
1 
 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
MARTIN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

TUESDAY, JULY 5, 2022 
@ 9:00 A.M. 

 
The regular meeting of the Martin County Board of Commissioners was called to order at 9:00 
a.m. by Chairman Belgard.  Commissioners present were Richard Koons, James Forshee, Elliot 
Belgard, Steve Flohrs, and Kathy Smith.  Also present were Taylor McGowan, Assistant County 
Attorney, Amanda Heinrichs-Milburn, Assistant County Attorney, Jessica Korte, Martin County 
Auditor/Treasurer, Leigha Johnson, Human Resources Director, Brooke Wohlrabe, Sentinel 
Newspaper, Julie Walters, Administrative Assistant, and members of staff and public. 
 
The Pledge of Allegiance was recited. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve the agenda for the July 5, 2022 regular 
Board of Commissioners meeting with the following additions: 9.75 Consider Resignation of 
Account Tech in the Auditor/Treasurer’s Office and Authorize Recruitment to fill the Vacancy, 
9.9 Lorentz EAW Draft Review Timeline, and 9.10 Consider Funding Request from Federated 
Rural Electric for Border to Border Application (Dunnell Area) – S. Reimer, CEO/GM Federated 
Rural Electric.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve the minutes from the June 21, 2022 
regular Board of Commissioners meeting.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Lon Gorsch, Renaissance Roofing, was present via WebEx and provided an update on the 
courthouse roof project.   
 
Gorsch noted we are on track to be complete by the end of October (2022).  The schedule for 
rooftop unit installation has been moved back a couple of times now to early October.  That’s 
going to work out okay to get the new roof system and the new curbs for those units all installed 
at the same time so we don’t have an overlapping schedule.  Gorsch went on to note currently 
we’re working on the fully soldered flat seam areas at the four corners of the roof and then the 
gutters on the east and west (lake and street side).  I believe the gutters on the lake side are 
complete and the drains are installed on the street side as well as the gutters behind the 
balustrade are nearly complete.  Gorsch also noted scaffolding has been put up for eagle 
installation on the dome.  That will hopefully be done or at least started next week.  It is unclear 
how long it will take to get those (eagles) installed.  The first eagle will be the hard one because 
we want to make sure the eagles are perched at the right angle and it was difficult to make that 
determination ahead of time.  So, there will be some adjustments made and field fabrication on 
the steel supports underneath to hold those up.  The first one will take the longest and then the 
other three will just be installed the same way. Gorsch continued the more visual part of the roof 
will probably start just after the eagles are done (early August). We’re looking at maybe adding a 
couple more people for a few weeks in July to try and get us back on track.  We had some 
personnel issues and weather issues.  The weather has been a tough struggle up there this year.  It 
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has been very windy and winter hung on for a long time but we’re making some efforts to try 
and get back on track to make sure that we’re done before the end of October. 
 
Arden Hanson, citizen, was present to request the county commissioners reevaluate Mr. 
Sheplee’s (County Assessor) decision to take away his homestead tax credit.  Hanson noted this 
amounts to several thousand dollars.  Hanson provided background information including 
according to the County, my address got changed in 2017.  I did not change it.  We cannot 
determine who changed it.  We’ve actually spent a fair amount of time trying to find out why the 
County has a nonworking address for which mail is not returned; and we’ve been to the post 
office several times, we’ve been to the County, different offices here, several times.  But, starting 
in 2020 the County decided that I didn’t live in my house because on the day that they came to 
visit me I wasn’t there.  I did not respond to any of their letters because I didn’t get any of them.  
Now, we know that one business that sent me a bill for something I bought went to this same 
address that does not get returned...nobody knows where it goes.  But, for the last couple of 
years, I’ve not gotten any notices from the County on anything concerning taxes.  Now, my son 
who lives in Sherburn, has authority to sign checks for me and I just assumed that he had paid 
my taxes because I didn’t hear anything about them.  The fact is, we never got the tax bill.  We 
actually spent a fair amount of time trying to figure this out and we have no answers.  I wish I 
had some answers but all I can say is that we live there...I built this house in 1967 and I’ve lived 
there in the house since 1967...I don’t know how to get this back on track.  Hanson went on to 
note they didn’t change my homestead tax credit until the taxes payable in 2021 so 2020 real 
estate taxes was the first time they took away my homestead tax exemption.  So, I paid the non-
homestead credit...I didn’t get a bill...I thought my son had paid it.  I’m sorry for that.  But 
anyway, I paid the non-homestead credit when I first learned about this about the first of April I 
realized...and then I paid the first half of this year taxes about a month ago or month and a half 
ago at the non-homestead tax rate.  I didn’t change my address and I’m asking the County to 
overrule Mr. Sheplee in this case and all I can say is that he looked at pictures of my house and 
he thought that’s a fair rate. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired there was never a point where the taxes weren’t paid? 
 
Hanson noted I did not know that the 2021 taxes had not been paid until about the 1st of April 
sometime when I did get a letter that said they were preparing to sell my house from the steps of 
the courthouse...the Sheriff was going to sell it.  First time I realized that they hadn’t been paid. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired how did you get that letter? 
 
Hanson noted that’s a very good question and I have no idea because the post office delivered 
that letter. 
 
Chairman Flohrs inquired with your address at where you live or the address that doesn’t exist? 
 
Hanson noted I think it came to the 1326 if you have any documentation; but, when I went back 
and tried to get documentation all of this had been changed.  The courthouse then had my correct 
address, Graham Tire has my correct address.  They get the fictitious address off from some 
computer thing I don’t understand but it prints the addresses when they send out bills and it’s 
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similar to my son’s address but it has a “South” added to the end of it.  When we went to the post 
office they said they would not deliver it because it was not correct even though my son’s last 
name is the same as mine and you would think that that would be close enough they would put it 
in his mail box. 
 
Mike Sheplee, County Assessor, was present and noted there are apparently two issues here.  
One is the address and the second is homestead and address Jessica (Korte) can speak a little 
more about the process for address.  But, we used the 1052 address that had been in existence 
since August 15, 2017 when it was updated per a national change of address report from the post 
office.  So, we used that address in multiple communications to Mr. Hanson about his 
homestead.  If you remember back a couple years ago we had a homestead project to replace 
homestead applications and ask for new ones and this was part of that project.  So, we sent out 
three letters in 2019 and 2020.  No response and no returns on those letters so we’re assuming 
they were received and assuming that there was not a basis for claiming a homestead anymore. 
 
Chairman Belgard can you tell me what address those went to?  First of all, let’s get to the 2017 
post office address change. 
 
Jessica Korte, Martin County Auditor/Treasurer, was present and noted our office gets those 
national address changes from the post office.  They’ll send them to us and say these have 
changed and then we go through and find those people and will change the address based on 
what the post office has given us.  So that’s how that got changed on August 15 of 2017 from the 
1326 90th Avenue. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired Arden (Hanson) can you address that or not? 
 
Hanson noted, (A.) they could not tell me who would have had the authority to change it;  and 
(B.) while it is similar to my son’s address it is not his address.  It has a “South” in there and the 
post office will admit that they won’t deliver it with this extra word “South” in the address.  So, 
whoever did the 2017 change to what’s sort of my son’s address didn’t quite get it correct and 
that’s why I didn’t get it.  I’m not arguing anything about these facts.  All’s I’m saying is I didn’t 
get any of this correspondence and that’s why I didn’t respond to it. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted well I’m trying to figure out the 2017 post office...why would they 
contact us for a change of address. 
 
