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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
MARTIN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 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 Elliot Belgard.  Commissioners present were Steve Flohrs, Richard Koons, 
James Forshee, and Elliot Belgard.  Commissioner Smith was absent.  Also present were Scott 
Higgins, Martin County Coordinator, Leigha Johnson, Human Resources Director, Jessica Korte, 
Martin County Auditor/Treasurer, 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 September 6, 2022 
regular Board of Commissioners meeting.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve the minutes from the August 2, 2022 
and August 16, 2022 regular Board of Commissioners Meetings; and approve the minutes from 
the August 15, 2022 Special EAW Informational Meeting regarding the proposed W. Lorentz & 
Sons, Inc. Aggregate Mine Project.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Leigha Johnson, Human Resources Director, was present and introduced Gabriella Coxworth, 
Youth Intervention and Prevention Coordinator.  Johnson noted Coxworth began her duties 
August 22, 2022. 
 
The Board welcomed Coxworth and wished her well in her new role. 
 
Cassie Nordquist, USI Insurance, was present via WebEx and presented and reviewed a recap of 
the County’s 2022’s renewal including original and revised renewal rates from the South Central 
Services Coop (SCSC); the elimination of the ThrivePass portion and purchase of comparable 
plan directly from the Coop/Medica; estimated difference in cost vs. projected 2022; and 
wellness plan added for 2022 through Zomo. 
 
Nordquist next presented and reviewed the County’s Health Insurance 2023 summary noting the 
SCSC Coop renewal calculated increase of 16.76%, Rate Cap of 5%, with no plan changes 
proposed; HSA Administration moved to Wex on September 1, 2022; FSA Administration is 
moving to Wex on January 1, 2023; COBRA/Retiree Administration is proposed to move to 
Medsurety for 2023; no proposed changes to Zomo Wellness Plan except to build up 
participation; and in person open enrollment meetings are scheduled on November 9, 2022. 
 
Johnson reviewed options for employer and employee premium contributions to Medica health 
insurance premiums for CY2023 recommending the County take on the increase in monthly 
premiums with no increase to the employee cost share. 
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After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Forshee, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, on an annual basis determines the county contributions 
to health insurance premiums for non-union staff, and therefore establishes the county 
contribution (single and family) for the following Health Plans, and hereby approves to continue 
to purchase the Health Plan (Medica) through the South Central Services Cooperative for Medica 
Passport $1,000 Deductible Plan at a Single premium rate of $930.40/month and Family monthly 
premium of $1,963.33; Medica Passport Network $6,650 HSA Plan at a Single premium rate of 
$760.10/month and Family monthly premium of $1,645.25; Medica Complete Network $1,000 
Deductible Plan at a Single premium rate of $902.87/month and Family monthly premium of 
$1,929.19; and Medica Complete Network $6,650 HSA Plan at a Single premium rate of 
$722.10/month and Family monthly premium of $1,612.39; and to authorize the Board Chair 
and/or the County Coordinator to sign the necessary documents with South Central Service 
Cooperative and/or USI relating to the County’s Health Insurance Plan.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Alissa Oeltjenbruns, VP of Philanthropy-Southern Minnesota Initiative Foundation, was present 
to review the Southern Minnesota Initiative Foundation’s Annual Report for CY2021 noting that 
SMIF continues to focus in three main areas of assisting entrepreneurs, early childhood efforts 
and community vitality; present their CY2023 Budget Allocation request; and to thank Martin 
County Commissioners for their ongoing support. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby receive and file the CY2023 Budget Allocation 
Request received from the Southern Minnesota Initiative Foundation in the amount of $4,000.  
Carried unanimously. 
 
Higgins presented and reviewed the CY2023 Budget Allocation Request received from the 
Martin County Fair Board. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Forshee, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby receive and file the CY2023 Budget Allocation 
Request received from the Martin County Fair Board in the amount of $17,500.  Carried 
unanimously. 
 
Melissa Sirovy, City of Truman Clerk, was present via WebEx to review estimates received for 
the demolition of Parcel No. 41.040.0510 located at 814 E 1st St S in Truman, MN.  Sirovy noted 
the city property will potentially be used for future project development. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted the estimate from Rosburg Construction totals approximately $49,000.  
Our budget is always half up to $10,000 on a project so that would be our ceiling. 
 
Jessica Korte, Martin County Auditor/Treasurer, was present and noted it looks like this property 
was not forfeited to the state.  The city acquired it directly from the estate.  Is that correct? 
 
Sirovy noted that is correct.  A portion of it was gifted to the city of Truman. 
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Korte noted that this is different than any of the other requests.  Usually, the other ones are on 
forfeited land. 
 
Commissioner Forshee noted this has never come up before but I don’t remember it as being a 
requirement.  The only thing I would see on the list here would be the removal of the trees.  
We’ve never covered that.   
 
Higgins noted funds expended from  Tax Forfeited  Fund is  for the purpose of the tax forfeited 
properties. 
 
Korte noted so we put in $5,000 each year and then the Board does have the discretion.  I just 
wanted to note this is different from any of the other requests that we have received. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted this was my wife’s family that donated some land to the city of Truman 
that they wanted and it’s on the east side of town a little acreage there right behind Trinity 
Church and they wanted to put a cul-de-sac in and they were waiting for my father-in-law to pass 
and when he passed we gave them a couple acres of land.  Well then that’s all plotted out but 
there’s a building site there with a house and several out buildings what about just buying the 
rest of it because it’s been tied up for years and they can’t develop it and somebody else bought 
it.  So, the city took the gift of a couple acres and then bought 11 more but the building site is 
on...you could contend maybe that it is it was donated, I don’t know.  But that’s what makes this 
a little different.  There’s a house that needs to be torn down and there’s a grove around it.  It 
needs to be cleaned up before they can do anything else I’ll just say that about it and then I’ll 
stay out of it. 
 
