AGENDA
OF THE CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 2022 – 5:00 PM
**Reminder this meeting cannot go past 6pm due to Precinct Caucus Meetings**
CALL TO ORDER:
CALL OF ROLL:
DETERMINATION OF QUORUM:
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:
OPEN FORUM:
“An opportunity for members of the public to address the City Council on items not on the current Agenda.
Items requiring Council action maybe deferred to staff or Boards and Commissions for research and
future Council Agendas if appropriate.”
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
1. Consider approving the minutes of the “Council Meeting” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of January 18, 2022.
SCHEDULED BID LETTINGS: NONE
SCHEDULED PUBLIC HEARINGS: NONE
CONSENT AGENDA: NONE
Items under the “Consent Agenda” will be adopted with one motion; however, council members may
request individual items to be pulled from the consent agenda for discussion and action if they choose.
ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF REPORTS OF OFFICERS, BOARDS, AND COMMISSIONS:
2. Organizational and regular meeting minutes of the Water, Light, Power, and Building Commission for
January 5, 2022.
COMMUNICATIONS: NONE
OLD BUSINESS:
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3. Consider adopting Ordinance No. 32, 4th Series annexing land located in Huntsville Township, Polk
County, Minnesota pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414.033 Subdivision 2(3), permitting annexation
by ordinance (2nd Reading).
NEW BUSINESS:
4. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-02-12 setting the final hearing for 2021 Assessment Job No. 1
Street Improvements for Sawgrass Court NW for Tuesday, February 15, 2022.
CLAIMS:
5. Consider authorizing the City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer to issue payment of recommended bills
and payroll.
COUNCIL/STAFF REPORTS:
ADJOURN:
Upcoming Meetings
Work Session – Tuesday, February 8, 2022 – Training Room – 5:00 PM
Council Meeting – Tuesday, February 15, 2022 – Council Chambers – 5:00 PM
Work Session – Tuesday, February 22, 2022 – Training Room – 5:00 PM
Council Meeting – Tuesday, March 1, 2022 – Council Chambers – 5:00 PM
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UNAPPROVED MINUTES
OF THE CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
TUESDAY, JANUARY 18, 2022 – 5:00 PM
CALL TO ORDER:
The Council Meeting of the East Grand Forks City Council for Tuesday, January 18, 2022 was called to
order by Council President Olstad at 5:00 P.M.
CALL OF ROLL:
On a Call of Roll the following members of the East Grand Forks City Council were present: Mayor Steve
Gander, Council President Mark Olstad, Council Vice-President Tim Riopelle, Council Members
Clarence Vetter, Dale Helms, Tim Johnson, Marc DeMers, and Brian Larson.
Staff Present: Jeff Boushee, Fire Chief; Nancy Ellis, City Planner; Ron Galstad, City Attorney; Paul
Gorte, Economic Development Director; Michael Hedlund, Police Chief, Charlotte Helgeson, Library
Director; Reid Huttunen, Parks and Recreation Superintendent; David Murphy, City
Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer; Keith Mykleseth, Water and Light General Manager; Megan Nelson, City
Clerk; and Jason Stordahl, Public Works Director.
DETERMINATION OF QUORUM:
The Council President Determined a Quorum was present.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:
OPEN FORUM:
President Olstad stated the open form was an opportunity for members of the public to address the City
Council on items not on the current agenda and items requiring Council action maybe deferred to staff or
Boards and Commissions for research and future Council Agendas if appropriate. He asked if anyone
would like to address the City Council, please come up to the podium to do so. No one came forward.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
1. Consider approving the minutes of the “Council Meeting” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of January 4, 2022.
2. Consider approving the minutes of the “Work Session” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of January 11, 2022.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER RIOPELLE, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER JOHNSON, TO APPROVE ITEMS ONE (1) AND TWO (2).
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, Larson, Vetter, and Helms.
None.
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SCHEDULED BID LETTINGS: NONE
SCHEDULED PUBLIC HEARINGS:
3. Public Hearing on proposed annexation of approximately 22 acres into the City located near County
Road 17 and west of US Highway 2.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER HELMS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER VETTER, TO OPEN THE PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED ANNEXATION OF
APPROXIMATELY 22 ACRES INTO THE CITY LOCATED NEAR COUNTY ROAD 17 AND
WEST OF US HIGHWAY 2.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, Larson, Vetter, and Helms.
None.

