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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
MARTIN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

TUESDAY, DECEMBER 20, 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 Kathy Smith, Richard Koons, 
Elliot Belgard, and Steve Flohrs.  Commissioner Forshee was absent.  Also present were Scott 
Higgins, Martin County Coordinator, Taylor McGowan, County Attorney, Leigha Johnson, 
Human Resources Director, Michael Forstner, 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 December 20, 2022 
regular Board of Commissioners meeting with the following: Delete 6.1 Consider Assignment of 
Trimont Towne Center Subsidy Agreement; and Add 9.13 Consider Appointment of 
Commissioner Smith to serve on the AMC Futures Committee, and 9.14 Approve and ratify 
Commission Agreement with Brodin Studios for Life-Size Veterans Memorial Sculpture.  
Motion carries. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve the minutes from the December 8, 
2022 regular Board of Commissioners meeting.  Motion carries. 
 
Jennifer Trushenski, Martin County Library Director, was present and introduced Claire 
McGinty, Assistant Library Director for the Martin County Library System.  Trushenski noted 
McGinty began her duties in October, 2022. 
 
The Board welcomed McGinty to her new position. 
 
Taylor McGowan, County Attorney, was present to update the Board regarding the 
Auditor/Treasurer position.  McGowan noted over the past couple of months we’ve had a unique 
situation where our previous Auditor/Treasurer, who resigned her position, was unopposed on 
the ballot and was actually elected.  McGowan went on to note as long as Jessica Korte (former 
Auditor/Treasurer) does not accept the Certificate of Election, the position is considered to be 
vacant.  We have received notification from Korte in writing that she is not going to accept the 
Certificate of Election and had no intention of assuming the office.  So, come January 3rd  (2023) 
when Korte would normally take over, we will consider the office vacant and the Board can 
make an appointment. 
 
Commissioners noted they had received an email with Korte’s resignation and her intent to not 
take the position.   
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Scott Anderson, attorney with Rupp, Anderson, Squires, Waldspurger & Mace PA representing 
the Board, was present via videoconferencing and noted we spoke briefly about the County’s 
need for a Public Hearing for the Lorentz Gravel Pit CUP when I was down there to report on the 
findings of the EAW.  Anderson noted the County Planning Commission had a hearing on the 
Lorentz permit back in December as I recall.  The law only requires one hearing so you are not 
required by law to hold another hearing.  You could choose to.  It’s totally within your discretion 
if you think it is necessary.  You are not required to send this back to the Planning Commission.  
Any proceedings you conduct whether it’s a hearing or a meeting can be conducted by you and 
your body because once again the Planning Commission has heard this once.   It’s been referred 
to them as required by law and by statute that they hear it first and they don’t have to hear it 
again.  The law imposes no obligations on you one way or another.  This is totally up to your 
discretion to decide.  And, legally, I don’t have anything else to say other than to answer any 
questions. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired if Anderson makes a recommendation to the Board or not. 
 
Anderson noted it wouldn’t be a legal recommendation...I guess what I would say is you 
gathered information...all of the information regarding any of the environmental effects that were 
raised as something that should be considered has been produced. It’s been studied through the 
EAW process.  Comments were made and response to those comments were made.  So, that 
entire EAW process was information gathering.  So, the question would be whether you feel you 
need to gather anymore information.  I know you had an informational hearing or meeting on the 
EAW where members of the public were allowed to speak.  All I can say is if for some reason if 
you think you need to gather any further information then you could do that through the hearing 
process.   Meaning, the Planning Commission recommended findings.  Their recommendation 
was to approve this and that would come to you again in that form.  Staff would be preparing a 
report with my help where there would be proposed conditions based on the recommendation of 
the Planning Commission to approve this.  Those conditions...what we would be doing is taking 
everything we gathered through the EAW process and processing that into proposed conditions 
many of which weren’t dealt with by the Planning Commission but should be dealt with in the 
final permitting decision whether it is to grant the permit or deny the permit.  Either way. 
 
Scott Higgins, Martin County Coordinator, was present and noted the reason we bring this up is 
due to time restraints for public hearing notification.  
 
Anderson noted the 60 day rule allows for one extension although I’ve never seen a case where a 
timeline has been stopped by some other governmental process that has to take place.  And then, 
there’s been an extension.  So, certainly you could do that if you needed to. 
 
Commissioner Smith noted when do we, the Commissioners, put in some additional 
recommendations?  Is that done at a hearing or is that just a regular Board meeting that we can 
make additional recommendations to the CUP? 
 
Anderson noted you can do that at a Board meeting.  It does not have to be a hearing.  And that’s 
a good point.  You are not limited in what you do and how you consider whether to grant the 
permit or not, what conditions to put on there or not, if you grant it.  You’re not limited by 
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whether you have a hearing or a meeting.  If you think back most of these land use matters come 
to you.  For Conditional Use Permits, the hearing has already been held and you may change 
conditions or you may go against what the Planning Commission recommended; but, you’re not 
doing that at a hearing you’re doing it at a meeting. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted so today we just decide do we need to have a hearing or not.  That’s all 
we’re deciding, right? 
 
Higgins noted that’s what you’re being asked to consider. 
 
Commissioner Flohrs noted we’ve been discussing this and having public meetings and we’ve 
gathered a vast amount of information and it has all been looked at by several experts in the 
field.  I don’t feel that any more information can be brought before us.  I do not feel that we need 
this public meeting and I make that a Motion. 
 
Discussion ensued including review of the original W. Lorentz & Sons Inc. Aggregate Mine 
Conditional Use Permit conditions as proposed by the Planning Commission and new conditions 
as proposed by legal counsel; and that the Board has the discretion to change the conditions or 
add conditions at the County Board meeting; and that Commissioners will be able to view any 
conditions prior to consideration of the CUP. 
 
Higgins noted as I understand for the process here you’ll have a list of conditions prior to the 
CUP consideration that they would discuss in general terms only. 
 
Pam Flitter, Planning and Zoning Director, noted the Board has the discretion to change those 
conditions at the County Board meeting.  You can add more...they’re recommended conditions. 
 