Commissioner Forshee noted this is the first time that we’ve had something like this that hasn’t 
been forfeited and the funding that we’re going to be using if we do this is for forfeited land.   
 
Discussion ensued pertaining to a recent demolition request from the city of Sherburn that was 
on forfeiture at one time and had back taxes owed on it. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted I just wanted to explain the difference between how the city (of 
Truman) came into possession of that property. 
 
After further discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, that the City of Truman has requested financial 
assistance for the demolition of Parcel No. 41.040.0510 located at 814 E 1st St S in Truman, MN, 
hereby approve to expend one-half of the demolition costs up to $10,000 from the Martin County 
Forfeited Land Fund to share in the demolition costs of the aforementioned property.  All those 
voting in favor:  Commissioners Koons, Forshee, and Flohrs.  NAYS:  None.  Abstain:  
Commissioner Belgard.  Motion carries. 
 
Kevin Peyman, County Engineer, was present and provided a Highway Department Update 
including projects on Highway’s 263 and 50. 
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Nick McCabe, Senior Environmental Scientist-ISG, was present via WebEx to review the next 
steps in the W. Lorentz & Sons, Inc. EAW noting we are currently in the public review and 
comment process.  I understand the 30 day comment period will end on September 8, 2022.  You 
do have an option to hold a public hearing although that’s not a requirement and then ultimately 
once that comment period ends the county board needs to make a need decision on the need for 
an EIS (Environmental Impact Statement).  As part of that process ISG and Martin County will 
work together to prepare responses to any public comments that come in and basically address 
the comments to the best of our ability.  McCabe noted the purpose of an EAW is essentially lay 
out the basic tasks of the project in order to determine if an EIS is required.  So, providing 
current information and informing the public about the project and help identify ways to protect 
the environment is the idea behind what an EAW is.  It’s an educational document and is not 
meant to approve or deny a project...just to gather information on the project and how the project 
may or may not impact the environment.  
 
McCabe noted when determining the need for an EIS is basically whether or not the project has 
the potential for significant environmental effects.  And then the other thing is does the EAW 
have sufficient information to be able to make that determination and if not there’s a process to 
go through about what might be lacking or could be reasonably obtained that’s not in the 
document.  So, there’s an option to postpone a decision if that is determined to be necessary.  But 
that would basically be based on any comments that would come in during the public comment 
period.  So, when you’re deciding whether your project has the potential for significant 
environmental effects you’ve got to compare the impacts that may be reasonably expected to 
occur from the project and what those are, are simply the type, expense, and reversibility of any 
environmental impacts determining cumulative sometimes inaudible effects so that’s basically 
whether or not this project in conjunction with other similar projects that may or may not be 
happening in the area would basically have greater effects than the project itself.  And then the 
extent to which the environmental effects are subject to mitigation like ongoing public regulatory 
authority.  So basically, are there any environmental effects that wouldn’t be able to be dealt with 
by some other permitting mechanism whether that’s a conditional use permit or any other types 
of public permit that would be required for the project.  So, then the expense to which 
environmental effects can be anticipated and controlled as a result of other environmental 
studies.  So, essentially what an EIS would be is did the EAW determine there are any significant 
environmental impacts that would need to be studied further and if so then that EIS process goes 
through a scoping process where you would determine what those potential other environmental 
studies should be and then they would be undertaken as part of the EIS if that was determined to 
be necessary.  So, that’s really all it is.  And like I said, the key points that I wanted to make is 
are there any potential environmental effects that would need to be studied further or that 
wouldn’t be able to be dealt with as part of another permitting process.  So, the conditional use 
permit could contain conditions on approval of the project in order to adjust things that come in 
during the comment period.   
 
Higgins noted the purpose of this information is for you to get an idea because you’ll be 
considering that at an upcoming  meeting the potential for the EIS whether to affirm that or not 
affirm a need for it.  We’ve received about five comments now which I’ve forwarded to ISG 
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from various residents out there and from state agencies.  The concern would be if you want to 
hold  a hearing on the EAW too. It’s optional.   
 
Commissioner Flohrs noted I don’t think we need a public meeting on the EAW. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted we’ll have to wait until the comments period is over in two days and 
then we’ll see if we think there is anything that will warrant it.  But at this point I don’t think 
we’ve seen anything. 
 
Higgins noted the comments are due to me by September 8, 2022 and inquired of Mr. McCabe 
how much time does an EIS take? 
 
McCabe noted it ultimately depends on that scoping process and what additional studies that 
might be necessary.  Honestly, I don’t foresee a whole lot of additional investigation on what that 
might add to the project.  But, it can be a rather lengthy process so you’d have to go through that 
scoping process which is a public process where you develop a scoping document, put that out 
for a public comment period so all people can comment on whether or not you’re conducting all 
the necessary environmental studies that are required for an EIS and then secondarily that 
document has to go out for another public comment period and so it’s basically like two or three 
more rounds of preparing documents, public comments, responding to comments. 
 
Scott Anderson, attorney with Rupp, Anderson, Squires, Waldspurger & Mace representing the 
Board, was present via WebEx and noted I wanted to make a couple of comments.  You don’t 
have to hold another hearing on the EAW if you don’t want to.  You can hold a hearing on the 
CUP on the same day you make a decision on the...you’re going to make either a positive or a 
negative declaration at the end of this process.  A negative declaration on the need for an EIS or 
a positive declaration.  If you were to make a negative declaration meaning the environmental 
review is over you could hold the hearing on the CUP on the same day you do that.  That’s not 
something that I generally recommend, Although, I’ve seen it done and you do the 60-day rule 
stuff running when the environmental review process started and it doesn’t start up again until 
after the environmental review is completed.   
 
