
AGENDA 

OF THE CITY  

COUNCIL WORK SESSION  

CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS 

TUESDAY, DECEMBER 9, 2014 – 5:00 PM 
 

CALL TO ORDER: 

 

CALL OF ROLL: 

 

DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM: 

 

1. Proposal for Safe Routes to School Infrastructure Application  - Patty Olson 

 

2. Matter of MN Functional Classification Revisions – Earl Haugen 

 

3. 2014-2015 Local Road Improvement Program – Greg Boppre 

 

4. Extension to the Agreement for Fire Services – Megan Nelson 

 

5. MN Four-Wheel Drive Request – Megan Nelson 

 

6. Northland College Contract Extension – David Murphy 

 

7. Cost of Living Increase – David Murphy 

 

 

ADJOURN: 

 

Upcoming Meetings 

Regular Council Meeting – December 16, 2014 – 5:00 PM – Council Chambers 

Organizational Meeting – January 6, 2015 – 5:00 PM – Council Chambers 
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Proposal for MN Safe Routes To School  

Infrastructure Application 

East Grand Forks City Council Work Session 

Tuesday, December 9th, 2014 

 

Background:   In 2014 the Minnesota legislature apportioned $1 million from the general fund to the 
Safe Routes to School Program (SRTS) established in Minnesota Statute 174.40. The funds were 
intended to supplement or replace aid for infrastructure projects under the federal SRTS program. The 
Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) is responsible for the administration of the state 
SRTS program and makes the funds available to communities through a competitive process. MnDOT 
with guidance from the SRTS steering committee will strive to align the new solicitation for state funded 
SRTS projects with other MnDOT state and federal solicitation to improve planning, coordination, and 
selection of local transportation projects. 
 
This is significant as federal funding for SRTS is now part of the Transportation Alternatives Program 
meaning that school safety programs must compete with all other alternative transportation projects.  
The Minnesota state legislature may not appropriate such funds exclusively to SRTS in the future. 
 
Prior  and Current Funding:  
 
Infrastructure:  
2007 - $175,000:  Bylgand Road sidewalk extension (east side) to 13th Street SE 
2009 - $168,160:  Byland Road sidewalk extension (east side) to Central Middle School 
2011- $193,460: Byland Road sidewalk extension (west side) to 13th Street SE 
 
Non-infrastructure: 
2011 - $5,000: Awarded as part of the infrastructure grant to provide pedestrian and bicycle education, 
enforcement and encouragement program in the East Grand Forks elementary and middle schools. 
 
2012 - $20,000: Further funding for a comprehensive pedestrian and bicycle education, enforcement 
and encouragement program in the East Grand Forks elementary and middle schools. 
 
Future Funding: 
 
Non-infrastructure:  
 
FY2016 - $23,009.60:  Funding for continuing the education, enforcement and encouragement 
programs.  “Your Speed” radar signs will also be funded as well as in-street pedestrian crossing signs. 
 
Request: 
 
2015 - $56,698.15: Sidewalk extensions at New Heights and South Point.  ADA improvements on 15th 
Street, NW at New Heights.   The state of Minnesota requires a 20% local match for funding projects. 
 
These sidewalk extensions and improvements will continue the infrastructure work that has already 
been done and create a more walkable and bikeable environment around our schools.   With the 
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continued programming being provided to the schools, this has the potential to increase the number of 
students biking and walking to school and decrease dependence on busing as a form of transportation. 
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Engineer’s   Estimate of Cost for MN Infrastructure Projects 

Project Total Cost Per Project City of East Grand Forks  80/20 
cost 

ADA Improvements 
15th St NW & 7th Av NW 

 
$13,633.65 

 

Sidewalk Extensions 
New Height Elementary 

 
$13,732.00 

 

Sidewalk Extensions 
South Point Elementary 

 
$29,332.50 

 

Total cost for all projects $56,698.15 $11,339.63 
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Technical Memorandum 
 
DATE:  4 December, 2014 
 
TO:  EGF Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:  E. Haugen, MPO Executive Director 
 
RE:  Matter of Minnesota Functional Classification Revisions. 
 

 
The purpose of this memo is to provide an update of this item. The preliminarily 
approved map was submitted to MnDOT last month.  MnDOT has provided the MPO 
with a “counter proposal” to the functional classification.  I have attached their 
proposal and have highlighted the roadway segments that differ. 
 
We have prepared a “counter proposal” containing some agreement with MnDOT (see 
attached).; However, we still have grave concerns about two issues.  First, MnDOT 
wishes to have 5th Ave NW north of Gateway Drive classified as “local”.  Our concern is 
that this may make that segment not eligible for federal funding.  The question to 
answer is whether the City is going to make that a full intersection with Gateway Drive. 
 
Second, MnDOT has made a decision to treat all Principal Arterials the same across the 
whole State.  The MnDOT goal for Principal Arterials is to focus on statewide and 
interregional mobility. In some areas of the state, roadways were “bumped up” a 
classification when the roadway entered an urban area. This resulted in Principal 
Arterial stubs and spurs. The current FHWA guidelines note that the previous practice 
of automatically changing a roadway’s classification as it entered an urban area should 
be eliminated.  Since the majority of these roadways were trunk highways, MnDOT HQ 
requested the MnDOT Planning Managers determine how these Principal Arterial 
segments should be classified.  After internal discussion, it was decided to proceed 
with reclassifing these segments to the proposed lower classification. 
 
MPO staff tend to agree with eliminating the automatic changing a roadway’s 
classification once it crosses into an urban area.  The MPO believes that the roadways 
in question do actually function differently and that is the reason for the change.  The 
MPO also is aware that, using data as of January 31, 2013, when MnDOT compared 
Minnesota’s functionally classified roadway system to the new FHWA guidelines, 

11

mnelson
Typewriter
2



 

 

overall, Minnesota’s roadways fell within the new guidelines with the exception of 
Urban Principal Arterial – Other.    So, the existing percentages for urban PA’s are 
below the guidance ranges and their internal decision does not help this situation.  
Again, these Principal Arterials are classified as part of the NHS network and therefore 
are eligible for the biggest federal funding program – NHPP. 
 
The MnMPO Directors are discussing how we can engage with MnDOT to have another 
perspective into the decision-making.  If there is any further movement on this I will let 
you know as it occurs. 
 
Our deadline is on December 16th to have City Council to once again preliminarily 
approve a map.  Final approval does not occur until all parties have reached 
agreement. 
 
SUPPORT MATERIALS:  
 

• Presentation Slides 
• map 
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Urban Principal Arterial
Rural Principal Arterial
Urban Minor Arterial

Rural Minor Arterial
Urban Major Collector
Rural Major Collector

Urban Minor Collector
Rural Minor Collector
Urban Local

Rural Local

MPO Counter Proposed FC
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MnDOT Counter in BOLD.  MPO proposed response in BOLD 
 
First three are still being debated a HQ. 
 