Mr. Murphy stated the public hearing was to consider the proposal to annex in approximately 22 acres
into the City, this was the first step in the process, this was the time to collect public input, and later in the
meeting the Council would consider moving forward with the annexation process. Council President
Olstad asked that anyone wanting to address the Council would need to step up to the podium and state
their name and address.
Mr. John Jeffrey, 43125 200th St SW, explained he was at the meeting on behalf of the Huntsville
Township Board. He stated the Township was also a municipality in the State, they had their own zoning
rules, there were three township supervisors, and one of them was Mr. Dan Zavoral who was excusing
himself from the process. He commented how the property was being proposed to be used as an asphalt
plant, it had gone before the County for a different location, the County rejected the plan, and it was now
being proposed at a different location. He added that Huntsville Township completed its own zoning, the
City had the upper hand when it came to annexing in property, but they wanted to express what their
concerns were.
Mr. Jeffrey told the Council the area to be annexed was currently zoned commercial by the township and
how there were residential homes that were not far from the proposed asphalt site. He stated from a land
use perspective there should be order, the zoning for the remaining area would be controlled by the
township, and zoned commercial leaving an island of industrial. He commented this would be an
opportune time for the City and the township board to discuss orderly annexation and zoning. He asked
what it meant to have an industrial zone and what could be located there. He said American Crystal was
located in this area but they were a major employer of the area and had been in this location for years so
all of the residents in the township were aware of the factory when they purchased their homes. He stated
how the proposed plant was something new to the area, Zavorals did not intent to hurt anyone and would
follow protocols, but the fact that the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) permits the activity
also said something.
Mr. Jeffrey said an asphalt plant could potentially put carcinogens and other particles into the air so even
if they follow the rules there could be impact on the value of properties based on perception. He said the
people that were located across the road would be affected by this along with other concerns about smell,
dust, and noise. He commented how the people with the problem would be calling the township board
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which would put the board in a tough position. He said they were hoping the City would table this item
so there could be discussions between the City and the township on what could make good use of the land
going forward. He added they could also discuss how the proposed plant could affect homeowners and
the businesses located to the south of this area as well. He asked if there were any questions for him.
Council member Vetter asked if the Zavorals had approached the Township about the asphalt plant and
were denied or if they did not approach the township at all. Mr. Jeffrey said the township had been
approached at the other proposed location but the first notice they had received about the current location
was from the City informing them about the public hearing. He said they did invite the Zavorals to a
township meeting with residents, they discussed what was being proposed, and what some of the concerns
were from township residents.
Mr. Rob Raymond, 17702 429th Ave SW, said he lived in the log house in the River Bend area. He stated
he had dropped off some information the previous week to share with the Council and hoped they had
received it. He continued saying Polk County unanimously voted down first asphalt plant location and
reviewed how asphalt plants release harmful airborne particulates which were hazardous to health. He
explained the fumes were known to cause or exacerbate respiratory ailments, other health issues such as
cancer, liver damage, neurological problems, skin irritation, headaches, and nausea. He stated a survey
conducted by an environmental organization indicated that 45% of residents living within a half a mile of
an asphalt plant reported a deterioration of their health after the plant opened. He said the beet plant may
smell from time to time but it was not a health hazard.
Mr. Raymond continued with how Zavorals would have control measures in place to minimize odors but
based on what happened at other factories, the smells and odors could not be contained even being
compliant with the State regulations. He added there were no control measures on the trucks that would
haul away the material, the smells could inhibit outside enjoyment, but the smell could also end up in
homes. He said a concern Simplot had at the other proposed location was the smell from the asphalt plant
leeching into their steel shipping containers which would turn their products into junk. He asked if the
smell could go through a steel shipping container, what would this do going through screens or windows
on a home.
Mr. Raymond stated the noise level would have a massive impact. He explained a person who lived a
mile away from an asphalt plant said even though he could not see the facility it sounded like they had a
jet engineer outside of his window. He stated the increase to number of trucks on Highway 2 would also
greatly increase the noise level year round. He commented information from the County application
included running the site from 6am to 10pm, Monday through Saturday, and expecting 20 trucks per hour.
He said the truck traffic could affect the sugar beet harvest, the wind could carry noise and fumes, and this
plant could affect more homes that those that were in a close proximity. He added that property values
close to an asphalt plant could be reduced by 15% up to 30%, and in some cases up to 56%. He continued
saying there were numerous studies done on the effects of an asphalt plant, complaints filed because of
asphalt plants, and how after looking into some of the complaints the plants were found to be in
compliance with State regulations. He added how he knew people that work for companies that have
asphalt plants, how one person’s car was covered with soot after parking by an asphalt plant, and another
person that works for a construction company told him they do not want to be near to an asphalt plant.
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Mr. Raymond said in addition to the concerns that directly affect property values, businesses, and quality
of life, there were studies done that could be applicable to what was being proposed for this site for a wide
range of issues. He commented how the proposed plant could affect surrounding farmland, soil, and crops
should be given specific consideration during this process. He added how there were lot of businesses
that were fairly close, schools, residential areas, and more that could be affected by this so he did not see
this as an acceptable area for an asphalt plant. He stated he had moved out in that area for a specific reason
and that was all changing rapidly so all they could do was ask that this did not get to be approved. He
commented at some point they would like to downsize and what would they do with a home that smelled
like asphalt. He thanked the Council for their time.
Council President Olstad asked if there were any more comments or questions. There were none.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER RIOPELLE, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER JOHNSON, TO CLOSE THE PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED ANNEXATION
OF APPROXIMATELY 22 ACRES INTO THE CITY LOCATED NEAR COUNTY ROAD 17
AND WEST OF US HIGHWAY 2.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, Larson, Vetter, and Helms.
None.