Anderson continued the whole purpose of this EAW...at the end of the process you’re either 
finding that there are significant environmental effects or you’re finding that there aren’t.  The 
criteria that Nick (McCabe) showed you are the criteria that helps you determine whether there 
are significant environmental effects and in a case like this and in situations like this you do look 
at your regulatory authority in terms of if you can mitigate certain effects through conditions of 
the CUP then that particular thing may not be a significant environmental effect then.  And the 
only requirement is that when we do our findings you’re going to have to do specific findings of 
fact which is part of why your county has brought me on to this process.  But then you indicate 
exactly the kind of conditions through the CUP that you would put on to mitigate any potential 
effects.  So, if you find that noise could be a potential effect maybe you don’t allow the hours of 
operation that they’re proposing from 7 am to 6 at night 6 days a week.  Maybe you have it start 
later or maybe you don’t allow the work on the weekend.  If the processing that runs on site that 
makes noise you may determine to have limited hours of operation for processing.  You have a 
lot of tools in your arsenal...that’s the only thing I want to say here.  And, they get discussed at 
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this stage because they’re part of the findings that you’re going to end up making in October.  
That’s all I had to say other than if you have any questions for me or if Nick (McCabe) wants to 
comment on any of that. 
McCabe noted no I think that summed it up pretty well.  Thanks, Scott (Anderson). 
 
Chairman Belgard noted that did clarify a few things...options that we have.  So, I would 
recommend that we take your advice and we don’t do the CUP hearing on the same day we 
decide on the EIS.   
 
Discussion ensued pertaining to having a CUP hearing and timeframe of when a decision needs 
to be made on an EIS. 
 
Anderson noted any substantive timely comments that come in, there will be a response made by 
ISG and Zoning will put that together...I would suspect that you board members will have that 
well in advance of that board meeting.  It shouldn’t take a long time to make those responses.  
So, you’ll have everything in front of you well before then.  I’m going to be attending the 
meeting.  I will come prepared with some draft bare bones things for findings.  I’ve done 
findings for counties in this situation before so that you can work through them as you discuss 
what you want to do on this. 
 
The Board thanked McCabe and Anderson for their information. 
 
Ashley Brenke, Martin SWCD District Manager, and Wendy Chirpich, Planning and Zoning 
Technician, were present to announce that Martin County has received a Natural Resources 
Block Grant in the amount of $37,250 for administering the Septic Program ($18,600) and for 
Septic Upgrades ($18,650) to homeowners who qualify.   
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize Board Chair and other 
required county staff to sign the FY2023 State of Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources 
MPCA SSTS Program Grant Agreement in the amount of $37,250.00, effective the date the 
Board obtains all required signatures through December 31, 2024.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Brenke next presented an update on the Des Moines Comprehensive Watershed Management 
Plan noting as part of the County Water Plan process we’ve been transitioning from a county 
based water plan to watershed based plans.  A couple years ago the Commissioners approved and 
adopted the Watonwan County Comprehensive Water Plan and over the last two years we’ve 
been working on the Des Moines River Watershed Comprehensive Management Plan.  Brenke 
noted there are six counties and six SWCD’s as well as a watershed district that have been 
meeting.  That Plan is currently out for its sixty (60) day review.  There will be a hearing held on 
October 7th in Windom for all of the groups and then the goal is to have the Plan approved in 
October and I’ll be back to discuss that once we move forward.  Once these plans are approved 
the next step is implementation of what is in that Plan.  So, the counties and SWCD’s and the 
Watershed District need to find out what kind of government’s structure with that many counties 
and SWCD’s and so there’s been a few meetings on that...they bring in MCIT to discuss that.  
So, this group has decided to go a way similar like they did in the Watonwan.  In the Watonwan 
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they used an existing entity, the Greater Blue Earth River Basin Alliance, so that is its own joint 
powers board and the Des Moines group is going for the similar process and the joint powers 
entity.  Brenke also noted I’ve sent the draft agreement to the county attorney for review and it is 
making its way around to different county attorney’s and so that will be another thing that I’ll be 
bringing back.  I just wanted to lay the ground work and let you guys know where that’s at. 
 
The Board thanked Brenke for the update. 
 
Corey Klanderud, Chief Deputy Martin County Sheriff’s Office, was present and noted the 
Martin County Sheriff’s Office has submitted the annual Emergency Management Performance 
Grant for Federal Fiscal Year 2020 and 2021.  Klanderud went on to note the County has 
received this grant on an annual basis but due to COVID a lot was sidelined but now our new 
emergency manager, Ben Johnson, has been working hard and got everything turned in.  
Klanderud also noted grant dollars received go toward expenses for Emergency Management in 
the Sheriff’s Office and that the contract award for the year 2020 is in the amount of $21,583 and 
contract award for the year 2021 is in the amount of $21,125. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby accept the Emergency Management 
Performance Grant for Federal Fiscal Year 2020 in the amount of $21,583; and accept the 
Emergency Management Performance Grant for Federal Fiscal Year 2021 in the amount of 
$21,125; and authorize the Board Chair and Martin County Emergency Management Director to 
sign the Emergency Management Performance Grant Program Agreements. 
 
