
  

 

1.  CALL TO ORDER 

2.  ROLL CALL 

3.  PRESENTATIONS  

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

been made available to the City Council at least two days prior to the meeting; the items will be enacted in one motion.  

There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a Council member or citizen so requests, in which event the 

item will be removed from this Agenda and considered in  

normal sequence. 

A. i)  Minutes – April 1, 2013 Council Study Session     _____________ 

 ii) Minutes – April 8, 2013 Regular City Council Meeting     _____________ 

B. Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending April 17, 2013   _____________ 

C. Pay Voucher No. 1 for City Project No. 2006-08, Asher Water Tower  

Replacement                    _____________ 

D. Change Order No. 2, Final Compensating Change Order No. 3, Final Pay Voucher  

No. 3, Engineer’s Final Report and Resolution Accepting Work for City Project No.  

2010-41, TH 3 Turn Lanes at Autumn Way      _____________ 

E. Approve Easement Encroachment Agreement for Landowner Improvements within  

City Easement for Property Located at 8255 College Trail     _____________ 

F. Approve Custom Grading Agreement and Indemnification Agreement for  

10130 Adam Avenue          _____________ 

G. Resolution Approving and Ratifying the Submittal of a Grant Application for a  

TMDL Storm Water Grant with Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) for City  

Project No. 2011-02, Concord Boulevard Basin at 78th Street    _____________ 

H. Resolution Approving and Ratifying the Submittal of a Grant Application for a  

TMDL Storm Water Grant with Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) for  

City Project No. 2011-15, Orchard Trail Storm Water Improvements   _____________ 

I. Resolution Approving and Ratifying the Submittal of a Grant Application for a  

TMDL Storm Water Grant with Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) for  

City Project No. 2013-03, SP 27 Storm Water Facilities Repairs    _____________ 

J. Accept Quotes and Approve Proposal from SEH, Inc. for a Wetland Delineation  

Report for City Project No. 2012-07, Bohrer Pond Northwestern Pre-Treatment  

Basin Restoration           _____________ 
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K. Accept and Approve Proposal from Braun Intertec Corporation for Street Geotechnical  

Exploration for the Five Year Pavement Management Program Plan    _____________ 

L. Approve Purchase of Indoor Sweeper for Veterans Memorial Community Center _____________ 

M. Approve Joint Powers and Easement Agreement with Dakota County for the Construction  

of Trailhead Facilities on City Property Located at 4465 – 66th St   _____________ 

N. Approve Turf Care Products in the Park System for 2013    _____________ 

O. Consider Naming of Park Land         _____________  

P. Approve 2013-2014 Collective Bargaining Agreement with Law Enforcement Labor  

Services (LELS), Local 84          _____________ 

Q. Approve the 2012 Budget for the Economic Development Authority Fund    _____________  

R. Approve Amended Joint Powers Agreement with Dakota County for Purpose of Establishing  

a Pharmaceutical Drug Disposal Program       _____________ 

S. Approve Appointment of Assistant Fire Chief to Full Time, Permanent Status  _____________ 

T. Personnel Actions           _____________ 

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

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

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:   

 A.  CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Public Hearing to Order City Project No. 2013-09E,  

2013 Pavement Management Program – Henry Avenue Bituminous Pavement Removal  

and Replacement          _____________ 

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Approve of Temporary On-Sale Intoxicating  

Liquor License for St. Patrick’s Catholic Church, 3535 72nd St. E.     _____________  

7. REGULAR AGENDA: 

 ADMINISTRATION: 

A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the Second Reading of an Ordinance Regulating the 

Feeding of Deer           _____________  

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the Second Reading of an Ordinance Amendment  

to Allow Chickens in Single Family Residential Areas      _____________  

C. PAUL BUTE; Consider a Resolution relating to a Variance to allow a 2,400 Square Foot 

Accessory Structure on a Lot Less than 5.0 Acres in Size for Property Located at 10016 Barnes  

Avenue           _____________  



D. MICHAEL & RUTH NEWBAUER; Consider a Resolution relating to a Variance to allow a New 

Home 20 Feet from the Front Property Line whereas 30 Feet is Required for Property Located  

at 7930 Blanchard Way         _____________  

E. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider an Ordinance Amendment Rezoning Three Parcels 

from I-1, Limited Industry to P, Institutional located along 66th Street at the Intersection of  

Doffing Avenue           _____________ 

ADMINISTRATION: 

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

City Code Section 4-7-13 relating to Designated Trade Area Expenditures  _____________ 

8.  MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS  

9.  ADJOURN 

This document is available upon 3 business day request in alternate formats such as Braille, large print, audio recording, 

etc.  Please contact Melissa Kennedy at 651.450.2513 or mkennedy@invergroveheights.org  

mailto:mkennedy@invergroveheights.org


 

 INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
MONDAY, APRIL 8, 2013 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL  The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on 
Monday, April 8, 2013, in the City Council Chambers.  Mayor Tourville called the meeting to order at 7:00 
p.m. Present were Council members Bartholomew, Madden, Mueller, and Piekarski Krech; City 
Administrator Lynch, Assistant City Administrator Teppen, City Attorney Kuntz, Community Development 
Director Link, Public Works Director Thureen, Finance Director Smith, Parks and Recreation Director  
Carlson, Police Chief Stanger, and Deputy Clerk Kennedy 

3. PRESENTATIONS:   None. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA:   

Mayor Tourville removed Item 4A from the Consent Agenda. 

Citizen Allan Cederberg requested that Items 4C, 4D, and 4G be removed from the Consent Agenda.   

Councilmember Bartholomew removed Item 4H from the Consent Agenda. 

B. Resolution No. 13-36 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending April 3, 2013 

E. Accept Quote and Proposal for Fire Hydrant Replacement 

F. Accept Proposals for Street Patching Services 

I. Appoint Finance Director to Full Time, Permanent Status 

J. Personnel Actions 

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

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

A Minutes – March 25, 2013 Regular Council Meeting  

Mayor Tourville stated he would abstain from the vote because he was absent from the meeting. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to approve the Minutes of the March 25, 2013  
Regular Council Meeting 

Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0  
Abstain: 1 (Tourville) Motion carried. 

C. Approve Change Orders 27 through 32 for City Project No. 2008-18 

D. Approve Pay Voucher No. 28 for City Project No. 2008-18 

G. Approve Mediated Settlement Agreement 

Mr. Lynch explained the building project was completed in 2011 but there were outstanding issues yet to 
be resolved with the architect and the contractor.  The City went through mediation with both the architect 
and the contractor and reached a tentative settlement agreement.  The change orders and pay voucher 
listed on the agenda required approval by the Council to conclude the negotiations with the contractor and  
the architect with respect to the settlement agreement.  

Councilmember Piekarski questioned items PR194R and GCPR54 listed on the change orders.  She 
stated PR194R was related to the microwave and the ducting and questioned whether or not any 
modifications were made to that amount as a result of the discussions with the contractor and the  
architect.   
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Ms. Teppen explained the duct work was not included in the original contract documents and that would 
have been an issue attributed to the architect.  She stated the with respect to GCPR54 the leaks were not 
identified at the beginning of the project and were discovered as the project went on and investigation was  
done on the lower level.     

Councilmember Piekarski Krech clarified that the leaks were found in the renovated side of the building. 

Ms. Teppen confirmed the leaks were found in the original structure on the lower level, an area that was  
not fully renovated.  She noted items 4C, 4D, and 4G were all part of the settlement package.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned why the roof repairs to the bowl area were listed when a  
different contractor was hired to do the roofing.  

Ms. Teppen explained the item related to a different portion of the roof that was a part of the work 
completed by the original contractor on the Public Safety addition.  A different contractor, B&B Sheet 
Metal, was hired to complete the work on the roof of the renovated City Hall building.  She stated where 
the two roofs came together some leaks were discovered and it was determined the issues were the result  
of work done as part of the original contract for the roof on the Public Safety addition.  

Mayor Tourville reiterated the negotiated settlement agreement was the result of the mediation process  
the City participated in with the contractor and the architect. 

Allan Cederberg, 1162 82nd St. E., questioned what was meant by the language “$6,000 and eight (8)  
days” in the settlement agreement.     

Mr. Lynch explained the original contract addressed the amount of time the contractor had to complete 
and fulfill their obligations.  Any time there were change orders that affected the contracted amount of time 
it was noted.  When all of the change orders were processed it resulted in the addition eight (8) days to the  
defined period of time for contract completion.     

Mr. Cederberg stated he was confused about the change orders.  He claimed the foundation was changed 
because buried cable was found and he questioned if the City paid for that change order or if that was the  
responsibility of the contractor.    

Mr. Lynch clarified that the foundation was not changed because there was cable in the ground.  He 
explained there was a power line that needed to be adjusted and moved because of construction, but the 
plans for the building were not changed as a result.  There was a negotiation between the contractor and 
the City with respect to who was responsible for payment for that work.  He noted the power company also  
contributed towards the cost for relocation of the power line.   

