


























RRWD Manager Todd Miller stated that they had half of a ring dike and that the RRWD
added on to it and put culverts in.

Dalager concluded his presentation summarizing that he had provided an overview of
some of the impacts to the system, and comments from the public.

Commissioner Swanson asked if the County had received any written comments.

County Coordinator Trish Klein stated that the County had not received any written or
oral comments.

Commissioner Swanson asked RRWD Administrator Sando if they had received any
written comments or verbal comments.

Sando stated that no written comments had been received but that he had gotten a
positive verbal comment from Mike Dahl.

Commissioner Swanson asked if there were any further comments or questions.

Commissioner Rasmussen asked if there had been any negative concerns from the
landowners.

RRWD Manager Miller restated that the Watershed had met with landowners a couple of
different times so all their concerns were ironed out or at least answered.

Commissioner Walker asked if the culvert sizing change will increase water downstream.
Dalager responded that typically the Roseau River is the problem for these landowners.

Ketring added that by pulling water off Hay reek into the impoundment the overall impact
on the river itself is positive so increasing culvert size will not put more water in the system.

Commissioner Rasmussen asked about the impact on farmsteads immediately north
and west.

Ketring responded that this concern is what makes the Norland Impoundment such an
important project.

Dalager stated that the culvert is a replacement for a worn out culvert. He noted that
adding that it is opportunity for some of the concerns along here and that it is a feel good thing
that will have no negative impact.

Ketring asked the Board how they wanted to proceed. He stated that he assumed the
Board would want to proceed in phases. He added that he also assumed that the County would
want to have another public hearing or at least another meeting to go over the outside
engineer’s report.

Commissioner Swanson asked what the timeline is for getting started.



Dalager stated that they hoped to have a contractor working by mid July.
Commissioner Swanson asked if the Board approval was necessary prior to starting.
Dalager answered that he believed it was needed.

Commissioner Swanson asked if the Board approved the project if there would be an
opportunity to make changes so that comments and suggestions from the outside engineer’s
report could be incorporated.

Ketring stated that he thought the Board could approve Phases 1 and 3 and Phase 2,
the Norland Impoundment, could be contingent upon the engineers report. Ketring added that if
Phases 1 and 3 are approved and the Norland Impoundment was not done that they could
easily mitigate potential problems by removing traps. Ketring stated that this project keeps the
water off the land and meters it through the river system. He added that if there are potential
upstream problems there is the possibility of re-opening culverts. Ketring added that the
positive that will come out of the project is that high water that normally breaks out into this area
and flows the back way to the river will be eliminated.

Commissioner Swanson asked about oversight, noting that with the recent Two River
Watershed District project that oversight continued throughout the project.

Ketring answered that that the Board could approve Phases 1 and 3 and you could do it
contingent upon an outside engineers report.

Swanson asked Ketring if he was less concerned about phases 1 & 3 and more
concerned about the impoundment.

Ketring stated Phases 1 and 3 have limited impact to the system. He stated that the
collector ditch will have no bearing on anything and will essentially not do anything but wait to
be utilized when the impoundment is finished.

Commissioner Swanson asked if Ketring would recommend approving Phases 1 and 3
and then having another public hearing on Phase 2 when we get to that point.

Ketring stated that he did not know if we needed a public hearing or not but that the
Board definitely wants to hear the engineers report before approving the impoundment project.

Coordinator Klein stated that if this public hearing was closed and only two phases were
approved that another hearing would be required before the Board could formally take action on
that portion of the petition.

Commissioner Rasmussen asked if the Board could approve all three phases contingent
upon the engineer’s report.

Coordinator Klein stated that it would be possible given the parameters of the petition
provided the contingencies were clarified.



Dalager stated that an outside party is not legally part of the project. He stated that
Ketring is the County Engineer and represents the County and that he is the appointed engineer
for the Roseau River Watershed District and he represents their interest but that he did not think
that their presence at a public hearing would not be the proper protocol.

Coordinator Klein clarified that the discussion point is not about whether or not the
consulting engineer makes a presentation to the County Board but rather it is about the County
Engineer getting the information, making a recommendation to the County Board, and the
flexibility existing to make changes in the project based on the consulting engineer’s input and
the county engineer’'s recommendation.