R-#46/’22 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF 
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT PERFORMANCE  

GRANT PROGRAM AGREEMENT 
 

BE IT RESOLVED, that Martin County, Minnesota, enters into a Grant Agreement with the 
State of Minnesota, acting through its Commissioner of Public Safety, Division of Homeland 
Security and Emergency Management, for the program entitled Emergency Management 
Performance Grant (EMPG) in the amount of $21,583.00 effective January 1, 2020, through 
September 30, 2022, for the Federal Fiscal Year 2020; and in the amount of $21,125.00 effective 
January 1, 2021 through October 31, 2022, for Federal Fiscal Year 2021. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Martin County Emergency Management Director, along 
with the Board Chair, is hereby authorized to execute and sign such Grant Agreements and 
amendments as are necessary to implement the program on behalf of Martin County, MN. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, and was duly made and 
adopted this 6th day of September, 2022. 
 
        BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
        MARTIN COUNTY, MN 
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        ______________________________ 
        Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 
 
ATTEST:______________________________ 
    Scott Higgins, County Coordinator 

 
Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Koons, Forshee, Flohrs, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Commissioner Smith was absent.  Resolution duly passed and adopted this 6th day of September, 
2022. 
 
Dan Ochs, Integrity Benefits, Inc., was present via WebEx and reviewed the County’s renewals 
for ancillary employee benefits including Life Insurance, Long Term Disability, Dental, and 
Vision coverages for the year 2023.  Ochs noted there are no rate changes for the Life Insurance, 
Long Term Disability, or Vision plans for 2023.   
 
Ochs reviewed quotes received for the County’s voluntary employee dental insurance plan and 
recommends switching from Delta Dental to MetLife due to a 36% rate increase received from 
Delta Dental and MetLife is coming in with a two year rate guarantee as well as a 6% third year 
rate cap which will give the County three years of dental stability. 
 
Ochs next opened a brief discussion pertaining to an enhanced employer paid dental plan at 
Martin County. 
 
After discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Forshee, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, accepts the renewal(s) and authorizes the Board Chair 
and/or its designee to sign all necessary documents for the following employee benefit plans with 
Integrity Employee Benefits, LLC (Dan Ochs), with rate changes for the year 2023 which 
includes:  Life Insurance – Monthly rates from Sun Life will remain unchanged for the year 
2023; Voluntary Long Term Disability with The Hartford – Monthly rates will remain 
unchanged for the year 2023: Voluntary Vision Plan with VSP: Monthly rates will remain 
unchanged for the year 2023; and to approve the Voluntary Dental Plan with MetLife at the 
following monthly rate(s): $35.07 for Employee, $66.31 for Employee & Spouse, $70.53 for 
Employee & Child(ren), and $126.30 for Employee & Family, with a two-year rate guarantee 
and a 6% third-year rate cap.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Johnson noted the Martin County Library received a resignation notice from Lisa Irwin, Library 
Page, effective August 2, 2022.  Johnson recommends acceptance of the resignation and 
authorization for recruitment to fill a Library Page vacancy. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby accept the resignation of Lisa Irwin, Library 
Page for the Martin County Library System, effective August 2, 2022.  Carried unanimously. 
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Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize recruitment to fill a 
Library Page vacancy.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Johnson noted Kara Lehr, Account Technician in the Auditor/Treasurer’s Office, tendered her 
resignation effective August 19, 2022.  Johnson recommends acceptance of the resignation and 
authorization for recruitment to fill an Account Technician vacancy. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby accept the resignation of Kara Lehr, Account 
Technician in the Auditor/Treasurer’s Office, effective August 19, 2022.  Carried unanimously. 
 
The Board discussed current openings in the Auditor/Treasurer’s Office. 
 
After discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Forshee, seconded by Commissioner Belgard, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize recruitment to fill an 
Account Technician vacancy in the Auditor/Treasurer’s Office.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Corey Klanderud, Chief Deputy with the Martin County Sheriff’s Office, was present and noted 
as we brought to the Personnel Committee we are struggling to maintain our part time hours at 
the current levels.  Currently we have three part time people in our communications center.  Two 
of them have full time jobs with other businesses so they want to work on a more restricted basis 
because their availability is not as great as we would like.  Our other part timer is getting too 
many hours.  With our current staffing levels and the use of PTO and people being gone this is 
opening up too much time and as we’ve seen working with Leigha (Johnson) over the last couple 
of years our overtime numbers show we’re using enough time off to justify another full time 
position to balance those hours.  Klanderud went on to note what we’re asking to do is to add a 
7th full time person in our dispatch center to help fill some of the shifts that were originally 
designed for part timers.  Right now, with the part timers that we have, we’re not able to fill all 
the open shifts and our overtime numbers just keep growing.  This is a solution that has been 
developed to try and control the overtime numbers and also address making sure we have enough 
people at work every day when we need it. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted the Personnel Committee has reviewed and recommends adding a full 
time person. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize recruitment of a full time 
Communications Officer position in the Martin County Sheriff’s Office.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Klanderud continued right now of our three part timers that we have, two of them are full time at 
other jobs and they work sporadically for us when they can.  I’m estimating that our third part 
timer is very knowledgeable and a very good candidate for this full time position.  So, I’m 
anticipating that we would lose that person from our part time staff so we’d like to add another 
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person in there just to give us a few more options.  It’s harder and harder to find good quality 
people who aren’t full time somewhere else already and have that wide open flexibility.  It’s 
been nice that we’ve had that in the past and we just need to get another person in and get them 
trained and hopefully we can get some hours out of another person. 
Chairman Belgard noted this also was reviewed by the Personnel Committee. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Forshee, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize recruitment to fill part 
time Communications Officer position in the Martin County Sheriff’s Office.  Carried 
unanimously. 
 
Klanderud provided a Martin County Jail Population Update including twenty-one (21) in-house, 
four (4) out of county, and two (2) on Electronic Home Monitoring (EHM). 
 
Jeff Markquart, Martin County Sheriff, was present and updated the Board on a number of recent 
SCAM calls in Martin County. 
 
