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AGENDA 

Tuesday, June 15, 2010 4:00 p.m. 
 

Notice is hereby given that the Board of Commissioners of Roseau County will meet in session on June 15, 2010 at 4:00 pm in the 
Roseau County Courthouse, Room 110, Roseau, MN, at which time the following matters will come before the Board: 
  

PLEASE NOTE TIME CHANGE 
 
4:00 Call to Order  

1. Presentation of Colors 
2. Approve Agenda 
 

4:05 Comments and Announcements 
 
4:10 Consent Agenda 

1. Approve Proceedings 
2. Approve Bills 

 
4:15 Environmental Officer Jeff Pelowski 

1. SSTS Update 
 
4:30 Highway Department 
  
4:45 Committee Reports 
 
5:00 Discussion 

1. Discuss Status Change for Office Support Specialist  
2. Highway Maps 
3. Regional Rail Authority Update 

 
5:25 Adjourn Regular Board Meeting 
 
5:30 Open Board of Appeal & Equalization Meeting 

 
 

mailto:trish.klein@co.roseau.mn.us�
http://co.roseau.mn.us/�


ITEM #

* Required Fields

Comm. Motion Motion

(First) (Second) Yes No Abstain

Swanson Passed

Johnston

Foldesi Failed

Falk

Walker Tabled

Consent 1

Attached are the proceedings from the June 8, 2010 Board Meeting.  Please 

review carefully and advise of any changes.

*Financial Consideration:

 

*Background (Provide sufficient detail of the subject):

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

*Person Responsible for Request *Department *Board Meeting Date

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

Approve Proceedings 

*Legal Consideration:

Teresa Klein, Board Clerk  ATTEST:

Board Action:

Vote Vote Result

*Other Consideration:

 

Coordinator's Office Use (Do Not Write Below)

Date Received:

 

Comments:

*Resolution (Wording should reflect the intent of the Board vote):

Johnston, Alan Commissioner Jun 15 2010



 

 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE ROSEAU COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
 
 June 8, 2010 
 

The Board of Commissioners of Roseau County, Minnesota met in the Courthouse in 
the City of Roseau, Minnesota on Tuesday, June 8, 2010 at 8:30 a.m.  
 
CALL TO ORDER  
 
 The meeting was called to order at 8:30 a.m. by County Board Chairman Alan 
Johnston. The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.  Commissioners present were Roger Falk, 
Alan Johnston, Jack Swanson, Russell Walker, and Commissioner Foldesi. 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA  
 
 A motion to approve the agenda was made by Commissioner Swanson, seconded 
by Commissioner Walker, and carried unanimously. 
 
COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
 University of Minnesota Extension 4-H Coordinator announced that they have hired a 
4-H summer intern again this summer.  It was noted that the Roseau County 4-H program 
has made this position a priority in their budgeting and through fundraising and donations 
are able to pay for this position. The position provides additional quality 4-H programming to 
youth of our county. There will be a number of programming opportunities available in 
Greenbush, Badger, Roseau and Warroad this summer. The position will be filled by Pam 
Lovejoy.  
 
CONSENT AGENDA  

 
A motion to adopt the Consent Agenda was made by Commissioner Walker, 

seconded by Commissioner Falk and carried unanimously. 
 
The Board, by adoption of its Consent Agenda, approved Proceedings from the 

5/25/10 Regular Board Meeting and 5/26/10 Special Meeting; accepted Amendments to the 
State of MN Communications Facility Use Agreement for the Warroad and Greenbush 
Towers; accepted Emergency Management Performance Grant #2010 EMPG-00660; 
accepted Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness Grant #2010-HMEP-00537; 
approved Recorder’s Office State of Minnesota Satellite Office Agreement; accepted, with 
regrets, the Resignation of County Auditor Anne Granitz effective June 30, 2010; and 
accepted MN Department of Public Safety Stonegarden FY09 Grant ($143,443).   
 
 A motion to close the regular meeting was made by Commissioner Swanson, 
seconded by Commissioner Foldesi, and carried unanimously. The regular Board meeting 
closed at 9:00 am. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING ON DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION PETITION ON JD 61 
 
 A motion to open the public hearing was made by Commissioner Swanson, 
seconded by Commissioner Falk and carried unanimously.  Pursuant to a petition received 
from the Minnesota Department of Transportation requesting the right to make minor 



 

 

alterations or changes in Judicial Ditch No. 61 along Highway 11 west of Warroad, the 
Board held a public hearing to take public comment.  MnDOT Hydraulics Engineer John 
Wingard, representing the petitioner, met with the Board to review the request to replace a 
damaged culvert. No other written or oral comments were received.  
 

 Commissioner Johnston re-opened the regular Board Meeting. 
 
 A motion was made by Commissioner Johnston, seconded by Commissioner 
Swanson and carried unanimously to adopt the following order: 
  

ORDER OF ROSEAU COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
(DITCH AUTHORITY FOR JUDICIAL DITCH NO. 61) 

 
RE: PETITION OF STATE OF MINNESOTA, BY THOMAS K. SOREL, ITS  

COMMISSIONER OF TRANSPORTATION, FOR THE RIGHT TO MAKE MINOR 
ALTERATIONS OR CHANGES IN JUDICIAL DITCH NO. 61 IN ROSEAU COUNTY: 
 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing before the Roseau County Board of 
Commissioners, Ditch Authority for Judicial Ditch No. 61, in the courthouse meeting room, in 
Roseau, Minnesota, on the 8th day of June, 2010, at 9:00 a.m. 

 
The Petitioner appeared by John P. Wingard, P.E. 
 
The Petitioner presented evidence in support of its petition for permission to make 

minor alterations or changes in Judicial Ditch No. 61, all as shown in the plan sheets 
attached to the Petition. (The plan sheets may be viewed at the County Engineer’s Office). 

 
It appears that the minor alterations or changes in said Judicial Ditch No. 61 

petitioned for would be advantageous or desirable in the maintenance and construction of 
Trunk Highway No. 11. 

 
It was further made to appear that said minor alterations or changes in said Judicial 

Ditch No. 61 would in no way impair the efficiency or functioning of the drainage system. 
 
The County Board/Ditch Authority having heard the evidence adduced by the 

Petitioner in support of its petition for permission to make minor alterations or changes in 
Judicial Ditch No. 61, all as shown in plan sheets marked Exhibit “A,” and made a part 
thereof, hereby makes its Order consenting to and granting permission to said Petitioner to 
make the minor alterations or changes in Judicial Ditch No. 61, all as shown in the exhibit 
marked “A” and made a part thereof, said minor alterations or changes to be made at the 
sole cost and expense of the State of Minnesota. 

 
The County Board/Ditch Authority further orders that the Petitioner, State of 

Minnesota, by Thomas K. Sorel, Commissioner of Transportation, pay to the County of 
Roseau the sum of $29.73 for publication fees and $0.00 for filing fees incurred by said 
County in this matter. 

 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that damages, if any, for additional lands necessary for 

said changes or alterations shall be paid by the Petitioner herein. 

 
PUBLIC HEARING ON SD 69 LATERAL 1 MOOSE TOWNSHIP SECTION 3 & 4 



 

 

 

 A motion to open the public hearing was made by Commissioner Walker, seconded 
by Commissioner Falk and carried unanimously. 
 
 Those present included:  Farrell Erickson, Brent Haugen, Floyd Haugen, Donald Lee, 
Emmett Lee, John Johnson, Richard Foss, Rob Sando, Darrell Lins, Joe Lauren, Anita 
Laurin, Gordy Broten, Darin Sanden, Dick Novacek, Jim Jenson and Mayo Gregerson. 
 

Commissioner Johnston addressed the audience explaining that a public hearing is 
being conducted, pursuant to MN Statutes 103E.325, on the issue of taking evidence 
concerning whether the two mile segment on the north side of Section 3 and Section 4 in 
Moose Township is part of Branch #1 of Roseau County Ditch #69.  The general description 
of the proposed starting point, route and terminus of the segment of drainage system in 
question is as follows:  Commencing at the NE Corner of Section 3, Township 162 North, 
Range 42 West, thence west to the NW Corner of the NW Quarter Section 4, in Roseau 
County, State of Minnesota.   
 
 County Engineer Brian Ketring reviewed the information the county has regarding 
this two mile section.  Ketring noted that a petition was filed on February 16, 1954 to add 
this two mile section to Lateral 2 of Ditch 69. Ketring noted that he recently learned that 
Richard Novacek was hired to dig the ditch and completed the first mile. Richard Novacek 
confirmed that he was hired to dig the ditch in question and that he in fact dug the first mile 
on the north side of Section 4 in Moose Township. He did not know why the second mile 
had not been dug.  
 

Ketring reviewed a map of the area including elevations that demonstrates that the 
first mile of ditch was dug. Ketring also reviewed elevations of the surrounding sections of 
land and a map that showed the benefited area.  Ketring noted that all but the farthest east 
½ mile segment is included in the benefited area. Ketring stated that Roseau County lost 
many ditch related documents as a result of the 2002 flood. What information the county has 
on this matter was retrieved from the Minnesota Historical Society and only includes the 
petition document and no order to establish a ditch.  
 

Ketring noted that the WD3 Ditch Project was initiated during this same time frame 
and it is possible that the petition and project could have been abandoned because it was 
believed that the new watershed ditch project draining water to the Roseau River would 
solve drainage issues in this area.  It is also possible that the petition was approved but 
inadvertently not recorded in the Board minutes.   
 
 Chair Johnston invited the public to present any information they had regarding 
whether or not this segment is part of Lateral 2 of Ditch 69 and whether they are in support 
or opposed of its inclusion.  
 
 Landowner Farrell Erickson stated that in 1962 his father was on the RRWD Board of 
Managers and that these two miles were not included in the ditch system.  Mr. Erickson 
stated that he is not opposed to including this segment, but the entire four miles of the 
lateral would need to be repaired and restored to the 3:1 slope as it was designed.  
 
 Landowner Brent Haugen addressed the Board.  Mr. Haugen reviewed the contour 
map and noted that the elevation is lower in parts of Section 3 and Section 4 and expressed 
concern that if the entire lateral is not repaired and the outlet functioning that the water will 



 

 

drain south instead of flowing west in the ditch. Mr. Haugen stated that if the ditch was 
repaired and SD 69 functioned as designed, he would not be opposed.  
 
 Landowner Floyd Haugen spoke next.  He noted that he was speaking as a citizen 
and not a RRWD Manager.  He provided a copy of the benefited area. Mr. Haugen noted 
the only place actually receiving benefits is Section 2 in Moose Township.  Mr. Haugen 
stated that he and Mr. Mayo Gregerson are the two landowners that are being hit the 
hardest by the ditch systems not working as designed.  He added that he is one of a handful 
of landowners that actually farm their property; most others have put their land into 
agriculture programs. Mr. Haugen stated that he believed the county was putting the cart 
before the horse in addressing these two miles of ditch when the FEMA ditch repair project 
is still on hold.  He noted that project needs to get done first or whether or not this two mile 
section is part of SD 69 is irrelevant.  
 