Mr. Cederberg questioned the amount that was identified on the pay voucher as “less retained (5%)”  
because $75,000 was not 5% of the total contract amount.    

Mr. Lynch explained $75,000 was the negotiated amount the City is withholding from the contract because 
there is an outstanding issue with the parking lot to the east of the building.  He stated the amount was not  
equal to 5% of the total contracted amount for the project.   

Mr. Cederberg stated he was disappointed that the City Hall task force was not allowed to explore the 
possibility of the self-containment of storm water on the property, similar to the regulations set forth for the 
Northwest Area.  He added the City paid for construction and observation services and many issues were 
missed.  He opined when the cracks in the floor were first discovered in the Public Safety addition the 
project should have been stopped and that the project was not managed properly by the City 
Administrator. He claimed the contract was loose and did not adequately protect the City.  He questioned  
if the original building contract had been reviewed by the City Attorney. 

Mayor Tourville asked the City Attorney if he reviewed the original contract. 

Mr. Kuntz responded in the affirmative. 

Councilmember Madden disagreed with some of the comments that were made regarding the 
management of the project and opined that the City Administrator has done a fine job working for the City.     
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Mayor Tourville thanked Councilmember Piekarski Krech for participating in the mediation group.  He 
stated none of the parties involved were 100% satisfied with the settlement but the process did serve as a  
means to negotiate outside of court.      

Motion by Madden, second by Bartholomew, to approve Change Orders 27 through 32 for City  
Project No. 2008-18, Pay Voucher No. 28 for City Project No. 2008-18, and the Mediated Settlement  
Agreement 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

H. Approve Contract to Provide Golf Course Maintenance Services to the Mendota Heights Par 3 Golf  
Course 

Mr. Carlson stated following discussion at the Council work session on April 1st, staff was directed to talk 
to the City of Mendota Heights to address concerns regarding potential exposure the City would have with 
respect to the maintenance of the equipment and irrigation system at the Mendota Heights course.  He 
explained the City of Mendota Heights was comfortable removing both items from the contract.  Mendota 
Heights proposed to reimburse the City for both time and materials for any work required by City staff on 
equipment that was over and above simple oil changes or beyond the start up and shut down of the 
irrigation system.  The revised contract was for $45,180 and the City’s projected expenses were $38,650  
for a projected net profit of $6,530. 

Councilmember Bartholomew commended staff for answering the questions posed by Council and 
presenting the information that was requested.  He expressed several concerns regarding the proposal.  
The first was related to a question of the City’s primary focus.  He opined the primary focus should be on 
Inver Wood and all efforts should be geared towards improving operations to make them as efficient as 
possible.  He explained he saw the issue as a potential distraction for Inver Wood staff because the 
proposal intended to leverage 296 hours of supervisory time to the Mendota Heights course.  He stated 
that made him question whether the current staff had that much capacity to take on the project or if the 
employees would be overworked.  He opined either way it would not result in a positive ending for Inver 
Wood or the City.  He explained he liked the idea of helping a neighboring community, but felt that the 
situation was not a pertinent example of a substantial reason to help a neighbor such as in an emergency.  
He viewed the proposal as an expansion of service and of an enterprise that the City should not be 
involved in.  He clarified that he understood the City was already involved in the enterprise with Inver 
Wood and had a responsibility to make it viable.  He explained he saw little reward for the City given the  
potential risk and felt the projected profit was too small to warrant the risk.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech disagreed with Councilmember Bartholomew’s sentiments.  She 
explained she looked at the situation as an opportunity to cooperate with a neighboring community and be 
an example of how cities can take advantage of specialized services to work together.  She opined that 
the City had to stop being so parochial and start making an effort to branch out.  She stated the grounds 
crew at Inver Wood has always done a fine job and she felt they saw the opportunity as a challenge.  She 
opined it is not that the staff does not have enough to do at Inver Wood and the proposal was something 
different that would challenge the staff.  She supported the proposal and noted it was a one year contract  
that could be reviewed after the season.   

Councilmember Mueller stated he was opposed to the proposal because he objected to the City being 
involved in private enterprise.  He explained he would consider supporting the proposal if the profit for the  
City was higher.  

Councilmember Madden opined the risk was not worth the minimal profit the City could earn.  He stated 
he was concerned primarily with the City’s exposure to potential accidents or liabilities that would not 
otherwise be incurred.  He noted he would like to help another city but his main concern was Inver Grove  
Heights and he would like to see staff concentrate on doing the best job they can at Inver Wood.     

Mayor Tourville explained he would support the proposal because the two major concerns he had 
regarding the equipment and the irrigation system were addressed and would now be reimbursed based 
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on time and materials.  He clarified that two (2) seasonal labor positions would be hired to work exclusively 
at the Mendota Heights course.  He noted what Mendota Heights was most interested in was the expertise 
the Inver Wood staff could provide with respect to the maintenance and care of the course.  He reiterated 
it would be a one year contract that could be reviewed to determine whether or not it was a viable 
decision.  He opined it could also open up future opportunities for Inver Wood to perform similar services 
for other courses in neighboring communities.  He noted Inver Wood was not included in the City’s 
operating budget and was an enterprise endeavor.  He explained staff is challenged with making sure that 
the expenses stay within the golf course enterprise.  He clarified operating funds were not proposed to be 
used for the proposed venture with Mendota Heights or for the operation of Inver Wood.  He stated it is a  
unique opportunity that would benefit both parties involved.          

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Mueller, to deny Contract to Provide Golf Course Maintenance  
Services to the Mendota Heights Par 3 Golf Course 

Ayes: 3 
Nays: 2 (Piekarski Krech, Tourville) Motion carried. 

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:  

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:  None. 

7. REGULAR AGENDA: 

ADMINISTRATION: 

A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider First Reading of an Ordinance Regulating the Feeding  
 of Deer 

Mayor Tourville explained the City has looked at separating the urban from the rural areas to allow 
residents in rural areas to continue feeding the deer.  The intent of the ordinance was to regulate feeding  
in the urban areas of the city.     

Ms. Teppen explained the item was previously discussed by Council on February 25th and staff was 
directed to prepare a revised draft ordinance.  She stated the revised draft included amended language to 
reflect Council direction to allow deer feeding only in the rural portions of the City.  Because there was 
discussion regarding making the deer feeding boundaries contiguous with the bow hunting boundaries, the 
bow hunting map was provided for review and could be amended to reflect that deer feeding was allowed 
in all areas where bow hunting was allowed.  She explained the areas where feeding would not be allowed 
would primarily be comprised of the urban areas.  Other amendments to the draft ordinance included 
removal of the language “or is likely to attract” from the “prohibition” section.  She stated there was a lot of 
discussion regarding the height requirement for bird feeders.  The regulation included in the proposed 
ordinance was taken from an ordinance adopted by Sunfish Lake.  The DNR also included a six (6) foot 
height requirement for bird feeders in 2011 when they imposed a no feeding rule in southern Minnesota 
counties to curb the spread of chronic wasting disease.  She explained the height requirement raises feed 
off of the ground so deer are not likely to spread the disease through bodily fluids.  She noted Council was 
also provided with copies of the comments received from citizens as well as a copy of the draft ordinance  
supplied by Mr. Vance Grannis.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated most people have hanging feeders and in order to hang it at the 
appropriate height to fulfill the requirement they would need to use a ladder and for some that may be 
physically difficult to accomplish.  She opined the height requirements were likely meant to address 
shallow feeders or feeding on the ground.  She noted deer were not able eat out of the hanging feeders  
shaped like a tube.    

Mayor Tourville stated if there is no height restriction on the bird feeder everyone will just say they are 
feeding the birds even though there is feed on the ground.  He noted the DNR included the height  
requirement for a specific reason.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she would prefer the language suggested by Mr. Grannis with 
respect to the definition of feeding contained in Section 1(D) of his proposed draft ordinance.  She opined  
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that the height requirement, even at five (5) feet, was onerous.   

Councilmember Madden questioned if staff had considered the draft ordinance submitted by Mr. Grannis. 

Ms. Teppen explained Council’s direction at the February 25th meeting was for staff to return with a revised 
ordinance.  Staff did not incorporate Mr. Grannis’ provisions because Council did not provide direction to 
that effect.  She noted the draft ordinance written by Mr. Grannis was provided subsequent to the  
February 25th Council meeting. 

Councilmember Mueller stated he preferred the draft supplied by Mr. Grannis.  He explained he preferred  
the Grannis definition of the “no deer feeding zone” to the bow hunting map because he would rather have  
the areas defined in writing rather than on a map.       

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she would like to see a map that incorporates Mr. .Grannis’ 
boundaries because it would be easier to identify the “no feeding” areas.  She stated the goal is to make  
sure that the densely populated areas, such as Southern Lakes, are part of the “no feeding” zone.  

Councilmember Bartholomew stated the “no feeding” area would be too limited if the bow hunting map 
was used.  He explained he would like to see some of the areas along Inver Grove Trail opened up with 
the idea being to keep more deer along the river.  He stated he would be in favor of expanding the “no  
feeding” areas on the map and using color to make the defined areas easily understood and recognizable.   