Hanson noted I don’t know; but, if you want me to take my best guess is that I got a divorce 
about that year from one person who became very vindictive and I would say that she changed 
the address and I was not aware of it.  It did not change my taxes until 2020.  But, nobody’s 
disputing the facts.  I’m only here asking to get back my homestead tax rate.  I surely would have 
responded to something to this amount had I known. 
 
Sheplee noted in response to your question about the address...1052 State Highway 4...there’s no 
“South” indicator on that and copies of the tax statements, evaluation notices, and the Truth in 
Taxation notices all are the same...1052 State Highway 4 with no “South” indicator on them. 
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Hanson noted my son, I did not bring them along today, would be more than happy to testify that 
he never got anything like that.  He would have called me or delivered it. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted well prior to this year the tax statement was going to that address and it 
obviously was getting paid. 
 
Hanson noted no it did not get paid.  For the taxes due in 2021 were not paid and I assumed he 
paid them. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired 2020? They were paid in 2020 and went to that address... 
 
Hanson  noted 2020...no...absolutely not.  In 2020 I got the tax bill and I paid it.  The taxes were 
for 2019.  It’s confusing but...up until two years ago I was getting my tax statements. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired and you’re saying that’s not so? 
 
Sheplee noted we used the address that was changed August 15, 2017 so anything that was 
mailed out after that which would have been Truth in Taxation notices in November of 2017 and 
forward, so tax bills and estimates, letters, all would have used that 1052 State Highway 4 
address.   
 
Chairman Belgard inquired and they were getting paid? 
 
Hanson noted yes. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted it sounds like we’ve got a little difference of opinion here from the start.  
If the address change happened in 2017 and it kept being right for three more years and then this 
is wrong the last two years something’s funky there either the mailman changed or... 
 
Hanson noted I believe I paid the homestead tax credit number for 2019 payable in 2020. 
 
Sheplee noted yeah that would be right because we gave some time to allow for communication 
about a new homestead application which we didn’t receive a response to. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted you’re not the only person that had...this was a big deal when we 
changed this over.  It went out to 4,000 parcels and some for various reasons didn’t get it and lost 
their homestead.  But this is a whole different item because it happened five years ago and then it 
was okay for three years and then it wasn’t.  I don’t understand what’s going on here for sure. 
 
Hanson noted we were not able to find any concrete facts other than my Graham Tire bill I never 
got and I was curious and so I stopped in there one day and she says you never paid it and I said I 
never got it and she said oh yeah we sent it out a month earlier and I said what address did you 
use and she had this Highway 4 South address and I asked where she got it and she said it’s done 
by a computer program.  But where the computer program got it she couldn’t tell me. 
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Commissioner Smith noted on these statements it’s not Highway 4 South, it’s State Highway.  
There’s no “South” in there.  Is that your son’s address? 
Hanson noted that word “South” shows up on some of them and it doesn’t on others.  But, the 
post office is not currently delivering anything with my name on it...it is State Highway 4 and 
that is a change and that was changed I believe according to my son a couple years ago because 
it used to be State Highway 4 South and now it’s just whatever it is.  But, it’s really arguing 
semantics. 
 
Sheplee noted most all of our records are available 24/7 on our Beacon site as well so it’s not 
like we were trying to hide something making it available and putting the status out there.  
Asking for a replacement application is a standard thing that we do and when we don’t get a 
response you know by a deadline, we have deadlines, so by December 31st of each year we have 
to make a decision on what to do.  It’s the taxpayers responsibility to file that application.  It’s 
not ours to solicit it and we try to communicate at least three letters with none of the letters being 
returned.  So, we had to make an assumption that it just wasn’t qualifying any longer for the 
homestead so that’s where we were at the time. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired where are you getting your mail now, Arden (Hanson)? 
 
Hanson noted 1326.  
 
Chairman Belgard noted where you live.  You’ve got that changed now so it is back to... 
 
Hanson noted I don’t think I changed it...I think that’s always been my address. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired what do we have? 
 
Korte noted it’s still the 1052 State Highway 4. 
 
Hanson noted we applied to your office (Auditor/Treasurer’s Office) about the 1st of April to 
correct the address so you should have the 1326. 
 
Korte noted it should be in there.  I don’t have access to our new system all I can see is the old 
system. 
 
Sheplee noted the homestead application that Mr. Hanson filled out in April has been approved 
for taxes payable in 2023. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired ongoing? 
 
Sheplee noted yes. 
 
Hanson noted what I was asking for was for an adjustment for the taxes payable in 2022. 
 
Sheplee noted so the calculation difference unless I’m wrong here amounts to about $432 and 
Mr. Hanson filled out an abatement application I believe...he didn’t sign it...but I did not approve 
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it and as part of our review process I sent it to the Auditor/Treasurer.  My answer was no and it 
was because all of the notifications that we gave and felt that was enough notification. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired so you’re saying it’s $400? 
 
Sheplee noted $432 I believe is the difference. 
 
Hanson noted that’s per half year.  That’s not the number I have.  I was thinking it was a 
thousand something a year extra...40% isn’t it...reduction for homestead? 
 
Sheplee noted no that’s total.  It’s not a percent.  It’s a calculation of value times class rate with 
credits in there for Ag. 
 
Commissioner Smith noted I don’t understand where those letters went.  When the post office 
doesn’t deliver don’t they return them to sender?  So, I don’t understand. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired we didn’t get them back? 
 
Hanson noted nor did the Graham Tire bill come back to Graham Tire which makes us wonder 
where they’re going.  We did spend some time trying to figure out how this got so far off the 
track and we weren’t able to come up with anything.  We wanted to have some evidence to give 
to you this morning. 
 
Commissioner Koons noted so Mike (Sheplee) basically this happened because of that 
2018/2019 whatever when we sent out those new applications and he did not reapply.  That’s 
what started this more so than anything... 
 
Sheplee noted sure. 
 
Commissioner Flohrs noted I believe this all started in 2017 with the address change.  This 
would have happened anyway. 
 
Sheplee noted we were going along there and the taxes were getting paid apparently and then a 
new request for homestead change because we changed the amount and that brought the attention 
to Mr. Hanson so it’s a new chapter in the book. 
 
Commissioner Smith noted back when this happened we had other people that missed that 
deadline and we did not abate their taxes so I don’t know how we can do that right now when we 
didn’t allow for that for other people. 
 
Sheplee noted that’s correct.  We had...it was probably four or six I don’t remember the exact 
amount of people come to us after we printed notices that year...tax notices...and so we went past 
the December deadline...sent another letter in January just to try to help people and we got a few 
more responses and got right up to the dates we had to send our electronic file to the printer and 
then we couldn’t make no more changes after that.  So, we tried to have a longer grace period 
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than we normally do and tried to understand people’s situations.  But, without contact we just 
didn’t have any reason to extend that homestead. 
 
Commissioner Koons inquired so Arden (Hanson) you didn’t notice the difference when you 
paid 2020 taxes payable in 2021? 
 
Hanson noted of course I did. 
 
Commissioner Koons inquired and you didn’t question it then? 
 
Hanson noted I did.   
 
Commissioner Koons inquired you didn’t fill out the form then? 
 
Hanson noted that was all done on the same date on the 1st of April of this year and was the first 
time I got an official notice that they were going to sell my house for taxes and somehow that 
found my address so I came down to the courthouse and I just paid in full the 2020 taxes payable 
in 2021...I paid that...and then at the same time I paid the first half of the 2021 taxes payable in 
2022. 
 