Johnson reviewed the  flex spending account service with ThrivePass to Wex because of no 
longer having the 105 plan with ThrivePass; and we’ve had a lot of issues with ThrivePass over 
the last couple of months.  Wex is the same price as ThrivePass at $2.75 per employee per month 
that is enrolled in the Flex Spending Accounts for either medical or dependent care.  The term of 
the Agreement will be similar at a three-year term and will have an out clause if we wanted to 
get out and no penalties for leaving if we decide to switch to another vendor.  I anticipate this 
will be a good transition having both HSA and FSA under one umbrella.  However, the Wex 
Agreement has not yet been received. 
 
After discussion, 
  
No action taken on Consider Agreement with Wex for Administration of Flex Spending Account 
Services. 
Chairman Belgard opened the public hearing to Consider Proposed Property Tax Abatement for 
Theodore & Jacqueline Fisher, and Ronald & Lana Morris. 
 
Theodore & Jacqueline Fisher, owners of property in connection with the proposed construction 
of a new single-family home located at 2747 110th St. in Granada, MN have applied for 
abatement of property taxes to be levied by the County on Parcel ID No. 14.009.1000 in Pleasant 
Prairie Township for a period of 10 years.  The total amount of taxes proposed to be abated by 
the County on the Property is $18,601. 
 
Ronald & Lana Morris, owners of property in connection with the proposed construction of a 
new single-family home located at 12 North Shore Drive in Sherburn, MN have applied for 
abatement of property taxes to be levied by the County on Parcel ID No. 06.350.0065 in Fox 
Lake Township for a period of 10 years.  The total amount of taxes proposed to be abated by the 
County on the Property is $18,601.  
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Chairman Belgard noted Mike Sheplee, Martin County Assessor, was not able to attend this 
morning’s meeting but did inform him that both the Fisher’s and Morris’ have met all of the 
application requirements and that no construction has begun at the proposed building sites; and 
that Sheplee recommends approval of the tax abatement requests. 
 
Chairman Belgard opened the meeting for public comment in consideration of the proposed 
property tax abatements.  No representatives from the public were in attendance nor was public 
input or comments submitted in writing received concerning the proposed property tax 
abatements. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, to close the public portion 
of the meeting.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, to approve a Property Tax 
Abatement for Parcel No. 14.009.1000 in the City of Granada, MN for a period of 10 years. 
 

MARTIN COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. R-#47/’22 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING A PROPERTY TAX ABATEMENT 
FOR CERTAIN PROPERTY IN THE COUNTY 

 
 BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Commissioners (the “Board”) of Martin County, Minnesota (the 
“County”), as follows: 
 
 Section 1.  Recitals. 
 
 1.01. Pursuant to Section 469.1813, subdivision 1 of the Act, the County may grant an abatement 
of all or a portion of the taxes imposed by the County on a parcel of property. 
 
 1.02. On March 17, 2020, the Board of the County adopted a resolution establishing the Tax 
Abatement Policy for New Construction of Single and Multi-Family Housing (the “Policy”) to provide tax 
abatement assistance for single and multi-family housing projects in the County.  The County has a shortage 
of decent, safe and sanitary housing for residents and job seekers in the County.  Based on a City of Fairmont 
Housing Study completed in January 2020 by Community Partners Research, Inc., there is a need for future 
new rental and owner-occupied housing units in the County to keep up with projected housing needs in the 
County.  Through the Policy, the County desires to provide incentives to encourage the construction of new 
owner occupied and rental residential housing units, and to encourage replacement of dilapidated housing. 
 
 1.03. The County has received an application from Theodore and Jacqueline Fisher (the 
“Owners”), owners of certain real property located at 2747 110th St., Granada, MN as described in Exhibit A 
attached hereto (the “Property”), to grant a property tax abatement (the “Abatement”) pursuant to the Policy 
and Minnesota Statutes, Sections 469.1812 to 469.1815, as amended (the “Act”), in connection with the 
construction of a new single-family home on the Property (the “Project”).   
 

1.04. The County has determined that is reasonable and necessary to provide certain financial 
assistance to the Owners in order to facilitate the Owner’s plans for the Project and the Property, and to that 
end, the Board will consider approving the Abatement for the Owners 
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 1.05. The Property is not located in a tax increment financing district. 
 
 1.06. On the date hereof, the Board of Commissioners of the County conducted a duly noticed 
public hearing on the Abatement proposed to be granted by the County to the Owners pursuant to this 
resolution.  The views of all interested persons were heard at the public hearing. 
 
 Section 2.  Findings. 
 
 2.01. The recitals set forth above are incorporated into this resolution. 
 
 2.02. It is hereby found and determined that the benefits to the County from the Abatement will be 
at least equal to the costs to the County of the Abatement for the following reasons: 
 
 (a) The Project will generate additional County tax revenues after the termination of the 

Abatement, which revenues will exceed the amount of the Abatement itself. 
 
 (b) By helping to enhance the Property, the Abatement will help preserve and increase the value 

of the Property. 
 
 2.03. It is hereby found and determined that the Abatement is in the public interest because such 
action will increase or preserve the tax base.  In addition, the Project will help provide employment 
opportunities by providing construction jobs and will increase the supply of decent, safe and sanitary housing 
for residents and job seekers in the County.  The Abatement will provide additional housing options in the 
County which helps satisfy a critical housing goal and need in the County as set forth by the Policy. 
 
 Section 3.  Actions Ratified; Abatement Approved. 
 
 3.01. The Board hereby ratifies all actions of the County’s staff in arranging for approval of this 
resolution in accordance with the Act. 
 
