIGE ELECTRIC, INC. 85429 05/30/2012 INVERGRO 101.42.4200.423.40040 206.00
RCM SPECIALTIES, INC. 3382 05/30/2012 5/21/12 101.43.5200.443.40046 15,883.00
ROGERS, CHRIS MAY REIMBURSEMENT 05/30/2012 MAY REIMBURSEMENT 101.42.4200.423.50065 72.99
ROGERS, CHRIS MAY REIMBURSEMENT 05/30/2012 MAY REIMBURSEMENT 101.42.4200.423.50075 308.16
RY-MAK PLUMBING & HEATING, INC 223 06/06/2012 RICH VALLEY RESTROOMS 101.44.6000.451.40040 1,275.36
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 FIRE 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0904 0133 4891 101.42.4200.423.60011 30.78
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 FIRE 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0904 0133 4891 101.42.4200.423.60065 298.08
SCHIELD KEVIN 6/1/12 06/06/2012 REIMBURSE-BIKE LIGHTS 101.42.4000.421.60065 68.54
SOUTH METRO SPORTS 5/12/12 06/06/2012 5/12/12 101.43.5200.443.60045 89.00
SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF MAY WATER BILL 2012 05/30/2012 MAY WATER BILL 2012 101.207.2070900 33.00
SPRINT 166309819-054 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 166309819 101.42.4000.421.50020 120.10
SPRINT 641378810-054 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 641378810 101.42.4200.423.50020 39.99
STEENBERG, LUKE 6/6/12 06/06/2012 REIMBURSE-FOOD 101.42.4200.423.50075 25.10
STRAIGHT RIVER MEDIA 1260 05/30/2012 NEWSLETTER MAY-JUNE 2012 101.41.1100.413.50032 900.00
THUREEN, SCOTT D 6/5/12 06/06/2012 REIMBURSE-PE LICENSE RENEWAL FEE  101.43.5000.441.50070 135.50
TRACTOR SUPPLY CREDIT PLAN 73891 06/06/2012 5/25/12 101.43.5200.443.60016 42.83
TRACTOR SUPPLY CREDIT PLAN 74705 06/06/2012 6/1/12 101.43.5200.443.60016 53.55
ULI MINNESOTA 8117-1217 05/30/2012 ATTENDEE THOMAS J. LINK 101.45.3000.419.50080 35.00
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 121626 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 114866 101.42.4000.421.60045 121.83
UNITED WAY INV0010264 06/01/2012 UNITED WAY 101.203.2031300 160.00
UNIVERSITY NATIONAL BANK INV0010247 06/01/2012 STEVE HER FILE #62-CV-07-3401 101.203.2031900 457.12
US BANK 6/1/12 05/29/2012 JUNE 1, 2012 WIRE PAYMENT 101.42.4000.421.70530 6,379.17
VANDERHEYDEN LAW OFFICE, P.A. INV0010213 06/01/2012 BRIAN HENDEL FILE #62-CV-08-11330  101.203.2031900 352.72
WALKER LAWN CARE, INC. 2473 05/30/2012 6015 CONCORD 101.45.3000.419.30700 152.65
WIRTH PROPERTIES MANAGEMENT 647 05/30/2012 3596 70TH ST E 101.45.3000.419.30700 162.50
WIRTH PROPERTIES MANAGEMENT 648 05/30/2012 LOT 70TH AND CLEVE 101.45.3000.419.30700 81.25
WIRTH PROPERTIES MANAGEMENT 650 06/06/2012 2144 67THSTE 101.45.3000.419.30700 162.50
XCEL ENERGY 324525847 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 51-4779167-3 101.44.6000.451.40010 165.99
XCEL ENERGY 324525847 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 51-4779167-3 101.44.6000.451.40020 1,036.23
ZOYA, KENT MAY 2012 05/30/2012 REIMBURSE-MAY 2012 EXPENSES 101.42.4200.423.60065 63.01
Fund: 101 - GENERAL FUND 331,673.28
FUN MINNESOTA 4/18/12 05/30/2012 EZ MARKETING CO-OP ADS MAY 5 & AUC 201.44.1600.465.50025 350.00
RIVER HEIGHTS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 2608 06/06/2012 MAY 2012 ADMIN SERVICES 201.44.1600.465.30700 1,666.67
RIVER HEIGHTS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 2608 06/06/2012 MAY 2012 ADMIN SERVICES 201.44.1600.465.40065 200.00
Fund: 201 - C.V.B. FUND 2,216.67
BUDGET SIGN AND GRAPHICS 52656 06/06/2012 3/21/12 204.44.6100.452.60009 96.19
EBERT, LESLIE 5/21/12 06/06/2012 OVERPAYMENT ON ENROLLMENT FEE RE 204.44.6100.452.70450 5.00
FIRST IMPRESSION GROUP, THE 48641 06/06/2012 3022 204.44.6100.452.60009 342.81
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 204.44.6100.452.20620 76.20
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS 302193319-126 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 302193319 204.44.6100.452.50020 90.92
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 RECREATION 06/06/2012 7715 0900 6570 2540 204.44.6100.452.60009 7.04
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 RECREATION 06/06/2012 7715 0900 6570 2540 204.44.6100.452.60009 6.43
Fund: 204 - RECREATION FUND 624.59
1ST LINE/LEEWES VENTURES LLC 99521 06/06/2012 INVE-200 205.44.6200.453.76050 28.10
2ND WIND EXERCISE, INC. 21-034224 06/06/2012 5/21/12 205.44.6200.453.40042 215.15
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 510820/5 06/06/2012 3/19/12 205.44.6200.453.60016 15.46
COMCAST 5/12/12 8772 10 591 0127106/06/2012 ACCOUNT 8772 10 591 0127188 205.44.6200.453.50070 270.49
DALCO ROOFING & SHEET METAL INC 046227 06/06/2012 S0073137 205.44.6200.453.40040 377.44
ECSI SYSTEM INTEGRATORS 10649 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 165950 205.44.6200.453.40040 91.25
ECSI SYSTEM INTEGRATORS 10649 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 165950 205.44.6200.453.40040 91.25
GOPHER 8440097 03/07/2012 ORDER #3268240 205.44.6200.453.60040 224.33
GRAINGER 9839500635 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60011 579.05
GRAINGER 9827392268 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60016 25.35
GRAINGER 9839863678 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60016 173.28
HAWKINS, INC. 3344358 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 108815 205.44.6200.453.60024 2,999.11
HILLYARD INC 600192364 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 285036 205.44.6200.453.60011 1,856.96
HILLYARD INC 600192364 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 285036 205.44.6200.453.60011 1,856.95
HILLYARD INC 700028568 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 274069 205.44.6200.453.60011 57.75



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
HILLYARD INC 700028568 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 274069 205.44.6200.453.60011 57.74
HILLYARD INC 600244471 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 274069 205.44.6200.453.60011 422.80
HILLYARD INC 600244471 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 274069 205.44.6200.453.60011 422.79
JOHNSON CONTROLS 1-5199992417 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 1295202 205.44.6200.453.40040 1,383.23
LIFE FITNESS 3900270 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 170436 205.44.6200.453.40042 82.01
M & E ENGINEERING INC 5848 06/06/2012 INVER GROVE VENTILATION REVISION 205.44.6200.453.80200 7,299.80
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 205.44.6200.453.20620 12.58
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 205.44.6200.453.20620 12.58
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 205.44.6200.453.20620 26.37
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 205.44.6200.453.20620 26.62
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 205.44.6200.453.20620 26.36
NAC MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SERVICE 81965 06/06/2012 CLIENT 8712-1 205.44.6200.453.40040 283.00
NAC MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SERVICE 82046 06/06/2012 CLIENT 8712-1 205.44.6200.453.40040 30,209.76
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS 573073317-126 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 573073317 205.44.6200.453.50020 151.76
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS 573073317-126 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 573073317 205.44.6200.453.50020 75.57
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS 573073317-126 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 573073317 205.44.6200.453.50020 10.78
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS 573073317-126 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 573073317 205.44.6200.453.50020 10.79
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS 573073317-126 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 573073317 205.44.6200.453.50020 75.58
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60016 8.54
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VvMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60016 7.47
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60040 26.75
SAM'S CLUB 4/23/12 ACCT #771500900¢ 05/16/2012 4/23/12 ACCT #7715090061606950 205.44.6200.453.60065 (39.99)
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 RECREATION 06/06/2012 7715 0900 6570 2540 205.44.6200.453.60065 16.04
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 RECREATION 06/06/2012 7715 0900 6570 2540 205.44.6200.453.60065 10.42
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 RECREATION 06/06/2012 7715 0900 6570 2540 205.44.6200.453.60065 52.31
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VvMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 35.55
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 101.58
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VvMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 12.26
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 vMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 56.00
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VvMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 30.40
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 28.81
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VvMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 4.47
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 10.15
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VvMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 6.96
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 14.27
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VvMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 44.10
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VMCC CREDIT 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 (39.99)
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VvMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.76050 118.52
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.76050 20.38
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VvMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.76050 48.86
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.76050 88.99
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/12 VMCC 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.76050 7.68
ZIMMER, ERIC 3/28/12 06/06/2012 REIMBURSE-ARTHRITIS FOUNDATION ~ 205.44.6200.453.50070 45.88
Fund: 205 - COMMUNITY CENTER 50,168.45
PROGRESS PLUS 85 06/06/2012 6/12-12/12 MEMBERSHIP 290.45.3000.419.50070 12,500.00
RIVER HEIGHTS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 2155 06/06/2012 2/7/12 290.45.3000.419.50070 45.00
RIVER HEIGHTS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 1982 06/06/2012 5/30/12 290.45.3000.419.50070 30.00
Fund: 290 - EDA 12,575.00
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 63044 06/06/2012 ARBITRAGE MONITORING SERVICES 348.57.9000.570.30150 4,000.00
Fund: 348 - G.0. EQUIP. CERT. 2007A 4,000.00
EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, INC. 63028 05/30/2012 ARBITRAGE MONITORING SERVICES 5/18 349.57.9000.570.30150 4,000.00
Fund: 349 - G.O. IMPROVEMENT 2007B 4,000.00
BRAUN INTERTEC CORPORATION 350192 06/06/2012 PROJECT BL-04-03519 402.44.6000.451.30700 344.50
Fund: 402 - PARK ACQ. & DEV. FUND 344.50
DAKOTA CTY PROP TAXATION & RECORDS 1/26/12 ABSTRACT FEES 05/30/2012 ABSTRACT FEE DOC NO 2844876/77 425.72.5900.725.30700 92.00
MN POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY 7700004492 05/30/2012 PROJECT VP26510 425.72.5900.725.30300 62.50
Fund: 425 - 2005 IMPROVEMENT FUND 154.50
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, INC. 256261 06/06/2012 CLIENT 4340 426.72.5900.726.30300 58,650.00
Fund: 426 - 2006 IMPROVEMENT FUND 58,650.00
EMMONS & OLIVIER RESOURCES 00095-0027-13 05/30/2012 JOB 00095-0027 429.72.5900.729.30300 475.00
Fund: 429 - 2009 IMPROVEMENT FUND 475.00
BRAUN INTERTEC CORPORATION 351689 06/06/2012 PROJECT BL-09-03906B 431.73.5900.731.30700 4,734.50
XCEL ENERGY 6/6/12 66TH STREET 06/06/2012 MOVING POWER LINES UNDERGROUND 1431.73.5900.731.30700 20,153.37
Fund: 431 - 2011 IMPROVEMENT FUND 24,887.87
DANNER LANDSCAPING 8753 06/06/2012 5/21/12 432.73.5900.732.80300 513.00
HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS LTD 4825048 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 099872 432.73.5900.732.80300 168.88
Fund: 432 - 2012 IMPROVEMENTS 681.88



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF MAY WATER BILL 2012 05/30/2012 MAY WATER BILL 2012 441.207.2070800 47.76
Fund: 441 - STORM WATER MANAGEMENT 47.76
ST CROIX TREE SERVICE 71943 06/06/2012 5/4/12 443.74.5900.743.60016 5,963.63
Fund: 443 - TREE PRESERVATION FUND 5,963.63
EMMONS & OLIVIER RESOURCES 00095-0027-13 05/30/2012 JOB 00095-0027 446.74.5900.746.30300 475.00
Fund: 446 - NW AREA 475.00
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY 23190218.00-199 05/30/2012 PINE BEND LANDFILL 451.75.5900.751.30700 1,655.00
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY 23190218.00-200 05/30/2012 PINE BEND LANDFILL 451.75.5900.751.30700 1,655.00
Fund: 451 - HOST COMMUNITY FUND 3,310.00
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 511841/5 06/06/2012 6/4/12 501.50.7100.512.60016 12.26
AMERICAN WATER WORKS ASSN 7000490537 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 00454246 501.50.7100.512.50070 179.00
DALCO CORPORATION 2426884 06/06/2012 ORDER 5U0U1/00 501.50.7100.512.60011 399.72
DALCO CORPORATION 2434683 06/06/2012 ORDER 5VONH/00 501.50.7100.512.60011 230.25
DALCO CORPORATION 2436762 06/06/2012 ORDER 5V3BK/00 501.50.7100.512.60011 (225.33)
GOPHER STATE ONE-CALL 41484 06/06/2012 MNO00435 501.50.7100.512.30700 806.20
HACH COMPANY 7741673 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 255136 501.50.7100.512.60019 2,712.76
HAWKINS, INC. 3345639 06/06/2012 123650 501.50.7100.512.60019 569.00
HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS LTD 4873135 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 099872 501.50.7100.512.75500 1,083.13
HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS LTD 4873139 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 099872 501.50.7100.512.75500 578.76
JOHN ROBERTS COMPANY 214471 05/30/2012 H152 501.50.7100.512.50030 65.00
KAT-KEY'S LOCK & SAFE CO. 99243 06/06/2012 5/21/12 501.50.7100.512.40040 745.41
LAKELAND ENGINEERING EQUIPMENT CO. 12249740-01 06/06/2012 5/30/12 501.50.7100.512.40042 759.52
M & J SERVICES, LLC 231 06/06/2012 5/21/12 501.50.7100.512.40043 2,395.00
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 263213 06/06/2012 5/24/12 501.50.7100.512.60045 44.99
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 501.50.7100.512.20620 57.42
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 844874-00 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 91180 501.50.7100.512.60016 262.76
SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF MAY WATER BILL 2012 05/30/2012 MAY WATER BILL 501.50.7100.512.40005 168.03
SPRINT 842483314-126 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 842483314 501.50.7100.512.50020 283.86
TKDA 002012001241 05/30/2012 PROJECT 0014026.007 501.50.7100.512.30700 1,366.40
VESSCO INC 54025 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 13641 501.50.7100.512.40040 240.61
WALKER LAWN CARE, INC. 2469 05/30/2012 3680 77TH ST E 501.50.7100.512.60016 725.94
Fund: 501 - WATER UTILITY FUND 13,460.69
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 502.51.7200.514.20620 36.98
SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF MAY WATER BILL 2012 05/30/2012 MAY WATER BILL 2012 502.51.7200.514.40015 432.88
Fund: 502 - SEWER UTILITY FUND 469.86
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 511723/5 05/30/2012 5/23/12 503.52.8500.526.60065 6.94
ADVANCED SEPTIC SOLUTIONS INC 11801 05/30/2012 5/26/12 503.52.8500.526.40015 850.00
ADVANCED SEPTIC SOLUTIONS INC 11801 05/30/2012 5/26/12 503.52.8600.527.40015 850.00
ARAMARK REFRESHMENT SERVICES 9993209 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 48128 503.52.8300.524.76100 134.58
ARCTIC GLACIER, INC. 377214307 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 1726134 503.52.8300.524.60065 163.84
ARCTIC GLACIER, INC. 463214600 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 1726134 503.52.8300.524.60065 34.12
BEST BEVERAGE 173 05/30/2012 ALE TRAINING 5/22/12 503.52.8300.524.50070 275.00
COCA COLA BOTTLING COMPANY 0178517507 05/30/2012 5/24/12 503.52.8300.524.76100 615.56
COLLEGE CITY BEVERAGE 304207 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 03592 503.52.8300.524.76150 472.30
DEX MEDIA EAST 5/20/12 110360619 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 110360619 503.52.8500.526.50025 108.97
G & K SERVICES 1182757533 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 01574-01 503.52.8600.527.60045 142.88
G & K SERVICES 1182625737A 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 01574-01 CREDIT 503.52.8600.527.60045 (129.90)
GERTENS 252144 05/30/2012 ORDER 259041 503.52.8600.527.60020 272.80
GERTENS 252327 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 100464 503.52.8600.527.60020 30.00
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 236944 05/30/2012 5/23/12 503.52.8300.524.76050 38.53
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 237207 05/30/2012 5/24/12 503.52.8300.524.76050 35.64
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 237492 05/30/2012 5/25/12 503.52.8300.524.76050 38.53
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 238269 05/30/2012 5/26/12 503.52.8300.524.76050 41.42
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 238274 05/30/2012 5/27/12 503.52.8300.524.76050 41.42
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 238313 05/30/2012 5/28/12 503.52.8300.524.76050 41.42
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 238578 05/30/2012 5/29/12 503.52.8300.524.76050 35.63
HANCO CORPORATION 622267 05/30/2012 DOC#426692 503.52.8600.527.60014 236.10
JJ TAYLOR DIST. COMPANY OF MN 1791160 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 00834 503.52.8300.524.76150 608.80
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 20037 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 30170265 503.52.8600.527.60012 101.84
METRO SALES 081116 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 01X544 503.52.8500.526.60010 140.00
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 503.52.8000.521.20620 19.05
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 503.52.8500.526.20620 17.02
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 503.52.8600.527.20620 44.97
NIKE USA, INC. 841432060 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 79282 503.52.8200.523.76250 188.28
REINDERS, INC. 3014922-00 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 326799 503.52.8600.527.60035 4,117.13
TITLEIST 0613501 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 008363 1243 062177 1243 00:503.52.8200.523.76450 898.95
TITLEIST 0625586 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 008363 1243 062177 1243 00:503.52.8200.523.76450 2,284.94
TITLEIST 0625609 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 008363 1243 062177 1243 00:503.52.8200.523.76450 119.87
TITLEIST 0631999 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 008363 1243 062177 1243 00:503.52.8200.523.76450 403.98
US FOODSERVICE 3632092 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 03805983 503.52.8300.524.60065 375.65
US FOODSERVICE 3632092 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 03805983 503.52.8300.524.76050 563.64



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
WESTERN PETROLEUM COMPANY 97100858-41801 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 112743 503.52.8600.527.60022 1,326.49
WILSON SPORTING GOODS 4511476957 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 187981/945330 503.52.8000.521.40055 195.00
WILSON SPORTING GOODS 4511476956 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 187981/945330 503.52.8200.523.76250 175.00
WINFIELD SOLUTIONS, LLC 000057780236 05/30/2012 ORDER 27189592 503.52.8600.527.60020 1,044.47
WINFIELD SOLUTIONS, LLC 000057780245 05/30/2012 ORDER 27189624 503.52.8600.527.60035 2,272.35
XCEL ENERGY 326399237 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 51-5877511-0 503.52.8600.527.40020 24.57
XCEL ENERGY 1927.31 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 51-5877512-1 503.52.8600.527.40020 1,927.31
Fund: 503 - INVER WOOD GOLF COURSE 21,185.09
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 602.00.2100.415.20620 2.17
Fund: 602 - RISK MANAGEMENT 2.17
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 511707/5 06/06/2012 5/22/12 603.00.5300.444.40040 14.51
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 511563/5 06/06/2012 5/9/12 603.00.5300.444.40041 3.20
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 511618/5 06/06/2012 5/14/12 603.00.5300.444.60012 18.13
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 511636/5 06/06/2012 5/15/12 603.00.5300.444.60012 14.94
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 511654/5 06/06/2012 5/16/12 603.00.5300.444.60012 9.60
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 511789/5 06/06/2012 5/31/12 603.00.5300.444.60012 2.67
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES 629-7502164 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 15353001 603.00.5300.444.40065 82.79
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES 629-7506977 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 15353001 603.00.5300.444.40065 68.12
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES 629-7502164 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 15353001 603.00.5300.444.60045 38.38
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES 629-7506977 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 15353001 603.00.5300.444.60045 23.18
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES 1596-176431 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 49.58
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES 1596-176722 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 16.35
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES 1596-176885 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 25.54
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES 1596-176942 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 (9.82)
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES 1596-177023 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 33.90
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES 1596-177019 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 (49.62)
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES 1596-176266 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 614420 603.00.5300.444.60012 18.17
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES 1596-176610 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 614420 603.00.5300.444.60012 3.43
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES 1596-176894 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 614420 603.00.5300.444.60012 19.65
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES 1596-176677 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 614420 603.140.1450050 56.06
CARQUEST AUTO PARTS STORES 1596-176722 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 614420 603.140.1450050 7.95
CUSTOM FIRE APPARATUS INC 14311 06/06/2012 5/23/12 603.00.5300.444.40041 347.15
DEALER AUTOMOTIVE SERVICES,INC 1-072024 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 46612 603.00.5300.444.40041 386.33
EMERGENCY APPARATUS MAINTENANCE 61676 06/06/2012 ENGINE 33 (3633) 603.00.5300.444.40041 1,619.46
EMERGENCY APPARATUS MAINTENANCE 61677 06/06/2012 ENGINE 3681 (E-11) 603.00.5300.444.40041 1,829.85
GALLS INC 512176053 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 5291308 603.00.5300.444.80700 212.28
INVER GROVE FORD 5087638 05/30/2012 5/21/12 603.00.5300.444.40041 338.68
INVER GROVE FORD 5087752 05/30/2012 5/22/12 603.00.5300.444.40041 113.10
INVER GROVE FORD 5087829 05/30/2012 5/23/12 603.00.5300.444.40041 116.29
INVER GROVE FORD 5087908 05/30/2012 5/24/12 603.00.5300.444.40041 89.94
INVER GROVE FORD 5088088 06/06/2012 5/29/12 603.00.5300.444.40041 514.64
MINNESOTA PETROLEUM SERVICE 87545 06/06/2012 5/24/12 603.00.5300.444.40040 392.60
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 263333 06/06/2012 DOC NO 008694 603.00.5300.444.60012 45.85
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 603.00.5300.444.20620 21.10
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 843186-00 05/30/2012 5/15/12 603.00.5300.444.40041 151.75
NAPA OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 299272 06/06/2012 5/18/12 603.00.5300.444.40041 18.38
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 450000170 05/23/2012 CUSTOMER 4502557 603.00.5300.444.40041 80.34
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 450000279 05/23/2012 CUSTOMER 4502557 603.00.5300.444.40041 93.04
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 284019 05/23/2012 CUSTOMER 4502557 603.00.5300.444.60014 (502.31)
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 450000488 06/06/2012 customer 4502557 603.140.1450050 2,292.00
SCHARBER & SONS 011098692 05/30/2012 ACCOUNT 4502581 603.00.5300.444.40041 30.82
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 3380-2 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 6682-5453-5 603.00.5300.444.40040 909.22
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 3407-3 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 6682-5453-5 603.00.5300.444.40040 72.13
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 3423-0 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 6682-5453-5 603.00.5300.444.40040 428.39
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 3489-1 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 6682-5453-5 603.00.5300.444.40040 542.96
SUMMIT FIRE PROTECTION 1293623 06/06/2012 CITYIGHX 603.00.5300.444.40040 3,670.00
SUMMIT FIRE PROTECTION 1293624 06/06/2012 CITYIGHX 603.00.5300.444.40040 575.00
TRACTOR SUPPLY CREDIT PLAN 74491 06/06/2012 5/31/12 603.00.5300.444.40040 44.17
TRACTOR SUPPLY CREDIT PLAN 74521 06/06/2012 5/31/12 603.00.5300.444.60012 107.11
TRENCHERS PLUS, INC. IT75717 06/06/2012 R03634 603.00.5300.444.40041 11.02
VERONA SAFETY SUPPLY, INC. 91314 06/06/2012 5/14/12 603.00.5300.444.60012 22.21
VERONA SAFETY SUPPLY, INC. 91188 06/06/2012 5/10/12 603.00.5300.444.60065 32.14
YOCUM OIL COMPANY, INC. 209893 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 502860 603.00.5300.444.40040 295.00
YOCUM OIL COMPANY, INC. 209894 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 502860 603.00.5300.444.40040 295.00
YOCUM OIL COMPANY, INC. 209895 05/30/2012 CUSTOMER 502860 603.00.5300.444.40040 295.00
YOCUM OIL COMPANY, INC. 490997 06/06/2012 CUSTOMER 502860 603.140.1450050 6,255.40
ZIEGLER INC PC001380230 06/06/2012 00C636690 603.00.5300.444.40041 19.47
Fund: 603 - CENTRAL EQUIPMENT 22,212.22
OFFICE DEPOT 5/17/12 6011 5685 1008 88 06/06/2012 ACCOUNT 6011 5685 1008 8883 604.00.2200.416.60010 18.58
Fund: 604 - CENTRAL STORES 18.58



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
LONE OAK COMPANIES 55215 05/30/2012 MAILING 5/21/12 605.00.7500.460.50035 230.99
LONE OAK COMPANIES 6/4/12 UP POSTAGE 06/04/2012 UP POSTAGE 6/4/12 605.00.7500.460.50035 1,369.53
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 605.00.7500.460.20620 8.51
Fund: 605 - CITY FACILITIES 1,609.03
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 606.00.1400.413.20620 11.29
WORKS COMPUTING, INC. 18267 06/06/2012 INVER 606.00.1400.413.30700 945.00
Fund: 606 - TECHNOLOGY FUND 956.29
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2012 06/06/2012 POLICY #0027324 703.43.5500.446.20620 2.36
Fund: 703 - LANDFILL ABATEMENT 2.36
Grand Total 560,164.42



AGENDA ITEM Z)LCJ

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Resolution Accepting the MS4 Annual Report for 2011

Meeting Date:  June 11, 2012 Fiscal/lFTE Impact:
ltem Type: Consent X | None
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 641-450-2572 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
AT New FTE requested — N/A
Other:

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Consider resolution accepting the MS4 Annual Report for 2011.
SUMMARY

The implementation requirements of the City's NPDES MS4 (Storm Water) Permit require the City to
prepare an Annual Report to the MPCA. Staff was able to accomplish all of the necessary tasks
associated with the Storm Water Permit. A copy of the MS4 Annual Report for 2011 is attached.