MN 220 – Gateway to 23rd – MPO recommended remain Principal Arterial – Comment noted. The 
function of the road changes between the rural and urban areas; maintain as Principal Arterial 
  
US 2B – Bygland to Demers – MPO recommended remain Principal Arterial – Comment noted. Maintain 
as Principal Arterial 
  
Bygland Rd (0510750119) – Demers to 13th St SE – MPO recommended remain Principal Arterial – Keep as 
Minor Arterial. This road has local significance, but not interregional/statewide significance (which 
is provided by US 2). Also not consistent with how Principal Arterials have been applied statewide. 
Maintain as Principal Arterial.  Our 2012 Bridge Intercept Survey reveal significant traffic 
interregional/statewide traffic using this route – significant portion of US 2 traffic counted east of 
our Metro Area use this route into/out of our Metro Area. 
  
Rhinehart Dr (0510750129 & 1010750072) – Bygland Rd to city limits – MPO recommended Major 
Collector STILL – FHWA guidelines note a minimum AADT threshold of 1100 for Urban Major or Minor 
Collectors. Draft 2013 AADT is 1,850 which meets the minimum.  Not sure where these come from - 
AADT along this segment ranges from 828 to 366. While there are exceptions, the AADT is significantly 
below the threshold before the southern segment. Minor Collector would be OK. End at 182 St SW. 
End at Greenway Blvd 
  
14th St (1010750257) – Rhinehart Dr to 14th Ave SE – and – 14th Ave SE (1010750178) – 14th St SE to 
Greenway Blvd – MPO recommended Minor Collector to Local. OK – Local. Agree 
  
Greenway Blvd (0510750128) – Rhinehart Dr to Bygland Rd – MPO recommended Major Collector – FHWA 
guidelines note a minimum AADT threshold of 1100 for Urban Major or Minor Collectors. AADT along this 
segment is 679. Aerial photos do not show any traffic generators. The roadway serves residential 
development. Minor Collector would be OK. Agree 
  
13th St SE (0510750127) – Bygland Rd to city limits – MPO recommended as Major Collector – FHWA 
guidelines note a minimum AADT threshold of 1100 for Urban Major or Minor Collectors. AADT along this 
segment is 746. Aerial photos show the road serves residential development and a school. Functional 
classification must change where the roadway’s function changes (e.g., intersection). Keep as Minor 
Collector from Bygland Rd to 20th Ave SE. Keep as Local starting at 20th Ave SE. Agree 
  
River Rd (0510750122) – Demers Ave to 17th St NW – MPO recommended as Minor Arterial – OK – Minor 
Arterial. Agree 
  
4th St NW (0510750122) – 23rd St NW to Pebble Beach Rd – MPO recommended as Minor Collector - 
FHWA guidelines note a minimum AADT threshold of 1100 for Urban Major or Minor Collectors. AADT 
along this segment is 254. While there can be exceptions, this AADT is significantly below the minimum 
threshold. Keep as Local. Agree for now 
  
5th Ave NW (0510750103) – 4th St NW to US 2 – MPO recommended as Major Collector – FHWA 
guidelines note a minimum AADT threshold of 1100 for Urban Major or Minor Collectors. AADT is 707. 
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Functional classification must reflect a roadway’s current function, not its future function. Once the full 
intersection is constructed and traffic patterns change, functional classification can be reevaluated. Keep 
as Minor Collector. Agree for now 
  
5th Ave NW (0510750123) – 10th St NW to 14th St NW – MPO recommended as Major Collector - FHWA 
guidelines note a minimum AADT threshold of 1100 for Urban Major or Minor Collectors. AADT is 608. No 
connection to US 2. Functional classification must reflect a roadway’s current function, not its future 
function. Once the full intersection is constructed and traffic patterns change, functional classification can 
be reevaluated. Keep as Local. Place as a Minor Collector. Raised a concern if not classified above a 
local then may not be possible to use federal funds to connect to US #2 – am waiting an answer. 
  
23rd St NW (0510750121) – River Rd to MN 220 – MPO recommended as Major Collector – FHWA 
guidelines note a minimum AADT threshold of 1100 for Urban Major or Minor Collectors. The eastern 
segment has draft 2013 AADT of 1,150. The western segment (between 8th Ave NW and River Rd) has 
AADT less than 400. Keep as Minor Collector.  Agree to keep western half (River Road to 8th Ave 
NW) as Minor Collector – Still recommend eastern half (8th Ave NW to Central) be a Major 
Collector. 
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11/20/2014

1

MnDOT Comments

“Noted”
MnDOT has not had consistent
Statewide treatment of these possible
“Stubs” of PA so is attempting to reach
Agreement internally

Disagree suggest as Minor
Arterial
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2

MnDOT Comments

Disagree suggest as Minor
Collector

MnDOT Comments

Local – not classified

Disagree suggest as Minor
Collector instead of Major
Collector
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AGENDA ITEM #_______ 

 
- 1 - 

Request for Council Action 
 
 
Date: 12/4/2014 
 
To: East Grand Forks City Council Mayor Lynn Stauss, President Craig Buckalew, Council Vice 

President Greg Leigh, Council Members: Clarence Vetter, Dale Helms,  Henry Tweten, Mark 
Olstad, and Chad Grassel 

 
Cc: File 
 
From:  Megan Nelson 
 
RE: Extension to the Agreement for Fire Services  
 

 
 
The extension to the fire contract the City has with the neighboring townships has been revised.  Mr. 
Galstad has had the chance to review the document and found it to be satisfactory.  Included with this 
RCA is the extension of the contract for your review and consideration to be passed at the next Council 
Meeting.   
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EXTENSION TO THE AGREEMENT FOR FIRE SERVICES 

 

This agreement  (“Extension”) is made between the City of East Grand Forks, a Municipal 

Corporation, of Polk County, Minnesota, (hereafter referred to as “City”), and the following 

Townships, all located in Polk County, Minnesota:  Bygland, Grand Forks, Huntsville, Keystone, 

Nesbit, Rhinehart and Sullivan, (hereafter referred to as “Townships”). This Extension is 

effective April 1, 2015.  

 

Background: The City and Townships have had a cooperative agreement for fire and rescue 

services for many years. Most recently the parties entered into an agreement dated March 17, 

2009, (the “Agreement”) and amended on September 7, 2010, (together referred to as the 

“Original Agreements”).  The parties now intend to extend the termination date of the Original 

Agreements and to modify the annual payments by the Townships. In all other regards the parties 

intend the Original Agreements to remain effective and unchanged.   

 

Based on the foregoing, the undersigned parties hereby agree to amend the Original 

Agreements, effective April 1, 2015, as follows: 

  

Township Payments/Conditions:   

1.  Section 6 of the Agreement is deleted and a new Section 6 is added to read as follows:  

 

a. The Townships agree to pay the City annual payments on April 1
st
 each year as 

follows: 

Date   Amounts 

i. April 1, 2015:  $50,122 

ii. April 1, 2016:    51,124 

iii. April 1, 2017:    52,146 

iv. April 1, 2018:     53,188 

v. April 1, 2019:     54,251 
 

b. The City shall apply for, obtain, process and spend all fire aid available from the State 

of Minnesota, (currently equal to 2%) in accordance with all applicable laws, rules 

and regulations during the term of this Agreement. 

c. The City will not charge the Townships or their residents for fire or first responder 

services and response calls during the term of this Agreement. 

d. The City will not seek or obtain any other type of revenue increase from the 

Townships or Township residents, whether direct or indirect, resulting from taxing 

authorities or other means of revenue enhancement during the term of this 

Agreement. 

e. The above increase in payments by the Townships is conditioned upon: 

 The City implementing a monthly utility assessment of $5.00 on its residents 

beginning January 1, 2011, and continuing during the term of this Agreement. 