Commissioner Koons noted so you didn’t pay the 2020 due in 2021 in 2021...you paid them in 
2022. 
 
Hanson noted I was a year late because I did not know that my son hadn’t paid them because I 
didn’t get a notice and he would normally get...when we’re not here he picks up our mail.  It 
didn’t come to...that’s the only thing that makes me any different than all the other people that 
didn’t respond to your request is I never got it.  And I’m here to try and document the fact that 
that is not a working address and I don’t know how else I can prove that.  I can’t drag the...the 
postmaster said that he knew that there was a discussion amongst...there’s two route carriers in 
Sherburn.  I don’t know either one; but, I do know that we have a different route carrier than 
where my son lives and, they wanted to know what was to do with this, but they couldn’t tell me 
what they did do with it.  They don’t have a dead letter office apparently in Sherburn but the only 
thing here is that I didn’t pay this, and I didn’t respond, because I didn’t know that this was 
happening.  That’s why I’m asking you today to reconsider this. 
 
Korte noted I just want to say too so we send out late notice letters also in December in case 
there is an oversight, as well as this one saying if you don’t pay you’re going to be on our 
delinquent list.  So, there would have been one more before... 
 
Hanson noted I understand.  So, there would have been one more letter in this basket that’s 
someplace where nobody knows where its at.  If I’d have gotten one I’d have gotten them all. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted well we can say that it is corrected from here on and forward.  That we 
can say for sure.  We never...we listened to several concerns about this a couple years ago and 
we never changed anybody’s so I’m guessing there’s not probably much we can do to help you 
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here.  Fortunately, maybe it’s only $400 instead of $1,000; but, I think that’s where we’re going 
here. 
 
Hanson noted $430 a year for two years I believe. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired is it two years Mike (Sheplee)? 
 
Sheplee noted $432 would be one year. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired but did it happen two years? 
 
Sheplee noted I don’t know.  Taxes were paid late.  I guess I don’t know. 
 
Korte noted so he lost his homestead for pay 2021 and pay 2022.   
 
Sheplee noted the actions to retroactively change a homestead application or make one and back 
date it is not a good idea if it’s even allowable.  But you do have the option of the abatement.   
The abatement application will inaudible current year and two years prior.  That would be 
probably your avenue of action if you wanted to make one.  That’s a local option and you can 
decide what to do with that yourselves. 
 
Commissioner Koons noted so Arden (Hanson) statutorily this became an issue...it was in my 
early days here that they had to...the state required a current homestead application for every 
parcel and we did have several of them.  So, if you own a property that your son lives in, that 
property is qualified for homestead also.  But, you have to file for that and we had several people 
where I remember that was the case where they didn’t do it, on their kids houses, and we 
couldn’t go back.  We got it right for the next year. 
 
Hanson noted we’re not arguing about my eligibility.  We’re only arguing about if I can have an 
abatement because I was eligible.  I don’t think anybody can argue the fact that I live there and if 
I can get this abatement, according to Mr. Sheplee, there is a rule for an abatement. 
 
After discussion, 
 
No action taken on Consider Citizen Request regarding Homestead Classification. 
 
Amanda Heinrichs-Milburn, Assistant County Attorney, was present to request approval for the 
Attorney General’s Office to begin the commitment process on a person that was sent to prison 
and is set to be released in September, 2022.  Heinrichs-Milburn noted the Minnesota DOC has 
recommended that this person be civilly committed as a sexually dangerous person.  Heinrichs-
Milburn recommends approval to start the commitment process. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize the Martin County 
Attorney’s Office to proceed with the Attorney General’s Office sexual offender commitment 
proceedings.  Carried unanimously. 
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Pam Flitter, Planning and Zoning Director, was present and reviewed a Conditional Use Permit 
(CUP) request from Bruce Gemmill within Section 34 of Galena Township.  Flitter noted 
Gemmill is proposing to create a new gravel pit to mine gravel and sand in an “A” Agricultural 
District and continue to use existing gravel pits to mine sand and gravel in an “SL-1” Special 
Protection District on the same parcel.  The Martin County Zoning Ordinance requires a 
Conditional Use Permit in an “A” Agricultural District and in an “SL-1” Special Protection 
District.  Flitter went on to note the Planning Commission Board of Adjustment approved the 
CUP request with conditions during their June 28, 2022 meeting and is recommending approval 
of the Conditional Use Permit. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, 
 
R-#41/’22 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 
BRUCE GEMMILL 

CREATE A NEW GRAVEL PIT TO 
MINE GRAVEL AND SAND 

IN AN “A” AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT AND 
CONTINUE TO USE EXISTING GRAVEL PITS TO MINE GRAVEL AND SAND 

IN AN “SL-1” SPECIAL PROTECTION DISTRICT ON SAME PARCEL 
WITHIN SECTION 34 OF GALENA TOWNSHIP 

 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, 
 
WHEREAS, a Conditional Use Permit was requested by Bruce Gemmill, applicant and property 
owner, located within Section 34 of Galena Township in Martin County, Minnesota, (legally 
described in applications) proposing to create a new gravel pit to mine gravel and sand in an “A” 
Agricultural District and continue to use existing gravel pits to mine gravel and sand in an “SL-
1” Special Protection District on the same parcel. 
 
WHEREAS, the Martin County Planning and Zoning staff has completed a review of the 
application and made a report pertaining to the request, a copy of said report has been presented 
to the County Board of Commissioners; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the County on the 28th day of June, 2022, following 
proper notice, held a public hearing regarding the request and, following the hearing, adopted a 
recommendation that the request for a Conditional Use Permit be granted; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Martin County Board of Commissioners finds that Conditional Use Permit is to 
be issued for the following purpose: 
 

Creation of a gravel pit to mine gravel and sand; and continue using existing gravel pits 
to mine gravel and sand; and 

 
WHEREAS, the following conditions have been applied: 
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• Adhere to the Martin County Zoning Ordinance as it pertains to mining. 
• All processing machinery to be located at 200 feet or greater from the ordinary high-

water level of protected water. 
• Stockpiles of material to be located at 200 feet or greater from the ordinary high-water 

level of protected water. 
• Erosion control matt to be used to ensure sediment doesn’t leave the gravel deposit area. 
• Installation of silt fence until vegetative cover is established to prevent erosion into 

protected water. 
• Restoration plan must be followed; to include a 3:1 slope with sufficient top soil to 

support vegetative growth to stabilize bank of pit. 
• Wetland delineation plan to be followed and amended as needed. 
• Any additional permits and licenses required by the State of Minnesota must be obtained 

by the applicant. 
• EAW will be required if site excavation depth and surface area necessitate the need for 

one to be paid for by the landowner/applicant. 
• Failure to comply with conditions may result in revocation of the Conditional Use Permit. 

 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Martin County Board of Commissioners, and 
upon the recommendation of the Martin County Planning Commission, hereby approves the 
Conditional Use Permit for the above described property and is hereby issued pursuant to MS 
394.301 and Martin County Ordinance #1, Chapter 6.01 and that this permit shall remain in full 
force and effect provided in the conditions as described above are met and maintained by the 
applicant and his/or her successors in interest.  This permit is binding upon the applicant, the 
record titleholder to the property, and his/her successors in interest.  Notice is hereby given that 
this permit may be revoked if the conditions set forth above are not maintained as described 
above.  This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its passage and without 
publication. 
 
Dated this 5th day of July. 
       BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
       MARTIN COUNTY, MN 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 
 
ATTEST:______________________________ 
     Jessica Korte, Auditor/Treasurer 

 
Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Koons, Smith, Forshee, Flohrs, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Resolution duly passed and adopted this 5th day of July, 2022. 
 