The City completed a program that took care of all aspects of our Annual Report, including the annual
meeting, developing and providing required education materials for the general public, providing
required staff training, and providing an inspection and record keeping database for City use.

The Annual Report was presented to the public at the May 31, 2012 annual meeting. Two residents
attended the meeting and provided comments regarding the MS4 program and annual report. A copy
of the presentation is attached for your information. The comments received did not result in any
significant changes to the City's MS4 Program and a Record of Decision was prepared (see attached).
The City’s 2011 MS4 Program included improvement actions, maintenance programs, training, and
inspections. In 2011, the City initiated a new five-year annual inspection plan for identifying and
correcting the storm water facility maintenance needs, adopted a new Coal Tar Restriction Ordinance,
adopted a new lllicit Discharge Detection and Elimination Ordinance, moved forward on the Storm
Water Utility Ordinance and Fees being fully implemented in 2012. The City will be required to apply
for a new MS4 Permit in 2012. Additional information on the permit renewal will be presented at a later
time.

I recommend approval of the resolution accepting the 2011 MS4 Annual Report and Record of
Decision. The City must provide this Annual Report to the MPCA by June 30, 2012.

TJIK/KF
Attachments: Resolution
2011 Record of Decision
MS4 Annual Report
Presentation at the Annual Meeting



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE MS4 ANNUAL REPORT FOR 2011

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, in order to complete all required tasks to implement the City’'s NPDES MS4 (Storm
Water) Permit in a timely manner, the City Public Works Department conducted various activities
throughout 2011 to implement and track the MPCA’s Best Management Practices (BMPs) to meet the
required minimum control measures of the permit; and

WHEREAS, the City compiles the MS4 activities in a Record of Activities, prepared an Annual
Report for 2011 and conducted an Annual Meeting to present the MS4 Report to the public; and

WHEREAS, the City heard comments from its residents and concluded that the MS4 activities
for 2011 met the permit requirements and staff prepared the 2011 Record of Decision following the May
31, 2012 Annual Meeting.

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

1. The 2011 Record of Decision and the MS4 Annual Report for 2011 are hereby accepted
and staff is directed to present the Annual Report to the MPCA prior to the June 30, 2012
deadline.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 11th day of June 2012.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



2011 RECORD OF DECISION
June 11, 2012

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MN
NPDES PHASE II: SMALL MUNICIPAL SEPARATE STORM SEWER
SYSTEMS (MS4) {Part V.G.2.b.1-3, ¢.}

Pursuant to the 2006 NPDES Phase II: MS4 requirements, the following Record of
Decision was created in response to public comments received at the 2011 annual public
meeting held at S5pm on May 31, 2012 at Inver Grove Heights City Hall, 8150 Barbara
Avenue in Inver Grove Heights, MN.

Background & Comments

Tom Kaldunski, P.E., City Engineer, presented an overview of the City’s Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan, and outlined the 6 minimum control measures the City
implemented in 2011 and goals for 2012. The meeting was to encourage public
comment, determine the appropriateness of the current plan and incorporate public
feedback into the SWPPP (if applicable).

Two residents attended the meeting and no comments were received from the public prior
to the start of the meeting. Public comments received at the meeting consisted of general
interest questions on sediment load entering Schmidt Lake, smart salting practices, grants
available for improving salting practices, costs of rain gardens and bioretentions basins in
comparison to pipe and pond approach, and general overview of funding such
improvements.

City staff provided general information on these topics and sources were residents can
obtain additional information, if desired. Due to the nature of the comments received, no

formal response or SWPPP modifications are required by the City.

Any questions regarding the NPDES Phase I1I: MS4 requirements for the City of Inver
Grove Heights may be directed to Tom Kaldunski, City Engineer at 651-450-2572.

<End of Record of Decision>

Page 1 of 1
Z:\PublicWorks\Engineering\WATER_RESOURCES_MGMT\MS4-NPDES\Annual SWPPP\2011 SWPPP Annual Report\AnnualReport\201 1-Record of Decision.doc



Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency

520 Lafayette Road North
St. Paul, MN 55155-4194

MS4 Annual Report for 2011

Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s)
Reporting period January 1, 2011 to December 31, 2011

Due June 30, 2012
Doc Type: Permitting Annual Report

Instructions: By completing this mandatory MS4 Annual Report form, you are providing the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
(MPCA) with a summary of your status of compliance with permit conditions, including an assessment of the appropriateness of your
identified best management practices (BMPs) and progress towards achieving your identified measurable goals for each of the
minimum control measures as required by the MS4 Permit. If a permittee determines that program status or compliance with the permit
can not be adequately reflected within the structure of this form additional explanation and/or information may be referenced in an
attachment. This form has significant limitations and provides only a snap shot of MS4 compliance with the conditions in the permit.
After reviewing the information, MPCA staff may need to contact the permittee to clarify or seek additional information.

Submittal: This MS4 Annual Report must be submitted electronically to the MPCA using the submit button at the end of the form,
from the person that is duly authorized to certify this form. All questions with an asterisk (*) are required fields (these fields also
have a red border), and must be completed before the form will send. A confirmation e-mail will be sent in response to electronic
submissions.

If you have further questions, please contact one of these MPCA staff members (toll-free 800-657-3864):

» Joyce Cieluch  218-846-8126
e  Scott Fox 651-757-2368
e  Amy Garcia 651-757-2377

General Contact Information (*Required fields)

*Name of MS4: City of Inver Grove Heights
*Mailing address: 8150 Barbara Avenue

*Contact name: Thomas J. Kaldunski, P.E.

*City: Inver Grove Heights
*Phone (including area code):  (651) 450-2572

*State: MN *Zip code: 55077
*E-mail: tkaldunski@invergroveheights.org

Minimum Control Measure 1: Public Education and Outreach [V.G.1] (*Required fields)

A. The permit requires each permittee to implement a public education program to distribute educational materials to the
community or conduct equivalent outreach activities about the impacts of stormwater discharges on water bodies and steps
that the public can take to reduce pollutants in stormwater runoff. [Part V.G.1.a]

Note: Please indicate which of the following distribution methods you used. Indicate the number distributed in the spaces
provided (enter “0” if the method was not used or “NA" if the data does not exist):

Circulation/
Media type Number of media Number of times published | Audience
Example: Brochures: 3 different brochures published 5 times about 10,000
Brochures: 12 LMRWMO Annual Report 1 South Metro
Newsletter: 13 Articles, Insights each article once about 14,400
Posters: Several Displays/Kiosks Daily at MN State Fair over 50,000
Newspaper articles: 1 Notice 1 Local Paper
Utility bill inserts:
Radio ads: 1 KNOW-FM Radio 52 532,700 Statewide
Television ads:
Cable Access Channel:
Other: Rain Garden Program 4 1 19
Other: Website 1 Entire 2011 year 34,000
QOther: Erosion Control Handouts 1 1 D2 Permits

www.pca.state.mn.us  «  651-296-6300 .  800-657-3864 .

wq-strm4-06 « 3/9/12

TTY 651-282-5332 or 800-657-3864 « Available in alternative formats
Page 1 0f 5



B. *Do you use a website as a tool to distribute stormwater educational materials? Yes []No
What is the URL: Www.ci.inver-grove-heights.mn.us/index.aspx?NID=185

C.f you answered yes in question B. above, do you track hits to the website? Yes [1No

How many hits were to the stormwater webpage: 34,000 on website (don't track page)

D. *Did you hold stormwater related events, presentations to schools or other such activities? B Yes [ No
If yes, please describe:

Four meetings with businesses and residents on the Storm Water Utility. A roadiside raingarden informational meeting. Partnered with
DCSWCD to provide field installation and maintenance fraining for residents receiving roadside raingardens. Gitl Scout CB labeling and
parks cleanup.

E. *Have specific messages been developed and distributed during this reporting year for Minimum Control Measure (MCM):
MCM 1: B Yes [ No MCM 4: X Yes [ No
MCM 2: K Yes [JNo MCM5: Xl Yes [ No
MCM 3: ) Yes [JNo MCM6: X Yes [INo

F. *Have you developed partnerships with other MS4s, watershed districts, local or state governments, Yes [1No
educational institutions, etc., to assist you in fulfilling the requirements for MCM 1?

G. Listthose entifies with which you have partnered to meet the requirements of this MCM and
describe the nature of the agreement(s): (Attach a separate sheet if necessary.)

We have a joint powers services agreement (JPA) with DCSWCD in order to perform a water quality evaluation, public education, staff
training, rain garden construction and maintenance consultation. A JPA with DCSWCD for a $50,000 grant in relation to the Urban Cost
Share Program for water quality improvements on the South Grove Area 6 project. City is a member of MCSC. City participates in
LMRWMO Board and TEP's. City participates in Gun Club WMO and Met Council C.A.M.P. program for water quality testing. City Staff
training on lilicit Discharge.

H. *Have you developed methods to assess the effectiveness of your public educationfoutreach K Yes [INo
program?

If yes, please describe:

We worked with the DCSWCD in order to complete a raingarden water budget for neighborhoods which identify the best candidates.
DCSWCD then marketed the raingarden benefits to the identified candidates.

Minimum Control Measure 2: Public Participation/Involvement [V.G. 2] (*Required fields)

A. *Did you hold a public meeting to present accomplishments and to discuss your Stormwater Yes [1No
Pollution Prevention Program (SWPPP)? [Part V.G.1.€]

If no, explain:

B. What was the date of the public meeting (mm/ddfyyyy): 05/31/2012

How many citizens attended specifically for stormwater
(excluding board/council members and stafffhired consultants)? 12

D. Was the public meeting a stand-alone meeting for stormwater or was it combined with some other X Stand-alone
function (City Council meeting, other public event, etc.)? [ Combined

E. *Each permittee must solicit and consider input from the public prior to submittal of the annual Yes [INo
report. Did you receive written and/or oral input on your SWPPP? [Part V.G.2.b.1-3]

F. *Have you revised your SWPPP in response to written or oral comments received from the public [dves No
since the last annual reporting cycle? [Part V.G.2.c]

If yes, describe: (Attach a separate sheet if necessary.)

www.pca.state.mn.us  «  651-296-6300 +  800-657-3864 «  TTY 651-282-5332 or 800-657-3864 « Available in alternative formats
wq-strm4-06 « 3/9/12 Page 2 of 5



Minimum Control Measure 3: lllicit Discharge Detection and Elimination [V.G. 3] (*Required fields)

The permit requires permittees to develop, implement, and enforce a program to detect and eliminate illicit discharges as defined
in 40 CFR 122.26(b)(2). You must also select and implement a program of appropriate BMPs and measurable goals for this
minimum control measure.

A.

*Did you update your storm sewer system map? Yes []No

If yes, please explain which components (ponds, pipes, outfalls, waterbodies, etc.) were
updated/added:;

New storm systems were added to the GIS mapping. Various storm water features were verified and corrected as necessary.

Note: The storm sewer system map was to be completed by June 30, 2008. [Part V.G.3.a]
*Have you modified the format in which the map is available? Oyes B No

If yes, indicate the new format:
[ Hardcopy only [] GIS system [J CAD [] Other system:

*Have you established an ordinance or other regulatory mechanism to prohibit illicit discharges Yes [[INo
and/or non-stormwater discharges from entering the MS47?

Note: The permit required the ordinance or other regulatory mechanism to be established by June

30, 2010 [Part V.G.3.b].

If yes, indicate which mechanism you have established: Ordinance [] Regulatory

If you answered yes in question D above, provide the date the ordinance or other regulatory
mechanism was adopted (mm/dd/yyyy): 10/24/2011

*Did you inspect for illicit discharges during the reporting year? Yes [ No
If you answered yes in question G above, did you identify any illicit discharges? X Yes [0 No

If you answered yes in question H above, how many illicit discharges were detected during the
reporting period: 1

If you answered yes in question | above, did the illicit discharge result in an enforcement action? Yes [INo
If yes, what type of enforcement action(s) was taken (check all that apply):

[ Verbal warning [] Notice of violation [ Fines [ Criminal action

[0 Civil penalties  [X] Other (describe): Cease and Desist Order, City Cleaned 2 Stormceptors

Minimum Control Measure 4: Construction Site Stormwater Runoff [V.G.4] (*Required fields)

The permit requires that each permittee develop, implement, and enforce a program to reduce pollutants in any stormwater
runoff to your small MS4 from construction activities within your jurisdiction that resultin a land disturbance of equal to or greater
than one acre, including the disturbance of less than one acre of total land area that is part of a larger common plan of
development or sale if the larger common plan will uitimately disturb one or more acres. [Part V.G.4.]

A

The permit requires an erosion and sediment control ordinance or regulatory mechanism that must include sanctions to
ensure compliance and contains enforcement mechanisms [Part V.G.4.a]. Indicate which of the following enforcement
mechanisms are contained in your ordinance or regulatory mechanism and the number of actions taken for each
mechanism used during the reporting period (enter “0" if the method was not used or “NA” if the data does not exist).
Check all that apply.

Enforcement mechanism Number of actions
Verbal warnings # 12
Notice of violation # 15
1 Administrative orders #

B Stop-work orders # 1
[7] Fines #

Forfeit of security of bond money # 0
Withholding of certificate of occupancy # 0
[X] Criminal actions # 0
O civil penalties #

B] Other: Escrow withholding or assessment to collect expenses | # 0

www.pca.state.mn.us  »  651-296-6300 .+  800-657-3864 -  TTY 651-282-5332 or 800-657-3864 « Available in alternative formats
wq-strm4-06 « 3/9/12
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*Have you developed written procedures for site inspections? Yes [INo

*Have you developed written procedures for site enforcement? Kl Yes [INo
*Identify the number of active construction sites greater than an acre in your jurisdiction during

the reporting period year: 16

*On average, how frequently are construction sites inspected (e.g., weekly, monthly, etc.)? Weekly

*How many inspectors, at any time, did you have available to verify erosion and sediment control
compliance at construction sites during the reporting period:

Minimum Control Measure 5: Post-construction Stormwater Management in New Development
and Redevelopment [V.G.5] (*Required fields)

The permit requires each permittee to develop, implement, and enforce a program to address stormwater runoff from new
development and redevelopment projects within your jurisdiction that disturb an area greater than or equal to one acre, including
projects less than one acre that are part of a larger common plan of development or sale that discharge into your small MS4. Your
program must ensure that controls are in ptace that would prevent or reduce water quality impacts. You must also select and
implement a program of appropriate BMPs and measurable goals for this minimum control measure.

Note: The MS4 permit requirements associated with this minimum control measure were required to be fully developed and
implemented by June 30, 2008.

A

B.

*Have you established design standards for stormwater treatment BMPs installed as a result of Xl Yes [INo
post-construction requirements?

*Have you developed procedures for site plan review which incorporate consideration of water Yes [INo
quality impacts?
*How many projects have you reviewed during the reporting period to ensure adequate long-term

operation and maintenance of permanent stormwater treatment BMPs installed as a result of
post-construction requirements? [Part V.G.5.b.and Part V.G.5.c]. 51

*Do plan reviewers use a checklist when reviewing plans? Klyes [INo

*How are you funding the long-term operation and maintenance of your stormwater management
system? (Check all that apply)

[ Grants Stormwater utility fee Taxes Other: Designated General Operating Fund

Minimum Control Measure 6: Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping for Municipal
Operations [V.G. 6] (*Required fields)

The permit requires each MS4 to develop and implement an operation and maintenance program that includes a training
component and has the ultimate goal of preventing or reducing pollutant runoff from municipal operations. Your program must

include employee training to prevent and reduce stormwater pollution from activities, such as park and open space maintenance,
fleet and building maintenance, new construction and land disturbances, and stormwater system maintenance.

A

o

*Indicate the total number of structural pollution control devices (for example-grit chambers, sumps,
floatable skimmers, etc.) within your MS4, the total number that were inspected during the
reporting period, and calculate the percent inspected. Enter “0” if your MS4 does not contain
structural pollution contro! devices or none were inspected. Enter “NA” if the data does not exist:

*Total number *Number inspected | *Percentage

*Structural poliution control devices: 168 38 23%

*Did you repair, replace, or maintain any structural pollution control devices? X Yes [JNo

*For each BMP below, indicate the total number within your MS4, how many of each BMP type
were inspected and the percent inspected during the reporting period. Enter “0” if your MS4
does not contain BMPs or none were inspected. Enter “NA” if the data does not exist:

Structure/Facility type *Total number *Number inspected | *Percentage

*Qutfalls to receiving waters: 902 219 24%

*Sediment basins/ponds: 589 97 16%
*Total 1659 354 21%

Of the BMPs inspected in C. above, did you include any privately owned BMPs in that number? [dves No
If yes in D. above, how many:

www.pca.state.mn.us «  651-296-6300 .  800-657-3864 .  TTY 651-282-5332 or 800-657-3864 « Available in alternative formats
wg-strm4-06 « 3/9/12
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Section 7: Impaired Waters Review (*Required fields)

The permit requires any MS4 that discharges to a Water of the State, which appears on the current U. S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) approved list of impaired waters under Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act, review whether changes to the
SWPPP may be warranted to reduce the impact of your discharge [Part 1V.D].

A.  *Does your MS4 discharge to any waters listed as impaired on the state 303 (d) list? K Yes [JNo
B. *Have you modified your SWPPP in response to an approved Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL)? [ Yes No
If yes, indicate for which TMDL.

Section 8: Additional SWPPP Issues (*Required fields)

A. *Did you make a change to any BMPs or measurable goals in your SWPPP since your last [ Yes No
report? [Part V.H.]

B. If yes, briefly list the BMPs or any measurable goals using their unique SWPPP identification
numbers that were modified in your SWPPP, and why they were modified: (Attach a separate
sheet if necessatry.)

C. ™*Did you rely on any other entities (MS4s, consultants, or contractors) to implement any portion [ ves No
of your SWPPP?

If yes, please identify them and list activities they assisted with:

Owner or Operator Certification (*Required fields)

The person with overall administrative responsibility for SWPPP implementation and Permit compliance must certify this MS4
Annual Report. This person must be duly authorized and should be either a principal executive (i.e., Director of Public Works, City
Administrator) or ranking elected official (i.e., Mayor, Township Supervisor).

*Yes - | certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or
supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the
information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly
responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true,
accurate, and complete (Minn. R. 7001.0070). | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false
information, including the possibility of fine agd imprisonment (Minn. R. 7001.0540).

_—

*Name of certifying official: Lene
*Title: Crh, Pua ure vate: &6/ 1/ 2oz
"0 (mm/ddlyyyy)

www.pca.state.mn.us e«  651-296-6300 «  800-657-3864 .  TTY 651-282-5332 or 800-657-3864 « Available in alternative formats
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AGENDA ITEM 4 !D

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Consider Ordering a Topographic Survey for City Project No. 2012-07 Bohrer Pond Northwest
Treatment Basin

Meeting Date: June 11, 2012 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Consent None
. Contact; Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 X | Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
g New FTE requested — N/A
Other:

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Approve the hiring of a surveyor to conduct a topographical study of City property which contains the
northwest treatment basin for Bohrer Pond.

SUMMARY

The City of Inver Grove Heights has built a number of storm sewer systems which discharge onto City-
owned property near the northwest corner of Bohrer Pond, near the intersection of Carmen Avenue and
Claude Way. The City owns this parcel described as Lot 1, Block 3, Southeast Metro Industrial Park.

As early as 1969, the City constructed storm sewer outlets to Bohrer Pond. Four outlets currently exist as
shown on the attached map. This area had depressions which served as a pre-treatment basin which
protected Bohrer Pond from sediment being discharged from the storm sewer system. This is shown
clearly on the attached 1969 record plan. Over time, the development of the surrounding subwatershed
resulted in the deposition of a lot of sediment in this treatment basin. This has led to drainage issues in
the area as well as a sediment plume extending into the lake.

In 2011, the City televised the 60" storm sewer in the northwest corner of the site. This inspection found
varying depth of sediment in the 60" storm sewer. Depths of sediment ranged from 1/4 to 1/2 of the pipe
diameter. This reduces the hydraulic capacity of the storm sewer. The sediment extends about two
blocks north on Carmen Avenue. Eventually, the City will need to clean out this storm sewer. Quotes for
this work range from $13,000 to $20,000 to remove the sediment from the 60" RCP. This work will be
brought forward for Council authorization once a management plan is developed. It is anticipated that
this work will be considered in the fall of 2012 following the collection of storm water utility fees which are
being implemented. We hope to develop a plan that will allow for the disposal of the sediment on the City
site to reduce transportation costs.

This Council item seeks approval to hire a surveyor to conduct a topographical survey of the site. This
survey will be used by staff to develop a pre-treatment basin plan and a sediment management plan. The
survey will also determine the Ordinary High Water Level (OHWL) location. The DNR has indicated this
OHWL is at 803.4 (1929 datum). The management plan will try to avoid work in the wetlands below the
OHWL. The Technical Evaluation Panel (TEP) has done a preliminary review of the concept. The TEP
consists of the City, Dakota County SWCD and DNR personnel. They will review the plans prepared by
the City.



2012-07 — Bohrer Pond Northwest Treatment Basin Page Two
June 11, 2012 Council Meeting

The City requested proposal for the survey from its consulting engineering pool. Quotes for the survey
were received as follows:

Gorman Surveying $2,685.00
Bolton & Menk $3,200.00

It is recommended that the City Council accept the May 18, 2012 proposal for the survey from Gorman
Surveying in the amount of $2,685.00. This work will be funded through the City Engineering Division
budget for engineering consultants (Account 101-43.5100.442.30300).

The City will consider applying for some additional grant programs to help restore the basin. We are
currently reviewing a SWCD program that may be able to provide up to $50,000. The MPCS’s grant
program for PAH management is also being considered for up to $100,000. There is also a possibility the
City will consider applying for the Legacy Grants. Formal action on grant applications will be brought
forward to the Council once the plan concepts are developed and the grant applications are prepared.

TJIK/KS

Attachment: Southeast Metro Industrial Park Map
Bohrer Pond map to be surveyed
Proposals
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8640 Harriet Ave. So. Suite 102 Phone: 952-346-8300
Bloomington, MN. 55420-2728 Fax: 952-346-9110
www.gormansurveying.com

C% Gorman Surveying, Inc.

Topographic Survey Proposal
Bohrer Pond Site
City of Inver Grove Heights

May 18,2012

Submit To: Peter T. Hindman
City of Inver Grove Heights
Email: phindman@jinvergroveheights.org

Project: Bohrer Pond Site — Topo Survey
City of Inver Grove Heights

Gorman Surveying proposes to provide the following surveying services for the above
project:

Topographic Survey:
- Topographic Survey for the area to be surveyed, including the four FES
Structures and south side berm area.
- Establish Survey Control and Set Project Benchmark
CAD Topographic Drawing:
- Provide Contoured AutoCAD Drawing of Site

Total Base Bid: .- $2,685.00

Extra Work: Any additional surveying or extra work required due to revision of the
plans or as requested by the contractor will be performed at an hourly rate.

Hourly Rate: Field Survey Crew: $175.00/hour
Office — AutoCAD Services: $95.00/hour

We trust that this proposal will be of assistance and look forward to working with you.

Daniel J. Gorman, Estimator

An Equal Opportunity Employer



Tom Kaldunski

From: Pete Hindman

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2012 9:24 AM
To: Tom Kaldunski

Subject: FW: Bohrer Pond

Here is Brians bid.

————— Original Message-----

From: Brian Hilgardner [mailto:brianhi@bolton-menk.com]
Sent: Monday, May 21, 2012 9:27 AM

To: Pete Hindman

Subject: Bohrer Pond

$3200. There is a lot of trees and according to Ric its important to get a lot of shots to
determine HWL. Will be less if the trees don't interfere as bad as it looks. I'll call you
after lunch. Have a meeting this am.

Brian
From Blackberry Device



AGENDA ITEM éE

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Authorize Proposal by EOR to Review Regional Basin Impacts and Conduct a Roundabout
Assessment on Storm Water Facilities and conduct a Topographical Survey at T.H. 3 and Amana
Trail — City Project No. 2009-01

Meeting Date: June 11, 2012 Fiscal/lFTE Impact:
ltem Type: Consent None
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
7 New FTE requested —~ N/A
X | Other: City Project No. 2009-01

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Authorize hire of consultant EOR to review regional basin impacts, conduct an assessment on the
roundabout storm water facilites and conduct a topographical survey to determine storm water
management solutions to reduce erosion near the roundabout which was constructed as City Project No.
2009-01.

BACKGROUND

The City of Inver Grove Heights constructed the T.H. 3 roundabout to Amana Trail as City Project No.
2009-01. This project constructed various storm water management features for the roundabout. A
series of infiltration areas and rock ditch blocks were constructed to manage the runoff from the project.
The City has experienced several storm events which exceeded the 10-year design capacity of these
facilities and resulted in erosion along the roundabout into the nearby regional basins.

EOR has been in the City’s consultant engineering pool and they have done extensive storm water
reviews and modeling in the Northwest Area. The City has selected EOR to conduct this work because
their background, knowledge of the area and professional involvement in the northwest area storm water
management planning.

The scope of work was outlined in an e-mail received on May 8, 2012. EOR will be reviewing the
locations of the storm water facilities, surveying the existing field conditions and reviewing the capacity of
the existing storm water facilities. They will present recommendations to reduce the erosion that may
include additional storm water features such as rock checks and diversions of runoff into nearby regional
basins.

EOR has proposed to provide these services for an amount not to exceed $2,225. These services will be
funded by City Project No. 2009-01 (Account 429.72.5900.729.30300). It is recommended that the City
Council authorize hiring EOR to provide these services.

