
  

 

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 – May 6, 2013 City Council Study Session      _____________ 

ii)  Minutes – May 13, 2013 Regular City Council Meeting    _____________ 

iii) Minutes – May 20, 2013 Special City Council Meeting     _____________  

B. Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending May 22, 2013   _____________ 

C. Agreement for 2013 Technical Services for Conservation Projects with Dakota County  

Soil and Water Conservation District (SWCD)      _____________ 

D. Resolution Receiving Bids and Awarding Contract for the 2013 Pavement Management  

Program, City Project No. 2013-09A, Cracksealing     _____________ 

E. Schedule Public Hearing         _____________ 

F. Schedule Special Meeting         _____________ 

G. Personnel Actions           _____________ 

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

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

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:   

7. REGULAR AGENDA: 

 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

A. 160 INVESTMENT, LLC (ARGENTA HILLS 7TH); Consider Request for Final Plat, Final Planned  

Unit Development, Development Contract and related documents for a 10 Lot Development to  

be known as Argenta Hills 7th Addition for property located on the North Side of Amana Trail  

across from Target          _____________  

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  

 

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

TUESDAY, MAY 28, 2013 

8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

7:00 P.M. 
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INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL STUDY SESSION 
MONDAY, MAY 6, 2013 – 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in study session on Monday, May 6, 
2013, in the City Council Chambers.  Mayor Tourville called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.  Present 
were Council members Bartholomew, Madden, Mueller and Piekarski Krech; City Administrator Lynch, 
City Attorney Kuntz, Public Works Director Thureen, Parks and Recreation Director Carlson, Finance  
Director Smith, Police Chief Stanger, and Deputy Clerk Kennedy.   

2.   COUNCIL PHOTOS 

3.   CAFR 

Steve Wischmann, CPA from Kern, DeWenter,Viere, Ltd., presented draft copies of the Comprehensive 
Annual Financial Report (CAFR), the Auditor’s Communication Letter and Reports on Compliance with 
Government Auditing Standards and Legal Compliance for the year ending December 31, 2012.  He 
explained an unqualified (clean) opinion was issued on the City’s financial statements, the highest form of 
assurance that can be issued.  The auditors did note a significant deficiency while conducting the audit, a 
lack of segregation of accounting duties.  He stated under the audit standards the auditors need to cite 
specific examples based on their review and testing of the City’s internal controls.  He noted this issue has 
been cited in past years and is likely to continue to be cited in the future.  He explained staff and the City 
Council are aware of the condition and have taken certain steps to account for the lack of segregation, but 
the costs associated with hiring additional employees to enhance the segregation of duties could exceed 
the benefits derived.  He noted the City continues to analyze personnel responsibilities to provide 
enhanced internal controls.  A material weakness was also identified as the result of a prior period 
adjustment that was required to correct the 2011 financial statements.  The adjustment was required in the 
City’s Local Improvement Construction Fund and Parks Acquisition & Development Fund to reclassify park 
dedication fees paid with special assessments and credited to the incorrect fund.  It was noted that during 
2012 the City revised its processes regarding property taxes and special assessments.  Duties have been 
segregated so that one person is responsible for receipt allocation during the year and another person is  
responsible for reconciliation at year end.    

Councilmember Bartholomew stated the graph on p. 22 was labeled incorrectly. 

Mr. Wischmann provided an overview of the financial analysis.  He stated over the last five (5) years the 
City had a very stable operating environment.  General Fund revenues were 6.2% over budgeted amounts 
and total General Fund expenditures increased less than 1% from 2011 to 2012.  The public safety sector 
had the highest expenditures within the General Fund, accounting for 49% of total expenditures.  In 2012 
Public Safety expenditures increased by 4.5%.  The increase was largely a product of cost of living 
adjustments and increases in technology service expenditure allocations and communications costs, 
primarily within the police department.  Overall, General Fund expenditures were $549,322 or 3.4% under 
budget.  The General Fund unassigned balance has consistently increased over the last five (5) years 
indicating the City has been able to generate revenues that cover expenditures.  During 2011 the City 
updated its fund balance policy to strive to maintain a minimum unassigned fund balance not less than 
40% of the following year’s budgeted property tax levy and state aid revenues. As of December 31, 2012 
the City’s unassigned fund balance exceeded the minimum by $1,854,472.  He explained as the tax 
capacity decreases, the tax rate will increase even as the levy remains consistent.  He stated overall the  
net position of the City continued to be very strong and the trend over the last five (5) years was positive.    

Mayor Tourville questioned how the Public Works budget was affected by the prior period adjustment. 

Ms. Smith explained that Public Works expenditures increased due to the one-time adjustment.  She  
referred to the explanation provided on page 22.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the money came from the Public Works budget. 

Ms. Smith stated the money came from the TIF fund. 

Mr. Lynch explained the Public Works budget was over in capital, not in operational costs. 
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Dian Piekarski, 7609 Babcock Trail, questioned if any enterprise funds were included in the General Fund  
expenditures outlined on page 12. 

Ms. Smith responded in the negative. 

Ms. Piekarski asked for further clarification on the interest costs related to the golf course revenue bonds. 

Mr. Lynch stated the golf course revenues could not cover all of the operating and debt service costs.  The 
interest costs related to the bonds magnified the operating losses.  Paying off the revenue bonds through  
the sale of land to the EDA allowed the golf course to retire the debt faster.          

Ms. Piekarski questioned why it appeared as though Inver Grove Heights was paying so much more for  

Public Safety compared to other cities.   

Mr. Lynch stated the DCC was formed in 2007 and the City’s fees increased based on the average 
number CAD events over a three (3) year period.  He noted many outstate cities do not offer the same  
services and as a result do not have the same costs.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if there was a way to compare Inver Grove Heights to only  
other metro cities because including outstate cities skews the data considerably. 

Mayor Tourville noted it may be tough to get a fair comparison because not all cities report their funds and  
finances in the same way.  

Ms. Piekarski opined the City was spending more on recreation than what was reflected in the report. 

Ms. Smith stated page 27 presented a more accurate depiction because it included information for each of  
the funds (parks, recreation, community center, cvb, and the golf course).  

4. 2014 BUDGET 

Mr. Lynch outlined the proposed budget schedule and noted preliminary budgets and tax levies were 
required to be adopted by September 15th.  Final budgets and tax levies are scheduled to be adopted at 
the December 9th regular Council meeting.  He reviewed the 2013 budget challenges that were 
encountered including the fourth consecutive year of declines in market value and tax capacity.  He 
explained General Fund cuts were based on a percentage of expenditures from the previous year.  2014 
budget challenges were identified and included reduced reliance on the Host Community Fund and other 
funds, increased debt service and reduced reliance on the Closed Bond Fund, funding of the Pavement 
Management Program, anticipated increase in personnel costs after all contracts are settled, and 
allocations for Risk Management, Central Equipment and City Facilities.  The 2014 CIP indicated a levy 
increase based on the assumption that there would be no change in market values or tax capacity, a 2% 
increase in revenues, a 3% increase in expenditures, no reliance on the Host Community Fund or other 
funds, continued funding of the Pavement Management Program, debt service reliance on the Closed  
Bond Fund, and the decertification of TIF district 2-1.     

Ms. Smith explained the change in market value and tax capacity for taxes payable in 2014 by property 
classification.  She noted the information did not include the impact of the decertification of TIF 2-1.  She  
stated a 2.9% increase in market value and a 2.8% increase in tax capacity were projected.   

Mayor Tourville stated the increases in market value and tax capacity were good news.  He requested a  
TIF update be provided with the 2014 budget information. 

Ms. Smith referenced Exhibit E and provided a comparison of the market value and tax capacity from 
2013 to 2014.  She also discussed how the City’s 2013 tax rates compared to those of other Dakota  
County cities.    

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned why staff felt the allocations for Risk Management, Central  
Equipment and City Facilities would be a challenge for the 2014 budget. 
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Ms. Smith explained in past years the allocations have been kept stable despite changes in several  
departments and as a result the budgeted allocations were not truly reflective of actual costs.   

Mr. Lynch stated the intent is to increase allocations as necessary to be commensurate with expenses. 

Mayor Tourville questioned if the proposed schedule would allow enough time for meaningful discussion. 

Mr. Lynch stated the process had already started internally and department heads and supervisors would 
begin presenting their proposed budgets to the budget committee in late June.  He noted additional  
meetings could be scheduled based on Council direction.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked that justification for any proposed cuts be provided with the budget. 

Councilmember Madden clarified the intent would be to reduce the reliance on the Host Community Fund. 

Mr. Lynch responded in the affirmative and stated the intent would also be to reduce the debt service.  He 
stated the General Fund had a surplus of approximately $820,000 that could be used if needed or if so  
directed by the Council. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the surplus needed to go into reserves. 

Mr. Lynch explained the City was over the 40% reserve policy by approximately $1.8 million.  He stated  
the surplus could be left in the General Fund or be utilized to reduce taxes. 

Ms. Smith stated if the tax rate was maintained the City would have more money to work with.  If the  
Council chose to keep the amount of tax dollars collected the same, the tax rate would decrease. 

Mr. Lynch reviewed that staff would begin preparing budgets, without use of surplus dollars, to decrease 
reliance on the Host Community Fund, eliminate the use of internal funds, and fund the Pavement  
Management Program directly from the Host Community Fund, and decrease debt service.  

Mary T’Kach opined the budget process should be reflective of the City’s goals and values and less about 
the bottom line.  She stated decisions should be based on what the community wants and values in terms  
of services.   

Mayor Tourville stated more information related to the budget would be forthcoming in the next 30-40 days  
so citizens could review it and provide input. 

Councilmember Bartholomew encouraged residents to communicate and start a dialogue with the Council. 

Ms. T’Kach opined the Council was not hearing from a representative population.  She suggested that the 
Council consider long-range budget planning to establish direction for the community over the next five to  
ten years. 

Mr. Lynch stated Council recently directed staff to proceed with the establishment of values and creation  
of a mission or vision for the City. 

5. DECISION RESOURCES BUSINESS SURVEY 

Mr. Bill Morris from Decision Resources, Ltd., stated a local business study involving 253 businesses was 
conducted between November 29, 2012 and January 10, 2013.  The participants were randomly selected 
and average length of the phone call was 26 minutes.  He noted the non-contact rate was small.  He 
reviewed the findings of the study and detailed the responses that were received for specific questions.  
Overall, 90% of the participants rated the city business atmosphere as good or excellent, 9% as fair, and 
1% as poor.  The results demonstrated that participants identified client base, location, and close distance 
from home as the top things they like about operating in the City.  34% of respondents had official contact 
with the City in the past year and 89% of those that had contact within the past year indicated they were 
satisfied with the service they received.  He explained based on the findings of the study it can be 
concluded that the City has a solid relationship with businesses, a very low level of business tax hostility, 
and a high rating in terms of attitudes and responsiveness. 



INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL STUDY SESSION – May 6, 2013  
 

4 

 

Mayor Tourville noted the complete presentation would be available on the City’s website. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the type of business surveyed factored into the results. 

Mr. Morris explained the type of business was not a predictor in terms of the responses received.  He  
noted those who had contact with the City in the last year tended to be more positive. 

Councilmember Mueller questioned if the specific businesses that were surveyed and their size was  
known. 

Mr. Morris stated the survey was anonymous but they were aware of the size of each business surveyed. 

Dian Piekarski questioned what the selection criteria were for participants. 

Mr. Morris stated the businesses were randomly selected. 

Councilmember Bartholomew stated there seemed to be a lot unusual findings and the results seemed a  
bit unrealistic in that they were off the charts in most categories. 

Mayor Tourville noted the complete presentation would be available on the City’s website. 

6. INVER WOOD GOLF COURSE DISCUSSION 

Mr. Carlson stated on February 11th the Council was provided with information on Inver Wood Golf Course 
history, financing, and operations.  Included in the discussion was the fact that the course had an audited 
negative cash balance at the end of 2011 in the amount of $3,700,000.  The main issues to be discussed 
to obtain direction from Council included, how to address the negative cash balance, how to handle any  
future positive operating results and funding for future capital improvements and equipment.   