 Don Lee addressed the Board as a landowner and stated that he is not opposed to 
including the two mile segment but that the west outlet is needed first. He noted that water 
piles up on his 80 as a result of the current dysfunction of SD69.  
 
 Landowner John Johnson addressed the Board and stated that he is in favor of any 
type of progress.  He stated that drainage is bad and that he is in favor of fixing the system 
all the way. He also noted that most of his land is in WD3 but that he has some land in 
SD69.  However, his land in the SD69 benefited area actually drains in to WD3 and that 
ditch system should be receiving the taxes.  He said that he has brought this up before but 
no action has been taken.  He requested that this be followed up.  
 
 Joe Laurin addressed the Board and provided a power point presentation that 
summarized the existing evidence that this two mile segment was intended to be included in 
SD69.  The power point presentation is available to any interested parties by request. The 
presentation includes information from Ditch Attorney Kurt Deter indicating that there is 
historical evidence that there was an extension of SD69 in approximately 1957 that either 
connected or came close to connecting the two mile area. Mr. Laurin provided a letter from 
Melford Nelson who owned Section 3 of Moose Township during the time in question who 
recalls SD69 being extended to WD3. Mr. Laurin provided copies of Roseau County Atlas’ 
dating back to 1960 that includes this two mile segment as part of Lateral 2 of SD 69. Mr. 
Laurin provided a copy of the 1954 petition, a map from the Roseau County Highway 
Department website that includes the two mile segment in SD 69, and a letter from the 
Roseau County Auditor that includes a map of Pohlitz Township that highlights Lateral 2 and 
includes the two mile segment in question. Mr. Laurin also provided a copy of a RCHD map 
that includes this two mile segment and even extends it into Section 2 of Moose (Section 35 
Pohlitz). Mr. Laurin concluded with a review of Minnesota Statute 103E.051 that provides 
legal ground to include the segment.  
 

Landowner Darin Sanden addressed the Board and noted that the main problem is 
the river is falling in.  He said the Roseau River is actually shallower than the ditch that is 
being considered.  He said he is not opposed to adding this 2 mile segment as doing 
something is better than nothing. 
 
 Landowner Mayo Gregerson addressed the Board and asked what the Board’s 
purpose was in adding this two mile segment.  He stated that if the goal is to dump WD3 into 
SD 69 than he is opposed.  If it is to move water west into SD69 then he is not opposed as 
long as the system works.  Mr. Gregerson stated that Kittson County received seven inches 



 

 

of rain and their fields are dry while his crops have flooded out in Section 3 and Section 10.  
Chair Johnston responded that Kittson County has documented everything so they have 
ditch bottom elevations to use when cleaning and repairing ditches which enables them to 
get the permits they need to do the work. This is not the case in Roseau County. Chair 
Johnston added that Kittson County also has an outlet.  They can drain directly into the Red 
River.  
 
 Commissioner Foldesi stated that the intention of considering the addition of this two 
mile segment is to provide people along Section 3 & 4 with a ditch authority and an avenue 
to express issues and concerns.  Foldesi noted that currently these landowners do not have 
that availability as these two miles have not been declared to be part of SD69 or any ditch 
system. . Foldesi added that it does not make sense to leave this segment out.  
 
 Chair Johnston asked if there was anyone else in attendance that wished to address 
the Board.  No further public comment was offered.  
 

A motion to close the public hearing was made by Commissioner Swanson, 
seconded by Commissioner Walker and carried unanimously. 
 
 The regular meeting re-opened at 10:30 a.m. No action was taken.  
  
 Chair Johnston recessed the regular Board Meeting at 10:35 a.m.  The regular Board 
Meeting reconvened at 10:55 a.m. 
 
HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT ENGINEERS REPORT 
 

 County Engineer Brian Ketring met with the Board to request approval on call for 
bids on one road and two bridge projects.   
 
 A motion was made by Commissioner Foldesi, seconded by Commissioner Swanson 
and carried unanimously to approve a call for bids on CSAH 76 and the Greenbush Care 
Center Project. 
 
 A motion was made by Commissioner Falk, seconded by Commissioner Johnston 
and carried unanimously to approve a call for bids on S.A.P. 68-599-90, Bridge No. 68J35 
(Spruce/Enstrom Township). 
 
 A motion was made by Commissioner Walker, seconded by Commissioner Swanson 
and carried unanimously to approve a call for bids on S.A.P. 68-599-91, Bridge No. 68J36 
(Reine Township). 
 
 A motion was made by Commissioner Walker, seconded by Commissioner Foldesi 
and carried unanimously to use consolidated conservation funds to pay the local cost share 
for the Reine Township bridge replacement project.   
 
 Commissioner Johnston acknowledged the proficiency of the completion of the East 
Diversion bridge projects and expressed appreciation to Engineer Ketring for the 
conscientious work provided by the Highway Department.  Engineer Ketring noted that it 
was the contribution of his skilled staff that made this success possible.  Engineer Ketring 
expressed appreciation to the staff of the City of Roseau for their involvement in this project. 
  



 

 

DISCUSSION 
 

 The Board discussed appointing an interim auditor to finish out the term of retiring 
Auditor Anne Granitz.  Lake of the Woods County Auditor John Hoscheid has agreed to act 
as an Interim Auditor.  The Lake of the Woods County Board has authorized this action.  
Commissioner Swanson noted that the Lake of the Woods County Engineer position is 
vacant and the Lake of the Woods Board would be interested in working with Roseau 
County to trade services.  
 
 Engineer Ketring was present and stated that he was not comfortable with agreeing 
to this request until he knew more details.  The Board agreed to act on the interim auditor 
appointment independent of a county engineer service trade.  A motion was made by 
Commissioner Swanson, seconded by Commissioner Walker and carried unanimously to 
adopt the following resolution:  
 
2010-06-01 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED that the Board does hereby appoint John Hoscheid as Roseau 
County Auditor effective July 1, 2010 to December 31, 2010.  
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board authorizes payment of per diem and 
mileage according to county policy as compensation for this service.  
 
 The Board discussed an Interim Supervisor available for the Auditor’s office for day 
to day oversight.  Assessor Al Heim agreed to serve as Interim Supervisor for the Auditor’s 
office until a new Auditor is elected.  A motion was made by Commissioner Johnston, 
seconded by Commissioner Swanson and carried unanimously, to adopt the following 
resolution:  
 
2010-06-02 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board does hereby appoint Al Heim as Interim 
Supervisor of the Auditor’s Office effective July 1, 2010 to December 31, 2010.  
 
 Chief Deputy Bandemer met with the Board to discuss the growing narcotics problem 
developing in Roseau and impacting surrounding counties.  Bandemer noted that increased 
presence is needed to combat this problem and would like to form a committee including 
Roseau and Lake of the Woods County Commissioners to discuss this problem further and 
develop a plan of action to address the issue.  
 
 Commissioner Johnston asked why this matter was not being handled by the Paul 
Bunyan Task Force.  Bandemer noted that the county is no longer part of the Task Force.  
The Board noted they had not been informed of this decision and had approved this item in 
the budget a number of years ago and expressed concern that they were not notified before 
a decision was made to discontinue participation.  Bandemer informed the Board that the 
decision had been made even before his hire.  
 
 Commissioner Swanson requested that representatives of the effected local units of 
government also be invited to the conversation.  It was agreed to invite representation from 
all law enforcement entities within Roseau and Lake of The Woods County to the initial 



 

 

meeting.  Commissioner Swanson and Johnston agreed to attend the meeting behalf of 
Roseau County.  
 
 Chief Deputy Terry Bandemer met with the Board to request approval to hire a part-
time deputy.  Testing for part-time deputies was completed on May 18 and May 22. A roster 
was developed containing the top 10 candidates.  Arlan Block is the number 1 ranked 
candidate on the roster with a score of 107 out of 130.   
 
 Johnston noted that the county has not filled its full-time vacancy and expressed 
concern that we are still one officer short and noted that he would prefer to hire a full time 
officer and maintain eight full-time road deputies than to fill the shifts with part-time 
employees. He noted that the cities of Warroad and Roseau both operate with five full time 
equivalents yet their population and geography and substantially smaller than the area and 
population the county has to cover with eight.  Commissioner Swanson stated that he 
concurred. Commissioner Foldesi noted that Sheriff Hanson previously stated that he is in 
favor of utilizing part-time staff at this time. Commissioner Foldesi added that he would 
prefer to wait until the election is over and get input from the next sheriff regarding coverage. 
Commissioner Walker requested the Board act on the matter before them, which is to 
approve a regular part-time hire and add discussion of filling the full time vacancy to another 
agenda.  
 
 A motion to hire Arlen Block as a part-time deputy at a Grade 7 Step A was made by 
Commissioner Walker, seconded by Commissioner Swanson and carried 3-2 with 
Commissioners Swanson, Falk and Walker in favor and Commissioners Johnston and 
Foldesi opposed.  
 
 The Board discussed funding of the Malung Stream Gage.  The DNR has not 
responded to the resolution passed by the Board at the April 27, 2010 Board Meeting.  The 
Board directed Coordinator Klein to draft a letter to the DNR requesting a response. 
 
 The Board discussed the 2010 Roseau County Fair and Parade.  Roseau Counties 
Statewide Health Improvement Program (SHIP) and Public Health will partner with the 
county in this year’s activities.  The theme for the 2010 Fair Booth and Parade is Healthy 
Counties.  Coordinator Klein will schedule a committee meeting as soon as possible to 
coordinate efforts. 
 
 The Board discussed the condition of the parking lot at the Old Law Enforcement 
Center.  This parking lot is shared with the Old Courthouse building and is in immediate 
need of repair.  Commissioner Swanson has contacted the owner of the Old Courthouse 
building and is awaiting a response. 
 
 The Board discussed forming a regional rail authority to assist in the acquisition of 
the abandoned rail bank between Roseau and Warroad.  The Board requested County 
Attorney Lisa Hanson review the Surface Transportation Board Decision and Notice of 
Interim Trail Use or Abandonment Document and return to the Board with a 
recommendation on how to proceed. 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Attest: Date: _________________________  
 
_____________________________________ ________________________  
Teresa Klein, Board Clerk Alan Johnston, Chair 
Roseau County, Minnesota  Board of County Commissioners 
 Roseau County, Minnesota 



ITEM #

* Required Fields

Comm. Motion Motion

(First) (Second) Yes No Abstain

Swanson Passed

Johnston

Foldesi Failed

Falk

Walker Tabled

Approve Bills

Attached you will find warrants for your review and approval. 

