AGENDA
OF THE COUNCIL MEETING
CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
TUESDAY, JUNE 7, 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 “Council Meeting” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of May 17, 2022.
2. Consider approving the minutes of the “Special Meeting” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of May 24, 2022.
3. Consider approving the minutes of the “Work Session” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of May 24, 2022.
4. Consider approving the minute summary of the “Closed Meeting” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota
City Council of May 24, 2022.
SCHEDULED BID LETTINGS: NONE
SCHEDULED PUBLIC HEARINGS:
5.

Improvement Hearing for 2022 Assessment Job No. 2 for proposed street and utility improvement
project on 4th Street NE.
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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.
6. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-06-42 approving the hiring of Parker Anderson as a
Firefighter/EMT at a salary of $22.75 per hour.
7. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-06-43 approving the hiring of Austin Cooley as a
Firefighter/EMT at a salary of $22.75 per hour.
8. Consider approving the Temporary Liquor License Application for the American Legion Post 157 for
a special event scheduled for June 29, 2022 at Heritage Village located at 219 20th Street NE East
Grand Forks, MN 56721.
9. Consider approving the Special Event Application for the Scheel’s Boundary Battle Catfish
Tournament scheduled for Sunday, June 26th utilizing the LaFave Park area contingent upon Polk
County issuing a boat and water permit.
ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF REPORTS OF OFFICERS, BOARDS, AND COMMISSIONS:
10. Regular meeting minutes of the Water, Light, Power, and Building Commission for May 4, 2022 and
for May 18, 2022.
COMMUNICATIONS: NONE
OLD BUSINESS: NONE
NEW BUSINESS:
11. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-06-44 authorizing the City Administrator to distribute the
Request for Proposals to identified bridge consultants.
12. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-06-45 ordering improvement and the preparation of plans and
specifications for the 2022 Assessment Job No. 2 Street and Utility Improvements for 4th Street NE.
13. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-06-46 approving the year-end transfers for budget year 2021.
14. Consider approving the On-sale Weekday Liquor License Application for 1st Glance Event Design
located at 1301 Central Avenue NW East Grand Forks, MN 56721.
15. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-06-47 appointing election judges for the primary and general
elections in 2022.

2

CLAIMS:
16. Consider authorizing the City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer to issue payment of recommended bills
and payroll.
COUNCIL/STAFF REPORTS:
ADJOURN:
Upcoming Meetings
Work Session – Tuesday, June 14, 2022 – Training Room – 5:00 PM
Council Meeting – Tuesday, June 21, 2022 – Council Chambers – 5:00 PM
Work Session – Tuesday, June 28, 2022 – Training Room – 5:00 PM
Council Meeting – Tuesday, July 5, 2022 – Council Chambers – 5:00 PM
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UNAPPROVED MINUTES
OF THE COUNCIL MEETING
CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
TUESDAY, MAY 17, 2022 – 5:00 PM
CALL TO ORDER:
The Council Meeting of the East Grand Forks City Council for Tuesday, May 17, 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: 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, 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 April 19, 2022.
2. Consider approving the minutes of the “Emergency Meeting” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota
City Council of April 25, 2022.
3. Consider approving the minutes of the “Work Session” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of April 26, 2022.
4. Consider approving the minutes of the “Council Meeting” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of May 3, 2022.

4

5. Consider approving the minutes of the “Work Session” for the East Grand Forks, Minnesota City
Council of May 10, 2022.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER JOHNSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO APPROVE ITEMS ONE (1) THROUGH FIVE (5).
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

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

SCHEDULED BID LETTINGS: NONE
SCHEDULED PUBLIC HEARINGS:
6.

Final Assessment Hearing for the proposed utility improvement and street reconstruction project on
5th Ave NW and 20th Street NW.

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER LARSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO OPEN THE PUBLIC HEARING.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

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

Mr. Emery introduced himself as the project engineer and announced this was the final assessment hearing
for the 2022 Assessment Job No. 1 utility improvements and street reconstruction on 5th Avenue NW and
20th Street NW. He explained no one could formally object to or appeal an assessment unless the property
owner had signed a written objection and filed it no later than that night with the City Council. He stated
the Council had received 20 objections, the objections had been included in the packet, so that information
had been provided to the Council. He continued saying within 30 days of the adoption of the assessment
roll, a property owner who had properly objected to the assessment may appeal the assessment to the
district court. He reminded everyone the project had not been awarded but during the meeting the Council
would decide to either award the project or reject the bids.
Mr. Emery said the project scope included a total reconstruction project that included complete removal
and replacement of the existing streets, driveway aprons, and sidewalks and include the replacement of
the storm sewer, sanitary sewer, and watermains. He stated there would be a new street base that included
geogrid fabric and drain tile underneath the new concrete street with curb and gutter. He explained the
sidewalks would be replaced to meet the ADA standards and the placement of the sidewalk would be
moved away from the edge of the street.
Mr. Emery explained bids had been received on March 29th, three bids were received, and Taggart
Contracting was the apparent lowest bidder with a bid of approximately $2.2 million and the bid was
$64,000 under the engineering estimate. He reviewed the three funding sources that included the
enterprise funds covering the storm and sanitary sewer replacement with a portion of the street that covered
that utility and the Water and Light Department would pay for the watermain replacement along with the
removal and replacement of the existing sidewalks. He stated the bid was $2.2 million, the street portion
was $1.5 million, and including the engineering, administration, and legal costs the total street
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improvement costs was $1.8 million. He added $1.4 million of that total would be assessed because they
had removed the street portion above the utilities, there had been a lot of discussion about the assessment
process in other communities, and with the additional funding sources the assessed amount was 53% of
the total project.
Mr. Emery said during the improvement hearing he reviewed how front and end benefit were calculated,
front benefits were for the street in front of the property, and end benefits paid for the side streets. He
reviewed maps showing front and end benefits for both 20th Street NW and 5th Avenue NW for this project.
He explained once the footages for front and end benefit were determined, the figures were put into a
calculation of total assessed project cost divided by the front and end footages to come up with the
assessment rates. He said again the assessed project cost was $1.475 million, there was 3,700 feet of front
footage, 4,100 feet of end footage, and based on the calculation the front benefit rate was $288 per foot
and the end benefit rate was $96 per foot.
Mr. Emery stated the assessments would be filed with the County and paid with property taxes each year,
this project would be assessed over a 20 year time frame at 4.5% interest rate. He said residents would be
allowed to prepay the assessments before they were submitted to the County or be paid off at any time
after the information was sent to the County. He added this would be a two-year project starting with the
utility work this year and finish up with the concrete work next year so the assessment roll would not be
submitted to the County until 2024. He asked for questions.
Ms. Anderson said the interest rate had increased to 5%. Ms. Pam Zimbelman asked what the interest rate
would be when the project was completed in two years. Ms. Anderson stated once the project was started
and if it was bonded for the interest rate would be set. Ms. Christine Reak asked if that meant the interest
rate was locked in at 5%. Council President Olstad asked Ms. Anderson to address everyone from the
podium. Ms. Anderson commented how rates increased so if they decided to move forward with the
project and complete the bond process by July the guess was the interest rate was going to be 5% for the
project. She explained typically the interest rate for assessments was 2% over the rate of the bond but the
request was being made to only have it 1% over. Ms. Zimbelman asked who received the interest. Ms.
Anderson said the interest covered the additional costs for the bonding process and for the interest if any
of the homeowners pay off their assessments early because the bond could not be paid off early. Council
President Olstad reminded everyone that had questions to come forward and state their name and address
for the record.
Ms. Pam Zimbelman, 1927 5th Ave NW, said when they were paying interest the City was still receiving
the interest so they could add the interest in their cost for the assessment. Ms. Anderson said that was
correct and estimations had been put together showing what the yearly and monthly payment would be at
5%. Mr. Murphy stated if the project did move forward the City would need to go out on the bond market,
the City would receive several proposals, and would work through the bond counsel. He said they would
move forward with the lowest rate and the funding would need to be available by the time the contractor
started submitting requests for payment. He added they would know what the interest rate would be in a
short amount of time and the rate would be locked in. He said there would be an interest rate for servicing
the bond, typically cities would charge 1% or 2% over the rate to cover incidentals and the costs associated
with bonding, and it was up to the Council on what the rate would be. Council President Olstad stated the
City was not getting the interest from the assessments because it went to cover costs. Ms. Zimbelman
said she understood but their $31,000 increased to $50,000 by the end of the payments so it was quite

