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Tuesday, November 27, 2018 - 4:15 PM

City Council Chambers

16TH STREET SW SHARED USE PATH REPLACEMENT (4183)
The existing shared use path has sections of asphalt and concrete, originally constructed 
in 1995 and 1978 respectively. Over the years, the path has experience several repairs 
and has significantly deteriorated. 

It is recommended the City Council 

1. Authorize city staff to submit the Transportation Alternatives application for 
the 16th St SW Shared Use Path Replacement; and

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the application; and
3. Authorize the inclusion of the project in the 2021 Capital Improvement 

Plan.

CW_Memo_16thStSUP.pdf

STORM SEWER DISTRICT 123 – 10TH STREET SW – REQUEST FOR 
QUALIFICATIONS (4393)

10th Street SW from 37th Avenue to 31st Avenue SW and surrounding areas 
have long been identified as known storm water problem areas. Because the 
project is a little over a year away from scheduled construction, now is the time 
to start the necessary environmental clearance and design engineering for this 
project. 

Recommend Council authorize the engineering department to solicit Requests 
for Qualifications for engineering services for the Storm Sewer District 123 – 10th 
Street SW Project.

4393 - SSD123 10th St SW Request RFQ Memo.pdf

WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL DECISION DOCUMENT 
(4367)

The Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project is a Transportation 
Alternatives Program (TAP) project designed to install sidewalks around Washington 
Elementary School. Council must authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document at 
the December meeting as the final environmental report is due to the NDDOT on 
December 7, 2018. 

Recommend the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document 
for the Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project. 

4367 - Washington Elementary SRTS Decision Document Memo.docx
Decision Document.pdf
Public Involvement Report_PCN 22267_181107.pdf

2019 INSURANCE RFP
An RFP for revised insurance coverage has been advertised and responses are due on 
November 21st.  The responses will be evaluated and a recommendation will be brought 

to the Committee of the Whole.

COW Nov212018 Insurance.pdf

POLARIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
Polaris LP owns three multiplexes at 300 27th Ave NW and is asking for partial 
reimbursement of alleged overcharges on their utility bill.  Staff recommends approval of 

the agreement.

It is recommended the City Council approve the Settlement agreement, release, 
and covenant not to sue, and authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement. 

Polaris agreement Memo.docx
Polaris agreement.pdf

AMENDMENTS TO MEETING ORDINANCE
Currently, the City Council meets, in a regular meeting, at 6:30 p.m. once per month. The 
Committee of the Whole meets, in two meetings, the week prior to the regular City 
Council meeting. The City Council previously discussed amending the City ordinances to 
provide for two regular City Council meetings per month, both of which would occur at 
5:30 p.m. With this change, the City Council also contemplated eliminating the 
Committee of the Whole meetings.

The City Council approve, on first reading, the attached ordinance amendments. 

Meetings Ordinance Memo.pdf
Meetings Ordinance _First Reading.pdf
Secs. 2-26 -- 2-31.pdf

PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS (AIR071) BUDGET AMENDMENT AND CHANGE 
ORDER 

The Airport was authorized by City Council to award the bid for the rental car parking lot 
project to the lowest bidder and begin construction. A budget amendment is now required 
in order to match the actual costs with the originally budgeted amount.  All costs for this 

project are being funded with Car Rental Customer Facility Charges. 

1. Recommend approval of the Budget Amendment to increase the Airport 
landside maintenance and capital expense accounts for parking lot 
improvements and rental car relocation; and 

2. Recommend approval of Change Order No. 2, Parking Lot Improvements 
(AIR071) Construction Support; and 

3. Authorize Mayor to sign all applicable documentation.  

MEMO Parking Lot Improvements AIR071 (3).docx
CO 2 - Constuction Support.pdf
39. 2018 BA - RAC Relocate car rental return construction additional amount.docx

ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE, T-HANGAR NO. 6
There is one (1) vacancy out of sixteen (16) t-hangars owned by the Airport. Protocol 
established a policy of a waiting list for vacancies. Craig VanTilborg is the next interested 
party on the waiting list. Mr. VanTilborg has indicated interest in renting a t -hangar for a 
monthly rent of $75.00 per month, and will abide by the lease terms and obligations. The 
lease term is month-to-month, which may be terminated by the City or the Tenant with a 
30-day written notice. 

1. Recommend approval of the Airport Lease, T-Hangar between the City of Minot 
and Craig VanTilborg for T-Hangar No. 6 for $75.00 per month; and 

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement

MEMO T-Hangar 6.pdf
No. 6 Craig VanTilborg.pdf

APPROVE ADJUSTMENT TO FINAL PAYMENT FOR PARK SOUTH PROJECT
City Council approved recently what was believed to all remaining costs for the Park 
South Multi -Family CDBG-NDR project. However, it turns out that there were 6 minor 
finishing work products that the contractor had not billed to Essential Living Inc., the non-
profit developer. All finishing work is consistent with the contract and the amount 
requested of $120,585.25 brings the total project cost to the CDBG-NDR cap of 
$1,970,585.25.

It is recommended the City Council approve an adjustment to final payment for 
completion of Park South LMI Multi -family housing project in the amount of 

$120,585.25.

ParkSouthFinalPaymentAdjustmentCouncilmemob.pdf
Essential Living Final Payment.pdf

AMENDED SOURIS BASIN PLANNING COUNCIL SUB-RECIPIENT AGREEMENT
The city entered into a sub-recipient agreement with the Souris Basin Planning Council 
for calendar year 2018 to support CDBG-NDR economic development resilience planning 
activities associated with filling missing critical data pieces to develop a long term, 
sustainable economic development strategy. Their support and work has been beneficial 
to these efforts and warrants an extension for one more year to complete the follow 
through necessary to carry out the implementation of data collection efforts to support the 
IEDC recommendations and optional plans of action in their report. 

It is recommended the City Council amend the existing sub-recipient agreement 
with the Souris Basin Planning Council extending the term for 1 year and adding 
CDBG-NDR and CDBG-DR Allocation #1 funds.

AmendedSourisBasinPlanningCouncilSub-recipientAgreementCouncilmemo11-18-
18.pdf
AgreementSourisBasinPlanningCouncil.pdf
Souris Basin sub-recipient agreementamendment.docx

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO AUTHORIZE EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS FOR 
NINE PROPERTIES

These nine properties are located in what is identified as Buyout Area #4 in the HUD 
approved CDBG-NDR Action Plan. Letters have been sent to the affected property owners 

advising them of this step of recommending commencement of eminent domain 
proceedings but informing them that the opportunity continues for them to avoid legal 
proceedings by accepting the final offer made. Authorizing eminent domain proceedings 
by the City Council does not mean we will not  continue to seek a resolution of the 

acquisition outside of a court decision. It does trigger the City ’s use of the outside 
counsel under contract for eminent domain proceedings. 

It is recommended the City Council grant approval to authorize the ability for the 
City to commence eminent domain proceedings to acquire 9 properties need for 
flood mitigation projects should purchase negotiations not come to agreement on 
price.

Eminentdomainauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO ADD STRUCTURE TO AUCTION LIST
Properties with structures acquired through the CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout 
program are reviewed for structural soundness to determine if can be auctioned and 
moved. A review of a recently acquired structure on the property at 1115 6th Avenue SW 
by staff has been determined to be structurally sound to be moved and is recommended 
for auction.

Request City Council approval to add structure located on 1115 6th Avenue SW 
acquired through CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout program to auction list.

AddstructuretoauctionlistCouncilmemo11-18-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF FOUR DEMOLITION BID AWARDS
These projects were previously bid twice with a decision both times to make no award. 
Several weeks ago, we held a workshop for companies interested in bidding to review the 
requirements and expectations of the bidding process under HUD rules. Bidding this time 

was both for each of the four individual projects as well as the option of one bid for all 
projects. The lowest responsible bid price for each of the four individual projects when 
totaled is $6,000 less than the lowest responsible bid price for the one bid on all four 
projects. Therefore, the recommendation is to award the individual projects to the lowest 
responsible bidder.

City Council approve award contracts to lowest responsible bidders for 
demolition of structures at 400 Maple Street, 430 4th Ave. NE, 205/215 Maple 
Street, and 614/701 4th Ave. NE.

demoltionauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 430 4th Ave NE Project 3755.7.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 400 Maple St Project 3755.8.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 205 215 Maple St Project 3755.9.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 614 701 4th Ave NE Project 3755.10.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY FOR CONFLICT CASE
On November 11, 2018, a city employee was charged with a criminal offense in violation 
of a City ordinance. The City recommends the appointment of a special assistant city 
attorney to avoid any conflict of interest or appearance of impropriety.