*Financial Consideration:

 

*Background (Provide sufficient detail of the subject):

*Legal Consideration:

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

*Person Responsible for Request *Department *Board Meeting Date

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

Approve Bills

Teresa Klein, Board Clerk  ATTEST:

Board Action:

Vote Vote Result

*Other Consideration:

 

Coordinator's Office Use (Do Not Write Below)

Date Received:

 

Comments:

*Resolution (Wording should reflect the intent of the Board vote):

Granitz, Anne Auditor Jun 15 2010

























































































































ITEM #

* Required Fields

Comm. Motion Motion

(First) (Second) Yes No Abstain

Swanson Passed

Johnston

Foldesi Failed

Falk

Walker Tabled

*Other Consideration:

 

Coordinator's Office Use (Do Not Write Below)

Date Received:

 

Comments:

*Resolution (Wording should reflect the intent of the Board vote):

Teresa Klein, Board Clerk  ATTEST:

Board Action:

Vote Vote Result

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

*Person Responsible for Request *Department *Board Meeting Date

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

Committee Reports

Committee Rep

Attached are Jack Swanson's Committee Reports

*Financial Consideration:

 

*Background (Provide sufficient detail of the subject):

*Legal Consideration:

Klein, Trish Coordinator Jun 15 2010



JACK SWANSON COMMITTEE REPORTS 

  

MAY 25, 2010 -   PROJECT WORK TEAM (BISF)/ ROSEAU RIVER WATERSHED BOARD;   Brian 

Dwight (BSWR) facilitated a meeting on Beltrami Island State Forest impoundment 

prospects with Minnesota DNR staff. 
  

MAY 26, 2010 -   ROSEAU ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

  

MAY 26, 2010 -   MCIT;  met w/ Paul Reuvers on MCEA lawsuit re: Kittson County 

  

MAY 27, 2010 -   AMC DISTRICT III MEETING;   in Warren 

  

JUNE 2, 2010 -   ROSEAU RIVER WATERSHED BOARD;  talked about the Malung stream 

gauge; about Hay Creek/Norland project 
  

JUNE 2, 2010 -   COMMUNITY JUSTICE COORDINATING COMMITTEE;  Annmarie has meeting 

notes. 
  

JUNE 3, 2010 -   NORTHERN COUNTIES LAND USE COORDINATING BOARD (CHISHOLM);  met 

with Bill Becker (Exec. Dir, LSOHC) on objectives of the Outdoor Heritage Council, and 

the process for seeking funding for projects. 
  

JUNE 7, 2010 -   ROSEAU CONVENTION AND VISITORS BUREAU 

  

JUNE 7, 2010 -   ROSEAU CITY COUNCIL;   asked for input on Rural Revitalization re: Jim 

Mulder request. 
  

JUNE 8, 2010 -   COUNTY BOARD MEETING 

  

JUNE 10, 2010 -   MARC BLOOMQUIST;   met w/ Co Attorney Lisa Hanson and Bloomquist 

(Minnesota Department of Corrections)  on adult restitution program. 
  

JUNE 14, 2010 -   EXTENSION COMMITTEE;   2011 budget 
 



ITEM #

* Required Fields

Comm. Motion Motion

(First) (Second) Yes No Abstain

Swanson Passed

Johnston

Foldesi Failed

Falk

Walker Tabled

Discussion 2

The office support specialist position in social services is a Grade 3.  The 

administrative support positions in other county offices is either a Grade 4 or 

Grade 5 depending on specific duties.  The job description was sent to 

Employers Association for review.  Attached you will find the updated evaluation 

that places it at a Grade 4.  It is the policy of Roseau County to compensate 

positions at the Grade they are evaluated at.  EA's recommendation is to move 

this position from a Grade 3 to a Grade 4. 

*Financial Consideration:

 

*Background (Provide sufficient detail of the subject):

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

*Person Responsible for Request *Department *Board Meeting Date

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

Grade Change for Social Services Office Support Specialist Position

*Legal Consideration:

Teresa Klein, Board Clerk  ATTEST:

Board Action:

Vote Vote Result

*Other Consideration:

 

Coordinator's Office Use (Do Not Write Below)

Date Received:

 

Comments:

*Resolution (Wording should reflect the intent of the Board vote):

Anderson, Dave Human Services Jun 15 2010



9805 45th Avenue North 
Plymouth, MN 55442 
Phone:  763.253.9100 
Fax:  763.253.9191 
 

1295 Bandana Blvd. N., Suite 135 
St. Paul, MN 55108 
Phone:  763.253.9100 
Fax:  763.253.9737 

TTY:  1.800.627.3529 
 
Home Page 
www.employersinc.com 

 

 

 

EMPLOYERS ASSOCIATION,  INC.  
An Equal Employment Opportunity/Affirmative Action Employer 

 
 
 
June 4, 2010 
 
Trish Klein 
Roseau County Coordinator 
606 5 Avenue SW Room 180 
Roseau, MN 56751-1477 
 
Dear Trish, 
 
You requested an evaluation for a job called Office Support Specialist in the social services 
department.  The following is our recommendation. The highlighted ratings represent upgrades over 
the current rating.   
 

 
 

 
 
Education required is consistent with “responsible secretarial/administrative work”.  This is more than 
just the ability to use office equipment. 
 
Supervision received is based on working with some degree of independence in carrying out the 
functions of the job.  Of course any unusual cases where there is a serious doubt about procedure 
would involve the supervisor. 
 
There is some handling of receipts and payments.  Regular exercise of care, attention and checking is 
required when handling assets. 
 
The job requires appreciable contacts requiring discretion and courtesy.  This is the front job in the 
department.  We have also recognized occasional unpleasant contacts with the public in the working 
conditions rating. 
 
Analysis and judgment recognizes the role of triage for the department.  This requires listening, 
questioning and a certain level of analysis when directing clients to the right person or program. 
 
The rating of 280 points guides the job to grade 4, which is a one-grade increase. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
George B. Gmach 
Director of Compensation and Survey Services 

D 50 B 20 D 20 A 15 C 45 D 60

Responsibility 

for Assets

Responsibility 

for EmployeesEducation Experience

Supervision 

Received Contacts

Total

B 20 B 10 B 10 C 30 280
Initiative

Physical 

Demands

Working 

Conditions

Analysis and 

Judgment



ITEM #

* Required Fields

Comm. Motion Motion

(First) (Second) Yes No Abstain

Swanson Passed

Johnston

Foldesi Failed

Falk

Walker Tabled

Discussion 2

We last printed the official Roseau County Highway Map in 2008 and are almost 

out of maps.  We used Cloud Cartographics who are no longer in business.  We 

paid them $3,625.  The invoice does not say how many maps we had printed.  

Hopefully one of you will recall.  Attached is a quote from NCompass to create 

an updated map. 

*Financial Consideration:

*Background (Provide sufficient detail of the subject):

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

*Person Responsible for Request *Department *Board Meeting Date

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

Highway Maps

*Legal Consideration:

Teresa Klein, Board Clerk  ATTEST:

Board Action:

Vote Vote Result

*Other Consideration:

 

Coordinator's Office Use (Do Not Write Below)

Date Received:

 

Comments:

*Resolution (Wording should reflect the intent of the Board vote):

Klein, Trish Coordinator Jun 15 2010



 
 
Trish Klein 
County coordinator 
Roseau County 
407 5th Ave NW 
Roseau, MN 56751 
 
June 11, 2010 
 
Dear Trish, 
 
Thank You for this opportunity to quote the creation and printing of a Roseau County 
Highway Map. This map will be a good hand out to residents and tourists. 
 
NCompass will incorporate your GIS shape files and format them into a printable 24” X 
36” four color two sided County Highway map. ProWest said your GIS department has 
all the necessary shape files for this project. The map will have a street index to roads and 
city insets on the back side and a four color county highway map on the front side. 
 
NCompass will design the front and back cover of the map using photos supplied by the 
county. 
The cost for our professional services will be.....$3,200 
 
Terms 
50% down to begin the map…………………………$1,600.00 
50% upon completion and delivery of the maps …..$1,600.00 
 
Printing 
NCompass will print a four color process map at a size of 24” X 36” on 70# Dull Mat 
paper and fold the map to 4” X 9”.  Maps will be boxed in quantities of 250/box and 
delivered to Roseau County. Delivery charges will be determined after total quantity of 
maps has been decided. 
 
Terms for printing; 
50% down 
50% upon delivery 
 
Printing costs: 
1,000 copies 2000 copies  3,000 copies  5,000 copies 
$2,290.00 $2,525.00  $2,780.00  $3,290.00 
 



Trish, thank you for this opportunity to be of service to Roseau County, we look forward 
to working with you. 
 
Best Regards, 
Larry Charboneau 
NCompass Technologies 
7300 Washington Ave. S. 
Eden Prairie, MN 55344 
612-325-0194 
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Coordinator's Office Use (Do Not Write Below)
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Comments:

*Resolution (Wording should reflect the intent of the Board vote):

Teresa Klein, Board Clerk  ATTEST:

Board Action:

Vote Vote Result

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

*Person Responsible for Request *Department *Board Meeting Date

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

Regional Rail Authority Update

*Legal Consideration:

Discussion 3

The County Attorney previously provided the Board with information regarding 
the establishment of a Regional Rail Authoirty.  See attached.  Assistant County 
Attorney Mike Grover will be gathering information from NWRD Transportation 
Specialist Troy Schroeder and others regarding how forming a RRA at this point 
could potentially benefit the acquisition of the abandoned rail bed between 
Warroad and Roseau.  Mr. Grover is currently gathering that info and will have it 
for the Board meeting. 

*Financial Consideration:

 

*Background (Provide sufficient detail of the subject):

Johnston, Alan Commissioner Jun 15 2010
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CHAPTER 398A
REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITIES

398A.01 DEFINITIONS.

398A.02 PURPOSE.

398A.03 ORGANIZATION OF AUTHORITY.

398A.04 POWERS.

398A.05 TAX EXEMPTION.

398A.06 MUNICIPAL POWERS.

398A.07 BONDS.

398A.08 EMPLOYMENT PREFERENCE.

398A.09 CONSTRUCTION.

398A.10 TRANSIT FUNDING.

398A.01 DEFINITIONS.

Subdivision 1. Application. The terms defined in this section are used in sections 398A.01
to 398A.08 with the following meanings, respectively.

Subd. 2. Authority. "Authority" means a regional railroad authority organized and existing
as a political subdivision and local government unit pursuant to section 398A.03.

Subd. 3. Bonds. "Bonds" means any bonds, notes, or other obligations issued by an
authority pursuant to section 398A.07.

Subd. 4. Governing body. "Governing body" means the board, council, or other body
authorized by law to exercise the governmental powers of a municipality.

Subd. 5.Municipality. "Municipality" means any county, city, or town.

Subd. 6. Project. "Project" means any railroad facilities proposed to be acquired,
constructed, improved, or refinanced by an authority in whole or part by the issuance of bonds,
including any real or personal property, structures, machinery, equipment, and appurtenances
determined by the authority to be useful or convenient for railroad operations and handling
passengers or freight.