Anderson noted given where we are in the process as long as it isn’t something joint where 
Board members...three of you...are together proposing certain conditions.  Or, if Board members 
want to ask Pam (Flitter) to tell them what’s been recommended by others you’re okay and the 
reason I mention those two things is I don’t want there to be any claim that there is some 
violation of the open meeting law.  All of your business is to be conducted at an open meeting 
and I just want to assure you that you will have those conditions ahead of time and then you will 
be able to make changes right in the meeting for anything you want. 
 
Commissioner Flohrs inquired if anybody had anything they wanted to add right now.   
 
Chairman Belgard noted I already have a Motion and a second on whether we need to hold that 
hearing. 
 
With no further discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Smith, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, based on the information from  the EAW for the 
proposed  Lorentz  and Sons Inc Aggregate Mine and the Board’s determination not to proceed 
with an EIS,  hereby determine there is no need for an additional public hearing to consider a 
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Conditional Use Permit on the proposed W. Lorentz & Sons Inc. Aggregate Mine; and that 
original CUP  conditions as recommended by the Planning Commission will be reviewed along 
with any further conditions as determined in the final consideration of the CUP. 
 
Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Koons, Smith, Flohrs, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Commissioner Forshee was absent.  Motion carries. 
 
Anderson noted on the next point some of the things that I was considering based on the EAW 
there were recommendations that were made by the federal government regarding eagle nesting, 
there were recommendations that were made regarding the turtles, so those are the two main for 
animals.  There are recommendations regarding dewatering and limits on that.  In addition, 
there’s hours of operation and things of that nature which I think were dealt with as potential 
conditions by the Planning Commission to begin with.  So, Pam (Flitter) and I are going to work 
through all of those and come up with language that we think is appropriate assuming that there 
may be some changes that are made right on the spot in the meeting. 
 
Commissioners briefly discussed potential conditions including leasing of the land to someone 
else; archeological reconnaissance; traffic and routes.   
 
Anderson noted I would prefer it is just what it takes for Pam (Flitter) and I go get this done.  We 
want to do it right. 
 
Michael Forstner, Auditor/Treasurer, was present and noted a tobacco license application has 
been received for consideration and approval from Casey’s Retail Company General Store in 
Welcome, MN.  Forstner noted that all required documentation and fees have been received and 
recommends approval. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, 
 
R-#67/’22 

RESOLUTION 
 

ISSUANCE OF TOBACCO LICENSES FOR 2023 
 

WHEREAS, the County of Martin, MN (County) has established a Tobacco Ordinance 
(Ordinance) relating to the sale, possession, and use of tobacco in Martin County and to reduce 
the illegal sale, possession, and use of such items to and by minors, along with compliance with 
Minnesota Statutes and Rules; and 
 
WHEREAS, applications for a tobacco license to sell tobacco shall be made through the County 
and its required forms as established by the Ordinance; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Martin County Board of Commissioners (Board) may either approve or deny 
the license, or delay it for such reasonable period of time as necessary to complete any 
investigation of the application or the applicant it deems necessary.  If the Board approves the 
application, the County Coordinator shall issue the license.  If the application is denied, notice of 
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the denial shall be given to the applicant along with notice of the applicants right to appeal the 
Board’s decision; and, 
 
WHEREAS, all licenses shall be valid under the Ordinance for one calendar year from the date 
of issuance; and, 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Martin County Board of Commissioners, 
hereby approve and authorize tobacco license for the following Retail Establishment, effective 
January 1, 2023 through December 31, 2023: 

 
• Casey’s Retail Company General Store #3005 located at 112 2nd Street in Welcome, MN 

56181 
 
Upon this motion made by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, was duly 
made and passed this 20th day of December, 2022. 
 
       BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
       MARTIN COUNTY, MN 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 
 
ATTEST:______________________________ 
    Scott Higgins, County Coordinator 

 
Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Smith, Flohrs, Koons, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Commissioner Forshee was absent.  Resolution duly passed and adopted this 20th day of 
December, 2022. 
 
Higgins noted he has been informed that the Martin County Extension Committee recommends 
the appointment of Celeste Olson (representing Commissioner District #5) and Steve Pomerenke 
(representing Commissioner District #1) to serve a three-year term beginning January 1, 2023; 
and that Steve Fosness’s term serving on the EDA Commission will expire December 31, 2022 
and that Fosness is eligible and willing to serve an additional term beginning January 1, 2023.  
Higgins also noted that a commissioner appointment to the EDA Commission is needed. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve the (re)appointments of the following 
Martin County citizens to the following Citizen Advisory Boards/Commissions:  the 
appointment of Celeste Olson and Steve Pomerenke to each serve a three-year term on the 
Martin County Extension Committee, effective January 1, 2023 through December 31, 2025; and 
the reappointment of Steve Fosness to serve an additional three-year term on the Martin County 
EDA Commission, effective January 1, 2023 through December 31, 2025.  Motion carries. 
 
Scott Reimer, CEO/GM Federated Rural Electric Association, was present to request funding 
from the County for the Broadband Project in Ceylon, MN in the amount of $28,500.  Reimer 
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noted the funding will be used to help offset the costs associated with fiber to business locations 
in the City of Ceylon and for about 7 miles going north out of Ceylon to farms along the fiber 
route.  Reimer went on to note the City of Ceylon was awarded a CDBG grant for the installation 
of fiber in the City of Ceylon.  However, it did not include farms along the way. 
 
Commissioner Smith inquired where this money is coming from. 
 
Higgins noted the Martin County EDA referred this request back to the County Board to expend 
from the fund balance as a result of ARPA Funds.  The Board could also  allow the  expenditure 
from the  Martin County EDA fund. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted the ARPA Committee has included dollars for Broadband projects that 
will take care of people that are left out (of other Broadband projects).  This was a 
recommendation from the Martin County EDA and where that funding comes from is up to the 
County Board.  Mr. Reimer isn’t saying this has to happen in the next week or two weeks; just if 
we (the County Board) were going to show support for it. 
 
Reimer noted we’re basically shut down for the winter anyway so we’ll resume construction in 
the spring. 
 
Commissioner Smith noted through the ARPA funds we’ve been talking about having a grant 
program for this sort of thing and I don’t think that’s been completed yet.  So, that’s where I 
think that money could come from because we’ve got $1.5 million set aside for Broadband and 
this grant program that we’re anticipating subject to full Board approval.  I would rather wait on 
this. 
 