This revenue would be ear marked and used as a “rescue unit fee.” Beginning 

April 1, 2015, in lieu of the $5.00 per household rescue unit fee, the City may 

use other means to obtain the necessary revenue  so long as funding continues 

at approximately the same level. 
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 The City providing the same level of service to the Townships in fire, rescue 

and first responder services that existed at the beginning of this Agreement in 

March 2009. 

 

 

 

2. Section 8 of the Agreement is deleted and a new section 8 is added to read as follows: 

 

8. Term of Agreement:  The term of this Agreement was originally for 5 years, 

commencing on April 1, 2010 and expiring on May 1, 2015.  In 2014, the parties entered 

into an extension of the term of the agreement.  This Agreement expires on May 1, 2020.  

 

   

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, the City Council and the Township Boards having approved this 

Extension, the undersigned have set their hands and seals on the date specified herein. 

 

CITY: 

 

The City of East Grand Forks, Minnesota 

A Municipal Corporation. 

 

 

By: _____________________________________ Date:  ________________________ 

     Mayor 

 

 

 

By: _____________________________________ Date:  ________________________ 

      City Administrator 
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 PARKS AND TRAILS LEGACY GRANT PROGRAM 
FY 2015 Trail Legacy Grant Application 

 

INSTRUCTIONS 
Delete this page before submitting Application 

 

 

Before completing this application read and study the program manual, all 

information on the program website, and these instructions.  

 

APPLICATION DUE DATE:  Friday, September 26, 2014 

 

COMPLETING THE APPLICATION: 

 Carefully review the Project Eligibility section of the program manual to understand the 

different requirements and eligible expenditures. 

 Type all responses within the blank boxes associated with each question (not within the 

question box). For location and site maps, you may insert these as separate pages 

immediately following each question. 

 Replace the sample resolution page with the actual approved resolution.  See instructions 

below for items needed in the resolution. 

 DO NOT change the format of this document. 

 Respond to all of the required questions and provide all required documents, including 

those outlined in the Attachment Checklist. Failure to complete the application 

appropriately will mean that the project will not be considered for funding. 

 FY15 application form must be submitted.  Previous Fiscal Year Applications will not be 

accepted.   

 Read each question thoroughly. Please keep answers as brief and concise as possible. 
 

HOW TO SUBMIT THE APPLICATION: 

Applications are to be submitted electronically in a “.pdf” format by the due date above. Paper 

submission of applications will no longer be accepted unless specifically arranged and approved 

in advance of the due date with program staff.  To submit the application, email a pdf version of 

the application and attachments to Trailgrants.DNR@state.mn.us.  Please format the entire 

application, including all attachments, as one pdf document with all pages 8 ½” by 11” in 

dimension. After submission, make sure you have received a confirmation email that your 

application has arrived in a useable form by the due date.  Applications submitted in an unusable 

format will NOT be considered for funding. If there are any questions about submitting the 

application please contact the program staff below.  

 

GENERAL INFORMATION: 

This is a competitive program. Staff is available to discuss your project or review application 

materials. You are encouraged to submit any draft application or materials by September 2, 2014 

if you would like staff to provide comments.  For assistance, please contact: 
 

Traci Vibo, Grant Coordinator 

traci.vibo@state.mn.us; Phone (651) 259-5619  
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Project # 
 

 

 PARKS AND TRAILS LEGACY GRANT PROGRAM 
FY 2015 Trail Legacy Grant Application 

 

1) GENERAL CONTACT INFORMATION: 

Grant Applicant (Unit of 

Government Required):  
Beltrami County 

Contact Person: Joe 

Contact Title: Land Commissioner 

Mailing Address: 

 

 

Phone: (218) 

E-mail address:  

If the project has a trail club, organization, or project partner, please include below: 
Organization/Club Name: Minnesota 4 Wheel Drive Association 

Contact Person:  

Contact Title: Land Use Director 

Mailing Address: 

 

 

Phone: (763) 

E-mail address:  

 
2) GENERAL PROJECT INFORMATION: 
Project Name:  Laurentian Divide Boarder Trail 

Project Summary  

(30 words or less): 

This project is an Off – Road Vehicle (ORV) trail that will connect 

the north shore of Lake Superior to the prairie lands of East Grand 

Forks by using existing forest roads, minimum maintenance roads 

and some need trail development along the Laurentian Divide and 

beyond.  This interconnect trail and road system will be 

approximately 500 miles in length and tie in multiple communities, 

state parks, one state trail and many forest campgrounds. 

Project Completion Date: June 23, 2017 

 
3) FINANCIAL INFORMATION: 
Grant Request: $150,000.00 Source of Cash Match 

(describe below in the box next 

to $ amount): 

Are these match funds 

secured? (Check below): 

YES NO 

Non-State Cash 

Matching Funds 

(No match 

required, include 

only if applicable): 

$ 

 

   

$ 

 

   

$ 

 

   

Total Project Cost: $150,000.00 (Grant Request + Matching Funds must = Total Project 
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Cost) 

If this project has received federal funding through the Enhancements Program 

or TAP Program, please indicate which year the project is programmed for 

construction? 

FFY:  
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4) PROJECT LOCATION: 
County Project is Located: Beltrami (Sponsor) 

State Legislative (House) District:  

State Senate District:  

State House Representative:  

State Senator:  

Congressional District:  

 
5) MEASURABLE TARGETS/OUCOMES: 
It is required that measurable targets and outcomes be collected for your project. Complete the 

boxes below on the right with exactly how many miles of trail that will be acquired, newly 

developed or existing trail miles improved, along with the number of trailhead facilities, bridges, 

and/or culverts that will be developed or restored as part of the project. After the project is 

complete the measurable outcome will be compared with the target you include here. 

Trail Miles to be Acquired:  

New Trail Miles to be Developed/Created: 20 

Existing Trail Miles to be Restored or Improved: 80 

Number of Trailhead Facilities to be Developed or Restored: 6 

Number of Trail Bridges/Culverts to be Developed or Restored: 11 

 
6) RECREATIONAL USES FOR PROJECT: 

Below, indicate which primary and secondary recreation uses will directly benefit from the 

proposed project: 

Primary Use Secondary Use  

 X Walking/Hiking 

  Bicycling 

 X Mountain Bicycling 

 X Horseback Riding 

  Cross-Country Skiing 

  In-Line Skating 

 X Snowmobiling 

X  ATV Riding 

 X Off-Highway Motorcycling 

X  4 X 4 Trucking 

  Other (specify):  

Describe/Justify how each of the above identified primary and/or secondary trail user groups will 

benefit from the project.  Response required for each identified use above 

This trail will be designed and built for ORV use but will utilize existing forest roads, minimum 

maintenance public roads and when necessary short segments of maintained public roads.  This 

system will also require some segments of new trail to be built to connect all of this together, 

those segments will be designated as ORV trails.  Because this system will be signed, mapped 

and maintained it will be easy for other user groups to also follow this trail system.  Because it 

will tie into existing campgrounds and several cities along the way it will be easy for equestrians, 

hikers and mountain bikers to use short segments adjacent to these communities and 

campgrounds.  This system will also provide a new cross state route that will be used for 

snowmobiling in part, but will not be groomed for that purpose and the ORV’s will use the route 

until the snow becomes too deep for driving through.  ATV’s will use those segments of this 

system that are on forest roads and public roads that are already open for that type of use.  Those 

44



Revised 7/7/2014 

segments of new trail that are built as connectors will be for ORV’s only unless further planning 

indicate a need for ATV designation on those segments as well.   This system will provide some 

opportunity for OHM’s use, primarily on the forest roads that are open for that type of use.  