Amy Hunting, 2645 96th St. E., stated she read many of the comments residents submitted and felt that 
there was some misunderstanding as to the purpose of the ordinance.  Her understanding was that the 
purpose of the ordinance was not to reduce the number of deer in the City, but to relocate the deer out of 
the urban areas because of the problems they are causing.  She requested that a purpose be included in 
the final draft of the ordinance to make it clear why the regulations were being imposed.  She stated the 
way the ordinance was rewritten it makes it seem as though if you live in a non-deer feeding area it is ok 
to have bird seed on the ground because it says that “non-bird seed mix” is the only thing a person cannot 
have on the ground.  She stated there has to be a requirement to raise bird food off of the ground because 
if it is on the ground the deer will continue to eat it.  She explained she was in favor of the ordinance  
because the regulations were needed for those in the urban area.          

Mayor Tourville stated it would be beneficial to have the boundaries defined both in writing and on a map.   

Councilmember Madden asked if the bird feed issue could be resolved by limiting the quantity that is  
allowed to be on the ground.   

Mayor Tourville stated he knows the height requirement for bird feeders is a sticking point for the DNR. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated it should only apply to open feeders, not the enclosed tube  
feeders.   

Mayor Tourville stated the most important suggestion is to not allow feed to be thrown on the ground. 

Mr. Cederberg questioned if the City had an animal control officer to regulate the deer ordinance. 

Ms. Teppen explained the City’s police officers also serve as animal control.  The ordinance could be 
enforced through a combination of animal control and the code enforcement officer, though further  
discussion amongst staff was needed regarding the issue. 

Mayor Tourville reiterated further clarification regarding enforcement would be discussed during the  
second and third readings of the ordinance. 

Ruth Rechtzigel, 10620 Courthouse Boulevard, commented that some birds will only eat from the ground.   
She stated realistically a deer is not obtaining much food from a bird feeder. 

Mayor Tourville stated he has not received one complaint from people who live in the rural areas.  The 
complaints have come from people in the urban areas where some feel deer are purposely being fed in 
order to attract them into the area.  He reiterated the purpose is to make the rural areas more attractive to  
the deer so they will relocate away from the urban areas. 
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Councilmember Bartholomew clarified that the height restriction would only apply to the areas designated  
as “no feeding”.   

Mayor Tourville noted this did not mean that the bow hunting areas would be changed or expanded. 

Councilmember Bartholomew stated that was a completely separate issue. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she would like to see staff incorporate more of the ordinance 
submitted by Mr. Grannis, specifically section “D” related to defining actions that would be considered  
“feeding”.   

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if Council would consider reducing the penalty for violations to  
that of a petty misdemeanor. 

Ms. Teppen stated violations of the City Code are misdemeanors.  She noted Council did reduce the  
penalty to a petty misdemeanor for violations of the garage sale ordinance. 

Mayor Tourville suggested staff look into the issue and come back with a recommendation for the second  
reading. 

Mr. Kuntz addressed the direction provided with respect to subpart “D”.  He referenced the language “no 
person shall knowingly feed deer.  No person shall do so in a manner that is intended to attract or likely to 
attract deer”.  He explained the words knowingly, intended to, and likely to all refer to the mental state of 
an individual and it would be very difficult to prove the mental state of an individual when a violation 
occurs.  The language in the draft provided by staff used the words “that attracts or is designed to attract”, 
which are more objective standards that can be applied.  He questioned if Council would agree to retain 
the language “attracts or is designed to attract” if some of the examples provided by Mr. Grannis were also  
incorporated.   

The Council agreed with Mr. Kuntz’s suggestion. 

Mr. Kuntz stated the height requirement for bird feeders comes from a similar restriction previously 
imposed by the DNR.  He explained if a lesser height were considered it would have to be in some  
manner that would prevent access by deer.   

Councilmember Bartholomew suggested adding language to the effect of “a feeder that is designed to  
feed birds”.   

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to approve the First Reading of an Ordinance  
Regulating the Feeding of Deer with the changes as directed. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried.  

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the First Reading of an Ordinance Amendment to Allow  
Chickens in Single Family Residential Areas 

Mr. Hunting explained the proposed ordinance would allow chickens in single family districts zoned E-2, R-
1A, R-1B, R-1C, and R-2.  Chickens are currently permitted on properties zoned agricultural or E-1.  The 
proposed ordinance would be set up on a license basis.  The licensure process mirrors the process 
currently used for the issuance of kennel licenses.  He noted the intent is for the license to be approved 
and issued administratively.  In previous discussions Council felt there should be a notice requirement for 
surrounding neighbors.  A 350 foot notice requirement was placed in the ordinance as a starting point for 
discussion.  He explained after reviewing similar ordinances from other communities staff found the total 
number of chickens allowed generally ranged from two (2) to five (5).  The proposed ordinance would 
allow a total of three (3) chickens.  He noted he did research the number that could be purchased from 
retail stores and he did find that some require a minimum of (6) be purchased, while others allow the 
consumer to order in any quantity.  He stated the proposed ordinance would include a provision prohibiting 
roosters.  The chickens would be allowed to be kept either in a coop or in a run; although no size 
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restrictions or regulations were included in the draft ordinance.  The coop would be required to be located 
at least 25 feet from other residential structures and any run at least ten (10) feet from property lines.  Both 
the coop and the run would be limited to the rear yard.  The proposed ordinance included requirements 
that the coop be cleaned and maintained.  Inspection and enforcement would be the responsibility of the  
animal control officer.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech opined that a notice requirement to neighbors seemed excessive for a 
few chickens when she could have three (3) large dogs without notifying anyone.  She stated the chickens 
would not present any more of a health hazard and would not produce as much as waste or noise as 
dogs.  She explained sometimes chickens need to be kept inside a dwelling or a garage due to inclement 
weather conditions.  An extra heat source would be required for the limited number of chickens that would 
be allowed.  She suggested that the language say the area needed to be kept clean and odor free.  She 
opined they should not be limited to the coop or the run because people like to have their chickens out in 
the yard to interact with them and chickens like to lie in the sun.  She explained the requirement to clean 
the coop on a daily basis was excessive because the whole idea is to use the compost.  She suggested 
the ordinance require regular cleaning and maintaining in a sanitary condition with an appropriate disposal  
of waste.            

Councilmember Madden questioned if six (6) chickens would be a better number to take advantage of  
their egg production.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the problem with limiting the number to three (3) is that if kids are 
raising them for 4-H they are required to have them in lots of two (2).  She stated the egg production 
depends on the type of chicken and the time of year, but most people who have five (5) hens will get two  
(2) to three (3) eggs per day. 

Councilmember Madden suggested a maximum number of five (5).   

Councilmember Mueller questioned how the rear yard would be defined for corner lots.   

Mr. Hunting stated the most logical determination would be to figure out what the true back yard is 
depending on the orientation of the house.  The intent is to prevent the coops and runs from being located  
between houses and in the largest area of the yard, typically the backyard.    

Mayor Tourville suggested that adjacent property owners should be notified. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned what purpose the notification would serve and what would  
happen if a neighbor objected. 

Mayor Tourville stated the Council would make the final decision.  He stated the City is better off having a 
notification process from the outset rather than waiting to implement a requirement after the ordinance is  
adopted.  

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the notification was a function of denial of a permit application. 

Mayor Tourville responded in the negative. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech reiterated that there is a big difference between people that want four  
(4) dogs in an urban area and someone who wants four (4) chickens.    

Mr. Hunting stated the intent was to issue the permits administratively, without a requirement for Council  
action.  He questioned how Council wanted to address the permitting process.        

Mayor Tourville stated if there is no opposition to the permit it can be approved and issued by staff. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned how long a person would have to respond to the notification. 

Mayor Tourville stated staff would receive an application, notify the adjacent property owners, and if no  
opposition is received after a designated period of time the permit can be approved. 

Councilmember Madden stated it should be easy to determine which properties are adjacent. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech suggested that the adjacent properties be contiguous to further clarify the  
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notification requirement.  She questioned what the time frame would be on the notice. 

Mr. Hunting suggested 7-10 business days. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech suggested 7 business days. 

Mayor Tourville suggested 10 business days to account for people being out of town. 

Councilmember Mueller suggested 10 days, including weekends. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech clarified a response would need to be received within 10 days of the date  
of the notice. 

Mayor Tourville stated a license would be good for two (2) years. 

Mr. Hunting stated licenses would follow the same time frames established for dog and kennel licenses.   
He noted a fee would need to be established separately by Council as part of the fee schedule. 

Mayor Tourville asked staff to include suggestions for enforcement in the second reading. 

Ron Burns, 8518 College Trail, questioned what was meant by “coop must be consistent with applicable 
building and zoning codes”.   
Mr. Hunting explained the ordinance really should only refer to applicable zoning codes because the 
structure would be considered an agricultural or accessory building that is exempt from building codes.  
He stated the only restrictions the zoning code would impose would be that the structure could not be 
covered by fabric, canvas, or plastic.  It would need to be covered by some type of rigid material such as  
siding or plywood.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech suggested including in the ordinance that the coop would be deemed an  
accessory structure, less than 120 square feet in size. 