Commissioner Koons noted I think we’re all in favor of supporting this.  I think the funds are 
something we can look at in the next month or two.  But, I think we should commit to helping.  
It’s what we’ve said we’re going to do through the Broadband Committee through this Board. 
 
After discussion, 
 
No action taken on Consider Request from Federated Rural Electric Association for Local 
Broadband Project in Ceylon Area. 
 
Kevin Peyman, County Engineer, was present to recommend the purchase of a 2023 Etnyre Chip 
Spreader from Swanston Equipment of Fargo, ND at the State Contract Price of $405,090.00.  
Peyman noted the current state contract price is good until December 30, 2022.  If we order by 
December 30, 2022, they are telling us we should have the unit for our 2023 sealcoating 
operation.  Peyman went on to note Unit #56, our existing chip spreader, is a 1997 Rosco 
Flaherty Model.  Since the timing of the new unit isn’t exactly known, Peyman recommends not 
to trade our existing unit in on the purchase and that Peyman will recommend approval to sell 
Unit #56 at a later time once the replacement unit is here and operational. 
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Discussion ensued pertaining to the fact that the chip spreader is a shared unit with Faribault 
County; which county pays for maintenance on the chip spreader; why Martin County is 
purchasing the chip spreader; and recouping of rental rate costs over the life of the equipment.  
After discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, upon the recommendation of the County Engineer, 
hereby approve and authorize the purchase of a budgeted 2023 Etnyre Chip Spreader from 
Swanston Equipment in Fargo, North Dakota, in the amount of $405,090.00 (State Contract 
Price).  Motion carries. 
 
Peyman presented a brief Highway Department Update including crews are ready to handle the 
forecasted weather events and noted during 40 mph winds and blowing snow there are times that 
the plows have to come in too.   
 
Corey Klanderud, Chief Deputy Martin County Sheriff’s Office, was present to review the 2023 
Inmate Nursing Services Contract for consideration.  Klanderud noted the renewal contract is at 
$44.00 per hour ($40.50 in 2022) for regular nursing services with time rounded up to the nearest 
¼ hour with a maximum of one hour charge and on-call services and emergency call back fees 
remain at $100/month.   
 
After discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Smith, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize the Board Chair to sign 
the Nursing Services Contract between Joy Poush, RN, BSN and the Martin County Sheriff’s 
Office (Martin County) to provide regular and on-call services at an hourly rate of $44.00 per 
hour and on-call services of $100.00 per month, effective January 1, 2023 through December 31, 
2023.  Motion carries. 
 
Klanderud next presented and reviewed proposed revisions to the current Sheriff’s Office Fee 
Schedule.  Klanderud recommends the revised Sheriff’s Office Fee Schedule effective January 1, 
2023. 
 
Discussion ensued pertaining to Transport fee per hour with 2 hour minimum plus mileage; and 
Sheriff’s Office fee schedules in neighboring counties. 
 
After further review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve listed revisions to the Martin County 
Sheriff’s Office Fee Schedule effective January 1, 2023. 
 
Impound $10/Day Notify Following Day 
Photographs 
  Digital/Printed Sheets 
  Digital/Disc (burned on CD) 

 
$1.00/Page 
$25.00 
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Storage Media 
  Audio – CD 
  Video – DVD 
    Body/Squad Cam 

 
$25.00 
$25.00 
$25.00 

Transports $50.00/hr – 2 hr minimum + Mileage 
Deputy Time 
  Eviction Standby/Writ 

 
$65.00/hr – 2 hr minimum 

Paper Service (includes 3 attempts, prepayment not 
required) 

$65.00 

Writ of Executions 
  Collecting on Writ of Executions (Deposit/Service) 
 
  Executions Returned/Not Satisfied 

 
$65.00 + 6% commission on money 
collected 
$65.00 
 

 
Motion carries. 
 
Klanderud noted the Martin County Sheriff’s Office recommends establishing a Martin County 
K9 Program and has been considering this program for some time.  When we brought on Deputy 
Tietje he was a handler for the City of Fairmont and he had a dog at that time and we considered 
that possibility but we really weren’t interested in an apprehension dog due to liability reasons 
for the County.  But, we are seeing a need for a narcotics dog or a single purpose dog.  Our drug 
rates are not changing and seems like they are only getting worse over the years.  Klanderud 
noted he met with a canine handler with the State Patrol just yesterday to get an update and he’s 
been seeing about 50 incidents a month where he is deploying his canine for different things and 
so I was going through his statistics and he’s been helping with our schools in the County as well 
because as you know we haven’t had a dog in the County ever since I’ve been around.  But, 
we’ve always been able to call others for assistance.  When Fairmont had one they’d always 
come to help us.  Right now, we’ve been utilizing the State Patrol, or Jackson County, or 
Faribault County.  But, they’re not always available either and so what we’d like to do is initiate 
our own program so that we can address and have another tool towards our challenges with the 
drugs in our community and it’s not just from an arresting point of view it’s also part of a 
prevention.  Klanderud also noted he has talked to a couple of the (school) superintendents but 
right now I think they’re getting about one time a year where we can borrow a dog and get them 
into our schools but they always are asking for more too and so that’s just a couple of things that 
are positives that we can do in creating our relationships in that regard.   
 
Klanderud noted we’re looking at some fairly significant start up costs.  We have come under 
budget so far as I understand in our 2022 budget process and I think that we can utilize that 
surplus that we have to take care of the start up costs this year and the Sheriff has directed me to 
find ways to reallocate some of the things that we budgeted for in 2023 to cover the ongoing 
costs for our first year so that next budget cycle we can plan ahead for the ongoing costs and 
we’ll have a better idea as the year progresses on what those exact numbers are.  Some of this is 
an estimation.  Klanderud went to note to keep up the canine certification requires about 16 
hours of training a month to maintain the dog’s certification level and the nice part is that can be 
done on duty; some can be done off duty.  It depends on if they can just do it themselves.  
Sometimes within the regional groups the different canine handlers will get together and do some 
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stuff together because then they can work with others that are doing it too.  And so, some of it 
might come on days that the canine handler is not scheduled.  But, our goal is to try and manage 
that as best as possible to keep those costs under control.  Klanderud reviewed ongoing costs 
including: 
 

Ongoing Costs  
Dog Care: Costs for dog food, grooming, Veterinary checkups and boarding. $3,000 
Overtime: Call out periods where the officer would receive 2 hours of OT 
per call out. 