Judd Schultz, Housing Services Director with Minnesota Valley Action Council, was present to 
request additional funds under the SCDP Program for three (3) households in the City of 
Trimont, and additional funding under the Minnesota Housing Revolving Loan Program for one 
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(1) household in the City of Fairmont.  Originally the first three were being requested and 
number four was a recent addition to that. 
 
Schultz provided Revolving Loan Funds Requests on MVAC Rehabilitation Projects as follows: 
 
1. 320 Ash Street E. 
    Trimont, MN 
    SCDP Project – Max Funds $25,000 
    Need $10,152 
    No mortgage on property, County revolving funds will be in the 1st lien position. 
    10-year deferred loan 
    2023 assessed value $34,300 
 
2. 61 1st Avenue NW 
    Trimont, MN 
    SCDP Project – Max Funds $25,000 
    Need $1,025 
    Current mortgage balance $22,600, County revolving funds will be in 2nd lien position. 
    10-year deferred loan 
    2023 assessed value $31,200 
 
3. 81 4th Avenue NE 
    Trimont, MN 
    SCDP Project – Max Funds $25,000 
    Need $8,115 
    Current mortgage balance $29,900, loan made in 2020, County revolving funds will be in 2nd  
    lien position. 
    10-year deferred loan 
    2023 assessed value $14,500 
    Check for appraisal 
 
4. 1502 N Park Street 
    Fairmont, MN 
    Minnesota Housing RLP – Max funds $37,500 
    Need $21,000 
    No mortgage on property, County revolving funds will be in 1st lien position. 
    15-year deferred loan 
    2023 assessed value $61,700 
 
Korte inquired like on the small cities, the ones that we’ve done before, they have that 
forgiveness after...are these ones structured that same way? 
 
Schultz noted yes, they’re structured that same way. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired so the first three are 10 years and the last one through Minnesota 
Housing is 15 years? 
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Schultz noted yes.  We follow the term of that program.   
 
Commissioner Flohrs noted I’m a little concerned about the second lien thing.  Is that the only 
way we can do that?  We got burned on that before. 
 
Schultz noted well in that case like when you’re looking at No. 2 they need $1,000.  Their 
current mortgage balance is $22,600 but their assessed value is $31,000.  So, you’d be in a 
second lien position; but, there would still be more than enough equity to cover you there. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted sometimes when we get them back they’re not worth what we thought 
they were. 
 
Schultz noted we looked at those county assessed values because those are a little bit more 
conservative than even sales prices right now.  So, in this case, I feel good that even though 
you’re in a second position there’s enough equity there to cover you. 
 
Korte inquired these projects would not happen without the additional funding? 
 
Schultz noted yes.  When we ask for this additional funding...with the programs we have to do 
certain improvements.  We have some flexibility where we can establish priorities but there are 
certain things that we have to do.  We have to do lead work; we have to do health and safety; so, 
we try to whittle these down to what we actually have to do and then go and seek the additional 
funding.  So yes, in these cases, (No. 1 and No. 3) we’d probably have to walk away from.  No. 2 
we could have more conversations with the household to see if they could some up with that 
small amount.  And then likely also with No. 4 we’d probably have to walk away from that one 
unless we can find another source. 
 
After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, at the request of MVAC for the additional funding for 
the Small Cities Development Program for Martin County in the amount of $10,152 for a one-
time rehabilitation project for a household located in the City of Trimont (Parcel ID No. 
39.820.0690), hereby approve the additional funding request for the aforementioned project, to 
be expended from the Martin County Area Redevelopment Fund; and that Martin County’s 
Revolving Funds will be in the 1st lien position.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Smith, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, at the request of MVAC for the additional funding for 
the Small Cities Development Program for Martin County in the amount of $1,025 for a one-
time rehabilitation project for a household located in the City of Trimont (Parcel ID No. 
39.060.0620), hereby approve the additional funding request for the aforementioned project, to 
be expended from the Martin County Area Redevelopment Fund; and that Martin County’s 
Revolving Funds will be in the 2nd lien position.  Carried unanimously. 
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No action taken on the request of MVAC for the additional funding for the Small Cities 
Development Program for Martin County in the amount of $8,115 for a one-time rehabilitation 
project for a household located in the City of Trimont (Parcel ID No. 39.820.1060). 
 
Motion by Commissioner Forshee, seconded by Commissioner Smith, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, at the request of MVAC for the additional funding for 
the Minnesota Housing Revolving Loan Program for Martin County in the amount of $21,000 
for a one-time rehabilitation project for a household located in the City of Fairmont (Parcel ID 
No. 23.185.0220), hereby approve the additional funding request for the aforementioned project, 
to be expended from the Martin County Area Redevelopment Fund; and that Martin County’s 
Revolving Funds will be in the 1st lien position.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Schultz next noted a letter has been received from the Odegaard household in the City of Ceylon 
(Parcel ID No. 21.060.0690) that received SCDP funds through the Martin County project back 
in 2013; and a small amount of County revolving funds.  The Odegaard’s repayment agreements 
expire on March 6, 2023.  The family is asking for an early forgiveness on the loans in the 
amount of $24,872.  The family is within 9 months of being done with those two liens, as for 
being eligible for forgiveness, because they will have met the time limit.  The family is looking 
to move from Ceylon to Fairmont as they need a bigger home due to a growing family and they 
also will need to do some work on their current home to get it ready for sale.  Schultz went on to 
note the concern is that with the current market if you find a home that you want to buy you need 
to move on it rather quickly.  So, that would be the impetus for asking for that initial forgiveness.  
Your options would be to honor it (the early forgiveness request), to say come back when you 
have a sale for consideration of early forgiveness, or just say no we’re not going to consider early 
forgiveness. 
 
Sarah Odegaard, homeowner, was present and noted we had a phone call from Human Services a 
couple weeks ago.  Somebody had turned our family in.  I have a 7 year old daughter who has to 
sleep...we have a 2 bedroom house and when we did this project Ethan was a few months old and 
my stepson just kind of came and went.  Stepson, he’s 13, is looking at moving in with us 
permanently...Ethan is 11 now, and will be 7 in August.  Human Services says she can no longer 
sleep in the same bedroom with them, it’s inappropriate and we need to find a  space (for her) to 
stay and I said well I don’t have that option.  I’ve only got 2 bedrooms in my house.  The only 
option I have is to turn the entryway into a bedroom which isn’t logical either because eventually 
yes we would like to get out of Ceylon and get closer...I work in Northrop, the kids go to school 
here in Fairmont, and my husband works in Jackson at Agco.  The other thing is about 6 months 
after our project was completed I had sent some pictures to Dave and MVAC in Fairmont part of 
the bathtub was starting to fall apart, the sheetrock was falling in and things weren’t holding 
up...the contractor.  When I talked to him a couple months ago he said they don’t use that 
contractor anymore because of the reason of the work quality so basically in order for me to even 
sell my place I have to put new sheetrock up, new tape, new mud, redo the surround in the 
bathtub and then retexture and repaint the entire bathroom.  So, it’s going to be some work on 
my end to fix what was done in order to get myself even in that position to leave.  So, I don’t 
know if Human Services will act on it or not but I mean if I’m stuck there I’m stuck there and I 
have to figure it out but we’re not going to stick any more money into the house at this point just 
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because of the desire to stay in Martin County but move elsewhere where I at least have 3 
bedrooms so they have their own areas. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired have you looked at all? 
 
