AGENDA
OF THE CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 15, 2022 – 5:00 PM
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 “Work Session” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of January 25, 2022.
2. Consider approving the minutes of the “Council Meeting” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of February 1, 2022.
3. Consider approving the minutes of the “Work Session” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of February 8, 2022.
SCHEDULED BID LETTINGS: NONE
SCHEDULED PUBLIC HEARINGS:
4. Public Hearing on the 2021 Assessment Job No. 1 – Street Improvements for Sawgrass Court NW.
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:
5. Regular meeting minutes of the Water, Light, Power, and Building Commission for January 19, 2022.
COMMUNICATIONS: NONE
Individuals with disabilities, language barriers or other needs who plan to attend the meeting and will need special
accommodations should contact Nancy Ellis, ADA Coordinator at (218)-773-2208. Please contact us at least 48 hours before
the meeting to give our staff adequate time to make arrangements. Also, materials can be provided in alternative formats for
people with disabilities or with limited English proficiency (LEP) by contacting the ADA Coordinator (218)-773-2208 five
(5) days prior to the meeting.
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OLD BUSINESS: NONE
NEW BUSINESS:
6. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-02-13 accepting and awarding the bid for improvement for 2021
Assessment Job. No 1 Street Improvement to Opp Construction for a total construction cost of
$116,981.00.
7. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-02-14 adopting Assessment Roll 342 for 2021 Assessment Job
No. 1 Street Improvements for Sawgrass Court NW for a total assessment of $127,882.54.
8. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-02-15 authorizing payment to Widseth for the preparation for
the plans and specifications for 2022 Assessment Job No. 1 – Utility and Street Reconstruction for
20th Street NW and 5th Avenue NW.
CLAIMS:
9. Consider authorizing the City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer to issue payment of recommended bills
and payroll.
COUNCIL/STAFF REPORTS:
ADJOURN:

PLEASE SEE NEXT PAGE FOR CLOSED SESSION AGENDA

Individuals with disabilities, language barriers or other needs who plan to attend the meeting and will need special
accommodations should contact Nancy Ellis, ADA Coordinator at (218)-773-2208. Please contact us at least 48 hours before
the meeting to give our staff adequate time to make arrangements. Also, materials can be provided in alternative formats for
people with disabilities or with limited English proficiency (LEP) by contacting the ADA Coordinator (218)-773-2208 five
(5) days prior to the meeting.
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AGENDA
OF THE CLOSED SESSION
CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 15, 2022 – FOLLOWING THE COUNCIL MEETING
CALL TO ORDER:
CALL OF ROLL:
DETERMINATION OF QUORUM:

1. This meeting is closed pursuant to MN Statute 13D05 Subd 3(c) 3 to develop or consider offers or
counteroffers for the purchase or sale of real or personal property for parcel 59.00061.01.

ADJOURN:

Upcoming Meetings
Work Session – Tuesday, February 22, 2022 – Training Room – 5:00 PM
Council Meeting – Tuesday, March 1, 2022 – Council Chambers – 5:00 PM
Work Session – Tuesday, March 8, 2022 – Training Room – 5:00 PM
Council Meeting – Tuesday, March 15, 2022 – Council Chambers – 5:00 PM