 
$5,000 

Training: The handler and K9 must complete 16 hours of training per month 
to keep a valid certification.  This would accumulate to 192 hours per year.  
Most of the hours would be on duty training with some overtime added.  The 
handler and K9 must also complete a recertification every year. 

 
 
 

$4,600 
Deputy Contract Pay: Union contract position agreement which will need to 
be added to the current union contract (1/2 hour of overtime for each off duty 
day to cover dog care, along with increased uniform allowance). 

 
 

$4,000 
Total $16,600 

Start Up Costs  
Patrol Vehicle:  

• Vehicle Insert 
• Hot & Pop System 
• Window Guard Fan 
• Rubber Mat 

 
 
 
 

$9,500 
Home: 

• Home Kennel/Fence 
• Dog House 
• Solar Kennel Shade 
• Additional Home Items 

 
 
 
 

$4,925 
Deputy & K9: 

• Leads 
• Training Tools 
• DEA Narcotic Kit 
• K9 Dog & Training 

 
 
 
 

$4,600 
Total $19,025 

 
Klanderud also noted the USPCA (United States Police Canine Association) has a $7,500 grant 
that we’re eligible for to take care of a large percentage of the purchase and training of the canine 
itself. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired if, due to possible new legislation with Marijuana, can  the canine be 
trained for narcotics with or without Marijuana. 
 
Klanderud noted correct.  What the canine schools are doing now is they’re not training the dogs 
on marijuana...they’re not certifying on that...simply because there’s too many situations where 
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there are legal reasons for people to have that possibly in their vehicles or wherever and so the 
dog would be trained on multiple other narcotics.       
 
Chairman Belgard inquired if that legislation does not pass and we want the canine trained for 
Marijuana, is that possible. 
 
Klanderud noted we’d definitely want that and that’s a gamble simply because we never really 
know what the legislature is going to do.  But right now, the best advice that we could get from 
the handlers and the people that are doing this is to not train for Marijuana so that’s what we 
would go forward with.  If there is a significant change in policy within the state then we could 
always add that.  That would be extra training but these animals are amazing on what they can do 
and so that could be another week or two of training and then they could pass certification as 
well if things do change that way. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted obviously you have a candidate.  Do we get some type of a commitment 
from that person before we proceed. 
 
Klanderud noted with all of our specialty positions we do ask for a minimum of a three-year 
commitment.  We have not done anything formally at this point simply because we don’t want to 
put the cart in front of the horse.  We want to make sure we get permission first.  But, like with 
our school resource position we asked for a three-year commitment and so we would do that at a 
minimum.  I might ask for a five-year just because the animal is specifically trained to a specific 
handler as well.  But, I don’t foresee that being an issue because the candidate that we would like 
to see do this is part of our community. 
 
Taylor McGowan, County Attorney, was present and noted these narcotics dogs are employed 
quite often.  In the area, (State) Trooper Ruppert has his canine and I see a lot of reports come in 
and we have a lot of cases where Ruppert’s canine gets called in to do a sniff.  You correctly 
identified the Marijuana issue is complicating things.  But, Klanderud indicated that if we have a 
dog that isn’t trained in Marijuana it can still be trained up to detect that so I think that provides a 
little bit of a contingency.  McGowan noted he will look into the legality of getting a 
commitment from an employee that would become a canine handler. 
 
Commissioner Smith inquired about the budgeting.  If we’ve got room in our budget and we can 
squeeze in money like this maybe we need to look at our budgeting process a little closer. 
 
Klanderud noted we’re going to have to not do a few other things that we had planned to do.  It’s 
not that we have that room it’s that we’re going to have to make some hard choices on some 
other things that we had planned to do that this would be a higher priority.   
 
Commissioner Smith noted other counties...how often do you expect that our deputy would be 
going to other counties and do we charge for that and does that take somebody out of our County 
that should be here. 
 
Klanderud noted it might take somebody out depending on the situation.  If they are our patrol 
staff at the time where they cannot leave then we just have to tell them they’re not available.  
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Obviously our minimums have to be maintained here first for our public safety.  But, we’re 
seeing maybe a couple times a month where there might be a request.  The nice part about it is if 
we were able to add this that would bring us up to 4 dogs in the area and with the state patrol and 
Jackson and Faribault County so that the amount that any one is called out is reduced because 
there’s more to divide between.  The hard part is there’s no hard numbers to know for sure.  
We’ve been lucky over the years to always have the ability to contact somebody else and so 
we’ve never had to pay another county or a city or other entity for them sending their canine to 
help us and so right now there is no plan to have a charge or anything like that.  It’s just been 
part of the total public safety mission that we have and so to answer that question is right 
now...no we wouldn’t be charging for that and it just depends on the availability of some of the 
other dogs on how much that ours might be requested to go somewhere else.  I don’t see it as a 
big number but it’s still something that we’re trying to learn and figure out what the exact 
number might be. 
 
Commissioner Smith noted 16 hours of training a month.  That’s 2 days that possibly you 
wouldn’t have access to that person for patrol. 
 
Klanderud noted but they wouldn’t be doing it in one lump sum.  The training would be done 
maybe like an hour or two at the end of the shift or at the beginning of the shift so that it doesn’t 
encompass large blocks of time unless they have a specific event that they’re going to do some 
specialized training.  Then maybe we’d have a four hour block or something like that.  But, from 
the history of other handlers in our area in the past, they might get together with one other deputy 
or another officer from one of the city agencies and just do some training for an hour or two and 
that 16 hours is really managed by the handler on when they can fit some in so it’s not a 
detriment to the current schedule. 
 
Commissioner Smith noted and they get paid for that time. 
 
Klanderud noted that would be paid time yes whether it’s an on duty time or if there absolutely 
needs to be something done off duty then it would be part of that training time that’s listed and 
that’s why we have that number in the budget. 
 
Commissioner Smith and job classification.  Does that change? 
 
Klanderud noted potentially.  And, that’s why I added that Deputy contract pay on that we’d 
probably have to have some kind of whether it’s a job classification or an addendum onto the 
patrol thing you know you get paid extra for the care of the animal as well. 
 
Commissioner Smith noted I think it is a worthy ask and I’m done with my questions. 
 