6

substantial when the interest was added in.
Mr. Greg Zimbelman, 1927 5th Ave NW, stated he used to work at Hardware Hank, Mr. Buckalew was
on the council, and the street was going to be done back in 2008. He asked why they were just getting
around to the project now and how much the cost of the street had increased since 2008. He added he had
purchased his home after the 1997 flood and they were told the street was going to be repaired because of
all of the clay trucks that used the street. Mayor Gander asked who had told them that. Mr. Zimbelman
said Dick Grassel had told him that. Mayor Gander said they had heard that comment a lot and he was
curious who had said it. Mr. Zimbelman asked again why they were just getting to this now because he
had been done working at Hardware Hank for 10 years already. Mayor Gander stated this was something
they had looked at a lot over the last year, if the street wasn’t done now, it would only get worse, and he
could not explain what happened 10 or 20 year ago. Mr. Zimbelman asked how many of the council
members had driven in this area, there was one section of 5th Avenue that had been taken care of, and he
asked why the rest of the street was not taken care of. Mr. Emery said it was his understanding 20 plus
years ago there was a recommendation to replace the street and it was beyond any type of maintenance.
He added this was at the same crossroads they were at 20 years ago because it is coming down to costs
and assessments. He said any maintenance project would be throwing money out the door. Mr.
Zimbelman said 20 years ago he was employed and making more than $1,400 a month.
Ms. Zimbelman stated the south portion of 5th Avenue NW had been maintained but the north end of 5th
Avenue NW had not and asked why that was. She also asked if the street needed to be redone 20 years
ago or more, why it was not done, and why they were being penalized because the Council did not act
back then. She added it seemed to her the City needed to come up with more money.
Gloria Urness, 33 Garden Court NW, said they were talking about the south end of 5th Avenue NW but
there was a manhole that was falling in so that part of the road would be completely shot just like the rest
of 5th Avenue. She asked how they could say it was a good road in great condition and the south end of
5th Avenue was not going to be included which made no sense not to include that section. She said she
had paid for three overlays on Garden Court and it would also fall in because it had a bad base just like
5th Avenue did. She stated she had talked to other cities that told her they had never fixed an adjoining
road to a court or cul-de-sac without fixing the cul-de-sac at the same time because it did not make sense.
She added she would have to pay $6,900 for the work being done on 5th Avenue and it would not affect
her street, but her street would fall in like 5th because it was in bad shape before they did the overlays.
She stated this was stupidity, they needed to get on the right track, fix roads right, and include all of 5th
Avenue. She added that all of Garden Court needed to pay assessments for this project because they were
all affected by this project but not all of them were being assessed. Mr. Emery thanked Ms. Urness for
her comments.
Mr. Emery said the section of 5th was in good condition and they have tried to maintain it. Ms. Urness
asked how that could be because the manhole was falling in. Mr. Emery stated the manhole was not
falling but the street was lifting so it looked like the manhole was falling. Council President Olstad said
people had the right to voice their opinion and suggested he would meet with her and Mr. Emery after the
meeting. Ms. Urness said she told the Council they needed to take a drive in the area but that did not
happen. Council President Olstad asked those that would like to address the Council to come up to the
podium and state their name and address.
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Mike Soli, 516 20th St NW, thanked the Council for their diligence and trying to work with them on this
project. Ms. Trudy Soli thanked the Council for the funding they did find for this project. Mr. Soli
continued saying there were too many people that could not afford the project even with parts of the project
being covered. He added his problem was the neglect and abuse of 20th Street, it needed repair at the time
of the flood, large trucks were running on this road, and it was never built to be a thru street. He said it
was extended to Highway 220 and a concrete street was poured for the connection. He commented the
rest of the road was never upgraded to handle thru traffic on 20th Street and now there was a lot more
traffic this time of year with River Road being closed. He continued saying the bus route was then added,
the road was not built for that much traffic or buses, and he felt this mess was not created by the Council
but it was something they had to deal with. He said personally he and the neighbors feel they need to
work with the City instead of just having them contact the State to secure additional funding and help
them right the wrong that was done many years ago. He stated 1987 was the last overlay and some
patching had been done so if the road was in such disrepair, they were not able to complete a mill and
overlay or a seal coat but then they put buses on it. He commented it was wrong it too many ways, but he
would greatly appreciate if they all could work together to secure additional funding to bring down costs.
He added he did not have $44,000 to pay for the road, he had worked three jobs most of his life to raise
kids and he was not going to get two more jobs to pay for the street, he would move first. Ms. Soli said
they did not want to move. Mr. Soli commented they would rather stay which was why they were at the
meeting.
Council President Olstad said they had a conversation prior to the meeting, they talked about buses, and
it was his understanding that the bus route had been changed. He stated they found out city buses were
not using this street and asked if they had seen buses on the street. Mr. Soli said he had not seen buses.
Ms. Koop asked if that was a recent change. Council President Olstad said a change had been made and
the DAC was also told not to use this street for their route. Ms. Ellis told the group the buses had been
pulled from this street last year, new drivers were driving the old route for a month and a half, and that
was determined after they checked the GPS information from the buses and showed the drivers the correct
route. She stated this road had not been used as a bus route since 1987 because the routes were reviewed
every five years, it was not a bus route back in 2005, she was not sure exactly when it became a bus route,
and she apologized for the buses being on the road after they had changed the route.
Mr. Emery asked if the $44,000 amount included interest. Mr. Soli said it did and would be over the 20
years with interest at 5%. Mr. Soli thanked the Council for their time, he would appreciate help, and
would not want to see this project go through until more funding was found. He said again most could
not afford the payment. Ms. Soli said the majority of the neighbors are one income families, some had
many children, some were elderly, many did not want to move, but they were not able to afford the
additional payment. She thanked the Council for everything they had done so far and hoped they could
continue to work together to secure funding to make things affordable to the property owners.
Ms. Christine Reak, 600 20th St NW, said she had a map from Cities Area Transit and it showed 20th Street
was still apart of Route 6 and she had an article from the Grand Forks Herald from May 2020 that stated
Route 6 would go from 8th Avenue NW up to 23rd Street NW and would remain that way until 20th Street
was either fixed or replaced. She commented how that article and the map she had printed that day showed
20th Street would remain on the bus route. Ms. Ellis explained the map was incorrect, it was not the route
that the drivers were following, and the route had been moved to 23rd Street NW. She said riders had
received the correct version of the map, they had not updated the maps because they were in the process
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of updating the routes, and the route would stay on 23rd Street NW. She apologized about the information
and they were going to keep the route on 23rd because there were more riders. She said the routes would
remain the same for at least another six years and the only reason it would change if there were many
people along 20th Street that were requesting service.
Ms. Reak asked about sidewalks, how they must comply with ADA requirements, and how that included
public right-of-ways, city owned sidewalks, curb ramps, pedestrian trails, and transit shelters. Ms. Ellis
said that was correct. Ms. Reak continued saying public right-of-ways did not include buildings, publicly
assessable technology, recreation trails and facilities, and private property. She asked if the bus route was
no longer going to be on 20th Street why they had to be ADA compliant. Ms. Ellis stated the sidewalk
was in the right-of-way which did have to be ADA compliant because the sidewalk ordinance did require
sidewalk on city streets in the public right-of-way. Ms. Reak said she did not currently have a sidewalk.
Ms. Ellis said those that had sidewalks had to be ADA compliant, there was an ADA transition plan so
within the next 30 years the City had to make the right-of-way compliant. Mr. Emery explained there was
an 80 foot right-of-way, within the 80 feet were utilities, the street, and sidewalks. Ms. Reak asked who
would own the sidewalk. Mr. Emery said the City would. Ms. Reak asked if the City would be
maintaining the sidewalk. Mr. Emery said it was the homeowner’s responsibility to remove snow. Ms.
Reak asked what would happen when the sidewalk started cracking and heaving and if the City was going
to take care of it. Ms. Ellis said the City had in some areas. Mr. Emery stated with the ADA transition
plan on an annual basis the City had replaced or filled in areas where there were gaps. Ms. Ellis said they
were trying to address high priority areas. Ms. Reak asked why they were a high priority. Ms. Ellis said
they were not a high priority but part of the ADA plan was to fill in the gaps.
Ms. Ellis stated there had to be a plan for sidewalks within the right-of-way, the ADA transition plan
stated that if there was a gap in the sidewalk, at some point during the plan that area would have to be
addressed, curb ramps would need to be added, and high priorities currently included areas around schools,
commercial properties, and by parks or recreation facilities. She added this was required by the Minnesota
Department of Transportation (MNDOT) in order to receive funding from MNDOT so all sidewalks or
any gaps in the right-of-way need to be addressed in the next 30 to 35 years. She stated if there was a
sidewalk that led from the public sidewalk up to the door, that would be the private property that did not
have to be ADA compliant. She said the reason why sidewalk was added to the project was because it
filled in the gaps and all new construction of roads require designation of sidewalks. Ms. Reak asked if
sidewalks would be required on both sides of the road. Mr. Emery said the proposed project did have
sidewalks on both sides of the road. He stated there was approximately 12,000 square feet of existing
sidewalk, there was 18,000 square feet of new sidewalk going in, and the only part being covered by the
residents was the 6,000 of new sidewalk. He said the existing sidewalk that was going to be removed and
replaced was going to be covered by the Water and Light Department. Ms. Reak asked if there was any
funding available through the TAP program. Ms. Ellis said that funding was not usually available for
areas that already had sidewalk, they could ask for it, but because there was already some sidewalk the
expectations were it would be fixed. Ms. Reak asked if they could provide some funding. Ms. Ellis said
the funding was four or five years out, they could apply for funding, and the City had applied for a lot of
grants for sidewalks. Ms. Reak commented how with the funding four or five years out would not help
with this project. Ms. Ellis said if the project did not go through it did not mean the City would require
the gaps in this area to be filled in within the next few years because it was not a high priority area. She
added because the street would be redone and watermain would be replaced in the right-of-way it only
made sense to include the sidewalk in this project.
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Ms. Ellis explained they were short staffed so things had not been updated on the transit. She said again
the buses were not traveling on 23rd Street NW. Ms. Urness asked if the buses were driving on 5th Avenue
NW. Ms. Ellis stated the bus route went up 8th Avenue NW, east on 23rd Street NW, south on 3rd Avenue
NW, and east on 20th Street NW over Highway 220 to the college.
Ms. Misti Koop, 504 20th St NW, thanked the Council for their work on this project. She said she had a
friend that had stayed at her house during the winter and got on the bus on 20th Street NW. She stated
they should fix the website if it did not show the correct bus route which would help people that were
looking for a ride. She said the sidewalks were confusing, her sidewalk was narrow, and would be
replaced. She added it was based on the city ordinance sidewalks had to be ADA accessible, they were
not able to touch MNDOT funding, there was MNDOT funding for sidewalks, and asked if that funding
could be available for sidewalks on this project. She said going forward she asked if there was any new
funding may have come available this week, the State was going to be finishing up their session in the
next week, if funding could be allocated or assigned to this project, or if the increase in LGA to the City
could be used. She said it might be worth a conversation with the legislators and if the project did not
pass, she planned on working to find additional funding with the legislators and with the City. She asked
if they could look into bonding, they understand the project would need to be done, but the majority of
them are not able to pay for it. She thanked the Council and asked to reach out to legislators before moving
forward.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER LARSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER JOHNSON, TO CLOSE THE PUBLIC HEARING.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