Subd. 7. Real property. "Real property" means lands, structures, improvements thereof,
and water and riparian rights, and any and all interests and estates therein, legal or equitable,
including but not limited to easements, rights-of-way, uses, leases, and licenses.

Subd. 8. Regional Railroad Authorities Act. "Regional Railroad Authorities Act" means
sections 398A.01 to 398A.09.

History: 1980 c 616 s 1; 1983 c 216 art 1 s 66

398A.02 PURPOSE.

The purpose of the Regional Railroad Authorities Act is to provide a means whereby one
or more municipalities, with state and federal aids as may be available, may provide for the
preservation and improvement of local rail service for agriculture, industry, or passenger traffic
and provide for the preservation of abandoned rail right-of-way for future transportation uses,

Copyright © 2009 by the Revisor of Statutes, State of Minnesota. All Rights Reserved.



2 MINNESOTA STATUTES 2009 398A.03

when determined to be practicable and necessary for the public welfare, particularly in the case
of abandonment of local rail lines.

History: 1980 c 616 s 2; 1983 c 326 s 11; 1989 c 299 s 10

398A.03 ORGANIZATION OF AUTHORITY.

Subdivision 1. Organization resolution. A regional railroad authority may be organized by
resolution or joint resolution adopted by the governing body or bodies of one or more counties.
The governing body or bodies of a municipality or municipalities within a county or counties may
request by resolution that the county or counties organize a railroad authority. If the county or
counties do not organize an authority within 90 days of receipt of the request, the municipality
or municipalities may organize an authority by resolution or joint resolution. A resolution
organizing an authority must state:

(a) that the authority is organized under the Regional Railroad Authorities Act as a political
subdivision and local government unit of Minnesota, to exercise thereunder part of the sovereign
power of the state;

(b) the name of the authority, including the words "regional railroad authority";

(c) the municipality or municipalities adopting the organization resolution;

(d) the number of commissioners of the authority, not less than five; the number to be
appointed by the governing body of each municipality; and the names and addresses of the first
board of commissioners;

(e) the city and county in which the registered office of the authority is to be situated;

(f) that neither the state of Minnesota, the municipality or municipalities, nor any other
political subdivision is liable for obligations of the authority; and

(g) any other provision for regulating the business of the authority determined by the
governing body or bodies adopting the resolution.

Subd. 2. Hearing. Before final adoption of an organization resolution, the governing body
of each municipality named in it shall provide for a public hearing upon notice published in a
newspaper of general circulation in the municipality. The notice of a hearing by the governing
body of a county must be mailed to the governing body of each city or town in the county, except
cities and towns participating in the organization, at least 30 days before the hearing. The hearing
may be adjourned from time to time, to a time and place publicly announced at the hearing,
or to a time and place fixed by notice published in a newspaper of general circulation in the
municipality at least ten days before the adjourned session. Joint hearing sessions may be held by
the governing bodies of all municipalities named, at any convenient public place within any of the
municipalities. The resolution may be amended by the governing body or bodies at or after any
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hearing session at which the amended resolution is proposed and made available to interested
citizens. It shall not become effective until adopted in identical form by the governing bodies
of all municipalities named in the resolution.

Subd. 3. Certificate of incorporation. A copy of the organization resolution, certified by
the recording officer of each municipality adopting it, shall be filed with the secretary of state,
who shall issue a certificate of incorporation if the resolution conforms to the requirements of this
section, stating in the certificate the name of the authority and the date of its incorporation, which
shall be the date of acceptance for filing. The certificate of incorporation shall be conclusive
evidence of the valid organization and existence of the authority.

Subd. 4. Amendment. The organization resolution may be amended by resolution or
joint resolution of the governing bodies of all municipalities named in the resolution prior to
amendment and the governing body of any additional municipality named in the amendment.
Each amendment shall be adopted at or after hearing upon notice as required for the organization
resolution. No amendment releasing a municipality from its obligations as a party named in the
resolution shall be effective unless all covenants, agreements, mortgage liens, and other security
given for bonds of the authority have been discharged and satisfied by payment or otherwise in
accordance with their terms. All other amendments shall take effect upon filing with the secretary
of state and issuance of an amended certificate of incorporation in the same manner as provided
for the organization resolution.

Subd. 5. Board of commissioners. All powers granted to an authority shall be exercised by
its board of commissioners. Commissioners shall be appointed and vacancies in their office shall
be filled by the governing body of each municipality named in the organization resolution, in
accordance with the provisions of that resolution. The term of each commissioner shall be one
year, or the remainder of the one year term for which a vacancy is filled, and until a successor is
appointed. Commissioners shall receive no compensation for services but shall be reimbursed for
necessary expenses incurred in the performance of their duties.

Subd. 6.Meetings and actions. The board of commissioners shall by resolution establish
the time and place or places of its regular meetings and the method and notice required for calling
special meetings, all of which shall be open to the public. A majority of the commissioners being
present at a meeting, any action may be taken by resolution or motion adopted by recorded vote of
a majority of those present, unless a larger majority is required by bylaws adopted by the board.

Subd. 7. Officers and employees. The board of commissioners shall appoint a chair,
vice-chair, secretary, and treasurer from its members, each to serve for a term of one year and
until a successor is appointed. The offices of secretary and treasurer may be combined, and
deputies or assistants may be appointed for either office or the combined office, from members of
the board or otherwise. The powers and duties of each office shall be determined by the board,
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which shall require and pay for a surety bond for each officer handling funds. The board shall
provide for the keeping of a full and accurate record of all proceedings and of resolutions,
regulations, and orders issued or adopted; the state auditor shall, as time and resources permit,
annually audit the books of said regional railroad authority. The board may appoint an executive
director and other officers, fix their compensation, and delegate to them the powers and duties,
as it may determine. It may also employ, or authorize the executive director to employ, all other
employees, consultants, and agents needed to perform its duties and exercise its powers. Chapter
353 shall apply to all salaried employees.

History: 1980 c 616 s 3; 1983 c 326 s 12; 1986 c 444

398A.04 POWERS.

Subdivision 1. General. An authority may exercise all the powers necessary or desirable to
implement the powers specifically granted in this section, and in exercising the powers is deemed
to be performing an essential governmental function and exercising a part of the sovereign power
of the state, and is a local government unit and political subdivision of the state. Without limiting
the generality of the foregoing, the authority may:

(a) sue and be sued, have a seal, which may but need not be affixed to documents as directed
by the board, make and perform contracts, and have perpetual succession;

(b) acquire real and personal property within or outside its taxing jurisdiction, by purchase,
gift, devise, condemnation, conditional sale, lease, lease purchase, or otherwise; or for purposes,
including the facilitation of an economic development project pursuant to section 383B.81 or
469.091 or 469.175, subdivision 7, that also improve rail service;

(c) hold, manage, control, sell, convey, lease, mortgage, or otherwise dispose of real or
personal property; and

(d) make grants or otherwise appropriate funds to the Department of Transportation, the
Metropolitan Council, or any other state or local governmental unit for the purposes described
in subdivision 2 with respect to railroad facilities located or to be located within the authority's
jurisdiction, whether or not the facilities will be acquired, constructed, owned, or operated by the
authority.

Subd. 2. Railroad acquisition and operation. The authority may plan, establish, acquire,
develop, construct, purchase, enlarge, extend, improve, maintain, equip, operate, regulate, and
protect railroads and railroad facilities, including but not limited to terminal buildings, roadways,
crossings, bridges, causeways, tunnels, equipment, and rolling stock. The authority may not
expend state or federal funds to engage in planning for or development of light rail transit or
commuter rail transit, unless this activity is consistent with a plan adopted by the department of
transportation under section 174.84 and a plan adopted by the metropolitan council under section
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473.399, and is carried out pursuant to a memorandum of understanding executed by the authority
and the commissioner after appropriate consultation with the metropolitan council.

Subd. 3. Permits. The authority may apply to any public agency for permits, consents,
authorizations, and approvals required for any project and take all actions necessary to comply
with their conditions.

Subd. 4. Eminent domain. The authority shall have all powers granted to a political
subdivision in chapter 117 for the acquisition of property for a public purpose, except that it
shall have no power of eminent domain with respect to property owned by another authority or
political subdivision of Minnesota or any other state, or with respect to property owned or used
by a railroad corporation unless the Interstate Commerce Commission or a successor agency, if
any, or another authority with power to make the finding, has found that the public convenience
and necessity permit discontinuance of rail service on the property. All property taken for the
exercise of the powers granted herein is declared to be taken for a public governmental purpose
and as a matter of public necessity.

Subd. 5. Funds. The authority may establish charges and rentals for the use, sale, and
availability of its property and service and may hold, use, dispose of, invest, and reinvest the
income, revenues, and funds derived therefrom. Subject to any agreement with bondholders, it
may invest money not required for immediate use, including bond proceeds, in the securities it
shall deem prudent, notwithstanding the provisions of any other law relating to the investment
of public funds.

Subd. 6. Insurance and indemnity. (a) The authority shall be subject to tort liability to
the extent provided in chapter 466 and may procure insurance against the liability, and may
indemnify and purchase and maintain insurance on behalf of any of its commissioners, officers,
employees, or agents, in connection with any threatened, pending, or completed action, suit, or
proceeding, as provided in chapter 466, and to the same extent and in the same manner and with
the same force and effect as provided in the case of a private corporation by section 302A.521. It
may also procure insurance against loss of or damage to property in the amounts, by reason of the
risks, and from the insurers as it deems prudent.

(b) A railroad leasing its tracks and right-of-way to a railroad authority that is created under
this chapter and affiliated with a railroad museum is subject to tort liability only to the extent
provided for municipalities in chapter 466 as to any claims arising out of fare-paying passenger
operations carried on by the railroad authority primarily for the purpose of promoting tourism on
tracks and right-of-way leased from the railroad.

Subd. 7. Grants. The authority may accept, contract for, and receive and disburse federal,
state, and other funds or property, public or private, made available by grant, loan, or lease, to
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be used in the exercise of any of its powers, and may comply with the terms and conditions
of the grant or loan.

Subd. 8. Taxation. Before deciding to exercise the power to tax, the authority shall give six
weeks' published notice in all municipalities in the region. If a number of voters in the region
equal to five percent of those who voted for candidates for governor at the last gubernatorial
election present a petition within nine weeks of the first published notice to the secretary of state
requesting that the matter be submitted to popular vote, it shall be submitted at the next general
election. The question prepared shall be:

"Shall the regional rail authority have the power to impose a property tax?

Yes .....................
No ....................."