TIK/KkE
Attachment: Plan sheets showing storm water facilities



” k! mngn?mhﬂ dvs viL ~eoozfoees M ey ™
66 [8CUORB ISW08'E HL o S0 0T08LE 8659 NN ‘Sodoxeus Uneg ex00xau0IS SO ponn . oS g
mt.v $p Ll UZ_ENNZ_UZNWM il e ™ = ™ 2
g
i NV1d 3OVNIved DDIOO0HaINOLS s AEINIONS OIS S04 CISNITVAING T VI L, Oy, NOLSTAYAINS ADENIG Ak VRGN ot o ° S
E O W AT OIUVdIUd SYM LHOSTY YO "NOLLYDLIDGIS STHL LVHL AJLLYID AUIN3H I ROEEUMWM AHD | A8 EIE) "ON ‘AJY
sease uopen|yu|
0foud 33 JO 55399NS Y 40§ [BIKI B4R UORUSA UORIRAWOD pue Bujseyd T0°E2+TSH VIS
*s3.med) 95oY3 Jo o 20U M pue 2se sease 800-010-8L1 d'V'S « &=
Bujpunouns S1p J3UN PapeIB JO PIPNASUCS 3G J0U ||RYS SRR BSIUL 10-6002 d'D m
52240 ,JUd, PUT ,INI. JO BujsRyd UO[IRSUDD 103C0Yd aN3 S1IWI NOLLOMYISNOD e
TWNIVYG I b == . P — gHLEN .II/ \lm.Emuzou ASVYO3¥d W
NOLLOZHIQ MO4 30VAUNS < 3118 Jo 9sn oy Aq Bupnp pug uopeyis woy L
- papajoud 89 pjnoys sease asayy uadujbud Aq ngnuu $R,8140
LY3NND FDVIINL = = — 1dap e 03 papyleds aq Isnw SIR||Pe) Jusuneasd v..u uopenjuu| |Iv 3
WIMIS WHOLS TOVIANE  —> *3¥dw 40 ,INI, JO SIXURId UM SeAIR U] PIMOIR uo: s} uopdedwon B m
iS3ION "
YIMIS WYOLS 03S0d0Yd  —>— PESame= N ===x
vawynouvanant  [EEEEEY
DolHOLA e
NOYdY 32V1dNI q
NOY4Y Q3S0d0¥d d
NISVE HOLYD 3V1dNI » :
=
NISYE HLV) 035040¥d N
YIBWAN NOLLVALLTLNT ‘@
wzawnnunwonus (- 82)
NOLLONYLSNOY Q3S0d0¥d
[NEBE)] N N SLIWI NOLLONYLSNGD
m / N ~. T
~
_ m AN //// ///~ x_nmn_ ST g
\ N by,
{ \\ /// Y AV drd WOGNVY AD T §
. !
_ / / /// ~ i _ _ E
S p—— B ———— — -
! ol e =
m Stmn zo_._U:Emzoul./ | 4108 8M ....uc pl—— ] e = o
S e e e e e P
o { ] 1 1S W}os L
(8t W) =

05+8by VLS INIT HOLVIW

PN
7 ~,
~,
~ e ~o
v -~ Ve ~,
, ~Em >

T

@ g

/,E/’,.T. Elll.’gﬁ,

y \ \.@ 4 (0108 mu\Ji 5705 8D)
e

/ (6005 83 >

lmoom o)

JS.

lllll noom mn_

SLWI NOLLDNYLSNOD

\ /

/
/7
v
LI 4

/

e e meen e e e S e S oo e

€HLEN D

S0'88+9EY VIS
800-010-8LT d'V'S
70-6002 d'D

7' 123[0%d NI938

~ 24 /Jl
N,
//_ —\.\.I./A , \

Q.\\
Tuey aBeweiy  TTHAOW

st sreTIIae noama 1M

row

mnaemeYarnn.s

soen

mrun



AGENDA ITEM 4 ‘

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Correcting Assessment Roll for the 2011 Pavement Management Program, City
Project No. 2011-09D — Urban Street Reconstruction (South Grove Area 6)

Meeting Date:  June 11, 2012 FiscallFTE Impact:
ltem Type: Consent None
Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Steve Dodge, Asst. City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement
T New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: Pavement Management
Funds, Special Assessments, State
Aid Funds, Water Connection Fund

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

Resolution adopting second final assessment roll for the 2011 Pavement Management Program, City
Project No. 2011-09D — Urban Street Reconstruction Project (South Grove Area 6) for seven (7)
parcels along 75" as depicted on the attached assessment map and roll.

SUMMARY

The project was ordered by the City Council on March 14, 2011, as part of the City’'s Pavement
Management Program (PMP). The final assessment hearing was held on May 29, 2012. The project
involves roadway reconstruction (portions with new curb construction) with storm water improvements,
partial reconstruction, and a mill and overlay.

After the assessments were levied, a resident along 75" Street East notified staff that they had paid up
to the $4000 cap in previous assessments related to the 2010-09D South Grove Area 5 reconstruction
project. Staff reviewed the information and confirmed there were seven (7) properties that were
assessed for drainage improvements on City Project No. 2011-09D that had paid $4000 in previous
South Grove Area assessments. Since they have reached the assessment cap adopted by Council,
staff has prepared a final second assessment roll showing their final assessment to be zero. Once
approved by Council, the owners will receive a new assessment statement for $0.00, replacing the
previous invoice. A letter has been sent to all seven owners explaining the findings, and that a new roll
will be adopted showing no levied assessment at this Council session. The seven parcels have been
removed from the certified roll for the Office of the County Assessor in order to properly reflect no
assessment for this project.

| recommend approval of the resolution adopting the final second assessment roll for City Project No.
2011-09D — Urban Street Reconstruction (South Grove Area 6).

TJIKKS

Attachments: Resolution
Area Map
Final Second Assessment Roll
Example Letter to Owners



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION ADOPTING FINAL SECOND ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR THE 2011 PAVEMENT MIANAGEMENT
PROGRAM, CITY PROJECT NO. 2011-09D — URBAN STREET RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT (SOUTH GROVE
AREA 6)

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, subsequent to the adoptlon of the final assessment roll on May 29, 2012, is was determined
that the following seven parcels located on 75" Street did not receive full credit for their prewous assessments
paid for during prior South Grove Area projects: 4019, 4031, 4039, 4049, 4059, 4069, and 4079 75" Street East.

WHEREAS, with respect to the findings, a final second assessment roll as been prepared for the said
seven parcels depicting a final assessment to be zero ($0.00).

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

1. The final second assessment roll, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof, is
hereby accepted and shall constitute a determination and finding of zero assessment for the said
parcels. These parcels will not be levied for assessment in relation to this project (2011-09D)
and the second final assessment roll will indicate an amount of zero for these parcels.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 11th day of June 2012.

AYES:
NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor
ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk
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City of
Inver Grove Heights

www.ci.inver-grove-heights.mn.us

June 5, 2012

Name
Address
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55076-4365

Re: Property ID Number

Dear Name:

This letter is to inform you that an error was found in the 2011-09D final assessment roll spreadsheet that
was adopted by the City Council at the May 29, 2012 Assessment Hearing. At the hearing the City
Council capped the assessment at $4,000 and took into consideration any previous assessments. Since
you received an assessment on the 2010-09D project and are at the $4,000 cap, your assessment will be
$0.00. Please disregard the Assessment Statement that was mailed to you and do not pay that amount.

Enclosed is a revised assessment roll for the seven parcels that are affected will be presented and
adopted at the City Council meeting on June 11, 2012. After the City Council adopts the revised
assessment roll for the affected parcels, a revised Assessment Statement will be sent to you showing
your final assessment as $0.00.

If you have any questions you can contact John in the Engineering Division at 651-450-2573. We
apologize for any inconvenience this may have caused.

Sincerely,

Thomas J. Kaldunski, P.E.
City Engineer

TJIK/KF
Enclosure

8150 Barbara Ave. = Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077-3412
Telephone: 651-450-2500 = Fax: 651-450-2502
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HALSO ADMITTED IN OKLAHOMA

TO: Mayor and Council Members
FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz and Kenneth J. Rohlf, City Attorneys
DATE: June {3y ,2012

RE: Outdoor Recreation Grant Program Agreement #L.W27-01385

Section 1. Backeround: In February 2012, the City executed an Outdoor Recreation Grant
Program Agreement #LW27-01385 (the “Agreement”) for Skyview Park with the State of
Minnesota, acting through the Commissioner of Natural Resources (the “State”). Pursuant to the
Agreement, the City will receive funding from the State to convert two existing baseball/softball
fields into a rectangular field (football, soccer, lacrosse) and replace playground with ADA
compliant equipment at Skyview Park. The Agreement imposes upon the City the obligation of
recording certain conditions and restrictions against Skyview Park for the duration of the
Agreement. Per the Agreement, the City has created a Declaration of Conditions and Restrictions
on Skyview Park Property (“Declaration™) that requires the City to permanently manage and
maintain Skyview Park consistent with the Agreement and restricts the City from converting any
portion of Skyview Park to uses other than park recreation uses specified in the Agreement
without the prior written approval of the State.

Section 2. Recommendation: The Park & Recreation Director and the Office of the City
Attorney recommend that the Council authorize the Mayor and Deputy City Clerk execute the
Declaration of Conditions and Restrictions on Skyview Park Property.
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CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. 12-

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF THE DECLARATION
OF CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS ON SKYVIEW PARK PROPERTY

WHEREAS, the City is the fee title owner of Skyview Park.

WHEREAS, in February 2012, the City executed an Outdoor Recreation Grant Program
Agreement #L.W27-01385 (the “Agreement”) for Skyview Park with the State of Minnesota,
acting through the Commissioner of Natural Resources (the “State”).

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Agreement, the City is to receive funding from the State to
convert two existing baseball/softball fields into a rectangular field (football, soccer, lacrosse)
and replace playground with ADA compliant equipment at Skyview Park.

WHEREAS, the Agreement imposes upon the City the obligation of recording certain
conditions and restrictions against Skyview Park for the duration of the Agreement.

WHEREAS, the City has created a Declaration of Conditions and Restrictions on
Skyview Park Property (“Declaration”) that requires the City to permanently manage and
maintain Skyview Park consistent with the Agreement and restricts the City from converting any
portion of Skyview Park to uses other than park recreation uses specified in the Agreement
without the prior written approval of the State.

WHEREAS, a copy of the Declaration is attached hereto and incorporated herein as
Exhibit A.

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

1. The Declaration is hereby approved.

2. The Mayor and Deputy City Clerk are hereby authorized to execute the Declaration.



Passed this day of June, 2012.

George Tourville, Mayor

Attest:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk



DECLARATION
OF CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS
ON SKYVIEW PARK PROPERTY

THIS DECLARATION is made as of the day of June 2012, by the City of Inver
Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation, (hereinafter referred to as “Declarant”).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, Declarant is the fee title owner of Skyview Park, the legal description of
which is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit A (“Skyview Park™).

WHEREAS, in February 2012, Declarant executed an Outdoor Recreation Grant Program
Agreement #1.W27-01385 (the “Agreement”) for Skyview Park with the State of Minnesota, acting
through the Commissioner of Natural Resources (the “State”), a copy of which is attached hereto as
Exhibit B.

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Agreement, Declarant is to receive funding from the State to
convert two existing baseball/softball fields into a rectangular field (football, soccer, lacrosse) and
replace playground with ADA compliant equipment at Skyview Park.

WHEREAS, Section 21.2 of the Agreement imposes on Declarant the obligation of
recording certain conditions and restrictions against Skyview Park for the duration of the
Agreement.

CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS

NOW THEREFORE, Dcclarant hereby declares and imposes the following conditions
and restrictions upon Skyview Park:

1. Skyview Park shall be permanently managed and maintained for park purposes
consistent with the Agreement.



2. Declarant shall not, at any time, convert any portion of Skyview Park to uses other than
park recreation uses specified in the Agreement without the prior written approval of the
State.

3. The conditions and restrictions of this Declaration shall run with and bind Skyview Park.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City has hereto executed this Agreement the day and
year first above writlen. -

DECLARANT:
City of Inver Grove Heights

By: George Tourville

Its: Mayor
ATTEST:
By: Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss:
COUNTY OF DAKOTA )
Onthis _ dayof , 2012, 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 Deputy
City Clerk of the City of Inver Grove Heights, the municipality named in the foregoing instrument,
and that the seal affixed to said instrument was signed and sealed in behalf of said municipality by
authority of its City Council and said Mayor and Deputy City Clerk acknowledged said instrument
to be the free act and deed of said municipality.

Notary Public
This Instrument was drafted by: After recording please return to:
LeVander, Gillen & Miller, P.A. LeVander, Gillen & Miller, P.A.
Timothy J. Kuntz Timothy J. Kuntz
633 South Concord Street, Suite 400 633 South Concord Street, Suite 400
South St. Paul, MN 55075 South St. Paul, MN 55075
651-451-1831 651-451-1831



EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF SKYVIEW PARK

PARCEL “A”

That part of the Southeast Quarter (SE1/4) of Section Three (3), Township
Twenty-seven (27), Range Twenty-Two (22), described as follows:

Commencing 50 chains and 96 links east of the northwest comer of the
Southeast Quarter of the Southwest Quarter (SE1/4 of SW1/4) of said Section Three
(3); thence east 7 chains and 61 links; thence south 9 chains and 91 links; thence
west 7 chains and 61 links; thence north 9 chains and 91 links to the point of
beginning.

PARCEL “B”

That part of the Southeast Quarter of Section 3, Township 27, Range 22,
described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the north line of the Southeast Quarter of the
Southeast Quarter of said Section 3, said point being 3865.62 feet easterly of the
northwest comer of the Southeast Quarter of the Southwest Quarter of said Section
3; thence southerly, at right angles to said north line, a distance of 654.06 feet;
thence easterly, at right-angles, a distance of 98.64 feet; more or less, to the east line
of said Section 3; thence northerly along said east line a distance of 654.14 feet,
more or less, o the northeast corner of said Southeast Quarter of the Southeast
Quarter; thence westerly along the morth line of said Southeast Quarter of the
Southeast Quarter a distance of 88.13 feet, more or less, to the point of beginning.



EXHIBIT B
COPY OF GRANT AGREEMENT

[This page intentionally left blank — See next page]



STATE OF MINNESOTA
GRANT AGREEMENT
Qutdoor Recreation Grant Program
LW27-01385

This grant agreement is between the State of Minnesota, acting through its Commissioner of Natural Resources ("State”)
and the City of Inver Grove Heights, 8055 Barbara Avenue, Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077 (“Grantae“)

1.

(%

Recitals ’
Pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 84.0264, the state is empowered to receive and administer grants under the Land
and Water Conservation Fund grant program authorized by Congress in the Land and Water Conservation
Fund Act of 1965, as amended, and the Local Grants program authorized by the State of Minnesota. Fifty
percent of the funds granted under subdivision 1 shall be distributed for projects to be acquired, developed,
and maintained by local units of government, providing that any project approved is consistent with a
statewide or a county or regional recreational plan and compatible with the statewide recreational plan. All
money received by the commissioner for local units of government is appropriated annually to carry out the
purposes for which the funds are received.
The Grantee has made application to the State for a portion of the allocation for the purpose of conducting
the project entitled Slqrvxew Park in the manner described in the Grantee's APPLICATION which is
incorporated into this Agreement by reference.
The Grantee represents that it is duly qualified and agrees to ;sarfcnn all services described in this grant
agreement to the satisfaction of the State.

; Grant Agreement
Term of Grant Agreement

L1 Effective date: December 13,2011

No reimbursements will be made until or upon the date that the final required signature is obtained by the State,
pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.05, subdivision 2.

1.2 Expiration date: December 31, 2013, or until all obligations have been satisfactorily fulfilled, whichever oceurs
first,

1.3 Survival of Terms. The following clauses survive the expiration or cancellation of this grant agreement: 8,
Liability; 9. State Audits; 10. Government Data Practices and Intellectual Property; 12. Signage, Publicity and
Endorsement; 13, Governing Law, Jurisdiction, and Venue; 15 Data stciusurc, 18 Inspections, 19 Resource
Management and Protection and 22 Program Requirements.

. Grantee’s Duties

The Grantee who is not a state employee will:

See Attachment A, which is incorporated by reference and made a part of this agreement. Where provisions of the
Grantee's APPLICATION are inconsistent with other provisions of the Ag:ee.ment the provisions of this Agreement
shall take precedence over the provisions of the APPLICATION.

The Grantee agrees 1o complete the project in accordance with the approved budget to the extent practicable and
within the project period s;:ecxﬁed in the grant agreement. Any material change in the scope of the pro_;ect, budget or
completion date shall require prior written approval by the STATE.

Time

The Grantee must compky with all the time requirements described in this.grant agreement. In the pexfonnancc of this
grant agreement, time Is of the essence.

Graat (Rev. 1011} - 1



-4 Consideration and Payment
4.1 Consideration. Consideration for all services performed by Grantee pursuant to this grant agreement shall be
paid by the State as follows:

1.COMPENSATION: Compensation in an amount not to exceed $86,000.00, based on the following

computation: See Attachment A for Project budget.

2.MATCHING REQUIREMENTS: Grantee certifies that the following matching requirement for the Grant will

be met by GRANTEE. The total project cost is $172,000.00. Grantee agrees to provide matching funds of at least
, fifty percent of this total project cost.

THE TOTAL STATE OBLIGATION FOR ALL COMPENSATION TO GRANTEE SHALL NOT EXCEED:
Eighty six thousand dollars,

Funds made available pursuant to this Agreement shall be used only for expenses incurred in performing and
accomplishing the purposes and activities specified herein. Notwithstanding all other provisions of this Agreement, it
is understood that any reduction or termination of funds allocated to the State may result in a like reduction to the
Grantee.

. .

4.2. Payment

L. Payment. The State shall disburse funds to the Grantee pursuant to this Agreement on a reimbursement basis,
based upon a payment request and required expenditure documentation submitted by the Grantee and reviewed
and approved by the State. The Grantee shall be limited to no more than four payment requests during the period
covered by this Agreement. The Grantee shall submit a finaf billing within 30 days of the end of the project
period. ' -

2.Federal funds, Payments under this grant agreement will be made from federal funds obtained by the State
thirough the National Park Service of the United States Department of Interior, Land and Water Conservation
Fund, Act of 1965 as amended thereto. If at any time such funds become unavailable, this Grant Agreement shall
be terminated immediately upon written notice of such fact by the State to the Grantee. In the event of such
termination, Grantee shall be entitled to payment, determined on a pro rata basis, for services satisfactorily
performed. The Grantee is responsible for compliance with all federal requirements imposed on these funds and
accepts full financial responsibility for any requirements imposed by the Grantee’s failure to comply with federal
requirements. _ .

5 Conditions of Payment _ : .

- All services provided by the Grantee under this grant agreement must be performed to the State’s satisfaction, as
determined at the sole discretion of the State’s Authorized Representative and in accordance with all applicable
federal, state, and local laws, ordinances, rules, and regulations. The Grantee will not receive payment for work
found. by the State to be unsatisfactory or performed in violation of federal, state, or local law.

6 Autherized Representative .
The State's Authorized Representative is Audrey Mularie, Division of Parks and Trails, 500 Lafayette Road,
Box 52, St. Paul, MIN 651-259-5549, or his/her successor, and has the responsibility to monitor the Grantee’s
performance and the authority to accept the services provided under this grant agreement. If the services are
satisfactory, the State's Authorized Representative will certify acceptance on each invoice submitted for payment.

The Grantee’s Authorized 'Representative is Eric Carlson, Director of Parks and Recreation, 8055 Barbara
Avenue, Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077 651-450-2587. If the Grantee’s Authorized Representative changes at
any time during this grant Agreement, the Grantee must immediately notify the State.

7 Assignment, Amendments, Waiver, and Grant agreement Complete .
7.1 Assignment. The Grantee may neithier assign nor transfer any rights or obligations under this grant agreement
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without the prior consent of the State and a fully executed Assignment Agreement, executed and approved by
the same parties who executed and approved this grant agreement, or their successors in office.

7.2 Amendments. Any amendment to this grant agreement must be in writing and will not be effective until it
has been executed and approved by the same parties who executed and approved the original grant agreement,

“or their successors in office.

7.3 Waiver. If the State fails to enforce any provision of this grant agreement, that failure does not waive the
provision or its right to enforce it.

7.4 Grant Agreemeni Complete. This grant agreement contains all negotiations and agreements between the
State and the Grantee. No other understanding regarding this grant agreement, whether written or oral, may
be used to bind either party.

Liability

The Grantee must indemnify, save, and hold the State, its agents, and employees harmless from any claims or
causes of action, including attorney’s fees incurred by the State, arising from the performance of this grant
agreement by the Grauntee or the Grantee’s agents or employees. This clause will not be construed to bar any legal
remedies the Grantee may have for the State's failure to fulfill its obligations under this grant agreement.

State Audits

Under Minn. Stat. §16C.05, subd. 5, the Grantee’s books, records, documents, and accounting procedures and
practices relevant to this grant agreement are subject to examination by the State and/or the State Auditor or
Legislative Auditor, as appropriate, for a minimum of six years from the end of this grant agreement.

Government Data Practices and Intellectual Property

10.1. Government Data Practices. The Grantee and Statc must comply with the Minnesota Government Data
Practices Act, Minn. Stat. Ch. 13, as it applies to all data provided by the State under this grant agreement,
and as it applies to all data created, collected, received, stored, used, maintained, or disseminated by the
Grantee under this grant agreement. The civil remedies of Minn. Stat, § 13.08 apply to the release of the
data referred to in this clause by either the Grantee or the State.

If the Grantee receives a request to release the data referred to in this Clause, the Grantee must immediately
notify the State, The State will give the Grantee instructions concerning the release of the data to the
requesting party before the data is released.

10.2. Intellectual Property Rights (if applicable)

(A) Intellectual Property Rights. The State owns all rights, title, and interest in all of the intellectual

property rights, including copyrights, patents, frade secrets, trademarks, and service marks in the
- Works and Documents created and paid for under this contract. Works means all inventions,
improvements, discoveries (whether or not patentable), databases, computer programs, reports, notes,
studies, photographs, negatives, designs, drawings, specifications, materials, tapes, and disks
conceived, reduced o practice, created or originated by the Grantee, its employees, agents, and
subcontractors, either individually or jointly with others in the performance of this contract. Works
includes “Documents.” Documents are the originals of any databases, computer programs, reports,
notes, studies, photographs, negatives, designs, drawings, specifications, materials, tapes, disks, or
other materials, whether in tangible or electronic forms, prepared by the Grantee, its employees,
agents, or subcontractors, in the performance of this contract. The Documents will be the exclusive
property of the State.and all such Documents must be immediately returned to the State by the
Grantee upon completion or cancellation of this contract. “To the extent possible, those Works eligible
- for copyright protection under the United States Copyright Act will be deemed to be “works made for

hire.” The Grantee assigns all right, title, and interest it may have in the Works and the Documents to
the State. The Grantee must, at the request of the State, execute all papers and perform all other acts
necessary to transfer or record the State’s ownership interest in the Works and Documents.
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(B) Obligations :

1. Notification. Whenever any invention, improvement, or discovery (whether or not patentable) is
made or conceived for the first time or actually or constructively reduced to practice by the Grantee,
including its employees and subcontractors, in the performance of this confract, the Grantee will
immediately give the State’s Authorized Representative written notice thereof, and must promptly fumish
the Authorized Representative with complete information and/or disclosure thereon.

2. Representation. The Grantee must perform all acts, and take all steps necessary to ensure that all
intellectual property rights in the Works and Documents are the sole property of the State, and that neither
Grantee nor its employees, agents, or subcontractors retain any interest in and to.the Works and Documents.
The Grantee represents and warraats that the Works and Documents do not and will not infringe upon any
intellectual property rights of other persons ar entities. Notwithstanding Clause 8, the Grantee will
indemnify; defend, to the extent permitted by the Attorney General; and hold harmless the State, at the
Grantee’s expense, from any action or claim brought against the Statc to the extent that it is based on a
claim that all or part of the Works or Documents infringe upon - the intellectual property rights of others. -
The Grantce will be responsible for payment of any and all such claims, demands, obligations, liabilities,
costs, and damages, including but not limited to, attorney fees. If such a claim or action arises, or in the
Grantee’s or the State’s opinion is likely to arise, the Grantee must, at the State’s discretion, either procure
for the State the right or license to use the intellectual property rights at issue orreplace or modify the
allegedly infringing Works or Documents as necessary and appropriate to obviate the infringement claim.
This remedy of the State will be in addition to and not exclusive of other remedies provided by law.

Workers’ Compensation

The Grantee certifies that it is in compliance with Minn. Stat. § 176.181, subd. 2, pertaining to workers’
compensation insurance coverage. The Grantee’s employees and agents will not be considered State employees.
Any claims that may arise under the Minnesota Workers’ Compensation Act on behalf of these employees and
any claims made by any third party as a consequence of any act or omission on the part of these employees are in

~ no way the State’s obligation or responsibility.

Signage, Publicity and Endorsement
12.1 Szonage Aty site developed or improved by this grant agreement shall display a sxgn, at a prominent location
and in a form approved by the State

12.2 Publlcz(y Any publicity regarding the subject matter of this grant agreement must not be released without
prior written approval from the State’s Authorized Representative. For purposes of this provision, publicity
includes notices, informational pamphlets, press releases, research, reports, signs, and similar public notices
prepared by or for the Grantee individually or jointly with others, or any subcontractors, with respect to the
program, publications, or services provided resulting from this grant agreement.

12.3 Endorsement. The Grantee must not claim that the State endorses its produets or services.

Governing Law, Jurisdiction, and Venue

Minnesota law, without regard to its choice-of-law provisions, governs this grant agreement. Venue for all Iegal
proceedings out of this grant agreement, or its breach, must be in the appropriate state or federal court with
competent jurisdiction in Ramsey County, Minnesota.

Termination

The State may cancel this grant agreement at any time, with or without cause, upon 30 days’ written notice to the
Grantee. Upon termination, the Grantee will be entitled to payment, determined on a pro rata basis, for services -
satisfactorily performed.

Data Disclosure '
Under Minn. Stat. § 270C.65, Subd. 3, and other applicable law, the Grantee consents to disclosure of its social
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securify number, federal employer tax identification number, and/or Minnesota tax identification number, already
provided to the State, to federal and state tax agencies and state personnel involved in the payment of state
obligations. These identification numbers may be used in the enforcement of federal and state tax laws which
could result in action requiring the Grantee to file state tax returns and pay delinquent state tax liabilities, if any.

American Disabilities Act
The Grantes must comply with the following accessibility guidelines:

.16.1. Americans with Disability Act Accessibility Guidelines for Buildings and Facilities (ADAAG), 2602.
The amended accessibilify guidelines include a new section 15 that provides guidelines for recreation facilities
such as boating and fishing facilities, golf, swimming pools and play areas. Also included in the new amended
guidelines, is a definition of “Area of Sport Activity’” and requxrements for accessible routes to the area of sport
activities and sport coutts.