Vetter, Helms, Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, and Larson.
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.
Council member Helms asked to have item eight pulled.
7. Consider approving hiring two Firefighter/EMTs from the current hiring process to fill the two
vacancies.
8. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-05-38 approving the use of Altru Recreation Partnership funding
for the Grand Bike Share Program for 2022 in the amount of $10,000.
9. Consider approving the Special Event Application for Sacred Heart High School authorizing 3rd Street
NW and 1st Ave NW closed off for their annual School Carnival for May 18, 2022 from approximately
1pm to 9pm.
10. Consider approving the Special Event Application for American Crystal Sugar to host their annual
employee appreciation picnic at Sherlock Park on June 28, 2022 from 10am to 8pm. – The power
request has been sent to the Water and Light Department.
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A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER JOHNSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER VETTER, TO APPROVE ITEMS SEVEN (7), NINE (9), and TEN (10).
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

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

8. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-05-38 approving the use of Altru Recreation Partnership funding
for the Grand Bike Share Program for 2022 in the amount of $10,000.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER VETTER, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO ADOPT RESOLUTION NO. 22-05-38 APPROVING THE USE OF
ALTRU RECREATION PARTNERSHIP FUNDING FOR THE GRAND BIKE SHARE
PROGRAM FOR 2022 IN THE AMOUNT OF $10,000.
Council member Helms said he had this pulled because of issues like 20th Street, the arena projects, and
so many other things that needed to be fixed and repaired. He stated he had a hard time donating $10,000
for the bike share program when they were trying to come up with funding for other projects which was
why he had it pulled. Council President Olstad asked Mr. Huttunen to explained that this funding was
supposed to be used for. Mr. Huttunen explained in 2016 the City entered into a partnership agreement
with Altru for 10 years with the intent of the partnership dollars to be used for health and wellness
opportunities in the community that were not currently funded by the City’s general fund or general tax
base so these fund could be used for new activities, ventures, or areas of improvement that again would
not typically would be funded by the general fund.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

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

ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF REPORTS OF OFFICERS, BOARDS, AND COMMISSIONS:
11. Regular meeting minutes of the Water, Light, Power, and Building Commission for April 20, 2022.
12. Regular meeting minutes of the Cemetery Commission for November 4, 2021.
COMMUNICATIONS: NONE
OLD BUSINESS: NONE
NEW BUSINESS:
13. Consider adopting a resolution to award the project or reject all bids for 2022 Assessment Job No. 1
for street reconstruction and utility improvements for 5th Ave NW and 20th St NW.
Council President Olstad asked for specification when a motion was made. Council member Vetter asked
for a point of clarification. He stated he was under the impression they were not going to be awarding
bids until after the 30 days, if during the 30 days no one took the City to court the bid would be awarded,
but if someone took the City to court the bid would not be awarded. He asked if there was still an out if
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the bid was after the 30-day period if they were to award the bid that evening. Mr. Galstad said he was
not sure what the bid specification said but it the assessment roll was approved they had 30 days to file an
objection with the district court. He added if no actions were taken in that 30-day time period then the
objection was waived so they would be able to accept a bid after the 30 day process. Council member
Vetter said that was his understanding, this was the final assessment hearing, and they should wait 30 days
to approve the contract. Council President Olstad said they should approve or reject. Mr. Galstad state
they should always make a motion in the affirmative so there was no confusion on what they were voting
for.
Council member DeMers asked when they would approve the assessment. Mr. Galstad said it should be
done that night to start the 30-day process. Ms. Nelson asked how many days they had to award the bid.
Mr. Emery explained the bids were good for 60 days so the contractor would have to guarantee his prices
past 60 days. Mayor Gander asked how many days it had been. Mr. Emery said the bids were opened on
March 29th. Council President Olstad asked for a motion to would be to approve the project and if they
did not want it, to vote it down. Council member DeMers asked if they awarded the bid, someone objected,
and the City would be on the hook with the contractor and paying for any objections. Council member
Vetter commented that would be if they lost in court, but this road was in poor condition.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER JOHNSON, TO APPROVE THE 2022 ASSESSMENT JOB NO 1 FOR STREET
RECONSTRUCTION AND UTILITY IMPROVEMENTS FOR 5TH AVE NW AND 20TH ST NW.
Mayor Gander asked how many responses were in favor and how many were opposed. Ms. Nelson said
there were 20 opposed and 1 in favor. Mayor Gander asked if it was good government to move forward
with the project against 20 that were against the project. The people in the audience said no. Mayor
Gander said the problem was streets were replaced through a petition process, 30 years ago if the
neighborhood wanted this done, they would have brought forward a petition, and that was how the street
by Nash Park was reconstructed. He said the question was asked why this project had not been done over
the years and a reason for that was because they were in the same situation, and it would have been bad
governance to go against the wishes of the people. He added they did not want to heavy handed and the
previous councils were serving the based on the preferences of the people. Mr. Galstad asked how many
people were included in the assessment. Ms. Nelson said 72. Mayor Gander said anyone that wanted the
street redone as proposed want a good street and it would be a good project. He added if it was not
affordable, they needed to listen to the neighborhood and if they were going to be looking for more
additional funding they needed to vote the project down at this time.
Council member DeMers said there was another theory of government which was stewardship so by
previous councils not acting has exponentially increased costs for others and in 20 years it would cost
exponentially more. He added it was his belief it would not be any cheaper than it was right now, and it
was a service to those that lived there now and in the future to complete this project now. Council member
Vetter said he would have voted for this project but because procedures were not followed, he would not
be putting the rest of the City at risk for 20 that objected and may take the City to court over assessments.
He stated he would be voting no on this and in the future, he hoped the City would follow its own policy
on assessments so they could meet timelines. Council Vice-President Riopelle reminded everyone this
had been brought forward by the City to help, there was no petition sent to the Council, so if they want
the street done in the future a petition would need to be brought forward. He said he would probably be
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voting no on this, but they needed to be careful because the costs would double in the next three to five
years.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

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

Council President Olstad stated the motion failed.
14. Consider adopting Resolution No. 22-05-41 which adopts the findings and decision of the East Grand
Forks City Council approving the special use permit for RJ Zavoral & Sons Inc to operate an asphalt
plant and contractor yard.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER JOHNSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO ADOPT RESOLUTION NO. 22-05-41 WHICH ADOPTS THE
FINDINGS AND DECISION OF THE EAST GRAND FORKS CITY COUNCIL APPROVING
THE SPECIAL USE PERMIT FOR RJ ZAVORAL & SONS INC TO OPERATE AN ASPHALT
PLANT AND CONTRACTOR YARD.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Abstain:

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

15. Consider final approval of the Enright Addition along with the condition of submitting a digital file to
the planning office.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER JOHNSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO AUTHORIZE FINAL APPROVAL OF THE ENRIGHT ADDITION
ALONG WITH THE CONDITION OF SUBMITTING A DIGITAL FILE TO THE PLANNING
OFFICE.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Abstain:

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

16. Consider authorizing Widseth to request quotes to address the drainage issues at the VFW Arena for
an estimated cost of $77,275.50.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO AUTHORIZE WIDSETH TO REQUEST QUOTES TO ADDRESS
THE DRAINAGE ISSUES AT THE VFW ARENA FOR AN ESTIMATED COST OF $77,275.50.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

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

17. Consider approving the request to purchase kayak launch for LaFave Park area from At Ease Dock &
Lift for a total of $44,133.
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A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER VETTER, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER HELMS, TO APPROVE THE REQUEST TO PURCHASE KAYAK LAUNCH FOR
LAFAVE PARK AREA FROM AT EASE DOCK & LIFT FOR A TOTAL OF $44,133.
Mayor Gander commented kayaking the river was a pleasant and peaceful way to experience the river.
Mr. Huttunen told the Council grant funds were going to be helping with this purchase and would cover
75% of the cost, the City would be covering 25%, so the City’s portion was approximately $11,000.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

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

18. Consider approving the facility use agreement between the City of East Grand Forks and the Blue Line
Club for use of the VFW Memorial Arena from June 5th to June 24th for a rental fee of $9,500.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER RIOPELLE, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER HELMS, TO APPROVE THE FACILITY USE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY
OF EAST GRAND FORKS AND THE BLUE LINE CLUB FOR USE OF THE VFW MEMORIAL
ARENA FROM JUNE 5TH TO JUNE 24TH FOR A RENTAL FEE OF $9,500.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

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

19. Consider approving the On-sale Weekday and On-sale Sunday Liquor License Applicant Renewals:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

Casa Mexico Restaurant located at 112 14th ST NE, East Grand Forks, MN 56721.
Eagles Club 350 located at 227 10th St NW, East Grand Forks, MN 56721.
Mike’s Pizza & Pub located at 411 2nd St NW, East Grand Forks, MN 56721.
Up North Pizza Pub located at 314 4th St NW, East Grand Forks, MN 56721.
Boardwalk Bar & Grill located at 415 2nd St NW Suite 2, East Grand Forks, MN 56721.

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER LARSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER HELMS, TO APPROVE THE LISTED ON-SALE WEEKDAY AND ON-SALE
SUNDAY LIQUOR LICENSE APPLICANT RENEWALS.
Council President Olstad stated the businesses were in good standing with the City.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

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

20. Consider approving the Off-sale Intoxicating Liquor License Applicant Renewal for Hugo’s Wine &
Spirits located at 310 14th St NE, East Grand Forks, MN 56721.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER LARSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO APPROVE THE OFF-SALE INTOXICATING LIQUOR LICENSE
APPLICANT RENEWAL FOR HUGO’S WINE & SPIRITS LOCATED AT 310 14TH ST NE,
EAST GRAND FORKS, MN 56721.
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Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

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

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

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

COUNCIL/STAFF REPORTS:
Mayor Gander said it was National Police Week and it was Peace Officer Memorial Day so Chief Hedlund
and police officers attended the service where they recognize all peace officers that had been killed in the
line of duty in the region for all agencies including the Royal Mounted Police going back many years. He
commented it was one of the more moving things he did as mayor and it was a very sobering event. He
said if anyone had a chance to do something nice for law enforcement this week it would be appreciated.
Council Member Helms said Dakota Science Center held a water festival at the Heritage Center, the Water
and Light Department was there with a display, and the Fire Department was also there talking to the kids
about the fire trucks. He thanked those that participated and there were over 500 kids that were in
attendance. He added he was very concerned about the 20th Street project and the City side of things
because they could not wait too long because of costs would continue to increase so something would
need to get worked out.
Council Vice-President Riopelle thanked Public Works for picking up items during clean up week. He
added people may need to be patient because at times the streets may be blocked by the truck and
payloader. He said some people have driven around them using the sidewalks and berms and asked people
not to do that.
Council Member Johnson wished everyone a Happy Syttende Mai which was a Norwegian holiday.
Council President Olstad asked the Solis and Ms. Koop to stay after because he had some information to
share with them from the legislators.
Mr. Murphy stated the personnel committee would be meeting following the council meeting, he would
be out of the office for the remainder of the week, and the responses were returned for the Request for
Proposals so that would be brought to the next work session. He added they were working on setting up
a meeting with the Grand Forks Council and to let him know what days they were not available.
Mr. Emery told the Council he had attended a pre-construction meeting with the Minnesota Department
of Transportation for the signal replacement at Highway 220 and 14th Street along with the pedestrian
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improvements that would be made at the intersection at Highway 220 and 17th Street. He said they would
be starting on May 31st and have it completed by the end of June.
ADJOURN:
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER JOHNSON, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER LARSON, TO ADJOURN THE MAY 17, 2022 COUNCIL MEETING OF THE EAST
GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA CITY COUNCIL AT 6:15 P.M.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:

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

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

UNAPPROVED MINUTES
OF THE SPECIAL MEETING
CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
TUESDAY, MAY 24, 2022 – 5:00 PM
CALL TO ORDER:
The Special Meeting of the East Grand Forks City Council for Tuesday, May 24, 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, and Marc DeMers.
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; Megan Nelson, City
Clerk; and Jason Stordahl, Public Works Director.
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM:
The Council President Determined a Quorum was present.
1. Consider approving the On-sale Weekday and On-sale Sunday Liquor License Applicant

Renewals:
a. Little Bangkok located at 415 2nd St NW Suite 1, East Grand Forks, MN 56721.
b. The Spud Jr located at 302 Demers Ave NW, East Grand Forks, MN 56721.

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO APPROVE THE LISTED ON-SALE WEEKDAY AND ON-SALE
SUNDAY LIQUOR LICENSE APPLICANT RENEWALS.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

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

2. Consider authorizing the City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer to issue payment of the
recommended bill.

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR/CLERKTREASURER TO ISSUE PAYMENT OF THE RECOMMENDED BILL.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

Helms, Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, and Vetter.
None.
Larson.
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ADJOURN:
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO ADJOURN THE MAY 24, 2022 SPECIAL MEETING OF THE EAST
GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA CITY COUNCIL AT 5:01 P.M.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

Helms, Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, and Vetter.
None.
Larson.
_______________________________________________
David Murphy, City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer
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#3

UNAPPROVED MINUTES
OF THE WORK SESSION
CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
TUESDAY, MAY 24, 2022 – FOLLOWING THE SPECIAL MEETING
CALL TO ORDER:
The Work Session of the East Grand Forks City Council for Tuesday, May 24, 2022 was called to order
by Council President Olstad at 5:01 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, and Marc DeMers.
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; Megan Nelson, City
Clerk; and Jason Stordahl, Public Works Director.
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM:
The Council President Determined a Quorum was present.
1. Discussion on Rockin Up North Special Event – Justin LaRocque
Council President Olstad stated the item was pulled from the agenda.
2. Discussion Regarding 32nd Avenue Bridge Consultant – David Murphy
Mr. Murphy stated the Request for Proposals for hiring a bridge consultant had been sent out for a peer
review, all five companies that received the information responded with suggestions, and he found the
responses to be consistent. He explained he incorporated the suggestions and had the information
reviewed by both Mr. Galstad and Mr. Strommen who was the construction attorney from Kennedy and
Graven. He said he had the recommended request for services and there were a couple items he wanted
to bring up that included item two under scope of work which was to complete the necessary permitting
for bridge as required, there was discussion about that being premature, but the project needed to be shovel
ready as quickly as possible so it was not out of line at this point to make that request. He stated item four
listed conducting the legal, boundary surveys, or topographic survey work which may be required for
permitting of the project. He said item nine was to work or assist the Study Advisory Committee to review
the project and make recommendation for next steps. He said they would include the Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO), the local group, and he had extended an invitation to Grand Forks to
participate the process.