If a majority of those voting on the question approve or if no petition is presented within the
prescribed time the authority may levy a tax at any annual rate not exceeding 0.04835 percent of
market value of all taxable property situated within the municipality or municipalities named in
its organization resolution. Its recording officer shall file, on or before September 15, in the office
of the county auditor of each county in which territory under the jurisdiction of the authority is
located a certified copy of the board of commissioners' resolution levying the tax, and each county
auditor shall assess and extend upon the tax rolls of each municipality named in the organization
resolution the portion of the tax that bears the same ratio to the whole amount that the net tax
capacity of taxable property in that municipality bears to the net tax capacity of taxable property
in all municipalities named in the organization resolution. Collections of the tax shall be remitted
by each county treasurer to the treasurer of the authority. For taxes levied in 1991, the amount
levied for light rail transit purposes under this subdivision shall not exceed 75 percent of the
amount levied in 1990 for light rail transit purposes under this subdivision.

Subd. 9. Agreements. The authority may enter into joint powers agreements under section
471.59 or other agreements with the municipality or municipalities named in the organization
agreement; with other municipalities situated in the counties named in the resolution, respecting
the matters referred to in section 398A.06; with another authority; with a state agency; or with the
Metropolitan Council about any matter subject to this chapter.

Subd. 10. Bonds. The authority may issue bonds in the manner and upon the conditions
provided in section 398A.07.

Subd. 11. Contracts for operation and use of facilities. The authority may enter into
contracts including leases with any person, firm, or corporation, for terms the authority may
determine:
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(a) providing for the operation of any facilities on behalf of the authority, at the rate of
compensation as may be determined;

(b) leasing a rail line for operation by the lessee or any facility or space therein for other
commercial purposes, at rentals as may be determined, but no person may be authorized to
operate a rail line other than as a common carrier;

(c) granting the privilege, for compensation as the authority shall determine, of supplying
goods, commodities, services, or facilities along rail lines or in or upon other property; and

(d) making available services furnished by the authority or its agents, at charges, rentals, or
fees which shall be reasonable and uniform for the same class of privilege or service.

History: 1980 c 616 s 4; 1983 c 326 s 13,14; 1986 c 455 s 63; 1987 c 405 s 1; 1988 c
719 art 5 s 84; 1989 c 277 art 4 s 43; 1989 c 329 art 13 s 20; 1989 c 339 s 2; 1991 c 291 art
4 s 8; 1994 c 416 art 1 s 44; 1997 c 231 art 16 s 17; 1999 c 230 s 31-33; 2003 c 2 art 4 s 18;
2005 c 69 art 3 s 24

398A.05 TAX EXEMPTION.

The property and income of an authority shall be exempt from all taxation, except that
sections 272.01, subdivision 2, and 273.19 shall apply to any use or lease of the property, other
than operation of a railroad line by a railroad company.

History: 1980 c 616 s 5

398A.06 MUNICIPAL POWERS.

Subdivision 1. General. Any county named in the organization resolution of an authority,
and any other municipality situated within a named county, may exercise the powers granted in
this section, in aid or in consideration of the exercise of the authority's powers in ways which
are determined by the governing body of the municipality to be for the benefit and welfare of
its citizens.

Subd. 2. Loans and donations. The municipality may lend or donate money to the
authority and may levy taxes, appropriate money, and issue bonds for that purpose in the manner
and within the limitations prescribed by law, including but not limited to chapter 475.

Subd. 3. Joint action. The municipality may enter into an agreement with the authority
respecting the joint exercise of their powers pursuant to section 471.59.

Subd. 4. Public improvements. The municipality may cause water, sewer, storm sewer,
drainage, street, highway and sidewalk, or other public improvements to be furnished adjacent to
or in connection with property of the authority; but the property shall be exempt from special
assessment as in the case of highway rights-of-way pursuant to section 435.19.
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Subd. 5. Conveyance of property. The municipality may dedicate, sell, convey, or lease
to the authority its interest in any property and may grant easements, licenses, and other rights
in it to the authority.

History: 1980 c 616 s 6; 1992 c 511 art 5 s 12

398A.07 BONDS.

Subdivision 1. Authorization. An authority may from time to time issue bonds, or other
obligations however designated, in principal amounts as it shall deem necessary to fulfill its
purpose and to exercise any of its powers, to provide funds for operating expenses in anticipation
of revenues of the current year, or for capital expenditures in anticipation of the issuance of long
term bonds or the receipt of a grant or loan of state or federal funds, to refund the principal of
or interest or redemption premiums on outstanding bonds whether or not the amounts refunded
have become due and payable, to establish or increase reserves to secure the payment of bonds or
interest on them, and to pay costs and expenses of the issuance of the bonds.

Subd. 2. Security. Bonds may be made payable exclusively from the revenues from one or
more projects, or from one or more revenue producing contracts, or from the authority's revenues
generally, including but not limited to specified taxes which the authority may levy or which a
particular municipality may agree to levy for a specified purpose, and may be additionally secured
by a pledge of any grant, subsidy, or contribution from any public agency, including but not limited
to a participating municipality, or any income or revenues from any source. They may be secured
by a mortgage or deed of trust of the whole or any part of the property of the authority. They shall
be payable solely from the revenues, funds, and property pledged or mortgaged for their payment.
No commissioner, officer, employee, agent, or trustee of the authority shall be liable personally
on its bonds or be subject to any personal liability or accountability by reason of their issuance.
Neither the state nor a county or other municipality except the authority may pledge its faith and
credit or taxing power or shall be obligated in any manner for the payment of the bonds or interest
on them, except as specifically provided by agreement under section 398A.06; but nothing herein
shall affect the obligation of the state or municipality to perform any contract made by it with the
authority, and when the authority's rights under a contract with the state or a municipality are
pledged by the authority for the security of its bonds, the holders or a bond trustee may enforce
the rights as a third party beneficiary. All bonds shall be negotiable within the meaning and for the
purposes of the Uniform Commercial Code, subject only to any registration requirement.

Subd. 3. Bond resolution or indenture. Bonds of the authority shall be authorized by
resolutions of its board of commissioners which may set forth, or may authorize and direct the
execution of an indenture or security agreement with a corporate trustee setting forth, the terms
and conditions thereof, the covenants and agreements entered into by the authority for their
security, the real and personal property, if any, which is mortgaged or pledged for their further
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security, the rights and duties of the trustee, if any, and the manner of and conditions for adoption
of amending or supplemental resolutions or indentures. Covenants may be made regarding:

(a) the custody, collection, securing, investment, reinvestment, and disbursement of bond
proceeds and any revenues with respect to which the authority has any right or interest;

(b) the purposes to which the proceeds shall be applied, and the pledge of the proceeds,
until so applied, to secure the payment of the bonds and interest thereon;

(c) the rentals, rates, or charges to be established for use and availability of the authority's
property or service;

(d) the establishment of funds or accounts for the disbursement of proceeds, the segregation
of revenues, and the debt service and reserve requirements of the bonds;

(e) the conditions for the issuance of any additional bonds and the refunding of outstanding
bonds and the terms upon which additional bonds may be issued and secured;

(f) the priority of any bonds with respect to any pledge of revenues, mortgage, or security
interest;

(g) the operation and maintenance of any property, the revenues of which are pledged;

(h) the custody of any of the authority's property or investments, its safekeeping, the kinds
of securities in which funds may be invested and reinvested, the insurance to be carried on
property and against liability, and the use and disposition of insurance proceeds;

(i) the vesting in a corporate trustee, within or outside the state, and successors and
individual cotrustees as may be provided for, of funds and properties and trust rights and powers
as the authority may determine, and the limitation of the rights, powers, duties, and obligations
of the trustees;

(j) the appointment of any paying agent within or outside the state; and

(k) any other matter reasonably related to the security of the bonds.

Subd. 4. Sale. Bonds may be issued and sold in one or more series, at public and private
sale, at the price, bearing the date or dates, maturing at the time or times, bearing interest at the
rate or rates, in the denominations, in the form whether coupon or registered, with the privileges
of conversion, exchange, and registration of transfer, having the rank or priority, to be executed on
behalf of the authority by the officers and other persons, to be subject to the terms of redemption
with or without premium, and to contain or be subject to the other terms the resolution, indenture,
or security agreement may provide, and shall not be restricted by any other law limiting the
amount, maturities, interest rates, purchase price, or other terms of obligations of public agencies
or municipalities.

Subd. 5. Recitals. The authority shall be estopped to deny the correctness of any recital in
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any bond or any certificate given by direction of the authority, that it has been issued pursuant
to the provisions and for the purposes of the Regional Railroad Authorities Act, and that all
conditions precedent to the issuance exist or have been performed.

Subd. 6. Bonds as investments and security for deposits. Notwithstanding any other
law, the state of Minnesota and all its public officers, governmental units, agencies, and
instrumentalities, all banks, trust companies, savings banks and institutions, savings associations,
investment companies, and other persons carrying on a banking business, all insurance companies,
insurance associations, and other persons carrying on an insurance business, and all executors,
administrators, guardians, trustees and other fiduciaries may legally invest any sinking funds,
money, or other funds belonging to them or within their control in any bonds or other obligations
issued pursuant to this section, and the bonds or obligations may be pledged as security for
any public deposits.

History: 1980 c 616 s 7; 1983 c 326 s 15; 1995 c 202 art 1 s 25

398A.08 EMPLOYMENT PREFERENCE.

Individuals who have been previously employed by railroads, any part of whose property
or assets are acquired pursuant to Laws 1980, chapter 616, shall have priority, based upon their
length of service with that railroad, in employment with a purchasing carrier or other operator of a
railroad incorporating that property or those assets.

History: 1980 c 616 s 8

398A.09 CONSTRUCTION.

Sections 398A.01 to 398A.08 shall be construed liberally to effectuate their legislative
intent and purpose, as complete and independent authority for the performance of every act and
thing authorized, and all powers granted shall be broadly interpreted to effectuate this intent and
purpose and not as a limitation of powers. In the event of any conflict or inconsistency with any
other law or charter provision, the provisions of sections 398A.01 to 398A.08 shall prevail.

History: 1980 c 616 s 9

398A.10 TRANSIT FUNDING.

Subdivision 1. Capital costs. A county regional railroad authority may not contribute more
than ten percent of the capital costs of a light rail transit or commuter rail project. This subdivision
does not apply to a light rail transit project for which a county regional railroad authority commits
to providing an amount greater than ten percent of the capital costs, if the commitment (1) is made
before October 2, 2008, (2) is made as part of an application for federal funds, and (3) is adjusted
by the county regional railroad authority to meet the requirements of this subdivision as part of
the next scheduled federal funding application for the project.
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Subd. 2. Operating and maintenance costs. A county regional railroad authority may
not contribute any funds to pay the operating and maintenance costs for a light rail transit or
commuter rail project. If a county regional railroad authority is contributing funds for operating
and maintenance costs on a light rail transit or commuter rail project on February 25, 2008, the
authority may continue to contribute funds for these purposes until January 1, 2009.

Subd. 3. Application. This section only applies to a county that has imposed the
metropolitan transportation sales and use tax under section 297A.992.