16.2. Regulatory Negotiation Committee on Accessibility Guidelines for Outdoor Developed Areas Final
Report, 1999. Until incorporated into the ADAAG standards, the final report for outdoor developed areas
should be used for designing recreational facilities such as campgrounds, picnic areas, trails, and beaches..

Reporting Requirements
The Grantee shall submit a progress report, in a form prescribed by the State, by June 1 of each year during the
tetm of this grant agreement. A final report must be submitted with the request for ﬁnal reimbursement. Forms

will be provided by the state.

Inspections

The State’s authorized reprcsentat:ves shall be allowed at any time to conduct periodic site visits and inspections
to ensure work progress in accordance with this grant agreement, mcludmg a final inspection upon project
completion.

Following closure of the project, the State’s authorized representatives shall be allowed to conduct post-
completton inspections of the site to ensure that the site is being properly operated and maintained and that no
conversion of use has occurred. :

Resource Management and Protection

The Grantee shall protect, manage and maintain, or cause to maintain, the property acquired and/or developed
pursuant to this grant agreement. Properties shall be kept reasonably safe for public use, if applicable. All state
and federal accessibility laws, regulations and standards shall be adhered to. Vegetation management and similar
safeguards and supervision shall be provided to the extent feasible. Buildings, roads, irails and other structures
and improvements, if any, shall be kept in reasonable repair throughout their estimated lifetime to prevent undue
deterioration. Failure to adequately manage, maintain and properly protect the resources and property assisted
through this grant agreement may result in the withholding by the State of any current or future payments to the
Grantee related to this or any other Local Grants projects and may result in ineligibility of the Grantee to receive
future Local Grants Program Grants, :

The Grantee shall keep the facility open to the general public at reasonable hours and at times of the year
consistent with the purpose and type of use of the property and appropriate management and protection of natural
resources.

Invasive Species Prevention _
Grantees and subcontractors must follow Minnesota DNR’s Operational Order 113, which requires preventing or
limiting the introduction, establishment and spread of invasive species during activities on public waters and

DNR-administered lands. This applies to all activities performed on all lands under this grant agreement and is

not limited to lands under DNR control or public waters. Duties are listed under Sectlons I and L (p. 5-8) of
Operational Order 113 which may be found at
http://files.dor.state. mn us/assistarice/grants/habitat/heritage/oporder 113 pdf.
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Land Retention and Deed Restriction

21.1 Land Retention

Any lands acquired or developed with assistance from the Qutdoor Recreation grant program must be
retained solely for the uses proposed in the Grantee’s application. The lands subject to this agreement
are shown in Attachment C — Boundary Map which is attached and made part of this agreement. No
other use can be made of these lands without prior written approval of the State and the National Park
Service. The State will consider requests to convert these lands to other uses only if all practical
alternatives have been evaluated and rejected on a sound basis and replacement lands of equal or greater
fair market value and reasonably equivalent 1 usefulness are acquired and dedicated to the uses proposed
in the Grantee’s application. -

21.2 Deed Restriction o
The Grantes shall have the following condition recorded with the deed to all lands within the park as
described in Attachment C — Boundary Map and submit an attested copy of the deed and the condition to
the State: ’
In order to comply with the Department of Natural Resources Outdoor. Recreation Praject
Agreement LW27-01385 the City of Inver Grove Heights does hereby impose-the
following restrictions on the property described in Attachment C to that agreement:

The property shall be permanently managéd and maintained for park purposes consistent with the
approved grant agreement. :

The Grantee shall not at any time convert any portion of the park area to uses other than park
recreation uses specified in this Agreement without the prior written approval of the State
actmg through its commissioner of natural resources.

Progx an1 Requirements

Federal Land and Water Conservation Fund General Provisions (see Attachment B which is incorporated by
reference and made a part of this Agreement). The Grantee assumes all of the.State's responsibilities as detailed
in the incorporated Provisions.
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The Grantee certifies that the appropriate person(s)
ave executed the grant agreement on behalf of the Grantee as

required by appg‘ab]e dcticles, bylaws, resolutions, or ordinances.
By: 73 G{—U\‘Xﬁa'(

Title: MEI_ . VK V
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Agency
Grantee .
State’s Authorized Representative - Photo Copy
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Attachment A
Project Budget

Recipient City of Inver Grove Heights
Grant: LW27-01385 Skyview Park

Grant Amount:  $86,000

Project Scope:

Convert two existing baseball/softball fields into a rectangular field (Football, Soccer, Lacrosse)
field and replace playground with ADA compliant equipment.

Notes / Conditions:

The Minnesota Historical Saciety (MHS) has been contacted to review your project to
‘determine if the site is a potential Iocation for historical or archeological resources. If the
Historical Society determines that a survey is recommended, the grantee must complete the
survey and consult with the Historical Society to ensure the project will have no adverse affect
on the resources before any site disturbance and/or final reimbursement of the grant funds.

Project Components ' Estimated Total Cost
Sports Fields $50,000
Trail _ ' ‘ $12,000
ADA Playground . $70,000
ADA corrections $20,000
Site amenities ‘ $20,060

Total Cost $172,000



LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND
PROJECT AGREEMENT GENERAL PROVISIONS

Part I - Definitions

F.

The term "NPS" or "Service" as used herein means the National Park Service, United States Department of the Interior.

The term “"Dircctor” as used herein means the Director of the National Park Service, or any representative lawfully
delepated the authority to act for such Director.

The term "Manual” as used herein means the Land and Water Conservation Fund State Assistance Program Manual,

The ferm "project” as used herein means a Land and Water Conservation Fund grant which is subject to the project
agreement and/or its subsequent amendmeunts,

The term "State” as used herein means the State or Territory which is a party to the project agreement, and, where
applicable, the political subdivision or public agency to which funds arc to be transferred pursuant to this agreement.
Wherever a term, condition, obligation, or requirement refers to the State, such ferm, condition, obligation, or
requirement shall also apply to the recipient political subdivision or public agency, except where it is clear fiom the
nature of the term, condition, obligation, or requirement that it is to apply solely to the State. For purposes of these
provisions, the terms "State," "grantee,” and “recipient" are deemed synonymous.

The term "Secretary” as used herein means the Secretary of the Interior, or any representalive lawfully delegated the
authority to act for such Secretary. )

Part II - Continuing Assurances

The parties to the project agreement specifically recognize that the Land and Water Conservation Fund project creates an
obligation to maintain the property described in the project agreement and supporting application documentation consistent with
the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act and the following requirements.

Further, it is the acknowledged intent of the parties hereto that recipients of assistance will use monies granted herennder for the
purposes of this program, and that assistance granted from the Fund will result in a net increase, commensurate at least with the
Federal cost-share, in a participant's outdoor recreation.

It is intended by both parties hereto that assistance from the Fund will be added to, rather than replace or be substituted for, State
and local outdoor recreation finds.

A

The State agrees, as recipient of this assistance, that it will meet the following specific requirements and that it will further
tmpose these requirements, and the terms of the project agreement, upon any political subdivision or public agency to
which funds are transferred pursuant to the project agreement. The State also agrees that it shall be responsible for
compliance with the terms of the project agreement by such a political subdivision or public agency and that failure by
such political subdivision or public agency to so comply shall be deemed a failure by the State to comply with the terms
of this apresment.

The State agrees that the property described in the project agreement and the signed and dated project boundary map
made part of that agreement is being acquired or developed with Land and Water Conservation Fund assistance, or is
integral to such acquisition or development, and that, without the approval of the Secretary, it shall not be converted to
other than public outdoor recreation use but. shall be maintained in public outdoor recreation in perpetuity or for the term
of the lease in the case of leased property. The Secretary shall approve such conversion only if it is found to be in accord
with the then existing comprehensive statewide outdoor recreation plan and only upon such conditions deemed necessary
to assure the substitution of other recreation properties of at least equal fair market value and of reasonably equivalent
usefulness and location pursuant to Title 36 Part 59.3 of the Cade of Federal Regulations. This replacement land
becomes subject to Section 6(£)(3) protection, The approval of a conversion shall be at the sole discretion of the
Secretary, or his designee.
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Prior to the completion of this project, the State and the Director may mutually alter the area described in the project
agreement and the signed and dated project boundary map to provide the most satisfactory public cutdoor recreation ynit,
except that acquired parcels are afforded Section 6(f)(3) protection as Fund reimbursement is provided.

In the event the NPS provides Land and Water Conservation Fund assistance for the acquisition and/or development of
property with full knowledge that the project is subject to reversionary rights and outstanding interests, conversion of said
property to other than public outdoor recreafion uses as a result of such right or interest being exercised will ocour. In
receipt of this approval, the State agrees to notify the Service of the potential conversion as soon as possible and to seek
approval of replacement property in accord with the conditions set forth in these provisions and program regulations. The
provisions of this paragraph are also applicable to: leased properties acquired and/or developed with Fund assistance
where such lease is terminated prior to its full term dueto the existence of provisions in such lease known and agreed to
by the Service; and properties subject to other outstanding rights and interests that may result in a conversion when
known and agreed to by the Service.

The State agrees that the benefit to be derived by the United States from the full compliance by the State with the terms of
this agreement is the preservation, protection, and the net increase in the quality of public outdoor recreation fzcilities and
resources which are available to the people of the State and of the United States, and such benefit exceeds to an
immeasurable and unascertainable extent the amount of money firrnished by the United States by way of assistance under
the terms of this agreement. The State agrees that payment by the State to the United States of an amount equal to the
amount of assistance extended under this agreement by the United States would be inadequate compensation. to the
United States for any breach by the State of this agreement.

The State further agrees, therefore, that the appropriate remedy in the event of a breach by the State of this agreement
shall be the specific performance of this agreement or the submission and approval of a conversion-of-use request as -
described in Section ILB above.

The State agrees to comply with the policies and procedures set forth in Manual. Provisions of said Manual are
incorporated into and made a part of the project agreement.

The State agrees that the property and facilities described in the project agreement shall be operated and maintained as
prescribed by Manual requirements and published post-completion compliance regulations (Title 36 Past 59 of the Code
of Federal Regulations). ' .

The State agrees that a.permanent record shall be kept in the participant's public property records and available for public
inspection to the effect that the property described in the scope of the project agreement, and the signed and dated project
boundary map made part of that agreement, has been acquired or developed with Land and Water Conservation Fund
assistance and that it cannot be converted to other than public outdoor recreation use without the written approval of the
Secretary of the Interior. '

Nondiscrimination

1. By signing the LWCF agreement, the State certifies that it will comply with all Federal laws relating to
nondiscrimination as outlined in the Civil Rights Assurance appearing at Part III-I herein.

2.  The State shall not discriminate against any person on the basis of residence, except to the extent thaf reasonable
differences in adraission or other fees may be maintained on the basis of residence as set forth in the Manual.

Part IMI - Project Assurances

A.

Applicable Federal Circulars

The Staite shall coniply with applicable regulations, policies, guidelines and requirements as they relate to the application,
acceptance and use of Federal funds for this federally assisted project, including:
- o .
- OMB Circular A-102, Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements
Page20f8 :
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with State and Local Govemments;

- 43 CFR Part 12, Administrative and Audit Requirements and Cost Principles for Assistance Programs,
Department of the Interior;

- A-87, Cost Principles for State, Local, and Indian Tribal Governments; and

- A-133, Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations.

Project Application

L

The Application for Federal Assistance beering the same project number as the agreement and associated
documents is by this reference made a part of the agreement.

The State possesses legal authority to apply for the grant, and to finance and construct the proposed facilities. A
resolution, motion or similar action has been duly adopted or passed authorizing the filing of the application,
including all understandings and assurances contained herein, 2nd directing and authorizing the person identified
as the official representative of the State to act in connection with the application and to provide such additional
information as may be required.

The State has the capability to finance the non-Federal share of the costs for the project. Sufficient funds will be
available to assure effective operation and maintenance of the facilities acquired or developed by the project.

Project Execution

1.

The project period shall begin with the date of approval of the project agreement or the effective date of a waiver
of refroactivity and shall terminate at the end of the steted or amended project period unless the project is
completed or terminated sooner in which event the project shall end on the date of completion or termination,

The State shall transfer fo the project sponsor identified in the Application for Fedcral Assistance or the
Description and Notification Form all funds granted hereunder except those reimbursed to the State to cover
eligible administrative expenses.

The State will cause work on the project to be commenced within a reasonable time after receipt of notification that
funds have been approved and assure that the project will be prosecuted to' completion with reasonable diligence,

The State will require the facility to be designed to comply with the Architectural Barriers Act of 1968 (Public Law
90-480) and DOI Section 504 Regulations (43 CFR Part 17). The State will be responsible for ¢onducting
inspections to insure compliance with these specifications by the contractor.

The State shall secure completion of the work in accordance with approved construction plans and specifications,
and shall secure compliance with all applicable Federal, State, and local laws and regulations.

In the event the project covered by the project agréement, cannot be completed in accorg]ance with the pldns and
specifications for the project; the State shall bring the project to a point of recreational usefulness agreed upon by
the State and the Director or his designee.

The State will provide for and maintain competent and adequate architecturallengineering supervision and
inspection at the construction site to insure that the completed work conforms with the approved plans and
specifications; that it will fomish progress reports and such other information as the NPS may require.

The State will comply with the terms of Title II and Title III, the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Acquisition Palicies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-646), 94 Stat. 1894 (1970), and the applicable regulations and
procedures implementing such Act for all real property acquisitions and where applicable shall assure that the Act
has been coraplied with for prioperty to be developed with assistance under the project agreement.
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D.

10.

1L

12.

13.

The State will comply with the provisions of Executive Order 11988, relating to evaluation of flood hazards;
Executive Order 11288, relating to the prevention, control, and abatement or water polfution, and Executive Order
11990 relating to the protection of wetlands,

The State will comply with the flood fnsurance purchase requirements of Section 102(a) of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973, Public Law 93-234, 87 Stat. 975, approved December 31, 1976. Section 102(a} requires
the purchase of flood insurance in communities where such insurance is available, as a condition for the receipt of
any Federal financial assistance for construction or acquisition purposes, for use in any area that has been identified
as an area having special flood hazards by the Flood Insurance Administration of the Federal Emergency
Management Agency. The phrase "Federal financial assistance" includes any form of Joan, grant, guaranty,
insurance payment, rebate, subsidy, disaster assistance loan or grant, or any other form of direct or indirect Federal
assisfance.

The State will assist the NPS in its compliance with Section 106 of the Nationat Historic Preservation Act of 1966
as amended (16 U.S.C. 470), Executive Order 11593, and the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of
1966 (16 U.S.C. 469a-1 et seq.) by (a) consulting with the State Historic Preservation Officer on the conduct of
investigations, as necessary, to identify properties listed in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of
Historic Places that are subject to effects (see CFR Part 800.8) by the activity, and notifying the Federal grantor
agency of the existence of any such properties, and by (b) complying with all requirements established by the
Federal grantor agency to avoid or mitigate adverse effects upon such properties.

The State will comply with "Minority Business Enterprises” and “Women’s Business Enterprises” pursuant to
Executive Orders 11625 and 12138 as follows:

(1) Place minority and women business firms on bidder’s mailing lists.
(2) Solicit these firms whenever they are potential sources of supplies, equipment, construction, or services.

(3) Where feasible, divide total requirements into smaller needs, and set delivery schedules that will encourage
participation by these firms. ’

(4) The Department of the Interior is committed to the objectives of this policy and encourages all recipients of
its grants and cooperative agreements to take affirmative steps to ensure such fairness.

The National Park Service Regional Offices will work closely with the States to ensure full compliance and that
grant recipients take affirmative action in placing a fair share of purchases with minority business firms.

The State will comply with the intergovernmental review requirements of Executive Order 12372,

Construction Contracted for by the State Shall Meet the Following Requirements:

1.

Contracts for construction shall comply with the provisions of 43 CFR Part 12 (Administrative and Audit
Requirements and Cost Principles for Assistance Programs, Department of the Interior).

No grant or contract may be awarded by any grantee, subgrantee or contractor of any grantee or subgrantee to any
party which has been debarred or suspended under Executive Order 12549. By signing the LWCF agfesment, the
State certifies that it wifl comply with debarment and suspension provisions appearing at Part TIT-J herein.

Retention and Custodial Requirements for Records

I

Financial records, supporting documents, statistical records, and all other records pertinent to this grant shall be
retained in accordance with 43 CFR Part 12 for a period of three years; except the records shall be retained beyond
the three-year period if audit findings have not been resolved. .
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2. Theretention period starts from the date-of the final expenditure report for the project.
3. State and local governments are authorized to substitute copies in lieu of original records.

4.  The Secretary of the Interior and the Comptrolier General of the United States, or any of their duly authorized
representatives, shall have access to any books, documents, papers, and records of the State and local govemments
and their subgrantees which are pertinent to a specific project for the purpose of making audit, examination,
excerpts and transeripts.

Project Termination

1. The Director may temporarily suspend Federal assistance under the project pending corrective action by the State
or pending a decision to terminate the grant by the Service.

2. The State may unilaterally terminate the project at any time prior to the first payment on the project. After the
initial payment, the project may be terminated, modified, or amended by the State only by mutual agreement.

3. The Director may terminate the project in whole, or in part, at any time before the date of completion, whenever it
is determined that the grantee has failed to comply with the conditions of the grant. The Director will promptly
notify the State in writing of the determination and the reasons for the termination, together with the effective date.
Payments made to States or recoveries by the Service under projects terminated for cause shall be in accord with
the legal rights and liabilities of the parties.

4. The Director or State may terminate grants in whole, or in part at any time before the date of completion, when

“both parties agree that the continuation of the project would not produce beneficial results commensurate with the

further expenditm'e of funds. The two parties shall agree upon the tefmination conditions, including the effective

date and, in the case of paitfial termination, the portion to be terminated. The grantee shall not incur new

obligations for the terminated portion after th cffective dale, and shall cancel as many outstanding obligations as

possible. The NPS may allow firll credit to the State for thé Federal share of the noncancelable obligations,
propetly incurred by the grantee prior to termination.

5. Termination either for cause or for convenience requires that the project in question be brought to a state of
recreational usefulness agreed upon by the State and the Director or that all funds provided by the National Park
Service be returned. .

Lobbying with Appropriated Funds

The State must certify, for the award of grants exceeding $100,000 in Federal assistance, that no Federally appropriated
finds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the State, to any person for influencing or attempting fo influence
an-officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a
Member of Congress in connection with the awarding, extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of
this grant. In compliance with Section 1352, title 31, U.S. Code, the State certifies, as follows:

The undersigned certifies, to the best of his or her Iazowledge and belief, that:

(1) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, 1o any person for
influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of an agency, a Member of Congress, and officer or
employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal
contract, the making of any federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative
agreenient, and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan, or
cooperative agreement.

(2) If any funds other than Federal appropriated finds have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or

attempting to infiuence.an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress,

or an employee of a Member of Corgress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement,
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the undersigned shall complete and submit Siandard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying,” in accordance .
with ils instructions. )

(3) The undersigned shall requive that the language of this certification be included in the award documents for all
subawards at all tiers (including subcontracts, subgranis, and contracis under grants, loans, and coaperative
agreements) and that all subrecipients shall certify accordingly.

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was made or
. entered into. Submission of this certification is a prereguisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by
Section 1352, title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty
of not less than 810,000 and not more.than $100,000 for each such failive.

Provision of a Drug-Free Workplace
In compliance with the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988 (43 CFR Part 12, Subpart D), the State certifies, as follows:
The grantee certifies that it will or continue to provide a drug-free workplace by:

(a) Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, disiribution, dispensing, possession, or
use of a controlled substance is prohibited in the grantee's workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken
againsi employees for viokation of such prohibition;

(b) Establishing an ongoing drug-free awareness program o inform employees about:

(1} The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;

(2) The grantee's policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace; -

(3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance programs; and

(4} The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations occurring in the workplace;

{(c) Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the performance of a grant be given a copy of the
Stalement reqr)ired by paragraph (a);

{d) Noty‘j'mg the emplayee in the statement required by paragraph (@) that, as a condition of employment under the
grant, the employee will:

(1) Abide by the terms of the staleient; and :
(2) Notify the employer inwriting of his or her conviction for a violation of a criminal drug statute occurring in the
workplace no later than five calendar days afler such conviction;

() Notifying the agency in writing, within ten calendar days after receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2) from an
employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction. Emplayers of convicted employees must provide
notice, including position title, to every grant officer on whose grant aclivily the convicted employee was working,
unless the Federal agency has designated a central point for the receipt of such notices. Notice shall mclude the
identification number(s) of each affected grant;

() Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar days of receiving notice under subparagraph @(2) with
respect to any employee who is so convicted;

(1) Taking appropriate personmel action against such an employee, up to and including termination, consistent
with the requirements of the Rehabilitation et of 1973, as amended; or

(2) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation program

approved for such purposes by a Federal, State, or local health, law enforcement, or other appropriate agency;

(2) Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace through implementation of paragraphs
@, (), (@), (@, () and ().
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The State must include with its application for assistance a specification of the site(s) for the performance of work to be
done in connection with the grant.

Civil Rights Assurance

The State certifies that, as a condition 10 receiving any Federal assistance from the Departntent of the Interior, it will
comply with all Federal laws relating to nondiscrimination. These laws include, but are not limited to: () Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1), which prohibils discrimination on the basis of race, color, or national
origin; (b) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended (29 U.S.C. 794), which prohibits discrimination on
the basis of handicap; (c) the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6101 et. seq.), which prohibits
discrimination on the basis of age; and applicable regulatory requirements to the end that no person in the United States
shall, on the grounds of race, color, national origin, handicap or age, be excluded from participation in, be denied the
benefits of, or be otherwise sulyected to discrimination under any program or activity conducted by the applicant. THE
APPLICANT HEREBY GIVES ASSURANCE THAT it will immediately take any measures necessary to effectuate this
agreement.

THIS ASSURANCE shall apply to all aspecis of the applicant’s operations including those parts that have not received or -
benefited from Federal financial assistance.

If any veal property or structure thereon is provided or improved with the aid of Federal financial assistance extended to
the Applicant by the Department, this assurance shall obligate the Applicant, or in the case of any lransfer of such
property, any transferee, for the period during which it retains ownership or possession of the property. In dll other
cases, this assurance shall obligate the Applicant for the period during which the Federal financial assisiance is extended
to it by the Department.

THIS ASSURANCE is given in consideration of and jor the purpose of obtaining any and all Federal grants, loans,
contracts, property, discounts or other Federal financial assistance extended afler the date hereof to the Applicant by the
Department, including installment payments after suck date on account of applications for Federal financial assistance
which were approved before such date. :

The Applicant recognizes and agrees that such Federal financial assisiance will be extended in veliance on the
representations and agreements made in this assurance, and that the United State shall have the right lo seek judicial
enforcement of this assurance. This assurance is binding on the Applicant, its successors, iransferees, assignees, and
subrecipienis and the person whose signaiure appears on the grant agreement and who is authorized to sign on beholf
of the Applicant.

Debarment and Suspension

Certification Regardmg Debarment Suspension, and Other Responsibility Matters ~ Primary Covered
Transactions

(1) The prospective primary participant certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief, that it and its principals:

(@) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declaved ineligible, or voluntarily excluded
ﬁ'om covered transactions by any Federal depariment or agency;

(b) Have not within a ithree-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil judgment
rendered against them for commission of fraud or a criminal affense in connection with obtaining, altempting to
obtain, or performing a public (Federal, State or local) transaction or coniract under a public transactiorn;
violation of Federal or State antitrust statutes or commission or embezzlement, thefi, forgery, bribery, falsification
or destruction of records, making false statement, or receiving stolen property;

(c) Are rot presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a governmental entity (Federal,
State or local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1)(b) of this certification; and
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(d) Have not within a three-year period preceding this application/proposal had one or more public transactions
(Federal, State or local) terminated for cause or default. .

(2) Where the prospective primary pariicipant is unable fo certify to any of the statements in this certification, such
prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.

The State further agrees that it will include the clause "Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and
Voluntary Exclusion - Lower Tier Covered Transactions" appearing below in any agreement entered into with lower tier
participants in the implementation of this grant. Dcpartment of Interior Form 1954 '(DI-1954) may be used for this

purpose.

Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension,'IAneligibility, and Voluntary Exclusion - Lower Tier Covered
Transactions

(1) The prospective lower tier participant certifies, by submission of this application that neither it nor its principals is
presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded, fram participation,
in this transaction by any Federal department or agency

(2) Where the prospective lower tier parficipant is unable to ceriify to any of the statements in this certification, such
prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this application.
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AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Meeting Date:  June 11, 2012 Fiscal/FTE Impact:

ltem Type: Consent Agenda None

Contact: X | Amount included in current budget

Prepared by: Larry Stanger, Chief of Police Budget amendment requested

(651) 450-2526

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

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED:

Council is asked to approve the Contract for Services Agreement with 1ISD 199 to provide a
School Resource Officer for 2012/2013 and 2013/2014 school years.

SUMMARY:

The City of Inver Grove Heights (“City”) and Independent School District No. 199 (“District”) wish
to continue the need for the presence of police officers in District schools, to coordinate
activities between the District, the criminal justice system and social services and to promote the
prevention and investigation of crime within district schools. The current contract expires June
30, 2012. The contract will again be a two year contract to have a School Resource Officer
assigned to District schools. The time period is coincident with the District’'s 2012-2013 and
2013-2014 fiscal years.

Enclosed is a copy of a Resolution for your consideration, along with three signed copies of a
contract for services that has been agreed to by the School District. You are being asked to
pass the Resolution along with the agreement on the contract and signature by the Mayor.



RESOLUTION NO.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION APPROVING AGREEMENT BETWEEN
THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS AND INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
NO. 199 PROVIDING SCHOOL RESOURCE OFFICER SERVICES FOR
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 199 SCHOOLS FOR THE 2012-2013 AND
2013-2014 SCHOOL YEARS

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights (‘City”) and Independent School District
No. 199 (“District”) wish to continue the need for the presence of police officers in District
schools, to coordinate activities between the District, the criminal justice system and social
services and to promote the prevention and investigation of crime within District schools.