19

Mr. Murphy said the last item was under selection criteria and asked what level of involvement Grand
Forks might have with that and suggested they have one or two representatives to be a part of that process.
He asked for input from the Council. Council President Olstad said it should be required they have
representatives be a part of the process so there was communication between the two cities. Mr. Murphy
said it had been indicated this would be brought before the Grand Forks Council to help fund the study
which would be another reason for them to be a part of the selection and review committee.
Mr. Emery said he had provided comments from Widseth to Mr. Murphy and looking at the background
section it stated the City desired to move the environmental and design phases forward in order to have a
shovel ready project to bid. He asked if preparing plans and specifications should have been included
with the scope of work so there were shovel ready plans for bidding. Mr. Murphy explained it was
something he had thought about, but the preparation of plans and specifications would be the next phase,
it could be extended to the company that was hired for the first phase, but it may not be the same company
that would complete the design so he wanted to keep them separate.
Council member Helms asked if the City was getting ahead of itself, if they should be in contact with
Grand Forks, and how the bridge could be designed when they did not know the location. Mr. Murphy
said that could be done at the Council’s discretion, but he was moving forward with the recommendation
from the committee that was working with the MPO because in their report the 32nd Avenue location was
pointed the highest, had the best benefit, best return on investment, and best traffic count. He said the
discussion was to move forward with that location. Council member Helms asked if it was the East Grand
Forks location or the Grand Forks location because Grand Forks had not voted on this yet. Mr. Murphy
said the Grand Forks Council had not voted on it yet, this location was identified in the report, he did not
think it would be a unanimous vote, they would need to consider the recommendation, and was not sure
what would happen politically.
Council President Olstad stated in the past the Council had started working on projects, got to a certain
point, and then stopped. He said they need to keep moving forward and get things to the point so when
funding was available, the project was ready to go. He added again they needed to keep moving forward.
Mayor Gander said it was mentioned this would be a 50/50 cost share with Grand Forks and asked if that
was correct. Mr. Murphy said it had not been voted on, but he had several conversations with Grand
Forks, it was going to be brought forward, and it was believed they would pay for half the costs. Mayor
Gander said that was a show of good faith to move to the next step. He explained it was the adhoc
committee that reviewed the bridges, 32nd Avenue was the only location that gave a cost benefit ratio that
was greater than one, and it would be hard to fund the other location because it did not give the same
amount of benefit. He commented there were some misgivings about this location, there would be
misgivings about any location, and this bridge was needed so it was important to get the project shovelready. Council member DeMers said it might be premature, but they should make sure all the deliverables
and information became property of the cities because they would want all of the information available to
the group that would be completing the plans and specifications so there were no redundancies.
ADJOURN:
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO ADJOURN THE MAY 24, 2022 WORK SESSION OF THE EAST
GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA CITY COUNCIL AT 5:11 P.M.

20

Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

Helms, Riopelle, Johnson, Olstad, DeMers, and Vetter.
None.
Larson.
_______________________________________________
David Murphy, City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer
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#4

UNAPPROVED MINUTE SUMMARY
OF THE CLOSED MEETING
CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS
TUESDAY, MAY 24, 2022 – FOLLOWING THE WORK SESSION
CALL TO ORDER:
The Closed Meeting of the East Grand Forks City Council for Tuesday, May 24, 2022 was called to order
by Council President Olstad at 5:15 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, and Marc DeMers.
Staff Present: Nancy Ellis, City Planner; Ron Galstad, City Attorney; Paul Gorte, Economic Development
Director; David Murphy, City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer; and Megan Nelson, City Clerk.
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM:
The Council President Determined a Quorum was present.
1. This meeting is closed pursuant to MN Statute 13D.05 Subd. 3(c)3 to discuss the appraisal and sale of the
Infill building located a 411 Second St. N.W., East Grand Forks.

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO MOVE INTO CLOSED SESSION.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

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

Discussion followed in closed session.
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO MOVE INTO OPEN SESSION.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

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

ADJOURN:
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COUNCIL MEMBER DEMERS, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER RIOPELLE, TO ADJOURN THE MAY 24, 2022 CLOSED MEETING OF THE EAST
GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA CITY COUNCIL AT 5:47 P.M.
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Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

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

_______________________________________________
David Murphy, City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer
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#5

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
ON PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS “2022 ASSESSMENT JOB NO. 2”
STREET & UTILITY IMPROVEMENTS FOR 4th STREET NE
Notice is hereby given that on Tuesday, June 7, 2022 at 5:00 PM, or as soon as possible thereafter, in
the Council Chambers on the 2nd Floor in the East Grand Forks City Hall, located at 600 DeMers Avenue
NW. The City Council will hold a Public Hearing to consider street improvements to 4th Street NE
pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 429.011 to 429.111. A reasonable estimate of the impact of the
assessment will be available at the hearing.
The project will consist of storm sewer improvements and street reconstruction of 4th Street NE
starting at 5th Avenue NE over to the American Crystal Sugar property line.
Total estimated cost of the Storm Water improvements is:

$99,891.20

Total estimated cost of the Street Reconstruction is:

$792,612.12

Total estimated amount that will be assessed is:

$792,612.12

Estimated assessment rates for the improvements would be:

$466.66 Front Foot Benefit
$155.55 End Benefit

The areas proposed to be assessed for the said improvements are listed as follows:
• MGI Grain Resubdivision
o Block 1 Lot 1
• Replat of Block 2 & Block 3 Burlington Northern Industrial Park I
o Block 2 Lots 1, 2, 3, & 4
• Burlington Northern Industrial Park I First Resubdivision
o Block 3 Lots 1, 2, & 3
• Unplatted Properties
o Section 1, T151 N, R50 W, City of East Grand Forks

By Order of the City Council
David Murphy, City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer
City of East Grand Forks, Minnesota
(Publish May 18th, 25th, & June 1st , 2022)
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AGENDA ITEM #__________

Request for Council Action
Date:

April 5, 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, Brian Larson,
Tim Johnson, and Marc Demers

Cc:

File

From:

Steven R. Emery, P.E.

RE:

Report of Feasibility – Street & Utility Improvements on 4th St NE

Background:
As directed by the City Council we have completed the Report of Feasibility for Street and Utility
Improvements on 4th St NE from 5th Ave to American Crystal property (See attached map)
The City did receive a petition from American Crystal requesting reconstruction of 4th Street NE
Project Funding
Assessments
Enterprise Funds
Recommendation:
File Report of Feasibility and Set Date of Improvement Hearing
Enclosures:
Report of Feasibility
Preliminary Assessment Roll
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April 4, 2022

Honorable Mayor and City Council
City of East Grand Forks
PO Box 373
East Grand Forks, Mn 56721
RE:

Report of Feasibility
Estimate of Cost and Areas Proposed to be Assessed
Street and Utility Improvements
4th Street NE (5th Ave NE to American Crystal)
East Grand Forks, Mn

Dear Mayor and Members of the City Council:
We have as directed by the City Council made an investigation as to the Feasibility of
reconstructing Street and Utilities on 4th St NE from 5th Ave NE to American Crystal Property
(See attached map)
We have identified the project need as follows:
Street & Utility Improvements – 4th Street NE
The existing concrete street on 4th Street NE is approximately 46 years old and is in very poor
condition. The existing concrete curb & gutter has numerous areas of settlement and or
heaving causing ponding and not allowing the water to reach the storm sewer system and
furthermore causing saturation and weakening of the subgrade soils. The existing concrete
street has in many areas completely failed which has led to rutting of the pavement and
pumping up of the clay soils leaving the street nearly impassible during certain times of the
seasons.
Proposed Project:
Storm Sewer Improvements:
The proposed project would include removal and replacement of existing catch basins and
storm sewer leads along the project corridor to provide improved drainage of the roadway and
adjacent properties. There is some larger 42” & 48” storm sewer located underneath the

26

roadway that the City should consider televising to determine if this storm sewer needs to be
replaced or relined as part of the project. Costs for replacement or relining have not been
considered in the Storm Sewer Improvement costs below.
Street Improvements:
The proposed project will include removal of the existing concrete street and driveways
followed by excavation and subgrade work to provide for installation of 10” aggregate base
coarse, installation of a 4” drain tile to remove subgrade moisture and a geogrid fabric which
will provide additional subgrade stability. Street improvements to include construction of B624
Concrete Curb and Gutter and 8” Non-Reinforced Concrete Paving. The proposed overall street
width to be 45.34 from Back of Curb to Back of Curb. A concrete sidewalk will also be
constructed along the north side of 4th St NE from 5th Ave NE to the easterly limits of the project
along with curb ramps and detectable warning panels installed to meet current ADA standards.
Estimate of Project Cost:
Storm Sewer Improvements:
The estimated total project cost for Storm Sewer improvements including preparation of Plans
& Specification, Staking and Inspection, project administration and contingencies is estimated
to be $99,891.20 (See attached estimate)
Street Improvements:
The estimated total project cost for Concrete streets and subgrade drainage improvements
including preparation of Plans & Specification, Staking and Inspection, preparation of
assessment roll, project administration and contingencies is estimated to be $ 792,612.12 (See
attached estimate)
The estimated total project cost to be assessed is: $ 792,612.12
Estimate of Assessments:
The proposed assessments for street improvements will be based on a Front and End Benefit
cost per Linear Foot (LF)
Estimated Assessment Rate:
$466.66 / Front Foot of benefit
$155.55/ End Foot of benefit
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Areas Proposed to be Assessed:
MGI Grain Resubdivision
Block 1: Lots 1
Replat of Block 2 and Block 3, Burlington Northern Industrial Park I
Block 2: Lots 1, 2 3, 4
Burlington Northern Industrial Park I First Resubdivision
Block 3: Lots 1, 2 & 3
Unplatted Properties:
Section 1, T151N, R50 W, City of East Grand Forks
The proposed project as described will provide the benefitted properties with a new street
section, improved drainage and a sidewalk system which will connect 5th Ave NE to American
Crystal Property on the east end of the project area. The project shall furthermore improve the
aesthetics of the benefitted properties and will increase the overall property value of the
benefitted properties. With all of the benefits this project will provide we feel the project as
described above to be feasible.
If you have any questions, or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact me
at 218-773-5626.
Respectfully Yours,
Widseth
_______________________________
Steven R. Emery, P.E.
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2022-10054