Move to appoint Ward County State ’s Attorney Roza Larson or her designee as 
Special Assistant Minot City Attorney to prosecute Ward County Case No. 51-2018-
CR-02238.

Memo_Conflict Case.pdf
Appointment_Council.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF CONTRACT ATTORNEY
The City Attorney ’s office currently consists of two attorneys, one full -time legal 
assistant, and one part-time legal assistant. This office is responsible for prosecuting all 
criminal ordinance violations, infractions, and traffic code violations. In recent years, the 

workload has become more consuming due, in part, to an increased amount of time 
spent on prosecution matters; unprecedented litigation matters; and the City ’s increased 
activities with federal funds (CDBG-DR Funds; NDR Funds) and flood control projects. 
Beyond that, City staff and City Council members have identified numerous antiquated or 
non-existing ordinances, policies, and processes that should be updated or adopted.

1. It is recommended the City Council appoint Attorney Caitlyn A. Pierson to 
represent the City of Minot in the prosecution of municipal ordinance 
violations.

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign any agreements relating to Attorney Pierson ’s 
appointment

Memo_Prosecution Appointment Final.pdf
Pierson - Cover Letter.pdf
Pierson - Resume w References.pdf

3RD AVENUE SE AND BURDICK PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS (4426)
Overhead yellow flashing beacons bring to attention the pedestrian crosswalks crossing 
3rd
Avenue SE at 3rd Street SE and crossing Burdick Expressway at 13th Street SE. 
Vehicle yield
to pedestrian compliance has been an issue at both crossings. 

It is recommended the City Council

1. Authorize city staff to submit the HSIP grant to install pedestrian signal 
improvements at 3rd Street/3rd Avenue SE and Burdick Expressway/13th 
Street SE; and

2. Authorize the mayor to sign the grant applications.

CW_Memo_PedCrossings.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 16 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY C & K CONSULTING ON OR NEAR MULBERRY LOOP AND OLIVE TREE 
CIRCLE

The owner of 16 vacant, residential lots owned by C & K Consulting, LLC has filed an 
abatement for a reduction in the 2016 True and Full Value.  A list of each lot's 2016 

assessment and the requested reduction is attached.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for C and C 16 Vacant Lots.docx
C and C 2016 Abatement 16 lots.pdf
2016 Abatement of C and K Lots Analysis.docx
2016 Abatement C and K vacant lots notice and spreadsheet.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3215 8TH ST NE
The owners of an apartment building complex, Stonebridge Villas II have filed an 
abatement for the 2016 Property taxes asking for a reduction from $6,691,000 to 
$3,735,000. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3215 8th St NE 48 unit complex 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Stonebridge Sales and comparable assessments for 2016 abatement for 3215 8th 
St NE 48 units.docx
3215 NE 8th St packet for abatement 48 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3241 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas II, LLC has filed an application 3241 8th St NE for an abatement to 
reduce their 2016 True and Full Valuation from $4,965,000 to $2,700,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3241 8th St NE 40 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
3241 NE 8th St packet for abatement 40 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3343 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas LLC has filed a tax abatement on a 68 unit apartment complex asking 
for a reduction on the 2016 True and Full Value from $7,724,000 to $3,655,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

3343 8th St NE Packet for Abatement 68 plex at Stonebridge Villas .pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3343 8th St NE 68 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 46 TOWNHOMES 
OWNED BY TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE

Property tax abatement submitted by the owners of 46 townhomes along 7th St NE.  A 

spreadsheet of current 2016 True and Full Values and Requested Reductions is 
attached.  

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

Property Record Cards of 46 Townhomes for 2016 abatements.pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge 46 TownHomes along 7th St NE 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
2016 abatement forms for 46 townhomes.pdf
2016 abatement of 46 Stonebridge townhomes analysis and packet of 
information.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 58 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY STONEBRIDGE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY ON OR NEAR MULBERRY 
LOOP NE, OLIVE TREE CIRCLE NE, AND 34TH AVENUE NE

The owner of 58 residential lots that were vacant as of the assessment date of 2016 has 

filed an abatement to reduce the 2016 assessment.  A spreadsheet of each parcel's 2016 

assessment and the owner's request is attached. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge Development Vacant 58 Lots.docx
2016 Abatement Request Spreadsheet of 58 Lots.xlsx
2016 vacant lot abatement documents 58 lots stonebridge.pdf
2016 Abatement 58 lots Stonebridge analysis and exhibits.pdf

OMBUDSMAN POSITION
An Ombudsman is a governmental official appointed to hear and investigate complaints 
made by private citizens against a governmental body. The City Council planned to 
discuss the ombudsman position at the City Council Retreat, but time did not permit for 
the discussion. 

The City Council discuss the ombudsman position and determine whether it 
wishes to create that position for the City of Minot.

Ombudsman_Memo.pdf

LANDFILL EXPANSION (PROJECT NUMBER 4264)
The City of Minot has been seeking land to expand the landfill dating back to 2002. The 
current landfill, as permitted, has capacity until about 2025. In 2017, after years of 
negotiations, two quarter sections of land were successfully purchased adjacent to the 
existing facility. The newly acquired land would provide about 50 plus years of capacity. 

When the City proceeded to the next step to expand our key infrastructure by rezoning 
the land for public use, residents in the area of the landfill opposed the expansion plan.In 
an effort to ensure all comments and concerns were addressed, the City engaged the 
services of a consultant to perform a siting and cost analysis for relocation of the landfill 
as well as formed a focus group to talk through issues and concerns. Both of those 
efforts have come to their conclusions and a public input meeting was held to present the 
results. Attached to this memo are comments received during the input meeting along 
with explanations or clarifications.

It is recommended the City Council select the landfill expansion option and 
direct staff to proceed. 

Landfill Expansion memo to council.pdf
Landfill Study public input responses.pdf
Emailed and FB comments.pdf
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16TH STREET SW SHARED USE PATH REPLACEMENT (4183)
The existing shared use path has sections of asphalt and concrete, originally constructed 
in 1995 and 1978 respectively. Over the years, the path has experience several repairs 
and has significantly deteriorated. 

It is recommended the City Council 

1. Authorize city staff to submit the Transportation Alternatives application for 
the 16th St SW Shared Use Path Replacement; and

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the application; and
3. Authorize the inclusion of the project in the 2021 Capital Improvement 

Plan.

CW_Memo_16thStSUP.pdf

STORM SEWER DISTRICT 123 – 10TH STREET SW – REQUEST FOR 
QUALIFICATIONS (4393)

10th Street SW from 37th Avenue to 31st Avenue SW and surrounding areas 
have long been identified as known storm water problem areas. Because the 
project is a little over a year away from scheduled construction, now is the time 
to start the necessary environmental clearance and design engineering for this 
project. 

Recommend Council authorize the engineering department to solicit Requests 
for Qualifications for engineering services for the Storm Sewer District 123 – 10th 
Street SW Project.

4393 - SSD123 10th St SW Request RFQ Memo.pdf

WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL DECISION DOCUMENT 
(4367)

The Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project is a Transportation 
Alternatives Program (TAP) project designed to install sidewalks around Washington 
Elementary School. Council must authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document at 
the December meeting as the final environmental report is due to the NDDOT on 
December 7, 2018. 

Recommend the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document 
for the Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project. 

4367 - Washington Elementary SRTS Decision Document Memo.docx
Decision Document.pdf
Public Involvement Report_PCN 22267_181107.pdf

2019 INSURANCE RFP
An RFP for revised insurance coverage has been advertised and responses are due on 
November 21st.  The responses will be evaluated and a recommendation will be brought 

to the Committee of the Whole.

COW Nov212018 Insurance.pdf

POLARIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
Polaris LP owns three multiplexes at 300 27th Ave NW and is asking for partial 
reimbursement of alleged overcharges on their utility bill.  Staff recommends approval of 

the agreement.

It is recommended the City Council approve the Settlement agreement, release, 
and covenant not to sue, and authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement. 

Polaris agreement Memo.docx
Polaris agreement.pdf

AMENDMENTS TO MEETING ORDINANCE
Currently, the City Council meets, in a regular meeting, at 6:30 p.m. once per month. The 
Committee of the Whole meets, in two meetings, the week prior to the regular City 
Council meeting. The City Council previously discussed amending the City ordinances to 
provide for two regular City Council meetings per month, both of which would occur at 
5:30 p.m. With this change, the City Council also contemplated eliminating the 
Committee of the Whole meetings.

The City Council approve, on first reading, the attached ordinance amendments. 