OHM’s are not allowed to operate on public roads unless it is part of a designated OHM trail 

system and this effort will not be designating any of the public roads for that type of use.  New 

segments of trail again will be designated as ORV only and if OHM’s need those segments to 

complete trail systems that will require them to be designated as OHM trail as well.  That would 

be done through a separate process. 

 

Will this project provide year round trail use? If it is planned to provide year round use, outline 

which users indicated above will benefit and how the facility will be maintained for those uses. 

This would provide year round trail use because of ORV use all year until such time as the snow 

becomes too deep for ORV travel.  This system would allow snowmobile use as well but will not 

be groomed for that type of use in its entirety.  Certain segments will be groomed if they are part 

of an existing snowmobile trail, those segments will not be open for ORV use during those times 

they are being groomed for snowmobile use.   

 

 

  

45



Revised 7/7/2014 

7) REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE: 

To be eligible for this grant, the project must demonstrate that it is of regional or statewide 

significance. Describe how your project meets each of the identified criteria listed below. Trails 

must meet the first two criteria specifically and must address criteria three, four, and five in 

aggregate. Provide your response in the box below each part of this question. 

1.  Regionally desirable setting: The trail is located in a regionally desirable setting. 

 Criteria include attractive, unusual, and/or representative landscapes, important 

 destinations, or high quality natural areas. 

This trail will cross northern Minnesota from Lake Superior to East Grand Forks.  It will 

cross both National Forests, Superior and Chippewa, as well as many state forests and 

county forests.  It will provide access to many state parks and forest campgrounds, national 

and state as well as community and county parks.  This trail will connect the forested areas 

of northeastern and north central Minnesota to the prairies of northwestern Minnesota.  

These are very desirable locations for this type of recreation and will provide the highest 

quality natural setting as well as experience a working forest setting.  This opportunity will 

be unique with nothing else like this available in Minnesota or in the Midwest.  This will 

provide a unique touring route for ORV riders that are looking to get off the main routes 

and take a slow trail ride in a natural setting with a lot of opportunities to stop and camp, 

hike or experience the northwoods along the way. 

 

2. High quality opportunity and use: The trail serves as a destination, providing high quality 

 recreational opportunities, attracts a regional clientele (multiple communities), potentially 

 may draw tourists, and generates an economic impact from outside the local area. The 

 trail should be developed and maintained to include easy access, secure parking, access to 

 drinking water and other necessary services, and is wide enough or designed in such a 

 way to avoid user conflict and provide a safe experience. 

This will be a quality trail experience and very unique.  Nothing like this is currently 

available in the Midwest and will attract ORV riders from Minnesota as well as the 

Midwest and central Canada.  Riders can start or stop and many different location along 

the system depending upon the amount of time they have and the type of experience they 

are looking for.  This system will also provide connections to other existing opportunities 

like the Iron Range OHV State Recreation Area and Mesabi Mountain ORV trail.  

Although this cross state ORV trail will be designed for slow touring in a natural setting 

other more technical opportunities will be identified and connected in where they exist. 

 

Because it will have direct access to many towns and campgrounds along the system access 

to drinking water and other necessary facilities will be easy convenient.  It will certainly 

provide an economic impact to cities directly connected to this system.  Because of the 

magnitude of this project it will have an economic impact on the Regions as well.  Most of 

these vehicles will be highway legal vehicles and will certainly be able to travel away from 

the trail system for services as needed or desired.  Therefore the economic impact of this 

project will extend well beyond the communities directly connected to this trail system. 

 

Because of the variety of access points the use or activity at any one site should be minimal 

as well as any user conflict.  Because this touring trail system in a remote area, in a natural 

setting and generally on a primitive trail or minimum maintenance road, travel speed will 

be slow.  Because this route will also be signed, mapped and maintained it will be a safer 

riding experience as compared to other options that might be available.   
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3.  Adequate length: The trail provides at least an hour of outdoor recreation opportunity, or 

 connects to other facilities that can provide at least an hour of recreation in total. 

 

This trail system will be slightly over 500 miles in length, certainly enough for a day 

excursion, a weekend or an entire week of exploring and touring the north woods.  

Certainly a recreational opportunity, a destination and an economic benefit to the Regions. 

  

4.  Connections: The trail currently or potentially will link to an existing trail of regional or 

 statewide significance. This includes providing connections between significant trails, or 

 connecting communities/ community facilities to these trails.  

This trail system will connect with many state parks, one state trail, many state forest 

campgrounds and National Forest campgrounds and many city and county parks.  Trail 

will start on the east side near Cascade River State Park, connecting with many national 

forest campgrounds as it crosses the Superior National Forest.  Will provide access to Bear 

Head Lake State Park as well as the new Lake Vermilion State Park.  At this point it will 

also connect with the Taconite State Trail.  Will also provide a spur trail in this area 

connecting to the Iron Range OHV State Recreation Area as well as the Mesabi Mountain 

ORV Trail.  Will also have access to Pfieffer Lake NF campground in this area.  Will 

continue following the Taconite State Trail , connecting with McCarthy Beach State Park 

and several more state forest campgrounds as it traverses through the George Washington, 

Sturgeon River, and the Big Fork State Forest before connecting with the Chippewa 

National Forest.  Will also provide access to Scenic and Bemidji State Parks as it also 

continues through the Black Duck, Buena Vista, Mississippi Headwaters and the White 

Earth State Forests, again connecting to several state forest campgrounds.  As it continues 

west it will tie in several small communities, city and county parks and regional trails until 

it terminates in East Grand Forks at the State Recreation Area/ City park and 

campground. 

 

5.  Scarcity of Trail Resources: The trail provides a high quality recreational opportunity not 

 otherwise available within a reasonable distance. 

This trail system will be very unique to the area and the region.  Nothing else like this is 

available in the state or Midwest.  Some opportunities do exist in the Black Hills of South 

Dakota but they are not mapped, signed and maintained to this level.  Closest similar 

opportunity that we are aware of is the Continental Divide trail system in Colorado.  This 

is a very unique and high quality recreational opportunity that is not available within a 

several day drive from here. 
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8) PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Provide a description sufficient enough to understand the project. Indicate prominently whether 

this is primarily a new trail or facility development request, an enhancement to an existing trail 

or facility, or an acquisition. Make sure to include the design specifics of the project, such as the 

trail width (paved multi-use bicycle/pedestrian trails must be at least 10 feet wide). Include how 

this project will be immediately available for use by the general public. If this project is a phase 

of a larger project, make sure to briefly describe how it fits into the larger plan, however, focus 

specifically on how the grant funds will be used for eligible expenditures. Also, explain why it is 

important for this project to be funded. Use the box below. 