History: 2008 c 152 art 6 s 7; 2008 c 287 art 1 s 114
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
 

DECISION AND NOTICE OF INTERIM TRAIL USE OR ABANDONMENT 
 

STB Docket No. AB-497 (Sub-No. 5X) 
 

MINNESOTA NORTHERN RAILROAD, INC.–ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION–IN 
ROSEAU COUNTY, MN 

 
Decided:  January 21, 2010 

 
 By petition filed on October 5, 2009, Minnesota Northern Railroad, Inc. (MNN), seeks an 
exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10502 from the prior approval requirements of 49 U.S.C. 10903 to 
abandon a 20.035-mile portion of its Warroad Subdivision between milepost 83.6, located 
approximately 300 feet west of Roseau County Road 124 (11th Ave, SE) in Roseau, and 
milepost 103.635, at the end of the line at Warroad, in Roseau County, MN.  Notice of the filing 
was served and published in the Federal Register on October 23, 2009 (74 FR 13616).  On 
December 16, 2009, the Roseau County Trailblazers (Trailblazers) late-filed a request for 
issuance of a notice of interim trail use (NITU) and for imposition of a public use condition.  
MNN filed a response to the Trailblazers’ request.  We will grant the exemption, subject to trail 
use, public use, environmental, and standard employee protective conditions, as set forth below. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 

 MNN states that the line is part of its 81-mile Warroad Subdivision that extends from 
St. Hilario, MN, to its terminus at Warroad.  MNN acquired the Warroad Subdivision from 
RailAmerica Transportation Corp. in 1997.  KBN, Inc. acquired MNN in 2000.1 
 
 MNN states that abandonment of the above-described rail line is consistent with the 
public interest and would save the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) $1.3 million in funds.  
MNN explains that the Corps is proposing to construct a flood control diversion channel to 
reroute the Roseau River on the east side of Roseau.  The diversion channel would cross MNN’s 
tracks at approximately milepost 83.86, and the Corps has proposed to construct a replacement 
bridge to carry MNN’s tracks across the diversion channel.  Abandonment of the line would 
render the replacement bridge unnecessary. 
 
 MNN states that it currently serves two shippers on the line, Strata Corp. (Strata), which 
ships crushed stone outbound, and Marvin Windows (Marvin), which ships cullet (glass) 
outbound.  In the base year, which ended on July 31, 2009, MNN transported a total of 

                                                 
 1  See KBN, Inc.–Control Exemption–Minnesota Northern Railroad, Inc. and St. Croix 
Valley Railroad Company, STB Finance Docket No. 33911 (STB served Aug. 31, 2000). 
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97 carloads (96 carloads for Strata and 1 carload for Marvin).  Based on this traffic, MNN earned 
$58,672 in revenue.  MNN expects to ship the same amount of traffic in the forecast year and, 
because of an increase in rates, earn $60,432 in revenue on these carloads. 
 
 MNN claims, however, that its expenses will exceed its revenues.  MNN estimates that, 
based on maintenance-of-way and train crew costs alone, such operations would result in an 
operating loss of $95,722 ($121,210 to maintain track and bridges, plus $34,944 in operating 
costs, minus $60,432 in revenues).  MNN also estimates that an expenditure of $670,990 would 
be required to rehabilitate the line to comply with Federal Railroad Administration Class I safety 
standards.2  With the decline in traffic on the line, MNN states that it would not generate enough 
revenue from rail operations to justify the costs to rehabilitate and maintain the line.  Neither of 
the shippers has filed a protest to MNN’s petition. 
 
 According to MNN, the shippers on the line have feasible transportation alternatives.  
MNN states that the line parallels an arterial highway that is in good condition, and that the 
active shippers on the line, which are both located at Warroad, would have service available to 
them by Canadian National Railway Company (CN), as CN serves Warroad. 

 
DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS 

 
Under 49 U.S.C. 10903, a rail line may not be abandoned without our prior approval.  

Under 49 U.S.C. 10502, however, we must exempt a transaction or service from regulation when 
we find that:  (1) continued regulation is not necessary to carry out the rail transportation policy 
of 49 U.S.C. 10101; and (2) either (a) the transaction or service is of limited scope, or (b) 
regulation is not necessary to protect shippers from the abuse of market power. 

 
Detailed scrutiny under 49 U.S.C. 10903 is not necessary to carry out the rail 

transportation policy.  By minimizing the administrative expense of the application process, an 
exemption will expedite regulatory action and reduce regulatory barriers to exit [49 U.S.C. 
10101(2) and (7)].  An exemption will also foster sound economic conditions and encourage 
efficient management by allowing MNN to save the expenses of maintaining and operating a line 
that is minimally used and unprofitable [49 U.S.C. 10101(5) and (9)].  Other aspects of the rail 
transportation policy will not be adversely affected. 

 
Regulation of the proposed transaction is not necessary to protect shippers from the abuse 

of market power.  Strata and Marvin, the only active shippers on the line, appear to have 
alternative transportation available and have not filed in opposition to the proposed 
abandonment.  Nevertheless, to ensure that they are informed of our action, we will require 
MNN to serve a copy of this decision on Strata and Marvin so that it is received by the shippers 
within 5 days of the service date of this decision, and to certify contemporaneously to us that it 
has done so.  Given our market power finding, we need not determine whether the proposed 
transaction is limited in scope. 

                                                 
 2  This figure consists of $320,600 to replace ties, $162,240 to line and surface, $87,300 
to replace defective rail and fasteners, and $100,800 to repair public grade crossings. 
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Under 49 U.S.C. 10502(g), we may not use our exemption authority to relieve a carrier of 

its statutory obligation to protect the interests of its employees.  Accordingly, as a condition to 
granting this exemption, we will impose the employee protective conditions set forth in Oregon 
Short Line R. Co.–Abandonment–Goshen, 360 I.C.C. 91 (1979). 
 
 MNN has submitted an environmental and historic report with its petition and has 
notified the appropriate Federal, state, and local agencies of the opportunity to submit 
information concerning the energy and environmental impacts of the proposed action.  See 
49 CFR 1105.11.  Our Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) has examined the 
environmental and historic report, verified the data it contains, analyzed the probable effects of 
the proposed action on the quality of the human environment, and issued an Environmental 
Assessment (EA) for public comment.  The EA was served on December 4, 2009, and comments 
to the EA were due by January 4, 2010. 
 
 In the EA, SEA states that the National Geodetic Survey (NGS) has advised that it has 
identified 23 geodetic station markers that could be disturbed by the proposed abandonment.  
Therefore, SEA recommends that MNN consult with NGS at least 90 days prior to beginning 
salvage activities that would disturb or destroy any of the 23 geodetic station markers. 
 
 SEA also states in the EA that MNN submitted its historic report to the Minnesota 
Historical Society Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), pursuant to 49 CFR 1105.8(c).  
However, SEA has not heard from the SHPO and therefore has not been able to consider the 
SHPO’s opinion before determining if the line may be potentially eligible for listing on the 
National Register of Historic Places (National Register).  Accordingly, SEA recommends that 
MNN be required to retain its interest in and take no steps to alter the historic integrity of all 
potentially historic sites and structures within the project right-of-way (the Area of Potential 
Effect) until completion of the section 106 process of the National Historic Preservation Act 
(NHPA), 16 U.S.C. 470(f). 
 

Based on further comments received, SEA has issued a Post EA in which SEA continues 
to recommend the conditions discussed above and a new condition.  SEA notes that it received a 
letter on December 21, 2009, but dated September 29, 2009, from the SHPO that the information 
provided by MNN does not adequately address the identification and evaluation of historic 
properties as required by 36 CFR 800.  That filing provides further support for the imposition of 
the historic preservation condition recommended by SEA in the EA. 
 
 SEA also notes that the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) has submitted a 
letter expressing concerns about the handling of any unreported hazardous spills or 
contamination that may be discovered during salvage activities and about the handling and 
disposal of any railroad ties treated with pentachlorophenol or creosote.  SEA therefore has 
recommended a new condition in the Post EA requiring MNN to consult with MPCA, prior to 
commencing any salvage activities, regarding MPCA’s requirements and, if applicable, to 
comply with all reasonable requirements of MPCA. 
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We will impose the conditions recommended by SEA.  Based on SEA’s 
recommendations, we conclude that the proposed abandonment, as conditioned, will not 
significantly affect either the quality of the human environment or the conservation of energy 
resources. 
 
 As previously noted, the Trailblazers late-filed a request for issuance of a NITU under the 
National Trails System Act, 16 U.S.C. 1247(d) (Trails Act), and 49 CFR 1152.29.  The 
October 23, 2009 notice provided that any request for trail use/rail banking under 49 CFR 
1152.29 was due by November 12, 2009.  The Trailblazers originally sent a letter on October 28, 
2009, making the trail use and public use requests (in a timely manner), but that letter was not 
received by the Board.  No one has objected to the late-filed notice.  In revising its abandonment 
rules in Aban. and Discon. of R. Lines and Transp. Under 49 U.S.C. 10903, 1 S.T.B. 894 (1996) 
and 2 S.T.B. 311 (1997), the Board retained the policy of accepting filings after the due date 
when good cause is shown.  Given these circumstances and the agreement by MNN to negotiate 
for trail use as discussed below, the Trailblazers’ request will be accepted. 
 
 The Trailblazers have submitted a statement of willingness to assume financial 
responsibility for the right-of-way and have acknowledged that use of the right-of-way is subject 
to possible future reconstruction and reactivation for rail service as required under 49 CFR 
1152.29.  MNN, in its response, has stated that it is only willing to negotiate for a portion of the 
line, a 19.75-mile segment of the right-of-way between milepost 83.6 located approximately 
300 feet west of Roseau County Road (11th Ave, SE) at Roseau, and milepost 103.35 at 
Minnesota Highway 313 (DOT No. 0626457P) at Warroad.  Because the Trailblazers’ request 
complies with the requirements of 49 CFR 1152.29, and MNN is willing to enter into 
negotiations for a portion of the line, a NITU will be issued for that portion of the line as 
described above.  The parties may negotiate an agreement during the 180-day period prescribed 
below.  If an agreement is executed with regard to the above-described portion, no further Board 
action is necessary regarding that portion.  If no agreement as to that portion is reached within 
180 days, MNN may fully abandon the line, subject to the conditions imposed below.  See 
49 CFR 1152.29(d)(1).  Use of the right-of-way for trail purposes is subject to any future use of 
the property for restoration of railroad operations. 
  
