SPECIAL JOINT CITY COUNCIL MEETING
CITY OF RUSHFORD & CITY OF RUSHFORD VILLAGE

APRIL 13, 2010
City of Rushford Members Present:  Mayor Hallum, Council members Dahl, Honsey, Bunke, Roberton
City of Rushford Staff:  Administrator Windy Block, City Clerk/Treas. Kathy Zacher, Attorney Scott Springer, Engineer John Stewart of BDM Engineering

City of Rushford Village (CRV) Members Present:  Mayor Johnson, Council members Overland, Schwanke, Ekern; Absent:  Atkinson
City of Rushford Village (CRV) Staff:  Clerk Joyce Iverson, Attorney Tom Manion, Engineer Jim Kochie of Davy Engineering

Following the Pledge of Allegiance, CRV Mayor Johnson called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. by welcoming elected officials, staff and visitors noting the purpose of the meeting was to discuss issues of mutual concern and asked that everyone honor and respect the opinions and ideas expressed.  It was the consensus of all to follow the agenda as presented.

First item of business was to discuss the CRV request to purchase water from the City.  Jeff Dale of MN Rural Water and Paul Halverson of MN Dept. of Health had discussed with CRV their radium issue and recommended they consider purchasing treated water from the City.  CRV has explored various options to meet the DOH rules, not finding an acceptable and cost effective method to date.  Schwanke and Ekern had met with Administrator Block to discuss the purchase of water and explore various cost methods.  Schwanke noted that CRV would like a “wholesale” rate for water purchased as the City of Rushford has already paid for the infrastructure.  John Stewart of BDM Engineering presented a breakdown of a “bulk water rate” where CRV is considered the same as a large metered user for the City and a “wholesale water rate” where CRV pays a proportional share of operation and maintenance costs and pays for the use of a portion of the City’s core facilities.  It was noted the City’s water treatment plant is new and was financed through a PFA loan.  Discussion was held on the gallons of water CRV is requesting, either for all of their use or for blending with their existing water supply; size of meter needed; size of piping needed to meet required flow; fire protection needs and so forth.  CRV costs will include infrastructure to connect to the City water supply and whatever distance they determine they need to pipe that water.  Stewart noted that the City system will be able to supply the required water to CRV, the extra minutes of pumping that water will not be detrimental to the City’s system and it will help improve the quality of water at the City’s southerly dead-end lines.  Mayor Johnson noted if this plan is to work, it needs to be a win/win situation for both Cities and that it was never the intent of CRV to have the City pay for CRV costs.  It was the consensus of the councils that the two engineering firms will now share and compare information on rates and discuss the feasibility and logistics of an interconnection.
Second item of discussion was the request of Sam Stensgard to detach from CRV and annex to the City in order to receive sewer and water utilities.  Stensgard’s septic system is failing and he cannot meet the new regulations on his current land space. Stensgard’s property is contiguous to the City of Rushford boundary line.  It was noted the City is prepared to provide utilities to Stensgard as they are also providing to two other underserved residents within the City who have land adjacent to Stensgard.  Discussion was held regarding the driveway serving Stensgard and two other homes located to the north and northeast of his property.  Driveway ownership and access rights are detailed in all the property owner’s abstracts and would not be affected by any detachment.  The driveway itself is located partially in the City and partially in the CRV.  CRV does not chose to stand in the way of the Stensgard request but requests compensation for the lost tax revenues; specifically seven years at $447.43.  CRV also asked about “swapping” another property that may want to detach from the City and annex to the CRV.  Administrator Block noted that Stengard’s have a hardship reason for their request; any other request would need to be reviewed as to the reason.  CRV noted that although Stensgard had attended several meetings discussing this issue, they would still require a written request from him.  Attorney Manion will start the necessary resolutions for concurrent detachment and annexation and provide same to Attorney Springer for review.  It was agreed that both cities would then take the necessary action via resolution for the concurrent detachment and annexation.
Third item for discussion was clarification on the Konetchy Road.  The City of Rushford provided maps and legal documents indicating the majority of the old village road had been vacated when the Rush Creek Business Park was platted; the northerly portion was vacated prior to the sale of land to Northern Natural Gas and the southerly portion was vacated just last year to clear up descriptions around the water tower.  Several years ago the public works departments of both cities had changed the access to the Konetchy driveway to be to the south, off of Enterprise Drive rather than from the top of the Kjos driveway.  The sharp turn and steep access of the original drive was difficult for the school bus to handle.  This new drive also provides access to the NNGas property. Recent survey work has revealed a two rod wide area (33’) is designated as a roadway providing access westerly to the Konetchy property.  It is unclear if a CRV street was ever platted in that area. 
Fourth item of discussion was the existing agreement between the City and CRV for use of the wastewater treatment plant for South Rushford.  A joint committee had been working on reviewing the agreement, which expires in 2014, to clarify language and what is required of both CRV and the City.  Regarding the WWTP itself, John Stewart noted the City has completed a facility study and has plans in place to come into compliance with state requirements.  The State is reviewing the plans and the City is on the PFA financing list.  An agreement will need to be reached between the City and CRV on the cost sharing for the plant improvements.    Discussion was held on sharing information between the two city’s engineering firms and the need to continue the committee discussions on the existing agreement.
Discussion was held on setting a date for another joint meeting, with the consensus being to wait for the engineers to discuss and review both the water and sewer issues.

Motion by Dahl seconded by Honsey that the meeting be adjourned.  Motion by Schwanke seconded by Overland that the meeting be adjourned.  Motion carried unanimously by both Cities.
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