COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
10-043-0
ORDINANCE NO.
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 28 OF THE DULUTH CITY
CODE, 1959, AS AMENDED, PERTAINING TO HEALTH AND
SANITATION.
CITY PROPOSAL:
The city of Duluth does ordain:
Section 1. That Sections 28-1 through 28-16 of the Duluth City Code, 1959,
as amended, be repealed in their entirety;
Section 2. That Section 28-17 of the Duluth City Code, 1959, as amended,
is hereby amended to read as follows:
Sec. 28-17. Use of carbon tetrachloride for cleaning, etc.
No person within the city shall engage in the business of dry
cleaning with the use of the carbon tetrachloride process or the use
of any process involving washing in compounds of carbon

tetrachloride without first securing written permission therefor

from the director—of—pubiic—theattir city.
Section 3. That Sections 28-18, 28-19, 28-20, and 28-22 of the Duluth City

Code, 1959, as amended, be repealed in their entirety;

Section 4. That Article 111 of Chapter 28 of the Duluth City Code, 1959,
as amended, be repealed in its entirety;

Section 5. That Article 1V of Chapter 28 of the Duluth City Code, 1959,
as amended, be repealed in its entirety;

Section 6. That Article V of Chapter 28 of the Duluth City Code, 1959, as
amended, be repealed in its entirety;

Section 7. That Sections 28-63 through 28-68 of the Duluth City Code,

1959, as amended, be repealed in their entirety.



Section 8. That this ordinance shall take effect 30 days after its passage

and publication.

Approved as to form: Approved for presentation to council:

Attorney Chief Administrative Officer

ADM/ATTY SBH:cjk 8/20/2010

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE: The purpose of this Ordinance is to remove outdated and
inapplicable sections in the Health and Sanitation Chapter of the City Code. The
sections to be removed are superceded by Minnesota Statute, repetitive of
Minnesota Statute, provided for in another chapter, reference a repealed
Minnesota Statute, or are no longer applicable due to changes in technology.
This ordinance does not repeal or modify sections that are more stringent than
Minnesota law.