WHEREAS, District schools are located in the city limits of the City of Inver Grove
Heights.

WHEREAS, the City and District desire to have a School Resource Officer assigned to
the District schools for the 2012-2013 and 2013-2014 school years, as a liaison between the
District and the City.

WHEREAS, District will reimburse the City for assignment of a School Resource
Officer for the 2012-2013 and 2013-2014 school years.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Inver Grove
Heights, Minnesota, as follows:

1. The City Council hereby approves the attached Agreement for School Resource Officer
Services between Independent School District No. 199 and the City of Inver Grove
Heights for the 2012-2013 and 2013-2014 School Years.

2. The City Council hereby authorizes the Mayor to enter into the attached Agreement for
School Resource Officer Services between Independent School District No. 199 and the
City of Inver Grove Heights for the 2012-2013 and 2013-2014 School Years.
Adopted by the City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights this 11™ day of June,
2012
George Tourville, Mayor
Attest:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



AGREEMENT FOR SCHOOL RESOURCE OFFICER SERVICES FOR
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 199 SCHOOLS BETWEEN INDEPENDENT
SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 199 AND THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS FOR
THE 2012-2013 AND 2013-2014 SCHOOL YEARS

This Agreement (“Agreement”) is made and effective as of the 11th day of June, 2012,
by and between the City of Inver Grove Heights, a Minnesota municipal corporation (hereafter
referred to as “City”), and Independent School District No. 199, a Minnesota public school
corporation (hereafter referred to as “District”). Subject to the terms and conditions hereafter
stated and based on the representations, covenants, agreements and recitals of the parties herein
contained, the parties do hereby agree as follows:

SECTION 1
RECITALS

RECITAL NO. 1. The City and District wish to continue the need for the presence of
police officers in District schools to coordinate activities between the District, the criminal
justice system and social services and to promote the prevention and investigation of crime
within District schools. These are the goals of the City and the District.

RECITAL NO. 2. By use of the School Resource Officer, the City and District seek to
establish a cooperative approach among the District (its students, faculty, and employees), the
City and community members to achieve these goals.

RECITAL NO. 3. The City and District desire to have a School Resource Officer
assigned to District schools as a liaison between District and the City.

SECTION 2
AGREEMENT

2.1 OFFICER EMPLOYED BY CITY. City shall employ and temporarily assign, in
accordance with applicable state statutes, a licensed peace officer to serve as School Resource
Officer. The School Resource Officer shall serve at the various District schools identified in
Section 2.9. The assignment of the School Resource Officer to a particular school shall be
determined by the District after consultation with the City’s Police Chief.

The School Resource Officer shall be an employee of the City. The School Resource Officer
shall not be considered an employee of District for any purpose, including but not limited to
salaries, wages, other compensation or benefits, worker’s compensation, unemployment, PERA,
Social Security, withholding, liability insurance, personnel records, termination of employment,
individual contracts, or other contractual rights.



For use of the School Resource Officer, District will reimburse City as stated in paragraph 2.11
of this Agreement.

2.2 HOLD HARMLESS. Subject to the maximum liability limit provided by Minnesota
Statute, Chapter 466, City shall indemnify, defend and hold District harmless against and in
respect of any and all claims, demands, actions, suits, proceedings, losses, costs, expenses,
obligations, liabilities, damages, recoveries, and deficiencies, including interest, penalties and
attorneys' fees, that the District incurs or suffers, which relate to claims of third parties, arising
out of, resulting from or relating to the activities of the School Resource Officer or employment
of the School Resource Officer.

Nothing contained herein shall be deemed a waiver by the City or District of any governmental
immunity defenses, statutory or otherwise. Further, any and all claims brought by a third party
shall be subject to any governmental immunity defenses of the City and District and the
maximum liability limits provided by Minnesota Statute, Chapter 466.

23  SELECTION AND ASSIGNMENT OF OFFICER. A sclection committee, consisting
of the District Superintendent, the Simley High School principal, the City Chief of Police or the
Chief’s designee, the City Administrator or the City Administrator’s designee, and the City
Human Resources Director or a City Human Resources Technician, will be established to
interview and recommend the person to fill the position of School Resource Officer. The
selection of such officer shall be the decision of the City Chief of Police and City Administrator,
in consultation with the selection committee. Should the School Resource Officer resign, be
reassigned, or be discharged, the selection committee shall interview and recommend a
replacement. The continued assignment of such officer shall be at the discretion of the City
Chief of Police and City Administrator, in consultation with the District Superintendent.

24  ADMINISTRATIVE RESPONSIBILITIES. The type, scope and manner of law
enforcement services rendered to District shall be at the sole direction of City. Standards of
performance, personnel policies, discipline of the School Resource Officer, and other internal
matters shall be under the authority of City. District may provide City with an appraisal of the
services received. District shall immediately notify the City in writing of any purported deficient
performance or purported inappropriate conduct by the School Resource Officer. If requested,
City shall provide District with a statistical summary report once a year indicating services
provided at the secondary level and the name of the officer(s) providing the service.

2.5 DUTIES OF OFFICER. The duties, responsibilities, and work schedule of the School
Resource Officer shall be developed cooperatively between City and District. The assigned
tasks, developed by the City and District, may include, but not be limited to, those tasks
identified on the attached Exhibit A.

During the regular school year, the School Resource Officer’s shift shall be determined by the
City, but shall consist of an average of 40 hours per week, Monday through Friday,
corresponding approximately to the regular school day of 7:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. The School
Resource Officer shall meet and communicate with the Superintendent or the Superintendent’s

3



designee at mutually convenient times, and shall notify the secretary of the District school’s
principal when the officer will be absent.

The School Resource Officer shall not provide traffic control or traffic enforcement on District
premises. Nothing in this Agreement shall be deemed to require the City to provide police
officers at any District school for pedestrian or traffic enforcement, or special events, including
but not limited to athletic events or other school activities. The parties agree that policing for
special events shall be provided at previously-determined rates.

2.6 ABSENCES. During the school day, while serving as a School Resource Officer, the
employee will be available for and may respond to emergency calls and other assistance required
by the City, and may attend police training and special duties as assigned by City. The City is
not responsible to provide a replacement during such absences and the amount owed by the
District under paragraph 2.11 is not reduced because of the absences. The City will use
reasonable efforts to schedule the officer’s training and any assignments to special duties for
days that are not regular school days.

From time to time, the School Resource Officer may be absent due to vacation, illness, personal
leave days, holidays, and other authorized leaves under the City contract with the employee. The
City is not responsible to provide a replacement during such absences unless the School
Resource Officer is on a leave of absence under the Minnesota Family Medical Leave Act. The
amount owed by the District under paragraph 2.11 is not reduced because of the absences. To
the extent the collective bargaining agreement applicable to the officer allows, the City will use
reasonable efforts to schedule vacation and authorized leaves (excluding absences for illness,
personal leave days and holidays) for days that are not regular school days. If such absences
described in this paragraph are for more than three (3) consecutive regular school days, the City,
after consultation with the District, will in good faith endeavor to make-up the time lost above
the three (3) day absence or the City, after consultation with the District, will in good faith
endeavor to provide an alternate School Resource Officer for the time above the three (3) day
absence.

2.7 OVERTIME. Overtime work by the School Resource Officer in excess of eight hours
per day shall be paid by the City according to the officer’s contract, providing such additional
time, on a case by case basis, has been approved in advance by City and District. Approval shall
be on a case by case basis and general or blanket approvals will not be accepted.

2.8 SCHOOL CALENDAR. School Resource Officer services will be provided during the
~ regular school year, approximately nine months, from the first Tuesday after Labor Day
(September 4, 2012 and September 3, 2013), until the end of the school year (approximately June
1). District shall provide City with a school calendar.

The City’s Police Department shall have exclusive use of the employee assigned as the School
Resource Officer from the end of the school year (approximately June 1) until the first day of the
school year. The City shall pay all employee-related expenses for this summer period.



2.9 SERVICE LOCATIONS. The School Resource Officer may be assigned to the
following District schools: Simley High School, Inver Grove Heights Middle School, Hilltop
Elementary School, Pine Bend Elementary School and Salem Hills Elementary School. The
assignment of the School Resource Officer to a particular school shall be determmed by the
District after consultation with the City’s Police Chief.

2.10 CLOTHING, EQUIPMENT, AND SUPPLIES. Without cost to District, City shall
provide any required clothing, uniforms, training, vehicle, vehicle maintenance, vehicle fuel,
weapons, necessary equipment and supplies for the School Resource Officer to perform the
officer’s law enforcement duties.

Without cost to City, District shall provide School Resource Officer with a reserved parking
space, private secure lockable office, “land-line” telephone, computer, and secure internet access
necessary for the School Resource Officer to perform required duties as specified in paragraph
2.5 of this Agreement.

2.11 COST. For and in consideration of the City providing School Resource Officer services
in accordance with the terms of this Agreement, District shall pay City the following amounts:

a. The sum of $78,000 in nine equal monthly installments with each installment due on the
first of each month, beginning September 1, 2012, and ending May 1, 2013.

b. The sum of $78,000 in nine equal monthly installments with each installment due on the
first of each month, beginning September 1, 2013, and ending May 1, 2014.

c. The sum of $900 in nine equal monthly installments with each installment due on the first
of each month, beginning September 1, 2012, and continuing to May 1, 2013. This sum
of $900 is to offset cost to City of vehicle replacement as a result of use of police vehicles
by School Resource Officer on District premises.

d. The sum of $900 in nine equal monthly installments with each installment due on the first
of each month, beginning September 1, 2013, and continuing to May 1, 2014. This sum
of $900 is to offset cost to City of vehicle replacement as a result of use of police vehicles
by School Resource Officer on District premises.

2.12 PRIVACY OF PUPIL RECORDS. Pursuant to the District’s Protection and Privacy of
Pupil Records Policy (Policy) and consistent with the requirements of the Family Educational
Rights and Privacy Act (Privacy Act) and the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act (Data
Practices Act), the School Resource Officer for purposes of the Policy, the Privacy Act and the
Data Practices Act shall be deemed to be a school official when performing the duties and
responsibilities of the School Resource Officer. As such, the City certifies and agrees that all
data created, collected, received, stored, used, maintained, or disseminated by the School
Resource Officer must comply with the Privacy Act and the Data Practices Act.




SECTION 3
TERM OF AGREEMENT

31 TERM OF AGREEMENT. Unless terminated by either party in accordance with
paragraph 3.2, the term of this Agreement shall be from July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2014. This time
period is coincident with the District’s 2012-2013 and 2013-2014 fiscal years.

3.2 TERMINATION. Either party may terminate this Agreement upon one year written
advance notice of such termination. If the District terminates this Agreement upon less than one
year advance notice, the District shall pay an amount equal to one-half of the fees that would
otherwise be payable for the fiscal year (July 1 — June 30). With timely termination, all
payments due hereunder shall be prorated in the event of such termination.

SECTION 4
MISCELLANEOUS

4.1 COMMUNICATION. Any notice, demand, or communication to the District shall be
addressed to the Superintendent at:

Superintendent of Schools
Independent School District No. 199
2990 80th Street East

Inver Grove Heights, MN 55076-3232

Any notice, demand, or communication to the City shall be addressed to the City Administrator
at:

City Administrator

City of Inver Grove Heights
8150 Barbara Avenue

Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

4.2  SCOPE. It is agreed that the entire agreement of the parties is contained herein and that
this Agreement supersedes all oral and written agreements and negotiations between the parties
relating to the subject matter hereof. This Agreement may not be altered, changed, or amended
except by an instrument in writing, signed by all parties.

4.3  BINDING AGREEMENT. The parties mutually recognize and agree that all terms and
conditions of this Agreement shall be binding upon the parties and the successors and assigns of
the parties.

44  GOVERNING LAW. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in
accordance with the laws of the State of Minnesota.

6



4.5 COUNTERPARTS. This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts,
each of which shall be deemed an original but all of which shall constitute one and the same
instrument.

IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, District and City have executed this Agreement effective as
of the day and year first stated above. This Agreement shall not become effective unless and
until it is approved by the City Council and the School Board and is signed by the representatives
listed below.

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:
George Tourville
Its: Mayor
ATTEST:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy City Clerk

INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT #199

S U A Iy

Cindy Noi‘@stflom
Its: School Board Chair

by (Tt b (Lo

Lynet(fe Stensgard
Its: School Board Clerk
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EXHIBIT A

LIST OF TASKS THAT MAY BE ASSIGNED

Provides security for students and staff.

Serve as a role model to build rapport with students and staff.

Facilitate communication and cooperation between district officials, County juvenile
authorities and local police officials.

Assist district staff in understanding the Dakota County Juvenile Court system, local law
enforcement parameters, and the judicial processes.

Act as an in-house law enforcement source for school staff and students in processing
criminal matters that arise in district setting.

Work closely with school counselors, assist in the identification of pre-delinquent
children, and attempt to eliminate delinquency-producing factors. Accept assignments
and follow-up referrals requested by school staff members regarding delinquencies, as
appropriate.

Attend school staff meetings as a resource person in developing and adopting procedures
that will contribute to the prevention of juvenile delinquency.

Respond on or off duty to police incidents and/or emergencies as directed.

Act as part of a school/district-wide team effort, working with other assigned personnel,
to provide role models and to prevent undesirable behavior patterns from developing in
our community youth. Endeavor to build and maintain rapport between youth and the
police by day-to-day contact as a resource person.

Be involved in school and out-of-school youth activities. Participate in community
affairs as requested or assigned.

Facilitate education programs for students as a resource person. Be available for lectures
to school and community groups as assigned or requested.

Assist and advise in security matters regarding school buildings and properties that are
supervised by school staff members.

Under the direction of the school principal, provide follow-up with families, as
appropriate.

Stay abreast of developments in the youth relations field and changes in related laws and
ordinances.

Maintain continuity and communications with supervisor.

Take statements regarding criminal activities and complete police reports.

Other duties as assigned.
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* Floating Staff Workday in
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September
4 School Begins
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Conferences, Grades 6-12,
4:30-7:30 p.m.

16 Conferences, Grades 6-12,
4:30-7:30 p.m.

16 Conferences, Grades K-5,
5-9 p.m.

17 NO SCHOOL

17 Conferences, Grades 6-12,
9a.m.-3 p.m.

17 Conferences, Grades K-5,
10 a.m.-8:30 p.m.

18 NO SCHOOL, Teacher
Conventions

19 NO SCHOOL, Teacher
Conventions

November

21 Early Release

22 NO SCHOOL, Thanksgiving
Break

23 NO SCHOOL, Thanksgiving
Break

30 NO SCHOOL, Staff Workday
(12 WD, 1/2 SD)

December
3 Trimester 2 Begins

24 NO SCHOOL, Winter Break
25 NO SCHOOL, Winter. Break
26 NO SCHOOL, Winter Break
27 NO SCHOOL, Winter Break
28 NO SCHOOL, Winter Break
31 NO SCHOOL, Winter Break

January
1 NO SCHOOL, Winter Break
14 Conferences, Grades 6-12,
4-7:30 p.m.
16 Conferences, Grades 6-12,
4-7:30 p.m.
16 Conferences, Grades K-5,
5-9 p.m.
17 NO SCHOOL for elementary
students only
17 Conferences, Grades K-5,
10 a.m.-8:30 p.m.
18 NO SCHOOL
21 NO SCHOOL, MLK Day

February
15 Early Release
18 NO SCHOOL, President’s
Day

March
NO SCHOOL, Staff Workday
(112 WD, 172 SD)

11 Trimester 3 Begins

22 Early Release

25 Spring Break

26 Spring Break

27 Spring Break

28 Spring Break

29 Spring Break

Apu’ﬂl
Conferences, Grades 6-12,
4-7:30 p.m.

24 Conferences, Grades 6-12,
4-7:30 p.m.

26 NO SCHOOL for secondary
students only

May
24 Early Release
27 NO SCHOOL, Memorial Day

June
6 Final Day of School
7 Graduation, Staff Workday
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AGENDA ITEM q‘r

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

AUTHORIZE ADVERTISEMENT OF RFP FOR DEMOLITION OF CITY OWNED
STRUCTURES LOCATED AT 7456 SOUTH ROBERT TRAIL AND 1467 80™" STREET EAST

Meeting Date: June 11, 2012 ____ Fiscal/lFTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent None
Contact: JTeppen, Asst. City Admin. Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
| X | Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Authorize advertisement of an RFP for demolition of City
owned structures located at 7456 South Robert Trail and 1467 80" Street East.

SUMMARY The City owns two properties that were acquired for easements. There are
structures on both properties that aren't suitable for resale or re-use and therefore need to be
demolished.



AGENDA ITEM 4 J

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Resolution Approving Proposals for Professional Services for the Concord Boulevard

Neighborhood Study
Meeting Date:  June 11, 2012 W Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Consent n None
Contact: Thomas J. Link: 651-450-2546 X | Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Tom Link, Director of Comm. Dev. Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: NA FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other (Revenue)

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

The City Council is to consider approving the Resolution Approving Proposals for Professional
Services for the Concord Boulevard Neighborhood Study, as attached.

SUMMARY

At a special meeting on April 23, 2012, the City Council accepted the refined land use plan and
identified four specific redevelopment sites. With that action, the City completed Phase | of the
Concord Boulevard Neighborhood Study and is now able to commence with Phase II. Phase Il will
consist of a market strategy study and design guidelines.

Phase Il will focus on the four potential redevelopment sites identified by the City Council and will
address the following issues:

The design guidelines will provide direction on the form of development and how that
development can be integrated into the existing neighborhood. For example, the design
guidelines will address density, impervious surface, building orientation, open space,
stormwater management, parking and circulation, pedestrian circulation, and infrastructure
needs.

The market strategy study will determine if the City’s ideas are feasible in the marketplace.
This will involve a series of meetings with developers and an evaluation of the potential for
retail and service development in the neighborhood. The analysis will also include a
financial model that will assist the City in determining how to make overall redevelopment
financially feasible and analyze financial tools available to the City. The strategy will
include an implementation element will address the City’s role in redevelopment, financial
tools that the City will use, and a process for selecting a developer.

Finally, the information will be presented to the Concord Boulevard residential
neighborhood and business community to inform them of the study’s results and receive
their comments and input.



City staff has assembled a team of consultants to assure a comprehensive analysis of
planning/design, real estate markets, and financial feasibility. In addition, considerable input will be
obtained from the development community. The consultants’ proposals, as attached, include:

¢ Hoisington Koegler Group Inc $32,000
e Ehlers $18,525
TOTAL $50,525

A separate proposal for the market analysis will be considered at a later date, after the meetings
with developers, and will be brought to the City Council at that time. Also, staff does not
recommend Ehlers proposed alternative to analyze TIF, at this time. The City could also consider
this TIF analysis at a later date, following discussions of financial tools.

The total budget for the work is $60,000. Inver Grove Heights has obtained a Metropolitan Council
Livable Communities Grant in the amount of $48,000 to assist with the second phase of the
Concord Study. The grant will cover 80% of the Phase Il costs. The remaining $12,000 will be the
City’s responsibility and is included in the City’s budget.

CONCLUSION

Staff recommends approval of the Resolution Approving Proposals for Professional Services for
the Concord Boulevard Neighborhood Study.

Enc: Resolution
Hoisington Koegler Group Inc. Proposal
Ehlers Proposal

oc: Brad Scheib, Hoisington Koegler Group Inc.
Stacy Kzilvang, Ehlers



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

RESOLUTION APPROVING PROPOSALS FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE
CONCORD BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD STUDY

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights desires to undertake Phase Il of the Concord
Boulevard Neighborhood Study, and

WHEREAS, the City has received proposals from Hoisington Koegler Group Inc. and
Ehlers to undertake the study, and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Council Livable Communities Grant will pay for 80% of the
Phase Il study.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
INVER GROVE HEIGHTS hereby approves the proposals from Hoisington Koegler Group Inc. and
Ehlers.

Passed by the City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights on the day of
, 2012

AYES:

NAYS:

George Tourville, Mayor
ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk



Attachment A
Work Program for Phase II of the
Concord Boulevard Neighborhood Plan

Design Guidance

Four sites have been selected from Phase | of the Concord Boulevard Neighborhood Plan for further
redevelopment evaluation and planning related to market and financial feasibility and urban design
guidance. This work plan outlines a strategy for completing concept site planning for each of the four
sites. It also includes time for meetings with technical project advisors (financial planning and market
research), city staff (community development, parks, engineering and administration),
elected/appointed officials and neighborhood stakeholders.

Task 1: Participate in developer roundtable discussions as follows: HKGi will provide a list of
developer/broker contacts that could be contributors to the roundtable discussions. HKGi will provide
background information for developers/brokers in a convenient form that will enable the participants to
familiarize themselves with the project area and land use vision. HKGi will have one staff participate in
the roundtable discussions.

Task 2: Assist with the coordination of market/real estate analyst’s review and critique of the land use
vision and redevelopment concepts. HKGi will provide relevant background materials and data to
selected market research experts and will participate in one meeting to coordinate data and
communicate concepts with market experts.

Task 3: Develop detailed site and architectural guidelines for each of the four selected sites that place
an emphasis on creative and practical approaches to design. Guidelines will address residential and
commercial (retail/service) and industrial uses, massing, vehicle circulation, pedestrian and bicycle
accessibility and connectivity, landscaping and site amenity features, and allowed/desired building
materials. Sites to be addressed include:

3-1. Mississippi Gateway Site — Residential mix, commercial, mixed use

3-2. CDA Site — predominantly residential attached rowhouse/townhouse

3-3. 68™ and Concord Site — higher density stacked residential with potential commercial/office mix
3-4. Dickman Trail Site — business park, enterprise park

A general site plan will be prepared for each site illustrating the following topic areas:

* Development yield (land use, density, units and square footages and hard surface cover)
e Development patterns (building orientation to streets or other public spaces)

e Open space patterns and storm water management

e  Publicimprovements/amenities

Hoisington Koegler Group Inc. Page | 1



e Vehicle parking and internal site circulation
e Pedestrian and bicycle circulation internal to site and adjacent to site
e Infrastructure and utility system locations and design

Task 4 Collaborate with Ehlers and City Staff to determine financial feasibility of each site design
concept. This task will include coordination with Ehlers staff to provide key land use, development
assumptions, site design and improvement cost assumptions for inputs into the financial model.

Task 5 Project Team Meetings: The work plan will include up to six project team meetings. The project
team meetings will generally include city staff and consultant team as necessary:

5-1. A kick-off meeting (scheduling and project orientation) and coordination of the developer
roundtable meeting (confirm selection of roundtable participants, process, schedule and
background materials)

5-2. A workshop review of developer roundtable findings and market assessment of land use/vision
plan

5-3. A preliminary review of site design concepts

5-4. A workshop to review financial model results

5-5. A final workshop to review and edit final plan components

Task 6 Stakeholder Engagement: Stakeholder engagement is envisioned to occur at two primary times
during the process: to present findings from developer roundtable and market feasibility analysis and to
present site design concepts. Each session will include a combination of meetings with individual
stakeholder groups including three focus group meetings, a general open house format meeting and a
meeting with elected/appointed officials. Each set of meetings will be preceded with a written project
update flyer/mailer.

Task 7 Develop Implementation and Redevelopment Strategies. HKGi will collaborate with Ehler’s and
City staff to define the role that the City could play for each site, understand the level of financial
commitment and risk associated with each project and to develop a strategy/approach for how to
implement redevelopment. The final work product will include critical data to inform potential
developer/investor interest including key demographic, economic and financial information as
incorporated from the market research and financial planning completed by Ehlers and market research
consultants. The final work product will be designed in a manner that promotes each project and
facilitates the communication of the redevelopment potential, desired design character and the City’s
role in future redevelopment efforts.

Task 8 Develop final work product. The final work product will be a series of 11x17 format sheets that
illustrate the site and architectural guidelines for each of the four areas. These sheets will be used to
communicate desired design patterns and forms and will inform future efforts to secure physical
development funding, modify/amend the comprehensive plan and modify/amend the zoning ordinance.

Final deliverables will include one set of bound plans for each site, a presentation board for each site
and all electronic files provide on a CD or flash drive.

Hoisington Koegler Group Inc. Page |2



Fee Estimate

The above work plan includes the following fee estimate as broken down in detail by task:

Actual Rounded
Task | Task Description Hours | Fee Estimate
10.51 § 1,300
1.0 Roundtable
6.5 § 700
2.0 Market
262 | S 20,700
3.0 Develop site and architectural guidelines
12 | § 1,300
4.0 Financial Feasibility
13| s 1,700
5.0 Project team meetings
35 s 4,100
6.0 Stakeholder Engagement
10| § 800
7.0 Implementation and Redevelopment Strategies
8| S 800
8.0 Final Plan
357 | § 31,400
Fee HKGI-Total
Expenses (includes plotting of presentation boards for
stakeholder meetings, final sheet/board production and mileage $ 600
reimbursement for meeting attendance)
Grand Total $ 32,000

Project Schedule

The above work program will be completed within a 4 to 5 month time frame.

Hoisington Koegler Group Inc.

Page | 3



June 5,2012

Mr. Tom Link

City of Inver Grove Heights
8150 Barbara Avenue

Inver Grove Heights MN 55077

RE: Proposal for Services for Redevelopment Feasibility — Concord Redevelopment Area
Dear Tom:

Thank you for the opportunity to submit a proposal to you with regards to the above referenced redevelopment
opportunity.

Based upon our conversations, you stated that assistance will be needed to assist with coordinating developer
roundtables to ascertain their input on the preliminary redevelopment plan and prepare a financial model to
determine the financial feasibility of the proposed redevelopment, as modified. Following is a detail of
services to be provided and a not-to-exceed estimate for the above referenced services.

L Developer Roundtable:

Ehlers proposes to complete the following tasks to assist the City in soliciting feedback from developers on the
proposed redevelopment:

1. Coordinate round table discussions with retail, office, mixed-use, housing and light industrial
developers to provide market perspective on what is feasible to develop in the area and ascertain
development interest. The meetings will last approximately 1 hour in length per meeting (45
minutes with the developer and 15 minutes debriefing with staff). We anticipate hosting up to 10
developer meetings over a one to two day period.

2. Prepare summary chart/memo of the comments received from the development community for
review by the City Council and EDA.

3. Attend meeting with both the City Council and EDA to go over summary of comments.

The above referenced services will be provided on an hourly basis and shall take 40 hours to complete. Based
upon Ehlers hourly fee of $195, the cost to complete this will be $7,800.