Meetings Ordinance Memo.pdf
Meetings Ordinance _First Reading.pdf
Secs. 2-26 -- 2-31.pdf

PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS (AIR071) BUDGET AMENDMENT AND CHANGE 
ORDER 

The Airport was authorized by City Council to award the bid for the rental car parking lot 
project to the lowest bidder and begin construction. A budget amendment is now required 
in order to match the actual costs with the originally budgeted amount.  All costs for this 

project are being funded with Car Rental Customer Facility Charges. 

1. Recommend approval of the Budget Amendment to increase the Airport 
landside maintenance and capital expense accounts for parking lot 
improvements and rental car relocation; and 

2. Recommend approval of Change Order No. 2, Parking Lot Improvements 
(AIR071) Construction Support; and 

3. Authorize Mayor to sign all applicable documentation.  

MEMO Parking Lot Improvements AIR071 (3).docx
CO 2 - Constuction Support.pdf
39. 2018 BA - RAC Relocate car rental return construction additional amount.docx

ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE, T-HANGAR NO. 6
There is one (1) vacancy out of sixteen (16) t-hangars owned by the Airport. Protocol 
established a policy of a waiting list for vacancies. Craig VanTilborg is the next interested 
party on the waiting list. Mr. VanTilborg has indicated interest in renting a t -hangar for a 
monthly rent of $75.00 per month, and will abide by the lease terms and obligations. The 
lease term is month-to-month, which may be terminated by the City or the Tenant with a 
30-day written notice. 

1. Recommend approval of the Airport Lease, T-Hangar between the City of Minot 
and Craig VanTilborg for T-Hangar No. 6 for $75.00 per month; and 

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement

MEMO T-Hangar 6.pdf
No. 6 Craig VanTilborg.pdf

APPROVE ADJUSTMENT TO FINAL PAYMENT FOR PARK SOUTH PROJECT
City Council approved recently what was believed to all remaining costs for the Park 
South Multi -Family CDBG-NDR project. However, it turns out that there were 6 minor 
finishing work products that the contractor had not billed to Essential Living Inc., the non-
profit developer. All finishing work is consistent with the contract and the amount 
requested of $120,585.25 brings the total project cost to the CDBG-NDR cap of 
$1,970,585.25.

It is recommended the City Council approve an adjustment to final payment for 
completion of Park South LMI Multi -family housing project in the amount of 

$120,585.25.

ParkSouthFinalPaymentAdjustmentCouncilmemob.pdf
Essential Living Final Payment.pdf

AMENDED SOURIS BASIN PLANNING COUNCIL SUB-RECIPIENT AGREEMENT
The city entered into a sub-recipient agreement with the Souris Basin Planning Council 
for calendar year 2018 to support CDBG-NDR economic development resilience planning 
activities associated with filling missing critical data pieces to develop a long term, 
sustainable economic development strategy. Their support and work has been beneficial 
to these efforts and warrants an extension for one more year to complete the follow 
through necessary to carry out the implementation of data collection efforts to support the 
IEDC recommendations and optional plans of action in their report. 

It is recommended the City Council amend the existing sub-recipient agreement 
with the Souris Basin Planning Council extending the term for 1 year and adding 
CDBG-NDR and CDBG-DR Allocation #1 funds.

AmendedSourisBasinPlanningCouncilSub-recipientAgreementCouncilmemo11-18-
18.pdf
AgreementSourisBasinPlanningCouncil.pdf
Souris Basin sub-recipient agreementamendment.docx

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO AUTHORIZE EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS FOR 
NINE PROPERTIES

These nine properties are located in what is identified as Buyout Area #4 in the HUD 
approved CDBG-NDR Action Plan. Letters have been sent to the affected property owners 

advising them of this step of recommending commencement of eminent domain 
proceedings but informing them that the opportunity continues for them to avoid legal 
proceedings by accepting the final offer made. Authorizing eminent domain proceedings 
by the City Council does not mean we will not  continue to seek a resolution of the 

acquisition outside of a court decision. It does trigger the City ’s use of the outside 
counsel under contract for eminent domain proceedings. 

It is recommended the City Council grant approval to authorize the ability for the 
City to commence eminent domain proceedings to acquire 9 properties need for 
flood mitigation projects should purchase negotiations not come to agreement on 
price.

Eminentdomainauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO ADD STRUCTURE TO AUCTION LIST
Properties with structures acquired through the CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout 
program are reviewed for structural soundness to determine if can be auctioned and 
moved. A review of a recently acquired structure on the property at 1115 6th Avenue SW 
by staff has been determined to be structurally sound to be moved and is recommended 
for auction.

Request City Council approval to add structure located on 1115 6th Avenue SW 
acquired through CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout program to auction list.

AddstructuretoauctionlistCouncilmemo11-18-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF FOUR DEMOLITION BID AWARDS
These projects were previously bid twice with a decision both times to make no award. 
Several weeks ago, we held a workshop for companies interested in bidding to review the 
requirements and expectations of the bidding process under HUD rules. Bidding this time 

was both for each of the four individual projects as well as the option of one bid for all 
projects. The lowest responsible bid price for each of the four individual projects when 
totaled is $6,000 less than the lowest responsible bid price for the one bid on all four 
projects. Therefore, the recommendation is to award the individual projects to the lowest 
responsible bidder.

City Council approve award contracts to lowest responsible bidders for 
demolition of structures at 400 Maple Street, 430 4th Ave. NE, 205/215 Maple 
Street, and 614/701 4th Ave. NE.

demoltionauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 430 4th Ave NE Project 3755.7.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 400 Maple St Project 3755.8.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 205 215 Maple St Project 3755.9.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 614 701 4th Ave NE Project 3755.10.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY FOR CONFLICT CASE
On November 11, 2018, a city employee was charged with a criminal offense in violation 
of a City ordinance. The City recommends the appointment of a special assistant city 
attorney to avoid any conflict of interest or appearance of impropriety.

Move to appoint Ward County State ’s Attorney Roza Larson or her designee as 
Special Assistant Minot City Attorney to prosecute Ward County Case No. 51-2018-
CR-02238.

Memo_Conflict Case.pdf
Appointment_Council.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF CONTRACT ATTORNEY
The City Attorney ’s office currently consists of two attorneys, one full -time legal 
assistant, and one part-time legal assistant. This office is responsible for prosecuting all 
criminal ordinance violations, infractions, and traffic code violations. In recent years, the 

workload has become more consuming due, in part, to an increased amount of time 
spent on prosecution matters; unprecedented litigation matters; and the City ’s increased 
activities with federal funds (CDBG-DR Funds; NDR Funds) and flood control projects. 
Beyond that, City staff and City Council members have identified numerous antiquated or 
non-existing ordinances, policies, and processes that should be updated or adopted.

1. It is recommended the City Council appoint Attorney Caitlyn A. Pierson to 
represent the City of Minot in the prosecution of municipal ordinance 
violations.

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign any agreements relating to Attorney Pierson ’s 
appointment

Memo_Prosecution Appointment Final.pdf
Pierson - Cover Letter.pdf
Pierson - Resume w References.pdf

3RD AVENUE SE AND BURDICK PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS (4426)
Overhead yellow flashing beacons bring to attention the pedestrian crosswalks crossing 
3rd
Avenue SE at 3rd Street SE and crossing Burdick Expressway at 13th Street SE. 
Vehicle yield
to pedestrian compliance has been an issue at both crossings. 

It is recommended the City Council

1. Authorize city staff to submit the HSIP grant to install pedestrian signal 
improvements at 3rd Street/3rd Avenue SE and Burdick Expressway/13th 
Street SE; and

2. Authorize the mayor to sign the grant applications.

CW_Memo_PedCrossings.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 16 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY C & K CONSULTING ON OR NEAR MULBERRY LOOP AND OLIVE TREE 
CIRCLE

The owner of 16 vacant, residential lots owned by C & K Consulting, LLC has filed an 
abatement for a reduction in the 2016 True and Full Value.  A list of each lot's 2016 

assessment and the requested reduction is attached.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for C and C 16 Vacant Lots.docx
C and C 2016 Abatement 16 lots.pdf
2016 Abatement of C and K Lots Analysis.docx
2016 Abatement C and K vacant lots notice and spreadsheet.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3215 8TH ST NE
The owners of an apartment building complex, Stonebridge Villas II have filed an 
abatement for the 2016 Property taxes asking for a reduction from $6,691,000 to 
$3,735,000. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3215 8th St NE 48 unit complex 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Stonebridge Sales and comparable assessments for 2016 abatement for 3215 8th 
St NE 48 units.docx
3215 NE 8th St packet for abatement 48 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3241 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas II, LLC has filed an application 3241 8th St NE for an abatement to 
reduce their 2016 True and Full Valuation from $4,965,000 to $2,700,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3241 8th St NE 40 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
3241 NE 8th St packet for abatement 40 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3343 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas LLC has filed a tax abatement on a 68 unit apartment complex asking 
for a reduction on the 2016 True and Full Value from $7,724,000 to $3,655,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

3343 8th St NE Packet for Abatement 68 plex at Stonebridge Villas .pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3343 8th St NE 68 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 46 TOWNHOMES 
OWNED BY TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE

Property tax abatement submitted by the owners of 46 townhomes along 7th St NE.  A 

spreadsheet of current 2016 True and Full Values and Requested Reductions is 
attached.  

