
       

AGENDA 

CITY COUNCIL  

WORK SESSION 

CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS 

JULY 12, 2011 

5:00 PM 
 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

CALL OF ROLL  

 

DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM 

 

1. Transportation Enhancement (TE) Sidewalk Project – Brad Bail 

 

2. 13
th

 St. SE & Greenway Blvd – Brad Bail 

 

3. 2
nd

 St. NW & 3
rd

 St. NW Street Repair – Brad Bail/John Wachter 

 

4. Cul-de-Sacs – Club Acres Addition – Brad Bail 

 

5. 14
th

 Ave. SE – Paving – Brad Bail 

 

6. 2010 Comprehensive Annual and Financial Report (CAFR) & W&L CAFR– Joe Martin 

 

ADJOURN 

 

Upcoming Meetings 

 

Regular Meeting – July 19, 2011 – 5:00 PM – Council Chambers 

 

Work Session – July 26, 2011 – 5:00 PM – Training Room 

 

Regular Meeting – August 2, 2011 – 5:00 PM – Council Chambers 
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AGENDA ITEM #_______ 

 
 

- 1 - 

Request for Council Action 
Date: 6-21-11 

To: East Grand Forks City Council, Mayor Lynn Stauss, Council President Craig Buckalew, 

Council Vice President Wayne Gregoire, Council Members: Marc Demers, Greg Leigh, 

Mike Pokrzywinski, Henry Tweten, and Ron Vonasek.   

Cc: File 

From: John Wachter/Greg Boppre 

RE: 2011 Street Repair – 2nd St. NW and 3rd St. NW 

 As part of the ongoing street repair projects Greg Boppre, City Engineer and myself  

looked at repairs to 2
nd

 Street NW (refer to drawing) between the levee and 3
rd

 Street NW. 

 

We discussed two potential options: 

 

Option #1 Total Replacement.   

This is a total replacement of the curb and gutter along with concrete panels.  The engineering 

estimate is $209,000 (see attached).  If this option is approved it will placed out to bid and 

brought back to council. 

 

Option #2 Asphalt Overlay.  

Replacement of curb and gutter with a 2” asphalt overlay.  This option will prolong the life of 

the street by approximately seven years but in no way eliminates a total panel replacement in the 

near future.  The cost of this will be a little more than the estimated $50,000 as w e will do some 

other curb repair in the area.  If the council approves this option the approval should be for 

$60,000.  Once approved this work would be scheduled to begin as soon as possible. 

 

 

Recommendation:  Council approve option  #2 for 60,000 dollars. 
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MEMORANDUM 

To: Scott 

From: Ron Galstad 

Re: Hartsville Road Paving 

Date: June 29, 2011

 

ISSUES 

I. Whether the City of East Grand Forks can expend municipal funds on the paving 

and maintenance of a roadway where half of said road is outside of the corporate 

city limits. 

II. Whether only the other half of the roadway may be annexed into city limits rather 

than a larger area of property. 

BRIEF ANSWERS 

I. A city with a population less than 10,000 people may expend reasonable sums of 

money for the improvement and maintenance of roads leading into the city even 

though the road is not within the corporate limits. 

II. There does not appear to be any requirement of an area to be annexed in 

Minnesota Statutes, and as such the area comprising the other half of the roadway 

may be annexed by the city. 

Page 25



 2 

DISCUSSION 

I. The City of East Grand Forks can expend municipal funds on the paving and 

maintenance of a roadway where half of said road is outside of the corporate 

city limits 

 

 Minnesota Statutes section 441.26 provides that  

The council of any statutory city or of any city of the fourth class 

may appropriate and expend such reasonable sums as it may deem 

proper to assist in the improvement and maintenance of roads lying 

beyond its boundaries and leading into it and to improve and 

maintain bridges and ferries thereon whether they are within or 

without the county in which it is situated. 

 

A fourth class city is any city that has a population of less than 10,000.  Minn. Stat. 

§ 410.01 (2010).  As East Grand Forks has less than 10,000 residents, it would be 

considered a city of the fourth class.  Id.  Since East Grand Forks is a city of the 

fourth class, if the council so chooses, it can expend reasonable sums on roads 

leading into the city despite that road lying beyond the corporate city limits.  The 

Charter to the City of East Grand Forks, section 10.08 provides that  

[a]ll general laws and statutes of the state . . . applicable to cities of 

the same class as the City of East Grand Forks . . . shall apply to the 

city of East Grand Forks and shall be construed as supplementary to 

the provision of the charter of the city. 

 

Therefore, the expending of City funds on roads outside of the corporate city 

boundaries are authorized by both State statutory law, and the charter of the city.  

 

II. The other half of the roadway may be annexed into city limits rather 

than a larger area of property. 

 

 The annexation of areas into a municipality is governed by Minnesota 

Statutes chapter 414.  The process basically involves a hearing before an ALJ 

whereby certain factors are weighted by the ALJ in determining whether an 

Page 26



 3 

annexation is proper.  Minn. Stat. §§ 414.01, Subd. 1, 414.031, Subd. 4.   One of the 

many factors that the ALJ can take account of transportation issues, including 

proposed highway development.  Id. § 414.031, Subd. 4(a)(6).  With regard to 

roads and annexation, Minnesota Statutes section 414.038 provides that 

“[w]henever a municipality annexes the property on both sides of a township road, 

that portion of road abutting the annexed property ceases to be a town road and 

becomes the obligation of the annexing municipality.”   There is no requirement that 

the municipality annex any certain amount of property on the sides of the road for 

it to become a city road. 

 There are some things to note with a proposed annexation.  First, an ALJ can 

adopt joint agreements of political subdivisions, such as the City and a township, 

into its order of annexation.  Minn. Stat. § 414.038.  With regard to any obligations 

following annexation, the City would be required to reimburse the township for any 

loss that the township experiences in losing the ability to levy taxes and special 

assessments on that property.  Id. § 414.036.  Such reimbursement can be waived 

by agreement of the township and City.  Id.  There are various notice and filing 

requirements, including the filing with the ALJ of maps of the city and of plat of 

any subdivision to be included in an annexation.  Id. § 414.012. 

Conclusion 

 The City of East Grand Forks, due to its population, is authorized under 

state law to expend funds on road projects outside of the city limits so long as the 

road is an access point to the city.  If the city so desired, it could proceed with an 

annexation of the other half of the roadway in question, but should be prepared to 
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comply with the notice and hearing requirements of Minnesota Statutes chapter 

414. 
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