Laura Burns, 8518 College Trail, stated Tractor Supply will only sell chickens in groups of six (6).   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech suggested that staff notify Tractor Supply of the proposed ordinance. 

Councilmember Madden suggested increasing the number to six (6) for the second reading. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to approve the First Reading of an Ordinance  
Amendment to Allow Chickens in Single Family Residential Areas and to Receive the Emails and  
Letters Submitted by Residents 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

C. KRISTA & PETE HONSA; Consider Resolution relating to a Variance to Allow a Home Addition into  
the Side Yard Setback for property located at 10815 Alberton Court 

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property.  He stated the request is to add a mud room to the back 
side of the house, behind the garage.  He explained ordinance allows a garage to be set back five (5) feet, 
but the house has to be set back ten (10) feet.  The proposed mud room addition would be set back seven 
(7) feet.  Planning staff was unable to identify a practical difficulty and found there were other options for 
the mud room including a reduction in size to comply with the ten (10) foot setback requirement.  He 
explained staff could not find anything unique or particularly unusual about the property to warrant the 
variance as it is very similar to the other properties located in the Southern Lakes development.  He noted 
approval of the variance may set a precedent for future variance applications.  Planning staff and the  
Planning Commission recommended denial of the variance.  

Krista Honsa, 10815 Alberton Court, stated when the process started to design the mud room addition the 
intent was to maximize the space they could get for the amount of money they were spending.  She 
explained the addition would be flush along the back of the house and would allow the required footing to 
be in the retaining walls.  Reducing the size of the addition would require additional landscape work and 
would not reduce the cost of the addition.  She reiterated they would look like to maximize the amount of  
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space they would gain from the addition.  She stated the Planning Commission asked them to consider 
extending the addition out from the house, rather than back and that would interfere with the current  
location of the utilities and their pool equipment.  She noted her neighbors did not object to the addition. 

Councilmember Mueller stated when the development was built the lots were designed and oriented in 
such a manner that would maximize the amount of green space.  He questioned if that had any bearing on 
the other homes in the neighborhood in terms of their proximity to the property lines.  He explained he  
thought the homes in the development were built very close to the property lines. 

Ms. Honsa stated the homes in the development were built right up to the minimum set back distance.  
She explained her addition would not impact the distance to her neighbor’s property line because it was  
being built off the back of the garage.      

Councilmember Mueller stated the way the lots were designed limited the size of the home that could  
originally be built.            

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked if the addition would extend another three (3) feet beyond the  
garage. 

Ms. Honsa explained her garage was inset from the house.  The addition would come out to be flush with  
the back of the house and would end three (3) feet in from the end of the garage.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the issue with the side yard setbacks is because the lots angle  
backward and become skinnier. 

Ms. Honsa stated there is a five (5) foot setback requirement for a garage and a ten (10) foot setback 
requirement for a house.  The proposed addition is considered under the setback requirements for the  
house. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech confirmed the addition is considered to be part of the house because it is  
living space. 

Councilmember Madden stated he did not see an issue with the request.  He noted he likes to consider  
variances on a case by case basis. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she was in favor of the variance because the addition would not  
extend beyond the end of the garage.     

Councilmember Bartholomew stated the practical difficulty is the design of the lot and he would support 
the variance because the structure would not be pushed closer to the property line and it would be behind  
the garage. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to adopt Resolution No. 13-37 relating to a Variance  
to Allow a Home Addition into the Side Yard Setback for property located at 10815 Alberton Court 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

D. PULTE HOMES; Consider a Resolution relating to a Preliminary and Final Plat and related 
Development Agreements for the Plat of Summit Pines 2nd Addition.  The plat is generally located at  
Inver Grove Trail and 87th Street 

Mr. Link stated the request was to subdivide one (1) lot into two (2).  He explained when the Summit Pines 
development was originally approved this was the original homestead and the person wanted to continue 
to live there.  It was recognized at that time that at some point in the future the lot would and could be 
subdivided.  The current proposal was consistent with the discussion at the time of the original subdivision.  
The utilities are already in place and both lots exceed the minimum lot size and width requirements.  The 
only restriction was that driveway access would be off of the internal road, Crimson Way, and not off of  
Inver Grove Trail.  Planning staff and the Planning Commission recommended approval of the request.      

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 13-38 relating to a 
Preliminary and Final Plat and related Development Agreements for the Plat of Summit Pines 2nd  
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Addition 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

E. AT&T MOBILITY; Consider Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to Expand the  
Telecommunications Tower and Equipment Storage Area for property located at 8392 College Trail 

Mr. Link stated the request is for an amendment of the existing conditional use permit.  The proposal is for 
an expansion of the equipment storage area to include a new building.  The proposal met the conditional 
use permit criteria, access to the property would not change, and the applicant was working with the 
engineering department to address storm water requirements.  Planning staff and the Planning  
Commission recommended approval of the request.   

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 13-39 relating to a 
Conditional Use Permit to Expand the Telecommunications Tower and Equipment Storage Area for  
property located at 8392 College Trail 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

F. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Second Reading of an Ordinance Amending Title 8,  
Chapter 5, Subsurface Sewage Treatment Systems Code 

Mr. Link explained the ordinance amendment would repeal all requirements for capacity compliance 
inspections.  The City currently requires a capacity inspection when a property is sold, a building permit is 
pulled, or a septic system is modified to ensure that the size of the tank and drain field meet current 
requirements.  Staff and residents have encountered difficulties with the requirements and have found that 
the regulations have placed undue hardships or financial burdens on the system owners.  Staff 
recommended that the requirement for the capacity compliance inspection be eliminated.  He noted state  
regulations would still apply to inspection of the system when a property is sold.     

Councilmember Piekarski Krech suggested combining the second and third reading of the ordinance.   

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to approve the Second Reading of an 
Ordinance Amending Title 8, Chapter 5, Subsurface Sewage Treatment Systems Code and to  
Waive the Requirement for a Third Reading of the Ordinance Amendment 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

 

 

 

PUBLIC WORKS: 

G. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Resolution Authorizing Submission of a Grant Application for the 
Community Conservation Partnership (CCP) with Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation District  
for City Project No. 2012-07, Bohrer Pond NW Pretreatment Basin 

Mr. Thureen explained there a currently three (3) large storm sewers that discharge in the area.  As staff 
has conducted inspections for the City’s storm water permit they have found that the 60” diameter pipe 
that runs north on Carmen Avenue is almost half full of sediment and is backing up as a result and 
creating issues for property owners.  He stated the application process for grants is currently very 
competitive, however representatives from the Soil and Water Conservation District felt the City’s 
application for the project was strong.  If awarded, the grant would cover approximately half of the  
construction costs for the project.         
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Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to adopt Resolution No. 13-40 Authorizing 
Submission of a Grant Application for the Community Conservation Partnership (CCP) with Dakota 
County Soil and Water Conservation District for City Project No. 2012-07, Bohrer Pond NW  
Pretreatment Basin 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

8.  MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS: 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the roundabout at 80th and South Robert Trail was very dangerous 
and not adequately signed because drivers traveling south bound on South Robert Trail do not think north  
bound travelers are going to go west to get to Target.  

Mr. Thureen stated legally vehicles entering the roundabout are supposed to yield to vehicles already in  
the roundabout.  He added staff would talk to Mn/DOT to inquire about additional signage.   

Councilmember Madden asked if signage could also be added that would direct people how to get to  
Target.   

9. ADJOURN: Motion by Bartholomew, second by Mueller, to adjourn.  The meeting was adjourned by a 
unanimous vote at 9:12 p.m. 































































































































































































































































AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
Consider Purchase of Indoor Sweeper for Veterans Memorial Community Center 
 

 
Meeting Date: April 22, 2013  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda   None 

Contact: Tracy Petersen – 651.450.2588 X Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Tracy Petersen  Budget amendment requested 

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

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
To accept the quote of $3,636.89 from AmSan for an indoor sweeper for Veterans Memorial 
Community Center. This amount is included in the 2013 VMCC budget.  
 
SUMMARY 
In early 2013, new indoor turf was purchased for the west rink.  The 17,000 square foot space is 
highly utilized and will need to be maintained accordingly. The battery operated sweeper will 
allow us to clean the surface in the most efficient and effective manner. 
 
 In addition, the indoor sweeper can be used to clean other common spaces in the building such 
as lobby areas, locker rooms, the National Guard gymnasium and ice arena rubber matted 
areas. 

 
 
 
           

 

  

AmSan 
$3,636.89 

Dalco  
$3,651.14 





























































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

 
Consider Approval of Turf Care Products in the Park System for 2013 
 
Meeting Date: April 22, 2013  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda  None 

Contact: Mark Borgwardt x Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Mark Borgwardt  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: Eric Carlson  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
Award fertilizer, top dressing, compost, herbicide, and grass seed to low quote as designated 
below.  
  