Klanderud continued we are in line to get the USPCA grant.  It’s a yearly thing so if we approve 
this and we get the dog that’s part of the process of getting the dog is they provide that grant 
dollars to get it so we’re pretty much guaranteed the $7,500 from the USPCA whenever the 
canine is acquired and the training starts.  But, I believe the starting time is coming up in March.  
I don’t have a specific date yet because we’re trying to not get too far down the path but that’s 
what we’re seeing. 
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Commissioner Smith inquired does that $7,500 come off or is that $19,000 minus $7,500 for 
startup costs? 
 
Klanderud noted no that $7,500 has already come off the deputy and K9 number that’s listed on 
there.  The $7,500 grant and has already been figured into what these costs would be simply 
because they said that we already qualify for it.  
Chairman Belgard inquired when training would start? 
 
Klanderud noted I think they run different times but I want to say there’s two different ways we 
can do it.  We can pay the school to do some of the training for us.  It is better for the handler to 
train  with the dog so they can get used to each other...they have an animal and get things started 
but then you can do it two different ways.  You can have them do more of the advanced training 
or you can have the employee do the training.  From the handlers that we’ve talked to they all 
recommend having the handler do most of it simply because then the animal reacts better to the 
handler.  But, it just changes the length that the employee is at the training and usually it is only 
about a two week difference depending on what they do versus what we have our handler do as 
well.  The total length of the school would be 12 weeks and that would probably start in March 
(2023) and if we have them there for all of it that would be our challenge right there is 
maintaining our schedule.  We’re wanting to add this without making any other changes and our 
challenge there is not losing anybody and not to have anybody out for any other reasons so that 
we can do this without a big hit to our schedule. 
 
Commissioner Koons noted I will say I think the idea is good.  Fairmont’s had dogs in the past 
up until a couple years ago they’ve had dogs for probably the last 25 years at least if not longer.  
I think it’s a good plan but my concern was always budget.  I think it’s an asset.  We’re relying 
on other counties or the state to supply for us right now. 
 
Klanderud noted that’s why we were more receptive to it this time and in our history is that we 
have been very lucky that we’ve been able to work with our partners around us and we’re kind of 
in that ball park that we feel it’s our time to do it now.  We have a candidate who would be a 
great asset to have this tool to work with.  Everything has all come together and that’s why the 
Sheriff is wanting to move forward with this. 
 
Commissioner Smith noted I also think that staffing is a concern.  You just said yourself those 
people are out for 12 weeks and then you’re hoping that nothing else happens and there’s going 
to have to be some different management with this position too.  Having said that I think it’s a 
tool that our Sheriff’s Office should have. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize establishment of a 
Martin County K9 Program in the Martin County Sheriff’s Office; and approve the Martin 
County K9 Program Start-up Costs in the amount of $19,025 and the Program’s On-going costs 
in the amount of $16,600 to be expended from the CY2023 Martin County Sheriff’s Office 
budget and CY2024 Martin County Sheriff’s Office budget; and ongoing.  Motion carries. 
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Higgins noted Minnesota Statutes require that bids be taken for Official County Newspaper for 
the publication of notices, board minutes, etc.  The County has advertised for bids and sent bid 
forms to the four newspapers in Martin County.  Bids were due Monday, December 19, 2022 by 
12:00 noon and opened during the regular Board meeting on Tuesday, December 20, 2022.  Bid 
will be awarded during the first meeting in January, 2023.  Only bids which conform to or 
exceed the minimum specifications will be considered.  On-time bids were received from the 
following: 
 

Martin County Star Bid Price 
Publication of Official Notices 
Second Publication of Financial Statement 
Circulation 

$3.60 per column inch 
$0.09 

505 
(+ 100 Off Rack) 

Truman Tribune  
Publication of Official Notices 
Second Publication of Financial Statement 
Circulation 

$4.00 per column inch 
$0.075 

800 
Fairmont Photo Press  

Publication of Official Notices 
Second Publication of Financial Statement 
Circulation 

$7.50 per column inch 
$0.06 
9,650 

Fairmont Sentinel  
Publication of Official Notices 
Second Publication of Financial Statement 
Circulation 

$8.25 per column inch 
$0.05 
4,500 

(+ 2,625 Sentinel Plus) 
 
No action taken by the Board.  Bid will be awarded during the first meeting in January 2023. 
 
Leigha Johnson, Human Resources Director, was present and noted the County Personnel 
Committee is recommending to allow the Interim COVID Sick Leave Policy expire as of January 
1, 2023.   
 
Johnson noted the policy has been in place since April, 2021 and has been continually extended 
for our non-union group every quarter.  After some discussion with the Personnel Committee, we 
are recommending that we let that policy expire as of January 1, 2023. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, after careful consideration of the proposed COVID 
Sick Leave Policy expiration, and upon the recommendation of the County Personnel Committee 
and Human Resources Director, hereby approve the dissolution of the Interim COVID Sick 
Leave Policy for all Non-Union employees, effective January 1, 2023.  Motion carries. 
 
Higgins, along with Chairman Belgard, noted the AMC Board of Directors have approved 
legislative priorities for the 2023 legislative session.  As in 2022, a change in the funding 
formula for Community Supervision (Probation) and increased appropriations is one of the top 
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priorities for the Board this year.  The AMC Board also passed a motion to encourage all 87 
county boards to adopt a resolution in support of the formula change and a significant increase in 
appropriations from the legislature; and recommend supporting the efforts of the Community 
Supervision Work Group and urging the Legislature to pass a new Funding Formula that 
provides counties with the resources needed to keep communities safe and Significant 
Appropriation during the 2023 Legislative Session. 
 
After review and discussion, 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize Board Chair to sign 
resolution supporting the efforts of the Community Supervision Work Group and urging the 
Legislature to pass a New Funding Formula and Significant Appropriation during the 2023 
Legislative Session. 
 