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

Property Record Cards of 46 Townhomes for 2016 abatements.pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge 46 TownHomes along 7th St NE 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
2016 abatement forms for 46 townhomes.pdf
2016 abatement of 46 Stonebridge townhomes analysis and packet of 
information.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 58 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY STONEBRIDGE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY ON OR NEAR MULBERRY 
LOOP NE, OLIVE TREE CIRCLE NE, AND 34TH AVENUE NE

The owner of 58 residential lots that were vacant as of the assessment date of 2016 has 

filed an abatement to reduce the 2016 assessment.  A spreadsheet of each parcel's 2016 

assessment and the owner's request is attached. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge Development Vacant 58 Lots.docx
2016 Abatement Request Spreadsheet of 58 Lots.xlsx
2016 vacant lot abatement documents 58 lots stonebridge.pdf
2016 Abatement 58 lots Stonebridge analysis and exhibits.pdf

OMBUDSMAN POSITION
An Ombudsman is a governmental official appointed to hear and investigate complaints 
made by private citizens against a governmental body. The City Council planned to 
discuss the ombudsman position at the City Council Retreat, but time did not permit for 
the discussion. 

The City Council discuss the ombudsman position and determine whether it 
wishes to create that position for the City of Minot.

Ombudsman_Memo.pdf

LANDFILL EXPANSION (PROJECT NUMBER 4264)
The City of Minot has been seeking land to expand the landfill dating back to 2002. The 
current landfill, as permitted, has capacity until about 2025. In 2017, after years of 
negotiations, two quarter sections of land were successfully purchased adjacent to the 
existing facility. The newly acquired land would provide about 50 plus years of capacity. 

When the City proceeded to the next step to expand our key infrastructure by rezoning 
the land for public use, residents in the area of the landfill opposed the expansion plan.In 
an effort to ensure all comments and concerns were addressed, the City engaged the 
services of a consultant to perform a siting and cost analysis for relocation of the landfill 
as well as formed a focus group to talk through issues and concerns. Both of those 
efforts have come to their conclusions and a public input meeting was held to present the 
results. Attached to this memo are comments received during the input meeting along 
with explanations or clarifications.

It is recommended the City Council select the landfill expansion option and 
direct staff to proceed. 

Landfill Expansion memo to council.pdf
Landfill Study public input responses.pdf
Emailed and FB comments.pdf
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Committee of the Whole
Tuesday, November 27, 2018 - 4:15 PM

City Council Chambers

16TH STREET SW SHARED USE PATH REPLACEMENT (4183)
The existing shared use path has sections of asphalt and concrete, originally constructed 
in 1995 and 1978 respectively. Over the years, the path has experience several repairs 
and has significantly deteriorated. 

It is recommended the City Council 

1. Authorize city staff to submit the Transportation Alternatives application for 
the 16th St SW Shared Use Path Replacement; and

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the application; and
3. Authorize the inclusion of the project in the 2021 Capital Improvement 

Plan.

CW_Memo_16thStSUP.pdf

STORM SEWER DISTRICT 123 – 10TH STREET SW – REQUEST FOR 
QUALIFICATIONS (4393)

10th Street SW from 37th Avenue to 31st Avenue SW and surrounding areas 
have long been identified as known storm water problem areas. Because the 
project is a little over a year away from scheduled construction, now is the time 
to start the necessary environmental clearance and design engineering for this 
project. 

Recommend Council authorize the engineering department to solicit Requests 
for Qualifications for engineering services for the Storm Sewer District 123 – 10th 
Street SW Project.

4393 - SSD123 10th St SW Request RFQ Memo.pdf

WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL DECISION DOCUMENT 
(4367)

The Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project is a Transportation 
Alternatives Program (TAP) project designed to install sidewalks around Washington 
Elementary School. Council must authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document at 
the December meeting as the final environmental report is due to the NDDOT on 
December 7, 2018. 

Recommend the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document 
for the Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project. 

4367 - Washington Elementary SRTS Decision Document Memo.docx
Decision Document.pdf
Public Involvement Report_PCN 22267_181107.pdf

2019 INSURANCE RFP
An RFP for revised insurance coverage has been advertised and responses are due on 
November 21st.  The responses will be evaluated and a recommendation will be brought 

to the Committee of the Whole.

COW Nov212018 Insurance.pdf

POLARIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
Polaris LP owns three multiplexes at 300 27th Ave NW and is asking for partial 
reimbursement of alleged overcharges on their utility bill.  Staff recommends approval of 

the agreement.

It is recommended the City Council approve the Settlement agreement, release, 
and covenant not to sue, and authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement. 

Polaris agreement Memo.docx
Polaris agreement.pdf

AMENDMENTS TO MEETING ORDINANCE
Currently, the City Council meets, in a regular meeting, at 6:30 p.m. once per month. The 
Committee of the Whole meets, in two meetings, the week prior to the regular City 
Council meeting. The City Council previously discussed amending the City ordinances to 
provide for two regular City Council meetings per month, both of which would occur at 
5:30 p.m. With this change, the City Council also contemplated eliminating the 
Committee of the Whole meetings.

The City Council approve, on first reading, the attached ordinance amendments. 

Meetings Ordinance Memo.pdf
Meetings Ordinance _First Reading.pdf
Secs. 2-26 -- 2-31.pdf

PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS (AIR071) BUDGET AMENDMENT AND CHANGE 
ORDER 

The Airport was authorized by City Council to award the bid for the rental car parking lot 
project to the lowest bidder and begin construction. A budget amendment is now required 
in order to match the actual costs with the originally budgeted amount.  All costs for this 

project are being funded with Car Rental Customer Facility Charges. 

1. Recommend approval of the Budget Amendment to increase the Airport 
landside maintenance and capital expense accounts for parking lot 
improvements and rental car relocation; and 

2. Recommend approval of Change Order No. 2, Parking Lot Improvements 
(AIR071) Construction Support; and 

3. Authorize Mayor to sign all applicable documentation.  

MEMO Parking Lot Improvements AIR071 (3).docx
CO 2 - Constuction Support.pdf
39. 2018 BA - RAC Relocate car rental return construction additional amount.docx

ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE, T-HANGAR NO. 6
There is one (1) vacancy out of sixteen (16) t-hangars owned by the Airport. Protocol 
established a policy of a waiting list for vacancies. Craig VanTilborg is the next interested 
party on the waiting list. Mr. VanTilborg has indicated interest in renting a t -hangar for a 
monthly rent of $75.00 per month, and will abide by the lease terms and obligations. The 
lease term is month-to-month, which may be terminated by the City or the Tenant with a 
30-day written notice. 

1. Recommend approval of the Airport Lease, T-Hangar between the City of Minot 
and Craig VanTilborg for T-Hangar No. 6 for $75.00 per month; and 

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement

MEMO T-Hangar 6.pdf
No. 6 Craig VanTilborg.pdf

APPROVE ADJUSTMENT TO FINAL PAYMENT FOR PARK SOUTH PROJECT
City Council approved recently what was believed to all remaining costs for the Park 
South Multi -Family CDBG-NDR project. However, it turns out that there were 6 minor 
finishing work products that the contractor had not billed to Essential Living Inc., the non-
profit developer. All finishing work is consistent with the contract and the amount 
requested of $120,585.25 brings the total project cost to the CDBG-NDR cap of 
$1,970,585.25.

It is recommended the City Council approve an adjustment to final payment for 
completion of Park South LMI Multi -family housing project in the amount of 

$120,585.25.

ParkSouthFinalPaymentAdjustmentCouncilmemob.pdf
Essential Living Final Payment.pdf

AMENDED SOURIS BASIN PLANNING COUNCIL SUB-RECIPIENT AGREEMENT
The city entered into a sub-recipient agreement with the Souris Basin Planning Council 
for calendar year 2018 to support CDBG-NDR economic development resilience planning 
activities associated with filling missing critical data pieces to develop a long term, 
sustainable economic development strategy. Their support and work has been beneficial 
to these efforts and warrants an extension for one more year to complete the follow 
through necessary to carry out the implementation of data collection efforts to support the 
IEDC recommendations and optional plans of action in their report. 