SUMMARY 
Requests for price quotes were sent to vendors for providing fertilizer, top dressing, compost, 
herbicide, and grass seed to City of Inver Grove Heights Parks Division in 2013.  Actual 
quantities ordered will be determined by Parks Superintendent based on approved 2013 budget 
and turf requirements.  The table below summarizes price quotes received.  It is recommended 
low price quote be accepted for each product.   
 
FERTILIZER 
 

 Cycle Works 
Golf Supply 

 
Reinders Inc. 

JRK Seed 
&Turf Supply 

17-17-17 starter $1,069/ton $620/ton low quote $706/ton 

 
TOP DRESSING 
 

  
Cycle Works 
Golf Supply 

 
Sports Turf 

Specialists Inc. 

Plaisted 
Companies 

Inc. 

Sand No Bid $9.00/ton low quote $27.45/ton 

Gypsum $249/ton $150.00/ton low 
quote 

No Bid 

 
COMPOST 
 

 Sports Turf 
Specialists 

Inc. 

 
Twin City  Seed 

Company 

 
Reinders Inc. 

Cycle Works 
Golf Supply 

2-3-3 Sustane No Bid  $494/ton  $468/ton Low 
quote 

No bid 

2-1-2 Healthy 
Gro  

$222/ton low 
quote 

No Bid  No Bid  $312/ton 

6-2-4 
Healthy Gro  

$675/ton low 
quote  

No Bid  $1065/ton No Bid 

 
  



HERBICIDE 
 

  
Reinders 

Inc. 

 
 

Tessman 

JRK Seed 
And Turf 
Supply 

Pro-Deuce  $67/gallon $56.76/gal 
low quote 

$65.16/gal.   

Roundup $17/gal  
 

$15.20/gal 
Low quote 

$16.70/gal 

Garlon 4  $92/gallon $55.93/gal  $53.66/gal 

 
GRASS SEED MIX 
 

  
JRK Seed and 

Turf Supply 

Twin City 
Seed 

Company 

Agassiz 
Seed and 
Supply 

 
Reinders 

Inc. 

 
 

Tessman 

Athletic $2.34/lb. $1.53/lb. $1.24/lb. 
low quote 

$1.48/lb. $1.81/lb 

Overseed $1.55/lb. $1.19/lb.  
low quote 

$1.20/lb.  
 

$1.38/lb. $1.30/lb 

Sunny/Tuff 
Stuff 

$1.36/lb. 
 

$1.15/lb. $1.09/lb  
Low quote 

$1.10/lb  $1.20/lb 

Annual Rye $0.55/lb. $0.52/lb. 
low quote 

$0.59/lb  $0.59/lb $0.64/lb 

 













AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
CONSIDER APPROVAL OF THE 2013/2014 COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS AND LAW ENFORCEMENT LABOR 
SERVICES (LELS), LOCAL 84 
 
Meeting Date: April 22, 2013  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent  None 
Contact: JTeppen, Asst. City Admin. x Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by:   Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
  x Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Consider approval of the proposed 2013/2014 labor 
agreement between the City of Inver Grove Heights and LELS, Local 84 effective January 1, 
2013, through December 31, 2014.   
 
SUMMARY The City of Inver Grove Heights maintains a labor agreement with LELS, Local 
84 which represents the City’s Police Officers.  When reviewing conditions of employment and 
economic feasibility, the City compares wages, and benefits to those of similar communities.  
 
The City and LELS, Local 84 were able to reach agreement on the terms and conditions of this 
agreement through negotiations and an across the board increase of 2% in 2013 and 2% in 
2014 were agreed to.   
 
There were additional provisions proposed by both parties where we did not reach agreement.  
This agreement represents an equitable conclusion of bargaining to meet the needs of both 
parties.   The Police Officer group voted to ratify the proposed agreement on Monday, April 15.  
 
The funds to cover a portion of this increase are included in the 2013 general fund budget.  Staff 
recommends that the remaining amount ($10,800) come from the contingency fund. The 2013 
General Fund Contingency budget is $148,000, and there have been no expenses to that fund 
to date.  The 2014 wage increase will be calculated into the 2014 budget. 
 
 
 
 











AGENDA ITEM _ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Meeting Date: 
Item Type: 
Contact: 

Prepared by: 
Reviewed by: 

April 22, 2013 
Consent 
Lt. Sean Folmar (651) 450-2465 
Police Department 
Lt. Sean Folmar 
Chief Larry Stanger 

Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
None 

Xl Amount included in current budget 

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

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED: 

Approve an amended Joint Powers Agreement between the City of Inver Grove Heights and 
Dakota County for the purpose of establishing a pharmaceutical drug disposal program. 

SUMMARY: 

The nonmedical use of and disposal of prescription drugs are growing problems in the United 
States. Expired or unwanted prescriptions or over-the-counter medications from households 
have traditionally been disposed of by flushing them down the toilet or drain which can cause 
pollution in wastewater and which has been demonstrated to cause adverse effects to fish and 
other aquatic life. Prescription drugs are highly susceptible to diversion, misuse and abuse. 
According to the 2009 National Survey on Drug Use and Health, more Americans currently 
abuse prescription drugs than the number of those using cocaine, hallucinogens, and heroin 
combined. Studies show that people who abuse prescription drugs often obtain them from 
family and friends, including from the home medicine cabinet. Medications are also a significant 
cause of accidental poisoning and death. Removing expired or unwanted prescriptions or over
the-counter medications from the possibility of potential abuse and keeping them out of the 
environment is an important goal. Dakota County has established a pharmaceutical drug 
disposal program to facilitate the collection and proper disposal of unused, unwanted, or expired 
pharmaceutical drugs, including controlled substances, by installing a secure drop box at local 
police departments and the Dakota County Sheriff's Office 

The requested Joint Powers Agreement allows The Inver Grove Heights Police Department to 
participate with Dakota County's pharmaceutical disposal program. The cost of the drop box is 
covered through the Dakota County Drug Task Force, however, the costs associated with the 
installation, removal, and maintenance will be those of the city. 



·
 Dakota County Contract #C0024590 

JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT
 
BETWEEN DAKOTA COUNTY
 

AND
 
THE CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
 

FOR PHARMACEUTICAL DRUG DISPOSAL PROGRAM
 

WHEREAS, Minn. Stat. § 471.59 authorizes local governmental units to jointly or cooperatively exercise any power 
common to the contracting parties; and 

WHEREAS, Dakota County ("County") and the City of Inver Grove Heights ("City") are political subdivisions of the 
State of Minnesota; and 

WHEREAS, the nonmedical use of and disposal of prescription drugs are growing problems in the United States; 
and 

WHEREAS, expired or unwanted prescriptions or over-the-counter medications from households have traditionally 
been disposed of by flushing them down the toilet or drain which can cause pollution in wastewater and which has been 
demonstrated to cause adverse effects to fish and other aquatic life; and 

WHEREAS, prescription drugs are highly susceptible to diversion, misuse and abuse; and 

WHEREAS, according to the 2009 National Survey on Drug Use and Health, more Americans currently abuse 
prescription drugs than the number of those using cocaine, hallucinogens, and heroin combined; and 

WHEREAS, studies show that people who abuse prescription drugs often obtain them from family and friends, 
including from the home medicine cabinet; and 

WHEREAS, medications are also a significant cause of accidental poisoning and death; and 

WHEREAS, removing expired or unwanted prescriptions or over-the-counter medications (collectively referred to 
herein as "pharmaceutical drugs") from the possibility of potential abuse and keeping them out of the environment is an 
important goal; and 

WHEREAS, the City desires to establish a pharmaceutical drug disposal program to facilitate the collection and 
proper disposal of unused, unwanted, or expired pharmaceutical drugs, including controlled substances ("Program") and 
the County desires to provide assistance for the Program. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and benefits that the County and the City shall derive 
from this Agreement, the County and the City hereby enter into this Agreement for the purposes stated herein. 

SECTION 1
 
PURPOSE
 

The purpose of this Agreement is to define the responsibilities and obligations of the County and the City for the 
organization and implementation of the Program. 

SECTION 2
 
PARTIES
 

The parties to this Agreement are Dakota County, Minnesota ("County") and the City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota 
("City"). 



SECTION 3
 
TERM
 

This Agreement shall be effective the date of the signatures of the parties to this Agreement and shall remain in effect 
until December 31, 2015, unless earlier terminated by law or according to the provisions of this Agreement. 

SECTION 4
 
COOPERATION
 

The parties agree to cooperate and use their reasonable efforts to ensure prompt implementation of the various provisions 
of this Agreement and to, in good faith, undertake resolution of any dispute in an equitable and timely manner. 

SECTION 5
 
OBLIGATIONS OF THE PARTIES
 

5.1 RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE PARTIES. 

A. Program Approval and Reporting Requirements. 
•	 The City shall obtain any necessary approvals from the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 

(UMPCA") for conducting the Program, including obtaining a hazardous waste generator number if 
necessary. 