ASSESSMENT MAP

OF

PRELIMINARY ENGINEERS ESTIMATE
Street Reconstruction
4th Street NE (5th Ave NE to Am Crystal Property)
East Grand Forks, MN

4/1/2022

ITEM NO.
015526

DESCRIPTION

UNIT
LS

Mobilization

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE
1

TOTAL

$25,000.00

$25,000.00

015526

Traffic Control

LS

1

$5,000.00

$5,000.00

015713

Storm Drain Inlet Protection

EA

8

$200.00

$1,600.00

024100

Remove Concrete Sidewalk

SF

1500

$2.00

$3,000.00

024100

Remove Concrete Curb & Gutter

LF

1666

$5.00

$8,330.00

024100

Remove Concrete Driveway

SY

220

$12.00

$2,640.00

024100

Remove 7" Concrete Pavement

SY

4359

$8.00

$34,872.00

024100

Salvage Sign Panel & Post

EA

2

$300.00

$600.00

31 2200

Common Excavation (P)

CY

1675

$10.00

$16,750.00

31 2200

Subgrade Preparation

SY

4820

$2.50

$12,050.00

32 1123

Geogrid Fabric

SY

4820

$3.50

$16,870.00

31 2200

Compaction Tests

EA

5

$200.00

$1,000.00

32 1123

Aggregate Base Course (10") (CV)

CY

1339

$45.00

$60,255.00

32 1123

4" Perforated Drain Tile

LF

1690

$10.00

$16,900.00

32 1600

8" Non-Reinforced Concrete Pavement

SY

4063

$72.00

$292,536.00

32 1600

Concrete Curb & Gutter, Design B624

LF

1690

$25.00

$42,250.00

32 1600

4" Concrete Sidewalk

SF

4030

$8.00

$32,240.00

400

$10.00

$4,000.00

32 1600

7" Concrete Sidewalk
7" Concrete Driveway

SF
SY

390

$65.00

$25,350.00

32 1600

Detectable Warning Panels

SF

18

$60.00

$1,080.00

32 9219

Topsoil Borrow (LV) - 4"

CY

185

$30.00

$5,550.00

32 9219

Turf Establishment

SY

2185

$3.00

$6,555.00

32 1600

Subtotal Construction Cost

$614,428.00

Engineering - Plans and Specifications (9%)

$55,298.52

Construction Administration - Staking and Inspection (6%)

$36,865.68

Assessment Roll (1%)

$6,144.28

Administration & Legal (3%)

$18,432.84

Contingencies (10%)

$61,442.80

Total Project Cost

$792,612.12
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PRELIMINARY ENGINEERS ESTIMATE
Storm Sewer / Street Reconstruction
4th Street NE (5th Ave NE to Am Crystal Property)
East Grand Forks, MN

4/4/2022

ITEM NO.
DESCRIPTION
024100 Remove Catch Basin

UNIT
EA

QUANTITY

8

UNIT PRICE

TOTAL

$500.00

$4,000.00

425

$10.00

$4,250.00
$1,250.00

024100

Remove Storm Sewer Piping

LF

33 4111

Aggregate Pipe Foundation (LV)

CY

25

$50.00

33 4111

12" RCP Storm Sewer Pipe

LF

108

$80.00

$8,640.00

33 4111

15" RCP Storm Sewer Pipe

LF

160

$90.00

$14,400.00

33 4111

18" RCP Storm Sewer Pipe

LF

106

$100.00

$10,600.00

33 4111

Storm Sewer Manhole Casting Assembly

EA

2

$1,200.00

$2,400.00

33 4111

Catch Basin

EA

7

$3,000.00

$21,000.00

33 4111

Catch Basin Casting Assembly, Type A

EA

7

$1,500.00

$10,500.00

33 4111

Compaction Tests

EA

5

$200.00

Subtotal Construction Cost

$1,000.00

$78,040.00

Engineering - Plans and Specifications (9%)

$7,023.60

Construction Administration - Staking and Inspection (6%)

$4,682.40

Administration & Legal (3%)

$2,341.20

Contingencies (10%)

$7,804.00

Total Project Cost

$99,891.20
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Utilities and Street Reconstruction
4th Street NE (5th Ave NE to American Crystal Property)
EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA

STREET IMPROVEMENTS
Construction
Plans and Specifications (9%)
Staking & Inspection (6%)
Assessment Roll (1%)
Administration (3%)
Contingencies (10%)
TOTAL PROJECT COST

$614,428.00
$55,298.52
$36,865.68
6,144.28
$18,432.84
$61,442.80
$792,612.12

TOTAL ASSESSED COST

$792,612.12

Front Footages
UNPLATTED PROPERTIES
Total Assessable Front Footage

870.00
870.00

End Footages
MGI GRAIN RESUBDIVISION
REPLAT OF BLOCK 2 AND BLOCK 3
BURLINGTON NORTHERN INDUSTRIAL PARK I
BURLINGTON NORTHERN INDUSTRIAL PARK I
FIRST RESUBDIVISION
Total Assessable End Footage
Assessment Rate
FRONT BENEFIT
END BENEFIT

675.79
832.55
977.05
2485.39

$466.66425
$155.55475
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ASSESSMENT ROLL - PRELIMINARY

Utilities and Street Reconstruction
4th Street NE (5th Ave NE to American Crystal Property)
EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA

PARCEL
No.

FRONT
FOOTAGE

STREET IMPROVEMENTS
$ FRONT
END
BENEFIT
FOOTAGE
$466.66425

$ END
BENEFIT
$155.55475

TOTAL
ASSESSMENT
BEFORE INTEREST

OWNER

DESCRIPTION

83.04455.00

MGI GRAIN RESUBDIVISION
MGI GRAIN INCORPORATED
SUBTOTAL MGI GRAIN RESUBDIVISION

LOT 1 BLOCK 1

0.00
0.00

$0.00
$0.00

675.79
675.79

$105,122.34
$105,122.34

$105,122.34
$105,122.34

83.03028.03
83.03028.04
83.03028.05
83.03028.06

REPLAT OF BLOCK 2 AND BLOCK 3 BURLINGTON NORTHERN INDUSTRIAL PARK I
A & L POTATO COMPANY
A & L POTATO CO INC
A & L POTATO CO INC
A & L POTATO COMPANY
SUBTOTAL REPLAT OF BLOCK 2 AND BLOCK 3 BURLINGTON NORTHERN INDUSTRIAL PARK I

LOT 1 BLOCK 2
LOT 2 BLOCK 2
LOT 3 BLOCK 2
LOT 4 BLOCK 2

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

300.00
145.10
342.00
45.45
832.55

$46,666.43
$22,570.99
$53,199.72
$7,069.96
$129,507.11

$46,666.43
$22,570.99
$53,199.72
$7,069.96
$129,507.11

83.04494.00
83.04495.00
83.04496.00

BURLINGTON NORTHERN INDUSTRIAL PARK I FIRST RESUBDIVISION
FOLSON BRYAN R
FOLSON FARM CORPORATION
FOLSON FARM CORPORATION
SUBTOTAL BURLINGTON NORTHERN INDUSTRIAL PARK I FIRST RESUBDIVISION

LOT 1 BLOCK 3
LOT 2 BLOCK 3
LOT 3 BLOCK 3

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

370.02
148.08
458.95
977.05

$57,558.37
$23,034.55
$71,391.85
$151,984.77

$57,558.37
$23,034.55
$71,391.85
$151,984.77

553.91

$258,490.00

0.00

$0.00

$258,490.00

316.09
870.00

$147,507.90
$405,997.90

0.00
0.00

$0.00
$0.00

$147,507.90
$405,997.90

870.00

$405,997.90

2,485.39

UNPLATTED PROPERTIES

83.00012.00

83.00052.00

AMERICAN CRYSTAL SUGAR CO & ATT: PHYLLIS

AMERICAN CRYSTAL SUGAR CO
SUBTOTAL UNPLATTED PROPERTIES

Section 01 Township 151 Range 050
TR IN GL 3 & SE4 NW4 COM 50' S &
600' E OF NW COR OF LOT 3; S
2,346.25', E 553.91', N 2,345.29' & W
555.70' TO POB (EX 3.03 A)
Section 01 Township 151 Range 050
ELY 2,813.03' OF N2 (EX BN IND PK I
ADD) SE4 E OF BN IND PARK I ADD
& N OF US HWY 2 (EX R/W)