It is recommended the City Council amend the existing sub-recipient agreement 
with the Souris Basin Planning Council extending the term for 1 year and adding 
CDBG-NDR and CDBG-DR Allocation #1 funds.

AmendedSourisBasinPlanningCouncilSub-recipientAgreementCouncilmemo11-18-
18.pdf
AgreementSourisBasinPlanningCouncil.pdf
Souris Basin sub-recipient agreementamendment.docx

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO AUTHORIZE EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS FOR 
NINE PROPERTIES

These nine properties are located in what is identified as Buyout Area #4 in the HUD 
approved CDBG-NDR Action Plan. Letters have been sent to the affected property owners 

advising them of this step of recommending commencement of eminent domain 
proceedings but informing them that the opportunity continues for them to avoid legal 
proceedings by accepting the final offer made. Authorizing eminent domain proceedings 
by the City Council does not mean we will not  continue to seek a resolution of the 

acquisition outside of a court decision. It does trigger the City ’s use of the outside 
counsel under contract for eminent domain proceedings. 

It is recommended the City Council grant approval to authorize the ability for the 
City to commence eminent domain proceedings to acquire 9 properties need for 
flood mitigation projects should purchase negotiations not come to agreement on 
price.

Eminentdomainauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO ADD STRUCTURE TO AUCTION LIST
Properties with structures acquired through the CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout 
program are reviewed for structural soundness to determine if can be auctioned and 
moved. A review of a recently acquired structure on the property at 1115 6th Avenue SW 
by staff has been determined to be structurally sound to be moved and is recommended 
for auction.

Request City Council approval to add structure located on 1115 6th Avenue SW 
acquired through CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout program to auction list.

AddstructuretoauctionlistCouncilmemo11-18-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF FOUR DEMOLITION BID AWARDS
These projects were previously bid twice with a decision both times to make no award. 
Several weeks ago, we held a workshop for companies interested in bidding to review the 
requirements and expectations of the bidding process under HUD rules. Bidding this time 

was both for each of the four individual projects as well as the option of one bid for all 
projects. The lowest responsible bid price for each of the four individual projects when 
totaled is $6,000 less than the lowest responsible bid price for the one bid on all four 
projects. Therefore, the recommendation is to award the individual projects to the lowest 
responsible bidder.

City Council approve award contracts to lowest responsible bidders for 
demolition of structures at 400 Maple Street, 430 4th Ave. NE, 205/215 Maple 
Street, and 614/701 4th Ave. NE.

demoltionauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 430 4th Ave NE Project 3755.7.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 400 Maple St Project 3755.8.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 205 215 Maple St Project 3755.9.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 614 701 4th Ave NE Project 3755.10.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY FOR CONFLICT CASE
On November 11, 2018, a city employee was charged with a criminal offense in violation 
of a City ordinance. The City recommends the appointment of a special assistant city 
attorney to avoid any conflict of interest or appearance of impropriety.

Move to appoint Ward County State ’s Attorney Roza Larson or her designee as 
Special Assistant Minot City Attorney to prosecute Ward County Case No. 51-2018-
CR-02238.

Memo_Conflict Case.pdf
Appointment_Council.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF CONTRACT ATTORNEY
The City Attorney ’s office currently consists of two attorneys, one full -time legal 
assistant, and one part-time legal assistant. This office is responsible for prosecuting all 
criminal ordinance violations, infractions, and traffic code violations. In recent years, the 

workload has become more consuming due, in part, to an increased amount of time 
spent on prosecution matters; unprecedented litigation matters; and the City ’s increased 
activities with federal funds (CDBG-DR Funds; NDR Funds) and flood control projects. 
Beyond that, City staff and City Council members have identified numerous antiquated or 
non-existing ordinances, policies, and processes that should be updated or adopted.

1. It is recommended the City Council appoint Attorney Caitlyn A. Pierson to 
represent the City of Minot in the prosecution of municipal ordinance 
violations.

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign any agreements relating to Attorney Pierson ’s 
appointment

Memo_Prosecution Appointment Final.pdf
Pierson - Cover Letter.pdf
Pierson - Resume w References.pdf

3RD AVENUE SE AND BURDICK PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS (4426)
Overhead yellow flashing beacons bring to attention the pedestrian crosswalks crossing 
3rd
Avenue SE at 3rd Street SE and crossing Burdick Expressway at 13th Street SE. 
Vehicle yield
to pedestrian compliance has been an issue at both crossings. 

It is recommended the City Council

1. Authorize city staff to submit the HSIP grant to install pedestrian signal 
improvements at 3rd Street/3rd Avenue SE and Burdick Expressway/13th 
Street SE; and

2. Authorize the mayor to sign the grant applications.

CW_Memo_PedCrossings.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 16 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY C & K CONSULTING ON OR NEAR MULBERRY LOOP AND OLIVE TREE 
CIRCLE

The owner of 16 vacant, residential lots owned by C & K Consulting, LLC has filed an 
abatement for a reduction in the 2016 True and Full Value.  A list of each lot's 2016 

assessment and the requested reduction is attached.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for C and C 16 Vacant Lots.docx
C and C 2016 Abatement 16 lots.pdf
2016 Abatement of C and K Lots Analysis.docx
2016 Abatement C and K vacant lots notice and spreadsheet.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3215 8TH ST NE
The owners of an apartment building complex, Stonebridge Villas II have filed an 
abatement for the 2016 Property taxes asking for a reduction from $6,691,000 to 
$3,735,000. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3215 8th St NE 48 unit complex 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Stonebridge Sales and comparable assessments for 2016 abatement for 3215 8th 
St NE 48 units.docx
3215 NE 8th St packet for abatement 48 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3241 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas II, LLC has filed an application 3241 8th St NE for an abatement to 
reduce their 2016 True and Full Valuation from $4,965,000 to $2,700,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3241 8th St NE 40 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
3241 NE 8th St packet for abatement 40 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3343 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas LLC has filed a tax abatement on a 68 unit apartment complex asking 
for a reduction on the 2016 True and Full Value from $7,724,000 to $3,655,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

3343 8th St NE Packet for Abatement 68 plex at Stonebridge Villas .pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3343 8th St NE 68 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 46 TOWNHOMES 
OWNED BY TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE

Property tax abatement submitted by the owners of 46 townhomes along 7th St NE.  A 

spreadsheet of current 2016 True and Full Values and Requested Reductions is 
attached.  

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

Property Record Cards of 46 Townhomes for 2016 abatements.pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge 46 TownHomes along 7th St NE 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
2016 abatement forms for 46 townhomes.pdf
2016 abatement of 46 Stonebridge townhomes analysis and packet of 
information.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 58 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY STONEBRIDGE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY ON OR NEAR MULBERRY 
LOOP NE, OLIVE TREE CIRCLE NE, AND 34TH AVENUE NE

The owner of 58 residential lots that were vacant as of the assessment date of 2016 has 

filed an abatement to reduce the 2016 assessment.  A spreadsheet of each parcel's 2016 

assessment and the owner's request is attached. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge Development Vacant 58 Lots.docx
2016 Abatement Request Spreadsheet of 58 Lots.xlsx
2016 vacant lot abatement documents 58 lots stonebridge.pdf
2016 Abatement 58 lots Stonebridge analysis and exhibits.pdf

OMBUDSMAN POSITION
An Ombudsman is a governmental official appointed to hear and investigate complaints 
made by private citizens against a governmental body. The City Council planned to 
discuss the ombudsman position at the City Council Retreat, but time did not permit for 
the discussion. 

The City Council discuss the ombudsman position and determine whether it 
wishes to create that position for the City of Minot.

Ombudsman_Memo.pdf

LANDFILL EXPANSION (PROJECT NUMBER 4264)
The City of Minot has been seeking land to expand the landfill dating back to 2002. The 
current landfill, as permitted, has capacity until about 2025. In 2017, after years of 
negotiations, two quarter sections of land were successfully purchased adjacent to the 
existing facility. The newly acquired land would provide about 50 plus years of capacity. 

When the City proceeded to the next step to expand our key infrastructure by rezoning 
the land for public use, residents in the area of the landfill opposed the expansion plan.In 
an effort to ensure all comments and concerns were addressed, the City engaged the 
services of a consultant to perform a siting and cost analysis for relocation of the landfill 
as well as formed a focus group to talk through issues and concerns. Both of those 
efforts have come to their conclusions and a public input meeting was held to present the 
results. Attached to this memo are comments received during the input meeting along 
with explanations or clarifications.