 3.02. Subject to the provisions of the Act, the Abatement is hereby approved and adopted subject 
to the following terms and conditions: 
 

(a) The term “Abatement” means the real property taxes generated in any tax-payable year by 
extending the County’s total tax rate for that year against the tax capacity of the Project and the 
Property, excluding the tax capacity of the land and the current value of any existing structures on 
the Property as outlined in the Policy. 
 
(b) In accordance with Section 469.1813, subdivision 8 of the Act, in no case shall the 
Abatement, together with all other abatements approved by the County under the Act and paid in 
any one year exceed the greater of 10% of the County’s net tax capacity for that year or $200,000 
(the “Abatement Cap”).  The County may grant any other abatements permitted under the Act 
after the date of this resolution, provided that to the extent the total abatements in any year 
exceed the Abatement Cap, the allocation of Abatement Cap to such other abatements is 
subordinate to the Abatement granted pursuant to this resolution. 
 
(c) The Abatement shall commence the first year following the date of occupancy of the 
housing project and continue for 10 years, which is anticipated to be 2023 until 2032.  The total 
amount of the taxes proposed to be abated by the County on the Property for the years 2023 through 
2032 is estimated to be $18,601. 
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(d) In no event shall the payment of the Abatement to the Owners be for more than ten (10) 
years. 
 
(e) The Abatement is subject to modification in accordance with the Act and in accordance with 
the County’s Policy. 
 
(f) In accordance with Section 469.1815 of the Act, the County will add to its levy in each year 
during the term of the Abatement the total estimated amount of current year Abatement granted 
under this resolution. 

(g) The County makes no warranties or representations regarding the amount of the Abatement. 

(h) The Owners shall comply with all terms of the Policy.  In the event of any conflict between 
this resolution and the Policy, the Policy shall control.   

(i)  The County shall provide the Abatement payment on a pay as you go basis in accordance 
with the Policy.  

(j) The Abatement shall be null and void if construction of the Project is not commenced 
within 1 year of the approval of this resolution  

 
 Section 4. Implementation.  The Board Chair and the County Coordinator are authorized and 
directed to execute and deliver any agreements, certificates, or other documents that the County determines 
are necessary to implement this resolution. 
 
 Section 5. Effective Date.  This resolution is effective upon the adoption of this resolution. 

 
Approved by the Board of Commissioners of Martin County, Minnesota, this 6th day of September, 

2022. 
 
 

MARTIN COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 
       
Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 

Attest: 
 
      
Scott Higgins, County Coordinator 

 
EXHIBIT A TO ABATEMENT RESOLUTION 

 
THE PROPERTY 

 
PID Number: 14.009.1000 

 
Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Koons, Forshee, Flohrs, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Commissioner Smith was absent.  Resolution duly passed and adopted this 6th day of September, 
2022. 
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Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, to approve a Property Tax 
Abatement for Parcel No. 06.350.0065 located in the City of Sherburn, MN for a period of 10 
years. 
 

MARTIN COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. R-#48/’22 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING A PROPERTY TAX ABATEMENT 
FOR CERTAIN PROPERTY IN THE COUNTY 

 
 BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Commissioners (the “Board”) of Martin County, Minnesota (the 
“County”), as follows: 
 
 Section 1.  Recitals. 
 
 1.01. Pursuant to Section 469.1813, subdivision 1 of the Act, the County may grant an abatement 
of all or a portion of the taxes imposed by the County on a parcel of property. 
 
 1.02. On March 17, 2020, the Board of the County adopted a resolution establishing the Tax 
Abatement Policy for New Construction of Single and Multi-Family Housing (the “Policy”) to provide tax 
abatement assistance for single and multi-family housing projects in the County.  The County has a shortage 
of decent, safe and sanitary housing for residents and job seekers in the County.  Based on a City of Fairmont 
Housing Study completed in January 2020 by Community Partners Research, Inc., there is a need for future 
new rental and owner-occupied housing units in the County to keep up with projected housing needs in the 
County.  Through the Policy, the County desires to provide incentives to encourage the construction of new 
owner occupied and rental residential housing units, and to encourage replacement of dilapidated housing. 
 
 1.03. The County has received an application from Ronald and Lana Morris (the “Owners”), 
owners of certain real property located at 12 North Shore Drive, Sherburn, MN as described in Exhibit A 
attached hereto (the “Property”), to grant a property tax abatement (the “Abatement”) pursuant to the Policy 
and Minnesota Statutes, Sections 469.1812 to 469.1815, as amended (the “Act”), in connection with the 
construction of a new single-family home on the Property (the “Project”).   
 

1.04. The County has determined that is reasonable and necessary to provide certain financial 
assistance to the Owners in order to facilitate the Owner’s plans for the Project and the Property, and to that 
end, the Board will consider approving the Abatement for the Owners 
 
 1.05. The Property is not located in a tax increment financing district. 
 
 1.06. On the date hereof, the Board of Commissioners of the County conducted a duly noticed 
public hearing on the Abatement proposed to be granted by the County to the Owners pursuant to this 
resolution.  The views of all interested persons were heard at the public hearing. 
 
 Section 2.  Findings. 
 
 2.01. The recitals set forth above are incorporated into this resolution. 
 
 2.02. It is hereby found and determined that the benefits to the County from the Abatement will be 
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at least equal to the costs to the County of the Abatement for the following reasons: 
 
 (a) The Project will generate additional County tax revenues after the termination of the 

Abatement, which revenues will exceed the amount of the Abatement itself. 
 
 (b) By helping to enhance the Property, the Abatement will help preserve and increase the value 

of the Property. 
 