Individuals with disabilities, language barriers or other needs who plan to attend the meeting and will need special
accommodations should contact Nancy Ellis, ADA Coordinator at (218)-773-2208. Please contact us at least 48 hours before
the meeting to give our staff adequate time to make arrangements. Also, materials can be provided in alternative formats for
people with disabilities or with limited English proficiency (LEP) by contacting the ADA Coordinator (218)-773-2208 five
(5) days prior to the meeting.
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UNAPPROVED MINUTES
OF THE CITY
COUNCIL WORK SESSION
CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
TUESDAY, JANUARY 25, 2022 – 5:00 PM
CALL TO ORDER:
The Work Session of the East Grand Forks City Council for Tuesday, January 25, 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 Dale
Helms, Tim Johnson, Marc DeMers, and Brian Larson.
Staff Present: Karla Anderson, Finance Director; Jeff Boushee, Fire Chief; Nancy Ellis, City Planner;
Steve Emery, City Engineer; 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 A QUORUM:
The Council President Determined a Quorum was present.
1. Request for Liquor License at 1st Glance Events – Heather Bru’ton
Mr. Murphy explained the City had been contacted by Ms. Bru’ton, owner of First Glance Events,
inquiring about a liquor license, which was a service she wanted to be able to offer to clients. He said she
had worked with some of the businesses that had a liquor-catering license but was not always able to make
the schedule work.
Ms. Bru’ton introduced herself, stated she had worked in the industry for about 30 years, and this was the
first venue that she owned and operated. She explained she would be excited to be able to offer liquor as
a service at her venue and she was not currently competitive because she currently did not have that as a
service. She stated she usually received 15 to 20 calls a day about booking the venue but when the person
find out they were not able to have alcohol as a service she did not hear back from them.
Ms. Bru’ton said she loved East Grand Forks, which was why she located her business in the city. She
stated she would like to upgrade and move up to the next level with her business. She explained there
were some things that she would like to try that has happened in other parts of the country such as having
a pet bar where people were able to bring their pet to the bar and there would be a separate area for pets
to play. She said before the pandemic she would design events at local hotels for 100 up to 400 people.
She said most events now are only 75 to 100 people that she designs for so being able to hold events at
her venue would help her. She thanked her husband for detailing cars through the pandemic, which kept
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her open, she was trying to recover, and if something did not change, she would not be able to make it
through the year. She said she wanted to cater to the area that she lived in.
Mr. Murphy said the City was able to have seven liquor licenses that were not tied to restaurants, currently
two were being used, and there were five still available. Council President Olstad asked if there were any
questions. Council member Helms asked for clarification on where the liquor license would be. Ms.
Bru’ton said it would be for her venue, she was license for 162 in one area, and the whole building would
hold approximately 250. Council member Helms said he was wondering how many people her venue
could hold and how he was all about supporting East Grand Forks businesses. Council member DeMers
asked for clarification and if this included catering or just be an on-sale liquor license. Mr. Murphy said
it was just an on-sale liquor license. There were no further questions. Mayor Gander thanked Ms. Bru’ton
for coming in. Mr. Murphy said staff would send out the information to start the process for the liquor
license.
This item will be brought back to a future meeting.
2. Request for Pedestrian Crossing – Monsignor Mike Foltz
Monsignor Mike Foltz introduced himself to the Council along with Joe Zavoral who was a trustee of the
church. He said they would like to know what the plan was for 3rd Street because he had received an email
from Mr. Murphy earlier in the afternoon, which indicated the railroad was not interested in allowing
pedestrian traffic. He asked what everything was going to look like because it might affect their parking.
Mr. Emery said 3rd Street crossing would be closed, the closest crossing would be at Central Avenue and
it would not be as convenient for people to park in some of the areas they were currently parking. He
stated they were also looking at if the street located next to the rails would be changed from a two way to
a one-way street. Mr. Murphy asked Mr. Emery to explain the fencing that would be included as a part
of this project. Mr. Emery said the fencing would extend from the floodwall to the Central Avenue
crossing and it would be placed on the back of the curb. Mr. Murphy asked if a fence would be put up on
both sides of the tracks. Mr. Emery said he believed so.
Council member DeMers said in the preliminary plans there had been a pedestrian crossing at 3rd Street
and asked when that was eliminated. Mr. Emery said he did not have that as a part of any proposals but
they had been included at the Central and 2nd Street crossings. Ms. Ellis said it could have been included
if the 3rd Street crossing would have been kept open. She said once it was decided to close that intersection
the pedestrian crossing was removed. Council member DeMers asked who made the final decision. Ms.
Ellis said BNSF had the final decision.
Council member DeMers asked what guarantee the City had the railroad would stop using the horns and
who had oversight. Mr. Emery explained once all of the improvements were in place the City would file
a notice of establishment with the railroad and that would inform them the quiet zone was in place.
Council member DeMers asked again, what guarantee they would have the horns would stop. Mr. Murphy
explained there was a draft agreement between the City and the railroad for the quiet zone, provisions
were included, but he was not aware of ramifications for the railroad if they did not abide by it. Council
member DeMers said they were trying to manage the positive and negatives, he disagreed the pedestrian
crossing was not a part of this and asked how things should be mitigated. Mr. Murphy said there was a
supervisor they could reach out to and a tradeoff for the closing of 3rd Street was the railroad paying for a
portion of this project. He added they would be able to appeal the decision but his experience with
2|Page
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railroads was no one tells them what to do in their 100-foot right-of-way.
Mr. Zavoral asked why 3rd Street was being closed instead of the Central crossing. Mr. Emery said the
biggest reason was the configuration of the streets by the crossing and how keeping it open required a
four-quadrant system, which would cost around $1 million. Mr. Murphy said the other intersections
allowed for stacking. Discussion followed about how a median would be installed at the other crossings
to prevent traffic from trying to drive around the gates, how the quadrant system would not require a