It is recommended the City Council select the landfill expansion option and 
direct staff to proceed. 

Landfill Expansion memo to council.pdf
Landfill Study public input responses.pdf
Emailed and FB comments.pdf
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Committee of the Whole
Tuesday, November 27, 2018 - 4:15 PM

City Council Chambers

16TH STREET SW SHARED USE PATH REPLACEMENT (4183)
The existing shared use path has sections of asphalt and concrete, originally constructed 
in 1995 and 1978 respectively. Over the years, the path has experience several repairs 
and has significantly deteriorated. 

It is recommended the City Council 

1. Authorize city staff to submit the Transportation Alternatives application for 
the 16th St SW Shared Use Path Replacement; and

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the application; and
3. Authorize the inclusion of the project in the 2021 Capital Improvement 

Plan.

CW_Memo_16thStSUP.pdf

STORM SEWER DISTRICT 123 – 10TH STREET SW – REQUEST FOR 
QUALIFICATIONS (4393)

10th Street SW from 37th Avenue to 31st Avenue SW and surrounding areas 
have long been identified as known storm water problem areas. Because the 
project is a little over a year away from scheduled construction, now is the time 
to start the necessary environmental clearance and design engineering for this 
project. 

Recommend Council authorize the engineering department to solicit Requests 
for Qualifications for engineering services for the Storm Sewer District 123 – 10th 
Street SW Project.

4393 - SSD123 10th St SW Request RFQ Memo.pdf

WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL DECISION DOCUMENT 
(4367)

The Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project is a Transportation 
Alternatives Program (TAP) project designed to install sidewalks around Washington 
Elementary School. Council must authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document at 
the December meeting as the final environmental report is due to the NDDOT on 
December 7, 2018. 

Recommend the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document 
for the Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project. 

4367 - Washington Elementary SRTS Decision Document Memo.docx
Decision Document.pdf
Public Involvement Report_PCN 22267_181107.pdf

2019 INSURANCE RFP
An RFP for revised insurance coverage has been advertised and responses are due on 
November 21st.  The responses will be evaluated and a recommendation will be brought 

to the Committee of the Whole.

COW Nov212018 Insurance.pdf

POLARIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
Polaris LP owns three multiplexes at 300 27th Ave NW and is asking for partial 
reimbursement of alleged overcharges on their utility bill.  Staff recommends approval of 

the agreement.

It is recommended the City Council approve the Settlement agreement, release, 
and covenant not to sue, and authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement. 

Polaris agreement Memo.docx
Polaris agreement.pdf

AMENDMENTS TO MEETING ORDINANCE
Currently, the City Council meets, in a regular meeting, at 6:30 p.m. once per month. The 
Committee of the Whole meets, in two meetings, the week prior to the regular City 
Council meeting. The City Council previously discussed amending the City ordinances to 
provide for two regular City Council meetings per month, both of which would occur at 
5:30 p.m. With this change, the City Council also contemplated eliminating the 
Committee of the Whole meetings.

The City Council approve, on first reading, the attached ordinance amendments. 

Meetings Ordinance Memo.pdf
Meetings Ordinance _First Reading.pdf
Secs. 2-26 -- 2-31.pdf

PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS (AIR071) BUDGET AMENDMENT AND CHANGE 
ORDER 

The Airport was authorized by City Council to award the bid for the rental car parking lot 
project to the lowest bidder and begin construction. A budget amendment is now required 
in order to match the actual costs with the originally budgeted amount.  All costs for this 

project are being funded with Car Rental Customer Facility Charges. 

1. Recommend approval of the Budget Amendment to increase the Airport 
landside maintenance and capital expense accounts for parking lot 
improvements and rental car relocation; and 

2. Recommend approval of Change Order No. 2, Parking Lot Improvements 
(AIR071) Construction Support; and 

3. Authorize Mayor to sign all applicable documentation.  

MEMO Parking Lot Improvements AIR071 (3).docx
CO 2 - Constuction Support.pdf
39. 2018 BA - RAC Relocate car rental return construction additional amount.docx

ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE, T-HANGAR NO. 6
There is one (1) vacancy out of sixteen (16) t-hangars owned by the Airport. Protocol 
established a policy of a waiting list for vacancies. Craig VanTilborg is the next interested 
party on the waiting list. Mr. VanTilborg has indicated interest in renting a t -hangar for a 
monthly rent of $75.00 per month, and will abide by the lease terms and obligations. The 
lease term is month-to-month, which may be terminated by the City or the Tenant with a 
30-day written notice. 

1. Recommend approval of the Airport Lease, T-Hangar between the City of Minot 
and Craig VanTilborg for T-Hangar No. 6 for $75.00 per month; and 

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement

MEMO T-Hangar 6.pdf
No. 6 Craig VanTilborg.pdf

APPROVE ADJUSTMENT TO FINAL PAYMENT FOR PARK SOUTH PROJECT
City Council approved recently what was believed to all remaining costs for the Park 
South Multi -Family CDBG-NDR project. However, it turns out that there were 6 minor 
finishing work products that the contractor had not billed to Essential Living Inc., the non-
profit developer. All finishing work is consistent with the contract and the amount 
requested of $120,585.25 brings the total project cost to the CDBG-NDR cap of 
$1,970,585.25.

It is recommended the City Council approve an adjustment to final payment for 
completion of Park South LMI Multi -family housing project in the amount of 

$120,585.25.

ParkSouthFinalPaymentAdjustmentCouncilmemob.pdf
Essential Living Final Payment.pdf

AMENDED SOURIS BASIN PLANNING COUNCIL SUB-RECIPIENT AGREEMENT
The city entered into a sub-recipient agreement with the Souris Basin Planning Council 
for calendar year 2018 to support CDBG-NDR economic development resilience planning 
activities associated with filling missing critical data pieces to develop a long term, 
sustainable economic development strategy. Their support and work has been beneficial 
to these efforts and warrants an extension for one more year to complete the follow 
through necessary to carry out the implementation of data collection efforts to support the 
IEDC recommendations and optional plans of action in their report. 

It is recommended the City Council amend the existing sub-recipient agreement 
with the Souris Basin Planning Council extending the term for 1 year and adding 
CDBG-NDR and CDBG-DR Allocation #1 funds.

AmendedSourisBasinPlanningCouncilSub-recipientAgreementCouncilmemo11-18-
18.pdf
AgreementSourisBasinPlanningCouncil.pdf
Souris Basin sub-recipient agreementamendment.docx

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO AUTHORIZE EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS FOR 
NINE PROPERTIES

These nine properties are located in what is identified as Buyout Area #4 in the HUD 
approved CDBG-NDR Action Plan. Letters have been sent to the affected property owners 

advising them of this step of recommending commencement of eminent domain 
proceedings but informing them that the opportunity continues for them to avoid legal 
proceedings by accepting the final offer made. Authorizing eminent domain proceedings 
by the City Council does not mean we will not  continue to seek a resolution of the 

acquisition outside of a court decision. It does trigger the City ’s use of the outside 
counsel under contract for eminent domain proceedings. 

It is recommended the City Council grant approval to authorize the ability for the 
City to commence eminent domain proceedings to acquire 9 properties need for 
flood mitigation projects should purchase negotiations not come to agreement on 
price.

Eminentdomainauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO ADD STRUCTURE TO AUCTION LIST
Properties with structures acquired through the CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout 
program are reviewed for structural soundness to determine if can be auctioned and 
moved. A review of a recently acquired structure on the property at 1115 6th Avenue SW 
by staff has been determined to be structurally sound to be moved and is recommended 
for auction.

Request City Council approval to add structure located on 1115 6th Avenue SW 
acquired through CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout program to auction list.

AddstructuretoauctionlistCouncilmemo11-18-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF FOUR DEMOLITION BID AWARDS
These projects were previously bid twice with a decision both times to make no award. 
Several weeks ago, we held a workshop for companies interested in bidding to review the 
requirements and expectations of the bidding process under HUD rules. Bidding this time 

was both for each of the four individual projects as well as the option of one bid for all 
projects. The lowest responsible bid price for each of the four individual projects when 
totaled is $6,000 less than the lowest responsible bid price for the one bid on all four 
projects. Therefore, the recommendation is to award the individual projects to the lowest 
responsible bidder.