 The Trailblazer’s interim trail use request for the 0.285-mile segment of the right-of-way 
between milepost 103.35 and milepost 103.635 will be denied.  MNN is unwilling to negotiate 
for this section of the right-of-way because it runs through the middle of the Marvin plant.3  
Under the Trails Act, the trail use program is voluntary and consensual between the railroad and 

                                                 
 3  We note that MNN excluded this portion of the line when it filed a letter agreeing to 
negotiate trail use for the remainder of the line on November 2, 2009, responding to a letter 
MNN received from the Trailblazers requesting trail and public use conditions but which the 
Board did not receive.  Following contact by Board staff, Trailblazers perfected its filing with the 
Board on December 16, 2009.  MNN responded by a short letter on December 17, 2009, 
agreeing in general to negotiate for trail use.  While MNN’s December 17 letter does not address 
the portion to be excluded, we believe that MNN remains unwilling to negotiate trail use for this 
portion of the line, which continues to run through the Marvin plant. 
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the trail user.  See 49 CFR 1152.29; Citizens Against Rails to Trails v. STB, 267 F.3d 1144 
(D.C. Cir. 2001); National Wildlife Federation v. I.C.C., 850 F.2d 694, 699-702 (D.C. Cir. 
1988); Rail Abandonments—Use of Rights-of-Way as Trails, 2 I.C.C.2d 591, 598 (1986) 
(Trails).  The Board will not impose a trail use condition on an unwilling party.  See, e.g.¸ 
Consolidated Rail Corporation—Abandonment Exemption—Lancaster and Chester Counties, 
PA, STB Docket No. AB-167 (Sub-No. 1095X) (STB served June 3, 2004). 
 
 The imposition of a public use condition does not require a carrier’s consent.  See Boston 
and Maine Corporation–Abandonment Exemption–In Hartford County, CT, STB Docket 
No. AB-32 (Sub-No. 101X) (STB served Apr. 3, 2008).  SEA has indicated in its EA that the 
right-of-way may be suitable for other public use following abandonment.  The Trailblazers also 
request the imposition of a 180-day public use condition, precluding MNN from:  (1) disposing 
of the corridor, other than the tracks, ties, and signal equipment, except for public use on 
reasonable terms; and (2) removing or destroying potential trail-related structures such as 
bridges, trestles, culverts and tunnels.  The Trailblazers state that the line connects the cities of 
Roseau, Salol, and Warroad, all of which have possible trail connections to other trail systems 
traversing through Roseau County.  The Trailblazers state that the corridor would make an 
excellent recreational trail, that conversion of the property to trail use is in accordance with 
planning activities of recreational clubs in Minnesota, and that its preservation as a trail would 
provide an important wildlife habitat for the Sharp Tailed Grouse and Ruffed Grouse in 
Northwestern Minnesota, along with a variety of mammals.  The Trailblazers request 180 days 
for the condition so that they can engage in various activities such as work on a trail plan. 
 
 The Board has determined that persons who file under the Trails Act may also file for 
public use under 49 U.S.C. 10905.  See Trails, 2 I.C.C.2d at 609.  When the need for both 
conditions is established, as is the case with regard to the above-described portion of the line, it 
is the Board’s policy to impose them concurrently, subject to the execution of a trail use 
agreement.  The Trailblazers have met the public use criteria prescribed at 49 CFR 1152.28(a)(2) 
by specifying:  (1) the condition sought; (2) the public importance of the condition; (3) the period 
of time for which the condition would be effective; and (4) justification of the period of time 
requested.  Accordingly, a 180-day public use condition also will be imposed, commencing from 
the effective date of this decision and notice, to enable any state or local government agency or 
other interested person to negotiate the acquisition of the line for public use.  If a trail use 
agreement is reached on a portion of the right-of-way, MNN must keep the remaining right-of-
way intact for the remainder of the 180-day period to permit public use negotiations.  Also, we 
note that a public use condition is not imposed for the benefit of any one potential purchaser.  
Rather, it provides an opportunity for any interested person to negotiate to acquire the right-of-
way that has been found suitable for public purposes, including trail use.  Therefore, with respect 
to the public use condition, MNN is not required to deal exclusively with the Trailblazers, but 
may engage in negotiations with other interested persons.  Because, as noted above, public use 
conditions do not require the railroad’s consent, the public use condition will apply to the entire 
line. 
 
 The request for a public use condition was due on November 12, 2009.  It was late-filed 
on November 30, 2009.  Neither the railroad nor anyone else objected to the late-filing.  We will 
therefore accept it.  
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 The parties should note that operation of the trail use and public use procedures could be 
delayed, or even foreclosed, by the financial assistance process under 49 U.S.C. 10904.  As 
stated in Trails, 2 I.C.C.2d at 608, offers of financial assistance (OFA) to acquire rail lines for 
continued rail service or to subsidize rail operations take priority over interim trail use/rail 
banking and public use.  Accordingly, if an OFA is timely filed under 49 CFR 1152.27(c)(1), the 
effective date of this decision and notice will be postponed beyond the effective date indicated 
here.  See 49 CFR 1152.27(e)(2).  In addition, the effective date may be further postponed at 
later stages in the OFA process.  See 49 CFR 1152.27(f).  Finally, if the line is sold under the 
OFA procedures, the petition for abandonment exemption will be dismissed and trail use and 
public use precluded.  Alternatively, if a sale under the OFA procedures does not occur, the trail 
use and public use processes may proceed. 
 
 This action will not significantly affect either the quality of the human environment or the 
conservation of energy resources. 
 
 It is ordered: 
 
 1.  Under 49 U.S.C. 10502, we exempt from the prior approval requirements of 49 U.S.C. 
10903 the abandonment by MNN of the above-described line, subject to the employee protective 
conditions set forth in Oregon Short Line R. Co.–Abandonment–Goshen, 360 I.C.C. 91 (1979), 
and subject to the conditions that MNN shall:  (1) leave intact the right-of-way, including the 
bridges, trestles, culverts, and tunnels (except tracks, ties, and signal equipment), for a period of 
180 days from the effective date of this decision and notice, to enable any State or local 
government agencies, or other interested person, to negotiate the acquisition of the line for public 
use; and (2) with regard to the above-described 19.75-mile portion of the line, comply with the 
interim trail use/rail banking procedures set forth below; (3) consult with NGS at least 90 days 
prior to the beginning of salvage activities that will disturb or destroy any of the 23 geodetic 
station markers; (4) retain its interest in and take no steps to alter the historic integrity of all 
historic properties including sites, buildings, structures, and objects within the project right-of-
way (the Area of Potential Effect) that are eligible for listing or listed in the National Register 
until completion of the section 106 process of the NHPA, report back to SEA regarding any 
consultations with the SHPO and the public, and not file its consummation notice or initiate any 
salvage activities related to abandonment (including removal of tracks and ties) until the section 
106 process has been completed and the Board has removed this condition; and (5) prior to 
commencing any salvage activities, consult with MPCA regarding its requirements and, if 
applicable, comply with all reasonable requirements of MPCA. 
 
 2.  MNN must serve a copy of this decision on Strata and Marvin so that they receive a 
copy within 5 days of the service date of this decision and certify to the Board 
contemporaneously that it has done so. 
 
 3.  If an interim trail use/rail banking agreement is reached, it must require the trail user 
to assume, for the term of the agreement, full responsibility for management of, for any legal 
liability arising out of the transfer or use of (unless the user is immune from liability, in which 
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case it need only indemnify the railroad against any potential liability), and for the payment of 
any and all taxes that may be levied or assessed against, the right-of-way. 
 
 4.  Interim trail use/rail banking is subject to any future use of the property for restoration 
of railroad operations and to the user’s continuing to meet the financial obligations for the right-
of-way. 
 
 5.  If interim trail is implemented, and subsequently the user intends to terminate trail use, 
it must send the Board a copy of this decision and notice and request that it be vacated on a 
specified date. 
 
 6.  If an agreement for interim trail use/rail banking is reached by July 21, 2010, interim 
trail use may be implemented.  If no agreement is reached by that time, MNN may fully abandon 
the 19.75-mile portion of the line described above, provided the conditions imposed in this 
proceeding are met. 
 
 7.  An OFA under 49 CFR 1152.27(c)(1) to allow rail service to continue must be 
received by the railroad and the Board by February 1, 2010, subject to time extensions 
authorized under 49 CFR 1152.27(c)(1)(i)(C).  The offeror must comply with 49 U.S.C. 10904 
and 49 CFR 1152.27(c)(1).  Each OFA must be accompanied by a $1,500 filing fee.  See 49 CFR 
1002.2(f)(25). 
 
 8.  OFAs and related correspondence to the Board must refer to this proceeding.  The 
following notation must be typed in bold face on the lower left-hand corner of the envelope:  
“Office of Proceedings, AB-OFA.” 
 
 9.  Provided no OFA has been received, this exemption will be effective on February 21, 
2010.  Petitions to stay must be filed by February 8, 2010, and petitions to reopen must by filed 
by February 16, 2010. 
 
 10.  Pursuant to the provisions of 49 CFR 1152.29(e)(2), MNN shall file a notice of 
consummation with the Board to signify that it has exercised the authority granted and fully 
abandoned the line.  If consummation has not been effected by MNN’s filing of a notice of 
consummation by January 22, 2011, and there are no legal or regulatory barriers to 
consummation, the authority to abandon will automatically expire.  If a legal or regulatory 
barrier to consummation exists at the end of the 1-year period, the notice of consummation must 
be filed no later than 60 days after satisfaction, expiration, or removal of the legal or regulatory 
barrier. 

 
By the Board, Chairman Elliott, Vice Chairman Mulvey, and Commissioner Nottingham. 
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A G E N D A 
 

Roseau County Board of Appeal and Equalization 
606 5 Avenue SW – Room 110 

Roseau, MN 56751-1477 
Tuesday, June 15, 2010 – 5:30 p.m. 

 
 

5:30 p.m.  Chairman Alan Johnston 
1. Call meeting to order. 
2. Sign Official Oath of the Roseau County Board of Appeal 

and Equalization. 
3. Approve Agenda. 
4. Approve proceedings of June 16, 19, and 23, 2009, County 

Board of Appeal and Equalization meetings. 
5. Acknowledge correspondence. 

    
5:40 p.m.  Allen Heim, Roseau County Assessor 

 
 

TAXPAYER APPEARANCES are limited to persons who first appealed either in 
person, through a letter, or through an authorized representative to the City or Town 
Board of Appeal and Equalization; or to persons whose property is located in an 
unorganized township; or to persons whose local jurisdiction has transferred its powers 
of appeal and equalization to the County.  Taxpayers are required to call the County 
Auditor in advance to be placed on the agenda. 
        No appointments have been 
5:50 p.m.  _____________________  scheduled to date. 
 
6:00 p.m.  _____________________  Note that taxpayers have the  

option of scheduling at 7 p.m.  
7:00 p.m.  _____________________   if an earlier appointment does   
               not work for them.      
 
 

 Allen Heim, Roseau County Assessor 
RE:  Recommendations for changes in valuations 

 
 
 Adopt resolution regarding assessments. 

 
 
 Adjourn sine die. 