CONSENT AGENDA:
Items under the “Consent Agenda” will be adopted with one motion; however, council members may
request individual items to be pulled from the consent agenda for discussion and action if they choose.
4. Consider approving the Exempt Gambling Permit application for the Red River Valley Pheasants
Forever to hold a raffle on April 15, 2022 at the Eagles Club #350 located at 227 10th St NW East
Grand Forks, MN 56721 and waive the 30 day waiting period.
5. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-01-10 accepting the donation of a snowmobile trailer from the
Red River Snowmobile Club, Grand Trailers Sales, and Home of Economy, and declare the 1996
trailer as surplus and trade in for the new trailer.
6. Consider approving the request to start the hiring process/register for the position of Police Officer.
7. Consider approving the request to start the hiring process/register for the part time position of
Administrative Assistant/Dispatcher/Jailer.
8. Consider approving the Special Event Application for the Vintage Snowmobile Show to be held on
Saturday, February 5, 2022 from 8am to 6pm and allow them to block off a few parking spaces along
the west side of the parking lot by restaurant row.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER VETTER, TO APPROVE ITEMS FOUR (4) THROUGH EIGHT (8).
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, Larson, Vetter, and Helms.
None.
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ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF REPORTS OF OFFICERS, BOARDS, AND COMMISSIONS:
9. Regular meeting minutes of the Water, Light, Power, and Building Commission for December 15,
2021.
COMMUNICATIONS:
10. Acknowledge the veto of Resolution No. 22-01-09D authorizing a local sales tax at 1.25% for 30 years
for park and recreation facility improvements.
OLD BUSINESS:
11. Reconsider adopting Resolution No. 22-01-09D supporting the authority to impose a local sales tax to
fund specific capital improvements providing regional benefit to establish a 1.25% tax and
$27,500,000 revenue to be raised by the tax over 30 years and authorize the city to issue bonds
supported by the sales tax revenue.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO RECONSIDER ADOPTING RESOLUTION NO. 22-01-09D
SUPPORTING THE AUTHORITY TO IMPOSE A LOCAL SALES TAX TO FUND SPECIFIC
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROVIDING REGIONAL BENEFIT TO ESTABLISH A 1.25%
TAX AND $27,500,000 REVENUE TO BE RAISED BY THE TAX OVER 30 YEARS AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY TO ISSUE BONDS SUPPORTED BY THE SALES TAX REVENUE.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, and Larson.
Vetter and Helms.