•	 In accordance with federal law, the City shall obtain any necessary approvals from the U.S. Drug 
Enforcement Administration Program (UDEA") for conducting the Program. 

•	 The City shall obtain any necessary approvals from the Minnesota Board of Pharmacy (UMBpU) 

for conducting the Program. 
•	 The City is responsible for generating and filing any necessary reports with the MPCA, the DEA, 

and the MBP, or with any other local, state, or federal government or agency as required by any 
applicable law, statute, ordinance, rule or regulation. 

B. Drop Box. 
•	 The City will install a drop box in a secure location at the City's Police Department. The costs 

associated with installing the drop box shall be the responsibility of the City. 
•	 If requested by the City, the County, through its Communications Department and Sheriff's Office, 

will provide signage for the drop box consistent with signage provided by the County to other 
cities participating in the Program. 

•	 The City shall be responsible for the maintenance of the drop box and the costs thereof. 

C. Collection, Monitoring and Transportation to Dakota County Drug Task Force. 
•	 The drop box must be monitored by licensed peace officers employed by the City. 
•	 The City, through the use of its licensed peace officers, is responsible for collecting and 

packaging pharmaceutical drugs collected in the drop box. The packaging must be of a type that 
is appropriate for the waste and will be accepted by the incinerator selected by the County 
pursuant to Section 5.1(E) of this Agreement. 

•	 The costs associated with monitoring the drop box and collecting/packaging/storing the collected 
pharmaceutical drugs shall be the responsibility of the City. 

•	 After removing the collected pharmaceutical drugs from the drop box, licensed peace officers of 
the City's Police Department shall store the collected pharmaceutical drugs in a secure location at 
the police department until the pharmaceutical drugs are either properly disposed of or 
transferred to the Dakota County Drug Task Force for disposal. 

•	 The City, through the use of licensed peace officers employed by the City, is responsible for 
transporting the collected pharmaceutical drugs to the Dakota County Drug Task Force to 
relinquish the collected pharmaceutical drugs for the purpose of disposal. The City shall be 
responsible for the costs associated with said transportation. Prior to relinquishing possession of 
the collected pharmaceutical drugs, the City shall record the weight of the pharmaceuticals and 
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the number of containers given to the Dakota County Drug Task Force and shall report this 
information to the County's liaison. 

•	 The County and the City will develop a mutually agreed upon chain of custody process to 
document the transfer and disposal of containers of collected pharmaceutical drugs. 

D.	 Collection and Disposal of Unacceptable Wastes. 
•	 The following wastes will not be accepted for collection in the drop box: sharps; thermometers; 

cancer medications (chemotherapy or radioactive pharmaceutical wastes); and medical waste or 
items contaminated with bodily fluids (e.g., bandaging, empty IV bags, etc.). 

•	 If any such unacceptable wastes or other hazardous material are collected in the drop box, the 
City is responsible for managing these wastes by removing them from the drop box and 
packaging them in appropriate containers. 

•	 The City shall be responsible for bringing sharps, thermometers and cancer medications to the 
Dakota County Recycling Zone, 3365 Dodd Rd, Eagan, or to another mutually agreed upon 
location. The County, at County expense, will properly dispose of these unacceptable wastes. 
Medical waste or items contaminated with bodily fluids (e.g., bandaging, empty IV bags, etc.) will 
not be accepted at the Dakota County Recycling Zone and the City shall be responsible for the 
management of any such waste, including the disposal thereof. 

•	 The City shall be responsible for the management of any trash (e.g., cans, bottles, paper bags, 
etc.) collected in the drop box, including the disposal thereof. 

E.	 Disposal of Collected Pharmaceutical Drugs. 
•	 The County, through the Dakota County Sheriffs Office, shall be responsible for transporting the 

pharmaceutical drugs for disposal. The County shall be responsible for the costs associated with 
said transportation. 

•	 The final method of disposal will be by incineration at a licensed/permitted incinerator within the 
State of Minnesota. The County, through its Environmental Management Department, shall 
select and execute a contract with the disposal facility (ies) for the disposal of the collected 
pharmaceutical drugs. 

•	 During each calendar year of the term of this Agreement, the County shall pay for the costs of 
disposing the pharmaceutical drugs at the selected incinerator(s); however, said disposal costs 
are limited to a cumulative amount of $15,000 each calendar year for all cities participating in the 
Program through separate joint powers agreements with the County. 

F.	 Training. 
•	 The County, through its Environmental Management Department and Sheriffs Office, will provide 

training to City employees on managing pharmaceutical wastes, as agreed to between the 
Director of the Environmental Management Department and the City's liaison. 

G.	 Program Promotion and Acknowledgment. 
•	 The City is responsible for local promotion of the Program. 
•	 The County and City shall appropriately acknowledge each other in any promotional materials, 

signage, reports, publications, notices, and presentations relating to the Program. This section 
shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement. 

5.2	 COSTS OF EMPLOYEES. In carrying out their respective obligations under this Agreement, each party shall be 
responsible for payment to their own employees. No party shall be liable to the other party for any remuneration 
to the other party's employees. 

5.3	 COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS/STANDARDS. The City and County shall abide by all federal, state, or local laws, 
statutes, ordinances, rules and regulations in conducting the Program. 
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SECTION 6
 
INDEMNIFICATION
 

Each party to this Agreement shall be liable for the acts of its officers, employees or agents and the results thereof to the 
extent authorized by law and shall not be responsible for the acts of the other party, its officers, employees or agents. 
The provisions of the Municipal Tort Claims Act, Minn. Stat. ch. 466 and other applicable laws govern liability of the 
County and the City. The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement. 

SECTION 7
 
AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVES AND LIAISONS
 

7.1	 AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVES. The following named persons are designated the authorized 
representatives of the parties for purposes of this Agreement. These persons have authority to bind the party 
they represent and to consent to modifications, except that the authorized representative shall have only the 
authority specifically or generally granted by their respective governing boards. Notice required to be provided 
pursuant to this Agreement shall be provided to the following named persons and addresses unless otherwise 
stated in this Agreement, or in a modification of this Agreement: 

TO THE COUNTY:	 Kathleen A. Gaylord or successor, Chair 
Dakota County Board of Commissioners 
Administration Center 
1590 Hwy. 55 
Hastings, MN 55033 

TOTHECITY:	 George Tourville or successor, Mayor 
City of Inver Grove Heights 
8150 Barbara Ave. 
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55024 

In addition, notification to the County regarding termination of this Agreement by the other party shall be provided 
to the Office of the Dakota County Attorney, Civil Division, 1560 Highway 55, Hastings, Minnesota 55033. 

7.2	 LIAISONS. To assist the parties in the day-to-day performance of this Agreement and to ensure compliance and 
provide ongoing consultation, a liaison shall be designated by the County and the City. The parties shall keep 
each other continually informed, in writing, of any change in the designated liaison. At the time of execution of 
this Agreement, the following persons are the designated liaisons: 

County Liaison City Liaison 
Sheriff David Bellows Larry Stanger, Chief of Police 
Telephone: (651) 438-4710 Telephone: (651) 450-2525 
Email: dave.bellows@co.dakota.mn.us Email: Istanger@invergroveheights.org 

SECTION 8
 
TERMINATION
 

8.1	 IN GENERAL. Either party may terminate this Agreement for cause by giving seven days' written notice 
or without cause by giving 45 days' written notice, of its intent to terminate, to the other party. Such notice to 
terminate for cause shall specify the circumstances warranting termination of the Agreement. Cause shall mean 
a material breach of this Agreement and any supplemental agreements or amendments thereto. Notice of 
Termination shall be made by certified mail or personal delivery to the authorized representative of the other 
party. Termination of this Agreement shall not discharge any liability, responsibility or right of any party, which 
arises from the performance of or failure to adequately perform the terms of this Agreement prior to the effective 
date of termination. 

8.2	 TERMINATION FOR LACK OF FUNDING. Notwithstanding any provision of this Agreement to the 
contrary, either party may immediately terminate this Agreement if it does not obtain funding from the 

4 



• .. 

Minnesota Legislature, Minnesota Agencies, or other funding source, or if funding cannot be continued at a level 
sufficient to allow payment of the amounts due under this Agreement. Written notice of termination sent by the 
terminating party to the other party by facsimile is sufficient notice under this section. The terminating party is not 
obligated to pay for any services that are provided after written notice of termination for lack of funding. Neither 
party will be assessed any penalty or damages if the Agreement is terminated due to lack of funding. 

SECTION 9
 
GENERAL PROVISIONS
 

9.1	 SUBCONTRACTING. The parties shall not enter into any subcontract for the performance of the services 
contemplated under this Agreement nor assign any interest in the Agreement without prior written consent of all 
parties and subject to such conditions and provisions as are deemed necessary. Such consent shall not be 
unreasonably withheld. The SUbcontracting or assigning party shall be responsible for the performance of its 
subcontractors or assignors unless otherwise agreed. 