This project is a new project that will link existing forest roads, minimum maintenance 

public roads, some low volume public roads with some new miles of ORV trail to make a 

continuous route for ORV touring.  This will be a low speed remote touring route that will 

connect the north shore of Lake Superior to the prairie country of East Grand Forks.  It 

will connect many city, county, state and federal facilities as it stretches over 500 miles 

across the state, crossing both National Forests. 

 

This will be a low speed touring trail for ORV’s and will follow the trail recommendation 

as provided in the Section 6 of the Trail Planning, Design, and Development Guidelines 

manual.   

 

Phase 1 of this project is to complete the trail plan and layout, identify all existing forest 

roads and public roads that will be a part of this system.  It will also require identifying any 

new connector trails that need to be developed to complete the system along with any 

additional structures, staging areas or waysides.  These facilities will be developed where 

currently needed, remainder will become part of phase 2.  Because this project crosses two 

National Forests, eight counties, eleven state forests and several watersheds this will take 

considerable coordination at many different levels.  Phase 1 will map and sign those 

segments that are open and ready to use and also identify those segments that are closed 

pending new development and additional funding under phase 2. 

 

It is important to fund this project at this time because of the time it will take to totally 

develop a trail plan of this magnitude.  Nothing like this has ever been actually proposed 

before in Minnesota, this is truly a Legacy type project that will have a significant 

economic impact on northern Minnesota and make those regions a Midwest destination 

and even a national destination. 
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9) PROJECT COST BREAKDOWN: 

Identify each recreational trail/facility being proposed for funding.  Provide a short quantitative 

description of the facility (linear feet, dimension of structures, number of components, etc.), the 

total estimated cost and the expected completion date for each eligible expenditure.  Include rows 

for items like materials, landscaping, design/engineering services, contract service, etc.  Add or 

delete rows in the text boxes below as appropriate. If acquisition (fee title and/or easement) will 

be included in your project, fill out the acquisition information in the table provided below. 

Trail/Facility Description Estimated 

Cost 

Expected 

Completion  

Date 
 

Laurentian/Boarder to 

Boarder Trail-finalize 

alignment 

Work with contractor to complete 

inventory of existing roads, routes and 

trails that will complete the system, 

identify key connections to 

facilities,(county, state and federal),  

towns, and other points of interest. 

75,000 September, 

2015 

 

 
Upgrade, map and sign those segments 

that are ready for public use and make 

logical connections. 

50,000 November 30, 

2015 

 

 
Build staging areas and waysides along 

section open for use, as needed and 

appropriate.   

25,000 August 1, 

2016 

 

 
   

 

 
   

    

    

    

    

    
 

 
   

 

 
   

 

Total  
 

$150,000 

 

 
 
ACQUISITION (if applicable):  

Description of Parcel Acres or Miles of Trail Reasonable 

Market 

Value 

Estimate 

Expected 

Acquisition 

Date 

    

    

    

Total $  
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10) PROJECT LOCATION MAP: 

It is important for reviewers to have an idea of where in the state and/or your region the project 

being proposed is located.  This map must be 8 ½” X 11” in size ONLY, should be in color, and 

be able to show where the project is generally located within the state or region.  So typically the 

scale of this map is very large, such as a state or regional map identifying the project location. 

Insert the map here. 
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11) PROJECT SITE LEVEL MAP: 

It is also important for the reviewers to be able to see where the project is located within the 

context of a city, county, park, etc.  This map must be 8 ½” X 11” in size ONLY, should be in 

color, and should be effective at showing how the project fits within its specific context.  The 

map must show existing trails/facilities, proposed trails/facilities as directly proposed as part of 

the project, and future trail/facility development/acquisition plans. Make sure to include a key to 

the map. Point out any relevant/important facilities the trail connects to that was noted in a 

response to a question in the application. A clear and high quality map is very important in 

explaining the project. The scale of this map is usually small. Insert the map here. 
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12) SITE AND PROJECT QUALITY: 

What considerations have been given to the needs of the intended trail user groups and are they 

appropriate for the location? What attractive features exist on site or within view of the proposed 

project that may bring in potential user groups to this project location? What other facilities (if 

any) are on site or within the trail corridor that enhances this project? Describe what attractive 

features exist on the site or within view. Use the box below. 

Besides the natural settings of a working forest many other features exist along this route that 

will be of special interest to the users of this system.  This system will connect to numerous 

forest campgrounds that are located primarily on lakes within the forests that provide opportunity 

for swimming, fishing and other water recreation activities.  Trail will also have many scenic 

vistas along the route with interpretation provided when appropriate.   

 

Connection to the Iron Range OHV State Recreation Area and the Mesabi Mountain ORV trail 

will provide a very important and significant connection.  This connection will afford the trail 

users opportunities that will not exist anywhere else on this trail system.  From the technical 

riding aspect it is a vital connection to have. 

 

Besides the many lakes and rivers adjacent to this trail the connections to the state parks will 

provide opportunities for these trail users to participate in other forms or recreation or enjoy 

some interpretative events offered at these parks.  Certainly not the least of which would be a trip 

to Itasca State Park to view the headwaters of the Mississippi for those vehicles that are street 

legal and want to take a very interesting side trip. 

 

But with all of that said the most attractive feature of this project is the length and the various 

landscapes it crosses.  That makes this project very unique and is really one of the major 

attractions of this project. 

 

 

13) PROJECT READINESS: 

What is the current status of the project? Can the project begin immediately? What major 

activities must still be accomplished before the project can begin? Will the project be completed 

within the appropriation timelines? At a minimum, please reference land acquisition 

requirements, status of engineering/design, and relevant permits and approvals that have/have 

not been obtained for the project. Use the box below. 

With this project, phase 1 is ready to go.  It can be started immediately once funding has been 

approved.  This funding will allow for the final alignment to be completely mapped and 

segments that need to be developed will be identified.  Those segments that are completed will 

be signed, mapped and open to the public.  Phase 1 will not allow the entire 500+ miles to be 

open but will open what is ready and get a plan in place to complete the missing segments and 

determine what will be needed to finish this major project.  Phase 1 shouldn’t need any 

additional permits at this time, those will be part of phase 2. 

 

 

14) ACCESSIBILITY (ADA): 

All facilities that are developed, or portions thereof, using these funds must be accessible for 

persons with disabilities or be eligible for an exemption. The Americans with Disabilities Act 

(ADA) has developed guidelines for outdoor developed areas, buildings and facilities and is 

available at www.access-board.gov. Will the project facilitate and/or improve ADA access to 

existing trails or trail related facilities? Describe design details to be utilized on how the trail or 
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facility is designed for use by persons of all abilities and takes into consideration ADA design 

standards. If the project is eligible for an exemption, list the specific guideline, and describe how 

the project qualifies under this exemption. Use the box below. 

This project will comply with ADA requirements.  Most of this will be addressed at the existing 

facilities that are part of the city, county, state or federal this trail will be connecting to.  Any 

staging area or trail wayside that will be constructed as part of this project will follow the 

guidance provided in the Trail Planning, Design, and Development Guidelines. 
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15) CONNECTIVITY: 

15A) Describe how the trail project will connect multiple destinations and/or communities. Use 

the box below. 