median system, but the overall cost for the system was $1 million. Mr. Zavoral asked if the median at
Central Avenue would prevent left turns. Mr. Emery said it would not.
Council member DeMers said if the issues was with parking and access if an agreement could be done
between the City and Sacred Heart allowing access from 2nd, turn it over, or where additional parking
could be allowed. Mr. Emery asked what the plan was for the old water tower property. Mr. Zavoral
explained that Sacred Heart was growing and the property was purchase for additional employee parking.
He said they were still working on the lot plan and using that lot did not provide the additional spaces but
would not provide all of the spaces that were used located on the other side of the railroad tracks.
Council member Larson said he was uncomfortable, the parking at the trailhead was public parking, and
they were not losing parking because it was public parking. Mr. Zavoral said that was correct but this was
the easiest spot for parking and they were concerned the quiet zone would hinder the activity at their
facility. Council member Larson stated it could be a hindrance but it was still city property. Council
member DeMers commented that it was city property but it could be considered a taking. Mr. Galstad
stated it was not a taking. Mr. Zavoral stated people were parking all along 3rd Street out to Central
Avenue when events were taking place so their main concern was the parking that was close to the entrance
to the auditorium and gym. He added they had been told pedestrian access was going to be included in
the project and since it was not, they were there as concerned citizens.
Mayor Gander said the City has wanted to work closely with Sacred Heart on this project and if this would
be an impediment, he would consider not moving forward with the quiet zone. He said it was his viewpoint
and it should be a cooperative effort. Council member Helms said the Mayor was forgetting about the
residents that lived in the neighborhood and they were the ones that brought this forward. He asked if a
parking lot could be added to the west end of the GFG lot, which was already owned by Sacred Heart and
it could fit quite a few cars. Council Vice-President Riopelle said the City should control what it could,
many things were out of the City’s control, how his grandkids have to park a few blocks away from Central
School in downtown Grand Forks, and a few blocks was not a big deal. He added attended church at
Sacred Heart and he did not like the train whistle blowing during the service. He said if they delay any
longer, the project could be delayed or it may not move forward at all.
Mr. Emery stated additional safety measures were required for a quiet zone, the application had been with
the Federal Railroad Administration for about a year, and they were close to getting final approval. He
said if they added a pedestrian crossing, it could start the process over again. He added based on the email
received from BNSF requesting a pedestrian crossing would be an uphill battle. Discussion followed
about if the City could appeal the decision, there was data that showed pedestrian crossings in a quiet zone
were very dangerous, and there were pedestrian crossings at the other two crossings.
Mr. Murphy said parking in the downtown area was an issue; the City has looked at solutions for parking,
and for maintenance. He explained the City could work with Sacred Heart and make it know what other
areas or other public lots people could park in such as the lot on the north end block. He added the City
3|Page
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would need to get a notice out that the 3rd Street crossing would be closing so people start thinking about
taking alternate routes. Mayor Gander suggested trying to create parking if that could help the situation.
Council President Olstad stated he was referring to Parcel 83.00069.01. He asked if the City would be
going back and verifying to see if anything else could be added. Mr. Murphy said they did have provisions
for some pedestrian crossings, staff could push for it, but a barrier would be required so it not be a cheap
fix. Discussion followed about ramps and a short bridge over for pedestrians, the ramps and bridge would
have to be ADA compliant, and it was not something the City wanted to push for and then say it was too
expensive to do. Mayor Gander said they could ask and say it would be dependent on costs.
Council member Larson said he was interested to find parking solutions during events and asked if a traffic
count could be done during the next event. Mr. Zavoral said there was a game that evening. Council
member Larson said he would be interested to see how many spaces would be needed. Mr. Zavoral told
the Council around 15 spots were taken up in their parking lot by people living in the apartments since
there was not much street parking. Council member Larson said he was curious to see if current parking
areas could accommodate the parking needs.
Council President Olstad asked if the pedestrian crossing was not allowed if Sacred Heart would no longer
support the project. Monsignor Foltz said they wanted a quiet zone, he requested to keep communicating
to see what was possible, and it may come to a dead end. Council member DeMers asked to look into the
street that was located on BNSF property and what could happen to it. Mr. Murphy said he believed the
railroad had granted an easement for the road but would confirm it. Council member Johnson asked when
it would come up for a vote. Mr. Murphy stated the Council had already voted on the project so the next
step would be getting bids for the construction of the project, which could start in the fall. Mr. Emery said
the work that would be done by the City could be done over the summer, the railroad still needed to
complete some work, and the quiet zone could be established in the fall or it may not be done until the
following year. Discussion followed getting the project done before school started. Monsignor Foltz
thanked the Council for their time and consideration.
ADJOURN:
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER JOHNSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER HELMS TO ADJOURN THE JANUARY 25, 2022 WORK SESSION OF THE EAST
GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA CITY COUNCIL AT 5:48 P.M.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, Larson, Helms, and Riopelle.
None.
Vetter.
_______________________________________________
David Murphy, City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer
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UNAPPROVED MINUTES
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:
The Council Meeting of the East Grand Forks City Council for Tuesday, February 1, 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, Tim Johnson, Marc DeMers, and Brian Larson.
Staff Present: Jeff Boushee, Fire Chief; Nancy Ellis, City Planner; Steve Emery, City Engineer; Ron
Galstad, City Attorney; 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 18, 2022.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER JOHNSON, TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE “COUNCIL MEETING” FOR
THE EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA CITY COUNCIL OF JANUARY 18, 2022.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