City Council approve award contracts to lowest responsible bidders for 
demolition of structures at 400 Maple Street, 430 4th Ave. NE, 205/215 Maple 
Street, and 614/701 4th Ave. NE.

demoltionauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 430 4th Ave NE Project 3755.7.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 400 Maple St Project 3755.8.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 205 215 Maple St Project 3755.9.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 614 701 4th Ave NE Project 3755.10.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY FOR CONFLICT CASE
On November 11, 2018, a city employee was charged with a criminal offense in violation 
of a City ordinance. The City recommends the appointment of a special assistant city 
attorney to avoid any conflict of interest or appearance of impropriety.

Move to appoint Ward County State ’s Attorney Roza Larson or her designee as 
Special Assistant Minot City Attorney to prosecute Ward County Case No. 51-2018-
CR-02238.

Memo_Conflict Case.pdf
Appointment_Council.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF CONTRACT ATTORNEY
The City Attorney ’s office currently consists of two attorneys, one full -time legal 
assistant, and one part-time legal assistant. This office is responsible for prosecuting all 
criminal ordinance violations, infractions, and traffic code violations. In recent years, the 

workload has become more consuming due, in part, to an increased amount of time 
spent on prosecution matters; unprecedented litigation matters; and the City ’s increased 
activities with federal funds (CDBG-DR Funds; NDR Funds) and flood control projects. 
Beyond that, City staff and City Council members have identified numerous antiquated or 
non-existing ordinances, policies, and processes that should be updated or adopted.

1. It is recommended the City Council appoint Attorney Caitlyn A. Pierson to 
represent the City of Minot in the prosecution of municipal ordinance 
violations.

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign any agreements relating to Attorney Pierson ’s 
appointment

Memo_Prosecution Appointment Final.pdf
Pierson - Cover Letter.pdf
Pierson - Resume w References.pdf

3RD AVENUE SE AND BURDICK PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS (4426)
Overhead yellow flashing beacons bring to attention the pedestrian crosswalks crossing 
3rd
Avenue SE at 3rd Street SE and crossing Burdick Expressway at 13th Street SE. 
Vehicle yield
to pedestrian compliance has been an issue at both crossings. 

It is recommended the City Council

1. Authorize city staff to submit the HSIP grant to install pedestrian signal 
improvements at 3rd Street/3rd Avenue SE and Burdick Expressway/13th 
Street SE; and

2. Authorize the mayor to sign the grant applications.

CW_Memo_PedCrossings.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 16 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY C & K CONSULTING ON OR NEAR MULBERRY LOOP AND OLIVE TREE 
CIRCLE

The owner of 16 vacant, residential lots owned by C & K Consulting, LLC has filed an 
abatement for a reduction in the 2016 True and Full Value.  A list of each lot's 2016 

assessment and the requested reduction is attached.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for C and C 16 Vacant Lots.docx
C and C 2016 Abatement 16 lots.pdf
2016 Abatement of C and K Lots Analysis.docx
2016 Abatement C and K vacant lots notice and spreadsheet.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3215 8TH ST NE
The owners of an apartment building complex, Stonebridge Villas II have filed an 
abatement for the 2016 Property taxes asking for a reduction from $6,691,000 to 
$3,735,000. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3215 8th St NE 48 unit complex 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Stonebridge Sales and comparable assessments for 2016 abatement for 3215 8th 
St NE 48 units.docx
3215 NE 8th St packet for abatement 48 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3241 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas II, LLC has filed an application 3241 8th St NE for an abatement to 
reduce their 2016 True and Full Valuation from $4,965,000 to $2,700,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3241 8th St NE 40 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
3241 NE 8th St packet for abatement 40 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3343 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas LLC has filed a tax abatement on a 68 unit apartment complex asking 
for a reduction on the 2016 True and Full Value from $7,724,000 to $3,655,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

3343 8th St NE Packet for Abatement 68 plex at Stonebridge Villas .pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3343 8th St NE 68 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 46 TOWNHOMES 
OWNED BY TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE

Property tax abatement submitted by the owners of 46 townhomes along 7th St NE.  A 

spreadsheet of current 2016 True and Full Values and Requested Reductions is 
attached.  

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

Property Record Cards of 46 Townhomes for 2016 abatements.pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge 46 TownHomes along 7th St NE 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
2016 abatement forms for 46 townhomes.pdf
2016 abatement of 46 Stonebridge townhomes analysis and packet of 
information.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 58 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY STONEBRIDGE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY ON OR NEAR MULBERRY 
LOOP NE, OLIVE TREE CIRCLE NE, AND 34TH AVENUE NE

The owner of 58 residential lots that were vacant as of the assessment date of 2016 has 

filed an abatement to reduce the 2016 assessment.  A spreadsheet of each parcel's 2016 

assessment and the owner's request is attached. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge Development Vacant 58 Lots.docx
2016 Abatement Request Spreadsheet of 58 Lots.xlsx
2016 vacant lot abatement documents 58 lots stonebridge.pdf
2016 Abatement 58 lots Stonebridge analysis and exhibits.pdf

OMBUDSMAN POSITION
An Ombudsman is a governmental official appointed to hear and investigate complaints 
made by private citizens against a governmental body. The City Council planned to 
discuss the ombudsman position at the City Council Retreat, but time did not permit for 
the discussion. 

The City Council discuss the ombudsman position and determine whether it 
wishes to create that position for the City of Minot.

Ombudsman_Memo.pdf

LANDFILL EXPANSION (PROJECT NUMBER 4264)
The City of Minot has been seeking land to expand the landfill dating back to 2002. The 
current landfill, as permitted, has capacity until about 2025. In 2017, after years of 
negotiations, two quarter sections of land were successfully purchased adjacent to the 
existing facility. The newly acquired land would provide about 50 plus years of capacity. 

When the City proceeded to the next step to expand our key infrastructure by rezoning 
the land for public use, residents in the area of the landfill opposed the expansion plan.In 
an effort to ensure all comments and concerns were addressed, the City engaged the 
services of a consultant to perform a siting and cost analysis for relocation of the landfill 
as well as formed a focus group to talk through issues and concerns. Both of those 
efforts have come to their conclusions and a public input meeting was held to present the 
results. Attached to this memo are comments received during the input meeting along 
with explanations or clarifications.

It is recommended the City Council select the landfill expansion option and 
direct staff to proceed. 

Landfill Expansion memo to council.pdf
Landfill Study public input responses.pdf
Emailed and FB comments.pdf
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Committee of the Whole
Tuesday, November 27, 2018 - 4:15 PM

City Council Chambers

16TH STREET SW SHARED USE PATH REPLACEMENT (4183)
The existing shared use path has sections of asphalt and concrete, originally constructed 
in 1995 and 1978 respectively. Over the years, the path has experience several repairs 
and has significantly deteriorated. 

It is recommended the City Council 

1. Authorize city staff to submit the Transportation Alternatives application for 
the 16th St SW Shared Use Path Replacement; and

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the application; and
3. Authorize the inclusion of the project in the 2021 Capital Improvement 

Plan.

CW_Memo_16thStSUP.pdf

STORM SEWER DISTRICT 123 – 10TH STREET SW – REQUEST FOR 
QUALIFICATIONS (4393)

10th Street SW from 37th Avenue to 31st Avenue SW and surrounding areas 
have long been identified as known storm water problem areas. Because the 
project is a little over a year away from scheduled construction, now is the time 
to start the necessary environmental clearance and design engineering for this 
project. 

Recommend Council authorize the engineering department to solicit Requests 
for Qualifications for engineering services for the Storm Sewer District 123 – 10th 
Street SW Project.

4393 - SSD123 10th St SW Request RFQ Memo.pdf

WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL DECISION DOCUMENT 
(4367)

The Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project is a Transportation 
Alternatives Program (TAP) project designed to install sidewalks around Washington 
Elementary School. Council must authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document at 
the December meeting as the final environmental report is due to the NDDOT on 
December 7, 2018. 

Recommend the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document 
for the Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project. 

4367 - Washington Elementary SRTS Decision Document Memo.docx
Decision Document.pdf
Public Involvement Report_PCN 22267_181107.pdf

2019 INSURANCE RFP
An RFP for revised insurance coverage has been advertised and responses are due on 
November 21st.  The responses will be evaluated and a recommendation will be brought 

to the Committee of the Whole.

COW Nov212018 Insurance.pdf

POLARIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
Polaris LP owns three multiplexes at 300 27th Ave NW and is asking for partial 
reimbursement of alleged overcharges on their utility bill.  Staff recommends approval of 

the agreement.

It is recommended the City Council approve the Settlement agreement, release, 
and covenant not to sue, and authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement. 