 2.03. It is hereby found and determined that the Abatement is in the public interest because such 
action will increase or preserve the tax base.  In addition, the Project will help provide employment 
opportunities by providing construction jobs and will increase the supply of decent, safe and sanitary housing 
for residents and job seekers in the County.  The Abatement will provide additional housing options in the 
County which helps satisfy a critical housing goal and need in the County as set forth by the Policy. 
 
 Section 3.  Actions Ratified; Abatement Approved. 
 
 3.01. The Board hereby ratifies all actions of the County’s staff in arranging for approval of this 
resolution in accordance with the Act. 
 
 3.02. Subject to the provisions of the Act, the Abatement is hereby approved and adopted subject 
to the following terms and conditions: 
 

(a) The term “Abatement” means the real property taxes generated in any tax-payable year by 
extending the County’s total tax rate for that year against the tax capacity of the Project and the 
Property, excluding the tax capacity of the land and the current value of any existing structures on 
the Property as outlined in the Policy. 
 
(b) In accordance with Section 469.1813, subdivision 8 of the Act, in no case shall the 
Abatement, together with all other abatements approved by the County under the Act and paid in 
any one year exceed the greater of 10% of the County’s net tax capacity for that year or $200,000 
(the “Abatement Cap”).  The County may grant any other abatements permitted under the Act 
after the date of this resolution, provided that to the extent the total abatements in any year 
exceed the Abatement Cap, the allocation of Abatement Cap to such other abatements is 
subordinate to the Abatement granted pursuant to this resolution. 
 
(c) The Abatement shall commence the first year following the date of occupancy of the 
housing project and continue for 10 years, which is anticipated to be 2023 until 2032.  The total 
amount of the taxes proposed to be abated by the County on the Property for the years 2023 through 
2032 is estimated to be $18,601. 
 
(d) In no event shall the payment of the Abatement to the Owners be for more than ten (10) 
years. 
 
(e) The Abatement is subject to modification in accordance with the Act and in accordance with 
the County’s Policy. 
 
(f) In accordance with Section 469.1815 of the Act, the County will add to its levy in each year 
during the term of the Abatement the total estimated amount of current year Abatement granted 
under this resolution. 

(g) The County makes no warranties or representations regarding the amount of the Abatement. 
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(h) The Owners shall comply with all terms of the Policy.  In the event of any conflict between 
this resolution and the Policy, the Policy shall control.   

(i)  The County shall provide the Abatement payment on a pay as you go basis in accordance 
with the Policy.  

(j) The Abatement shall be null and void if construction of the Project is not commenced 
within 1 year of the approval of this resolution  

 Section 4. Implementation.  The Board Chair and the County Coordinator are authorized and 
directed to execute and deliver any agreements, certificates, or other documents that the County determines 
are necessary to implement this resolution. 
 
 Section 5. Effective Date.  This resolution is effective upon the adoption of this resolution. 

 
Approved by the Board of Commissioners of Martin County, Minnesota, this 6th day of September, 

2022. 
 
 

MARTIN COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 
       
Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 

Attest: 
 
      
Scott Higgins, County Coordinator 
 

EXHIBIT A TO ABATEMENT RESOLUTION 
 

THE PROPERTY 
 

PID Number: 06.350.0065 
 

Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Forshee, Flohrs, Koons, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Commissioner Smith was absent.  Resolution duly passed and adopted this 6th day of September, 
2022. 
 
Korte noted back in 2019, I believe it was, the Board had requested from the state of Minnesota 
to get a conditional use deed in order to possibly put the proposed Regional Public Safety and 
Justice Center on.  With that conditional use deed, you have to do what you say you’re going to 
do within the three years and so if you don’t either it’s a forced reconveyance back to the state of 
Minnesota otherwise the Board can voluntarily reconvey it back to the state.  Korte went on to 
note it is required to have a resolution from the board in order to reconvey it back to the state and 
then there’s a separate form that we’ll need to get filled out.  Those parcels are not going to be 
used for the proposed Martin County Regional Public Safety and Justice Center as they had 
thought and so in order to get those back into the state’s name we need the resolution from the 
Board and the form to get it back into the state of Minnesota’s name for it to be sold at a public 
auction.   
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Parcel ID #23.338.0020 Parcel ID #23.338.006 Parcel ID #23.338.0070 Parcel ID #23.338.0080 
Lot 2 Blk 01 Lot 01 Blk 03 Lot Blk 03 Lot Blk 04 
Center Creek Commons 
ADDN 

Center Creek Commons 
ADDN 

Center Creek Commons 
ADDN 

Center Creek Commons 
ADDN 

 
After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, 
 
R-#49/22 

RECONVEYANCE OF FORFEITED LANDS 
TO THE STATE OF MINNESOTA 

BY A GOVERNMENTAL SUBDIVISION 
UNDER MINNESOTA STATUTES, SECTION 282.01,SUBDIVISION 1d 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to the statute now codified as Minnesota Statutes, Section 282.01, 
Subdivision 1a(e), the State of Minnesota, on the 1st day of October, 2019, conveyed to the 
County of Martin, MN, a governmental subdivision of the State of Minnesota (hereinafter 
“Governmental Subdivision”), by state deed numbered 02235190, the real property described 
below (hereinafter “Property”) to be used for an authorized public use, and 
 
WHEREAS, the Governmental Subdivision has either failed to put the Property to the public use 
for which it was conveyed, or has abandoned the public use for which it was conveyed, and now 
desires to reconvey the Property under Minnesota Statutes, Section 282.01, Subdivision 1d to the 
State of Minnesota, to be held in trust according to Minnesota Statutes, Section 281.25, 
 
NOW THEREFORE, the Governmental Subdivision, pursuant to said laws, and pursuant to the 
duly adopted resolution of its governing body number R-49/22, dated September 6, 2022, does 
hereby convey and quitclaim the property in the County of Martin, described as follows, together 
with all appurtenances thereunto belonging: 
 
Parcel ID #23.338.0020 Parcel ID #23.338.006 Parcel ID #23.338.0070 Parcel ID #23.338.0080 
Lot 2 Blk 01 Lot 01 Blk 03 Lot Blk 03 Lot Blk 04 
Center Creek Commons 
ADDN 

Center Creek Commons 
ADDS 

Center Creek Commons 
ADDN 

Center Creek Commons 
ADDN 

 
to the State of Minnesota, to be held in trust as provided by Minnesota Statutes, Section 281.25, 
upon like conditions and with like effect as if the Property had not been conveyed to the 
Governmental Subdivision for a public use. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, said resolution was duly 
passed and adopted this 6th day of September, 2022. 
 
        BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
        MARTIN COUNTY, MN 
 
        ______________________________ 
        Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 
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ATTEST:______________________________ 
     Scott Higgins, County Coordinator 
 
Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Flohrs, Forshee, Koons, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Commissioner Smith was absent.  Resolution duly passed and adopted this 6th day of September, 
2022.   
 
Higgins noted the Building and Purchasing Committee has met and recommends disposal of old 
overhead garage doors at 1200 No. State Street through the State of Minnesota MinnBid Surplus 
Auction Site.  Higgins went on to note disposal of the doors was not included in the bid for the 
purchase of replacement doors. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve the disposal of old overhead garage 
doors at the 1200 No. State Street County Garage Facility through the State of Minnesota 
MinnBid Surplus Auction Site.  Carried unanimously. 
 
The Board reviewed Warrants, Auditor Warrants, and EFT Transactions to be paid September 6, 
2022. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Forshee, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve Warrants, Auditor Warrants, and EFT 
Transactions to be paid on September 6, 2022, and includes the Drainage bills as presented.  
Carried unanimously. 
 
Warrants received and paid September 6, 2022, are registered on file in the Auditor/Treasurer’s 
Office as follows: 
 
Revenue Fund – Warrants Approved September 6, 2022  $  98,358.37 
Martin Co. Economic Development Fund    $    2,491.25 
Solid Waste Management Fund     $  14,711.55 
Human Services Fund       $319,166.75 
Recorder’s Technology Fund      $       834.00 
Human Service Building Fund     $    3,401.36 
Refunding Fund       $       636.08 
Miscellaneous Tax Fund      $  24,730.13 
        Total $464,329.49 
 
Martin County Ditch Funds Totaled     $287,759.16 
 
The Board recessed at 10:59 a.m. 
The Board reconvened at 11:04 a.m. 
 
Korte and Higgins reviewed the preliminary CY2023 budget which is currently at an 8.53% 
increase from 2022 to 2023 Levy. 
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After review and discussion, 
 
The County Budget Committee will meet on Monday, September 12, 2022 at 2:00 p.m. in the 
Commissioners Meeting Room – Martin County Courthouse. 
 
Commissioners reviewed their calendars of previous and upcoming meetings and activities: 
August 16, 2022 – Public Hearing to Consider the Redetermination of Benefits for JD #73, JD 
#77, JD #100, JD #101, and JD #103 at 1:30 p.m., Human Services Joint Advisory Board 
meeting ta 5:30 p.m.; August 17, 2022 – Human Services meeting in Blue Earth, MN, Personnel 
Committee meeting, Justice Center Design Committee meeting; August 18, 2022 – Traverse des 
Sioux Library meeting; August 23, 2022 – F-M Joint County Transit Board meeting, Personnel 
Committee meeting, Planning and Zoning Commission meeting at 5:30 p.m.; August 24, 2022 – 
Tour to Wilmarth with the Rural Minnesota Energy Board; August 25, 2022 – Public Hearing for 
the CD #29/JD #367 Continued Closure Hearing at 9:00 a.m. in the Commissioners Meeting 
Room; August 30, 2022 – Personnel Committee meeting, County Insurance Committee meeting, 
Lobbyist Phone Call (Justice Center); August 31, 2022 – County Technology Committee 
meeting, AMC Extension Committee meeting; September 1, 2022 – Justice Center Design 
Committee meeting; September 5, 2022 – Labor Day Holiday Observed – Courthouse Closed; 
September 6, 2022 – regular Board of Commissioners meeting at 9:00 a.m.; September 7, 2022 – 
Human Services Executive Board meeting, Martin County Veterans Memorial Committee 
meeting; September 8, 2022 – Soil and Water Committee meeting, Justice Center Design 
Committee meeting; September 9, 2022 – F-M Joint County Transit Executive Board meeting; 
September 12, 2022 – County Budget Committee meeting, Personnel Committee meeting, 
Martin County EDA meeting at 5:15 p.m.; September 13, 2022 – Library Board meeting; 
September 14, 2022 – Department Directors meeting at 8:30 a.m., Martin County Parks/Trail 
Committee meeting; September 14-16, 2022 – AMC Policy Committee meetings at Arrowwood 
in Alexandria, MN; September 19, 2022 – Minnesota Valley Action Council meeting, South 
Central WorkForce Board meeting; September 20, 2022 – Joint meeting with SWCD at 7:00 
a.m. at The Ranch Restaurant, regular Board of Commissioners meeting at 9:00 a.m. – 
Commissioners Meeting Room – Martin County Courthouse, Employee Recognition Day Event 
at 11:30 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. at Garage Storage Facility. 
 
With no further business to wit, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, to adjourn the meeting.  
Carried unanimously.  Meeting adjourned at 11:48 a.m.  
 
        BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
        MARTIN COUNTY, MN 
 
        ______________________________ 
        Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 
 
ATTEST: ______________________________ 
      Scott Higgins, County Coordinator 