9.2	 EXCUSED DEFAULT - FORCE MAJEURE. Neither party shall be liable to the other party for any loss or 
damage resulting from a delay or failure to perform due to unforeseeable acts or events outside the defaulting 
party's reasonable control, providing the defaulting party gives notice to the other party as soon as possible. Acts 
and events may include acts of God, acts of terrorism, war, fire, flood, epidemic, acts of civil or military authority, 
and natural disasters. 

.9.3	 CONTRACT RIGHTS CUMULATIVE NOT EXCLUSIVE. 

A.	 All remedies available to either party for breach of this Agreement are cumulative and may be 
exercised concurrently or separately, and the exercise of anyone remedy shall not be deemed an 
election of such remedy to the exclusion of other remedies. The rights and remedies provided in this 
Agreement are not exclusive and are in addition to any other rights and remedies provided by law. 

B.	 Waiver for any default shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any subsequent default. Waiver of breach of 
any provision of this Agreement shall not be construed to be modification for the terms of this Agreement 
unless stated to be such in writing and signed by authorized representatives of the County and the City. 

9.4	 MODIFICATIONS. Any alterations, variations, modifications, or waivers of the provisions of this Agreement shall 
only be valid when they have been reduced to writing, signed by the authorized representatives of the County and 
the City. 

9.5	 MINNESOTA LAW TO GOVERN. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the 
substantive and procedural laws of the State of Minnesota, without giving effect to the principles of conflict of 
laws. All proceedings related to this Agreement shall be venued in Dakota County, Minnesota. The provisions of 
this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement. 

9.6	 MERGER. This Agreement is the final expression of the agreement of the parties and the complete and exclusive 
statement of the terms agreed upon and shall supersede all prior negotiations, understandings, or agreements. 

9.7	 SEVERABILITY. The provisions of this Agreement shall be deemed severable. If any part of this Agreement is 
rendered void, invalid, or unenforceable, such rendering shall not affect the validity and enforceability of the 
remainder of this Agreement unless the part or parts that are void, invalid or otherwise unenforceable shall 
substantially impair the value of the entire Agreement with respect to either party. 
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AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 
 
 
Meeting Date: April 22, 2013  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda  None 

Contact: Judy Thill, 651-450-2495 x Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Judy Thill, Fire Chief  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: n/a  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Approve appointment of Assistant Fire Chief to full-time, 
permanent.   
 
 
SUMMARY  
 
Assistant Chief (AC) Eric Bergum has completed his 12 month probationary employment period 
with the City of Inver Grove Heights.  I have completed a Performance Evaluation with him and 
find his work to Consistently Meet and/or Consistently Exceed Expectations. Before being hired 
into the Assistant Chief position, AC Bergum was a 23 year paid-on-call (POC) fire department 
employee with the Inver Grove Heights Fire Department, most recently at the rank of POC 
Deputy Chief.   
 
Assistant Chief Bergum transitioned well from POC to full-time. Duties from several positions 
were combined and AC Bergum quickly learned those responsibilities on top of performing his 
regular duties. He reorganized the officer staff, ensuring a team that will work together well into 
the future and continue moving the fire department forward.  
 
Assistant Chief Bergum was hired in the middle of the step Wage Scale for this position. He 
received an adjustment at the completion of his 6 month training period with the City.  He will 
receive an adjustment due to the completion of this 12 month training period. His previous 
salary was $92,000 and his new salary is $94,500.  This is included in the 2013 budget.  
 
 



  
 

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

 
PERSONNEL ACTIONS 
 
Meeting Date: April 22, 2013  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent  None 

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

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

Reviewed by: n/a  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Staff requests that the Council approve the personnel 
actions listed below: 
 
 
Please confirm the seasonal/temporary employment of: Golf – Michael Barnett and John Fisher. 
Parks – Tom Auge, Thomas Osborn, John Baltes, Travis Helling, Seth Boris, Nicholas Osborn, 
and Benjamin Kocer.  Utilities – Anna Biljan.  Recreation – Clarke Comer.  Kids Rock – James 
Glewwe. 
 
Please confirm the separation of employment of:  Terry Kelley, Police Officer. 
 
 
 
 
 































AGENDA ITEM 6B 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 
Consider Application of the Church of St. Patrick for a Temporary On-Sale Liquor 
License for Premises located at 3535 72nd St. E. 
  
Meeting Date: April 22, 2013   Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Public Hearing  x None 

Contact: 651-450-2513   Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Melissa Kennedy   Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: N/A   FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED: 

Consider approval of the request from the Church of St. Patrick for a  temporary on-sale liquor  
license on September 13, 14, & 15, 2013. 

SUMMARY: 

Pursuant to City Code Section 4-1A-20 a temporary on-sale intoxicating liquor license may be 
issued (after a public hearing) to a club, charitable, religious, or other nonprofit organization in 
existence for at least three (3) years.  The temporary license may only be issued in conjunction 
with a social event within the municipality sponsored by the licensee and may only be issued for  
a period not to exceed four (4) consecutive days.   

The Church will host their annual Fall Festival on September 13, 14, 15, 2013 and the sale of 
liquor will be in conjunction with this event.  A certificate of liability insurance will be provided to 
the City prior to the event. 
 

 
 
            
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
REVIEW AND DISCUSS DRAFT ORDINANCE REGULATING THE FEEDING OF DEER 
 
Meeting Date: April 22, 2013  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular x None 
Contact: JTeppen, Asst City Admin  Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by:   Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by:   FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
   Other 
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Consider the second reading of an ordinance setting forth 
regulations on the feeding of deer within the City. 
 
SUMMARY Staff was directed to bring this forward at Council’s request following resident complaints 
of deer feeding on landscape materials.  Those residents had testified that their neighbors feed the 
deer, which brings the deer into their neighborhoods. 
 
Following the meeting on April 8 the following changes have been made: 
 

1. In the Findings Section, language was added that states, “Prohibiting the feeding of deer in the 
urban developed areas will lessen the deer population in those areas by reducing the number of 
deer concentration sites.” 
 

2. The attached draft recites that “feeding of deer” does not include any of the following: 
 

a. Providing living food sources, such as fruit trees, growing crops or 
other live vegetation; or 
 

b. Providing birdseed mixtures, grain, fruits, vegetables, nuts, or other 
edible material in a birdfeeder that is designed to preclude deer 
access to the storage space within the birdfeeder; or 
 

c. Providing birdseed mixtures, grain, fruits, vegetables, nuts, or other 
edible material located at a height more than five (5) feet above the 
ground. 

 
3. A violation is a petty misdemeanor. 

 
4. Consistent with the first reading, the attached draft limits the prohibition to a specified area 

within the City. 
 

5. The map has been amended based on Councilmember Bartholomew’s input. 
 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
ORDINANCE NO. __________ 

 
AN ORDINANCE ADDING TITLE 5, CHAPTER 10 TO THE INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE 

RELATING TO THE PROHIBITION OF FEEDING DEER 
 
 The City Council of Inver Grove Heights does hereby ordain as follows: 
 
 Section 1. Addition to Code.  Inver Grove Heights City Code, Title 5, Chapter 10 is hereby 
added to the Inver Grove Heights City Code and it shall read as follows: 
 

Chapter 10 
PROHIBITION OF FEEDING DEER 

 
5-10-1:  FINDINGS AND PURPOSE: 
 
The City Council finds that feeding of deer contributes to a high deer density in the City which in turn 
causes a threat to the public health, safety and welfare.  The high deer density has resulted in damage 
to landscapes and damage to the understory of wooded areas.  Further, the high deer density causes 
an increased potential for accidents between vehicles and deer and increased potential for contact with 
deer ticks that could result in Lyme disease.  Prohibiting the feeding of deer in the urban developed 
areas will lessen the deer population in those areas by reducing the number of deer concentration sites. 

 
5-10-2:  PROHIBITION OF FEEDING DEER: 
 
Within that portion of the City designated as the Prohibited Deer Feeding Area on the map attached to 
the ordinance codified herein, no person shall engage in the feeding of deer or allow the feeding of deer 
on that person’s property.  The map is on file with the City Clerk and is hereby incorporated by 
reference and made a part of this section.   

 
For purposes of this section, feeding of deer shall mean that the following circumstances have 
occurred: 

 
1. Providing salt blocks, birdseed mixtures, grain, fruits, vegetables, nuts, hay or other edible 

material; 
 

2. In a manner that attracts or is designed to attract deer on a regular basis; 
 

provided, however, feeding of deer does not include any of the following: 
 

a. Providing living food sources, such as fruit trees, growing crops or other live vegetation; or 
 

b. Providing birdseed mixtures, grain, fruits, vegetables, nuts, or other edible material in a 
birdfeeder that is designed to preclude deer access to the storage space within the birdfeeder; 
or 
 

c. Providing birdseed mixtures, grain, fruits, vegetables, nuts, or other edible material located at a 
height more than five (5) feet above the ground. 
 

 
 
 



 

 

5-10-3:  EXCEPTIONS: 
 
The prohibition contained in section 5-10-2 shall not apply to veterinarians or governmental game 
officials, who in the course of their duties have deer in their custody or under their management.  
Further, the prohibition contained in section 5-10-2 shall not apply to a Minnesota Department of 
Natural Resources deer management program approved by the City Council. 
 