II. Development Cost Analysis/Financing Tools:

Ehlers proposes to complete the following tasks to develop a financial model that will assist the City in
determining how to make the overall redevelopment financially feasible:

1. Utilize City redevelopment plan (as amended after developer roundtable discussions, if at all) to
prepare a financial model to assess the economic feasibility of proposed land uses and
development concepts based upon land assembly and public improvement costs. Model to be
broken down into project phases and will include detailed sources and uses of funds including
land assembly costs (acquisition, relocation, environmental abatement, demolition and soft costs),
likely sales revenue derived from land sales, public improvements, grants and other forms of
public assistance. It is anticipated that the City will provide us with an excel spreadsheet of the
PID #’s, pay 2012 market value, property owner, and end use of each PID.



Tom Link

Proposal for Services for Redevelopment Feasibility — Concord Redevelopment Area
June 5, 2012

Page 2
2. Meet with City and HKGI to overview financial analysis and prepare any modifications/revisions
as needed (2 meeting anticipated).
3y Attend meeting with City Council to overview final financial analysis and discussion on how to

finance gap. Prepare TIF and Abatement 101 presentation for Council work session to discuss the
use of these public financing tools and how the mechanics of how they work.

The above referenced services will be provided on an hourly basis and shall take 50 hours to complete. Based
upon Ehlers hourly fee of $195, the cost to complete this will be $9,750.

For items I and II, we will bill on an hourly basis at our current rate of $195/hour and propose a not to exceed
contract for $17,550 to provide the proposed deliverables.

ALTERNATIVES FOR CONSIDERATION

If the City Council determines that a gap does exist in financing the redevelopment and that public assistance is
warranted, we would recommend preparing a TIF analysis for the area as follows:

111, TIF Analysis:

Ehlers proposes to complete the following tasks to assist the City in determining the type of TIF district(s) that
could be created and the amount of increment they will generate for the redevelopment:

1. Identify types of TIF district(s) that could be established within the redevelopment area and
outline eligibility requirements, term, etc.

2. Work with HKGI to ascertain key land use and development assumptions and how they interrelate
to the existing parcels in order to prepare TIF runs.

3. Meet and/or discuss with City Assessor valuation of future uses, meet with City to discuss timing
assumptions for development and prepare master TIF run model(s) for project area and prepare
TIF runs for project phases/areas to incorporate into the financial model.

4, Meet with City and HKGI (as needed) to go over results and modify as appropriate (2 meetings).

5. Attend meeting with City Council to overview findings and TIF analysis.

The above referenced services will be provided on an hourly basis and shall take 35 hours to complete. Based
upon Ehlers hourly fee of $195, the cost to complete this will be $6,825.



Tom Link

Proposal for Services for Redevelopment Feasibility — Concord Redevelopment Area
June 5, 2012
Page 3

IvV. Development of Implementation Strategy:

Ehlers proposes to complete the following tasks to assist in the development of an implementation strategy:
1. Work with City staff on determining priority areas for redevelopment.
2. Assist City staff in determining process to solicit development proposals.

The above referenced services will be provided on an hourly basis and shall take approximately 5 hours to
complete. Based upon Ehlers hourly fee of $195, the cost to complete this will be $975.

For alternate items Il and IV, we will bill on an hourly basis at our current rate of $195/hour and propose a not
to exceed contract for $7,800 to provide the proposed deliverables.

Ehlers has assisted the majority of its clients that are undertaking redevelopment efforts in finding, selecting
and negotiating development agreements with developers. Typically, when a developer(s) are selected, the
City would request an escrow deposit to pay for Ehlers and legal counsel’s time in completing developer
negotiations and analysis. We look forward to these future steps with the City as the redevelopment of
Concord Boulevard commences.

If additional work is needed or a change in scope is required for items I and I, a written proposal for the
additional work will be submitted for your review and consideration. Please note that the estimates are a not to
exceed amount and if we spend less time on any of the activities listed, you will not be billed the full amount.
We look forward to the opportunity of working with you and the Council on this project. Please contact me at
651-697-8506 with any questions.

Sincerely,

SPo—  Cudlet

Stacie Kvilvang Jessica Cook



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

AGENDA ITEM

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

PERSONNEL ACTIONS

Meeting Date:  June 11, 2012

Item Type: Consent

Contact: Jenelle Teppen, Asst. City Admin

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

Fiscal/FTE Impact:

None

Amount included in current budget
Budget amendment requested

FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A

Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Staff requests that the Council approve the personnel

actions listed below:

Please confirm the seasonal/temporary employment of: Adam Garfield, Paula Egging, Jessica
Keely, Brandilynne Schierland, Alyssa Bray, Brandon Binder, Josh Eckl, Neil Lynch, Jordan
Zimmel, Jill Cotone, Amber Weatherford, Tanner Johnson, Eric Baehman, Connor Phares,
Elizabeth Briggs, Daniel Grasz, Tracey Page, Kayla Cooper, Jennifer Willaert, Andrew Onken,
Ben Kocer, Brittney Brynell, Taylor Floyd, Celina Nehmer, Paige Ecker, Emma Russ, Megan

Hooper, and Sam Lanners.

Please confirm the separation of employment of: Catherine Gadient, GIS Technician.

Please confirm the employment of: Pamela Hinton, Office Support.



AGENDA ITEM él l

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Continuation of the Assessment Hearing for City Project No. 2001-12 -~ Concord Boulevard
Reconstruction Phase Ii

Meeting Date: June 11, 2012 FiscallFTE Impact:

ltem Type: Assessment Hearing /é None

Contact: Thomas J. Kaldunski, 651.450.2572 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Thomas J. Kaldunski, City Engineer Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: Scott D. Thureen, Public Works Director FTE included in current complement

New FTE requested — N/A
X | Other: Special Assessments, Water Fund,
Pavement Management Fund

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED

The City Council continued the assessment hearing to consider a resolution adopting the final assessment roll for
one parcel in City Project No. 2001-12 — Concord Boulevard Street Reconstruction Phase Il for the following
areas: Concord Boulevard (starting at a point 1121 feet south of Corcoran Path and ending at a point 83 feet
south of 65" Street East).

SUMMARY

City Project No. 2001-12 was ordered by the City Council on April 14, 2008 as part of the City’'s Pavement
Management Program. Mn/DOT and Dakota County funded the majority of the surface and storm sewer
improvements along with sanitary sewer and water main adjustments necessary as a result of roadway
modifications. The Council conducted the final assessment hearing on May 14, 2012 and adopted final
assessments for all the parcels except two parcels (PID no. 20-01100-51-060 and 20-18290-01-010). On
May 29, 2012 the Council levied the assessment for the duplex parcel owned by Mr. and Mrs. Province
(PID No. 20-01100-51-060). The Council continued the hearing for ABE Investments (PID No. 20- 18290 01-010)
to June 11, 2012 at the request of the owner.

Steve Nelson, attorney representing ABE Investments (of which he is part owner) attended regarding the
commercial zoned property at 80th and Concord Boulevard. We explained how the appraiser recommended a
maximum assessment of $1/square foot for commercial properties. The proposed assessment for this parcel is
$0.14/square foot. He provided an objection letter which was presented on May 14, 2012. (On a side note, he
indicated that the issue concerning access to his property has been resolved after a detailed review of his title
policy which indicated the existence of easements over the existing private roads adjacent to his property). Staff
is recommending that this property be assessed $7,231.78 as originally proposed at the May 14, 2012
assessment hearing. Mr. Nelson asked the City to review the assessment history on his parcel to determine if a
corner credit should be considered on this project. Mr. Nelson understands that this project assessment is being
proposed at the commercial rate of $38.08/FF for his frontage on Concord Boulevard only. This project is not
assessing the 80th Street frontage. Mr. Nelson has been informed he would qualify for an assessment corner lot
credit when 80th Street is reconstructed in the future.

The City has reviewed the history of Parcel ID No. 20-18290-01-010 owned by ABE Investments to determine if a
corner lot credit should be considered on Concord Boulevard (City Project 2001-12). The following outlines the
history:

The current pending assessment of $7,231.78 with City Project No. 2001-12 is the first assessment directly levied
to this parcel which was created as Lot 1, Block 1 in Concord Commons (1994 plat). The City had not assessed
any projects towards Concord Commons; however, there were approximately $93,372.99 levied to the original
parcel which became Concord Commons. All of these assessments were paid in full at the time of the platting of
Concord Commons. These assessments included:



City Project No. 2001-12 Concord Boulevard Page Two
June 11, 2012 Council Meeting

Pre-1979 assessments for utilities (sanitary sewer and storm sewer) $ 4,267.60
1980 assessments for original grading of 80th Street from Dawn to Concord Bivd. $21,376.69
1980 assessments for water main and sanitary sewer $19,637.94
1981 assessments for original construction of 80th St from Dawn Ave to Concord Blvd $14,789.99
1989 trunk sewer and water assessments along Concord Boulevard $33,300.77

At the time of the 1979 and 1980 projects, there had been no street connection between 80th Street and Concord
Boulevard. These improvements were done to promote development in the area. The City did this improvement
project. There was no involvement by Mn/DOT on Concord Boulevard or Dakota County on 80th Street in the
local street and utility improvements. Over the years since development occurred, Dakota County received
jurisdiction over Concord Boulevard from a Mn/DOT turn-back and Dakota County received jurisdiction over 80th
Street via a JPA executed with the City to designate it as a County road.

In 1980, at the time of original construction of 80th Street by the City, street assessments were levied over the
large undeveloped parcel that eventually was platted as Concord Commons. The frontage along 80th Street was
approximately 357 feet and the frontage along Concord Blvd. was 2045 feet. No corner lot credit was utilized in
the assessments at that time because initial construction is 100% assessed. The parcel was assessed in
accordance with City policy at that time.

No corner lot credit should be given to the parcel owned by ABE Investments for City Project No. 2001-12 —
Concord Boulevard. It is anticipated that a corner lot credit will be considered with any future reconstruction on
80th Street because:

1) It would be a reconstruction project, and
2)  The parcel owned by ABE Investment now has its long side along 80th Street

Mr. Nelson has sent an e-mail requesting the Council continue this hearing to June 25. Mr. Nelson indicated he
has hired an appraiser to rebut the City’s appraisal.

It is recommended that the City Council continue the hearing to June 25, 2012.

TJIK/KkS
Attachments: May 30, 2012 e-mail requesting continuation to June 25, 2012
Resolution
Assessment map
Third Final Assessment Roll
Concord Commons
Concord Commons 2nd Addition



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE THIRD FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR THE PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT
PROGRAM, CITY PROJECT NO. 2001-12 - CONCORD BOULEVARD RECONSTRUCTION PHASE II

WHEREAS, pursuant to proper notice duly given as required by law, the Council has met, heard and
passed upon all objections to the proposed assessment for the improvements on City Project No. 2001-12 —
Concord Boulevard Reconstruction Phase Il for the following streets: Concord Boulevard (starting at a point 1121
feet south of Corcoran Path and ending at a point 83 feet south of 65™ Street East).

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

1.

Such proposed assessment, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof, is
hereby accepted and shall constitute the special assessment against the lands herein, and each
tract of land therein included is hereby found to be benefited by the proposed assessment levied
against it.

Such assessment shall be payable in equal installments extending over a period of ten (10)
years. The first of the installments shall be payable on or before the first Monday in January
2013, and shall bear interest at the rate of 4.8 percent per annum from the date of adoption of this
assessment resolution. To the first installment shall be added interest for one year on all unpaid
instaliments plus any interest accruing from the date of the assessment hearing.

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

The Clerk, shall, forthwith, transmit a certified duplicate of this assessment to the County Auditor
to be extended on the property tax lists of the County, and such assessments shall be collected
and paid over the same manner as other municipal taxes.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 11th day of June 2012

AYES:
NAYS:

ATTEST:

George Tourville, Mayor

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



Tom Kaldunski

From: Stephen L. Nelson [snelson@slInelson.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 30, 2012 11:31 AM

To: Tom Kaldunski

Subject: City Council Meeting on June 11, 2012
5/30/2012

Tom -

As per our discussion today, | already have a commitment to attend another city council meeting in Arden Hills,
Minnesota on the 11" of June. If possible, | would appreciate this matter being continued to the next week. Thank
you.

Stephen L. Nelson
Stephen L. Nelson P.A.
Attorney At Law

665 No. Snelling Ave.

St. Paul, MN 55104
Phone: (651) 646-5000
Fax:  (651) 642-2619

IMPORTANT
The information contained in this electronic commuincation is attorney privileged and confidential information intended
only for the use of the individual or entity named above. If the receipient of this message is not the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this communicatin in errror, please notify us immediately by telephone or by reply. Also, please
delete the original message from your computer. Thank you.



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE THIRD FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR THE PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT
PROGRAM, CITY PROJECT NO. 2001-12 - CONCORD BOULEVARD RECONSTRUCTION PHASE i

WHEREAS, pursuant to proper notice duly given as required by law, the Council has met, heard and
passed upon all objections to the proposed assessment for the improvements on City Project No. 2001-12 —
Concord Boulevard Reconstruction Phase Il for the following streets: Concord Boulevard (starting at a point 1121
feet south of Corcoran Path and ending at a point 83 feet south of 65™ Street East).

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

1.

Such proposed assessment, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof, is
hereby accepted and shall constitute the special assessment against the lands herein, and each
tract of land therein included is hereby found to be benefited by the proposed assessment levied
against it.

Such assessment shall be payable in equal installments extending over a period of ten (10)
years. The first of the installments shall be payable on or before the first Monday in January
2013, and shall bear interest at the rate of 4.8 percent per annum from the date of adoption of this
assessment resolution. To the first installment shall be added interest for one year on all unpaid
instaliments plus any interest accruing from the date of the assessment hearing.

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

The Clerk, shall, forthwith, transmit a certified duplicate of this assessment to the County Auditor
to be extended on the property tax lists of the County, and such assessments shall be collected
and paid over the same manner as other municipal taxes.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 11th day of June 2012

AYES:
NAYS:

ATTEST:

George Tourville, Mayor

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk
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AGENDA ITEM 6B

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

CONSIDER APPROVAL OF CORPORATE OFFICER CHANGE FOR ON-SALE/SUNDAY
INTOXICATING LIQUOR LICENSE HELD BY GROVE BOWL, INC. FOR PREMISES
LOCATED AT 6710 CAHILL AVE. E.

Meeting Date: June 11, 2012 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Iltem Type: Consent X | None
Contact: 651.450.2513 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Melissa Rheaume Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: N/A FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED:

Approve change in corporate officer for On-Sale/Sunday Intoxicating Liquor license held by
Grove Bowl, Inc. dba Drkula’s “32” Bowl for premises located at 6710 Cahill Ave. E.

SUMMARY:

A request has been made to remove Gary Drkula as a corporate officer of Grove Bowl, Inc. and
the corresponding On-Sale/Sunday Intoxicating Liquor license held by the entity. Tim Drkula
will be the sole officer listed on the liquor license. Any change in corporate officer requires
Council approval after a public hearing has been held.



AGENDA ITEM Z A

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

SHAW CONSTRUCTION, INC. — Case No. 12-12CZA

Meeting Date:  June 11, 2012 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Regular Agenda X | None
Contact: Allan Hunting 651.450.2554 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Allan Hunting, City Planner Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Consider the following actions for property located at 10982 Clark Road:

a) an Ordinance Amendment to allow service of semi-tanks, trucks, and trailers including
equipment, parts and tires as a conditional use in the I-2, General Industry Zoning
District.

e Requires 3/5th's vote.

b) a Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to allow the operation of the sales
and service of semi-tanks, trucks, and trailers including equipment, parts and tires and to
allow outdoor storage of trucks and trailers.

e Requires 4/5th's vote.

c) a Resolution relating to a Variance from the outdoor storage setback and screening
requirements from an Agricultural Zoning District.

e Requires 3/5th's vote.
e 60-day deadline: June 15, 2012 (first 60-days)

SUMMARY

The applicant is proposing to develop the site for a truck service and repair facility for Catco
Company. The company does full service repair and parts supply for commercial vehicles. The
property would be developed in phases with the first phase being a building of approximately
20,000 square feet and future building additions of approximately 17,000 square feet. There is
planned outdoor storage of trailers in the rear of the property on a recycled asphalt material.

ANALYSIS

The project complies with all code standards except for the screening which variances are being
requested. An improvement agreement and storm water maintenance agreements have also
been drafted for the project.
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RECOMMENDATION

Planning Staff: Recommends approval of the request as presented

Planning Commission: Planning Commission recommends approval of the application as
presented (6-0).

Attachments: Ordinance Amendment
Conditional Use Permit Resolution
Variance Resolution
Planning Commission Recommendation
Planning Report



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE TITLE 10,
CHAPTER 6, SECTION 2 REGARDING ALLOWING SERVICE OF SEMI-TANKS,
TRUCKS AND TRAILERS, INCLUDING EQUIPMENT,PARTS AND TIRES AS A
CONDITIONAL USE IN THE I-2, GENERAL INDUSTRY ZONING DISTRICT

The City Council of Inver Grove Heights does hereby ordain:

SECTION 1. Amendment. Title 10, Chapter 6, Section 2, of the Inver Grove Heights
City Code is hereby amended to add the following to the land use matrix table:

LAND USES IN ALL NONRESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS

Use Zoning District

I-2

Service of semi-tanks, trucks and trailers,
including equipment, parts and tires &

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

Passed this 11th day of June, 2012.

George Tourville, Mayor
ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk




CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. 12-

RESOLUTION APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW SERVICE OF
SEMI-TANKS, TRUCKS AND TRAILERS, INCLUDING EQUIPMENT, PARTS AND
TIRES AND OUTDOOR STORAGE OF TRUCKS AND TRAILERS

(Shaw Construction, Inc.)
Case No. 12-12CZA

WHEREAS, an application for a Conditional Use Permit has been submitted for the
property legally described as:

See Exhibit A

WHEREAS, an application for a conditional use permit has been submitted to allow
service of semi-tanks, trucks and trailers, including equipment, parts and tires;

WHEREAS, the aforedescribed property is zoned I-2, General Industry;

WHEREAS, the request has been reviewed against Title 10, Chapter 3, Article A, Section
10-3A-5 regarding the criterion for a Conditional Use Permit and meets the minimum
standards; the request is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and it does not have a
negative impact on public health, safety or welfare;

WHEREAS, a public hearing concerning the conditional use permit was held before the

Inver Grove Heights Planning Commission in accordance with Minnesota Statute, Section
462.357, Subdivision 3 on May 15, 2012;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER
GROVE HEIGHTS, that a Conditional Use Permit to allow service of semi-tanks, trucks and
trailers, including equipment, parts and tires is hereby approved with the following conditions:

1. The site shall be developed in substantial conformance with the following plans on
file with the Planning Department except as may be modified by the conditions



Resolution No.

Page 2
below.
Site Plan (showing all phases) dated 4/27/12
Exterior Elevations dated 4/27/12
Site Plan (first phase) dated 4/27/12
Grading Plan (first phase) dated 4/27/12
Grading Plan (future phases) dated 4/27/12
Landscape Plan dated 4/27/12

Prior to commencement of any grading, the final grading, drainage and erosion
control, and utility plans shall be approved by the Director of Public Works.

All roof top or ground mounted mechanical equipment shall be substantially
screened from view.

All areas of the lot shall be mowed and maintained and be free from trash and
debris.

The City Code Enforcement Officer, or other designee, shall be granted right of
access to the property at all reasonable times to ensure compliance with the
conditions of this permit.

Prior to commencement of any grading or construction of buildings on the site,
An improvement agreement and storm water facilities maintenance agreement
shall be entered into between the developer and City to address proper
responsibilities and maintenance of the different storm water systems, to obtain
aletter of credit for performance, and to obtain an engineering escrow for
engineering staff and emergency erosion control expenses.

Park dedication fees of $22,220 shall be paid prior to the commencement of work
being started on the site under this conditional use permit.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Deputy Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to
record a certified copy of this Resolution at the Dakota County Recorder’s Office.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 11% day of June, 2012.

AYES:
NAYS:

ATTEST:

George Tourville, Mayor
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Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk



Resolution No.

EXHIBIT A

PARCEL B DESCRIPTION

That part of Lot 1, Block 1, GAINEY ADDITION, according to the recorded plat thereof, Dakota County,
Minnesota described as follows:

Commencing at the northwest corner of said Lot 1; thence on a assumed bearing of South 0
degrees 12 minutes 38 seconds East, along the west line of said Lot 1, a distance of 310.54
feet to the point of beginning; thence continuing South 0 degrees 12 minutes 38 seconds
East, along said west line, a distance of 358.03 feet; thence North 89 degrees 09 minutes
09 seconds East a distance of 236.46 feet; thence South 0 degrees 50 minutes 51 seconds
East a distance of 27.11 feet to the westerly extension of a north line of said Lot 1; thence
North 89 degrees 09 minutes 09 seconds East, along said westerly extension of a north line
of Lot 1, a distance of 239.50 feet to an angle point in an east line of said Lot 1; thence
North 0 degrees 50 minutes 13 $econds West, along said east line, a distance of 385.12 feet
to the intersection with a line that bears North 89 degrees 09 minutes 09 seconds East from
the point of beginning; thence South 89 degrees 09 minutes 09 seconds West a distance of
472.05 feet to the point of beginning.



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING A VARIANCE FROM THE OUTDOOR STORAGE
SETBACK AND SCREENING REQUIRMENTS TO ALLOW OUTDOOR STORAGE
UP TO 40 FEET FROM PROPERTY ZONED A, AGRICULTURAL WITHOUT
SCREEN FENCING

CASE NO. 12-12CZA
(Shaw Construction, Inc.)

Property located at 10982 Clark Road and legally described as follows:
SEE EXHIBIT A

WHEREAS, an application has been received for a variance to allow outdoor
storage up to 40 feet from property zoned A, Agricultural without screen fencing;

WHEREAS, the afore described property is zoned I-2, General Industry District;

WHEREAS, a Variance may be granted by the City Council from the strict
application of the provisions of the City Code Title 10, Chapter 3-4 and conditions and
safeguards imposed in the variance so granted where practical difficulties result from

carrying out the strict letter of the regulations of the Zoning Code, as per City Code 10-3-
4:D.;

WHEREAS, the City of Inver Grove Heights Planning Commission reviewed the
request on May 15, 2012 in accordance with City Code 10-3-3: C.;

WHEREAS, the practical difficulty and uniqueness of the requested variance is:
The narrow wording of the Ordinance to only require a 100 foot buffer on

outdoor storage and not other industrial uses that would have an outdoor
component creates a hardship for this particular use on this site. Since the long
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range plan for the properties to the east is industrial, it would seem requiring a
100 foot buffer in this case to be a difficulty by not allowing the use of the
property to its fullest extent.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER
GROVE HEIGHTS, that the variance to allow outdoor storage up to 40 feet from

property zoned A, Agricultural without screen fencing is hereby approved subject to the
following condition:

1. Prior to commencement of any grading or construction of buildings on
the site, An improvement agreement and storm water facilities
maintenance agreement shall be entered into between the developer and
City to address proper responsibilities and maintenance of the different
storm water systems, to obtain a letter of credit for performance, and to

obtain an engineering escrow for engineering staff and emergency
~ erosion control expenses.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Deputy Clerk is hereby authorized and

directed to record a certified copy of this Resolution at the Dakota County Recorder’s
Office.

Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 11th day of June, 2012.

George Tourville, Mayor

Ayes:
Nays:

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk



Resolution No.

EXHIBIT A

PARCEL B DESCRIPTION

That part of Lot 1, Block 1, GAINEY ADDITION, according to the recorded plat thereof, Dakota County,
Minnesota described as follows:

Commencing at the northwest corner of said Lot 1; thence on a assumed bearing of South 0
degrees 12 minutes 38 seconds East, along the west line of said Lot 1, a distance of 310.54
feet to the point of beginning; thence continuing South 0 degrees 12 minutes 38 seconds
East, along said west line, a distance of 358.03 feet; thence North 89 degrees 09 minutes
09 seconds East a distance of 236.46 feet; thence South 0 degrees 50 minutes 51 seconds
East a distance of 27.11 feet to the westerly extension of a north line of said Lot 1; thence
North 89 degrees 09 minutes 09 seconds East, along said westerly extension of a north line
of Lot 1, a distance of 239.50 feet to an angle point in an east line of said Lot 1; thence
North 0 degrees 50 minutes 13 seconds West, along said east line, a distance of 385.12 feet
to the intersection with a line that bears North 89 degrees 09 minutes 09 seconds East from

the point of beginning; thence South 89 degrees 09 minutes 09 seconds West a distance of
472.05 feet to the point of beginning.



RECOMMENDATION TO
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

TO: Mayor and City Council of Inver Grove Heights
FROM: Planning Commission
DATE: May 15, 2012

SUBJECT: SHAW CONSTRUCTION INC. — CASE NO. 12-12CZA

Reading of Notice

Commissioner Hark read the public hearing notice to consider the request for a zoning code
amendment to conditionally allow the sales and service of semi-tanks, trucks, and trailers
including equipment, parts, and tires in the I-2 district, a conditional use permit for outside
storage and the sales and service of semi-trucks, trucks and trailers including equipment, parts,
and tires, and a variance from the outdoor storage setback requirements from an Agricultural
zoning district. 5 notices were mailed.

Presentation of Request

Allan Hunting, City Planner, explained the request as detailed in the report. He advised that the
applicant is proposing to develop the site for a truck service and repair facility for CATCO
Company. The property would be developed in phases, with the first phase being a building of
approximately 20,000 square feet in size. The building would be for the repair of vehicles and
there would be some outdoor storage for the trucks and trailers that have been repaired or are
waiting to be repaired. Future phases include total additions of approximately 17,000 square
feet. The property is zoned I-2. Currently truck service and repair is not an allowed use in that
zone, therefore the applicant is asking for a zoning code amendment. Two conditional use
permits are also being requested 1) to allow service of semi-tanks, trucks, and trailers including
equipment, parts and tires as a conditional use, and 2) to allow outdoor storage of trucks and
trailers. Because the property abuts Agricultural zoning, the applicant is also requesting a
variance from the 100 foot outdoor storage setback and the fencing requirement. The applicant
is proposing to utilize the rear portion of the property, including property up to 40 feet from the
property line, for outdoor storage of trucks and trailers in for repair. Staff supports the variance
request since the ultimate end land use for all properties in the area will be industrial. Staff
recommends approval of all the requests with the seven conditions listed in the report.