Olstad, DeMers, Larson, Vetter, Riopelle, and Johnson.
None.
Helms.
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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:
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).
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER JOHNSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO ADOPT 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).
Mayor Gander stated his home was approximately a mile for the proposed location, he was not a part of
the group that had received notices about the annexation, and not considered in close proximity. He
explained he wanted to disclose he lived within a mile of the location and he trusted the process they were
going through. He added he would participate in the discussions and abide by the decision made by the
Council. Mr. Murphy stated the City had received a voicemail that was shared with the Council which
was in opposition of this item.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Abstain:
Absent:

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

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.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER RIOPELLE, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER VETTER, TO ADOPT RESOLUTION NO. 22-02-12 SETTING THE FINAL
2|P age
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HEARING FOR 2021 ASSESSMENT JOB NO. 1 STREET IMPROVEMENTS FOR SAWGRASS
COURT NW FOR TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 15, 2022.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

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

CLAIMS:
5. 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 LARSON, TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR/CLERK-TREASURER
TO ISSUE PAYMENT OF RECOMMENDED BILLS AND PAYROLL.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

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

COUNCIL/STAFF REPORTS:
Mayor Gander thanked Mr. Huttunen for the quickness of getting the information to the State so
Representative Kiel and Senator Johnson were able to get bills drafted. He explained they would do what
was necessary to testify and if approved it would be brought back to the residents to vote on at the general
election. He added things were moving forward.
Council Vice-President Riopelle reminded everyone the Bantam hockey team was holding a spaghetti
feed fundraiser at the VFW.
Council Member Johnson said the Enright family sold land for the schools after the flood and if they
wanted to annex the property the Council should move that forward. He added he appreciated what they
had done for the community.
ADJOURN:
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER JOHNSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER LARSON, TO ADJOURN THE FEBRUARY 1, 2022 COUNCIL MEETING OF THE
EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA CITY COUNCIL AT 5:06 P.M.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