Mr. Carlson explained the practice in past Comprehensive Annual Financial Reports has been to cover the 
deficit of the Golf Course through a one-day transfer of available city funds in order to avoid the reporting 
of a large negative cash balance on the city’s financial statements.  He questioned if the Council was  
comfortable following a similar practice until a permanent solution is found.          

Mr. Lynch noted the other short term solution is to report a negative cash balance. 

Mayor Tourville questioned what staff would recommend according to best practices from an accounting  
perspective. 

Mr. Lynch explained one concern is that the negative cash balance would affect the City’s bond rating. 

Ms. Smith stated from an accounting perspective the preference would be to continue with the current  
practice of a one-day interfund loan transfer. 

Councilmember Bartholomew acknowledged that was a common and accepted business practice. 

Mr. Carlson stated it was anticipated that in the next 2-5 years the course may experience a small positive 
net operating income annually of 0-$50,000 depending on the length of the season and the weather.  It  
was recommended that any positive operating results be used to fund future capital needs at Inver Wood.  
He noted any positive operating income would not be an effective means of reducing the negative cash  
balance.  

Mayor Tourville questioned if the negative cash balance included the purchase of the land and  
construction costs.  

Mr. Carlson stated the total negative cash balance included everything over the life of the course, except  
the purchase of the land. 

Councilmember Madden stated his concern is that the course will never be able to make enough money to  
get out of debt. 

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if it would be possible to transfer money from other funds to  
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erase the debt and start from a zero cash balance. 

Mr. Lynch stated that could be one of the options presented to the Council.  He explained staff would  
prepare several options for Council consideration.  He reiterated that the revenue generated by the golf  
course could not be expected to cover the existing debt, operating expenses, and capital improvements.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech clarified the negative cash balance was specific to the golf course fund. 

Mr. Carlson stated that was correct.  The negative cash balance was not money that was owed to another  
fund.  The deficit is specific to the golf course enterprise fund. 

Councilmember Mueller opined there were other city-owned courses that seem to be making more money  
than Inver Wood.    

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated many of the other city-owned courses are able to offer amenities 
that Inver Wood does not have such as full service dining and liquor.  She opined that many of the courses 
do not make money on golf.  Their profits are derived from other sources because their facility is a  
destination for people to have dinner, drinks, or attend events such as weddings.  

Mayor Tourville noted the decision was made when Inver Wood was built to not equip the club house with  
the amenities necessary to host large-scale events or provide a full-service dining option.   

Councilmember Mueller questioned if it was time to outsource management of the course.  He also  
questioned what changes had been made to try to generate more profit. 

Mr. Carlson stated in response to recommendations from the operational audit that was performed, the 
fees at Inver Wood were discounted over a two year period.  It was determined that was not a viable 
method to increase the profitability of the course and Council subsequently made the decision to  
discontinue that practice.  He noted the rates were increased for the upcoming season.  

Dian Piekarski, 7609 Babcock Trail, questioned why the negative cash balance was never discussed at 
the EDA meetings when the purchase of golf course property was being considered.  She asked if any  
other enterprise funds required interfund loan transfers at the end of the year.      

Mayor Tourville stated the property purchase by the EDA was to retire the debt service, not to eliminate  
the cash deficit. 

Ms. Piekarski opined it was disingenuous to do the one-day transfer to make the cash balance zero. 

Mr. Lynch explained interfund loan transfers did not occur with any other enterprise fund.  He stated the 
extent of the negative cash balance was not fully known at the time the EDA was discussing the land  
purchase to retire the debt service.  The interfund loan transfer was a common practice that had been  
followed for many years, likely since the course opened.       

Mayor Tourville questioned if the negative cash balance could legally be written off. 

Mr. Lynch stated staff would look into the options available. 

Councilmember Madden stated they cannot change what was done in the past and can only work to come  
up with the best possible solution for the City going forward.   

Mayor Tourville stated it was not likely that the course would be able to pay off the negative cash balance 
with its own profits.  He opined the best option may be to find a way to eliminate the negative balance as  
soon as possible to start from zero and move forward.    

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the City may have to put money into improvements to make Inver  
Wood viable.   

Councilmember Mueller reiterated they need to find a way to increase the revenue being generated. 
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Councilmember Bartholomew stated the core issue is that the course cannot cover operational expenses 
or future capital improvements.  He suggested that if the City was going to consider capital improvements 
to enhance the viability of the course, it would also be an opportunity to consider a RFP for private  
management.   

Mary T’Kach, encourage the Council to think of the golf course as a community asset.  She stated the City  
may have to put money into the course to enhance the amenity for the community. 

Councilmember Bartholomew recognized the course may be deficient in terms of product services.  He 
noted he was not in favor of losing money on anything and opined the ultimate decision may be that the  
golf course is simply not an enterprise the City should manage. 

Councilmember Madden stated the most important issue at the moment was to figure out how to decrease  
the deficit.  He noted he was not in favor of taking on more debt.    
 
7. ADJOURN 

The meeting was adjourned at 9:25 p.m. 



 

 INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
MONDAY, MAY 13, 2013 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL  The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on 
Monday, May 13, 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 Administrator Teppen, City Attorney Kuntz, City Planner Hunting, Public 
Works Director Thureen, Finance Director Smith, Chief Stanger, and Parks and Recreation Director  
Carlson 

3. PRESENTATIONS:   None. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA:   

Councilmember Bartholomew removed Item 4C from the Consent Agenda. 

Mr. Thureen requested Item 4G be removed from the Consent Agenda. 

A. Minutes – April 22, 2013 Regular City Council Meeting 

B. Resolution No. 13-51 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending May 8, 2013 

D. Approve Custom Grading, Fill and Encroachment Agreements for Lot 7, Block 1, Orchard Trail 1595  
86th Court East 

E. Approve Easement Encroachment Agreement for Landowner Improvements within City Easement for  
Property Located at 7533 Alpine Court (Lot 2, Block 3, Argenta Hills 2nd Addition) 

F. Agreement for 2013 Citizen-Assisted Lake Monitoring Program (CAMP) 

H. Resolution No. 13-53 Approving Compromise Agreement and Settlement Stipulation, Order and 
Judgment between ABE Investments, LLC and the City of Inver Grove Heights relating to  City Project  
No. 2001-12 

I. Approve 2012 Business Survey 

J. Accept Donation to Inver Grove Heights Police Department 

K. Personnel Actions 

Motion by Madden, second by Mueller, to approve the Consent Agenda 

Ayes: 5  
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

C. Accept and Approve Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for the Year Ended December 31, 2012 
and the Auditor’s Communications Letter and Reports on Compliance with Government Auditing  
Standards and Legal Compliance 

Councilmember Bartholomew reviewed the corrections that were made to Auditor’s Communications 
Letter.  On page 27 of the financial analysis there was discussion that public safety was high compared to 
similar cities.  The finance director corrected those numbers and the analysis now reflects that Inver Grove 
Heights Public Safety is more in line with cities similar in size.  He thanked the Finance Director for 
working with the Council to answer questions and applauded the Finance department for all of their work  
in preparing the CAFR.     

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Madden, to accept and approve Comprehensive Annual 
Financial Report for the Year Ended December 31, 2012 and the Auditor’s Communications Letter  
and Reports on Compliance with Government Auditing Standards and Legal Compliance 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
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G. Resolution Approving Improvement Agreement and Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement for  
Povolny Specialties Company located at 7350 Courthouse Boulevard 

Mr. Thureen provided an explanation of the changes that were made to the agreements.  The easement 
incorrectly contained the word “utilities” and was subsequently stricken from the both agreements and the  
corresponding resolution.   

Mike Povolny, 7350 Courthouse Boulevard, stated he missed the meeting at which the item was originally 
approved.  He expressed concerns regarding the cost he incurred for the storm water easement as it is 
not related to his construction project.  He opined that the City classified him as a developer when he is 
simply constructing an addition to an existing business.  He explained the City requested the easement for 
future development to the east of his property.  He questioned if the City would pay the costs associated  
with the easement because he felt it did not benefit his business.    

Mayor Tourville questioned what the cost was. 

Mr. Thureen explained Mr. Povolny was referring to the legal costs associated with drafting the  
agreements.   

Mr. Kaldunski stated there was a cash escrow deposit for the contract.  The applicant provided a $5,000 
cash escrow and the costs associated with the preparation of the agreements and engineering inspections 
would be taken from the escrow fund.  Any remaining funds after all expenses have been paid would be  
refunded to the applicant. 

Mr. Povolny stated he was willing to pay the engineering fees, but did not feel he should pay the legal 
costs for the easement agreement because it did not benefit his property.  He noted he agreed to donate  
the easement to the City, including approximately an acre of wetlands. 

Mayor Tourville questioned if the applicant was being charged differently than other applicants had been in  
the past. 

Mr. Thureen stated the applicant was not being charged differently in terms of the fee and the fee 
structure.  He explained the easement request would be asked of anyone in a similar situation in order to 
keep the storm water system whole.  He stated the opportunity to obtain the easement arose in the midst  
of the applicant’s construction project.  

Mayor Tourville expressed concern regarding precedent if the City pays the legal fees. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the easement was related to the applicant’s project or if the  
building precipitated the need for an easement. 

Mr. Thureen stated the water from the applicant’s property would discharge to the wetland on the west 
side of the property and from an engineering standpoint would be required for the project.  The easement 
on the east side of the property would be requested from any developer because of the elevation and 
drainage information they have for the property.  He noted the City would not want anything constructed, 
either by the applicant or by a future developer, within the easement on the east side because the area is  
required for storm water storage.    

Mr. Povolny reiterated that the easement on the east side of his property was not required for his project. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech if the City has paid the legal and recording costs in the past for other  
projects in which easements were obtained.    

Mr. Kuntz stated the City typically passes the recording fees onto the property owner. 

Mr. Povolny questioned how much the legal fees would be for the drafting of the easement documents. 

Mr. Thureen stated the easement over the wetland on the west side of the property was required for the  
applicant’s project because that is where the storm water discharges.   

Mr. Povolny stated he did not need to agree to the 20’ drainage easement on the east side of his property  
in order to complete his project. 
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Mr. Thureen stated the easement provides the City with access and they would be required to restore the  
property to original its condition after any work is completed.   

Mr. Povolny questioned if the requirement for the City to restore the property was documented in the  
agreement. 

Mr. Kuntz explained the easement provides the City with the right to restore the property.  It does not  
contain language that imposes upon the City the obligation of restoration.  He stated language could be  
added to the agreement to that effect. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech clarified if the applicant tears up the land within the easement, the 
applicant is required to restore it.  If the City does work within the easement, the City would be responsible  
for restoration. 

The Council agreed to add the suggested language regarding restoration of the property within the  
easement. 

Mayor Tourville suggested that the City set the escrow at $4,000 and agree to pay the filing fees for  
recording the easements.   

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to adopt Resolution No. 13-52 Approving 
Improvement Agreement and Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement for Povolny  
Specialties Company located at 7350 Courthouse Boulevard, to set the escrow at $4,000, and  
direct that the City pay all document recording fees    

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:  

Allan Cederberg, 1162 82nd St. E., questioned what the details were of the settlement agreement with the 
architect and the contractor for the City Hall project.  He specifically inquired about the total amount the  
City received in the settlement and how the money would be utilized.  

Mayor Tourville stated staff would provide an answer in writing regarding the amount of the settlement 
agreement.  He explained no decisions had been made regarding the utilization of the funds and the final  
decision would be made by the Council at a future date.  

Mayor Tourville asked staff to review the quiet zone requirements for the railroad and the cost to the City. 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:  None. 

7. REGULAR AGENDA: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

A. JOHN GIESKE; Consider Resolution relating to a Variance to Allow an Accessory Structure 10 Feet  
 from the Front Property Line whereas 30 Feet is required for property located at 8373 Alta Avenue 

Mr. Hunting stated the item was previously tabled at the February 25th Council meeting to allow staff time 
to meet with the applicant on site after the snow had melted.  He explained the variance request was for 
an accessory structure that requires a 30 foot setback from the front property lines and is currently at a 
setback of 10 feet.  The City Engineer, Building Official, and Planning staff met with the applicant on site 
and found that the topography would not have an impact on the placement of the structure and it could be 
relocated in order to meet setback requirements.  He noted the applicant would likely need to cut into the 
slope, similar to what was done to place the structure in its existing location.  It would not have an impact 
on the slope or grade to the west.  He referenced case law that was found pertaining to after the fact 
variances and explained one of the issues Council could consider is whether the benefit to the City would  
outweigh the cost burden to the applicant to move the structure.   