Council President Olstad stated the motion failed because there were not enough votes to override the
veto.
NEW BUSINESS:
12. Consider approving Ordinance No. 32, 4th Series annexing land located in Huntsville Township, Polk
County, Minnesota pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414.033 Subdivision 2(3), permitting annexation
by ordinance (1st Reading).
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER HELMS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO APPROVE ORDINANCE NO. 32, 4TH SERIES ANNEXING LAND
LOCATED IN HUNTSVILLE TOWNSHIP, POLK COUNTY, MINNESOTA PURSUANT TO
MINNESOTA STATUTES 414.033 SUBDIVISION 2(3), PERMITTING ANNEXATION BY
ORDINANCE (1ST READING).
Council member Vetter asked if the County would still have to permit the proposed asphalt plant. Mr.
Galstad said it was his understanding the permit would have to be issued by the State and this was just the
process to annex in the property. He stated the City did ask what the property was going to be used for
but they would have to follow the State guidelines. He added the township had this area zoned as
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commercial but the City had place holder for zoning, the State required zoning when annexing property,
and currently it was listed as industrial. He told the Council if annexation did not go through it would
revert back to commercial property.
Ms. Ellis said the State required the City to designate zoning and it had to be in place when the information
was submitted to the State. She then explained there were more steps to this process, this was just for
annexing property, if the annexation was approved, the proposed use would require a special use permit,
and a special use permit requires a hearing and special conditions could be placed on the permit. She
commented how it could include times of operation, an MPCA permit, testing, and how there were a
number of things that could be required with a special use permit. She said this process would also require
the property to be platted and a site plan be completed so there were still a number of steps.
Council member Vetter asked if they would have to request anything from the County for this site. Ms.
Ellis said no if the property was annexed into city limits. Mayor Gander said it was the first reading and
what would come next. Mr. Galstad said it would need to have a second reading, it would need to be
published, then submitted to the State, and copies of the information would be sent to the Township and
County. Ms. Ellis said the annexation needed to be completed before any other application could be
considered. Mayor Gander commented now more public input will be gathered before the next reading.
Discussion followed about how the next reading would be at the next regular meeting, would need to be
published, what recourse the township may have, and how this process was only annexing the property
and not approving the asphalt plant. Ms. Ellis said again the property would have to be within city limits
before the application could be accepted for a special use permit. More discussion followed about if the
special use permit was not approved this site could be used for a different use or be kept as farmland.
Mayor Gander asked about utilities and what the options would be for this property. Ms. Ellis said it
would be determined as a part of the development agreement. Discussion followed about the possible
options, how it may be limited on what may be needed based on the use, how the City would be required
to pay the township the taxes for two years, and estimates were being prepared for the addition of city
utilities so the costs were known for the development agreement.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Abstain:

Johnson, Olstad, Larson, Vetter, and Helms.
Riopelle.
DeMers.

13. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-01-11 declaring adequacy of the petition and ordering
preparation of the report of feasibility for improvements to 4th Street NE.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER HELMS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER DEMERS, TO ADOPT RESOLUTION NO. 22-01-11 DECLARING ADEQUACY OF
THE PETITION AND ORDERING PREPARATION OF THE REPORT OF FEASIBILITY FOR
IMPROVEMENTS TO 4TH STREET NE.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, Larson, Vetter, and Helms.
None.