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

_______________________________________________
David Murphy, City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer
3|P age
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UNAPPROVED MINUTES
OF THE CITY
COUNCIL WORK SESSION
CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 2022 – 5:00 PM
CALL TO ORDER:
The Work Session of the East Grand Forks City Council for Tuesday, February 8, 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, Tim Johnson, Marc DeMers, and Brian Larson.
Staff Present: Jeff Boushee, Fire Chief; Nancy Ellis, City Planner; Steve Emery, City Engineer; 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; and Megan Nelson, City Clerk.
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM:
The Council President Determined a Quorum was present.
1. Discussion on Utilities and Street Reconstruction for 5th Ave and 20th St NW – David
Murphy
Mr. Murphy explained he was aware of the provision of needing a super majority for council initiated
projects to move forward but this was not something that typically came up. He stated the vote was four
ayes to three nays for moving forward with ordering the plans and specifications, which was not a super
majority. He said the engineer had completed most of the plans and specifications for the project and the
information would be good for a few years. He told the Council the item would not be at the following
meeting because it technically failed and asked for feedback or direction.
Council President Olstad asked if a member of the prevailing side could request this item to be brought
back. Mr. Murphy said they could. Mayor Gander stated they should come up with a new course of action
because doing nothing would be an error. Mr. Emery stated by the time this was determined he had
already completed an RCA requesting to file plans and specifications and set the bid date. He said the
plans were 95% complete, the plans could be put on the shelf for three to five years and still be good, and
he would like to finish the plans so it would be ready to go.
Council President Olstad asked what would be required to reconsider. Mr. Murphy said it would only
take one person from the prevailing side to reconsider the project. Council President Olstad asked how
the Council would like to move forward. Council member Larson said there was a discussion about a
project with a limited scope, asked if that was designed, and if they could be bid as Option A and Option
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B. Mr. Emery said the direction from the council meeting was to proceed with plans and specifications
with reconstruction of a concrete street. He added they were going to get bids to see where the costs came
in.
Council member DeMers asked if a resolution was needed at the next meeting to approve payment for this
work. Mr. Murphy said typically the payments were approved on the check register and if the project did
not move forward it would be covered by the engineering budget. He added he planned to treat this the
same way. Discussion followed about a resolution approving payment would allow for a paper trail and
how it did not seem there would be two that voted nay changing their votes.
This item will be referred to a City Council Meeting for action.
2. Discussion on Future Bridges – Clarence Vetter
Council member Vetter told the Council that the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) created an
ad hoc committee made up of citizens along with some elected officials to review Elks Drive and 32 nd
Avenue as potential bridge locations. He stated they looked at items such as traffic patterns and safety
issues, requested the elected officials take the information back to each of their groups, and based on the
information, 32nd Avenue was a better site for a bridge. He added there was no recommendation from the
ad hoc group; it was just based on the data.
Council member Vetter continued saying the MPO discussed what the next steps were; the project would
need to be shovel ready, and what the process would be to get the project to that point. He stated members
from both cities were going to bring the information back to their councils and determine what the process
would be going forward. He added that the MPO was going to invite members from the Minnesota and
North Dakota Department of Transportation (DOT) to their meeting next month to discuss this further.
He asked what kind of discussion they wanted to have at the council level. Council President Olstad asked
if the discussion would include both bridges. Council member Vetter said it would not include the
Merrifield Bridge because that was outside of the City’s jurisdiction.
Mayor Gander asked for some details on how the 32nd Avenue Bridge would reach some of the objectives
and be the preferred corridor. Council member Larson explained costs between the two locations was not
very different or for flood protection but the 32nd location did improve traffic flow at a number of
intersections in Grand Forks. He stated it would be a much more efficient location and help alleviate
traffic along the South Washington corridor. He said there were traffic problems at two intersections in
East Grand Forks, which were Bygland and Rhinehart and Bygland and 13th Street SE. He stated those
traffic issues and service levels would be addressed by either proposed bridge location. He explained the
level of service improved in Grand Forks because they were reducing many turning movements with a
location on 32nd Avenue and helped reduce the number of cars of South Washington. He said the
intersection of South Washington and Demers Avenue was one of the worst intersections in the State of
North Dakota, there was no room to grow, and the addition of the bridge helped take away some of the
traffic.
Council member Larson stated some of the push back was primarily from the residential neighborhood
around the 32nd Avenue and Belmont Road area, which was expected, there were more homes at the 32nd
Avenue location compared to the Elks Drive location, and again the committee did not make a
recommendation. He added the committee reviewed all of the data, the level of service, and the
community financial impact. He said the 32nd Avenue bridge showed a higher return on investment and
2|Page
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would pay for itself based on the overall impact to the economy which was not the case with the Elks
Drive location. Council Vice-President Riopelle asked if it was the high and dry bridge or the wet bridge.
Council member Larson said it was the medium bridge.
Council member Vetter said Council member Larson was referring to cost of benefit ratios and there were
more benefits with the 32nd Avenue bridge compared to the Elks Drive location. Council President Olstad
asked where the bridge would be located in East Grand Forks. Discussion followed about how either
bridge location ended up by the flood protection and the final location should consider how things might
look in the long-term. Council member DeMers said more mitigation would be required if it was located
further to the south. He stated they were looking at how to move from plan to action, the MPO did not
have the ability to move this project forward, and buy in was needed from both cities to move things
forward to get it to a shovel ready project. He said they would need to determine who would be the lead
agency and how they would like to address funding. He reviewed how an environmental impact study
would need to be completed; they would need to determine the scope, and what funding sources would be
available. He asked to authorize the city administrator to start meeting with the Grand Forks city
administrator and coordinating the effort. He added they would need to consider what should be spent in
preparing the project. Mr. Murphy informed the Council that he had been talking with his counterpart in
Grand Forks about the steps that would needed to move this project forward and possible funding sources.
Council member DeMers said the property in this area of a potential bridge was going to be auctioned off
in March and suggested holding a closed-door session to discuss the possible purchase of the property.
Council President Olstad asked if there was anything else. Council member Vetter said the Council could
consider committing funds to this project or complete some of the required studies. Mr. Murphy said he
could look into that. Discussion followed about the possibility of sharing the costs, there had been
discussions about the lead agency, and the suggestion of the creation of a sub-committee with members
from both sides of the river making it a collaborative effort. Council member Vetter said a lead agency
would be needed for the federal level but at the local level, the decisions would be shared. More discussion
followed about if there was already a group that could take this on or if needed to be another group that
would need to be formed.
This item will be brought back at a future meeting.
3. Review of Legislative Day Topics – David Murphy
Mr. Murphy stated Legislative Day was on March 2nd at the State Capitol. He said the three priorities
they were going to bring down were the proposed local sales tax, local government aid, and bonding for
a neighborhood bridge. He suggested those three would be the items that they focus on when meeting
with legislators and asked if anything else that should be mentioned. Council President Olstad commented
there had been hearings on local government aid that the Coalition of Greater Minnesota Cities had
participated in.
Council member Johnson said they should not forget about the police department and how there might be
additional funding available to help cut down on crime. Council member DeMers said he agreed to keep
the list of discussion items short but they might want to bring up two additional items. He explained there
had been some discussion about reducing the number of testing centers that were recently reopened, East
Grand Forks was not a suggested site to keep open, and the closest proposed sites were Thief River Falls
and Bemidji. He said he was not in favor the number of sites being reduced because this would not only
affect kids testing for their licenses but also would affect the farmers and the trucking businesses. He
3|Page
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added the second item was asking to see if there could be any relief from the State regarding attorney fees
because of backlogs created by COVID and the additional fees cities were now paying.
Council President Olstad asked if the Coalition was addressing the licensing center issue. Council member
DeMers stated it was a new issue, there was some pushback, and the City should make sure the legislators
were aware of it. Council President Olstad said if the Coalition requested a resolution regarding this issue,
it should be brought before the Council to consider.
Council member Larson said there had been some discussion about bonding to help with infrastructure
and offset some costs. He asked if that would be a separate topic or included with one of the listed items.
Mayor Gander said they might want to have that as a separate item. Council member Larson said Mr.
Huttunen’s team had done a good job pulling out the infrastructure costs from the overall improvement
plan so they could show the large dollar of infrastructure needs. Discussion followed about how the City’s
legislators had helped in the process of pulling out the infrastructure information to submit separately.
Council member Johnson asked who would be going to the Capitol. Mr. Murphy said it was Mayor
Gander, Council President Olstad, Council members DeMers and Larson, himself, and Mr. Huttunen.
4. Set Date and Time for Strategic Plan Review – David Murphy
Mr. Murphy asked what day and time would work best for everyone to meet to review the plan, it was
something they typically did on a Saturday, or they could try to get it done in an evening. Council member
Larson said weekends could be difficult because of activities his kids participated in. Mr. Murphy
suggested taking a work session evening, not hold a work session, and hold the plan review instead.
Discussion followed about how the work sessions were on the second and fourth Tuesday of each month
and the March 8th work session would be right after Legislative Day so they would be coming back with
new information. Council member Larson asked where the meeting would be held. Mr. Murphy said he
preferred to hold them offsite so it was not treated like a typically meeting and they had used the Senior
Center or Distribution Service Center before. Council member Larson suggested renting a room at a local
restaurant for this meeting so it was a casual meeting. Mr. Murphy said he would look into it.
ADJOURN:
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER JOHNSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO ADJOURN THE FEBRUARY 8, 2022 WORK SESSION OF THE
EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA CITY COUNCIL AT 5:37 P.M.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