John Gieske, 8373 Alta Avenue, stated the primary reason he placed the shed in its current location was 
aesthetics.  He explained the fence allows only the top of the roof of the structure to be seen.   
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Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the structure was a slab on grade. 

Mr. Gieske responded in the negative.  He stated it would be difficult to move the structure and it would  
damage his black top.      

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned when the building was constructed. 

Mr. Gieske stated the accessory building was constructed approximately four years ago. 

Councilmember Bartholomew asked if the applicant was aware of the setback requirements when the  
building was constructed. 

Mr. Gieske stated he was not aware of the setback requirements at the time of construction. 

Mayor Tourville stated the City does not want people to disregard setback requirements.  He opined that 
the City would not gain anything from requiring the applicant to move the structure.  He stated it would not 
be an easy structure to move and allowing it to remain in its current location would not negatively affect  
neighboring properties. 

Councilmember Mueller stated in order to move the structure the applicant would have to completely tear 
it down.  He agreed that a mistake was made but felt it was not intentional and that the City would not gain  
anything by relocating the structure.  He suggested that the applicant be allowed to keep the structure in  
its current location. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the variance remained with the property or if it would cease  
at such time that the structure was removed.  

Mr. Hunting stated the variance was specific to the structure and would become null and void if the  
structure was taken down. 

Councilmember Bartholomew opined that the applicant made an honest mistake and agreed there would  
be no benefit to the City in requiring the structure to be relocated. 

Mr. Hunting suggested that a condition could be added that if the existing structure is taken down or  
damaged it would have to be reconstructed in a location that would meet setback requirements. 

Mayor Tourville stated the condition would be redundant because it is already a requirement in City Code. 

Allan Cederberg, 1162 82nd St. E., stated the garage on the property did not meet setback requirements 
either.  He suggested that the applicant be allowed to keep the shed in its current location until the  
applicant no longer owns the property.  He questioned why the garage setback was not addressed at the  
same time. 

Councilmember Mueller stated the garage was not included in the variance request and the discussion  
was not pertinent to the item being considered. 

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Mueller, to adopt Resolution No. 13-54 approving a Variance to 
Allow an Accessory Structure 10 Feet from the Front Property Line whereas 30 Feet is required for  
property located at 8373 Alta Avenue  

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0  Motion carried.  

B. BRIAN & JULIE LEHMAN; Consider an Ordinance Amendment to Allow Dog Grooming as a  
Conditional Use in A, Agricultural and E-1, Estate Residential Zoning Districts 

Mr. Hunting explained the request is for a pet grooming business to be conducted out of the applicant’s 
garage on the lower level.  The zoning ordinance would have to be amended in order to approve the 
request because the type of use is not permitted in residential zoning districts.  Commercial uses related  
to animals are allowed in the Commercial or Agricultural zoning districts.  The use would not be 
considered a home occupation because the applicant has proposed to have outside employees and a 
separate entrance.  He noted the type of use is not comparable to what the code identifies as home 
occupations.  Concerns such as noise, parking, additional traffic, and hours of operation were all raised 
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with respect to the request.  Staff’s opinion was that the proposed use would be a full commercial 
operation and therefore should be operating out of a commercial zoning district because the use does not  
fit in a residential area.  He explained if the ordinance amendment was approved the applicant would still 
have to apply for a conditional use permit and go through the public hearing process in front of the  
Planning Commission. 

Julie Lehman, 1123 105th St. E., stated her business proposal was not accurately depicted and reviewed  
some of the proposed business parameters.  She explained the proposal was for a small dog grooming 
business in the lower level of their home with an average of five (5) dogs per day and a maximum of seven 
(7).  The business services would not include doggy daycare, kenneling, or retail sales.  Grooming would 
be by appointment only, Monday through Friday from 8 am to 5 pm.  Clients would be limited to one (1) to 
two (2) dogs at a time.  She opined the traffic would be comparable to that of an in-home daycare or 
beauty salon.  She requested that Council consider approving the proposed business as an interim use to 
ensure it is acceptable to the neighborhood.  She opined the proposal was for a viable business that would  
add value to the community. 

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned what length of time the applicant would feel was appropriate for  
an interim use permit. 

Ms. Lehman proposed 36 months with an option to renew at the end of that period. 

Councilmember questioned if there were any concerns with the septic system being able to handle the  
animal hair. 

Brian Lehman, 1123 105th St. E., responded in the negative.  He explained they would have a flow meter  
installed and testing done to make sure they would not be exceeding the system’s capabilities. 

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the proposal was to operate seven (7) days per week. 

Mr. Lehman stated the proposal is to operate Monday through Friday from 8 am to 5 pm by appointment. 

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the applicant’s goal was to eventually relocate the business to  
a commercial store front. 

Mr. Lehman responded in the affirmative. 

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned how the cost to renovate their home compared to leasing a  
commercial space. 

Mr. Lehman stated the cost would be significantly more to lease a space versus operating from their  
home.  He reiterated the idea is to keep the business small with the intention of transitioning to a store  
front in the future.  

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if a license was required to perform dog grooming services. 

Mr. Lehman responded in the affirmative and noted all three (3) employees were licensed. 

Rich Brown, 105th St. E., opposed the request because the area is residential not commercial.  He opined 
the ordinance amendment would increase traffic on the dead end street and it would not enhance the  
property values in the neighborhood.   

John Wendt, 1111 105th St. W., opposed the ordinance amendment.  He referenced concerns regarding 
increased traffic and the precedent that would be set.  He stated there were alternative locations in the 
City that were available for the applicant’s business.  He explained he does not want his quiet, residential  
neighborhood disturbed.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned the description of a dog grooming facility and the maximum 
number allowed in the facility at a time.  She stated most dog grooming businesses would not fit within the  
parameters outlined in the ordinance amendment. She expressed concern with the applicant’s statement  
that the dogs would not be taken outside at all.   

Ms. Lehman stated it is general protocol to not let the dogs outside when they are at a grooming shop  
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because if they get loose or run it presents a liability issue for the business. 

Councilmember Mueller stated he would consider an interim use permit for one (1) or two (2) years and at 
the end of that time period the applicant would have to relocate the business to a commercial store front.   
He questioned if the applicant was aware of Dakota County Open to Business program.     

Ms. Lehman stated the intent was to start the business in their home to build a customer base and then  
transition to a retail space.  She noted they would consider a two (2) year interim use permit and  
questioned if they would have the chance to renew the permit after that time period. 

Councilmember Mueller stated his preference would be that the permit would not be allowed to be 
renewed.  After the two (2) year period had elapsed he would like to see the business move to retail  
space. 

Councilmember Madden expressed concern with setting a precedent for future requests in residential  
districts. 

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the applicant would agree to a condition that there be no  
signage in the neighborhood. 

Ms. Lehman responded in the affirmative. 

Councilmember Bartholomew stated he also had a concern with the animal not being allowed to eliminate  
outside.   

Mayor Tourville stated the biggest concern within the neighborhood is the traffic.  He opined he took issue 
with the business being in a residential area.  He did not agree with allowing the business as an interim  
use because it would not address the concerns of the neighborhood. 

Dan Melling, 1884 86th Ct. E., stated he would appreciate having a place near his home to get his dog 
groomed.  He opined the applicant should be afforded the opportunity to earn a living and stated their  
acreage provided more than enough space to operate a small home business.  

Councilmember Madden stated he had a problem with allowing a commercial operation in a residential  
area and setting a precedent in the E-1 district. 

Councilmember Bartholomew stated it is important for people to understand that everyone has the right to 
have businesses but the neighborhood concerns have to be taken into account.  He opined there were 
enough safeguards in place to address the neighborhood concerns and allow the operation in this  
particular case. 

Mayor Tourville stated the problem is that the change would affect the whole city, not just this  
neighborhood. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the issue would be much easier if it qualified as a home business. 

Councilmember Mueller stated the additional employee was an issue and the number of dogs per day.  He  
encouraged the applicant to look into the Open to Business program. 

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 13-55 denying an 
Ordinance Amendment to Allow Dog Grooming as a Conditional Use in A, Agricultural and E-1,  
Estate Residential Zoning Districts and to receive the written correspondence related to the item  

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

C. JOE AMUNDSON (J&B AUTO SALES); Consider Resolution and related Documents relating to a 

Conditional Use Permit Amendment to Expand the Automobile and Off Highway Vehicle Sales Lot on  
the property located at 6360 Concord Boulevard 

Mr. Hunting stated there was an existing conditional use permit for an auto sales lot on the property with a 
limit of 12 vehicles.  The request is to convert the entire site into an auto sales lot by removing the 
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restaurant building from the site.  The improvement and storm water facilities maintenance agreements 
address removal of the building, site grading, and installation of a rain garden along the east property line.   
Staff and the Planning Commission recommended approval of the request.         

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the applicant agreed with the conditions set forth in the  
resolution. 

Joe Amundson, 6360 Concord Boulevard, responded in the affirmative. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to adopt Resolution No. 13-56 and related 
documents approving a Conditional Use Permit Amendment to Expand the Automobile and Off  
Highway Vehicle Sales Lot on the property located at 6360 Concord Boulevard 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider the following actions regarding Ordinance allowing  
Urban Chickens: 

 i) Third Reading of an Ordinance Amendment to Allow Chickens in Single  
Family Residential Areas 

ii) Approve Resolution Adopting a License Fee for Urban Chickens 

iii) Approve an Ordinance Amendment to the Zoning Ordinance Allowing Chickens  
in the E-2, R-1A, R-1B, R-1C, and R-2 Zoning Districts 

Mr. Hunting explained staff incorporated the changes that were directed during the second reading of the 
ordinance.  The E-2 zoning district was removed and included with the Agricultural and E-1 zoning districts 
to allow chickens with no restrictions.  Language in the application section was modified to eliminate 
confusion.  The section addressing housing of the chickens was clarified to reflect the intent that the 
chickens be contained within a run or fenced in area.  The maximum number of chickens allowed was 
increased to six (6) and the late fee was removed with respect to licensure.  Violations of the ordinance 
would be a petty misdemeanor.  Staff recommended the license fee be set at $25 and that no  
pre-inspection be required.      

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the standard “chickens shall not be kept inside a dwelling”  
included garages. 

Mr. Hunting stated the term “dwelling” is interpreted as the principal structure on the property.  He noted 
the sentence previously stated “chickens shall not be kept inside a dwelling or garage” and the word  
“garage” was removed per Council direction.     

Mary T’Kach, 7848 Babcock Trail, suggested not imposing a license fee and instead offering a one-time 
registration option for residents that would provide an opportunity to offer a more proactive, educational 
component in conjunction with registration.  She explained the registration would serve as a  
comprehensive mailing list the City could use to share information.    
Motion by Mueller, second by Madden, to adopt Ordinance No. 1265 to Allow Chickens in Single 
Family Residential Areas, Resolution No. 13-57 Adopting a License Fee for Urban Chickens, and 
Ordinance No. 1266 Amending the Zoning Code to Allow Chickens in the E-2, R-1A, R-1B, R-1C and  
R-2 Zoning Districts  

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

ADMINISTRATION: 

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

Ms. Teppen explained staff included the requirements discussed by Council at the second reading.  She 
reviewed the changes that were included as subparts d & e of Section 5-10-2 which identified the  
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exclusions from the definition of feeding deer.    

Councilmember Madden opined staff did a great job putting the ordinance together and incorporating the  
changes that were directed by Council and feedback from citizens. 

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Ordinance No. 1267 Regulating the  
Feeding of Deer 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

PUBLIC WORKS: 

F. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS; Consider Resolution Ordering the Project and Receiving the Bids  
for City Project No. 2011-15, Orchard Trail Stormwater Improvements  

Mr. Lynch reminded the Council that the public hearing was previously held and the Council had already 
determined the need for and feasibility of the proposed improvements.  The item presented for 
consideration relates to receiving bids and determining whether or not to proceed with the project at this  
time.   