This trail project will run completely across the State from east to west, from Lake Superior to 

East Grand Forks.  It will connect many cities along that route, will connect eight counties, two 

national forests and eleven state forests.  It will be over 500 miles long when completed and will 

probably connect more communities than any existing single trail system.  Only system in 

Minnesota that is more interconnected with the communities is probably the snowmobile trail 

system, which isn’t one system but rather a combination of about 200 different club systems. 

 

15B) Does the trail project connect directly to an 

existing state or regional trail? Check all that 

apply to the right and describe in the box below 

if applicable. 

Connects to Designated and 

Existing State Trail: 
X 

Connects to Designated and 

Existing Regional Trail: 
X 

This system will connect in with the Taconite State Trail in a couple different locations.  It will 

also connect to the Lake County Regional trail and the Agassiz Regional trail 

 

15C) Does the trail project connect 

directly to an existing state park, state 

recreation area, regional park, high 

quality natural resource, local 

recreation area, or local park? Check 

all that apply to the right and describe 

in the box below if applicable. 

Connects Directly to a State Park or 

State Recreation Area: 
X 

Connects Directly to a Regional Park 

or Regional Recreation Area: 
X 

Connects Directly to a Local Park or 

Recreation Area: 
X 

Connects Directly to a High Quality 

Natural Resource (not included above): 
X 

 

 

15D) Describe how the trail project contributes to the overall connectivity of the trail system in 

the area. Specifically, how well does the project connect existing trail networks or fill critical 

gaps within the trail system? How well does the project help promote connectivity among trail 

networks statewide? Use the box below. 
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16) NATURAL RESOURCE IMPACT: 

Describe the potential impact to natural resources by the project and efforts to avoid or mitigate 

adverse effects. This includes considerations for trail design and construction practices, noise, 

odors, dust control measures, surface erosion, fish and wildlife populations, damage to wetlands 

or other ecologically sensitive natural resources, landscaping that includes native planting, and 

historical/archaeological sites. Also, demonstrate the compatibility of the proposed project with 

existing adjoining land uses. To the extent possible, all landscaping or plantings that are done in 

the project area must be native to Minnesota and preferably of the local ecotype, and describe 

below how this project will comply with this requirement.  Use the box below. 

 

 

 

17) ENHANCED OPPORTUNITY FOR COMMUTERS: 

Describe how the project provides enhanced opportunities for commuting. Will the project 

provide a trail connection between where people live and where they work? Will it encourage 

bicycle commuting? Use the box below. 

 

 

 

18) ENHANCED SAFETY: 

Explain if the project will increase trail safety. For example, describe if the project provides for 

safer road crossings or route alternatives that direct trail users, such as bicyclists or pedestrians 

from roads or road shoulders on to trails. Use the box below. 
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ATTACHMENT CHECKLIST 

 

REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS (All attachments MUST be 8 ½ by 11 ONLY) 

 

Attachment A – Required Certifications 

The first signature block is to be signed by the proper authority for the grant 

applicant.  The specific manager of the facility that is being rehabilitated, enhanced 

or developed should sign the second section.  If the proposed project will utilize 

public land that is not under the jurisdiction of the grant applicant, the proper 

authority must sign the final section in order to assure that they are both aware and 

supportive of the project. 

 

Attachment B – Resolution Supporting Application 

The application must be accompanied by either a copy of a resolution, council 

minutes or some other official documentation that demonstrates that the local unit 

of government supports the proposed project and the consequent application.  The 

resolution does not need to have a specific form or specific language, as long as it 

satisfies what was outlined in the previous sentence.  A sample resolution has been 

included.  The sample resolution is a combination type resolution example.  It 

shows support of the grant application (as required above to apply), and if the 

project is awarded, it includes language to support accepting the grant award, 

names the fiscal agent, and states that the facility or trail will be maintained for no 

less than twenty years as required per the grant program.  It also notes that the 

local unit of government will comply with all applicable laws, environmental 

requirements and regulations as stated in the grant agreement.  This combination 

resolution helps eliminate the need for an additional resolution for this project in 

the future, if awarded a grant. If awarded and the aforementioned requirements are 

not in the resolution that was submitted with the application, a new resolution will 

be requested in order to receive the grant funds. 

ADDITIONAL ATTACHMENTS (if applicable) 

 

Attachment C – Letters of Support 

Letters of support are an important factor for reviewers when selecting projects.  

There should be an effort to solicit letters from specific groups that will derive a 

direct benefit from the project.  The applicant is also welcome to provide letters of 

support from all other sources as well.   

 

Attachment D – Transportation Enhancement or Transportation Alternatives 

Program (TAP) Program Letter 

If this project is scheduled to receive Federal SAFETEA-LU Transportation 

Enhancement funds or TAP funds, then your local MnDOT district should have 

notified you in some manner.  Please attach this notification and fill in the year in 

which you are scheduled to receive the funding under question 3. 
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Attachment A – REQUIRED CERTIFICATIONS 

Complete the Required Certifications form below with original signatures. 

 

 

For Grant Applicants: 

“I hereby certify that all of the information provided in this application is true and accurate to the 

best of my knowledge.  I recognize that in the event of the proposed project being funded, this 

document will be used as an addendum to the agreement between the sponsoring unit of 

government and the state to guide project scope and reimbursement.  I also acknowledge that all 

work must be completed by June 30, 2017, and no reimbursement will be sought for an in-house 

labor services and/or to meet existing payroll. I also preliminarily agree with plans to develop the 

proposed trail related project on land administered by my agency.” 

 

Name:  

 

Title:  

Unit of Government:  

 

Signature:  Date:  

 

 

For Trail and Park Administrators: 

“I substantially agree that the proposed trail related project will be mutually beneficial to the 

local community, as well as to the goals and purposes for which this recreation unit was 

established.  I will cooperate in its provision if the project proposal should be funded.” 

 

Name:  

 

Title:  

Unit of Government:  

 

Signature:  Date:  

 

 

For All Administrators of Public Lands Crossed/Utilized in the Proposed Linkage 

(Required only if the proposed project will utilize public land that is not under the jurisdiction of 

the grant applicant): 

“I preliminarily agree with plans to develop the proposed trail related project on land 

administered by my agency, and I will cooperate in seeking more formal authorization in the 

event the project proposal is authorized for reimbursement.” 

 

Name:  

 

Title:  

Unit of Government:  

 

Signature:  Date:  
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Attachment B – RESOLUTION SUPPORTING APPLICATION 

 

 

SAMPLE RESOLUTION 
DELETE THIS PAGE AND REPLACE WITH ACTUAL RESOLUTION 

 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Sunnybrook supports the grant application made to the Minnesota 

Department of Natural Resources for the Parks and Trails Legacy Grant Program.  The 

application is to construct five (5) miles of paved trail for the Sunnybrook Recreational Trail 

System.  The trail system is located within 30 acres of Sunnybrook Park, and 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Sunnybrook recognizes that it has secured $50,000 in non-state cash 

matching funds for this project.  