Dalager stated that he agreed with that process.
Ketring concurred.
Commissioner Walker asked for clarification on the replacement culvert.

Dalager stated that it is not necessary to increase sizing as it will not make any
difference in drainage.

Commissioner Swanson stated that the sizing increase made the upstream people
happy.

Ketring stated that it would not have any effect on the people downstream at all because
that culvert does not stage any water. Ketring added that it is a flat enough area and that it is
close enough to the outlet, that even if you had an 18 inch culvert there it would not have a
positive or negative impact on those people to the west.

Voll asked if there are three spots where the outlet flows into the impoundment.

Dalager stated that yes, there are three outlets; noting that water will be flowing out to
where it is suppose to.

Voll asked if the impoundment is going to be wet or dry.

Dalager answered that it will be dry, adding that it will drain down to the bottom of those
ditches.

Ketring addressed Commissioner Walker’s concern regarding the increased culvert
sizing. Ketring stated that a bigger culvert actually pushes water back into the system so it flows
as designed.

Commissioner Rasmussen asked if the project would help the issues with the Roseau
River itself. Rasmussen stated that he had driven in this area in the spring and it was a solid
water mass to the north because of the river backing out. Rasmussen asked what effect this
project will have when the river is actually flowing out into this private land and floods this whole
area and remains flooded for 2-3 weeks.



Dalager answered that when a project like this is designed there is an operating plan
based on downstream stages. Gates are closed when certain flood condition are persisting
downs stream and that water is held until water drops below those stages. So in theory, when
there is flooding to the west downstream, you hold that water until those conditions subside or
until you don’t add to those problems.

Ketring asked if it will completely alleviate those problems.

Dalager answered, no, this project can take the peak off the Roseau River but once it
has done that, then its job is done.

Sando stated that there are trigger points downstream and then water can start being
released out of the impoundment. He noted there are trigger points at Ross and when the
gauges drop there will be a certain point where water will be released Sando stated there will be
an Operating and Maintenance plan associated with the project.

Voll stated that when the impoundment is full, there will be a ditch around it so there will
still be opportunities to drain.

Dalager concurred stating the system will either be flowing into the impoundment or
around the impoundment when it is full and that drainage should be better in all circumstances.

Ketring asked Sando about the O & M Plan and asked if the O & M could be finalized for
the Board to review prior to approval.

Sando said the O & M is essentially already in the engineers report.

Ketring stated that the O & M Plan, how the project will function, is an important part of
the Board'’s decision.

Voll asked Dalager how much the project will take off the peak in Roseau.

Dalager answered that the Army Corps of Engineers estimates that it will take about
1/10™ . Dalager clarified that the discharge is downstream of Roseau so it will not directly
reduce flow through town.

Voll asked if is there a provision to pay damages if the project doesn’t work and water
backs up.

Dalager answered not at this time.

Commissioner Swanson called for a motion to close the public hearing. A motion was
made by Commissioner Rasmussen, seconded by Commissioner Walker, and carried
unanimously to close the public hearing.

A motion to close the Public Hearing was made by Commissioner Rasmussen,
seconded by Commissioner Walker and carried unanimously.

Chair Swanson reconvened the regularly scheduled Board meeting at 9:45 a.m.



A motion was made by Commissioner Johnston, seconded by Commissioner
Rasmussen and carried unanimously to approve all three phases of the project contingent upon
the consulting engineer's report and the creation of a mutually acceptable operating and
maintenance agreement for the project.
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REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION
* Required Fields Our
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[ *Person Responsible for Request | “Department | *Board Meeting Date
‘ Pelowski, Jeff v Environmental Services v Aug i1l W | 2009 v

*Subject Title (As it will appear on the agenda):

Environmental Office Operations

*Background (Provide sufficient detail of the subject):

2009 Budget included $40,000 for the purchase of a new pup trailer at the Transfer Station. Have asked for quotes from 3
vendors... only received 1 quote, (Sanitation Products: $28,734.00). Requesting Board approval to purchase the trailer
from Sanitation Products for the quoted price. Also, we have an old loader, boom truck and several containers that we
would like to scrap; awaiting a proposal from the firm we have used in the past. Would like Board approval to proceed
under the assumption that we receive a "reasonable" proposal.