Chair Bartholomew asked if the final building coverage would be less than the 51,000 square
foot maximum allowed.

Mr. Hunting replied in the affirmative, stating the proposed building total would be 37,000 square
feet.

Chair Bartholomew asked if staff heard from any of the abutting neighbors.
Mr. Hunting replied that they had not.
Opening of Public Hearing

The applicant, Jack Shaw, Shaw Construction, Eden Prairie, advised he was available to
answer any questions.

Chair Bartholomew asked the applicant if he was in agreement with the conditions listed in the
report.



Recommendation to City Council
May 15,2012
Page 2

Mr. Shaw replied in the affirmative.

Chair Bartholomew asked what the outdoor storage would consist of.

Mr. Shaw replied primarily commercial trucks and trailers either post or pre-repair. He advised
the trucks would be filtered into the building via the north side, repaired, and then parked in the
storage area until the customer picked them up.

Commissioner Lissarrague asked if this would significantly impact the traffic in the area.

Mr. Hunting stated that 117" Street was designed to handle higher industrial traffic volumes.

Commissioner Lissarrague asked if the majority of the traffic would be on Clark Road, 117"
Street, and Highway 52.

Mr. Shaw replied in the affirmative.

Commissioner Gooch asked if the proposed building was a relocation of an existing CATCO
facility.

Mr. Shaw replied in the affirmative, stating they would close their existing facility in Eagan and
move it to this upgraded facility.

Chair Bartholomew asked how many associates were expected to be employed at this facility.

Mr. Shaw replied 12-15.

Dave Goldner, St. Anthony Village, representing CATCO, stated approximately 30% of the
company'’s business was shop related, with the other 70% being part sales.

Shirley Pike, 11025 Courthouse Boulevard, asked if the proposed 29 parking stalls were just for
the first phase of the construction or the total for the entire project.

Mr. Hunting replied 29 parking stalls were being proposed for the first phase on the southern
half of the site. Required parking spaces for all the proposed future phases would be located
along the north property line. He stated the asphalt for the proposed future phases would be
put in with the first phase; however, it would not be striped for parking.

Ms. Pike asked for clarification of a statement in the report that the property owner proposes to
use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted by the zoning ordinance.

Mr. Hunting stated that is a standard conditional use permit comment. The request is reviewed
against that and in this case a CUP is being requested to make the use consistent.

Ms. Pike asked if the three Agricultural lots to the east of the subject parcel could be rezoned for
industrial uses prior to the property owners being ready to move.

Mr. Hunting replied that the Agricultural zoning would stay in place until such time as a
landowner sold to someone proposing to redevelop the site. Until that time the properties would
be considered legal non-conforming and could be added onto, replaced if they were involved in
a fire, and they could also be sold to someone wanting to retain them as a residential property.
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Ms. Pike asked to see a drawing of the proposed CATCO building.

Mr. Hunting displayed a rendering of the proposed building which featured concrete tip-up
panels, painted banding along the top of the building, and overhead doors.

Chair Bartholomew asked what color the panels were.

Mr. Shaw replied they were gray.

Al Sachwitz, 11105 Courthouse Boulevard, stated his property was much higher in elevation
than the subject property and his only concern was regarding potential erosion due to the steep

grade between the parking lot and his property and the proposed 40 foot setback.

Mr. Hunting stated that Engineering reviewed the request and feels that the proposed grading
plan and reestablishment of vegetation will prevent erosion issues.

Planning Commission Discussion
Chair Bartholomew stated he supported the request.

Commissioner Hark stated he was surprised there were no objections from the neighbors in
regard to the lack of fencing; however, since they had no concerns he was agreeable with the
request.

Commissioner Lissarrague stated he supported the request.

Planning Commission Recommendation

Motion by Commissioner Gooch, second by Commissioner Elsmore, to approve on a white
ballot the request for a zoning code amendment to allow service of semi-tanks, trucks, and
trailers including equipment, parts and tires as a conditional use in the I-2 zoning district, a
conditional use permit to allow the operation of the sales and service of semi-tanks, trucks, and
trailers including equipment, parts, and tires, a conditional use permit to allow outdoor storage of
trucks and trailers, and a variance from the outdoor storage setback and screening
requirements from an Agricultural zoning district for the property located at 10982 Clark Road.

Motion carried (6/0). This item goes to the City Council on June 11, 2012.



PLANNING REPORT
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

REPORT DATE: May 10, 2012 CASE NO: 12-12CZA
APPLICANT: Shaw Construction, Inc.

PROPERTY OWNER: Watrud Properties, LLC

REQUEST: Zoning Code Amendment, Conditional Use Permit and Variance

HEARING DATE: May 15, 2009

LOCATION: 11XX Clark Road

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: General Industrial

ZONING: I-2, General Industry and IRM, Integrated Resource Management Overlay District

REVIEWING DIVISIONS:  Planning PREPARED BY: Allan Hunting
Engineering City Planner

BACKGROUND

The applicant is proposing to develop the site for a truck service and repair facility for Catco
Company. The company does full service repair and parts supply for commercial vehicles. The
property would be developed in phases with the first phase being a building of approximately
20,00 square feet and future building additions of approximately 17,000 square feet. The site
would be improved with two curb cuts on Clark Road and bituminous parking areas and
maneuvering area for the trucks entering and leaving the building after service. There is planned
outdoor storage of trailers in the rear of the property on a recycled asphalt material.

The property is zoned I-2, General Industry and truck service and repair is not currently a use
allowed in that zone. The proposed application requires a zoning coded amendment to allow this
type of use.

A conditional use permit is being requested for both the truck service and the outdoor storage of
trucks and trailers. A variance is also being requested from the outdoor storage setback
requirements and screening requirements from agricultural zoned property.

The specific requests consist of the following;:

a) A Zoning Code Amendment to allow service of semi-tanks, trucks, and trailers including
equipment, parts and tires as a conditional use.



Planning Report — Case No. 12-12CZA
May 10, 2012
Page 2

b) A Conditional Use Permit to allow service of semi-tanks, trucks, and trailers including
equipment, parts and tires as a conditional use.

c) A Conditional Use Permit to allow outdoor storage of trucks and trailers.
d) A Variance from outdoor storage requirements in the I-2 District to; allow outdoor storage
to encroach into the required 100 foot buffer along property zoned A, Agricultural and not

be required to install solid screen fencing.

EVALUATION OF THE REQUEST

The following land uses, zoning districts and comprehensive plan designations surround the
subject property:

North Vacant; zoned I-2; guided GI
East Residential; zoned A; guided GI
West Vacant; zoned I-2; guided GI

South Trucking operation; zoned I-2; guided GI

ZONING CODE AMENDMENT REVIEW

The applicant is requesting the zoning code be amended to allow the use of truck and trailer
repair in the I-2, General Industry zoning district.

The Zoning Code already has a category labeled “Sales and service of semi-tanks, trucks and
trailers, including equipment, parts and tires” as an accessory use to Manufacturing in the I-2
District. Truck and freight terminals are an allowed use in the I-1 and I-2 Districts. Truck stops
are an allowed use in the I-1 District. There are numerous truck industry related businesses
along Hwy 52/55 in the southern portion of the city. This has been and continues to be a
“trucking corridor”. Since the pattern of truck related uses has been established in this part of
the city, it seems reasonable to expand the list of uses to include truck repair. CurrentI-2 zoned
properties in the city are found in two areas, one along Hwy 52/55, Clark Road and the
landfills, and the other is the NSP tank farm on Hwy 3. Staff finds this code amendment to be
consistent with the pattern of development in the area proposed and consistent with the
expansion of allowed truck related industries.

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AND SITE PLAN REVIEW

Setbacks. The proposed parking lot and building, including future phases meet or exceed the
required perimeter setbacks for the site.
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Parking Lot. Parking for the proposed use consists of 29 parking stalls located along the south
side of the building. The number of stall complies with parking requirements for the first
phase. Required parking spaces for all the proposed future phases would be located along the
north parking lot area. The parking areas and main traffic routes would be bituminous with
concrete curbing. The balance of the lot is a storage/ truck circulation area that is to be recycled
asphalt. The Ordinance allows these areas to be constructed of a crushed material. The project
meets parking and surfacing requirements.

Lot Coverage. The I-2 zoning districts allow a maximum of 30% of the lot to be covered by
buildings. With this lot size, maximum building coverage would be 51,000 square feet. The
proposed building total would be 37,000 square feet which complies with code standards.

Screening/Landscaping. Based on the size of the lot and required number of parking spaces, a
total of 36 overstory trees are required. The plantings must be a mix of coniferous and
deciduous trees. The landscape plan identifies 34 overstory trees, and 49 shrubs. The shrub
equivalent planting equals 8 overstory trees. The grand total plantings exceed the landscape
requirement.

The Ordinance does have a requirement that “outdoor storage area shall be setback a minimum
of 100 feet from the lot boundary of any “A”, “E” or “R” use. The houses to the east are zoned
A, Agricultural. The applicant is requesting a variance from this requirement in order to allow
them to utilize the rear portion of the site for outdoor storage of trucks and trailers. The coded
also requires outdoor storage to be screened residential uses using at minimum 6 foot high
solid wood fence. The applicant is requesting a variance from this requirement also. The
variance request is discussed later in this report.

Reforestation. Based on the grading shown on the site plan, much of the site would be graded
and the existing trees would be removed. According to the tree inventory that was done for the
Gainey Plat, the tree mass on this lot contains 6 oak trees and 40 box elder trees. Box elder trees
are not a species protected under the Tree Preservation ordinance. The six oak trees on the lot
do not meet the threshold to qualify as a woodland and therefore tree preservation regulations
are not applicable to this site.

Access. Access to the site would be via two entrance points onto Clark Road. The property to
the west is vacant so there are no conflicts with the entrance points. The access points are
acceptable as proposed.

Building Materials. The applicant has provided drawings of the building. = The proposed
building consists of concrete panels with painted accent stripes on all four sides of the building.
All materials proposed comply with ordinance standards.

The Code requires any roof top or ground mounted equipment to be screened from view from
the public. This means that any roof top units must be screened from view from Clark Road.
This can be accomplished through either screen material around the units or through the use of
parapets. The proposed elevations do make it clear
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Engineering. Engineering has reviewed the plans against the overall storm drainage plan that
was prepared for the Gainey Addition Plat. The City Engineer has made comments on the plans
and is working with the applicant to address the technical aspects of the plans. A condition is
included requiring approval of the plans by the City Engineer prior to work commencing on site.

Lighting. The applicant has provided lighting fixture detail and a photometric plan for the
lighting of the property. The fixtures are to be a shoe-box with flat lens and the candle power falls
within the standards of the ordinance. All lighting proposed complies with city code.

Improvement Agreement. An improvement agreement will be required to be executed between
the City and the developer. The agreement will address the necessary site improvements
including a storm water maintenance agreement, the parties responsible for the improvements,
and will require financial surety for the landscaping, erosion control and any other improvements
that may be necessary. A developer is required to enter into a contract with the City addressing
the improvements and construction on site. A letter of credit equal to 125% of the cost of these
improvements is required before construction can begin. This requirement assures the City that
these particular improvements will be constructed to the satisfaction of the City.

General CUP Criteria

(This section also reviews the plans against the CUP criteria in the Zoning Ordinance assuming
the proposed ordinance amendment is adopted and that the City finds this to be an acceptable
use.)

1. The use is consistent with the goals, policies and plans of the City Comprehensive
Plan, including future land uses, utilities, streets and parks.

One of the policies of the industrial districts is to ” Provide opportunities for new
industrial development, expansion of existing uses and the redevelopment of existing
industrial uses to expand employment opportunities and to serve existing businesses in
the community. The proposed use would not have a negative impact for the industrial
areas as set forth in the Comprehensive Plan.

2. The use is consistent with the City Code, especially the Zoning Ordinance and
the intent of the specific Zoning District in which the use is located.

Suitability of the use is discussed above with the Comprehensive Plan. The proposed
project does comply with all of the performance criteria of the I-2 Zoning District.

3. The use would not be materially injurious to existing or planned properties or
improvements in the vicinity.
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The proposed use does not appear to have a detrimental effect on the neighborhood or
public improvements in the vicinity of the project.

The use does not have an undue adverse impact on existing or planned City
facilities and services, including streets, utilities, parks, police and fire, and the
reasonable ability of the City to provide such services in an orderly, timely
manner.

This location of the City is now served by municipal sewer and water. The proposed use
would not have an adverse impact on fire protection or on any city service.

The use is generally compatible with existing and future uses of surrounding
properties, including:

5.

i. Aesthetics/exterior appearance

The design of the proposed development would be compatible with the surrounding

uses and with the intent of the industrial zoning.

ii. Noise
Any vehicle noise would not be out of the ordinary for the I-2 zoning district.
The operation is a day time operation and larger trucks would utilize the site.

iii. Fencing, landscaping and buffering
The applicant is requesting variances from fencing and buffering requirements.
The land use plan for all the surrounding properties are to be developed with
industrial uses along both Clark Road and Hwy 52/55.

The property is appropriate for the use considering: size and shape; topography,
vegetation, and other natural and physical features; access, traffic volumes and
flows; utilities; parking; setbacks; lot coverage and other zoning requirements;
emergency access, fire lanes, hydrants, and other fire and building code
requirements.

The size and location would be appropriate for industrial uses. The site is designed to
minimize as much as possible any impacts to the residences to the east. The entire area
is guided for industrial development.

The use does not have an undue adverse impact on the public health, safety or
welfare.

This use is similar to other industrial uses in the area and does not have any unique
feathers that would create an adverse impact.

The use does not have an undue adverse impact on the environment, including,
but not limited to, surface water, groundwater and air quality.
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The project is required to meet all city storm water requirements. The area is served by
city sewer and water and there would be no emissions that would create air quality
issues.

Miscellaneous. Along with this request, the landowner has made application for an
Administrative Subdivision to divide the existing platted lot into two lots. This approval is
done at staff level. Both proposed lots meet minimum lot size and lot width requirements.
With the creation of a new lot, park dedication will be required since no fees were collected at
the time of the original Gainey Addition plat in 1999. At that time, the rules were that park fees
were collected at time of building permit. The current rules are that park fees are paid at time
of lot creation. A condition of the CUP is added to require payment of the park fee.

VARIANCE REVIEW

Title 10-15-10: EXTERIOR STORAGE, B. of the ordinance requires outdoor storage to be setback a
minimum of 100 feet from the lot boundary of any “A”, “E” or “R” District and also requires
storage to be screened by a fence enclosure consisting of a minimum six foot high solid wood
fence. In this case, the property abutting to the east is zoned A, Agricultural and thus the 100 foot
buffer and fencing would apply. The applicant is proposing to utilize the rear portion of the
property, including property up to 40 feet, for outdoor storage of trucks and trailers in for repair.

City Code Title 11, Chapter 3. Variances, states that the City Council may grant variances when
they are in harmony with the general purposes and intent of the zoning ordinance and
consistent with the comprehensive plan and establishes that there are practical difficulties in
complying with the official control. In order to grant the requested variances, City Code
identifies criteria which are to be considered practical difficulties. The applicant’s request is
reviewed below against those criteria.

1. The variance request is in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the city code and
consistent with the comprehensive plan.

The general intent of this standard is to limit the precedent that could be set if the variance was
granted. The property does has some unique characteristics in that the request for outdoor
storage is addressed differently than other types of industrial uses abutting agricultural zoned
property. Outdoor storage is required to maintain a 100 foot buffer from certain zoned
properties, while other industrial uses, such as trucking operations or mini-storage do not have
this requirement. They would be allowed to store trucks or storage items up to 10 feet from a
property line.

2 The property owner proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted by the
zoning ordinance.

All of the land surrounding the subject site is guided for GI, General Industrial. There
are three houses to the east of the property that are still zoned A, Agricultural. The “A”
zoning is this case is designed as more of a holding zone in that since the long range
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plan is industrial, the existing residences may be utilized until such time the property is
rezoned and developed for industrial uses. The intent of the area is to develop
industrial. It is not planned for long term residential. The properties to the south and
north of the subject site have developed with industrial uses; a trucking operation and
mini-storage. Both have storage components including trucks in a large open parking
lot for the trucking operation to the south, to storage of boats, trailers, campers
associated with the mini-storage. The truck parking lot abuts the residential property
along the residential property’s south property line. Allowing storage within the 100
foot buffer would not be contrary to the intent of the Comprehensive Plan.

The intent of the ordinance requirement is to protect permanent agricultural or
residential uses from being adversely affected by neighboring industrial development.
The applicant proposes screening to minimize or eliminate any adverse effects the
outdoor storage could have on the properties to the east.

3. The plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property not created by the
landowner.

The narrow wording of the Ordinance to only require a 100 foot buffer on outdoor
storage and not other industrial uses that would have an outdoor component creates a
practical difficulty for this particular use on this site. Since the long range plan for the
properties to the east is industrial, it would seem requiring a 100 foot buffer in this case
to be a difficulty by not allowing the use of the property to its fullest extent. As stated
above, the storage proposed in this instance is similar to truck terminal storage with
trucks and trailers that do not require a buffer or greater setback.

4. The variance will not alter the essential character of the locality.

Allowing storage within the required buffer area will not alter the character of the area.
There is already a trucking operation on the property immediately to the south that contains a
large parking lot for parking of trucks and trailers which also directly abuts the agricultural
zoned property. The area is planned long term for industrial so eventually the buffer area will
no longer be a requirement and the back of the lot can be used the same as with other industrial
zoned properties.

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

Economic considerations do not appear to be the sole basis for this request. The need for
storage space for trucks and trailers is typical for this type of operation.

ALTERNATIVES

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

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

Approval of the Zoning Code Amendment to allow service of semi-tanks, trucks, and
trailers including equipment, parts and tires as a conditional use.

Approval of the Conditional Use Permit for the service of semi-tainks, trucks, and
trailers including equipment, parts and tires and outdoor storage subject to the following
conditions:

1.

The site shall be developed in substantial conformance with the following plans on
file with the Planning Department except as may be modified by the conditions
below.

Site Plan (showing all phases) dated 4/27/12
Exterior Elevations dated 4/27/12
Site Plan (first phase) dated 4/27/12
Grading Plan (first phase) dated 4/27/12
Grading Plan (future phases) dated 4/27/12
Landscape Plan dated 4/27/12

Prior to commencement of any grading, the final grading, drainage and erosion
control, and utility plans shall be approved by the Director of Public Works.

All roof top or ground mounted mechanical equipment shall be substantially
screened from view.

All areas of the lot shall be mowed and maintained and be free from trash and
debris.

The City Code Enforcement Officer, or other designee, shall be granted right of
access to the property at all reasonable times to ensure compliance with the
conditions of this permit.

Prior to commencement of any grading on the site, An improvement agreement
and storm water facilities maintenance agreement shall be entered into between
the developer and City to address proper responsibilities and maintenance of the
different storm water systems, to obtain a letter of credit for performance, and to
obtain an engineering escrow for engineering staff and emergency erosion
control expenses.

Park dedication fees of $40,150 shall be paid prior to the commencement of work
being started on the site under this conditional use permit.
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Approval of a Variance to allow outdoor storage within 100 feet from the boundary and
no fencing of an A, Agricultural zoned property.

Practical Difficulty: The narrow wording of the Ordinance to only require a 100 foot
buffer on outdoor storage and not other industrial uses that would have an outdoor
component creates a hardship for this particular use on this site. Since the long range
plan for the properties to the east is industrial, it would seem requiring a 100 foot
buffer in this case to be a difficulty by not allowing the use of the property to its fullest
extent.

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

RECOMMENDATION

The proposed code amendment language is consistent with other truck related uses allowed in [-2
and I-1 districts. The use is already allowed as accessory to a manufacturing operation. Staff
supports the code amendment.

The proposed request complies with all performance standards of the I-2, except the 100 foot
buffer and fencing variance request. The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and
meets the Conditional Use Criteria. Engineering finds the plans acceptable and is working with
the applicant on the final details. Staff also supports the variance request as the ultimate end land
use for all properties in the area will be industrial. Planning Staff recommends approval of the
requests as presented with the conditions listed in this report.

Attachments: Location Map

Applicant General Narrative
Applicant Variance Request Narrative
Site Plan (showing all phases)
Exterior Elevations

Site Plan (first phase)

Grading Plan (first phase)

Grading Plan (future phases)
Landscape Plan



Inver Grove

Heights

Location Map
Case No. 12-12CZA

e

ol




April 16,2012

City of Inver Grove Heights
Attn: Mr. Allan Hunting

8150 Barbara Avenue -

Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077
651-450-2554

Re: Site Plan Application
CATCO Parts and Setvice

Dear Mr. Hunting:

Attached hereto please find our complete Planning Application Form and required submittal
materials. We are applying and requesting:

1. Conditional Use Permit

2. Zoning Code Amendment

3. Administrative Lot Split

Our application matetial includes 10 sets of Plan Sheets dated April 16, 2012, one (1) 117x17” of the
same;

A1 Site Plan and Code Analysis

A2 Floor Plan

A3 Exterior Elevations

C1 Site Plan

C2 Grading and Erosion Control Plan

C3 Utility Plan

C4 Details and Specifications

C5 Future/Full Build-Out Grading Plan

L1 Landscape Plan .

Administrative Lot Division Sutvey for: CATCO Parts & Setvice

Lighting Photomettic Plan

Light Fixture Cut Sheets

Storm water Management Calculations for CATCO dated April 16,2012

Abstractors Certificate with at list of names and addresses of property owners within 350 ft of

the subject property.
Property Access Consent Form

CATCO is a full service parts and repait setvice company for commercial vehicles with over 60 years
of business and 17 locations throughout Minnesota, Wisconsin, Notth & South Dakota, and Illinois.
We have attached additional brochutes to outline their services and business model for the proposed
facility.

The proposed facility is expecting to employ 12-15 associates and provide: Truck and Trailer Pats,
Truck and Trailer Setvice, and Fluid Power Parts and Setvice. Hours of Operation are provided as:

Parts: Monday — Friday 7 am to 6 pm
Saturday 8 am to Noon General Contractors &
Service: Monday — Friday 8 am to 5 pm Construction Services
We are requesting a zoning code amendment, because current ordinances 7685 Corporate Way
for the property do not allow or identify the use CATCO is proposing. Eden Prairie, MN 55344-2021
9529378214
9529349433 Fax

www.shawconstruct.com



Mr. Allan Hunting

City of Inver Grove Heights
CATCO Parts & Service Site Plan Application

April 16,2012
Pg2of2

Based on our personal meeting and positive feedback on the project back in November 2011, we are
moving forward with the development and project and look forward to working with you and the
City of Inver Grove Heights on this exciting new project.

We are planning and are diligently on pace to continue the following schedule:

Apr. 16,2012
Apr. 25,2012
May 15, 2012
May 17, 2012
June 11,2012
Mid June 2012
December 2012

Application Deadline

Plan Review Committee

Planning Commission

Building Permit Application

City Council

Commencement and Ground Breaking
Project Completion

We are sure you will find the submittal thorough and complete. Please feel free to contact me with
any questions or need for additional information.

President

drh

cc: Dave Getrdes, CATCO Parts and Services



May 07, 2012

City of Inver Grove Heights
Attn: Mz, Allan Hunting : reitieenl
8150 Barbara Avenue . CONSTRUCTION
Inver Grove Heights, MIN 55077 ’

651-450-2554

Re: CATCO Parts and Service
Dear Mr. Hunting:

As follow-up to our “Plan Review Committee Meeting” of April 25, 2012, and various comments we teceived from
you in regard to the Site Plan submittal for Zoning Code Amendment and Conditional Use Permit for outside storage,
we present the following information and response.

Surfacing, we have revised our Site Plan to include bituminous sutface on the notth side of the building and have
added a 40’-0” wide bituminous drive surface connecting the north and south maneuvering ateas.

It was brought to our attention at the same meeting, that the property directly east of out site, is curtently zoned
Agticulture, requiring a 100°-0” setback for storage yards. The cuttent site plan illusttates a 125>-0” setback from the
property line to our storage area which will comply with the cutrent setback tequitement. CATCO is cutrently
experiencing sustained healthy business growth and is acquiting this site as a result of that success. It is also their
expectation to expand this facility by 12, 000 sq. ft. or 96’x125° to the east in the next 3 to 5 yeats, tesulting in an
expanded rear yard atea to the east (see Sheet C5 Futute/Full Build Out Grading Plan), resulting in a 45>-0” setback
from the proposed future yard area to the propetty line.

It was also brought to our attention that fencing would be required between out intended use and the propetty zoned
agriculture. Our suggestion and proposed solution to the setback and fence ate a proposed vatiance to allow CATCO
a 45’-0” setback to the yard area and omit the requirement of a fence on the east propetty boundaty.

Further information and support to this request: Cutrent Inver Grove Heights Comprehensive Plan states the
agriculture propetty to the east of the proposed CATCO site is guided to be Industrial property. It should also be
noted that the topography of the area is high in elevation and as the agticultural property is converted to Industrial
soils will be required to be removed, to develop this property. The elevation change along CATCO’s future yatd to
the property line area vaties as follows:

Northeast Corner of future yard area to propetty line — 18.7 ft. incline

Southeast Corner of future yard atea to property line — 9.3 ft. incline
Because the adjoining property is guided for Industtial zoning, it is not practical to subject CATCO to a 100-0”
setback to their storage yard along with fencing the east property. A fence will be tequited to be temoved as soon as
any development occurs on this propetty.

Thank you for the opportunity to present this information. I understand that you support our request favorably. We
are in a position to break ground early in June, with a favorable outcome in this May 15t Planning Commission
Meeting and June 11t City Council Meeting.

Please contact me with any questions ot concetns.