R-#66/’22 

 
RESOLUTION 

SUPPORTING THE EFFORTS OF THE COMMUNITY SUPERVISION WORK 
GROUP AND URGING THE LEGISLATURE TO PASS A NEW FUNDING FORMULA 

AND SIGNIFICANT APPROPRIATION DURING THE  
2023 LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

 
WHEREAS, community supervision is a fundamental part of the criminal justice system 

in Minnesota and funding sufficient to ensure effective services is vital to public safety in all 
communities across the state; and 

 
WHEREAS, community supervision includes services such as probation, supervised 

release, and intensive supervised release; and 
 
WHEREAS, Minnesota’s counties provide essential community supervision services 

both as mandated by M.S. Chapter 244.19 and also as delegated by the Department of 
Corrections under M.S. Chapter 401; and 

 
WHEREAS, when the Legislature decided that community supervision was best 

delivered through a state-county partnership, it stated a clear intent that the state would provide 
significant funding to the counties for the operation of local programs; and 
 

WHEREAS, over the past 20 years, Minnesota has become the state with the lowest level 
of corrections funding in the nation because the Legislature has not upheld its promise to provide 
adequate state resources to support community supervision; and 
  

WHEREAS, the Legislature’s failure to adequately fund community supervision has 
increased local property taxes on residents and businesses; and, 
 

WHEREAS, a revised community supervision funding formula is necessary to ensure 
that all communities in Minnesota have enough state funding to provide a consistent standard for 
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effective, evidence-based community supervision services, regardless of local capacity to pay; 
and   
 
 WHEREAS, the Association of Minnesota Counties assembled the Community 
Supervision Work Group including county leaders and experts in community supervision from 
all three supervision delivery systems to study the needs of community supervision departments 
statewide and develop a single funding formula that is transparent, needs based, and equitable 
among county and state supervision providers; and,  
 WHEREAS, the Community Supervision Workgroup has taken up its charge to convene 
stakeholders across the three probation delivery systems to oversee a study to create a unified 
recommendation for an equitable and adequate funding formula and appropriation; and,  
 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the Association of Minnesota Counties that 
represents the diverse interests of Minnesota’s 87 counties, voted to support a new funding 
formula that provides counties with the resources needed to keep communities safe; now, 
therefore,  
 
 BE IT RESOLVED, the Martin County Board of Commissioners endorses the efforts of 
the Community Supervision Work Group and urges the Legislature to pass a new funding 
formula and significant appropriation during the 2023 legislative session. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, said resolution was duly 
passed and adopted this 20th day of December, 2022. 
 
        BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
        MARTIN COUNTY, MN 
 
        ______________________________ 
        Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 
 
ATTEST:______________________________ 
     Scott Higgins, County Coordinator  

 
Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Smith, Flohrs, Koons, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Commissioner Forshee was absent.  Resolution duly passed and adopted this 20th day of 
December, 2022. 
 
Shane Fett, Drainage Inspector, was present to recommend setting a final closeout hearing date 
and time for the JD #91 M&J Improvement Project.  The recommended date and time is Friday, 
January 6, 2023 at 9:00 a.m. in the Commissioners Meeting Room.  Fett noted that attendance of 
Commissioners Koons, Flohrs, and Belgard is required. 
 
After discussion it was determined that Commissioner Smith will attend the public hearing in 
place of Commissioner Belgard. 
 



16 
 

Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, acting as the Drainage Authority for Martin County, 
hereby set a public hearing date and time to consider the Final Closeout for the JD #91 M&J 
Improvement Project.  Public Hearing will be held on Friday, January 6, 2023 at 9:00 a.m. in the 
Commissioners Meeting Room – Martin County Courthouse; and that Commissioners Koons, 
Flohrs, and Smith will be in attendance.  Motion carries. 
 
Fett continued and recommends setting a final closeout hearing date and time for the JD #9 
M&W Improvement Project.  The recommended date and time is Friday, January 6, 2023 at 
10:30 a.m. in the Commissioners Meeting Room. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, acting as the Drainage Authority for Martin County, 
hereby set a public hearing date and time to consider the Final Closeout for the JD #9 M&W 
Improvement Project.  Public Hearing will be held on Friday, January 6, 2023 at 10:30 a.m. in 
the Commissioners Meeting Room – Martin County Courthouse; and that Commissioners 
Koons, Flohrs, and Smith will be in attendance.  Motion carries. 
 
Forstner reviewed the resolution setting the 2023 Drainage Ditch Levies and Assessments on 64 
total County, Joint County, and Judicial Ditches of Martin County, and totaling $5,631,500. 
 
After review and consideration, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, acting as the Drainage 
Authority for Martin County, hereby approve and authorize Board Chair to sign resolution Order 
Fixing Ditch Repair and Maintenance Levies and Assessments on City, Joint County, and 
Judicial Ditches of Martin County, MN. 
 
R-#70/’22     R E S O L U T I O N 

 
ORDER FIXING DITCH REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE LEVIES AND ASSESSMENTS ON 
COUNTY, JOINT COUNTY, AND JUDICIAL DITCHES OF MARTIN COUNTY, MN: 
 
 WHEREAS, ditch repair and maintenance expenditures having been made, or to be made, on 
various County, Joint County, and Judicial Ditches located wholly or partly within Martin County, MN 
and it appearing that there are not sufficient funds to the credit of the ditches to finance said repairs and 
maintenance expenditures; therefore the Martin County Board of Commissioners do hereby, by resolution; 
levy and assess the following ditch fund accounts to pay for current expenditures for repairs and 
maintenance or to reimburse other funds where monies have been or will be loaned to the ditch fund, or 
for the designated  purpose of payments on future repair and maintenance expenditures, and  
 
 WHEREAS, the various drainage system levy and assessments hereby made by the County Board 
of Commissioners shall be apportioned and assessed pro rata upon all lands, corporations, and 
municipalities which have participated in the total benefits theretofore determined; and such levy and 
assessments for repairs and maintenance of any one ditch system be limited in any one calendar year 
based upon pro rata percentage of the original calendar year based upon pro rata percentage of the original 
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benefits of that particular drainage system thereof in Martin County, MN under the provisions of 
Minnesota Statutes Annotated 103-E. 
 
 THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Martin County Board of Commissioners of Martin 
County, MN that the following County, Joint County, and Judicial ditches hereby levied and assessed in 
the amounts so indicated as sufficient to take care of their obligations for repairs and maintenance 
heretofore made, or to be made, and equal installments be spread and made payable where necessary, with 
and made payable where necessary, with and as a part of the Real Estate Taxes in the indicated as follows, 
to-wit: 
 
  

DITCHES LEVIED FOR ONE YEAR PAYABLE 2023: 

   
Ditch Tax # Name of Ditch AMOUNT 

1003 CD #2 $  15,000.00 
1009 CD #11 $  15,000.00 
1013 CD #14 $    2,500.00 
1022 CD #26 $    5,000.00 
1031 CD #32 $    6,000.00 
1033 CD #34 $    2,500.00 
1040 CD #42 $    5,000.00 
1047 CD #52 $    2,500.00 
1049 CD #54 $    7,000.00 
1054 CD #58 $    2,500.00 
1060 CD #64 $    5,000.00 
1066 CD #71 $    5,000.00 
1069 CD #74 $        500.00 
9001 JD #1 $    5,000.00 
9137 JD #4 M&W $    2,500.00 
9009 JD #7 F&M $    7,500.00 
9012 JD #8 $  10,000.00 
9011 JD #8 F&M $        500.00 
9015 JD #10 $  10,000.00 
9018 JD #11 M&J $    2,500.00 
9025 JD#15 M&J $    5,000.00 
9028 JD #18 $    2,500.00 
9031 JD #21 $    1,000.00 
9034 JD #24 $    2,500.00 
9041 JD #27 $    5,000.00 
9046 JD #30 $    2,500.00 
9050 JD #33 $    1,000.00 
9143 JD #34 $  10,000.00 
9057 JD #38 $    5,000.00 
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9067 JD #44 $    1,000.00 
9072 JD #48 J&M $    2,500.00 
9082 JD #64 $    5,000.00 
9091 JD #73 $    7,500.00 
9095 JD #77 $    5,000.00 
9097 JD #79 $    2,500.00 
9099 JD #81 $  20,000.00 
9116 JD #100 $  10,000.00 
9117 JD #101 $    5,000.00 
9125 JD #110 $    2,500.00 
9126 JD #111 $    7,500.00 
9054 JD #367 $    5,000.00 
9155 JD #390 $    5,000.00 
9156 JD #391 $    5,000.00 

 
 

DITCHES LEVIED FOR MORE THAN ONE YEAR 

 
   

Ditch Tax # Name of Ditch Year Starting Year 
Ending AMOUNT 

     
1005 CD #3 2023 (3 years) 2025 $        50,000.00 
1014 CD #15 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        15,000.00 
1016 CD #20 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        10,000.00 
1018 CD #23 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        15,000.00 
1020 CD #25 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        15,000.00 
1030 CD #31 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        15,000.00 
1037 CD #38 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        10,000.00 
1043 CD #46 2023 (3 years) 2025 $        50,000.00 
1048 CD #53 M&J 2023 (7 years) 2029 $      225,000.00 
1067 CD #72 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        15,000.00 
9014 JD #9 M&W Imprv. 2023 (20 years) 2042 $  2,240,000.00 
9027 JD #17 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        17,000.00 
9055 JD #37 2023 (5 years) 2027 $        60,000.00 
9080 JD #60 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        20,000.00 
9084 JD#66 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        15,000.00 
9089 JD #71 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        25,000.00 
9090 JD #72 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        25,000.00 
9108 JD #91 M&J Imprv. 2023 (20 years) 2042 $  2,455,000.00 
9111 JD #95 2023 (3 years) 2025 $        20,000.00 
9114 JD #98 2023 (5 years) 2027 $        75,000.00 
9121 JD #105 M&J 2023 (2 years) 2024 $        30,000.00 
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Upon motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, and carried, said amended 
resolution was duly passed and adopted this 20th day of December, 2022 
  
  BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
 
                                                         ______________________________     
  Elliott Belgard, Chairman 
ATTEST:_________________________ 
               Michael Forstner, Martin County Auditor/Treasurer 

 
Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Smith, Koons, Flohrs, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Commissioner Forshee was absent.  Resolution duly passed and adopted this 20th day of 
December, 2022. 
 
Higgins presented the resolution establishing the CY2023 Fund Expenditures and Revenues 
noting fund expenditures for 2023 are estimated at $33,981,861 and fund revenues are estimated 
at $33,971,084 and use of fund balance of $10,777.  Higgins noted that after continued review 
and additional cuts to the proposed CY2023 Budget the percent of Change in Levy is down to  
4.79% levy increase.   
 
Discussion ensued on reducing the preliminary levy from 7.53% levy increase down to the 
4.79%. with the proposed budget reductions as presented. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs,  
 
R-#69/’22 

R E S O L U T I O N 
 

ESTABLISHING THE FUND EXPENDITURES AND REVENUES 
FOR THE YEAR 2023 

 
WHEREAS, the Martin County Board of Commissioners duly considered fund Expenditures and 
Revenues for the year 2023. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Martin County Board of Commissioners do 
hereby order and determine that fund expenditures and revenues for the year 2023, is as follows: 
 
     Expenditures   Revenues 
 
Revenue Fund    $14,019,654   $   3,194,879   
Forfeited Lands   $         8,000              $        10,000  
Parks & Recreation   $     145,060   $        80,060    
Road & Bridge   $ 12,140,446   $     9,417000 
E-911 Fund    $        50,270       $       190,000        
Sheriff Contingency Fund                  $          5,000   $           5,000               
Solid Waste    $      721,200   $       721,029     
Library    $      998,911   $         13,000         
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Law Library    $       26,100      $         22,000       
Human Services   $  4,025,774   $           0          
Recorders Technology Fund       $       35,000     $       44,000 
Recorders Compliance Fund         $       60,000      $          48,400   
Building CIP Fund   $     327,000    $         260,000     
Human Services Building  $     264,350   $         219,146  
Hwy Debt Service   $     243,135     $            0       
New Constr. Debt Service  $     395,595               $            0        
ISTS Loan    $     150,000   $           99,000     
MC Area Redevelopment Agency $          0        $            0       
Economic Development                   $    125,511     $            0       
General Tax Levy   $                                   $    19,146,715            
   TOTAL $ 33,741,006   $ 33,470,229  
 
Upon motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Flohrs, and carried, said resolution was duly 
passed and adopted this 20th day of December, 2022. 
 
       BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
       MARTIN COUNTY, MN 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 
 
ATTEST:______________________________ 
     Scott Higgins, County Coordinator 
 
Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Flohrs, Smith, Koons, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Commissioner Forshee was absent.  Resolution duly passed and adopted this 20th day of 
December, 2022. 
 