Odegaard noted we have been looking and we’ve also looked at renting.  Somebody had told me 
about Katie Poppe’s house in Northrop and I kind of got filled in with the neighbor lady told me 
kind of what was going on with her house with that kind of mess but yes we’ve looked and 
we’ve even looked at renting you know if I have to rent for a year or two until I find something 
that I would like.  Ideally we’d like to be in Northrop or I would be...the kids would go to school 
there we would transfer from our St. Paul’s Fairmont to St. James Lutheran just so they can walk 
back and forth to home and they can be closer to me.  Right now, we don’t have any trustworthy 
babysitters in Ceylon so we’re kind of out of luck for anything as far as that goes for Ceylon so 
we’re just trying to look closer to where we have resources to help us out as we grow. 
 
Commissioner Koons inquired have you found a house in Northrop? 
 
Odegaard noted  Butch Thiel’s house is going to go up for sale soon and then Katie’s (Poppe) 
was an option but not really an option.  I wanted to look at Poppe’s a little bit more and then they 
said that it was part of the MVAC contract that we’re under also and there was some finagling 
with the bank and county and stuff like that.  But, from what I’ve heard and seen a little bit of 
Poppe’s house I really like Poppe’s house but I just don’t know if it’s an option.  And then I 
looked at a rental in Northrop.   
 
Commissioner Koons inquired is the rental available now? 
 
Odegaard noted yes.  It will be available September 1st if I choose to go with it. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired what have we done in the past Judd (Schultz)?  Have we ever 
forgiven these?  I know we did one a month ago for a lady that was deceased which is a little 
different story.  I’m just thinking about the precedent that we set here. 
 
Commissioner Forshee noted in my time in that office we never had a situation like that. 
 
Korte noted we’ve had some that they’ve done payment plans to give back but nothing similar to 
this. 
 
Much discussion ensued pertaining to the early forgiveness request; that the only requirement in 
obtaining the $24,872 funds was agreeing to live in the house for 10-years per the Odegaard’s 
signed agreement; and that on March 6, 2023 the Odegaard’s would meet the 10-year 
requirement. 
 
After further discussion, 
 
No action taken on Consider Martin County Revolving Loan Forgiveness. 
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Leigha Johnson, Human Resources Director, was present and noted the Personnel Committee is 
making the recommendation to appoint Taylor McGowan to the role of county attorney to fill the 
remaining term for Terry Viesselman whose retirement became effective last week.  Johnson 
noted we are looking for McGowan to be appointed as of today, July 5, 2022 through December 
31, 2022; and to recommend that McGowan be granted a leave of absence from his position of 
Assistant County Attorney under Minnesota State Statute 3.088 that allows for reinstatement of 
his position as Assistant County Attorney within thirty days of his filling the current term that he 
has been appointed to if he does not get elected as the county attorney for the new term as of next 
year. 
After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, upon the recommendation of the County Personnel 
Committee, hereby approve and appoint Taylor McGowan to the Interim Martin County 
Attorney position at Grade 23 Step 3 at $114,795.20 annually ($55.19 per hour), effective July 5, 
2022 through December 31, 2022; and grant McGowan a leave of absence from his position of 
Assistant County Attorney under MN Statute 3.088 that allows for reinstatement of his position 
as Assistant County Attorney within thirty days of filling the current term that he has been 
appointed to if McGowan does not get elected as the county attorney for the new term.  Carried 
unanimously. 
 
Julie Blackburn, Environmental Practice Group Leader with ISG, was present via WebEx and 
noted as far as the Lorentz EAW, ISG has submitted it to Martin County.  I submitted it on 
Friday and I just wanted to go through some of the upcoming steps just to make sure 
everybody’s gotten a good idea of all the requirements that are in place and what needs to be 
done with this.  
 
Blackburn noted July 1 – ISG submits draft EAW to Martin County (RGU) to review for 
completeness (30 days allowable).  What this means is that Martin County needs to have an 
internal review of the document to make sure that it is complete.  Julie Walters, Martin County 
Administrative Assistant, was going to send it out to people that she had identified as reviewers.  
There’s some guidance in here from the EQB as well as the citizens petition that was attached to 
the email that can be reviewed as far as what should that EAW contain.  So, you can review and 
cross check what is in the guidance document and what is in the draft EAW.  It needs to be 
reviewed for completeness and then the County has 30 days essentially to deem whether it is 
complete nor not.  If it is not complete we need a precise listing of what needs to be added in.  
Along with this, Lorentz did request the EAW which makes 100% sense to me that they should 
be able to review it in case there is details of their mining operation that were not included 
because we don’t have direct knowledge of their mining operation there so they should also be 
reviewing that for completeness.  So, the County will need to coordinate all of that review from 
Lorentz and the internal reviewers and then make sure that there is a decision by August 5th with 
notification about whether it was deemed complete or not complete.  We did review all that same 
guidance and kept the citizens petition in front of us as we were writing the EAW so I think its 
complete but then again we developed it.  There might be some things that folks think we 
missed.  We do want to make sure people know that particularly in regards to the geology there 
is pretty limited information on the geology available that Martin County does not have a 
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geologic atlas.  The most recent geologic survey was from 1991 and so that’s one of those areas 
that we would have liked to have done more but there isn’t anything available.  And so, the point 
of an EAW is to make sure that everybody has the best information that is available at that time 
in order to make a decision about whether there is the potential for sustained environmental 
impact.  That’s really the entire point of it.  It’s not a decision piece.  It’s not whether anything 
gets approved or not approved.  It is only to determine whether or not an EIS (Environmental 
Impact Statement) needs to be ordered.   
 
Blackburn went on to note so, then one of the optional things here is that Martin County may 
wish to formally approve the EAW for distribution.  After it is reviewed and is deemed complete 
we can distribute it for public review without a formal action; but, you may wish to make a 
formal action.  It’s completely up to you likely dependent on timing.  There is a very specific 
“tick tock” of things that need to happen when they need to happen.  So that’s the most important 
thing.  If you wind up with a work meeting maybe you want to do a formal action.  If not, it’s 
totally fine.  All of the dates from this point forward are really dependent on the publishing of the 
notice in the EQB the Environmental Quality Bulletin Monitor.  And so that’s published weekly 
only on Tuesdays and so that starts that timeclock ticking toward the 30 day public review period 
and so once you guys have signed off on it that it is complete and certified and do the publication 
in the Monitor.  We will also do the distribution.  There is a list that folks that have to receive it.  
We will also draft a press release announcing the availability of the EAW.  Martin County will 
need to publish that as well as publish the EAW on your website so that people can access it. 
 
Blackburn continued one of the things that we had talked to Scott (Higgins) about was 
potentially having a public meeting.  We would want to do that probably sooner in the public 
comment time period than later just so that people can have a chance to learn a little bit more 
about the details as well as ask some questions there.  It might help them write better comments 
should they chose to submit comments.  It would also cover really basically everything about the 
process of an EAW and what an EAW is intended to do.  Another option is for the County Board 
then to have a public hearing at the conclusion of the public comment period in order to receive 
comments.  We would prepare a presentation...we are already doing that just to make sure that it 
is ready for you.  After that public hearing or public meeting should you choose to have them we 
will work with the County to draft a decision document which would be a resolution and findings 
of fact and you have really the decisions there are whether or not there’s a need for an 
Environmental Impact Statement.  That is ordered for projects that have the potential for 
significant environmental effects and is according to the criteria that is set forth in Minnesota 
Rule and so the criteria in deciding whether a project has the potential for significant 
environmental effects is the type, extent, and reversibility of environmental effects; the 
cumulative potential effects of related or anticipated future projects; the extent to which the 
environmental effects are subject to mitigation by ongoing public regulatory authority like for 
instance for this Lorentz has to get a permit for aggregate mining from the MPCA or MPO but 
that has a lot of requirements that they must meet as far as any kind of chemical use or watering 
or anything like that so that’s very specific; and the extent to which environmental effects can be 
anticipated or controlled as a result of other environmental studies undertaken by the public 
agencies or the project proposer, including other EISs.  So those are the criteria and the decision 
will be either to order a positive declaration which means an EIS is required or it’s a negative 
declaration that there is no need for an EIS.  You can also actually do the declaration that means 
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that you need to go into a little bit further information.  So, it would be postponing the decision 
in case additional information was needed that was readily available.  You can’t postpone it for a 
new geologic survey for instance. 
 