GRAND TOTAL
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$386,614.22 $

792,612.12

6&7

Request for Council Action
Date: 6/2/2022
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: Jeff Boushee – Fire Chief
RE:

Request to hire two (2) Firefighter/EMT’s to fill vacancies

Background:
On May 17th the City Council approved a request to fill two (2) Firefighter/EMT vacancies. We
have completed our hiring process with the top two (2) candidates successfully completing a Civil
Service review, Fire Dept. interview, background check, physical ability test, pre-employment
medical exam and a psychological assessment. Both candidates, Parker Anderson and Austin
Cooley meet our minimum requirements and appear to be good fits for our community and the
Fire Department.
Budgetary Impact:
Pay Grade 12, Step 1 = $47,320.83
Recommendation:
To authorize the East Grand Forks Fire Department to hire Parker Anderson as a Firefighter/EMT
with a start date of 6/13/2022
To authorize the East Grand Forks Fire Department to hire Austin Cooley as a Firefighter/EMT
with a start date of 6/13/2022
Enclosures:
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RESOLUTION NO. 21 – 06 - 42
Council Member _______, supported by Council Member _______, introduced the following
resolution and moved its adoption:
WHEREAS, the City of East Grand Forks had two openings for position of “Firefighter/EMT”,
and
WHEREAS, a hiring process was completed with candidates being reviewed by the Civil Service
Commission and interviewed by City Staff, and
WHEREAS, City Staff has recommended the hiring of Parker Anderson as Firefighter/EMT, and
WHEREAS, Mr. Anderson would be placed on the current Grade 12 Step 1 which is $22.75 per
hour; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the City Council of East Grand Forks approves the
hiring of Parker Anderson as a Firefighter/EMT starting at a salary of $22.75 per hour.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

The President declared the resolution passed.
Passed: June 7, 2022
Attest:
___________________________________
City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer

____________________________________
President of Council

I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 7th day of June, 2022.
____________________________________
Mayor
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RESOLUTION NO. 21 – 06 - 43
Council Member _______, supported by Council Member _______, introduced the following
resolution and moved its adoption:
WHEREAS, the City of East Grand Forks had two openings for position of “Firefighter/EMT”,
and
WHEREAS, a hiring process was completed with candidates being reviewed by the Civil Service
Commission and interviewed by City Staff, and
WHEREAS, City Staff has recommended the hiring of Austin Cooley as Firefighter/EMT, and
WHEREAS, Mr. Cooley would be placed on the current Grade 12 Step 1 which is $22.75 per hour;
and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the City Council of East Grand Forks approves the
hiring of Austin Cooley as a Firefighter/EMT starting at a salary of $22.75 per hour.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

The President declared the resolution passed.
Passed: June 7, 2022
Attest:
___________________________________
City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer

____________________________________
President of Council

I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 7th day of June, 2022.
____________________________________
Mayor
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#10

Minutes of the regular meeting of the Water, Light, Power and Building Commission of the City of East
Grand Forks, Minnesota held on May 4, 2022, at 8:00 am in the City Council Chambers.
Present: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Absent: None
Also present: Keith Mykleseth, Ron Galstad, Brian Johnson, Todd Grabanski, Steve Emery, Todd Forster,
Brianna Feil, Kevin Hatcher, Corey Thompson, Karla Anderson and Tyler Tretter.
It was moved by Commissioner Quirk seconded by Commissioner Grinde that the minutes of the previous
regular meeting of April 20, 2022, 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 $258,369.70.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Grinde seconded by Commissioner Quirk to adjourn at 8:15 am to the
next regular meeting on May 18, 2022, at 8:00 am to be held in the City Council Chambers.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
Lori Maloney
Commission Secretary
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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 held on May 18, 2022, at 8:00 am in the City Council Chambers.
Present: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Absent: None
Also present: Keith Mykleseth, Ron Galstad, Brian Johnson, Todd Grabanski, Steve Emery, Todd Forster,
Brianna Feil, Kevin Hatcher, Corey Thompson, Karla Anderson, and Alex Breyer.
It was moved by Commissioner Quirk seconded by Commissioner Grinde that the minutes of the previous
regular meeting of May 4, 2022, 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 $1,509,623.22.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Grinde seconded by Commissioner Quirk to authorize WSN to prepare
the plans and specs to replace the soda ash feeder equipment at the Water Plant.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Grinde seconded by Commissioner Quirk to approve updating the Water
and Light Electric Service Rules and Regulations Booklet concerning an expansion fitting/coupling for the
meter sockets on new residential and commercial construction.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Grinde seconded by Commissioner Quirk tabling the 2022 Distribution
Service Center Roof Project.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
It was moved by Commissioner Quirk seconded by Commissioner Grinde to adjourn at 8:40 am to the
next regular meeting on June 1, 2022, at 8:00 am to be held in the City Council Chambers.
Voting Aye: Beauchamp, Quirk, Grinde, DeMers
Voting Nay: None
Lori Maloney
Commission Secretary
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Request for Council Action
Date: June 7th, 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 22-06-44 32nd Avenue Bridge Consultant

Background
The final version of the RFP is before the Council tonight and includes the final pieces that were not yet
in place at the May 24th Work Session. I will need Council to authorize the City Administrator to
distribute this to the identified consultants for response.
The deadline for submission of proposals is 4:30 PM on June 30th. The proposals will then be reviewed
by a committee which will evaluate the proposals based on merit, expertise and experience. The
Committee will identify the company that will best meet our needs and make a recommendation to the
East Grand Forks City Council and Grand Forks City Council.
It is my recommendation that the reviewing committee consist of 1 – 2 East Grand Forks City Council
Members, City Administrator, Public Works Director and MPO Director. Grand Forks has stated they
will likely have their City Engineer and one City Council Member as part of the selection committee.
Requested Action
Approval of the Resolution.
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RESOLUTION NO. 22 – 06 - 44
Council Member _______, supported by Council Member _______, introduced the following
resolution and moved its adoption:
WHEREAS, the City Council has set the addition of a south end neighborhood bridge as a priority;
and
WHEREAS, staff has been directed by the Council to get the bridge project shovel-ready so it is
eligible for funding; and
WHEREAS, staff has recommended hiring a bridge consultant to assist the City through the
process to ensure all steps are completed; and
WHEREAS, a Request for Proposal has been prepared, completed a peer review process, and is
now ready to be sent out; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the City Council of East Grand Forks authorizes the
City Administrator to distribute the Request for Proposals to identified bridge consultants.
FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED a review committee will be established to review the proposals
and will consist of one or two members of the East Grand Forks Council, City Administrator, the
Public Works Director, the Metropolitan Planning Organization Director, the Grand Forks City
Engineer, and a Grand Forks Council Member;
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:

The President declared the resolution passed.
Passed: June 7, 2022
Attest:
___________________________________
City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer

____________________________________
President of Council

I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 7th day of June, 2022.
____________________________________
Mayor
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EAST GRAND FORKS/GRAND FORKS
SCOPE OF PROJECT SERVICES
FOR A NEW BRIDGE CROSSING OVER THE RED RIVER BETWEEN GRAND
FORKS AND EAST GRAND FORKS AT 32ND AVE
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS
The City of East Grand Forks is requesting the services of a transportation engineering/planning
firm to review existing data and develop a planned approach for completion of all necessary
preliminary work as defined in the scope of work below. The scope of work is needed to
develop a plan to construct a new structure over the Red River connecting 32nd Avenue in Grand
Forks with Rhinehardt Drive in East Grand Forks.
BACKGROUND: The proposed Red River structure crossing at 32nd Avenue has been studied
and has been selected as the preferred location to construct a new crossing between the two
communities. The crossing will connect 32nd Avenue in Grand Forks North Dakota with
Rhinehart Drive in East Grand Forks Minnesota and will provide a shorter connection for
travelers between Grand Forks and East Grand Forks.
Traffic Data and road design information is available from the City of East Grand Forks
upon request.
With the possibility of additional Federal or State money available for infrastructure projects,
time is of the essence. After developing a planned approach to the project, the City desires to
move the environmental and design phases forward in order to have a shelf/shovel ready project
to bid. There are studies that could be started before this scope of work is completed and the
City would expect the selected firm to coordinate those studies during the completion of the
scope of this request.
SCOPE OF WORK:
1) Review existing previously completed studies including, but not limited to, Future Bridge Traffic
Impact Study and South End Bridge Hydraulic Study. Provide a memo summarizing previous studies and
decisions/recommendations made.
2) Identify all regulatory agencies that have jurisdiction over the project and their
requirements, key permit requirements and timeframes. Complete all necessary permitting for future
bridge as required.
3) Coordinate with MnDOT/NDDOT and any other local, state county and federal agencies to complete
any preliminary work which could be completed prior to commencing with complete set of plans and
specifications.
4) Conduct Legal/boundary survey and/or any topographic survey work which may be required for
permitting of the project.
5) Develop an outline of the process(es) for the NEPA/MEPA/prelim design phase.
6) Develop a schedule for the NEPA/MEPA/prelim and final design phases
7) Develop an estimated professional services budget range for the NEPA/MEPA/Preliminary
Design Phase. Professional services anticipated to include all necessary environmental and preliminary
engineering studies (e.g., bridge hydraulics, wetland delineation, cultural resources, geotechnical, etc.
8) Research and develop a list of potential funding sources, application requirements and timelines.
9) Work/assist Study Advisory Committee to review project and make recommendations
for next steps.
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10) Provide regular updates to both communities on status of work and/or pending work at a frequency
to be determined based on need.