*Financial Consideration:
The quoted price falls within budget guidelines.

*Legal Consideration:

*Other Consideration:
None

*Resolution (Wording should reflect the intent of the Board vote):
None

Coordinator's Office Use (Do Not Write Below)

Date Received: Comments:

Board Action:

Comm. Motion Motion Vote Vote Result
(First) (Second) Yes No Abstain
Swanson Passed | ‘
Johnston ‘
Folds Failed |
Rasmussen
Walker Tabled |

ATTEST: Teresa Klein, Board Clerk
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'W
SANITATION PRODUCTS, INC.

Box 186 - 1402 41st S1.NW
FARGO, ND 58107
701.282-0296  FAX: 701.277-1148

Bax 1261 = 801 E. 48th 3L N,
SIQUX FALLS, SD 57101
605-332-2487  FAX: 605-332-2349

Tuly 30, 2009

Roseau Co Environmental
Attn: Jeff Polowski

060 — 5" Ave S.W. Room 150
Roseau, MN 56751

Dear Jeff:

As per your request for a bid on a Pup Trailer, Sanitation Products proposes the
following.

(1) One Galbreath, Model SP2A, 40,000 1b. Pup Trailer W/10° Tongue W/ Ratchet &
Spring Assist Tongue, Air Powered Dolly Lock-out, Poly Fenders, Front & Rear
25,000 Ib. Axles, Two Container Hold Down Per Side, ABS Brakes.

FOB Roseau, MInnesota. . ...voveevoiiiaiemrciiiiniiniiaaennn, $ 28,734.00

FET and Sales Tax pot included in price.
This quotation good for 30 days.

If you have any questions, please give me a call.

(SIHQ}Crer, ?41‘%

Terry BOaas
Sanitation Products, Inc.
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Effective May 24, 1889

oidbmreath (Raplacas Prics List

Datad Jan. 1, 1999)

- Pup Trallers -
Mods! ,
SP2A a79 -
AP2A ~——— 274 3/16°
i 120
Ruted GVWA vy 10 40,0007
Approe. Wis. SPZA - 7,2008
AP2A -7,5004
Modals
3SP3A 279 -
AP3A
j————-274 3/16°
f 120
T Lo
Ruted GYWR wp 10 50,0004 1674 ————+=-49"~
Apgaoy_ Wee. SP3A - 8.8504 o
AP3A - B.300¢ ———— 216" WB
Specifications
Axiey 25,000¥ Capscity 6" Round
Suspensinn Air Rida - 25,0004 Capasity Per Axle; Spring Ritfa - 25,0004 Capacity Per Axle
Brakas BUZ T Ar
Drome Cast Spoke w] Ol Seals
Ry 8251229
Tim 225/70R-225
Kinggins 2"
Fink Wiws! Fixed wi Potymer Waar Disc
Lighting ICC Apmoved, Seal Beam Type & Seaied Wiring Hameszs
{CC Bampnt Rigid
Safuty Cablse (2) 4127 x 160" Cubla Assembly
Bscwric Consectlons 7 Way
Loadiuy Rafl 4" x 3" x 114" Conen Angle
Fraut Budhhesd 4" x 2° x 1/4" Roectangular Tube
Dally Frema 6 1 3" 1 1/4° Rectangulsr Tubs
Fifth When! Piate 318" Hiph Tansde Reinforced

GALBREATH INC. 1999

puptripl-517.xis - Page 20! 2




07/30/09 THU 09:31 FAX 17012771149 SANITATION PROD

PUP TRAILER

MODELS
SP & AP

Gxlbreath

Why make two trips when you
can get the job done in one? The
Galbreath Pup Trailer enables
you to transport two containers
at once. One on the pup trailer
and the other on a roll-off hoist.
Save time and money

by hauling two loads
at once and cut
your travel
time in half.