DeMers, Larson, Vetter, Riopelle, Johnson, and Olstad.
None.
Helms.
_______________________________________________
David Murphy, City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer
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City of East Grand Forks
600 DeMers Ave ∙ P.O. Box 373 ∙ East Grand Forks, MN 56721
218-773-2483 ∙ 218-773-9728 fax
www.eastgrandforks.net

NOTICE OF HEARING ON 2021 ASSESSMENT FOR JOB NO. 1 – STREET IMPROVEMENTS
FOR SAWGRASS COURT NW IN THE CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA
Notice is hereby given that on Tuesday, February 15, 2021 at 5:00 p.m., or as soon as possible thereafter, in the
Council Chambers of the East Grand Forks City Hall, the City Council has scheduled a meeting to hear, consider
and pass upon all written or oral objections, if any, to the proposed assessments for street improvements known for
reference purposes as “2021 Assessment Job No. 1” on the following project.
Street Improvements for Sawgrass Court NW
The total proposed amount to be assessed - $127,882.54
The proposed assessment roll #342 is now on file and open to public inspection by all persons interested in the
office of the City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer. The entire amount assessed against any parcel of land will be
payable, unless prepaid, in 20 equal consecutive installments, the first of such installments to be collectable with
general taxes during the year 2023. The first installment will be payable with interest at the rate of 4.5% per annum
on the entire assessment from the date of the resolution levying said assessment to December 31, 2022, and each
subsequent installment will be payable with one year’s interest at said rate on all unpaid installments, except that
no interest will be charged if the entire assessment as to any parcel is paid at the office of the City
Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer within 30 days from the date of adoption of the assessment roll. If there are more
than 30 days from the date the assessment roll was adopted residents will have until the last business day in
November to pay for assessments.
The area proposed to be assessed for the costs of said improvements will include all property abutting upon the
public roadways described above.
Notice is hereby given that no appeal may be taken as to the amount of any assessment unless a written objection
signed by the affected property owner is filed with the City Clerk prior to the assessment hearing or presented to
the presiding officer at the hearing. The owners of property subject to assessment may appeal an assessment to
District Court, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 429.081, by serving notice of the appeal upon the Mayor or
the City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer of the City of East Grand Forks within thirty (30) days after adoption of the
assessment, and file such notice with the District Court within ten (10) days after service upon the Mayor or City
Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer.
By order of the City Council.
David Murphy, City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer
City of East Grand Forks, MN (Published Jan 26, Feb 2, & 9, 2022)

\\egfnas1\admin\Projects and Grants\21AJ1 Sawgrass Ct Paving\Public Hearing Notice - Final Hearing Sawgrass Court NW.docx

The City of East Grand Forks is an Affirmative Action Equal Opportunity Employer.
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ASSESSMENT ROLL - PRELIMINARY (Based on As-Bid Costs)
2021 Assessment Job No. 1
Street Improvements
Sawgrass Court NW
EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA

STREET IMPROVEMENTS
Construction
Plans and Specifications
Staking & Inspection
Assessment Roll
Administration (3%)
Contingencies (5%)
TOTAL PROJECT COST

$116,981.00
$7,500.00
$8,500.00
750.00
$3,509.43
$5,849.05
$143,089.48

TOTAL ASSESSED COST

$127,882.54

Front Footages
WATERS EDGE THIRD ADDITION

676.57

Total Assessable Front Footage

676.57

End Footages
WATERS EDGE THIRD ADDITION

66.97

Total Assessable End Footage

66.97

Assessment Rate
FRONT BENEFIT
END BENEFIT

$182.97862
$60.99287
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ASSESSMENT ROLL - PRELIMINARY (Based on As-Bid Costs)
2021 Assessment Job No. 1
Street Improvements
Sawgrass Court
EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA

PARCEL
No.
83.00114.12
83.00114.14
83.00114.15
83.00114.16
83.00114.17
83.00114.18
83.00114.19
83.00114.20

OWNER
WATERS EDGE THIRD ADDITION
RYAN CATHERINE M TRUSTEE
SLOAN LAWRENCE J & WENDY L TRUSTEES
LETEXIER JENNY M
ANDERSON TIMOTHY D & PAMELA F
BURRIS JASON P
EAST GRAND FORKS CITY
SHORT RICHARD & JUANITA
KIDWELL JOHN W & JULIE TRUSEES JR
GRAND TOTAL WATERS EDGE THIRD ADDITION

DESCRIPTION

Lot 1 Block 1
Lot 2 Block 1
Lot 3 Block 1
Lot 4 Block 1
Lot 5 Block 1
Lot 6 Block 1
Lot 7 Block 1
Lot 8 Block 1
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FRONT
FOOTAGE

75.00
65.04
64.48
93.98
137.88
138.84
101.35
0.00
676.57

STREET IMPROVEMENTS
$ FRONT
END
BENEFIT
FOOTAGE
$182.97862
$13,723.40
$11,900.93
$11,798.46
$17,196.33
$25,229.09
$25,404.75
$18,544.88
$0.00
$123,797.85

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
66.97
66.97

$ END
BENEFIT
$60.99287
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$4,084.69
$4,084.69

TOTAL
ASSESSMENT
BEFORE INTEREST

$13,723.40
$11,900.93
$11,798.46
$17,196.33
$25,229.09
$25,404.75
$18,544.88
$4,084.69
$127,882.54
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Minutes of the regular meeting of the Water, Light, Power and Building Commission of the City of East
Grand Forks, Minnesota on January 19, 2022 at 8:00 am held in the City Council Chambers.
Present: Beauchamp, Grinde, DeMers
Absent: Quirk
Also present: Keith Mykleseth, Ron Galstad, Brian Johnson, Todd Grabanski, Todd Forster, Brianna Feil,
Kevin Hatcher, and Corey Thompson.
It was moved by Commissioner Grinde seconded by Commissioner DeMers that the minutes of the
previous regular meeting of January 5, 2022 be approved as read.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Grinde seconded by Commissioner DeMers to authorize the Secretary to
issue payment of the recommended bills and payroll in the amount of $1,646,134.76.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner DeMers seconded by Commissioner Grinde to approve the plans and
specs; advertise for bids; and set bid date of 2-17-22 at 2:30 pm for the 2022 Electrical Equipment and
Materials Project.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner DeMers seconded by Commissioner Grinde to adjourn at 8:12 am to the
next regular meeting on February 2, 2022 at 8:00 am to be held in the City Council Chambers.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
Lori Maloney
Commission Secretary
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RESOLUTION NO. 22 – 02 - 13
RESOLUTION ACCEPTING AND AWARDING BID FOR IMPROVEMENT
Council Member _______, supported by Council Member _______, introduced the following resolution
and moved its adoption:
WHEREAS, pursuant to an advertisement for bids for the improvement of 2021 Assessment Job No. 1 –
Street Improvement on Sawgrass Court NW, bids were received, opened and tabulated according to law,
and the following bids were received complying with the advertisement; and
WHEREAS, it appears that Opp Construction is the lowest responsible bidder at a bid price of
$116,891.00; and
WHEREAS, the project costs are estimated to total $143,089.48 with $127,882.54 being assessed; and
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED,
1. The Mayor and City Administrator are hereby authorized and directed to enter into a contract with
Opp Construction in the name of the City of East Grand Forks for the improvement of 2021
Assessment Job No. 1 – Street Improvements on Sawgrass Court NW according to the plans and
specifications therefore approved by the City Council and on file in the administration office.
2. The City Administrator is hereby authorized and directed to return forthwith to all bidders the deposits
made with their bids, except that the deposits of the successful bidder and the next lowest bidder shall
be retained until a contract has been signed.
3. The City of East Grand Forks, Minnesota declares its official intent to reimburse itself for the costs of the
improvement from the proceeds of the tax-exempt bond.

4. The City Portion for this project will be paid out of the following funds:
414-43-153-45300
Construction
$116,981.00
414-43-153-43030
Plans/Specifications
$7,500.00
414-43-153-43030
Staking/Inspection
$8,500.00
414-43-153-43030
Assessment Roll
$750.00
414-43-153-45300
Contingencies
$5,849.05
414-43-153-43500
Admin/Legal
$3,509.43
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
The President declared the resolution passed.
Passed: February 15, 2022
Attest:
____________________________________
City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer

____________________________________
President of Council

I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 15th of February, 2022.
____________________________________
Mayor
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RESOLUTION NO. 22 – 02 – 14
Council Member _______, supported by Council Member _______, introduced the following resolution and moved
its adoption:
WHEREAS, the City Engineers have 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 a total
assessment of $127,882.54, and said calculations known as the proposed assessments were filed with the
Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer on January 11, 2022; and
WHEREAS, on January 26th, February 2nd and 9th a published notice was in the official newspaper of a special
assessment hearing to consider the said proposed assessment, and a copy of said published notice was mailed on
January 24, 2022 to the owner(s) of the tract(s) or parcel(s) of land as provided by law, and the public hearing was
held on February 15, 2022 and all objections to said proposed assessment have been considered by the Council; and
BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of East Grand Forks, Minnesota, hereby determines that the
property in the said proposed assessment is benefited by the improvement and that the amount of said assessment is
based upon the benefit received and that every lot, piece and parcel or parcels of land set out therein as assessable
and that said proposed assessment has been calculated in accordance with the law; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that said proposed assessments for said improvement be and hereby are adopted as
the special assessments against the tracts of land stated in the assessment roll in the amount set out therein and that
this assessment roll be given the descriptive name of “Assessment Roll No. 342 – Street Improvements”.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the said assessment shall be payable in equal installments over a period of
twenty (20) years. That interest at the rate of 4.5 percent per annum on the entire assessment from the date of the
resolution levying said assessment to December 31, 2022, and each subsequent installment will be payable with one
year’s interest at said rate on all unpaid installments, except that no interest will be charged if the entire assessment
as to any parcel is paid at the office of the City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer within 30 days from the date of
adoption of the assessment roll or the last business day of November if there are more than 30 days from the date of
adoption to the final business day of November in 2022.

Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:
The President declared the resolution passed.
Passed: February 15, 2022
Attest:
_______________________________________
City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer

____________________________________
President of Council

I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 15th day of February, 2022.
____________________________________
Mayor
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ASSESSMENT ROLL #342
2021 Assessment Job No. 1 Street Improvements Sawgrass Court
EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA

STREET IMPROVEMENTS
PARCEL
No.

83.00114.12
83.00114.14
83.00114.15
83.00114.16
83.00114.17
83.00114.18
83.00114.19
83.00114.20

OWNER
DESCRIPTION
WATERS EDGE THIRD ADDITION
RYAN CATHERINE M TRUSTEE
SLOAN LAWRENCE J & WENDY L TRUSTEES
LETEXIER JENNY M
ANDERSON TIMOTHY D & PAMELA F
BURRIS JASON P
EAST GRAND FORKS CITY
SHORT RICHARD & JUANITA
KIDWELL JOHN W & JULIE TRUSEES JR
GRAND TOTAL WATERS EDGE THIRD ADDITION

FRONT
FOOTAGE

$ FRONT
BENEFIT
$182.97862

TOTAL

END
FOOTAGE

$ END
BENEFIT
$60.99287

ASSESSMENT
BEFORE INTEREST

Lot 1 Block 1
Lot 2 Block 1

75.00
65.04

$13,723.40
$11,900.93

0.00
0.00

$0.00
$0.00

$13,723.40
$11,900.93

Lot 3 Block 1
Lot 4 Block 1
Lot 5 Block 1
Lot 6 Block 1
Lot 7 Block 1
Lot 8 Block 1

64.48
93.98
137.88
138.84
101.35
0.00
676.57

$11,798.46
$17,196.33
$25,229.09
$25,404.75
$18,544.88
$0.00
$123,797.85

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
66.97
66.97

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$4,084.69
$4,084.69

$11,798.46
$17,196.33
$25,229.09
$25,404.75
$18,544.88
$4,084.69
$127,882.54
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AGENDA ITEM #_______

Request for Council Action
Date: February 8th, 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:

Resolution approving payment for Plans & Specs for 22AJ1

Background
The plans and specifications for this project are nearly complete and will be usable in the future for this
project. The supermajority requirement was discussed at the February 8th Work Session and payment
of the invoice was recommended.
Requested Action
Payment of the invoice.

-123

RESOLUTION NO. 22 – 02 – 15
RESOLUTION APPROVING PAYMENT FOR PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR 2022
ASSESSMENT JOB NO. 1 - UTILITY & STREET RECONSTRUCTION FOR 20th STREET
NW & 5TH AVENUE NW
Council Member _______, supported by Council Member ________, introduced the following resolution
and moved its adoption:
WHEREAS, 2022 Assessment Job No. 1 Utility and Street Reconstruction for 20th Street NW and 5th
Avenue NW started as a Council initiated project; and
WHEREAS, Council initiated projects require a super majority approval to move forward with ordering
plans and specifications; and
WHEREAS, Resolution 21-12-90 ordering improvements and the preparation of plans and specifications
was brought forward at the December 7, 2021 Council Meeting and received four aye and three nays; and
WHEREAS, a majority approved the resolution so the city engineer started preparing the plans and
specifications for this project; and
WHEREAS, it has been determined that the resolution failed because a super majority did not approve
moving forward with the council initiated project; and
WHEREAS, the plans and specifications have been prepared and will be useful for the next three to five
years;
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of East Grand Forks, Minnesota authorizes
payment to be made to Widseth for the plans and specifications that were prepared for the 2022
Assessment Job No. 1 Utility and Street Reconstruction and will be included with the project costs to be
assessed if and when the project is completed.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:
The President declared the resolution passed.
Passed: February 15, 2022
Attest:
________________________________________
City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer

___________________________________
President of Council

I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 15th day of February, 2022.
___________________________________
Mayor
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