Mayor Tourville explained the City applied for a grant for the project and it has not yet been determined  
whether the grant will be awarded.   

Mr. Kaldunski stated at the public hearing in January the City Council gave specific direction to staff to 
prepare a plan and solicit bids.  He explained staff’s recommendation was that Council delay awarding a 
contract until the outcome of the grant application is known.  The project was designed in accordance with 
the feedback received during the public hearing, most notably the request to update the plans from the 
2004 design.  He reviewed the updates to the design including changes to the engineered soil that would 
be utilized to promote better filtration, new planting palates and seeding mixtures to utilize native plant 
materials, and installation of drain tiling and valving to allow operation and maintenance of the filtration 
systems during different moisture conditions.  He reiterated staff applied for a MPCA grant and notification 
of award is anticipated in mid-July.  He stated bids could be held until September 5th to allow for a decision 
to be made regarding the grant.  The grant would provide 50% of construction costs.  A review of the 
regulations that required the stormwater improvements was conducted.  Completion of the proposed 
improvements would bring the City into compliance with five (5) major regulations, the two (2) most 
important of which were the 1991 Wetland Conservation Act and the City’s 2003 Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Plan.  Staff contacted the Dakota County Soil and Water Conservation District to review the 
regulations as they pertained to this specific project.  The information received indicated that the existing 
wetlands that were delineated before the development must be preserved and protected per the original 
plan, and that the City must ensure the runoff from the development is pretreated before it is discharged 
into an existing wetland.  He noted Council should be aware of the fact that the infiltration features are 
intended to make sure water drains into the soil before a design event occurs.  He explained the way the 
rain gardens and basins were designed allows approximately 50% of the rain that falls in a given year to 
be captured through infiltration.  As a result the larger basins remain at the normal water levels that were 
designed in the original hydrologic analysis and have a full storage volume to be able to handle back to 
back 100 year flood events.  He summarized the bids that were received for the project.  The low bid was 
submitted by Sunram Construction in the amount of $368,244.  He stated this amount was significantly 
higher than what was estimated in the feasibility study primarily because the plans were designed to meet 
today’s standards whereas the original feasibility study was based on the designed standards in place at 
the outset of the project.  If the City was successful in obtaining the grant the cost of the project would be 
less than what was originally estimated in the feasibility study.  It was recommended that Council  
authorize staff to retain the bids until September 5th.   

Mr. Thureen clarified that staff did recommend that the project be ordered under Minnesota Statutes 103B  
and 429 and that the three (3) lowest bids be retained until September 5th.   

Councilmember Mueller questioned how many lots remained unsold. 
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Mr. Kaldunski stated they were all at various stages of development.  Of the original 11 lots that remained, 
two (2) have been built on and the plans for one (1) were just approved.  The remaining eight (8) lots have  
all started the process and submitted plans to be developed.   

Mayor Tourville clarified if certain components of the project were removed or not ordered it would  
jeopardize the City’s chances of receiving the grant from the MPCA.  

Mr. Kaldunski responded in the affirmative and stated the intent of the grant was to assist in building green  
infrastructure. 

Mayor Tourville questioned how the grant would be applied to the project if it was awarded to the City. 

Mr. Kaldunski explained that would be a Council decision after the amount of the grant was determined. 

Councilmember Mueller clarified the assessments would be cheaper if the grant was awarded. 

Mr. Kaldunski responded in the affirmative.   

Councilmember Bartholomew stated the SWCD identified minimum requirements and it seems that the  
City’s design has proposed to go above and beyond the minimum standards. 

Mr. Kaldunski stated the project would meet the requirements that the City, State, and Lower Mississippi 
Watershed have adopted and did not generally exceed the SWCD requirements.  The review done by the 
SWCD was specific to water quality standards.  The other, more critical components relate to high water 
marks and flood elevations and should be included in the project to ensure that the normal water levels  
are where they were assumed to be in the original design.   

Councilmember Bartholomew clarified that was based on the City’s assessment. 

Mr. Kaldunski stated it was based on the opinions of the engineering consultants. 

Dan Melling, 1884 86th Ct. E., stated a number of things have changed since the January 28th meeting in 
terms of the design and the engineering of the project. He noted the public wanted to be involved in the 
process from start to finish.  He stated no information was presented regarding the three (3) separate bids  
that were ordered by the Council.     

Mr. Kaldunski stated the project was bid in four schedules (A, B, C, and D).  The bid for Schedule A 
involved cleaning of the large basins to the north and the removal of silt fences at a cost of approximately 
$72,000.  Schedule B was for the outlot rain gardens and Schedule C was for the right-of-way rain 
gardens at a cost of approximately $132,000.  Schedule D, approximately $23,000, was for an outlot rain 
garden near wetland A that was separated because an underdrain could not be installed and required a  
slightly different design.   

Mayor Tourville stated the information could be provided to interested residents. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech noted all of the information was available on the City’s website as part of  
the online agenda packet. 

Elizabeth Niemioja, 8658 Applegate Way, stated she did not feel there was a lot of citizen input in the 
design of the plan.  She explained the focus should be on the minimum requirements that are necessary 
for the development and the residents should not be held to the same standards as the developer.  She  
opined it may not be necessary or beneficial to dredge the ponds (Schedule A) at this point in time. 

Mayor Tourville questioned if the City was legally obligated to do anything in the development. 

Mr. Kuntz stated permits were issued assuming a plan would be completed.  The City would allow the 
houses to be built assuming some level of stormwater control under federal and state statutes.  When the 
City granted the permits it also approved a plan that would meet the development standards at that time.   
He explained to the extent that the plan is not done somebody had to complete it.   

Mayor Tourville stated there is a difference between ensuring design standards are met and being legally 
required to complete the project.  He opined the solution may be that the residents want nothing done and 
in turn agree to sign an agreement to not hold the City responsible if anything occurs within the  
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development. 

Mr. Thureen explained in all of the rural developments that are landlocked the City looks at a couple of 
different events to determine the critical condition for a flood elevation on terminal basins.  The Northwest 
area and all of the rural area, from 2006-2008, were dealt with in terms of modeling efforts.  The City 
looked at a series of events, based on the recommendation of water resources consultants, the back to 
back 100 year 24 hour storm event and the 100 year 10 day snow melt event.  The events are used to 
determine which would provide the higher flood elevation on a water body.  The vast majority of the areas 
modeled had a higher flood elevation from the 100 year 10 day snow melt event.  The Orchard Trail 
development had a higher flood elevation from the back to back 100 year 24 hour storm event.  He noted 
there were a lot of unknowns involved because one cannot predict how much rain will have occurred 
during the course of a year before the big event hits.  Therefore one does not know what the water 
elevations of the terminal basins will be at the time of the event.  The proposed plan is conservative by 
design.  He explained in this particular neighborhood, given the elevations the homes are being 
constructed at, if the design is exceeded there may be one (1) or two (2) homes that actually suffer 
physical damage to the structure.  The majority of the damage would occur on the adjacent properties 
because of overflows.  He stated all of the features included in the design are needed to meet the 
calculated flood level of the terminal basins.  He explained going to a reduced standard would be a major  
policy issue for the City.     

EJ Juers, 1925 86th Ct. E., stated this was a tough issue because he did not want to be the person to 
undermine a plan that could prevent someone’s home from being flooded or washed away.  He admitted 
he did not know all of the inputs into the models that were used to design the project and explained his 
main purpose was to ask questions and raise concerns to ensure the project was completed correctly and  
equitably in a manner that would protect the homes and the environment.      

Mayor Tourville opined the City would be foolish not to proceed with the project if the grant is awarded.   

Mr. Juers stated one of his concerns was the first phase of the project which involved dredging of the  
Northwest Basin.  He questioned if that would affect the City’s chances of receiving the grant.   

Mr. Kaldunski stated the MPCA was aware of the plan to dredge the ponds in order to restore the original 
design grade.  When the ponds were originally built they were left 2-2.5 feet above grade and studies of 
the soil borings showed better infiltration of the basins would be achieved if the original design grade was  
restored.  He noted the work was considered a green infrastructure improvement because it would  
improve the infiltration basin.    

Mr. Juers questioned how any grant funds would be applied to the bottom line of the project.   

Mayor Tourville stated the Council would make a decision if and when the grant is awarded. 

Mr. Juers questioned if there had been any discussion with respect to the maintenance of the rain gardens  
and how the ongoing costs would be funded. 

Mr. Thureen explained the City maintains the rain gardens in the public right-of-way.  Funding would be  
provided from a combination of storm water utility fees and the General Fund. 

Mr. Juers questioned how the existing rain gardens in the City were performing. 

Mr. Kaldunski stated there were approximately 50 rain gardens located in the City.  He stated they were all 
functioning properly and he was unaware of any that were holding water.  He noted a few had minor 
erosion issues and plants that washed out.  The issues were all addressed through routine maintenance. 
Councilmember Piekarski Krech asked for clarification on what Council was being asked to do. 

Mr. Thureen explained the Council was being asked to order the project under Minnesota Statute 103B to 
allow the special stormwater taxing district to be used as a funding mechanism, and also ordering the  
project under Chapter 429 to allow special assessments to be used as a funding mechanism.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech confirmed the recommendation was also to retain the three (3) lowest  
bids until after the status of the MPCA grant application is known.     
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Mr. Melling questioned how the residents could be guaranteed an opportunity to come before the Council  
and voice their opinions about the funding of the project.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated they are trying to move the process forward so if a grant is  
awarded the Council can look at the project with actual numbers in hand.   

Mayor Tourville stated once the numbers are known the item would have to come back to the Council to  
make a decision regarding award of a contract.  He stated the neighborhood would be notified when the  
issue was placed on a Council agenda. 

Mr. Thureen explained the Council was not taking action on the bids for the project at this time.  He noted 
if they decide to advance the project after the information regarding the grant is known, they would have  
the flexibility to award any or all of the four schedules that were included in the bid.   

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to adopt Resolution No. 13-58 Ordering City Project 
No. 2011-15 as a Water Management Facility pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Section 103B.245, 
Resolution No. 13-59 Ordering Improvements and Receiving Bids for the 2012 Capital Improvement 
Program City Project No. 2011-15, and Resolution No. 13-60 Retaining the Three Lowest Bids for  
City Project No. 2011-15 – Orchard Trail Stormwater Improvements 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

8.  MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS: 

Ms. Teppen stated Commission interviews and appointments would be held on May 20, 2013 at 7:00 p.m.  

9. ADJOURN: Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to adjourn.  The meeting was 
adjourned by a unanimous vote at 9:35 p.m. 



 

 

INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL STUDY SESSION 
MONDAY, MAY 20, 2013 – 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in special session on Monday, May 20, 
2013, in the City Council Chambers.  Mayor Tourville called the meeting to order at 8:30 p.m.  Present 
were Council members Bartholomew, Madden, Mueller and Piekarski Krech; City Attorney Kuntz and  
Assistant Administrator Teppen  

2.   CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMISSION APPOINTMENTS 

Mayor Tourville explained the purpose of the special meeting was to consider appointments to the various  
citizen advisory commissions. 

Mr. Kuntz explained the Council would consider appointments to six (6) different advisory commissions.  
He stated the City has valued the advisory commissions as their main functions serve to study, reflect, and 
ultimately make recommendations to the City Council.  In light of the fact that the City so values the 
commissions and those who work diligently on those commissions, the City has developed a process 
whereby all of the applicants for each commission are listed on a ballot presented to the City Council.  
This ensures that all applicants are given the opportunity to have their name in front of the Council for 
consideration during the ballot process.  Ballots are presented to the City Council on a commission by 
commission basis until the number of candidates is narrowed to the number needed to serve on each 
respective commission.  He emphasized the fact that the ballots were public information and the entire  
process was transparent.    

The Council agreed to begin with appointments to the Planning Commission. 

Mr. Kuntz stated there were eight (8) applicants and three (3) positions to be filled.  He directed the  
Council to vote for three (3) individuals on the first ballot.   