8

14. Discussion on local sales tax and consider taking action setting a local sales tax and term of tax for
park and recreation facility improvements.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER RIOPELLE, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER JOHNSON, TO DISCUSS A LOCAL SALES TAX AND CONSIDER TAKING
ACTION SETTING A LOCAL SALES TAX AND TERM OF TAX FOR PARK AND
RECREATION FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS .
Mr. Huttunen explained the building committee met and discussed the project again, the committee was
still excited about the concept plan, sales tax was one way of paying for the project, they were looking
into other possible revenue sources such as State bonding, and they were still hopeful sales tax could still
be part of this. He stated the committee was unable to determine what amounts should be applied to each
project, they would like to try to continue to move this process forward, and determine at a later time the
amounts that could be dedicated to each project. He added the first step would be approving a resolution
and get it to the State before the January 31st deadline and meet to determine project budget.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER OLSTAD, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER JOHNSON, TO ADOPT RESOLUTION SUPPORTING A 1.25% SALES TAX FOR
20 YEARS.
Council President Olstad stated he had attended the committee meeting the previous week, how they are
looking at ways to find more funding for these projects including selling property, and they need to make
sure they were moving forward because of the deadline at the end of the month. He commented how this
had been derailed after over a year and a half of work and that did not sit right with him. He said the costs
of this project will only rise so they need to move forward and figure out how to get it done.
Mayor Gander said he agreed, he thanked Mr. Huttunen, the building committee, and the Council for the
professionalism that was shown throughout the entire process. He stated there was a lot of disappointment
from actions taken a couple weeks before but the group pulled together to determine what could be done.
He commented how President Olstad was firm on the $21,500,000, 20 years was a good term to fund this,
and he would support it.
Council member Helms stated he had an issue with not knowing how much more this would cost the City
with the addition of employees. He explained he went to Thief River Falls to discuss the Ralph Englestad
Arena, they hired a company to run the facility which cost around $500,000 a year to run, and when the
City was running the facility it cost around $1.5 million yearly which was why they made a change. He
was concerned about how the maintenance would be kept up on these facilities, he did not see good
maintenance happening currently in the parks, and the mowers were running over garbage, no trimming
was being done. He commented how he also visited Park River regarding their baseball field, they
gathered donations first, and the complex was done through donations. He had an issue with asking the
taxpayers to pay for this before donations were collected because it would affect all of their bills.
Mayor Gander reviewed how this process has changed by going to the State Legislature first, they will be
able to start fundraising once it was approved by the State, and how they would need to fundraise $15
million to cover the entire project. Council member Helms said he thought they were going to cut back
on the project but nothing was cut other than the term from 30 years down to 20 years. Mayor Gander
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said the Building committee did look at what could be cut back so they were ready to move forward with
that. Mr. Huttunen said he would invite any one of the Council to spend time with anyone his employees
to see what they do during a day, there were areas where things could be done better, but he would also
stand up for his employees for the time they were given and what they need to get done. He added the
reference that was used for mowing were not Park and Recreation Department employees and he reviewed
how one employee is currently in charge of clearing sidewalks, trails, and then outdoor rinks. He said
they usually hire a part time person but did not have a single applicant this year for that part time assistant.
Council member Vetter stated the survey results from the Chamber were received, 51 responses were
received, most were from businesses, 37 opposed the improvements, 57% opposed a sales tax to pay for
the improvements, and continued reviewing the results. He commented how an overwhelming majority
would only support a 1% sales tax or less. He said he had received an email from a baseball enthusiast
who shared information about improvements that were done in Mandan for $2.5 million. He said when
this first started the amount they were looking at was $20 million, that had changed into $37 million, and
he was upset that they were adding a baseball field to the Civic Center instead of having it as a separate
location and a separate question. He suggested redoing Stauss Park and spending $2.5 million there would
make it a phenomenal place. He said they need to take a hard look at these numbers before they were
brought before the citizens or all of the projects may be voted down so he would be voting no for 1.25%.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, and Larson.
DeMers, Vetter, and Helms.

CLAIMS:
15. Consider authorizing the City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer to issue payment of recommended bills
and payroll.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER JOHNSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER VETTER, TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR/CLERK-TREASURER
TO ISSUE PAYMENT OF RECOMMENDED BILLS AND PAYROLL.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, Larson, Vetter, and Helms.
None.