John N~ (Jack) Shaw
President General Contractors &
Construction Services

dth
7685 Corporate Way
Attachments: Plan Sheets A1, A2, A3, C1-C5 and L1 Revised 4-27-12 Eden Praitie, MN 55344-2021
cc Dave Getdes, CATCO Parts and Setrvices 95%’932'8214 )
Steve Wattud, Steenberg Watrud Construction 952:934:9433 Fax

www.shawconstruct.com
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AGENDA ITEM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

VANCE GRANNIS JR. — Case No. 12-18ZA

Meeting Date:  June 11, 2012 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
ltem Type: Regular Agenda X | None
Contact: Allan Hunting 651.450.2554 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Allan Hunting, City Planner Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Consider the First Reading of an Ordinance Amendment to allow a DNR gun safety program
with outdoor shooting range:

e Requires 3/5th's vote.

e 60-day deadline: July 6, 2012 (first 60-days)

SUMMARY

Mr. Grannis was approached by the West End Gun Club and the DNR about the possibility of
conducting gun safety training on his property. Mr. Grannis contacted the Chief of Police to
discuss the issue. Mr. Grannis has now submitted an application to amend the Zoning Ordinance
to allow a DNR sponsored gun safety training program with an outdoor shooting range as a
permitted use on properties zoned E-1.

ANALYSIS

The Chief of Police has inspected the site and based on the proposed location of the shooting
area, no safety concerns were noted. Staff raises some concerns about allowing this use as a
permitted use since there are some issues that haven’t been addressed such as; parking, public
use of buildings on site, bathrooms. Staff believes that there should be some type of notice

mailed to nearby property owners so they are aware of an application and have a chance to
speak.

Staff suggests allowing the proposed use either by conditional use or by interim use. Since
potential impacts are unknown and an outdoor shooting range has never been an allowed use
in the ordinance since 1965, Staff believes the interim use approach is the best route with a
shorter time frame (3-5 years). This would allow the use for a test period. If problems occur,
the use would go away. If no problems occurred, the use could become permanent after the
interim use expires.

The list of conditions have been created by the applicant and added to by Staff, Police Chief
and the City Attorney.

RECOMMENDATION

Planning Staff: Recommends the Interim Use approach which requires notification of
surrounding properties through the interim use permit application and an established time frame
so if problems occur, the use would have a finite approval period.



June 11, 2012
Council Memo — Vance Grannis Jr.
Page 2

Planning Commission: The Planning Commission spent nearly two hours discussing the
request. About a half dozen people spoke on the topic (most were notified by the applicant).
Most of the discussion centered on possible noise concerns with the guns being fired and which
of the three different options of the ordinance amendment was appropriate. One of the main
issues with the conditional use or interim use versions of the ordinance centered around the
notification requirement. The standard notification would be 1000 feet around the specific
property on which the conditional use or interim use would occur. The applicant stated that this
would involve notifying many, property owners at a considerable cost.

In the end, the Planning Commission recommended approval of the ordinance amendment as a
permitted use with changes including; removal of wording on type of .22 caliber round, adding a
condition limiting use to 6 occurrences per year (these changes are already reflected in all 3
versions of the proposed ordinance amendment). The Commission also recommended that a
noise demonstration take place with details to be determined by the City Council and the Chief
of Police (5-3). The commissioners that voted nay believed either the ordinance should have a
notification component (conditional use or interim use) or believed noise would be a concern
and should be addressed now.

Attachments: Proposed Ordinance Amendment
Staff Suggested Ordinance allowing by Conditional Use Permit
Staff Suggested Ordinance allowing by Interim Use Permit
Planning Commission Recommendation (not available due to quick turn around)
Planning Report



DRAFT 6/11/12
Permitted Use
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY
CODE SECTION 515.30, SUBD.2 BY ADDING
THE DEFINITION OF DNR AUTHORIZED
GUN SAFETY PROGRAM

AND

AMDENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE SECTION
515.80, SUBD. 16 BY ADDING A PERMITTED USE FOR A SMALL
DNR AUTHORIZED GUN SAFETY PROGRAM WITH A
SHOOTING RANGE

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

Section 1. Amendment. Inver Grove Heights City Code Section 515.30,
Subd. 2 is hereby amended by adding the following definition:

Department of Natural Resources Authorized Gun Safety Program- A gun safety
program located on an area of 50 or more contiguous or adjacent acres in an E-1 District
that has been authorized by the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources with the
specific location having been approved and designated by the City's Chief of Police,
subject to any conditions or restrictions imposed by the Chief of Police.

Section 2. Amendment. Inver Grove Heights City Code Section 515.80,
Subd. 16 is hereby amended by adding the following as a permitted use:

Use A E-1 E-2 R-IA | R- R- |[R- |R- |R- | R- R- | MF- | MU
1B IC (2 3A |3B | 3C 4 PUD

DNR

approved gun

safety

program P




Section 3. Standards. The following standards apply in the “E-1” Estate
District for gun safety programs.

1. Minimum Standards*

Contiguous or adjacent acres for

gun safety shooting program and range 50 Acres
?‘::;erlizs?g ég;l:e:afety Tange from ngr- minimum of 1/4 mile
Elevation of hillside behind targets 50 feet or more

Only .22 caliber rifles with non-lead
ammunition may be shot on the range

DNR must approve program and range

Chief of Police must approve program
and range subject to conditions and
restrictions determined by the Chief

No more than six (6) training sessions
may occur at any one location or
property per calendar year. Additional
sessions may be approved by the Chief
of Police

*All standards are minimum requirements unless noted

Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect
from and after its passage and publication according to law.

Passed this day of 5 2012,

George Tourville, Mayor

Attest:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk
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Conditional Use

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE,
TITLE 10, (ZONING ORDINANCE) REGARDING ADDING LANGUAGE
ADDRESSING DNR SPONSORED GUN SAFETY PROGRAM WITH
OUTDOOR SHOOTING RANGE

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS ORDAINS AS
FOLLOWS:

Section One. Amendment. Title 10, Chapter 6, LAND USE MATRICES of the
Inver Grove Heights City Code is hereby amended to add the following:

10-6-1: LAND USES IN ALL RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS:

Zoning District

| | | | | | MF- | MU- i

|A |E-|E-|R-|R-|R-|R-|R |R-|R |R- |PUD PUD |
z |12 |1A|1B|1C |2 |3A |3B |3C |4 | |

Use s | i '

Permitted Uses

DNR approved
gun safety

program with
outdoor

shooting range

O |

Section Two. Amendment. Title 10, Chapter 15, PERFORMANCE
STANDARDS, of the Inver Grove Heights City Code is hereby amended to add the
following section:

10-15-34: DNR Sponsored Gun Safety Program with outdoor shooting
range: Where conditionally permitted, the use shall be subject to the following
conditions:



The use shall only be allowed on land of a minimum of 50 acres of contiguous or
adjacent land under the same control.

The gun safety range shall be located a distance of at least % mile from any non-
owner residence.

There shall be a minimum elevation of 50 feet of hill side behind the shooting
range.

Only .22 caliber rifles with non-lead ammunition may be shot on the range.

The program must be an instructional program authorized by the Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources.

No more than six (6) training sessions may occur at any one location or property
per calendar year. Additional sessions may be approved by the Chief of Police.

The Chief of Police must approve in writing the specific location of the shooting
range and the Chief may impose conditions and restrictions with respect to the
number of participants, the time and dates of the instructional program and
number and placement of warning signs and duration of the program.

The program must also comply with all regulations contained in Title XXX of the
City Code.

Section Three. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect

upon its publication as provided by law.

Passed in regular session of the City Council on the day of , 2012,

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk
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Interim Use

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE,
TITLE 10, (ZONING ORDINANCE) REGARDING ADDING LANGUAGE
ADDRESSING DNR SPONSORED GUN SAFETY PROGRAM WITH
OUTDOOR SHOOTING RANGE

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS ORDAINS AS
FOLLOWS:

Section One. Amendment. Title 10, Chapter 14, INTERIM USES, of the Inver
Grove Heights City Code is hereby amended to add the following:

10-14-2: INTERIM USES ENUMERATED: The following land uses shall be
deemed interim uses within the city:

H. DNR Sponsored Gun Safety Program with outdoor shooting range shall be
allowed only in the E-1, Estate Residential zoning district subject to the following
conditions:

1. The use shall only be allowed on land of a minimum of 50 acres of contiguous
or adjacent land under the same control.

2. The gun safety range shall be located a distance of at least % mile from any
non-owner residence.

3. There shall be a minimum elevation of 50 feet of hill side behind the shooting
range.

4. Only .22 caliber rifles with non-lead ammunition may be shot on the range.

5. The program must be an instructional program sponsored by the Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources.

6. No more than six (6) training sessions may occur at any one location or
property per calendar year. Additional sessions may be approved by the
Chief of Police.

7. The Chief of Police must approve in writing the specific location of the
shooting range and the Chief may impose conditions and restrictions with
respect to the number of participants, the time and dates of the instructional



program and number and placement of warning signs and duration of the
program.

8. The program must also comply with all regulations contained in Title XXX of
the City Code.

Section Two. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect
upon its publication as provided by law.

Passed in regular session of the City Council on the day of 5 2012,

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk



PLANNING REPORT
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

REPORT DATE: May 25, 2012 CASE NO: 12-18ZA
APPLICANT: Vance Grannis, Jr.

PROPERTY OWNER: Vance Grannis Jr.

REQUEST: Zoning Ordinance Amendment

HEARING DATE: June 5, 2012

LOCATION: N/A

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: N/A

ZONING: N/A

REVIEWING DIVISIONS:  Planning PREPARED BY: Allan Hunting
Public Safety (Police) City Planner

BACKGROUND

The applicant has made application to amend the zoning ordinance to allow DNR
approved/sponsored gun safety training programs with an outdoor shooting range on properties
zoned E-1. Mr. Grannis was approach by the DNR about the possibility of allowing a gun safety
training program on his property. Mr. Grannis and family own approximately 50 acres south of
Hwy 55, west side of Barnes Avenue. This is the same property that Mr. Grannis has presented
some ideas and concepts to both the Planning Commission and City Council for a future nature
preserve development. This idea continues to be conceptual at this point and no formal
application for any land use associated with Mr. Grannis’s plan has been submitted.

The City Code section on firearms would also have to be amended to allow the discharge of a

firearm. The Police Chief and City Attorney are working on this amendment and will present to
the City Council.

EVALUATION OF THE REQUEST

After Mr. Grannis was contacted, he talked to the Police Chief and City Administrator about the
proposal. Chief Stanger then went and visited the site to get an idea of where the shooting range
would occur and to see if the site was acceptable for safety. Staff also met again with a
representative from the DNR to get a better understanding of their gun safety program (some
background information is included with this report).



Planning Report — Case No. 12-16PDA
May 25, 2012
Page 2

Mr. Grannis has submitted a proposed ordinance amendment that would allow a DNR approved
gun safety program with an outdoor shooting range as a permitted use in the E-1 district only.
Mr. Grannis’s land is zoned E-1. A list of possible conditions has also been submitted.

Staff has reviewed the request and has had discussions with Mr. Grannis. Some of the issues and
or concerns that have been raised include:

e Possible limits on the number of events or sessions that could be held each year. To
minimize possible impacts, it would seem reasonable to limit the event total.

e Noise from discharge of the firearm. The proposed gun safety programs are limited to .22
caliber ammunition shot by rifles. As presented to staff, the training is set up such that
there are only a small number of students that fire at any one time. Time on the range is
very structured and students are allowed only a certain number of shots while in different
firing positions. The range is not open to the public. The range area is not intended to be
an improved permanent area. Intent is to have the site looking undisturbed after each
event.

o Logistics of site for parking, shelter, bathroom facilities. There could be a number of
students at each event and a suitable parking area would to be provided. In Mr. Grannis’s
case, the property is large enough so parking area would not be a problem, but a suitable
surface might be. Any building that may be occupied by the general public would need to
comply with building code standards and so all those facilities would have to be approved
by the Building Official.

e Since the creation of the city in 1965, the zoning code has never allowed outdoor shooting
ranges in any zoning district. There was at one time, a gun range near what is now Hwy
52 in the northern part of the city. When the first code was adopted in 1965, this range
would have been considered non-conforming since the use was not carried into the code.
The land the gun range was on is now part of the Hwy 52 right-of-way and the range has
not been in existence for many years.

There may be more issues/concerns than are raised above and that is why staff would
recommend that if this type of use is found acceptable, the use should be allowed either as a
conditional use or an interim use. In either case, an application for the specific location would be
required with all the site plan type issues being addressed. All city departments would review
and these comments would be part of the approval. It seems very important to staff that there be
a notice mailed to surrounding property owners since there would be discharge of firearms and
there could be some noise associated with it. Staff would recommend the approach be by interim
use permit. It would essentially put this type of use on a trial basis and after so many years, the
city would know the impacts, if any, created by the use and then it could be determined if the use
should be allowed on a permanent basis or if it should be eliminated. The term of the use might
be in the 3-5 year range. Allowing the use by either conditional use or interim use follow the
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same process with a public hearing, neighbor notice and then review by council. If the use was

allowed as a permitted use, there would be no planning commission or council review. Staff and
the Police Chief would conduct the review.

The Police Chief has been involved in the early discussions of this amendment and has visited the
site. He has found the proposed location to be acceptable and it does not appear to cause any
public safety issues. The Chief has indicated he would support the request with his involvement
in final approval of an actual location.

ALTERNATIVES

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

A. Approval. If the Planning Commission finds the application to be acceptable, the
Planning Commission has three options for the amendment:

1. Approval of an Ordinance Amendment to allow a DNR gun safety program with outdoor
shooting range as a permitted use with conditions as recommended by the Planning
Commission.

2. Approval of an Ordinance Amendment to allow a DNR gun safety program with outdoor
shooting range as a conditional use with conditions as recommended by the Planning
Commission.

3. Approval of an Ordinance Amendment to allow a DNR gun safety program with outdoor
shooting range as an interim use with conditions as recommended by the Planning
Commission.

B. Denial. If the Planning Commission does not favor the proposed application the
above request should be recommended for denial. With a recommendation for denial,

findings or the basis for the denial should be given.

RECOMMENDATION

IF the Planning Commission finds the request acceptable, staff recommends the use be allowed by
interim use and have a 3-5 year time frame approval with the conditions listed in the draft
ordinance.

Attachments: Applicant Proposed Ordinance (permitted use)
Proposed Ordinance (conditional use)
Proposed Ordinance (interim use)
Information from DNR
Memo from Police Chief
Maps of Applicant’s Property



AN ORDINANCE AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY
CODE SECTION 515.30, SUBD.2 BY ADDING

THE DEFINITION OF DNR AUTHORIZED
GUN SAFETY PROGRAM

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

ORDINANCE NO.

AND

AMDENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE SECTION
515.80, SUBD. 16 BY ADDING A PERMITTED USE FOR A SMALL
DNR AUTHORIZED GUN SAFETY PROGRAM WITH A

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

Section 1.

Subd. 2 is hereby amended by adding the following definition:

SHOOTING RANGE

Amendment. Inver Grove Heights City Code Section 515.30,

Department of Natural Resources Authorized Gun Safety Program- A gun safety

program located on an area of 50 or more contiguous or adjacent acres in an E-1 District
that has been authorized by the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources with the
specific location having been approved and designated by the City's Chief of Police,

subject to any conditions or restrictions imposed by the Chief of Police.

Section 2.

Amendment. Inver Grove Heights City Code Section 515.80,
Subd. 16 is hereby amended by adding the following as a permitted use:

Use A E-1 E-2 R-IA | R- R- [R- |R- |R- |R- R- | MF- | MU
1B I1C |2 3A |3B | 3C 4 PUD

DNR

approved gun

safety

program P




Section 3. Standards. The following standards apply in the “E-1"’ Estate
District for gun safety programs.

1. Minimum Standards*

Contiguous or adjacent acres for

gun safety shooting program and range 50 Acres
Distance gf gun safety range from non- minimum of 1/4 mile
owner residences

Elevation of hillside behind targets 50 feet or more

Only 22 riffles with short non-lead
ammunition may be shot on the range

DNR must approve program and range

Chief of Police must approve program
and range subject to conditions and
restrictions determined by the Chief

*All standards are minimum requirements unless noted

Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect
from and after its passage and publication according to law.

Passed this day of ,2012.

George Tourville, Mayor
Attest:

Melissa Rheaume, Deputy Clerk



DRAFT 5/21/12
Conditional Use

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE,
TITLE 10, (ZONING ORDINANCE) REGARDING ADDING LANGUAGE
ADDRESSING DNR SPONSORED GUN SAFETY PROGRAM WITH
OUTDOOR SHOOTING RANGE

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS ORDAINS AS
FOLLOWS:

Section One. Amendment. Title 10, Chapter 6, LAND USE MATRICES of the
Inver Grove Heights City Code is hereby amended to add the following:

10-6-1: LAND USES IN ALL RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS:

Zoning District

| | | | MF- | mu- |
|A |E-|E-|R |R|R|R-|R|R-| R |R-|PUD |PUD |
| |1 |2|1a|1B|1c|2 |3a|3B|3Cc |4 |

Use

Permitted Uses

I I
DNR approved |

gun safety

program with
outdoor
shooting range
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Section Two. Amendment. Title 10, Chapter 15, PERFORMANCE
STANDARDS, of the Inver Grove Heights City Code is hereby amended to add the
following section:

10-15-34: DNR Sponsored Gun Safety Program with outdoor shooting
range: Where conditionally permitted, the use shall be subject to the following
conditions:



The use shall only be allowed on land of a minimum of 50 acres of contiguous or
adjacent land under the same control.

The gun safety range shall be located a distance of at least % mile from any non-
owner residence.

There shall be a minimum elevation of 50 feet of hill side behind the shooting
range.

Only .22 caliber rifles with short non-lead ammunition may be shot on the range.

The program must be an instructional program authorized by the Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources.

No more than 6 (six) training sessions may occur at any one location or property
per calendar year. Additional sessions may be approved by the Chief of Police.

The Chief of Police must approve in writing the specific location of the shooting
range and the Chief may impose conditions and restrictions with respect to the
number of participants, the time and dates of the instructional program and
number and placement of warning signs and duration of the program.

The program must also comply with all regulations contained in Title XXX of the
City Code.

Section Three. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect

upon its publication as provided by law.

Passed in regular session of the City Council on the day of , 2012,

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk



DRAFT 5/21/12
Interim Use

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE,
TITLE 10, (ZONING ORDINANCE) REGARDING ADDING LANGUAGE
ADDRESSING DNR SPONSORED GUN SAFETY PROGRAM WITH
OUTDOOR SHOOTING RANGE

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS ORDAINS AS
FOLLOWS:

Section One. Amendment. Title 10, Chapter 14, INTERIM USES, of the Inver
Grove Heights City Code is hereby amended to add the following:

10-14-2: INTERIM USES ENUMERATED: The following land uses shall be
deemed interim uses within the city:

H. DNR Sponsored Gun Safety Program with outdoor shooting range shall be
allowed only in the E-1, Estate Residential zoning district subject to the following
conditions:

1. The use shall only be allowed on land of a minimum of 50 acres of contiguous
or adjacent land under the same control.

2. The gun safety range shall be located a distance of at least % mile from any
non-owner residence.

3. There shall be a minimum elevation of 50 feet of hill side behind the shooting
range.

4. Only .22 caliber rifles with short non-lead ammunition may be shot on the
range.

5. The program must be an instructional program sponsored by the Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources.

6. No more than 6 (six) training sessions may occur at any one location or
property per calendar year. Additional sessions may be approved by the
Chief of Police.

7. The Chief of Police must approve in writing the specific location of the
shooting range and the Chief may impose conditions and restrictions with



respect to the number of participants, the time and dates of the instructional
program and number and placement of warning signs and duration of the
program.

8. The program must also comply with all regulations contained in Title XXX of
the City Code.

Section Two. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect
upon its publication as provided by law.

Passed in regular session of the City Council on the day of ; 2012,

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS

By:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk



MN DNR Firearm Safety Program (FAS)

This document was prepared by 2" I't Alex Gutierrez - SW Metro Regional Training
Officer and the MN DNR Safety Training and Education Division.

The FAS classes consist of a minimum of 12 hours of classroom and field experience
in the safe handling of firearms and hunter responsibility. '

The field experience allows students to learn and demonstrate commonly accepted

principles of safety in hunting and the handling of firearms. It includes live fire on a
rifle range. :

Range portion of the DNR FAS Certification class consists of two DNR Certified FAS
instructors coaching no more than 6 students at a time. Each student shoots a total of
15 rounds from a .22 caliber rifle which consists of 3 rounds standing, 4rds kneeling,
41ds sitting and 4rds lying down (prone). There will always be a minimum oftwo
Certified FAS instructors at the range portion. The targets are placed at an average of

height of no taller than 5 feet, with the bottom of the target usually 3 feet above
ground.

All State of Minnesota certified safety training classes are covered under the State of
Minnesota’s liability insurance.
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The positive effects of quality hunter education programs on hiinter safety, behavior,
satisfaction, retention and public acceptance of hunting are often overlooked. To
address this concern, the MN DNR has placed an increased emphasis on improved
methods of delivery and teaching techniques in the hunter education curriculum and
making them more available to communities. There have also been a number of
additions to the curriculum including landowner relations, ethical behavior, wildlife
identification, wildlife management and conservation, hunting and wildlife laws and
the enforcement of these laws.



“Three basic rules of firearms handling”

Treat each firearm as if it is loaded
Always control the muzzle of your firearm
Be sure of your target and what is beyond

In 1947 there were 32 hunting incidents with 8 fatalities. There was one Firearm
Safety class held in 1964 (19,062 certified) and there was no Firearm Safety until the
program was officially started in 1974, where 27,847 were certified.

1955 had 22 hunting incidents, 4 fatalities, 0 students certified in Firearm Safety and
163,406 hunting licenses sold.

1975 had 102 hunting incidents, 14 fatalities, 28527 students certified in Firearm
Safety and 329,517 hunting licenses sold.

2005 had 24 hunting incidents, 3 fatalities; 24033 students certified in Firearm Safety
and 475,508 hunting licenses sold.

The chart below shows the decreasing number of hunting related accidents vs the

increase in Firearm Safety Certified students.

Firearm Bafety Students Certified vs Deer Hunting Acecidents
' per 100,000 hunters
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There are several principles of the MN DNR Firearm Safety Education program and
they are combined with the Hunter Education Certification Standards.

Basic rules of shooting and hunting safety (treat every firearm as if it isloaded,
always control the muzzle of your firearm, be sure of your target and what is in
front of and beyond the target, keep finger off the trigger until ready to shoot,
etc.)

Proper loading and unloading of firearms (courteously acknowledging and
accepting firearm with action open, gun pointing in safe direction at all times,
knowing action type, correctly carrying and matching ammunition, knowing
location(s) of safety(ies))

Different action types (bolt, lever, semi-automatic, punip and break)
Different safety mechanisms (push button, hammer, lever, tang, slide, grip,
etc.)

Matching the proper ammunition to the firearm (match data stamp on firearm to
head stamp on ammunition.)

Safely transport a firearm (while in a vehicle, boat, ATV or other transportation
method)

Safely enter, use, and exit a ground blind or elevated stand [Always pointed in
safe direction, unloaded, checked, cased, ammunition separate, hauling line,
sling, etc., types of elevated stands, fall arrest systems (FAS), and identifying
products that meet industry safety standards.] - Amended June, 5 2010.
Safely cross an obstacle or traverse hazardous terrain, one method alone; the
other method while with a partner. (muzzle control, unload when crossing,
carry positions.) ' .

Safe zones of fire (area in which a hunter can shoot safely, hunter
communication, know where your hunting companions are at-all times.)
Appropriate carry methods (position within the group may vary)

Safe shot selection (i.e. various backgrounds, vital zones, angles of
shots/animals, skyline animals, flock shooting, clothing of hunters/others,
foreground, zones of fire) that present safe/unsafe and/or unethical shot
opportunities .
Determine whether barrel is free from obstruction (always point in safe
direction, open action, check to be sure chamber/magazine is unloaded, check
from breech and/or use appropriate accessories such as a barrel light)

Why hunters should wear blaze orange clothing for most hunting situations
and/or why it is better than other colors while in the outdoors (to be seen)
Alcohol or drugs impair skills and judgment while handling sporting arms
(coordination, hearing, vision, communications and good judgment)

Safe cleaning procedures and proper storage of firearms (always pointed in a
safe direction, unloaded, checked, cased, and/or placed/locked in a gun safe,
ammunition stored and locked separately, gun locks/accessories in place, etc.)



Allan Hunting

From: Larry Stanger

Sent: Tuesday, May 22, 2012 10:18 AM
To: Allan Hunting

Subject: RE: DNR gun shooting range
Allan,

I have reviewed your draft ordinance amendment as well as visited the site being proposed for this activity to occur and
| am in support of it. The only thing | would ask is that | have a chance to make another site visit once the land has been
prepared for this activity and prior to the first training session occurring.

Larry

Larry Stanger

Chief of Police

Inver Grove Heights Police Department

8150 Barbara Ave | Inver Grove Heights, MN 55077

651-450-2526 (Direct) | 651-450-2543 (Fax) | Istanger@invergroveheights.org

|
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THIS COMMUNICATION MAY CONTAIN CONFIDENTIAL AND/OR OTHERWISE PROPRIETARY MATERIAL and is thus for use only by the intended recipient.
If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete the e-mail and its attachments from all computers.
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AGENDA ITEM 7

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Approve the Closing of Fund 332 to Fund 399 effective December 31, 2011.

Meeting Date:  June 11, 2012 Fiscal/FTE Impact:
Item Type: Regular X | None
Contact: Kristi Smith 651-450-2521 Amount included in current budget
Prepared by: Kristi Smith, Finance Director Budget amendment requested
Reviewed by: FTE included in current complement
New FTE requested — N/A
Other

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Approve the Closing of Fund 332 to Fund 399 effective December 31, 2011.

SUMMARY

We are requesting Fund 332 - G.O. Refunding 1998B be closed to Fund 399 — Closed Bond
Fund effective December 31, 2011 through a residual equity transfer of $2,638.33.



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING 2011 TRANSFER

WHEREAS, there is a transfer and fund closing which needs to be approved for 2011,

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE CITY OF INVER GROVE
HEIGHTS that the following residual equity transfer is authorized in 2011 and Fund 332 is
subsequently closed:

From: G.O. Refunding 1998B 332.59.9200.590.91200 $2,638.33
To: Closed Bond Fund 399.59.0000.391200 2,638.33
Adopted by the City of Inver Grove Heights this 11" day of June 2012.

Ayes:
Nays:

George Tourville, Mayor

ATTEST:

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy Clerk
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