Following the first round of voting Mr. Kuntz announced that six (6) of the eight (8) candidates received at 
least one (1) vote.  One (1) candidate received five (5) votes.  He explained in past years the Council has 
asked that those instances in which a candidate receives five (5) votes be reported in order to  
determine if the Council would like to appoint that candidate or continue on to the next ballot.    

Councilmember Madden stated he would like to appoint the individual who received five (5) votes. 

Councilmember Bartholomew agreed with Councilmember Madden. 

Mr. Kuntz stated the individual who received five (5) votes was Dennis Wippermann. 

Motion by Madden, second by Bartholomew, to appoint Dennis Wippermann to the Planning  
Commission. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Mr. Kuntz directed Council to vote for four (4) individuals on the second ballot. 

Following the second round of voting Mr. Kuntz announced that there were five (5) candidates on the 
ballot and the process would call for removing the individual that received the fewest votes from the third  
round of balloting.  He noted two (2) candidates on the second ballot each received five (5) votes. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech suggested that the Council proceed with the third round of balloting. 

Mr. Kuntz stated the person with the fewest votes would then be removed from the third ballot.  He  
directed Council to vote for three (3) individuals. 

Following the third round of voting Mr. Kuntz announced that out of the four (4) candidates on the ballot,  
two (2) candidates received the fewest number of votes.  One individual received five (5) votes.   

The Council agreed to appoint the individual with five (5) votes and proceed to a fourth ballot. 
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Mr. Kuntz identified Pat Simon as the candidate who received five (5) votes. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to appoint Pat Simon to the Planning  
Commission. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Mr. Kuntz directed Council to vote for two (2) individuals. 

Following the fourth round of voting Mr. Kuntz announced one (1) candidate received four (4) votes and  
two (2) candidates each received three (3) votes. 

The Council agreed to appoint the individual with four (4) votes. 

Mr. Kuntz identified Bill Klein as the candidate who received four (4) votes. 

Motion by Madden, second by Mueller, to appoint Bill Klein to the Planning Commission. 

Ayes: 5  
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

The Council agreed to proceed with the ballot process for the Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission. 
Mr. Kuntz stated there were seven (7) candidates on the ballot and three (3) positions to be filled.  He  
directed Council to vote for three (3) candidates on the first ballot. 

Following the first round of voting Mr. Kuntz announced that five (5) candidates received at least one (1)  
vote.  Of those five (5) candidates, two (2) individuals received five (5) votes each.   

The Council agreed to appoint the two (2) candidates that received five (5) votes.  

Mr. Kuntz identified the two (2) candidates who received five (5) votes as Jim Huffman and Willie Krech. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to appoint Jim Huffman and Willie Krech to the  
Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Mr. Kuntz directed Council to vote for two (2) candidates on the second ballot. 

Following the second round of voting Mr. Kuntz announced that one (1) candidate received five (5) votes,  
one (1) candidate received three (3) votes, and one (1) candidate received two (2) votes. 

The Council agreed to appoint the candidate that received five (5) votes. 

Mr. Kuntz identified the individual receiving five (5) votes as Deb Tix. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to appoint Deb Tix to the Parks and Recreation  
Advisory Commission. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

The Council chose to proceed with the Environmental Commission. 

Mr. Kuntz stated there were three (3) positions to be filled and three (3) candidates on the ballot.  He  
identified the candidates as Susan Burke, Renee Martin, and Kevin Vernon Harris.  

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Madden, to appoint Susan Burke, Renee Martin, and Kevin  
Vernon Harris to the Environmental Commission. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
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The Council chose to proceed with the Airport Relations Commission. 

Mr. Kuntz stated there were three (3) positions to be filled and three (3) candidates on the ballot.  He  
identified the candidates as Ron Sieloff, Patricia Todd, and Manuel Capiz, Jr. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to appoint Ron Sieloff, Patricia Todd, and Manuel  
Capiz, Jr. to the Airport Relations Commission. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

The Council chose to proceed with appointments to the Housing Committee. 

Mr. Kuntz explained there were two (2) positions to be filled and four (4) candidates listed on the ballot.   
He directed Council to vote for two (2) candidates. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated there were only three (3) candidates because Renee Martin was  
already appointed to the Environmental Commission.  She suggested that the Council take action on 
appointments to the Convention and Visitors Bureau in the interim because there were three (3) positions  
and only three (3) candidates.   

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Madden, to appoint Regina Barr, Lauren Himle, and Jamie  
Rady to the Convention and Visitors Bureau. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Following the first round of voting for the Housing Committee Mr. Kuntz announced that two (2) out of the  
three (3) candidates each received four (4) votes.  

The Council agreed to appoint the two (2) candidates that received four (4) votes. 

Mr. Kuntz stated James Zentner and Dody Sobaszkiewicz were the candidates that received (4) votes. 

Motion by Mueller, second by Piekarski Krech, to appoint James Zentner and Dody Sobaszkiewicz  
to the Housing Committee 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

3. ADJOURN:  Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to adjourn.  The meeting was 
adjourned by a unanimous vote at 9:10 p.m. 



AGENDA ITEM _____4B_____ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Meeting Date: May 28, 2013  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent  None 
Contact: Kristi Smith   651-450-2521 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 9, 2013 to May 
22, 2013. 

SUMMARY                         

Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending  
May 22, 2013.  The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo. 

General & Special Revenue $343,446.09
Debt Service & Capital Projects 22,537.28
Enterprise & Internal Service 136,932.20
Escrows 1,500.00

Grand Total for All Funds $504,415.57

If you have any questions about any of the disbursements on the list, please call Kristi Smith, 
Finance Director at 651-450-2521.  

Attached to this summary for your action is a resolution approving the disbursements for the 
period May 9, 2013 to May 22, 2013 and the listing of disbursements requested for approval. 



                                                                                                    

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

RESOLUTION NO. _____ 

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE 
PERIOD ENDING May 22, 2013 

 WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending May 22, 2013 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 $343,446.09
Debt Service & Capital Projects 22,537.28
Enterprise & Internal Service 136,932.20
Escrows 1,500.00

Grand Total for All Funds $504,415.57

 Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 28th day of May, 2013. 

Ayes:
                              
Nays:         

___________________________
        George Tourville, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

_____________________________
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk 



Vendor�Name Post�Date Description�(Item) Account�Number Amount
ACE�BLACKTOP,�INC. 05/22/2013 IGH001 101.43.5200.443.40046 18,287.50���������������
ACE�PAINT�&�HARDWARE 05/15/2013 4/25/13 101.44.6000.451.60012 12.61�����������������������
AFSCME�COUNCIL�5 05/17/2013 UNION�DUES�(AFSCME�FAIR�SHARE) 101.203.2031000 28.48�����������������������
AFSCME�COUNCIL�5 05/17/2013 UNION�DUES�(AFSCME�FULL�SHARE) 101.203.2031000 752.02��������������������
AFSCME�COUNCIL�5 05/17/2013 UNION�DUES�(AFSCME�FULL�SHARE�PT) 101.203.2031000 89.10�����������������������
ARROWHEAD�SCIENTIFIC,�INC. 05/18/2013 4/30/13 101.42.4000.421.60065 106.14��������������������
AVCAM 05/18/2013 2013�RENEWAL���C.�THOMAS 101.42.4000.421.50070 30.00�����������������������
BAUER,�CORA�L 05/22/2013 REIMBURSE�MILEAGE/PARKING 101.41.2000.415.50065 29.84�����������������������
BLACKTOP�PROS,�LLC 05/22/2013 4/29/13�5/8/13 101.43.5200.443.40046 16,126.00���������������
CA�DEPT�OF�CHILD�SUPPORT�SERVICES 05/17/2013 MIGUEL�GUADALAJARA�FEIN/TAXPAYER�ID:�416005255101.203.2032100 285.01��������������������
CARDIAC�SCIENCE,�INC. 05/15/2013 41630 101.42.4000.421.60065 171.40��������������������
CARGILL,�INC. 05/22/2013 5/10/13 101.43.5200.443.60016 12,403.80���������������
CENTURY�LINK 05/15/2013 651�457�4184�746 101.44.6000.451.50020 57.95�����������������������
CENTURY�LINK 05/15/2013 651�457�5524�959 101.44.6000.451.50020 64.32�����������������������
CENTURY�LINK 05/22/2013 651�125�8143�625 101.42.4000.421.50020 79.11�����������������������
CITY�OF�MINNEAPOLIS�RECEIVABLES 05/22/2013 612005356 101.42.4200.423.30700 2,941.20�����������������
CITY�OF�SAINT�PAUL 05/22/2013 APRIL�2013 101.43.5200.443.60016 3,797.27�����������������
COLLINS�ELECTRICAL�CONST. 05/15/2013 5/8/13 101.43.5400.445.30700 600.00��������������������
COORDINATED�BUSINESS�SYSTEMS 05/22/2013 4555082 101.42.4200.423.30700 123.75��������������������
CULLIGAN 05/18/2013 157�98459100�6 101.42.4200.423.60065 77.05�����������������������
CULLIGAN 05/18/2013 157�98459118�8 101.42.4200.423.60065 49.15�����������������������
DAKOTA�CTY�TECH�COLLEGE 05/22/2013 ADV�PURSUIT�REFRESHER�3�REGISTERED 101.42.4000.421.50080 675.00��������������������
DAKOTA�ELECTRIC�ASSN 05/15/2013 246837�9 101.44.6000.451.40020 362.35��������������������
DAKOTA�ELECTRIC�ASSN 05/15/2013 250165�8 101.44.6000.451.40020 54.55�����������������������
DAKOTA�ELECTRIC�ASSN 05/15/2013 393563�2 101.44.6000.451.40020 132.03��������������������
DAKOTA ELECTRIC ASSN 05/15/2013 426713 4 101 43 5400 445 40020 32 32

Expense�Approval�Report
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Payment Dates 5/9/2013 - 5/22/2013