@004







ROSEAU COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 33

ROSEAU COUNTY ORDINANCE
FOR THE MANAGEMENT OF ALL TERRAIN VEHICLES
IN THE PUBLIC RIGHT OF WAY ON CERTAIN ROADS
WITHIN THE COUNTY’S JURISDICTION

THE COUNTY OF ROSEAU DOES ORDAIN:
Subdivision 1. Findings, purpose and intent.

Minnesota Statutes § 84.82-84.928 generally regulate the use of all terrain vehicles within the
right of way for trunk highways, county state aid highways, and county roads. Consistent with
these statutes, and to provide for the health, safety and welfare of its citizens, and to ensure the
integrity of roads falling under the jurisdiction of Roseau County, this Ordinance is enacted to
regulate the use of all terrain vehicles on county state aid highways and county roads within
Roseau County.

Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes § 84.928, subd. 6(c), the County makes the following
findings:

1. That the following County State Aid Highways and County Roads exist
throughout Roseau County:

*County State Aid Highway 2 from County State Aid Highway 13 east sixteen
(16) miles to County Road 141

*County State Aid Highway 4 from Trunk Highway 89 east nine (9) miles to
Hayes Lake State Park

*County State Aid Highway 7 from Kittson County State Aid Highway No. 25
south and east to County State Aid Highway 10

«County State Aid Highway 72 (excepting 2" Ave. SE to 2" Ave. SW in the City
of Roseau)

*County State Aid Highway 8

*County State Aid Highway 10

*County State Aid Highway 11

*County State Aid Highway 12

*County State Aid Highway 13

*County State Aid Highway 14

*County State Aid Highway 16

*County State Aid Highway 17

*County State Aid Highway 18

*County State Aid Highway 19

*County State Aid Highway 20

*County State Aid Highway 23

*County State Aid Highway 24

*County State Aid Highway 28

*County State Aid Highway 30

*County State Aid Highway 33

*County State Aid Highway 34

*County State Aid Highway 35



*County Road 103
*County Road 104
*County Road 108
*County Road 109
*County Road 114
*County Road 115
*County Road 118
*County Road 120
*County Road 121
*County Road 122
*County Road 123
*County Road 124
*County Road 125
*County Road 126
*County Road 136
*County Road 137
*County Road 138
*County Road 141
*County Road 142
*County Road 143
*County Road 145
*County Road 146

2. That the above County State Aid Highways and County Roads are in an area of
the County that is generally flat and contains numerous and extensive lowlands.

3. That the terrain adjacent to the above roads is such that travel by all terrain
vehicles in the ditch or outside slopes for such roads is not possible.

Subdivision 2. Definitions.
The following definitions apply to this Ordinance.

1. ATV or All Terrain Vehicle shall mean a motorized flotation-tired vehicle of not
less than three, but not more than six, low pressure tires, with an engine displacement of less
than 800 cubic centimeters, and a total dry weight of less than 900 pounds.

2. County means the County of Roseau, Minnesota.

3. County State Aid Highway or CSAH means the following roads located in
Roseau County:

*County State Aid Highway 2 from County State Aid Highway 13 east sixteen
(16) miles to County Road 141

*County State Aid Highway 4 from Trunk Highway 89 east nine (9) miles to
Hayes Lake State Park

*County State Aid Highway 7 from Kittson County State Aid Highway No. 25
south and east to County State Aid Highway 10

«County State Aid Highway 72 (excepting 2" Ave. SE to 2" Ave. SW in the City
of Roseau)

*County State Aid Highway 8



*County State Aid Highway 10
*County State Aid Highway 11
*County State Aid Highway 12
*County State Aid Highway 13
*County State Aid Highway 14
*County State Aid Highway 16
*County State Aid Highway 17
*County State Aid Highway 18
*County State Aid Highway 19
*County State Aid Highway 20
«County State Aid Highway 23
*County State Aid Highway 24
*County State Aid Highway 28
*County State Aid Highway 30
*County State Aid Highway 33
«County State Aid Highway 34
*County State Aid Highway 35

4, County Road means the following roads located in Roseau County:

*County Road 103
*County Road 104
*County Road 108
*County Road 109
*County Road 114
*County Road 115
*County Road 118
*County Road 120
*County Road 121
*County Road 122
*County Road 123
*County Road 124
*County Road 125
*County Road 126
*County Road 136
*County Road 137
*County Road 138
*County Road 141
*County Road 142
*County Road 143
*County Road 145
*County Road 146

Subdivision 3. Permitted Operation of ATVs on certain roads in Roseau County.
1. Except as provided below and in Minnesota Statutes § 84.928, subd. 1(e), it shall
be unlawful for any person to operate an all terrain vehicle on the roadway, shoulder or inside

bank or slope of any County State Aid Highway or county road within Roseau County.

2. It shall be permissible to operate an all terrain vehicle on the roadway on the
following County State Aid Highways and County Roads within Roseau County:



*County State Aid Highway 2 from County State Aid Highway 13 east sixteen
(16) miles to County Road 141

*County State Aid Highway 4 from Trunk Highway 89 east nine (9) miles to
Hayes Lake State Park

*County State Aid Highway 7 from Kittson County State Aid Highway No. 25
south and east to County State Aid Highway 10

«County State Aid Highway 72 (excepting 2" Ave. SE to 2" Ave. SW in the City
of Roseau)

*County State Aid Highway 8

*County State Aid Highway 10

*County State Aid Highway 11

*County State Aid Highway 12

*County State Aid Highway 13

«County State Aid Highway 14

*County State Aid Highway 16

*County State Aid Highway 17

*County State Aid Highway 18

«County State Aid Highway 19

*County State Aid Highway 20

*County State Aid Highway 23

«County State Aid Highway 24

*County State Aid Highway 28

*County State Aid Highway 30

*County State Aid Highway 33

«County State Aid Highway 34

*County State Aid Highway 35

*County Road 103

*County Road 104

*County Road 108

*County Road 109

*County Road 114

*County Road 115

*County Road 118

*County Road 120

*County Road 121

*County Road 122

*County Road 123

*County Road 124

*County Road 125

*County Road 126

*County Road 136

*County Road 137

*County Road 138

«County Road 141

*County Road 142

*County Road 143

*County Road 145

*County Road 146



3. Persons operating all terrain vehicles on any of the roadways listed above must
operate the all terrain vehicle on the extreme right hand side of the road, making left turns
across the road only if it is safe to do so under prevailing conditions.

4, Persons operating all terrain vehicles within the right of way of any of the
roadways listed above shall not operate their ATV on the inside slope, ditch bottom or outside
slope of the right of way, unless such operation is otherwise permitted by appropriate trail
designation or signage.

5. Except as otherwise provided in this Ordinance, all operation of all terrain
vehicles shall be in compliance with Minnesota Statutes § 84.92-84.928, as well as any other
federal, state, or local rule or regulation.

Subdivision 4. Effective Date.
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect upon adoption pursuant to Minnesota law.

Dated this 28" day of February, 2006.

ROSEAU COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

By

Orris Rasmussen, Chairman
Roseau County Board of Commissioners

ATTEST:

By

Teresa Harren
Roseau County Coordinator






RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING ADMINISTRATION OF
HOMELESSNESS PREVENTION AND RAPID RE-HOUSING PROGRAM

WHEREAS the need for homeless prevention and assistance exists in Roseau County; and

WHEREAS the Minnesota Department of Human Services (DHS) Office of Economic
Opportunity (OEO) has announced the availability of Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-
Housing Program (HPRP) funding; and

WHEREAS Northwest Community Action has applied for said funding; and

WHEREAS Northwest Community Action desires to administer the Homelessness Prevention
and Rapid Re-Housing Program (HPRP) in Roseau County in accordance with all applicable
State and Federal regulations; and

WHEREAS in order to administer the Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing
Program (HPRP) Northwest Community Action, Inc. must first obtain a resolution of approval
executed by the Roseau County Board of Commissioners and file said resolution with the
Minnesota Department of Human Services, Office of Equal Opportunity.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that Roseau County hereby supports Northwest
Community Action’s application for funding under the Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-
Housing Program and Northwest Community Action, Inc. is hereby authorized to administer the
Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing Program in Roseau County, according to the
program guidelines, contingent upon funding being granted.