Blackburn noted and so we will work with your staff there in order to draft the decision 
document, findings of fact, and have that at a Board meeting where you will make the decision 
about whether it’s a negative or a positive declaration for an EIS; and then we will also work 
with Martin County to develop written responses to all substantive comments and those 
responses must be sent to everybody who submitted comments and is typically sent out with that 
notice of decision.  The substantive comments are comments that address the accuracy and 
completeness of the materials contained in the EAW, potential impacts that may warrant further 
investigation before the project is commenced, and the need for an environmental impact 
statement.  So, it’s not statements about just concern.  It has to be actually related to the actual 
project or proposal or the EAW. 
 
Blackburn went on to note so that’s just giving you a sense of moving forward how it’s going to 
move forward.  There are some options for you as far as a public meeting.  Once we go out for 
public comment I think it would be a really good idea to have that.  It might be something that 
we do in the evening or late afternoon so maybe some people could attend that maybe wouldn’t 
typically attend a Board meeting because they aren’t available.  So that’s pretty much the 
presentation.  Just wanted to make sure you guys had full information about the process moving 
forward and the immediate steps here of doing that review for completeness and the resources 
available for you. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired Pam (Flitter) will you help with that review?  Who does that come 
back to? 
 
Flitter noted I would say that the county attorney should because they’ll have to make the 
findings.  There’s only one finding in the original so you’re definitely going to want the attorney 
to review. 
 
Commissioner Smith inquired Martin County sends a draft EAW to internal reviewers and to 
Lorentz.  Is that something we do Julie (Blackburn) or is that something that you do? 
 
Blackburn noted that’s something you do.  What Martin County needs to do is set a deadline for 
internal comments and comments from Lorentz to be submitted and then kind of coordinate the 
submittal of those comments to us.  And there’s only 30 days to do that. 
 
(Julie) Walters noted she did send (the EAW) to all of you commissioners and a hard copy was 
placed in your mail boxes; and sent to Taylor McGowan.  She had not sent to Lorentz yet 
pending information received and today’s meeting. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired does everybody understand our responsibility here? 
 
Commissioner Smith noted I do think that a public meeting would be good because of all of the 
interested citizens.  I think that would be beneficial. 
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Chairman Belgard noted I’m not sure I agree with you but... 
 
Commissioner Koons noted so our first step is to set a deadline to present comments, right? 
 
Blackburn noted yes. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired we do that today? 
 
Blackburn noted that’s totally up to you.  It would be good to have everybody on the same page 
when they need to submit their comments.  I suggested July 25th, that’s a Monday, just because 
it’s a few weeks and would allow some time to internally make sure that those comments are 
kind of coordinated together. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired how do we solicit comments? 
Blackburn noted so it’s from your internal folks basically giving them our review information 
and the draft EAW.  There’s a number of ways you could ask them to clarify their comments.  A 
lot of times what we use is a spreadsheet that has like page number, specific text they’re 
addressing, and then what their question is and then that way you can kind of make sure that 
each individual comment is contained.  And again, this is just internal to make sure it is 
completed.  It’s not pro/con.  It’s nothing like that.  It’s just making sure that the best potential 
information is included in that EAW. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired so it does not go to the public? 
 
Blackburn noted no...it’s just about making sure that that EAW is fully ready for the public 
announcement for review.  It’s only about the completeness.  It’s only if there are details that are 
missing that needed to be included. 
 
Commissioner Smith inquired do we need a motion to set the deadline for the completeness on 7-
25-22? 
 
Blackburn noted that’s just for internal coordination. 
 
Commissioner Koons noted Blackburn’s suggestion was July 25th.   
 
Blackburn noted it’s really about the completeness of the EAW right now.  This is a very unique 
situation.  Typically, you’re working for the project proposer and so we would have full 
information about their mining operation but we do not because you are our client right now and 
so it makes sense for Lorentz to be able to review it because it is their project they’re proposing 
and there’s a potential that we missed some details in their mining operation.  We did run a 
number of questions to Lorentz through Scott (Higgins) because again because you’re our client 
the county facilitated those questions to Lorentz but there may be things that we’ve missed.  
There are technical details about the information in the EAW.  Again, it’s not about a pro or con 
or commenting on it...it is really all about is the EAW covering the best information.  So, I think 
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at this point your role is to make sure it’s complete so that when it comes to a decision point and 
public comment point everybody has the most information they can. 
 
RGU Review 

• July 1 - ISG submits draft EAW to Martin County (RGU) to review for completeness (30 days 
allowable) – attached. 

• July 1 – Martin County sends the draft EAW to internal reviewers and to Lorentz  . 
o Reviewers should refer to the Environmental Quality Board’s guidance and the citizen 

petition when reviewing the EAW for completeness.  
 EQB item by item guidance is available starting on Chapter 3 of this document: 

https://www.eqb.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/documents/EAW%20guideline
s%202013%20revision.pdf 

 Specific guidance for non-metallic mineral mining projects is included in the EQB 
document linked above.  

 Citizen’s petition is attached 
• August 1 - deadline for Martin County to determine completeness.  

o Suggest that Martin County set an internal review comment period of 7/25 for 
reviewers to provide detailed comments if additional details are needed.  

o Optional - Martin County could add supplemental information to the EAW if deemed 
necessary (e.g., more information on zoning). 

• August 5 – decision on completeness 
o If incomplete, notifies ISG and Lorentz within 5 business days and returns for 

corrections. The revise, submittal, and review process starts over.  
o If complete, Martin County must sign a non-watermarked version to certify the EAW, 

submit to ISG and then advance to Distribution phase.  
• Optional - Martin County may wish to formally approve the EAW for distribution through a 

formal action, but this is not necessary.  
 
Distribution for Public Review (dates will be dependent on publishing EQB monitor publish date 
– only publishes on Tuesdays) 

• ISG submits materials to EQB monitor https://www.eqb.state.mn.us/eqb-monitor. 
• ISG submits to distribution list: 

https://www.eqb.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/documents/Env%20Review%20Distribution%2
0List_June%202022.pdf. 

• ISG drafts press release announcing availability of the EAW.  
• Martin County publishes in the designated newspaper within 5 days of submission to the EQB. 

 
Public Meeting (dates will be determined once the public comment period dates are known) 

• Optional – ISG can support the County in holding a public meeting in the early days of the public 
review to present information in the EAW and discuss the environmental review purpose and 
process. 

 
Public Hearing (dates will be determined once the public comment period dates are known) 

• Optional -  I think that the County plans on having one.  ISG is preparing the presentation.  
  