COUNCIL/STAFF REPORTS:
Mayor Gander thanked Public Works for the continued snow removal. He added he had attended an All
City Service Club luncheon, both he and Mayor Bochenski spoke, the work was discussed about all of the
work that was being done by the clubs, and it was a nice reminder to serve the community.
Council Vice-President Riopelle thanked Mr. Huttunen and the building committee for all of their work,
they were looking at all aspects of the project, and they were looking at what could be cut while keeping
things excellent.
Council Member Johnson thanked Mr. Stordahl and Mr. Huttunen for the work they do.
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Council Member Larson thanked everyone for all of the input on the recreational project and looking for
towards the future.
Council President Olstad also thanked everyone that had been working on the project, they had done great
work, and stayed on task. He also thanked all departments for all the work they do.
Mr. Murphy reminded the Council that he would be out of the office on Friday.
ADJOURN:
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER JOHNSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER LARSON, TO ADJOURN THE JANUARY 18, 2022 COUNCIL MEETING OF THE
EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA CITY COUNCIL AT 5:57 P.M.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, Larson, Vetter, and Helms.
None.

_______________________________________________
David Murphy, City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer
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#2

The organizational meeting of the Water, Light, Power and Building Commission of the City of East Grand
Forks, Minnesota held January 5, 2022 at 8:00 a.m. was called to order by city attorney, Ron Galstad.
Present: Grinde, Beauchamp, Quirk, DeMers
Absent: None
Also present: Keith Mykleseth, Ron Galstad, Todd Grabanski, Steve Emery, Kevin Hatcher, and Corey
Thompson.
The following nomination was made for President of the Water, Light, Power and Building Commission:
Punky Beauchamp.
It was moved by Commissioner Quirk seconded by Commissioner Grinde that the nominations for
President be closed and that a unanimous ballot be cast for Mr. Beauchamp as President.
Voting Aye: Grinde, Beauchamp, Quirk, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
The following nomination was made for Vice President of the Water, Light, Power and Building
Commission: Mike Quirk.
It was moved by Commissioner Grinde seconded by Commissioner DeMers that the nominations for Vice
President be closed and that a unanimous ballot be cast for Mr. Quirk as Vice President.
Voting Aye: Grinde, Beauchamp, Quirk, DeMers.
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Quirk seconded by Commissioner Grinde to adjourn the organizational
meeting.
Voting Aye: Grinde, Beauchamp, Quirk, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
The regular meeting of the Water, Light, Power and Building Commission of the City of East Grand Forks,
Minnesota held January 5, 2022 at 8:02 a.m. was called to order by newly elected President,
Commissioner Punky Beauchamp.
Present: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Absent: None
Also present: Keith Mykleseth, Ron Galstad, Todd Grabanski, Steve Emery, Kevin Hatcher, and Corey
Thompson.
It was moved by Commissioner Grinde seconded by Commissioner Quirk that the minutes of the previous
regular meeting of December 15, 2021 be approved as read.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers.
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Grinde seconded by Commissioner Quirk to authorize the Secretary to
issue payment of the recommended bills and payroll in the amount of $482,641.45.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers.
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Quirk seconded by Commissioner Grinde to approve the Plans and
Specs for the Water Meter Replacement Project as presented by Steve Emery, WSN; advertise for bids;
set bid date for January 27, 2022 at 10:00 am.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
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It was moved by Commissioner Quirk seconded by Commissioner Grinde to approve the Letter of
Understanding from Brady Martz for the 2021 Audit as presented.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Grinde seconded by Commissioner Quirk to authorize the Civil Service
Secretary to begin the hiring process for the Water and Electric Distribution Foreman position.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Quirk seconded by Commissioner Grinde to approve the MMUA
Delegation list as presented by Keith Mykleseth, General Manager.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Quirk seconded by Commissioner Grinde to adjourn at 8:30 a.m. to the
next regular meeting on January 19, 2022 at 8:00 am to be held in the City Council Chambers.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers.
Voting Nay: None
Kevin Hatcher
EC Specialist
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Request for Council Action
Date: January 18, 2022
To:

East Grand Forks City Council Mayor Steve Gander, Council President Mark Olstad, Council
Vice-President Tim Riopelle, Council members Clarence Vetter, Dale Helms, Tim Johnson, Marc
DeMers, and Brian Larson.