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, if the City of Sunnybrook is awarded a grant by the 

Minnesota Department of Natural resources, the City of Sunnybrook agrees to accept the grant 

award, and may enter into an agreement with the State of Minnesota for the above referenced 

project.  The City of Sunnybrook will comply with all applicable laws, environmental requirements 

and regulations as stated in the grant agreement, and 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the City Council of the City of Sunnybrook names the fiscal agent 

for the City of Sunnybrook for this project as: 

 Jane Doe 

 Director of Finance/Treasurer 

 City of Sunnybrook 

 87224 Happy Trails Avenue  

 Sunnybrook, MN 26395 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the City of Sunnybrook hereby assures the Sunnybrook 

Recreational Trail will be maintained for a period of no less than 20 years and land acquisitions will 

require a perpetual easement for recreational trail purposes. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SUNNYBROOK THIS 

_____ DAY OF _______________, 2014. 

 

 

______________________________ 

MARY DOE - MAYOR 

ATTEST: 

 

 

________________________________ 

JOHN DOE - CITY CLERK 
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Northland Lease.docx 
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Request for Council Consideration 
 
 
Date: December 9, 2014 
 
To: East Grand Forks City Council Mayor Lynn Stauss, President Craig Buckalew, Council Vice 

President Greg Leigh, Council Members: Clarence Vetter, Dale Helms,  Henry Tweten, Mark 
Olstad, and Chad Grassel 

 
Cc: File 
 
From:  David Murphy – East Grand Forks City Administrator 
 
RE: Northland Community College Lease Renewal.  
 

 
Background. 
 
The lease that was signed in October was for a trial period and expires in January.  Mr. Huschle has 
supplied me with an updated agreement that runs through January 2016. 

 
Issue for discussion and action. 

 
Discussion on the success/concerns of the last few months of Semi-Driving. 
 
Budget Impact 
 
None Identified. 
 
Staff Recommendation. 
 
Approval of renewed contract. 
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AGENDA ITEM #_______ 

C:\Users\mnelson\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Outlook\KQ64YLFA\December 9 
Cola.docx 
 

- 1 - 

Request for Council Consideration 
 
 
Date: December 9, 2014 
 
To: East Grand Forks City Council Mayor Lynn Stauss, President Craig Buckalew, Council Vice 

President Greg Leigh, Council Members: Clarence Vetter, Dale Helms,  Henry Tweten, Mark 
Olstad, and Chad Grassel 

 
Cc: File 
 
From:  David Murphy – East Grand Forks City Administrator 
 
RE: Cost of Living Increase for Non-Union Workers  
 

 
Background. 
 
Each year the Council is required to adopt the non-union pay grade schedule for the upcoming year.  The 
2015 pay grade schedule includes a 2% Cost of Living Allowance (COLA) over 2014.  This is the same 
COLA that is in the four Union Contracts that are in effect through 2015. 

 
Issue for discussion and action. 

 
This item needs to be approved prior to set the wages for the non-union employees.  The majority of 
employees are covered by the collective bargaining agreements therefore, this resolution affects a small 
percentage of the City Employees. 
 
Budget Impact 
 
The Mayor has indicated that he will Veto the final tax levy of 10%.  If the Veto stands, adjustments will 
need to be made to the approved budget.  The majority of the City’s payroll costs are part of collective 
bargaining agreements and not subject to adjustment.  It is possible to adjust the COLA of the non-union 
employees. 
 
Staff Recommendation. 
 
Approval of the Increase. 
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2014

Grade 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1 19,670.70 20,188.35 20,706.00 21,741.30 22,776.60 23,811.90 24,847.20 25,882.50

2 20,949.30 21,500.59 22,051.89 23,154.48 24,257.08 25,359.67 26,462.27 27,564.86

3 22,311.00 22,898.13 23,485.26 24,659.53 25,833.79 27,008.06 28,182.32 29,356.58

4 23,761.21 24,386.51 25,011.80 26,262.39 27,512.98 28,763.57 30,014.16 31,264.76

5 25,305.69 25,971.63 26,637.58 27,969.45 29,301.33 30,633.21 31,965.08 33,296.97

6 26,950.57 27,659.79 28,369.01 29,787.47 31,205.92 32,624.36 34,042.82 35,461.27

7 28,702.35 29,457.67 30,213.01 31,723.65 33,234.30 34,744.95 36,255.61 37,766.25

8 30,568.00 31,372.43 32,176.84 33,785.69 35,394.53 37,003.37 38,612.22 40,221.05

9 32,554.93 33,411.64 34,268.34 35,981.76 37,695.17 39,408.59 41,122.01 42,835.42

10 34,671.00 35,583.39 36,495.78 38,320.57 40,145.36 41,970.15 43,794.94 45,619.73

11 36,924.61 37,896.31 38,868.01 40,811.41 42,754.80 44,698.21 46,641.95 48,585.01

12 39,324.71 40,359.13 41,394.43 43,464.15 45,533.87 47,603.59 49,673.31 51,743.04

13 41,880.81 42,982.94 44,085.06 46,289.32 48,493.58 50,697.82 52,902.08 55,106.34

14 44,603.06 45,776.84 46,950.60 49,298.13 51,645.65 53,993.18 56,340.72 58,688.25

15 47,502.27 48,752.33 50,002.38 52,502.51 55,002.62 57,502.75 60,002.86 62,502.98

16 50,589.91 51,921.23 53,252.54 55,915.17 58,577.79 61,240.42 63,903.04 66,565.68

17 53,878.25 55,296.11 56,713.95 59,549.65 62,385.35 65,221.05 68,056.75 70,892.45

18 57,380.34 58,890.35 60,400.36 63,420.38 66,440.40 69,460.42 72,480.43 75,500.45

19 61,110.06 62,718.23 64,326.39 67,542.70 70,759.03 73,975.34 77,191.67 80,407.98

20 65,082.22 66,794.91 68,507.60 71,932.99 75,358.39 78,783.74 82,209.12 85,634.50

21 69,312.57 71,136.58 72,960.59 76,608.63 80,256.65 83,904.69 87,552.71 91,200.75

22 73,817.88 75,760.46 77,703.03 81,588.18 85,473.33 89,358.49 93,243.64 97,128.79

23 78,616.04 80,684.88 82,753.73 86,891.41 91,029.10 95,166.79 99,304.47 103,442.17

24 83,726.09 85,929.40 88,132.72 92,539.36 96,946.00 101,352.63 105,759.27 110,165.90

25 89,168.29 91,514.82 93,861.35 98,554.42 103,247.49 107,940.55 112,633.62 117,326.69

Step
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2015

Grade 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1 20,064.11 20,592.12 21,120.12 22,176.13 23,232.13 24,288.14 25,344.14 26,400.15

2 21,368.28 21,930.60 22,492.93 23,617.57 24,742.22 25,866.87 26,991.51 28,116.16

3 22,757.22 23,356.10 23,954.97 25,152.72 26,350.46 27,548.22 28,745.96 29,943.72

4 24,236.44 24,874.24 25,512.04 26,787.64 28,063.24 29,338.85 30,614.45 31,890.05

5 25,811.81 26,491.06 27,170.33 28,528.84 29,887.36 31,245.88 32,604.39 33,962.91

6 27,489.58 28,212.98 28,936.39 30,383.21 31,830.04 33,276.85 34,723.67 36,170.50