Decision (dates will be determined once the public comment period dates are known) 
• ISG consults with County staff to draft a decision document (resolution) and findings of fact. 

https://www.eqb.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/documents/EAW%20guidelines%202013%20revision.pdf
https://www.eqb.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/documents/EAW%20guidelines%202013%20revision.pdf
https://www.eqb.state.mn.us/eqb-monitor
https://www.eqb.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/documents/Env%20Review%20Distribution%20List_June%202022.pdf
https://www.eqb.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/documents/Env%20Review%20Distribution%20List_June%202022.pdf
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• Martin County must make a decision about the need for an EIS between 3 and 30 days after the 
comment period ends.  

o MN Rule 4410.1700 Subp. 1 Standard for decision on need for EIS. An EIS shall be 
ordered for projects that have the potential for significant environmental effects. In 
deciding whether a project has the potential for significant environmental effects the 
RGU shall compare the impacts that may be reasonably expected to occur from the 
project with the criteria in this part. 

o MN Rule 4410.1700  Subp. 7. Criteria. In deciding whether a project has the potential for 
significant environmental effects, the following factors shall be considered:  

A. type, extent, and reversibility of environmental effects;  
B. cumulative potential effects of related or anticipated future projects;  
C. the extent to which the environmental effects are subject to mitigation by 

ongoing public regulatory authority; and  
D. the extent to which environmental effects can be anticipated and controlled as a 

result of other available environmental studies undertaken by public agencies or 
the project proposer, including other EISs. 

• ISG/Martin County will develop written responses to all substantive comments and those 
responses must be sent to those who submitted comments. These are typically sent with the 
notice of decision.  

o Substantive comments are comments that “address the accuracy and completeness of 
the materials contained in the EAW, potential impacts that may warrant further 
investigation before the project is commenced, and the need for an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) on the proposed project.” 

 
After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby set the time and date of 5:00 p.m. on July 25, 
2022 for the County’s internal review comment period for reviewers to provide detailed 
comments if additional details are needed to determine the completeness of the Lorentz Draft 
EAW.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Don Reffer, B & W Control Specialists of Algona, Iowa, presented an update of maximum costs 
for continued brush maintenance of various County drainage ditch systems in 2022.  Reffer 
noted Martin County is under a three-year rotation program for brush control on all of Martin 
County’s drainage ditches. 
 
After review and discussion, 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, acting as the Drainage Authority for Martin County, 
hereby approve the B&W Control Specialists, Inc. quote for brush control along the listed open 
drainage ditches in Martin County for 2022: the quotes being a total maximum as follows: 
 

Ditch No. Maximum Cost 
JD #47 $  1,750.00 
JD #85 M&B $  3,500.00 
JD #82 M&B $  3,500.00 
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JD #116 M&B $  4,000.00 
JD #8 $  2,500.00 
JD #3 $  4,500.00 
JD #1 $  2,500.00 
JD #28 $  5,500.00 
CD #58 $  2,500.00 
CD #14 $  3,500.00 
CD #42 $  3,500.00 
CD #73 $  6,500.00 
CD #64 $  4,500.00 
JD #9 $  3,500.00 
JD #2 M&F $  6,500.00 
CD #69 $  2,500.00 
JD #12 M&F $  2,500.00 
JD #214 M&F $  3,500.00 
JD #98 $  4,500.00 
JD #38 $  3,500.00 
JD #20 No Need, Monitor 
JD #414 M&F $  7,500.00 
JD #7 M&F $  3,500.00 
JD #115 No Need, Monitor 
JCD #350 $  3,500.00 

Total Maximum $89,250.00 
 
Carried unanimously. 
 
Shane Fett, Drainage Inspector, was present and reviewed an Order appointing viewers and 
redetermination of CD #20, pursuant to MS 103E.351.  Fett recommends appointing Ron 
Ringquist, Tom Peterson, Dan Ruby, and alternate Chuck Bowers as viewers, to redetermine and 
report the benefits and damages and the benefited and damaged areas on CD #20. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, acting as the Drainage 
Authority for Martin County, 
 
R-#42/’22 

ORDER APPOINTING VIEWERS AND 
REDETERMINATION OF CD #20 

 
WHEREAS, the Martin County Board of County Commissioners hereby determines that the 
original benefits or damages determined in drainage proceedings for Martin County CD #20 do 
not reflect present day land values or that the benefited or damaged areas have changed. 
 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that: 
 
Ron Ringquist 
402 Valley View Dr. 
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Redwood Falls, MN 56283 
 
Tom Peterson 
2315 55th Ave. 
Trimont, MN 56176 
 
Dan Ruby 
51305 715th St. 
Jackson, MN 56143 
 
Chuck Bowers - Alternate 
78799 335th St. 
Madelia, MN 56062 
 
Three disinterested residents of the state, be and hereby are appointed viewers to redetermine and 
report the benefits and damages and the benefited and damaged areas of Martin County CD #20. 
 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that the viewers, after taking an oath to faithfully perform their 
duties as viewers and, after having received from the County Drainage Office 
(Auditor/Treasurer), certified copies of the order appointing them as viewers and of the order 
designating the time and place of their first meeting, proceed with their work as such viewers 
pursuant to law and make and file their report with the Auditor at the earliest possible date. 
 
Upon motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, and unanimously 
carried, said resolution was duly passed and adopted this 5th day of July, 2022. 
 
        BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
        MARTIN COUNTY, MN 
 
        ______________________________ 
        Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 
 
ATTEST:______________________________ 
     Jessica Korte, Auditor/Treasurer 

 
Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Smith, Flohrs, Forshee, Koons, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Resolution duly passed and adopted this 5th day of July, 2022. 
 
Fett presented a change order to the CD #32 Project to Impound, Reroute, Divert and partially 
Abandon.  Fett noted Kurt Deter (legal counsel for Drainage Matters to the County Board) did 
recommend that the Board approve the project reduction so there is something on file as to why 
the change is occurring.  Fett went on to note it sounds like bid prices might be higher than they 
anticipated.   
 
Jesse Walters, Outreach Coordinator-Martin SWCD, was present and noted the changes are due 
to lack of available funding for the project as it was originally designed based on increases in 
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fuel, tile, etc., so prices just came in a lot higher than anticipated.   The project was originally 
going to have a lot of rerouting of tile done and some berms and big intakes and that’s just going 
to be left as it is now so the tile is not going to be manipulated whatsoever.  Walters went on to 
note the simple way to look at it is half of the project is going to be done...the bottom (south) half 
where the outlets are...everybody’s tile that is going through there is still going to have a better 
outlet due to the project...we’re just not going to do the big rerouting on the north property. 
 
After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, acting as the Drainage Authority for Martin County, 
hereby approve the change order reducing the scope of the project that was approved for the CD 
#32 Impound, Reroute & Divert Project.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Fett next reviewed a petition received for the abandoning of some branches of JD #73 and 
recommends setting a public hearing to consider the petition during the week of August 15, 
2022.   
 
After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, acting as the Drainage Authority for Martin County, 
hereby set a public hearing date and time to Consider Abandoning some Branches of JD #73 
Drainage System Waters.  Public Hearing will be held on Tuesday, August 16, 2022 at 10:30 
a.m. in the Commissioners Meeting Room – Martin County Courthouse.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Fett next presented and reviewed a change order on JD #99 Bid Package 2 from Forsberg 
Drainage & Excavation in the amount of $10,050.  Fett noted the change order was generated for 
24 inch tile connections which we did not have a bid item for and this is part of the construction 
necessary to fulfill the project. 
 