Approved this day of , 2009
BY: BY:

(Authorized Officer) (Authorized Officer)
ITS: ITS:

(Title) (Title)




Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing Grant (HPRP)

Homelessness Prevention

Financial assistance and stabilization services to keep singles, families or unaccompanied youth
at imminent risk of becoming homeless in their current living situation, OR

Financial assistance and relocation and stabilization services to re-house singles, families or
unaccompanied youth who are at imminent risk of becoming homeless.
In either instance, funds may be used for:

Up to six months rental and utility arrears (if payment enables program participant to
remain in that housing unit, or move to another unit;)

Temporary rental and utility assistance up to 18 months (including any arrears);

Moving costs, including up to three months storage fees, but excluding furnishings

Motel vouchers up to 30 days if no appropriate shelter beds are available and subsequent
rental housing has been identified but is not yet available for move-in; and,

Housing relocation and stabilization services designed to assist people in maintaining or
obtaining stable housing.

Rapid Re-Housing

Financial assistance and relocation and stabilization services to re-house singles, families or
unaccompanied youth who meet HUD’s definition of homelessness: (see Target Population
below). Funds may be used for:

Up to six months rental and utility arrears (if payment efiables program participant to
move to another unit;)

Temporary rental and utility assistance up to 18 months (including any arrears);

Moving costs, including up to three months storage fees, but excluding furnishings

Motel vouchers up to 30 days if no appropriate shelter beds are available and subsequent
rental housing has been identified but is not yet available for move-in; and,

Housing relocation and stabilization services designed to keep people in housing

Eligible Populations:

All Households: Must be at or below 50 percent of HUD Area Median Income (AMI).

All Households: Must lack financial resources and support networks needed to obtain
housing or remain in their existing housing and have no other appropriate housing
options identified.

Prevention Households: singles, families and unaccompanied youth at a high-risk of
becoming homeless who would be homeless but for this assistance. This includes persons
facing eviction within 2 weeks from a private dwelling, including housing provided by
family or friends, those living in unsafe overcrowding situations, and persons being
discharged from an institution where they resided more than 180 days.

Rapid Re-Housing Households: singles, families and unaccompanied youth meeting
HUD’s definition of homelessness: 1) spent the last night in an emergency shelter or
place not meant for human habitation 2) a victim of domestic violence 3) leaving a time-
limited transitional housing program 4) leaving a hospital or institution where they stayed
up to 180 days but were homeless prior to entry.




Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing Program (HPRP)

Federal Information: As part of the stimulus package, President Obama allocated $1.5 billion
to create the Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing Program — HPRP. Each State and
local community is allocated a specific portion of that money. Local communities submitted
plans on how they plan to use that money to the Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) in May 2009. Once the plan is approved, the money can be disbursed.

State Information: In the State of Minnesota, there is $10.3 million available to provide
financial resources and support services to singles, families, and unaccompanied youth who are
risk of becoming homeless or are currently experiencing homelessness. Agencies applying for
funds in northwest Minnesota include: Inter County Communmity Council, Northwest
Community Action Agency, Northwest Minnesota Legal Services, Northwestern Mental Health
Center, Tri-Valley Opportunity Council, and the Violence Intervention Program.

What is HPRP? The Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing Program will provide
financial assistance and stabilization services to keep singles, families or unaccompanied youth
at imminent risk of becoming homeless in their current living situation. Case management staff
will also provide financial assistance, relocation and stabilization services to re-house singles,
families or unaccompanied youth who meet HUD’s definition of homelessness. Achieving
housing stability is the single most important goal of the HPRP program.

Why are the agencies coming to the County Commissioners for the Certificate of
Approval? Non-profit agencies are required to obtain a Certification of Approval by the local
unit(s) of government in the service area.






















































ammiller
Information Only







ammiller
Highlight

ammiller
Typewritten Text

ammiller
Typewritten Text

ammiller
Information Only