POLICY FOR SELECTION: The City shall conduct a selection process for the Scope
of Project Services based on qualifications and experience, subject to a mutual
understanding of the Scope of Work and subsequent negotiation of a fair and reasonable
contract. Interviews of consultants may be conducted at the City’s discretion.
SELECTION CRITERIA: Selection criteria shall include, but not necessarily be limited
to the following items, each of which shall be graded on upon the consultant’s
qualifications as determined by the selection committee:
1. Engineering staff with recent experience in bridge design and environmental documentation
and permitting. 35%
2. Professional background of key personnel and specific project responsibilities
of the complete team to be assigned to the project, including those of any subcontractors and
outside consultants. 25%
3. Demonstrated ability to meet schedules or deadlines. 10%
4. Capability of completing planning without major cost escalations or overruns. 10%
5. References of similar Plan/Studies or other projects previously undertaken that
are similar in nature. 20%
OTHER REQUIREMENTS
Respondents must identify any potential conflicts of interest.
Any items submitted that may be proprietary information must be clearly marked as such.
Insurance Requirements. The successful respondent will be required to maintain Professional
Liability Insurance and Commercial General Liability Insurance with minimum limits as
follows:
• $2,000,000 – per occurrence.
RESERVED RIGHTS:
The City reserves the right to interview only firms it selects at its discretion and the
right to reject all proposals.
Prospective firms are advised that no obligations or commitments be incurred by the
City of East Grand Forks in soliciting these proposals. The City reserves the right to
interview the most highly qualified firms and to make recommendations to the City
Council who will make the final determination based on staff recommendations.
SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS: Proposals (two copies) will be accepted until
4:30 p.m. June 30th, 2022. Proposals shall be no more than 10 pages in length and are to be
submitted to the City of East Grand Forks at the
following address:
City of East Grand Forks.
Attn: David Murphy,
600 DeMers Ave.
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East Grand Forks, MN 56721
or electronically to dmurphy@egf.mn.
Any inquiries regarding this RFP should be directed to David Murphy at (218) 3993245. The City of East Grand Forks reserves the right to negotiate additional
professional planning and/or design services with the selected firm(s) as it may deem
necessary to fulfill the complete project intent.
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RESOLUTION NO. 22 – 06 - 45
RESOLUTION ORDERING IMPROVEMENT AND PREPARATION OF PLANS AND
SPECIFICATIONS FOR 2022 ASSESSMENT JOB NO. 2 FOR STREET & UTILITY
IMPROVEMENTS FOR 4TH STREET NE
Council Member ________, supported by Council Member _______, introduced the following resolution
and moved its adoption:
WHEREAS, the City Council desires plans and specifications for 2022 Assessment Job No. 2 – Street &
Utility Improvements for 4th Street NE.
WHEREAS, a notice was mailed more than 10 days before the hearing and published in the official
newspaper more than two weeks before the hearing was held on the 6th day of June, 2022, at which all
persons desiring to be heard were given an opportunity to be heard;
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF EAST GRAND
FORKS, MINNESOTA:
1. Such improvement is necessary, cost-effective, and feasible as detailed in the feasibility report.
2. The Council directs the City Engineer to prepare plans and specifications for the 2022 Assessment
Job No. 2 per the guidelines of the existing engineering services agreement with Widseth Smith
Nolting Engineering.
3. The City Council declares its official intent to reimburse itself for the costs of the improvement
from the proceeds of tax exempt bonds.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
Absent:
The President declared the resolution passed.

Passed: June 7, 2022

Attest:
______________________________
City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer

_________________________________
President of Council

I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 6th day of June, 2022.
________________________________
Mayor
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RESOLUTION NO. 22 – 06 - 46
Council member ______, supported by Council Member _______, introduced the following resolution
and moved its adoption:
WHEREAS, the City Council has passed budget resolution authorizing other transfers occurring in 2021;
BE IT RESOLVED, By the City Council of the City of East Grand Forks, Minnesota, that the City
Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer is authorized to make the following transfers for budget year 2021
as set out hereafter:
Reason
EDA Transfer (Budget $222,449)
River Road 21CP5 Flood

Amount

Transfer To

Transfer From

$179,748.67
$131,388.25

620-39-000-39201
415-43-000-39201

101-49-300-47230
609-43-705-47200

$200,000

415-45-000-39201

212-49-000-47200

Budget ($77,695) for tax rebates

$77,694.43

101-39-000-39204

280-49-300-47200

Cemetery Budget($35,964) Transfer
20CP3 ADA Bus Shelters

$34,746.69
$7,500

214-39-000-39201
415-39-000-39201

101-49-300-47260
209-49-300-47200

LaFave Park Improvements

$18,362.50

415-45-000-39201

101-49-300-47200

20CP4 DeMers & 4th St (City)
20CP4 DeMers & 4th St (City)
21CP1 Safe Route to Schools

$19,394.95
$13,137.50

415-43-000-39201
415-43-000-39201

209-49-300-47200
101-49-300-47200

$210,531.46
$24,995.67

415-43-000-39201
415-43-000-39201

209-49-300-47200
101-49-300-47200

$5,315

210-39-000-39201

101-49-300-47220

21CP3 Civic Comp-Sales Tax

20CP4 DeMers & 4th St (City)-ADA
Transit Budget ($5,315) transfer

Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
The President declared the resolution passed.
Passed:

June 7, 2022

Attest:
_________________________________
City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer

____________________________________
President of the Council

I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 7st day of June, 2022.
____________________________________
Mayor
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Funds:
101 General Fund
209 State Aid Fund
210 Transit Fund
214 Cemetery Fund
280 Housing Incentive Fund
414 City Assessment Jobs
415 City Projects
533 2004 Improvement Bond
620 EDA Administration Fund
849 Perpetual Care Cemetery Fund
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07/01/2022

3800.00
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06/30/2023

#15
RESOLUTION NO. 22 – 06 – 47
RESOLUTION APPOINTING JUDGES
Council Member _______, supported by Council Member _______, introduced the following resolution
and moved its adoption:
BE IT RESOLVED, the City Council of East Grand Forks appoints the following judges in each respective
ward or as alternate judges for the August 9th Primary Election and the November 8th General Election in
2022.
1st Ward: Jeff McMaines, Cyndi Weber, Rick Audette, Jill Ozaki, Ron Pape
Polling Place: Senior Center; 538 Rhinehart Drive SE
2nd Ward: Brian Smith, Mike Butler, Jan Boe, Roger Nelson
Polling Place: City Hall Training Room, 600 Demers Avenue NW
3rd Ward: Terry Fore, Kelly Hegg, Katie Boespflug, Amy Ryan
Polling Place: Senior High School 1420 4th Ave NW
4th Ward: Sue Bakke, Laurie Holtman, Kathy Bushy, Michelle Quirk, Cassandra Hodek
Polling Place: Senior High School 1420 4th Ave NW
5th Ward: Michele Ostgard, Marla Wolfe, Colleen Bushy, Sharon Budge, Julie Norman
Polling Place: Senior High School 1420 4th Ave NW
Alternate Judges: Peggy McNelis, Sandy Brooks, Ryan Lisell, Sheila Nelson, Dillon Nelson, Hanan
Bawzer, Susan Thompson, Lyvia Juarez, and Kendra Hatcher.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the election administrator is authorized to re-balance judges to different
wards as needed in order to comply with state election laws; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the judge’s hourly compensation is fixed at the following: chair or head
judge at $14.00 per hour, and regular judge at $13.00 per hour.
Voting Aye:
Voting Nay:
The President declared the resolution passed.
Passed: June 7, 2022
Attest:
_________________________________
City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer

____________________________________
President of the Council

I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 7th day of June, 2022.
____________________________________
Mayor
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