5-10-4:  PENALTY: 
 
A violation of section 5-10-2 shall be a petty misdemeanor. 
 
 
 
 Section 2. Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its 
passage and publication according to law. 
 
 Passed this 13th day of May, 2013. 
 
 
              
       George Tourville, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
 
 



%&f(

?§A@

?ØA@

)p

)p

80TH ST E

70TH ST E

UPPER 55TH ST E

CLIFF RD

INVER GRO
VE

TRL

BARNESA
VE

BABCOCK
TRL

RICH
VALLEY BLVD

CAHILLAVE

?§A@

CO
NC

OR
RD

BL
VD

E

ARGENTA TRL W

?ØA@

INVERWOOD GOLF COURSE

ARBOR POINTE GOLF CLUB

SOUTH VALLEY PARK

NORTH VALLEY PARK

RICH VALLEY ATHLETIC COMP.

VMCC

SALEM HILLS PARK

HARMON PARK RESERVE

MARIANNA RANCH TRAILS

HERITAGE VILLAGE PARK

SEIDLS PARK

OAKWOOD PARK

MARCOTT WOODS

SLEEPY HOLLOW

ROCK ISLAND SWING BRIDGE
LIONS PARK

ERNSTER PARK

SKY VIEW PARK

SOUTHERN LAKES PARK

DEHRER PARK

ARBOR POINTE

RIVER HEIGHTS PARK

BROADMOOR PARK

GROVELAND PARK

MCGROARTY PARK

WOODLAND PRESERVE

RIVER FRONT PARK
SIMLEY ISLAND PARK

OLD TOWN HALL

HW
Y 5

2

I49
4

CA
HI

LL
 AV

E

BL
AI

NE
 AV

E

70TH ST E

80TH ST E

BA
BC

OC
K T

RL

HWY 110
RO

BE
RT

 TR
L S

RIVER RD

ARGENTA TRL

RICH VALLEY BLVD

AK
RO

N A
VE

96TH ST E

117TH ST E

7T
H 

AV
E S

5T
H 

AV
E S

65TH ST E

UPPER 55TH ST E

CL
AR

K 
RD

BARNES AVE

DE
LA

WA
RE

 AV
E

CO
UR

TH
OU

SE
 B

LV
D

78TH ST E

CONCORD ST S

70TH ST W

CLIFF RD W

COLLEGE TRL

50TH ST E

111TH ST E

CO
NC

OR
D 

BL
VD

ALBAVAR PATH

66TH ST E

DICKMAN TRL

RAMP

CLIFF RD E

8T
H 

AV
E S

3R
D A

VE
 S

SALEM CHURCH RD

DODD RD

CUNEEN TRL

ESK LN

6T
H 

AV
E S

102ND ST E

120TH ST E

86TH CT E

JEFFERSON TRL

1S
T A

VE
 SMENDOTA RD E

105TH ST E

ADAM AVE

77TH ST W

52ND ST E

FRONTAGE RD

HE
NR

Y A
VE

OL
D C

ON
CO

RD
 BL

VD

HWY 55

90TH ST E

AMANA TRL

TYNE LN

ONEILL RD
AR

LE
NE

 AV
E

AUDUBON RD

SY
ND

IC
AT

E A
VE

102ND ST W

AS
IAT

IC
 AV

E

9T
H 

AV
E S

97TH ST E

87TH ST E

CENEX DR

SUNFISH LN

108TH ST E

67TH ST E

BR
EN

T A
VE

ALLEY

71ST ST E

105TH ST W

AL
AD

IN TR
L

CL
AU

DE
 W

AY
82ND ST E

AL
TA

 AV
E

PRIVATE ROAD

64TH ST E
LYSDALE LN

49TH ST E

70
TH

 ST
 E 

RA
MP

93RD ST E
ANGELL RD

COUNTRYVIEW DR

ASHLEY CT

I49
4 R

AMP

BARTLEY CT

ALTMAN CT

112TH CT W

RAMP

RAMP

96TH ST E

3R
D A

VE
 S

RAMP

65TH ST E

HWY 110

PR
IVA

TE
 R

OA
D

HW
Y 5

2

HWY 110

I494

6T
H 

AV
E S

1S
T A

VE
 S

RAMP

102ND ST E

RAMP

RO
BE

RT
 TR

L S

.
0 0.5 10.25

Miles

CITY OF 
INVER GROVE HEIGHTS
DEER FEEDING
BOUNDARY, 2013

Lakes and Rivers
Open Deer Feeding

DNR Land
Industrial Land
Macalester College
City Parks
Eagan utilites area

NO DEER FEEDING:

















































































































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

 
 

 
TIMOTHY J.  KUNTZ 
DANIEL J. BEESON 

*KENNETH J. ROHLF 
STEPHEN H. FOCHLER 

JAY P. KARLOVICH 
ANGELA M. LUTZ AMANN 

*KORINE L. LAND 
ANN C. O’REILLY 

*DONALD L. HOEFT 
DARCY M. ERICKSON 

DAVID S. KENDALL 
BRIDGET McCAULEY NASON 

DAVID B. GATES 
•                                                                                      

 
 

 

 

MEMO 

HAROLD LEVANDER 
1910-1992 

•  
ARTHUR GILLEN 

1919-2005 
•  

•  ROGER C. MILLER 
1924-2009 

 
*ALSO ADMITTED IN WISCONSIN 

ALSO ADMITTED IN NORTH DAKOTA 
ALSO ADMITTED IN MASSACHUSETTS 

ALSO ADMITTED IN OKLAHOMA 

 

 

  

 

 TO: Mayor and Councilmembers  

 FROM: Timothy J. Kuntz, City Attorney  

 DATE: April 22, 2013 

 RE: Gambling Ordinance Amendment – Trade Area Expenditures   

  4/22/13 Council Meeting (First Reading)  

 

 

Section 1.  Background.  The attached ordinance amendment relating to designated trade area 

expenditures is on the agenda for first reading April 22, 2013.   

 

The current City Code accurately reflects the requirements of State law regarding licensed 

organizations’ use of gross profits and trade area expenditures.   This amendment is intended to 

amplify and further clarify the existing City Code provisions regarding trade area expenditures 

so that it is more understandable to those who administer and report to the City with respect to 

trade area expenditures.    

 

Section 2.  Council Action.  The Council is asked to consider the first reading on the attached 

gambling ordinance amendment at its April 22, 2013, Council meeting.   

 



CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 

ORDINANCE NO. __________ 

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 4-7-13  

OF THE INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY CODE  

RELATING TO DESIGNATED TRADE AREA EXPENDITURES 

 

 The City Council of Inver Grove Heights does hereby ordain as follows: 

 

 Section 1. Amendment of Code.  Inver Grove Heights City Code Section 4-7-13 is 

hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

4-7-13:  DESIGNATED TRADE AREA: 

 

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

permit within the city shall expend at least sixty percent (60%) of its lawful purpose 

expenditures made that year on lawful purposes conducted within the city's trade area. 

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

gambling conducted at a premises within the city's jurisdiction that remain after payment of 

allowable expenses.  

 

 Section 2. Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 

after its passage and publication according to law. 

 

 Passed this _____
 
day of _______________, 2013. 

 

 

              

       George Tourville, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk 


	Agenda
	Item 4A(ii) - Minutes of April 8, 2013 Regular Council Meeting
	Item 4B - Disbursements 4 22 13
	Item 4C - Pay Voucher 1 for 2006-08
	Item 4D - Final Payment for 2010-41
	Item 4E - Encroachment Agreement 8255 College
	Item 4F - Custom Grading Agreement for 10130 Adam Ave
	Item 4G - Approve Grant Application for CPN 2011-02
	Item 4H - Approve Grant Application for CPN 2011-15
	Item 4I - Approve Grant Application for CPN 2013-03
	Item 4J - Wetland Delineation Report for 2012-07
	Item 4K - Geotechnical Exploration for PMP
	Item 4L - Consider Purchase of Indoor Sweeper for Veterans Memorial Community Center
	Item 4M - Approve Joint Powers and Easement Agreement for the Construction of Trailhead Facilities on City Property
	Item 4N - Approve Turf Care Products in Park System
	Item 4O - Consider Naming of Park Land
	Item 4P - LELS 2013-14 CBA
	Item 4Q - 2012 EDA budget
	Item 4R - Approve Amended JPA for Pharmaceutical Drug Disposal Program
	Item 4S - Assistant Fire Chief to Permanent
	Item 4T - Personnel Actions
	Item 6A - Public Hearing for 2013-09E Henry Ave
	Item 6B - St. Pat's Temp Liq Lic
	Item 7A - Second Reading Ord. Regulating Feeding of Deer
	Item 7B - Urban Chickens
	Item 7C - Paul Bute
	Item 7D - Newbauer
	Item 7E - Rezoning of three properties
	Item 7F - First Reading Gambling Ord Amend