Cc:

File

From: David Murphy, East Grand Forks City Administrator
RE:

Ordinance No. 32, 4th Series Annexing Land Located in Huntsville Township

Background
On November 16th, 2021 the City Council accepted a petition from Randy Enright to annex 22.06 acres
more or less in Huntsville Township into the City of East Grand Forks. Notices were sent to property
owners located within the required notification area inviting them to speak at the Public Hearing to be
held on January 18th, 2022 at the East Grand Forks City Hall.
The property meets the statutory requirements for annexation into the City. After the Public Hearing,
the Council may pass the Ordinance annexing the property into the City.
A copy of a Memorandum to the Council from City Attorney Ron Galstad is included with this RCA
along with the Ordinance, notice sent to property owners, a survey of the property to be annexed,
petition from the property owner and the Resolution passed on November 16th, 2022
Requested Action
A MOTION to Approve Ordinance 32, 4th Series Annexing Land Located in Huntsville Township into
the City of East Grand Forks.
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ORDINANCE NO. 32, 4th Series
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA ANNEXING
LAND LOCATED IN HUNTSVILLE TOWNSHIP, POLK COUNTY, MINNESOTA
PURSUANT TO MINNESOTA STATUTES § 414.033 SUBDIVISION 2(3), PERMITTING
ANNEXATION BY ORDINANCE
WHEREAS, a petition signed by all the property owners dated October 20, 2021, requesting that
property legally described herein be annexed to the City of East Grand Forks Minnesota, was duly
presented to the Council of the City of East Grand Forks, Minnesota on the 16th day of November,
2021; and
WHEREAS, said property is unincorporated and abuts the City of East Grand Forks on its eastern
boundary just north of Polk County Road 17; is less than 120 acres; is not presently served by
public sewer facilities or public sewer facilities are not otherwise available; and
WHEREAS, said property is not located within a flood plain or shoreland area.
WHEREAS, said property is currently agricultural and annexation is requested to facilitate the
extension of city services for industrial development of the property; and
WHEREAS, the City of East Grand Forks held a public hearing pursuant to Minnesota Statutes §
414.033 Subd. 2b, on January 18,2022, following thirty (30) days written notice by certified mail
to the Town of Huntsville and to all landowners within and contiguous to the area legally described
herein to be annexed; and
WHEREAS, provisions of Minnesota Statutes § 414.033 Subd. 13 are not applicable in that there
will be no change in the electric utility service provider resulting from the annexation of the
territory to the municipality.
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
HEREBY ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:
1. The City Council hereby determines that the property as hereinafter described abuts the city
limits and is or is about to become urban or suburban in nature in that industrial use is being
proposed for said property the construction of which requires or will need city services, including
public sewer facilities.
2. None of the property is now included within the limits of any city, or in any area that has already
been designated for orderly annexation pursuant to Minnesota Statute § 414.0325.

26

-23. The corporate limits of the City of East Grand Forks, Minnesota, are hereby extended to
include the following described property, said land abutting the City of East Grand Forks,
Minnesota and being 120 acres or less in area, and is not presently served by public sewer facilities
or public sewer facilities are not otherwise available, and the City having received a petition for
annexation from all property owners of the land, to wit:
The easterly 2.0 acres of the West Half of the Southeast Quarter and that part of the East
Half of the Southeast Quarter, all in Section 6, Township 151 North, Range 49 West of the 5th
Principal Meridian, Polk County, Minnesota, described as follows:
Commencing at the southeast corner of said Section 6; thence westerly along the
south line of said Section 6 having a grid bearing of South 87 degrees 24 minutes
17 seconds West, a distance of 276.73 feet; thence North 02 degrees 30 minutes 30
seconds West, a distance of 1895.00 feet to the point of beginning of that tract of
land to be described herein; thence continuing North 02 degrees 30 minutes 30
seconds West, a distance of 756.29 feet to the north line of said Southeast Quarter;
thence South 87 degrees 06 minutes 48 seconds West, along said north line, a
distance of 1070.67 feet; thence South 02 degrees 27 minutes 00 seconds East,
parallel with the west line of said East Half of the Southeast Quarter, a distance of
2645.85 feet to the south line of said Southeast Quarter; thence North 87 degrees
24 minutes 17 seconds East, along said south line, a distance of 80.00 feet; thence
North 02 degrees 27 minutes 00 seconds West, parallel with the west line of said
East Half of the Southeast Quarter, a distance of 1889.96 feet; thence North 87
degrees 06 minutes 48 seconds East, a distance of 991.44 feet to the point of
beginning.
The above-described property consists of a total of 22.06 acres, more or less. Copies of the
corporate boundary map showing the property to be annexed and its relationship to the corporate
boundaries and all appropriate plat maps are attached hereto.
4. That the population of the area legally described herein and hereby annexed is Zero. The area
is not populated.
5. The City of East Grand Forks, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes § 414.036, that with respect to
the property taxes payable on the area legally described (herein or attached exhibit), hereby
annexed, shall make a cash payment to the Town of Huntsville in accordance with the following
schedule:
a.