7 29,276.39 30,046.82 30,817.27 32,358.13 33,898.99 35,439.85 36,980.72 38,521.58

8 31,179.36 31,999.88 32,820.38 34,461.40 36,102.42 37,743.44 39,384.46 41,025.47

9 33,206.02 34,079.87 34,953.70 36,701.39 38,449.07 40,196.76 41,944.45 43,692.13

10 35,364.42 36,295.05 37,225.70 39,086.98 40,948.27 42,809.55 44,670.84 46,532.12

11 37,663.10 38,654.23 39,645.37 41,627.64 43,609.90 45,592.17 47,574.79 49,556.71

12 40,111.21 41,166.31 42,222.32 44,333.43 46,444.55 48,555.66 50,666.78 52,777.90

13 42,718.43 43,842.60 44,966.76 47,215.11 49,463.45 51,711.78 53,960.12 56,208.46

14 45,495.13 46,692.37 47,889.61 50,284.09 52,678.56 55,073.05 57,467.53 59,862.01

15 48,452.31 49,727.38 51,002.43 53,552.56 56,102.67 58,652.80 61,202.92 63,753.04

16 51,601.71 52,959.65 54,317.59 57,033.47 59,749.35 62,465.23 65,181.10 67,896.99

17 54,955.82 56,402.03 57,848.23 60,740.64 63,633.05 66,525.47 69,417.88 72,310.30

18 58,527.95 60,068.16 61,608.37 64,688.78 67,769.21 70,849.63 73,930.04 77,010.46

19 62,332.26 63,972.59 65,612.92 68,893.56 72,174.21 75,454.85 78,735.50 82,016.14

20 66,383.86 68,130.80 69,877.75 73,371.65 76,865.56 80,359.42 83,853.31 87,347.19

21 70,698.82 72,559.31 74,419.81 78,140.80 81,861.79 85,582.78 89,303.77 93,024.76

22 75,294.24 77,275.67 79,257.09 83,219.95 87,182.80 91,145.66 95,108.52 99,071.37

23 80,188.36 82,298.58 84,408.81 88,629.24 92,849.69 97,070.13 101,290.56 105,511.01

24 85,400.61 87,647.99 89,895.37 94,390.15 98,884.92 103,379.68 107,874.46 112,369.22

25 90,951.65 93,345.11 95,738.58 100,525.51 105,312.44 110,099.37 114,886.29 119,673.22

Step

201570



RESOLUTION NO.  14 – 12 - XXX 
 

Council _______, supported by Council Member _______, introduced the following resolution 

and moved its adoption: 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council of East Grand Forks supports the incorporation of a citywide 

Compensation Plan to create a long-term sustainable, long-term compensation solution that 

complies with Minnesota State Statutes regarding pay equity; 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the 2014 – 2015 Law Enforcement Labor Services Agreement, the 

Police Department Employees shall receive a 2% cost of living increase for 2015. 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the 2014 – 2015 International Association of Fire Fighters Agreement, 

the Fire Department Employees shall receive a 2% cost of living increase for 2015. 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the 2014 – 2015 AFSCME Agreement, the Department Heads shall 

receive a 2% cost of living increase for 2015; 

 

WHEREAS, the employee placement on the wage scale for 2015 as presented is contingent upon 

favorable performance evaluation for employees 

 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST GRAND FORKS, that 

the City implements the Compensation Plan attached herein for non-union employees. 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council authorizes the City Administrator to 

implement the Compensation Plan attached herein; 

 

Any provisions not amended in this resolution shall be addressed through the City of East Grand 

Forks Personnel Policy Manual under the sections including, but not limited to, POSITION 

CLASSIFICATION PLAN, RECLASSIFICATION, and COMPENSATION.  
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City of East Grand Forks Compensation Plan 

  Step 

Grade 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

1 20,064.11 20,592.12 21,120.12 22,176.13 23,232.13 24,288.14 25,344.14 26,400.15 

2 21,368.28 21,930.60 22,492.93 23,617.57 24,742.22 25,866.87 26,991.51 28,116.16 

3 22,757.22 23,356.10 23,954.97 25,152.72 26,350.46 27,548.22 28,745.96 29,943.72 

4 24,236.44 24,874.24 25,512.04 26,787.64 28,063.24 29,338.85 30,614.45 31,890.05 

5 25,811.81 26,491.06 27,170.33 28,528.84 29,887.36 31,245.88 32,604.39 33,962.91 

6 27,489.58 28,212.98 28,936.39 30,383.21 31,830.04 33,276.85 34,723.67 36,170.50 

7 29,276.39 30,046.82 30,817.27 32,358.13 33,898.99 35,439.85 36,980.72 38,521.58 

8 31,179.36 31,999.88 32,820.38 34,461.40 36,102.42 37,743.44 39,384.46 41,025.47 

9 33,206.02 34,079.87 34,953.70 36,701.39 38,449.07 40,196.76 41,944.45 43,692.13 

10 35,364.42 36,295.05 37,225.70 39,086.98 40,948.27 42,809.55 44,670.84 46,532.12 

11 37,663.10 38,654.23 39,645.37 41,627.64 43,609.90 45,592.17 47,574.79 49,556.71 

12 40,111.21 41,166.31 42,222.32 44,333.43 46,444.55 48,555.66 50,666.78 52,777.90 

13 42,718.43 43,842.60 44,966.76 47,215.11 49,463.45 51,711.78 53,960.12 56,208.46 

14 45,495.13 46,692.37 47,889.61 50,284.09 52,678.56 55,073.05 57,467.53 59,862.01 

15 48,452.31 49,727.38 51,002.43 53,552.56 56,102.67 58,652.80 61,202.92 63,753.04 

16 51,601.71 52,959.65 54,317.59 57,033.47 59,749.35 62,465.23 65,181.10 67,896.99 

17 54,955.82 56,402.03 57,848.23 60,740.64 63,633.05 66,525.47 69,417.88 72,310.30 

18 58,527.95 60,068.16 61,608.37 64,688.78 67,769.21 70,849.63 73,930.04 77,010.46 

19 62,332.26 63,972.59 65,612.92 68,893.56 72,174.21 75,454.85 78,735.50 82,016.14 

20 66,383.86 68,130.80 69,877.75 73,371.65 76,865.56 80,359.42 83,853.31 87,347.19 

21 70,698.82 72,559.31 74,419.81 78,140.80 81,861.79 85,582.78 89,303.77 93,024.76 

22 75,294.24 77,275.67 79,257.09 83,219.95 87,182.80 91,145.66 95,108.52 99,071.37 

23 80,188.36 82,298.58 84,408.81 88,629.24 92,849.69 97,070.13 101,290.56 105,511.01 

24 85,400.61 87,647.99 89,895.37 94,390.15 98,884.92 103,379.68 107,874.46 112,369.22 

25 90,951.65 93,345.11 95,738.58 100,525.51 105,312.44 110,099.37 114,886.29 119,673.22 
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Voting Aye:  

Voting Nay:  

  

The President declared the resolution passed. Passed: December 16, 2014 

 

Attest: 

 

 

______________________________ _________________________________ 

City Administrator  President of Council 

 

 

I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 16
th

 of December, 2014. 

 

 

  ________________________________ 

  Mayor 
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