DAKOTA�ELECTRIC�ASSN 05/15/2013 426713�4 101.43.5400.445.40020 32.32�����������������������
DAKOTA�ELECTRIC�ASSN 05/15/2013 443054�2 101.44.6000.451.40020 11.07�����������������������
EFTPS 05/17/2013 FEDERAL�WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 38,541.05���������������
EFTPS 05/17/2013 MEDICARE�WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 11,108.24���������������
EFTPS 05/17/2013 SOCIAL�SECURITY�WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030400 35,225.70���������������
EFTPS 05/17/2013 FEDERAL�WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 1.29�������������������������
EFTPS 05/17/2013 MEDICARE�WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 2.82�������������������������
EFTPS 05/17/2013 SOCIAL�SECURITY�WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030400 12.10�����������������������
EHLERS�AND�ASSOCIATES,�INC. 05/22/2013 BUDGET�MODULE�DEVELOPMENT/PREP 101.41.2000.415.30700 3,000.00�����������������
FELIX,�KEN 05/15/2013 REIMBURSE�DMV�LICENSE 101.44.6000.451.50070 55.25�����������������������
FIRST�IMPRESSION�GROUP,�THE 05/15/2013 3022 101.44.6000.451.50030 101.53��������������������
FIRST�IMPRESSION�GROUP,�THE 05/18/2013 MAY/JUNE�INSIGHT 101.41.1100.413.50032 2,142.84�����������������
FOX,�KIM 05/22/2013 REIMBURSE�BOX�LUNCHES 101.41.1100.413.50075 75.00�����������������������
GENESIS�EMPLOYEE�BENEFITS,�INC 05/17/2013 HSA�ELECTION�SINGLE 101.203.2032500 2,729.06�����������������
GENESIS�EMPLOYEE�BENEFITS,�INC 05/17/2013 HSA�ELECTION�FAMILY 101.203.2032500 3,901.18�����������������
GERTENS 05/22/2013 103566 101.43.5200.443.60016 128.23��������������������
GERTENS 05/15/2013 103566 101.44.6000.451.60016 12.49�����������������������
GLASSING�FLORIST 05/18/2013 00002015 101.42.4000.421.60065 64.25�����������������������
GOPHER 05/15/2013 404658 101.44.6000.451.60065 851.17��������������������
GRAINGER 05/15/2013 855257697 101.42.4200.423.40040 80.73�����������������������
GRAINGER 05/15/2013 855257697 101.42.4200.423.40042 118.72��������������������
GRAINGER 05/15/2013 806460150 101.44.6000.451.60065 969.09��������������������
HOSE�/�CONVEYORS�INC 05/15/2013 CIT300 101.44.6000.451.40047 31.90�����������������������
IAAI 05/18/2013 12235�ACTIVE�$75.00�ACTIVE�IN�FIRE/ARSON�INVEST 101.42.4200.423.50070 75.00�����������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 135.00��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 267.16��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 200.00��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 549.47��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 175.00��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 428.29��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 940.00��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 118.44��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 250.00��������������������
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ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 706.89��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 75.00�����������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 252.64��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 1,576.58�����������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 121.01��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 90.00�����������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 370.70��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 590.00��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 445.54��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 500.00��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 272.95��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 125.00��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 37.02�����������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 475.00��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 148.05��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 25.00�����������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2031400 66.35�����������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�50�&�OVER) 101.203.2031400 207.75��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�50�&�OVER) 101.203.2031400 325.00��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�50�&�OVER) 101.203.2031400 93.85�����������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�50�&�OVER) 101.203.2031400 150.00��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�50�&�OVER) 101.203.2031400 710.30��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�50�&�OVER) 101.203.2031400 947.63��������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�50�&�OVER) 101.203.2031400 76.54�����������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(AGE�50�&�OVER) 101.203.2031400 3,673.85�����������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ICMA�(EMPLOYER�SHARE�ADMIN) 101.203.2031400 70.79�����������������������
ICMA�RETIREMENT�TRUST���457 05/17/2013 ROTH�IRA�(AGE�49�&�UNDER) 101.203.2032400 532.70��������������������
INFINITY�WIRELESS 05/15/2013 14535 101.42.4200.423.40042 105.00��������������������
INTOXIMETERS 05/15/2013 MNINV0 101.42.4000.421.60065 82.24�����������������������
JRK�SEED�&�TURF�SUPPLY 05/15/2013 1362 101.44.6000.451.60016 2,856.77�����������������
KENISON,�TERRI 05/18/2013 APRIL�2013 101.42.4200.423.30700 908.44��������������������
LANGUAGE�LINE�SERVICES 05/15/2013 9020909043 101.42.4000.421.50020 23.20�����������������������
LEAGUE�OF�MN�CITIES 05/15/2013 2013�CONFERENCE�R.�PIEKARSKI�KRECH 101.41.1000.413.50080 99.00�����������������������
LEVANDER,�GILLEN�&�MILLER�P.A. 05/15/2013 92000E 101.42.4000.421.30410 15,776.43���������������
LYNCH, JOE 05/18/2013 REIMBURSE�CONFERENCE/HOTEL 101.41.1100.413.50075 396.00LYNCH,�JOE 05/18/2013 REIMBURSE�CONFERENCE/HOTEL 101.41.1100.413.50075 396.00��������������������
LYNCH,�JOE 05/18/2013 REIMBURSE�CONFERENCE/HOTEL 101.41.1100.413.50080 225.00��������������������
LYNN�&�ASSOCIATES 05/22/2013 5/4/13 101.44.6000.451.30700 1,050.00�����������������
LYNN�&�ASSOCIATES 05/22/2013 5/7/13 101.44.6000.451.30700 1,012.50�����������������
MADISON�NATIONAL�LIFE�INSURANCE�COMPA05/22/2013 101243900000000�JUNE�2013 101.203.2031700 2,483.59�����������������
MADISON�NATIONAL�LIFE�INSURANCE�COMPA05/22/2013 101243900000000�JUNE�2013 101.42.4000.421.20630 (21.56)���������������������
MADISON�NATIONAL�LIFE�INSURANCE�COMPA05/22/2013 101243900000000�JUNE�2013 101.43.5100.442.20630 4.76�������������������������
MADSEN,�BENNETT 05/15/2013 REIMBURSE�GAS 101.42.4000.421.50065 51.00�����������������������
MCMONIGAL,�MIKE 05/22/2013 REIMBURSE�APRIL�2013 101.42.4200.423.50065 45.00�����������������������
MCMONIGAL,�MIKE 05/22/2013 REIMBURSE�APRIL�2013 101.42.4200.423.50075 29.58�����������������������
METROPOLITAN�COUNCIL�ENVIRON�SRVCS 05/15/2013 APRIL�2013 101.41.0000.3414000 (194.80)�������������������
MINNEAPOLIS�OXYGEN�CO. 05/18/2013 113504 101.42.4200.423.40042 63.48�����������������������
MINNEAPOLIS�OXYGEN�CO. 05/18/2013 113504 101.42.4200.423.40042 112.86��������������������
MINNESOTA�DEPARTMENT�OF�HUMAN�SERVI 05/17/2013 RICK�JACKSON�FEIN/TAXPAYER�ID:�416005255 101.203.2032100 318.41��������������������
MINNESOTA�DEPARTMENT�OF�HUMAN�SERVI 05/17/2013 JUSTIN�PARRANTO�FEIN/TAXPAYER�ID:�416005255 101.203.2032100 484.54��������������������
MN�DEPT�OF�LABOR�&�INDUSTRY 05/10/2013 APRIL�2013�SURCHARGE 101.207.2070100 2,639.90�����������������
MN�DEPT�OF�LABOR�&�INDUSTRY 05/10/2013 APRIL�2013�SURCHARGE 101.41.0000.3414000 (52.80)���������������������
MN�DEPT�OF�REVENUE 05/17/2013 STATE�WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 16,443.03���������������
MN�DEPT�OF�REVENUE 05/17/2013 STATE�WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 0.69�������������������������
MOST�DEPENDABLE�FOUNTAINS 05/15/2013 4/24/13 101.44.6000.451.40040 56.00�����������������������
MUELLER,�JIM 05/15/2013 REIMBURSE�STYLUS 101.41.1000.413.60065 16.06�����������������������
MUELLER,�JON 05/22/2013 REIMBURSE�TRAINING 101.42.4000.421.50075 26.95�����������������������
NATURE�CALLS,�INC. 05/15/2013 4/24/13 101.44.6000.451.40065 1,039.06�����������������
NEWMAN�SIGNS�INC 05/15/2013 RC980250336 101.43.5200.443.60016 8,433.14�����������������
NORTH�AMERICAN�SALT 05/22/2013 533230/CH900190 101.43.5200.443.60016 2,159.51�����������������
NORTHEAST�WISCONSIN�TECH�COLLEGE 05/18/2013 21806582 101.42.4000.421.50080 875.00��������������������
OXYGEN�SERVICE�COMPANY,�INC 05/15/2013 04394 101.42.4000.421.60065 12.83�����������������������
PERA 05/17/2013 EMPLOYER�SHARE�(EXTRA�PERA) 101.203.2030600 2,412.08�����������������
PERA 05/17/2013 EMPLOYER�SHARE�(PERA�COORDINATED�PLAN) 101.203.2030600 15,075.40���������������
PERA 05/17/2013 PERA�COORDINATED�PLAN 101.203.2030600 15,075.40���������������
PERA 05/17/2013 EMPLOYER�SHARE�(PERA�DEFINED�PLAN) 101.203.2030600 57.69�����������������������
PERA 05/17/2013 PERA�DEFINED�PLAN 101.203.2030600 57.69�����������������������
PERA 05/17/2013 EMPLOYER�SHARE�(POLICE�&�FIRE�PLAN) 101.203.2030600 14,934.08���������������



PERA 05/17/2013 PERA�POLICE�&�FIRE�PLAN 101.203.2030600 9,956.04�����������������
PIONEER�ATHLETICS 05/15/2013 CI5498 101.44.6000.451.60016 63.75�����������������������
PRECISE�MRM 05/22/2013 000208 101.43.5200.443.50070 39.56�����������������������
ROLLOFF,�DANE 05/15/2013 REIMBURSE�STANDBY�ST 101.42.4200.423.50075 30.59�����������������������
SAFETY�SIGNS 05/22/2013 5/13/13 101.42.4200.423.30700 442.00��������������������
SHERWIN�WILLIAMS 05/15/2013 6682�5453�5 101.44.6000.451.40040 172.00��������������������
SMITH�KRISTI 05/18/2013 REIMBURSE�MILEAGE�&�BOOKS 101.41.2000.415.50030 146.00��������������������
SMITH�KRISTI 05/18/2013 REIMBURSE�MILEAGE�&�BOOKS 101.41.2000.415.50065 20.91�����������������������
SMITH�KRISTI 05/18/2013 REIMBURSE�MILEAGE�&�BOOKS 101.41.2000.415.50075 15.00�����������������������
SOUTH�ST�PAUL,�CITY�OF 05/15/2013 BILLING�PERIOD�1/2/13�4/2/13 101.207.2070900 33.00�����������������������
TESSMAN�COMPANY,�THE 05/15/2013 0093544 101.44.6000.451.60030 1,925.16�����������������
THOMSON�REUTER���WEST 05/15/2013 1000197212 101.42.4000.421.30700 140.90��������������������
TIMESAVER�OFF�SITE�SECRETARIAL�INC 05/18/2013 4/22/13�COUNCIL�MEETING 101.41.1100.413.30700 321.60��������������������
TOTAL�CONSTRUCTION�&�EQUIP. 05/22/2013 CIT001 101.43.5400.445.30700 717.01��������������������
TWIN�CITIES�OCCUPATIONAL�HEALTH�PC 05/18/2013 N26�1251001589 101.41.1100.413.30500 25.00�����������������������
UNIFIRST�CORPORATION 05/22/2013 1051948 101.43.5200.443.60045 23.77�����������������������
UNIFIRST�CORPORATION 05/22/2013 1051948 101.44.6000.451.60045 34.28�����������������������
UNIFIRST�CORPORATION 05/15/2013 1051948 101.43.5200.443.60045 23.77�����������������������
UNIFIRST�CORPORATION 05/15/2013 1051948 101.44.6000.451.60045 44.99�����������������������
UNIFORMS�UNLIMITED 05/15/2013 I4066 101.42.4000.421.60045 157.14��������������������
UNITED�WAY 05/17/2013 UNITED�WAY 101.203.2031300 105.00��������������������
UNIVERSITY�NATIONAL�BANK 05/17/2013 STEVE�HER�FILE�#62�CV�07�3401 101.203.2031900 398.08��������������������
USA�MOBILITY�WIRELESS�INC 05/18/2013 0317409�1 101.42.4000.421.50020 4.89�������������������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/15/2013 51�6025596�7 101.43.5400.445.40020 115.82��������������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/18/2013 51�9782436�1 101.43.5400.445.40020 84.52�����������������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/15/2013 51�8849473�7 101.43.5400.445.40020 70.16�����������������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/15/2013 51�6431857�4 101.42.4200.423.40010 1,481.54�����������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/15/2013 51�6431857�4 101.42.4200.423.40020 1,349.62�����������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/15/2013 51�6435129�1 101.43.5400.445.40020 142.62��������������������
ZACK'S,�INC. 05/22/2013 Z159 101.43.5200.443.60040 804.06��������������������
Fund:�101���GENERAL�FUND 296,398.09��������������

TWIN�CITIES�GATEWAY 05/18/2013 RADIO�PRODUCTION���MULTI�TAGS 201.44.1600.465.50025 212.50��������������������
Fund:�201���C.V.B.�FUND 212.50����������������������

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 05/15/2013 5/7/13 204 44 6100 452 60009 8 51ACE�PAINT�&�HARDWARE 05/15/2013 5/7/13 204.44.6100.452.60009 8.51�������������������������
FIRST�IMPRESSION�GROUP,�THE 05/15/2013 3022 204.44.6100.452.50030 101.53��������������������
IGH�SENIOR�CLUB 05/15/2013 APRIL�2013�REDO 204.227.2271000 208.00��������������������
LYNN�&�ASSOCIATES 05/22/2013 5/7/13 204.44.6100.452.30700 562.50��������������������
MEISINGER�MCCLARRON,�KATHY 05/22/2013 REIMBURSE�SCHEDULE�CONFLICT 204.44.0000.3470000 57.00�����������������������
MN�BOYS�SCHOLASTIC�LACROSSE�ASSOC 05/15/2013 TEAM�AND�REF�FEES 204.44.6100.452.50070 475.00��������������������
Fund:�204���RECREATION�FUND 1,412.54�������������������

ACE�PAINT�&�HARDWARE 05/15/2013 5/6/13 205.44.6200.453.60065 17.08�����������������������
ACE�PAINT�&�HARDWARE 05/22/2013 5/8/13 205.44.6200.453.60016 4.26�������������������������
AMSAN 05/22/2013 607670 205.44.6200.453.80800 3,628.41�����������������
COCA�COLA�BOTTLING�COMPANY 05/15/2013 5/1/13 205.44.6200.453.76100 486.18��������������������
COCA�COLA�BOTTLING�COMPANY 05/15/2013 5/1/13 205.44.6200.453.76100 788.51��������������������
COMCAST 05/22/2013 8772�10�591�0127188 205.44.6200.453.50070 261.95��������������������
DUCHENE,�DAVID 05/22/2013 REFUND�LOW�CLASS�ENROLLMENT 205.44.0000.3493501 14.00�����������������������
ELIFEGUARD,�INC. 05/22/2013 4/29/13 205.44.6200.453.60065 69.11�����������������������
EXPRESS�AUTO�PARTS 05/15/2013 007481 205.44.6200.453.40040 48.01�����������������������
FIRST�IMPRESSION�GROUP,�THE 05/15/2013 3022 205.44.6200.453.50030 101.53��������������������
FIRST�IMPRESSION�GROUP,�THE 05/15/2013 4363 205.44.6200.453.60065 69.47�����������������������
GARTNER�REFRIGERATION�&�MFG,�INC 05/22/2013 VETE01 205.44.6200.453.40040 244.50��������������������
GLEWWE�DOORS 05/15/2013 4/16/13 205.44.6200.453.60016 282.51��������������������
GLEWWE�DOORS 05/15/2013 4/16/13 205.44.6200.453.60016 282.50��������������������
GRAINGER 05/15/2013 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60040 43.26�����������������������
GRAINGER 05/15/2013 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60040 43.27�����������������������
GRAINGER 05/22/2013 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60040 35.18�����������������������
GRAINGER 05/15/2013 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60016 13.44�����������������������
HAWKINS,�INC. 05/15/2013 108815 205.44.6200.453.60016 251.14��������������������
HILLYARD�INC 05/15/2013 274069 205.44.6200.453.60011 285.52��������������������
HILLYARD�INC 05/15/2013 274069 205.44.6200.453.60018 285.51��������������������
HILLYARD�INC 05/22/2013 274069 205.44.6200.453.60011 438.85��������������������
HILLYARD�INC 05/22/2013 274069 205.44.6200.453.60011 438.85��������������������
HOME�DEPOT�CREDIT�SERVICES 05/22/2013 6035�3220�1712�8343 205.44.6200.453.60016 62.05�����������������������
HOME�DEPOT�CREDIT�SERVICES 05/22/2013 6035�3220�1712�8343 205.44.6200.453.60016 (31.36)���������������������



HUEBSCH�SERVICES 05/22/2013 92965 205.44.6200.453.40040 59.12�����������������������
HUEBSCH�SERVICES 05/22/2013 92965 205.44.6200.453.40040 213.90��������������������
ICE�SKATING�INSTITUTE 05/22/2013 0020075 205.44.6200.453.50070 375.00��������������������
KRECH�IRON�WORKS 05/15/2013 4/23/13 205.44.6200.453.40040 45.00�����������������������
KRECH�IRON�WORKS 05/15/2013 4/30/13 205.44.6200.453.40040 156.00��������������������
LYNN�&�ASSOCIATES 05/22/2013 5/7/13 205.44.6200.453.30700 675.00��������������������
MENARDS���WEST�ST.�PAUL 05/22/2013 30170270 205.44.6200.453.60016 22.13�����������������������
MENARDS���WEST�ST.�PAUL 05/22/2013 30170270 205.44.6200.453.60016 29.85�����������������������
MENARDS���WEST�ST.�PAUL 05/22/2013 30170270 205.44.6200.453.70600 36.37�����������������������
METRO�GROUP�INC,�THE 05/15/2013 INV330�00 205.44.6200.453.60016 335.16��������������������
MILL�CITY�SIGN�LLC 05/15/2013 CRAFT�FAIR�SIGN 205.44.6200.453.50025 139.26��������������������
MONEY�MAILER�OF�THE�TWIN�CITIES 05/15/2013 4/24/13 205.44.6200.453.50025 420.00��������������������
R�&�R�SPECIALTIES�OF�WI,�INC. 05/15/2013 5/7/13 205.44.6200.453.40042 34.50�����������������������
R�&�R�SPECIALTIES�OF�WI,�INC. 05/15/2013 5/7/13 205.44.6200.453.40042 38.48�����������������������
REINEKE,�TONYA 05/15/2013 REFUND�LOW�ENROLLMENT 205.44.0000.3493501 48.00�����������������������
ROACH,�RICK 05/18/2013 REIMBURSE�MILEAGE 205.44.6200.453.50065 35.60�����������������������
ROACH,�RICK 05/18/2013 REIMBURSE�MILEAGE 205.44.6200.453.50065 5.65�������������������������
ROBERT�BROOKE�&�ASSOCIATES,�INC. 05/15/2013 55077 205.44.6200.453.60016 290.99��������������������
SPRUNG�SERVICES 05/22/2013 5/3/13 205.44.6200.453.40040 630.50��������������������
TAHO�SPORTSWEAR 05/22/2013 5/14/13 205.44.6200.453.60045 300.00��������������������
VANCO�SERVICES�LLC 05/15/2013 APRIL�2013 205.44.6200.453.70600 50.75�����������������������
WERZ,�JOSEPH 05/18/2013 5/3/13�ACH�RTN�PR 205.44.6200.453.10300 126.37��������������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/15/2013 51�6867948�7 205.44.6200.453.40010 8,667.49�����������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/15/2013 51�6867948�7 205.44.6200.453.40010 2,587.79�����������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/15/2013 51�6867948�7 205.44.6200.453.40020 9,996.53�����������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/15/2013 51�6867948�7 205.44.6200.453.40020 11,939.79���������������
Fund:�205���COMMUNITY�CENTER 45,422.96����������������

METROPOLITAN�COUNCIL�ENVIRON�SRVCS 05/15/2013 APRIL�2013 404.217.2170000 19,480.00���������������
Fund:�404���SEWER�CONNECTION�FUND 19,480.00����������������

HOISINGTON�KOEGLER�GROUP�INC. 05/22/2013 4/1/13�4/30/13 432.73.5900.732.30700 3,007.60�����������������
Fund:�432���2012�IMPROVEMENT�FUND 3,007.60�������������������

SOUTH�ST�PAUL,�CITY�OF 05/15/2013 BILLING�PERIOD�1/2/13�4/2/13 441.207.2070800 49.68�����������������������
Fund:�441���STORM�WATER�MANAGEMENT 49.68����������������������Fund:�441� �STORM�WATER�MANAGEMENT 49.68����������������������

ABC�RENTALS�INC 05/22/2013 225 501.50.7100.512.60016 129.32��������������������
ACE�PAINT�&�HARDWARE 05/22/2013 5/8/13 501.50.7100.512.60016 35.24�����������������������
ACE�PAINT�&�HARDWARE 05/22/2013 5/9 501.50.7100.512.60016 5.32�������������������������
AUTOMATIC�SYSTEMS�CO. 05/22/2013 INVE01 501.50.7100.512.40042 744.65��������������������
CITY�OF�BLOOMINGTON 05/15/2013 4/1/13�5/1/13 501.50.7100.512.30700 430.50��������������������
CONTRACTORS�&�SURVEYORS�SUPPLY 05/22/2013 5/7/13 501.50.7100.512.60016 429.53��������������������
GOPHER�STATE�ONE�CALL 05/22/2013 MN00435 501.50.7100.512.30700 369.75��������������������
KAT�KEY'S�LOCK�&�SAFE�CO. 05/22/2013 5/8/13 501.50.7100.512.40040 212.46��������������������
KEYS�WELL�DRILLING�CO 05/15/2013 1347 501.50.7100.512.40042 26,450.00���������������
M�&�J�SERVICES,�LLC 05/22/2013 5/7/13 501.50.7100.512.60016 835.00��������������������
MN�DEPT�OF�LABOR�&�INDUSTRY 01/23/2013 0000001298 501.50.7100.512.40040 100.00��������������������
MN�PIPE�&�EQUIPMENT 05/22/2013 2195 501.50.7100.512.60040 1,023.80�����������������
SOUTH�ST�PAUL,�CITY�OF 05/15/2013 BILLING�PERIOD�1/2/13�4/2/13 501.50.7100.512.40005 193.44��������������������
TKDA 05/22/2013 0014026.007 501.50.7100.512.30700 2,776.50�����������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/22/2013 51�6098709�7 501.50.7100.512.40010 1,113.69�����������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/22/2013 51�6098709�7 501.50.7100.512.40020 11,919.60���������������
Fund:�501���WATER�UTILITY�FUND 46,768.80����������������

SOUTH�ST�PAUL,�CITY�OF 05/15/2013 BILLING�PERIOD�1/2/13�4/2/13 502.51.7200.514.40015 396.12��������������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/22/2013 51�6098709�7 502.51.7200.514.40020 1,535.45�����������������
Fund:�502���SEWER�UTILITY�FUND 1,931.57�������������������

ARAMARK�REFRESHMENT�SERVICES 05/15/2013 48128 503.52.8300.524.76100 192.50��������������������
ARCTIC�GLACIER,�INC. 05/15/2013 1726134 503.52.8300.524.60065 144.52��������������������
COCA�COLA�BOTTLING�COMPANY 05/15/2013 5/9/13 503.52.8300.524.76100 718.92��������������������
COLLEGE�CITY�BEVERAGE 05/15/2013 3592 503.52.8300.524.76150 547.50��������������������
COPY�RIGHT 05/15/2013 5/9/13 503.52.8500.526.50030 73.92�����������������������
CUSHMAN�MOTOR�COMPANY�INC 05/15/2013 c0644 503.52.8600.527.40042 330.92��������������������
DRAFT�TECHNOLOGIES 05/15/2013 5/13/13 503.52.8300.524.40042 50.00�����������������������
GRANDMA'S�BAKERY 05/15/2013 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 38.74�����������������������
GRANDMA'S�BAKERY 05/15/2013 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 38.40�����������������������
GRANDMA'S�BAKERY 05/15/2013 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 41.65�����������������������



GRANDMA'S�BAKERY 05/15/2013 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 26.59�����������������������
GRANDMA'S�BAKERY 05/15/2013 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 35.36�����������������������
GRANDMA'S�BAKERY 05/15/2013 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 29.60�����������������������
GRANDMA'S�BAKERY 05/15/2013 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 25.42�����������������������
IBARRA�SOSA,�YADIRA 05/22/2013 ACH�PR�RTN�5/17/13 503.52.8600.527.10300 148.52��������������������
MENARDS���WEST�ST.�PAUL 05/15/2013 30170265 503.52.8600.527.40040 38.50�����������������������
MINNESOTA�MEDICAL�TRAINING�SERVICE 05/15/2013 CPR/FA�10�REGISTRANTS 503.52.8600.527.60018 439.90��������������������
NAPA�OF�INVER�GROVE�HEIGHTS 05/15/2013 40007377 503.52.8600.527.40042 87.23�����������������������
NAPA�OF�INVER�GROVE�HEIGHTS 05/15/2013 400007377 503.52.8600.527.40042 185.12��������������������
NAPA�OF�INVER�GROVE�HEIGHTS 05/15/2013 400007377 503.52.8600.527.40042 111.41��������������������
REINDERS,�INC. 05/15/2013 326799 503.52.8600.527.60020 744.57��������������������
SIGNAL�SYSTEMS�INC 05/15/2013 5/9/13 503.52.8500.526.60010 48.09�����������������������
TDS�METROCOM 05/15/2013 651�457�3667 503.52.8500.526.50020 260.86��������������������
XCEL�ENERGY 05/15/2013 51�5877511�0 503.52.8600.527.40020 22.44�����������������������
YAMAHA�GOLF�&�UTILITY,�INC. 05/15/2013 INVERWOOD 503.52.8400.525.40041 555.10��������������������
Fund:�503���INVER�WOOD�GOLF�COURSE 4,935.78�������������������

LEAGUE�OF�MN�CITIES�INS�TRUST 05/15/2013 NESS,�BARBARA 602.00.2100.415.70200 1,972.07�����������������
Fund:�602���RISK�MANAGEMENT 1,972.07�������������������

BOYER�TRUCKS���MINNEAPOLIS 05/15/2013 C20390 603.00.5300.444.40041 5,867.28�����������������
BOYER�TRUCKS���PARTS�DISTRIBUTION 05/22/2013 C20390 603.00.5300.444.40041 331.05��������������������
C�AIRE�INC 05/22/2013 55077C 603.00.5300.444.40040 354.73��������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 53.20�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.140.1450050 8.91�������������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 16.94�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 12.77�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.140.1450050 14.00�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.140.1450050 23.35�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 18.53�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 21.44�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 47.97�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.60040 6.08�������������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 21.01�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.140.1450050 105.14��������������������
CARQUEST OF MSP ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603 140 1450050 75 55CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.140.1450050 75.55�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.140.1450050 4.50�������������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 8.45�������������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.60040 55.92�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 (4.51)�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.140.1450050 124.77��������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.60012 61.70�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 (4.51)�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/22/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 34.47�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.60040 35.61�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 62.51�����������������������
CARQUEST�OF�MSP�ROSEMOUNT 05/15/2013 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 (8.48)�����������������������
EMERGENCY�AUTOMOTIVE�TECHNOLOGIES 05/22/2013 5/9/13 603.00.5300.444.40041 41.03�����������������������
FACTORY�MOTOR�PARTS�COMPANY 05/22/2013 10799 603.00.5300.444.40041 98.92�����������������������
FACTORY�MOTOR�PARTS�COMPANY 05/22/2013 10799 603.00.5300.444.40041 98.92�����������������������
FACTORY�MOTOR�PARTS�COMPANY 05/08/2013 10799 603.00.5300.444.40041 70.28�����������������������
FACTORY�MOTOR�PARTS�COMPANY 04/24/2013 10799 603.140.1450050 59.68�����������������������
FACTORY�MOTOR�PARTS�COMPANY 04/24/2013 10799 603.00.5300.444.40041 (229.91)�������������������
FLEETPRIDE 05/15/2013 5/9/13 603.00.5300.444.40041 39.06�����������������������
FORCE�AMERICA,�INC. 05/22/2013 366100 603.00.5300.444.40041 12.11�����������������������
FORCE�AMERICA,�INC. 05/22/2013 366100 603.140.1450050 35.78�����������������������
GERLACH�OUTDOOR�POWER�EQUIP 05/22/2013 109186 603.00.5300.444.40041 90.03�����������������������
GOODIN�COMPANY 05/22/2013 1001619 603.00.5300.444.40041 40.68�����������������������
H&L�MESABI 05/15/2013 514 603.00.5300.444.40041 42.75�����������������������
H&L�MESABI 05/15/2013 514 603.140.1450050 7,109.67�����������������
HANCO�CORPORATION 05/22/2013 332660 603.00.5300.444.60040 92.38�����������������������
HOTSY�EQUIPMENT�OF�MINNESOTA 05/22/2013 IG07557 603.00.5300.444.40040 125.60��������������������
INTERSTATE�POWERSYSTEMS 05/22/2013 13468 603.00.5300.444.40041 7,462.05�����������������
INVER�GROVE�FORD 05/22/2013 5/15/13 603.00.5300.444.40041 21.40�����������������������
INVER�GROVE�FORD 05/15/2013 5/2/13 603.00.5300.444.40041 272.29��������������������
INVER�GROVE�FORD 05/15/2013 5/2/13 603.00.5300.444.40041 (80.35)���������������������
I�STATE�TRUCK�CENTER 05/15/2013 13468 603.00.5300.444.40041 213.54��������������������
I�STATE�TRUCK�CENTER 05/15/2013 13468 603.00.5300.444.40041 12.91�����������������������



I‐STATE TRUCK CENTER 05/15/2013 13468 603.00.5300.444.40041 20.59                       
KIMBALL MIDWEST 05/15/2013 222006 603.140.1450050 99.39                       
KIMBALL MIDWEST 05/15/2013 222006 603.00.5300.444.60012 244.07                    
KREMER SERVICES LLC 05/15/2013 0000028931 603.00.5300.444.40041 2,954.12                 
METROMATS 05/15/2013 4/18/13 603.00.5300.444.40065 41.15                       
METROMATS 05/15/2013 4/4/13 603.00.5300.444.40065 41.15                       
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 05/22/2013 CTINVP 603.00.5300.444.60011 106.50                    
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 05/22/2013 91180 603.00.5300.444.40041 100.31                    
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 05/22/2013 91180 603.00.5300.444.40041 721.41                    
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 05/22/2013 91180 603.00.5300.444.40041 198.07                    
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 05/22/2013 91180 603.00.5300.444.40041 143.88                    
NAPA OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 05/22/2013 11019 603.00.5300.444.40041 65.57                       
PARTSMASTER 05/15/2013 PM328058 603.00.5300.444.60012 372.72                    
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 05/22/2013 4502557 603.00.5300.444.40041 543.34                    
SOUTH EAST TOWING 05/22/2013 3/5/13 603.00.5300.444.40041 80.16                       
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 05/22/2013 CIT001 603.00.5300.444.40040 193.80                    
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & EQUIP. 05/22/2013 CIT001 603.00.5300.444.40040 139.17                    
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 05/22/2013 1051948 603.00.5300.444.40065 73.52                       
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 05/22/2013 1051948 603.00.5300.444.60045 39.21                       
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 05/15/2013 1051948 603.00.5300.444.40065 73.52                       
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 05/15/2013 1051948 603.00.5300.444.60045 28.50                       
WESTERN PETROLEUM COMPANY 05/22/2013 112741 603.00.5300.444.40041 53.27                       
WESTERN PETROLEUM COMPANY 05/22/2013 112741 603.140.1450050 97.97                       
YOCUM OIL COMPANY, INC. 05/22/2013 502860 603.140.1450060 6,232.00                 
YOCUM OIL COMPANY, INC. 05/22/2013 502860 603.140.1450060 13,441.04               
Fund: 603 ‐ CENTRAL EQUIPMENT 49,081.63                

COORDINATED BUSINESS SYSTEMS, LTD 05/15/2013 923425 604.00.2200.416.40050 218.71                    
OFFICEMAX INC 05/15/2013 687054 604.00.2200.416.60005 59.83                       
OFFICEMAX INC 05/22/2013 687054 604.00.2200.416.60005 143.30                    
OFFICEMAX INC 05/22/2013 687054 604.00.2200.416.60010 46.87                       
US BANCORP EQUIPMENT FINANCE, INC. 05/15/2013 923425 604.00.2200.416.40050 4,407.82                 
Fund: 604 ‐ CENTRAL STORES 4,876.53                   

BETTS, BETH 05/15/2013 SPRING PLANTINGS 605.00.7500.460.30700 416.45                    
CULLIGAN 05/18/2013 157 98503022 8 605 00 7500 460 60011 31 31CULLIGAN 05/18/2013 157‐98503022‐8 605.00.7500.460.60011 31.31                       
HUEBSCH SERVICES 05/18/2013 100075 605.00.7500.460.40065 102.03                    
MINNESOTA ELEVATOR, INC 05/18/2013 5395 605.00.7500.460.40040 226.00                    
MN DEPT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY 05/18/2013 0000161847 1 605.00.7500.460.50070 100.00                    
SAM'S CLUB 05/15/2013 7715 0900 6358 0633 605.00.7500.460.60011 22.43                       
USA MOBILITY WIRELESS INC 05/15/2013 0317493‐5 605.00.7500.460.40065 4.89                         
ZEE MEDICAL SERVICE 05/18/2013 5/7/13 605.00.7500.460.60065 138.11                    
Fund: 605 ‐ CITY FACILITIES 1,041.22                   

CARTE GRAPH SYSTEMS 05/15/2013 INVERPRN 606.00.1400.413.40044 14,320.00               
DON PIEHL 05/15/2013 4/30/13 606.00.1400.413.30700 228.79                    
MN GIS/LIS CONSORTIUM 05/15/2013 REGISTRATION‐D. TUMBERG, 606.00.1400.413.50080 162.00                    
MN GIS/LIS CONSORTIUM 05/15/2013 REGISTRATION‐P. MYLAN 606.00.1400.413.50080 162.00                    
MN GIS/LIS CONSORTIUM 05/15/2013 REGISTRATION‐S. ODONNEL 606.00.1400.413.50080 150.00                    
NDC4 05/18/2013 2012 WEB STREAMING EXPENSES 606.00.1400.413.30700 5,970.00                 
OFFICE OF ENTERPRISE TECHNOLOGY 05/18/2013 200B0171 606.00.1400.413.30750 311.81                    
SOLARWINDS 05/15/2013 SW21930046 606.00.1400.413.40044 1,190.00                 
US INTERNET 05/18/2013 5/10/13‐6/9/13 606.00.1400.413.30700 220.00                    
WORKS COMPUTING, INC. 05/15/2013 2/23/12‐3/22/13 606.00.1400.413.40044 1,150.00                 
WORKS COMPUTING, INC. 05/15/2013 1/23/12‐2/22/13 606.00.1400.413.40044 1,150.00                 
WORKS COMPUTING, INC. 05/18/2013 4/30/13 606.00.1400.413.30700 160.00                    
WORKS COMPUTING, INC. 05/18/2013 4/30/13 606.00.1400.413.30700 1,150.00                 
Fund: 606 ‐ TECHNOLOGY FUND 26,324.60                

CLERK OF COURT 05/22/2013 WILLIAM DAVID DEWING 702.229.2291000 500.00                    
POVOLNY SPECIALTIES 05/22/2013 ESCROW REDUCTION 702.229.2293701 1,000.00                 
Fund: 702 ‐ ESCROW FUND 1,500.00                   

Grand Total 504,415.57              





























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

 
SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING  

Meeting Date: May 28, 2013   Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent  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: 

Schedule public hearing on June 24, 2013 at 7:00 p.m. to consider renewal of 3.2 On-Sale 
liquor license held by Arbor Pointe Golf Club. 
 
SUMMARY: 

Arbor Pointe Golf Club has submitted an application for renewal of their 3.2 On-Sale liquor 
license.  Council may recall that the applicant did not renew their license at the end of 2012.  A 
notice of public hearing will be published in the official City newspaper on June 2, 2013.  The 
police department is in the process of completing the required background investigation and the 
findings will be reported at the public hearing. 
 
 
 
 



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

 
SCHEDULE SPECIAL MEETING 

Meeting Date: May 28, 2013   Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent  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: 

Schedule a special City Council meeting on Monday, June 17, 2013 at 6:00 p.m. in the City 
Council Chambers. 
 
 
SUMMARY: 

Council is asked to schedule a special meeting for the purpose of receiving reports from the 
Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission and the Park Champions group.   
 
Staff will post notice of the special meeting as required. 
 
 
 
 



  
 

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

 
PERSONNEL ACTIONS 
 
Meeting Date: May 28, 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:  Aquatics – Michael Ausen, Meghan 
Garin, Laura Kurr, Vicky Fritz, Golf – Patrick Daddario, Elliot Gonsioroski, Jana Patka, Kyle 
Horsch, Cassandra Sage, Sam Nord, James Hamilton, Justin Schaubroeck, Recreation – 
Andrew Wellens, Ellen Stevens, Parks/Utilities – Patrick O’Neil, Samuel Nichols, Mike Winberg, 
Matt Gilbertson, Jeff Jackson, Kids Rock – Amber Weatherford, Melissa Wells,  
 
Please confirm the seasonal/temporary termination of employment of:  Aquatics – Megan 
McDermott, Greta Amtsbauer, Fitness – Michelle Bachmann, Mikela O’Toole. 
 
Please confirm the separation of employment of:  Dana Lindsay, Guest Services. 
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