After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Smith, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, acting as the Drainage Authority for Martin County, 
hereby approve the change order received from Forsberg Drainage & Excavation in the amount 
of $10,050.00 for 24 inch tile connections for JD #99 Bid Package 2.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Johnson noted interviews have been completed for an Assistant County Attorney position and 
the Personnel Committee recommends the hire of Suelana Kinney for the position of Assistant 
County Attorney at Grade 21 Step 3 at $100,276.80 annually ($48.21 per hour), effective August 
1, 2022. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize the hire of Suelana 
Kinney as Assistant County Attorney at Grade 21 Step 3 at $100,276.80 annually ($48.21 per 
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hour) effective August 1, 2022; and is eligible for benefits as it applies to this position; and is 
subject to serving a twelve (12) month probationary period.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Johnson noted due to the challenge in attracting talent for the County Attorney’s Office, 
members of the Personnel Committee are recommending to the County Board for consideration 
of a new position of an Associate County Attorney.  This position would be reserved for such 
instances that we are currently facing where there are candidates for the position who are 
graduated with their juris doctorate, actively looking for a position, but have yet to pass the bar 
exam and receive their license.  Johnson went on to note Dr. Melvin at DDA has developed a 
draft job description and classification of the position (Grade 20).  This position would have the 
requirements of needing to have a minimum of a juris doctorate degree, one year of recent 
progressive law experience along with the skills, knowledge and abilities required; and would be 
expected to gain Admission to the Minnesota State Bar within one year of being hired.  Johnson 
also noted although a candidate in this position would not be able to perform in all the functions 
of a fully licensed attorney, the Personnel Committee believes this position could aid in the 
cultivation of young talent in the County.  Johnson noted it would be expected once the 
employee hired into this position would gain Admission to the Minnesota State Bar, then they 
would receive a reclassification to the position of Assistant County Attorney as at that time they 
would be able to perform in all the functions of the role without limitations. 
 
After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Smith, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, upon the recommendation of the County Personnel 
Committee, hereby approve the new Associate County Attorney Job Description and 
Classification rating at Grade 20.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, upon the recommendation of the County Personnel 
Committee, hereby approve and authorize recruitment to fill an Associate County Attorney 
Position.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Johnson next noted the County Personnel Committee is recommending the appointment of 
current Part Time Correctional Deputy, Jay Slater, to Temporary Full Time Correctional Deputy, 
effective July 6, 2022 to aid in the department’s needs until appropriate staffing levels are 
achieved and new staff members are able to be trained in.  Johnson went on to note the 
temporary appointment status will be evaluated in the fall of 2022. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, upon the recommendation of the County Personnel 
Committee, hereby approve the appointment of current Part Time Correctional Deputy, Jay 
Slater, to Temporary Full Time Correctional Deputy in the Martin County Sheriff’s Office, 
effective July 6, 2022; and that Slater’s temporary appointment will be evaluated in 
October/November of 2022.  Carried unanimously. 
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Johnson noted the County Personnel Committee recommends transferring current Full Time 
Correctional Deputy, Dawn Wiederhoeft, to Part Time Correctional Deputy status, effective July 
9, 2022.  Wiederhoeft has tendered her notice for resignation as a Full Time Correctional Deputy 
with the Martin County Sheriff’s Office and requests to remain an employee on a Part Time 
basis. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, upon the recommendation of the County Personnel 
Committee, hereby approve to transfer current Full Time Correctional Deputy, Dawn 
Wiederhoeft, to Part Time Correctional Deputy status in the Martin County Sheriff’s Office, 
effective July 9, 2022.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Johnson next noted the Auditor/Treasurer’s Office received resignation notification from JoDell 
Rakness, Account Tech in the Auditor/Treasurer’s Office, effective July 1, 2022.  Johnson 
recommends acceptance of the resignation and requests recruitment to fill the vacancy. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby accept the resignation of JoDell Rakness, 
Account Tech in the Auditor/Treasurer’s Office, effective July 1, 2022; and authorize 
recruitment to fill an Account Tech vacancy.  Carried unanimously. 
 
The Board reviewed Warrants, Auditor Warrants, and EFT Transactions to be paid July 5, 2022. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve Warrants, Auditor Warrants, and EFT 
Transactions to be paid on July 5, 2022, and includes the Highway Department bills and 
Drainage bills as presented.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Warrants received and paid July 5, 2022, are registered on file in the Auditor/Treasurer’s Office 
as follows: 
Revenue Fund – Warrants Approved July 5, 2022   $111,629.89 
Enhanced 9-1-1 Fund       $    1,021.25 
Solid Waste Management Fund     $  43,617.20 
Human Services Fund       $319,166.75 
Recorder’s Technology Fund      $       974.50 
Ind. Sewage Treatment Sys. Loan      $  12,497.07 
Human Service Building Fund     $         59.40 
        Total $488,966.06 
 
Road and Bridge Funds Totaled     $  69,844.51 
Martin County Ditch Funds Totaled     $396,700.89 
 
The Honorable Judge Michael Trushenski conducted the swearing in ceremony for newly 
appointed Martin County Attorney, Taylor McGowan.  McGowan was appointed to the County 
Attorney position to fill the remainder of retiring Terry Viesselman’ s term. 
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Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, move into a closed session per MN Statute 13D.05 
Subd. 3(b), Attorney-Client Privilege.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Meeting in closed session at 11:04 a.m. 
 
Those present were:  Commissioners Koons, Forshee, Belgard, Flohrs, and Smith.  Also present 
were Taylor McGowan, County Attorney, and Julie Walters, Administrative Assistant. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, to return to open session.  
Carried unanimously. 
 
Meeting returned to open session at 11:17 a.m. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize release of the County’s 
interests in the Small Cities Development Program loans.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Commissioners reviewed their calendars of previous and upcoming meetings and activities:  June 
21, 2022 – Board of Appeal and Equalization meeting at 6:30 p.m.; January 22, 2022 – Human 
Services meeting; June 23, 2022 – Des Moines River Watershed One Watershed One Plan 
meeting; June 27, 2022 – Kinship of Martin County meeting; June 28, 2022 – F-M Joint County 
Transit meeting, Convention and Visitor’s Bureau meeting, Planning and Zoning meeting at 5:30 
p.m.; July 4, 2022 – July 4th Holiday Observed – Courthouse Closed, Navy Bell Dedication at 
Martin County Veterans Memorial Site; July 5, 2022 – Culture of Martin County Tour for Matt 
Efteland with Wold Architects and Engineer’s; July 6, 2022 – Human Services Executive Board 
meeting, Martin County Veterans Memorial Committee meeting; July 7, 2022 – Justice Center 
Core Planning Committee meeting at 1:00 p.m.; July 8, 2022 – F-M Joint County Transit 
Executive Board meeting; July 12, 2022 – Library Board meeting; July 13, 2022 – Department 
Director meeting at 8:30 a.m., Martin County Parks/Trail Committee meeting; July 14, 2022 – 
Martin Soil and Water Committee meeting; July 15, 2022 – Prairieland meeting, GBERBA 
meeting; July 18, 2022 – MVAC Annual Meeting; July 19, 2022 – next regular Board of 
Commissioners meeting at 9:00 a.m. – Commissioners Meeting Room – Martin County 
Courthouse, JD #52 Public Hearing at 1:30 p.m. – Commissioners Meeting Room – Martin 
County Courthouse. 
 
With no further business to wit, Board Chair adjourned the meeting at 11:25 a.m. 
 
        BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
        MARTIN COUNTY, MN 
 
        ______________________________ 
        Elliot Belgard, Board Chair   
 
ATTEST:______________________________ 
     Jessica Korte, Auditor/Treasurer 
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