Higgins presented the resolution establishing the Tax Levy collectible in 2023 to  reflect the 4.79 
percent increase from 2022. 
 
After discussion and consideration, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, 
 
R-#68/’22 
 
 

R E S O L U T I O N 
 

ESTABLISHING THE TAX LEVY FOR YEAR 2022 COLLECTIBLE IN 2023: 
 
WHEREAS, the Martin County Board of Commissioners duly considered budgets to determine 
the tax levy to be collected in 2023. 
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NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Martin County Board of Commissioners do 
hereby order and determine that taxes to be levied in the year 2022 and collectible in the year 
2023 be as follows to-wit: 
          Net Levy 
 Revenue Fund     $ 10,934,062 
 Road & Bridge Fund    $ 2,723,446 
 Parks and Rec.     $     65,000             
 Solid Waste Management Fund  $          0     
 Library Fund     $     935,911   
 Human Service Fund    $  3,652,055 
 Building CIP Fund    $      67,000     
 Debt Service Fund/Hwy Debt Service $      638,730 
 Economic Development   $      125,511 
            Forfeited Land     $          5,000         
            TOTAL TAX LEVY    $ 19,146,715 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that copies of this resolution be filed with the Martin County 
Auditor/Treasurer; and 
 
Upon Motion made by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, and 
unanimously carried, said resolution was duly passed and adopted this 20th day of December, 
2022. 
 
       BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
       MARTIN COUNTY, MN 
 
       _____________________________ 
       Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 
 
ATTEST:___________________________ 
    Scott Higgins, County Coordinator 

 
Roll Call AYES:  Commissioners Smith, Koons, Flohrs, and Belgard.  NAYS:  None.  
Commissioner Forshee was absent.  Resolution duly passed and adopted this 20th day of 
December, 2022. 
 
Forstner recommends approval of a final year-end bill payment cycle in December, 2022; and 
that the planned cutoff date is December 27, 2022 at noon for vouchers with checks going out on 
or by December 29, 2022.  Forstner noted the objective is to get as many billings for 2022 paid 
in the year 2022 and not January 2023. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve a final year-end bill payment cycle in 
December, 2022; and authorize the Martin County Auditor/Treasurer to approve such bill 
payments for December, 2022.  Motion carries. 
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Commissioner Smith noted she has been asked to serve on the AMC Futures Committee for the 
next three-year period.  Smith went on to note she is interested and willing to serve on the AMC 
Futures Committee. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and appoint Commissioner Smith to 
serve on the AMC Futures Committee; and authorize per diems and expenses for AMC Futures 
Committee meetings.  Motion carries. 
Higgins presented a contract agreement with Brodin Studios of Kimball, MN in the amount of 
$240,330.00 for the manufacture and installation of six (6) Military bronze statues for the Martin 
County Veterans Memorial Site.  
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and ratify Life Size Memorial 
Sculpture Commission Agreement with Brodin Studios of Kimball, MN in the amount of 
$240,330.00.  Motion carries. 
 
The Board reviewed Warrants, Auditor Warrants, and EFT Transactions to be paid December 20, 
2022. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Smith, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve Warrants, Auditor Warrants, and EFT 
Transactions to be paid on December 20, 2022, and includes the Highway Department bills and 
Drainage bills as presented.  Motion carries. 
 
Warrants received and paid December 20, 2022, are registered on file in the Auditor/Treasurer’s 
Office as follows: 
 
Revenue Fund – Warrants Approved December 20, 2022  $181,459.57 
Enhanced 9-1-1 Fund       $    2,426.88 
Martin County Economic Development Fund   $       181.25 
Solid Waste Management Fund     $  40,499.51 
Law Library Fund       $         16.23 
Ind. Sewage Treatment Sys. Loan     $    5,692.00    
Building-CIP-Fund       $    6,791.00 
Human Service Building Fund     $    7,234.55  
        Total $244,300.99 
 
Road and Bridge Funds Totaled     $135,051.62 
Martin County Ditch Funds Totaled     $  64,809.24 
 
The Board reviewed Reports and Announcements including: Martin County Student Government 
Day is scheduled for April 2023; and reviewed current County Board Standing Committee 
Assignments (2022). 
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Commissioners reviewed their calendars of previous and upcoming meetings and activities: 
December 9, 2022 – F-M Joint County Transit Executive Board meeting, F-M Human Services 
Executive Board meeting, and Department Director Evaluation meeting; December 12, 2022 – 
Traverse des Sioux Library Personnel meeting, Martin County EDA meeting at 5:15 p.m.; 
December 14, 2022 – Department Director Evaluations, Bureau 14 meeting, Commissioner 
Flohrs, along with six other Rural Minnesota Energy Board representatives, traveled to Mankato, 
MN and met with Senator Frentz; December 15, 2022 – Des Moines River Watershed One 
Watershed One Plan, Union Negotiations, Traverse des Sioux Library meeting, Justice Center 
Core Planning Committee conference call with Bob Long, Larking Hoffman; December 16, 2022 
– Prairieland meeting; December 19, 2022 – Kinship of Martin County meeting; December 20, 
2022 – Justice Center Core Planning Committee conference call, FMJ Drug Court Graduation; 
December 21, 2022 – FM Human Services Virtual meeting; December 26, 2022 – Courthouse 
Closed for the Christmas Holiday; December 27, 2022 – F-M Joint County Transit Full Board 
meeting in Blue Earth, MN; January 2, 2022 – Courthouse Closed for the New Year’s Holiday; 
January 3, 2022 – Swearing In Ceremony and Organizational Meeting of the County Board at 
9:00 a.m. – Commissioners Meeting Room – Martin County Courthouse. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, to move into closed session 
for the performance evaluation of the Martin County Coordinator and Human Resources 
Director.  Motion carries. 
 
Closed session began at 11:00 a.m. 
 
Present were Commissioners Koons, Belgard, Flohrs, and Smith. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, to move back into open 
session.  Motion Carries. 
 
Board back into open session at 11:31 a.m. 
 
With no further business to wit, Board Chair adjourned the meeting at 11:32  a.m. 
 
        BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
        MARTIN COUNTY, MN 
 
        ______________________________ 
        Elliot Belgard, Board Chair 
 
ATTEST:______________________________ 
     Scott Higgins, County Coordinator 


	Building CIP Fund    $      67,000