In the first year following the year in which the City of East Grand Forks
could first levy on the annexed area, an amount equal
to $335.65; and

b.

In the second year, an amount equal to $335.64.
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-36. That pursuant to Minnesota Statutes § 414.036 with respect to any special assessments assigned
by the Town to the annexed property and any portion of debt incurred by the Town prior to the
annexation and attributable to the property to be annexed:
There are no special assessments or debt incurred by the Town on the subject are for which
reimbursement is required.
7. That the City Clerk of the City of East Grand Forks is hereby authorized and directed to file a
copy of this Ordinance with the Municipal Boundary Adjustment Unit of the Office of
Administrative Hearings, the Minnesota Secretary of State, the Polk County Auditor, and the
Huntsville Township Clerk.
8. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage and publication and
final upon the date this Ordinance is approved by the Office of Administrative Hearings. Further
it shall be given number 32, 4th series, and after its approval by the Office of Administrative
Hearings.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:
The President declared the Ordinance passed.
ATTEST:

City Administrator

Council President

I hereby approve the foregoing Ordinance this 1st day of February, 2022.

______
Mayor
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Request for Council Action
Date: 01/19/22
To:

East Grand Forks City Council Mayor Steve Gander, Council President Mark Olstad, Council
Vice-President Tim Riopelle, Council members Clarence Vetter, Dale Helms, Tim Johnson, Marc
DeMers, and Brian Larson.

Cc:

File

From: Administration Office
RE:

Request Approval of Resolution Setting Hearing Date

At the January 11th Work Session the Council gave direction to staff to prepare the information to hold the
final hearing for the street improvements for Sawgrass Court NW. This resolution is formalizing the
request to set the hearing. The notice was published starting on January 26th and the notice and
supporting documentation were mailed to the property owners on January 24th. This meets the
requirement of having this done a minimum of two weeks prior to the meeting.
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RESOLUTION NO. 22 – 02 – 12
RESOLUTION FOR HEARING ON PROPOSED ASSESSMENTS
Council Member _______, supported by Council Member _______, introduced the following resolution and moved
its adoption:
WHEREAS, The City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer with the assistance of the person designated, has calculated
the proper amount to be specially assessed against every lot, piece and parcel of land for improvements described
as “2021 Assessment Job No. 1 – Street Improvements for Sawgrass Court NW”; and
WHEREAS, Said calculations known as the proposed assessments were filed with the Administrator/ClerkTreasurer on January 11, 2022 for public inspection; and

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST GRAND FORKS,
MINNESOTA:
1. A hearing shall be held at 5:00pm or as soon as possible thereafter on February 15, 2022 in the
City Hall Council Chambers located at 600 Demers Ave to pass upon such proposed assessments.
All persons owning property affected by such improvement will be given an opportunity to be
heard with reference to such assessment.
2. The City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer has placed a notice of hearing on the proposed
assessment, which was published in the official newspaper at least two weeks prior to the hearing,
and it stated in the notice the total cost of the improvement. He shall also cause mailed notice to
be given to the owner of each parcel described in the assessment roll not less than two weeks prior
to the hearing.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:
The President declared the resolution passed.
Passed: February 1, 2022
Attest:
________________________________________
City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer

___________________________________
President of Council

I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 1st day of February, 2022.
___________________________________
Mayor
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