June 9, 2010 



 PROCEEDINGS OF THE ROSEAU COUNTY BOARD OF APPEAL AND EQUALIZATION 
 

June 16, 2009 
 
 The Board of Appeal and Equalization of Roseau County, Minnesota, met in the County 
Board room in the courthouse in the City of Roseau, Minnesota, on Tuesday, June 16, 2009.  
County Auditor Anne Granitz called the meeting to order at 11:00 a.m.  Members present were 
Commissioners Russell Walker, Alan Johnston, Mark Foldesi, Orris Rasmussen, Jack 
Swanson, and County Auditor Anne K. Granitz.  Also present were County Assessor Allen Heim 
and members of the public. 
 
 After members signed the official oath of the Roseau County Board of Appeal and 
Equalization, Auditor Granitz asked for nominations for Chairman.  Commissioner Walker 
nominated Commissioner Swanson.  A motion was made by Commissioner Foldesi, seconded 
by Commissioner Walker, and carried by unanimous vote that nominations cease and that 
Commissioner Swanson shall hereby serve as Chairman of the 2009 Roseau County Board of 
Appeal and Equalization. 
 
 Chairman Swanson presided for the remainder of the meeting.  
 
 Commissioner Walker nominated Auditor Granitz to serve as clerk.  A motion was made 
by Commissioner Foldesi, seconded by Commissioner Swanson, and carried by unanimous 
vote that County Auditor Anne Granitz shall hereby serve as Clerk of the 2009 Roseau County 
Board of Appeal and Equalization.  
 
 A motion was made by Commissioner Rasmussen, seconded by Commissioner Foldesi, 
and carried by unanimous vote that the Roseau County Board of Appeal and Equalization 
Agenda, as amended, be approved with the added appointments of taxpayers Dale Dahl and 
Jerry Endrizzi. 
 
 A motion was made by Commissioner Foldesi, seconded by Commissioner Rasmussen, 
and carried by unanimous vote that the proceedings of the June 17 and June 24, 2008, 
meetings of the Roseau County Board of Appeal and Equalization be approved as printed. 
 
 There was no correspondence received from taxpayers. 
 
 Assessor Heim presented an overview of the Local Boards and reviewed information 
regarding 2009 assessments.  He explained the purpose of the meeting is to provide a fair and 
objective forum for property owners to appeal their valuation or classification. 
 

Board members referenced the detailed documentation that Mr. Heim prepared 
regarding each of the properties to be discussed at today’s meeting. 
 
Taxpayer Appearances:   
 

(1) James Jenson previously appeared before the Skagen Township Local Board of 
Appeal and Equalization, and that the Local Board made no changes to the value or 
classification of his parcel. 

 



Mr. Jenson’s concerns are with the drainage on his property and requested that 
additional adjustments should be made to reflect his concern.  He also expressed 
concern with the solid waste assessment attached to his commercial rate.  
 

(2) Dale Dahl previously appeared at the open book meeting held for Reine Township.  
No changes were made at the open book meeting. 

 
Mr. Dahl commented that his 480 acres in Reine Township are valued too high 
because much of the acreage is wet/swampy.  He presented comparables with other 
nearby parcels.  
 

 Chairman Swanson recessed the meeting at 11:48 a.m. and reconvened the meeting at 
12:02 p.m. 

  
(3) Jerry Endrizzi previously appeared at the open book meeting held for Spruce 

Township.  He appealed the value of the Marian Endrizzi et al agricultural parcel 
stating that the parcel is not worth the assessor’s market value because it is 
marginal land and not able to produce a crop.  
 
No changes were made at the open book meeting. 
 
He also appealed two parcels in unorganized township 164N., Rg. 40 W., on behalf 
of the Northland Range and Gun Club.  Currently, one parcel is valued as a building 
site but it is surrounded by State and Federal Lands and Canada.  A second parcel 
is a personal property lease on State land, and Mr. Endrizzi questioned the valuation 
of the building. 
 

Chairman Swanson recessed the meeting of the Roseau County Board of Appeal and 
Equalization at 12:33 p.m. until said Board reconvenes at 7:00 p.m. on Friday, June 19, 2009. 

 
 

June 19, 2009 
 
 The Board of Appeal and Equalization of Roseau County, Minnesota, reconvened the 
June 16, 2009, meeting in the County Board room in the courthouse in the City of Roseau, 
Minnesota, on Friday, June 19, 2009, at 6:55 p.m.  Members present were Commissioners Jack 
Swanson and Russell Walker and Deputy Auditor Martha Monsrud.  Also present were County 
Assessor Allen Heim and members of the public. 
 
 A quorum was not present; therefore, the members that were present listened to appeals 
but took no action. 
 

Sallie Wilkus and Larry Wookey previously appeared before the Huss Township Board 
regarding their 40 acre parcel that was purchased at a tax forfeited land sale in 
September 2008 for $30,000.  They appealed the 2009 assessment of $55,900 because 
that amount was a large increase over the purchase price.  No change was made at the 
Local Board. 

 
Pam Terry previously appeared before the Jadis Township Board with questions but 
with no appeal, and she stated that she was expecting a letter in response to her 
appearance before the Local Board. 



 
Rodney and Carol Sikorski made their first appearance in appealing the increase in 
value of their properties located in unorganized township 162N., Rg. 44 W., especially 
parcels that adjoin State land. 

 
Chairman Swanson recessed the meeting of the Roseau County Board of Appeal and 

Equalization at 8:06 p.m. until said Board reconvenes at 11:00 a.m. on Tuesday, June 23, 2009. 
 

 
June 23, 2009 

 
 The Board of Appeal and Equalization of Roseau County, Minnesota, reconvened the 
June 19, 2009, meeting in the County Board room in the courthouse in the City of Roseau, 
Minnesota, on Tuesday, June 23, 2009, at 11:00 a.m.  Members present were Commissioners 
Russell Walker, Alan Johnston, Mark Foldesi, Orris Rasmussen, Jack Swanson, and County 
Auditor Anne K. Granitz.  Also present were County Assessor Allen Heim, Deputy Auditor 
Martha Monsrud, and Dale Dahl. 

 
Dale Dahl met with Assessor Heim following his appearance on June 16, noting that 
Assessor Heim will be recommending a 10 percent reduction in his value; however, Mr. 
Dahl commented that a 10 percent reduction is not enough.  
 

 Assessor Heim presented April 30, 2009, correspondence from John D. Layman 
regarding his parcel in Huss Township that no longer has access.  Prior to the sale of adjoining 
tax forfeited property, Mr. Layman had access to his parcel.  The Board commented that Huss 
Township could provide a cartway if the property owner put up a bond.  Assessor Heim will 
inform Mr. Layman of his options. 
 

Assessor Heim recommended that changes should be made to properties, as follows:   
 

Owner/Parcel No.   Explanation for Value Change 
       

Northland Range and Gun Club 
49.0000200  Reduce from $7,100 to $3,500 (Site Value Removed) 
 
Marian E. Endrizzi, et al 
31.0067900   Reduce from $65,105 to $60,675 (Changed Land Breakdowns) 
 
Dale Dahl  
27.0006700  Reduce from $135,000 to $121,500 (10% reduction to   
27.0008200  Reduce from $78,300 to $70,500 reflect unusual drainage  
27.0022000  Reduce from $122,400 to $110,300 issues) 
 

A motion was made by Commissioner Johnston and seconded by Auditor Granitz, to 
adopt the following resolution: 
  

BE IT RESOLVED that the Roseau County Board of Appeal and Equalization concurs 
with the above changes recommended by Assessor Heim. 

 
Following discussion, it was agreed that the above resolution be amended to read as 

follows: 
 



BE IT RESOLVED that, upon recommendation of County Assessor Allen Heim, the 
Roseau County Board of Appeal and Equalization hereby concurs with valuation changes, as 
follows: 

 
Owner/Parcel No.   Explanation for Value Change 
       

Northland Range and Gun Club 
49.0000200  Reduce from $7,100 to $3,500 (Site Value Removed) 
 
Marian E. Endrizzi, et al 
31.0067900   Reduce from $65,100 to $60,700 (Changed Land Breakdowns) 

 
Voting in favor:  Commissioners Swanson, Johnston, Rasmussen, Walker, Foldesi and Auditor 
Granitz.  Voting against:  None.   Motion carried. 
  
 A motion was made by Commissioner Walker and seconded by Commissioner Foldesi 
to adopt the following resolution: 
 

BE IT RESOLVED that, upon recommendation of County Assessor Allen Heim, the 
Roseau County Board of Appeal and Equalization makes changes, as follows: 

 
Owner/Parcel No.   Explanation for Value Change 

 
Dale Dahl  
27.0006700  Reduce from $135,000 to $121,500 (10% reduction to   
27.0008200  Reduce from $78,300 to $70,500 reflect unusual drainage  
27.0022000  Reduce from $122,400 to $110,300 issues) 
 

Voting in favor:  None.  Voting against:  Commissioners Swanson, Johnston, Rasmussen, 
Walker, Foldesi and Auditor Granitz.  Motion denied. 
 
 After discussion, a motion was made by Commissioner Rasmussen and seconded by 
Commissioner Walker to adopt the following resolution: 
 
  BE IT RESOLVED that the Roseau County Board of Appeal and Equalization authorizes 
Assessor Heim—with input from Dale Dahl—to redetermine 2009 land breakdowns of the 
following parcels: 
 
Owner/Parcel No.   Explanation for Classification Change 

 
Dale Dahl  
27.0006700  Reduce from $135,000 to $122,500 (Assessor’s  
27.0008200  Reduce from $78,300 to $73,700 re-evaluation of   
27.0022000  Reduce from $122,400 to $105,700 land breakdowns) 

 
Voting in favor:  Commissioners Swanson, Rasmussen, Walker, and Foldesi.  Voting against:  
Commissioner Johnston and Auditor Granitz.   Motion carried. 
  
 Assessor Heim had no recommendation for changes to the Jensen and Wilkus 
properties. 
 
 A motion was made by Commissioner Rasmussen and seconded by Auditor Granitz to 
adopt the following resolution: 



 
 BE IT RESOLVED that no changes—other than those listed above—are necessary in 
the 2009 assessments of real estate or in the 2009 assessments of personal property for 
payable 2010 taxes. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that said assessments be and are hereby approved. 
 
Voting in favor:  Commissioners Swanson, Johnston, Rasmussen, Walker, Foldesi and Auditor 
Granitz.  Voting against:  None.   Motion carried. 
 
 There being no other business to bring before the Board and upon motion by 
Commissioner Foldesi and second by Commissioner Johnston, Chairman Swanson declared 
that the County Board of Appeal and Equalization is hereby adjourned sine die at 12:25 p.m. 
 
 
Approved:  Date  _______________   
 
 
_____________________________  _____________________________ 
Anne K. Granitz    Alan Johnston  
County Auditor                                               Commissioner, District 1 
 
_____________________________  _____________________________ 
Jack Swanson                Roger Falk 
Commissioner, District 2                                Commissioner, District 3 
                                                
 _____________________________ _____________________________           
Russell Walker    Mark Foldesi 
Commissioner, District 4   Commissioner, District 5 
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