Polaris agreement Memo.docx
Polaris agreement.pdf

AMENDMENTS TO MEETING ORDINANCE
Currently, the City Council meets, in a regular meeting, at 6:30 p.m. once per month. The 
Committee of the Whole meets, in two meetings, the week prior to the regular City 
Council meeting. The City Council previously discussed amending the City ordinances to 
provide for two regular City Council meetings per month, both of which would occur at 
5:30 p.m. With this change, the City Council also contemplated eliminating the 
Committee of the Whole meetings.

The City Council approve, on first reading, the attached ordinance amendments. 

Meetings Ordinance Memo.pdf
Meetings Ordinance _First Reading.pdf
Secs. 2-26 -- 2-31.pdf

PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS (AIR071) BUDGET AMENDMENT AND CHANGE 
ORDER 

The Airport was authorized by City Council to award the bid for the rental car parking lot 
project to the lowest bidder and begin construction. A budget amendment is now required 
in order to match the actual costs with the originally budgeted amount.  All costs for this 

project are being funded with Car Rental Customer Facility Charges. 

1. Recommend approval of the Budget Amendment to increase the Airport 
landside maintenance and capital expense accounts for parking lot 
improvements and rental car relocation; and 

2. Recommend approval of Change Order No. 2, Parking Lot Improvements 
(AIR071) Construction Support; and 

3. Authorize Mayor to sign all applicable documentation.  

MEMO Parking Lot Improvements AIR071 (3).docx
CO 2 - Constuction Support.pdf
39. 2018 BA - RAC Relocate car rental return construction additional amount.docx

ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE, T-HANGAR NO. 6
There is one (1) vacancy out of sixteen (16) t-hangars owned by the Airport. Protocol 
established a policy of a waiting list for vacancies. Craig VanTilborg is the next interested 
party on the waiting list. Mr. VanTilborg has indicated interest in renting a t -hangar for a 
monthly rent of $75.00 per month, and will abide by the lease terms and obligations. The 
lease term is month-to-month, which may be terminated by the City or the Tenant with a 
30-day written notice. 

1. Recommend approval of the Airport Lease, T-Hangar between the City of Minot 
and Craig VanTilborg for T-Hangar No. 6 for $75.00 per month; and 

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement

MEMO T-Hangar 6.pdf
No. 6 Craig VanTilborg.pdf

APPROVE ADJUSTMENT TO FINAL PAYMENT FOR PARK SOUTH PROJECT
City Council approved recently what was believed to all remaining costs for the Park 
South Multi -Family CDBG-NDR project. However, it turns out that there were 6 minor 
finishing work products that the contractor had not billed to Essential Living Inc., the non-
profit developer. All finishing work is consistent with the contract and the amount 
requested of $120,585.25 brings the total project cost to the CDBG-NDR cap of 
$1,970,585.25.

It is recommended the City Council approve an adjustment to final payment for 
completion of Park South LMI Multi -family housing project in the amount of 

$120,585.25.

ParkSouthFinalPaymentAdjustmentCouncilmemob.pdf
Essential Living Final Payment.pdf

AMENDED SOURIS BASIN PLANNING COUNCIL SUB-RECIPIENT AGREEMENT
The city entered into a sub-recipient agreement with the Souris Basin Planning Council 
for calendar year 2018 to support CDBG-NDR economic development resilience planning 
activities associated with filling missing critical data pieces to develop a long term, 
sustainable economic development strategy. Their support and work has been beneficial 
to these efforts and warrants an extension for one more year to complete the follow 
through necessary to carry out the implementation of data collection efforts to support the 
IEDC recommendations and optional plans of action in their report. 

It is recommended the City Council amend the existing sub-recipient agreement 
with the Souris Basin Planning Council extending the term for 1 year and adding 
CDBG-NDR and CDBG-DR Allocation #1 funds.

AmendedSourisBasinPlanningCouncilSub-recipientAgreementCouncilmemo11-18-
18.pdf
AgreementSourisBasinPlanningCouncil.pdf
Souris Basin sub-recipient agreementamendment.docx

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO AUTHORIZE EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS FOR 
NINE PROPERTIES

These nine properties are located in what is identified as Buyout Area #4 in the HUD 
approved CDBG-NDR Action Plan. Letters have been sent to the affected property owners 

advising them of this step of recommending commencement of eminent domain 
proceedings but informing them that the opportunity continues for them to avoid legal 
proceedings by accepting the final offer made. Authorizing eminent domain proceedings 
by the City Council does not mean we will not  continue to seek a resolution of the 

acquisition outside of a court decision. It does trigger the City ’s use of the outside 
counsel under contract for eminent domain proceedings. 

It is recommended the City Council grant approval to authorize the ability for the 
City to commence eminent domain proceedings to acquire 9 properties need for 
flood mitigation projects should purchase negotiations not come to agreement on 
price.

Eminentdomainauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO ADD STRUCTURE TO AUCTION LIST
Properties with structures acquired through the CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout 
program are reviewed for structural soundness to determine if can be auctioned and 
moved. A review of a recently acquired structure on the property at 1115 6th Avenue SW 
by staff has been determined to be structurally sound to be moved and is recommended 
for auction.

Request City Council approval to add structure located on 1115 6th Avenue SW 
acquired through CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout program to auction list.

AddstructuretoauctionlistCouncilmemo11-18-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF FOUR DEMOLITION BID AWARDS
These projects were previously bid twice with a decision both times to make no award. 
Several weeks ago, we held a workshop for companies interested in bidding to review the 
requirements and expectations of the bidding process under HUD rules. Bidding this time 

was both for each of the four individual projects as well as the option of one bid for all 
projects. The lowest responsible bid price for each of the four individual projects when 
totaled is $6,000 less than the lowest responsible bid price for the one bid on all four 
projects. Therefore, the recommendation is to award the individual projects to the lowest 
responsible bidder.

City Council approve award contracts to lowest responsible bidders for 
demolition of structures at 400 Maple Street, 430 4th Ave. NE, 205/215 Maple 
Street, and 614/701 4th Ave. NE.

demoltionauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 430 4th Ave NE Project 3755.7.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 400 Maple St Project 3755.8.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 205 215 Maple St Project 3755.9.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 614 701 4th Ave NE Project 3755.10.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY FOR CONFLICT CASE
On November 11, 2018, a city employee was charged with a criminal offense in violation 
of a City ordinance. The City recommends the appointment of a special assistant city 
attorney to avoid any conflict of interest or appearance of impropriety.

Move to appoint Ward County State ’s Attorney Roza Larson or her designee as 
Special Assistant Minot City Attorney to prosecute Ward County Case No. 51-2018-
CR-02238.

Memo_Conflict Case.pdf
Appointment_Council.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF CONTRACT ATTORNEY
The City Attorney ’s office currently consists of two attorneys, one full -time legal 
assistant, and one part-time legal assistant. This office is responsible for prosecuting all 
criminal ordinance violations, infractions, and traffic code violations. In recent years, the 

workload has become more consuming due, in part, to an increased amount of time 
spent on prosecution matters; unprecedented litigation matters; and the City ’s increased 
activities with federal funds (CDBG-DR Funds; NDR Funds) and flood control projects. 
Beyond that, City staff and City Council members have identified numerous antiquated or 
non-existing ordinances, policies, and processes that should be updated or adopted.

1. It is recommended the City Council appoint Attorney Caitlyn A. Pierson to 
represent the City of Minot in the prosecution of municipal ordinance 
violations.

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign any agreements relating to Attorney Pierson ’s 
appointment

Memo_Prosecution Appointment Final.pdf
Pierson - Cover Letter.pdf
Pierson - Resume w References.pdf

3RD AVENUE SE AND BURDICK PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS (4426)
Overhead yellow flashing beacons bring to attention the pedestrian crosswalks crossing 
3rd
Avenue SE at 3rd Street SE and crossing Burdick Expressway at 13th Street SE. 
Vehicle yield
to pedestrian compliance has been an issue at both crossings. 

It is recommended the City Council

1. Authorize city staff to submit the HSIP grant to install pedestrian signal 
improvements at 3rd Street/3rd Avenue SE and Burdick Expressway/13th 
Street SE; and

2. Authorize the mayor to sign the grant applications.

CW_Memo_PedCrossings.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 16 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY C & K CONSULTING ON OR NEAR MULBERRY LOOP AND OLIVE TREE 
CIRCLE

The owner of 16 vacant, residential lots owned by C & K Consulting, LLC has filed an 
abatement for a reduction in the 2016 True and Full Value.  A list of each lot's 2016 

assessment and the requested reduction is attached.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for C and C 16 Vacant Lots.docx
C and C 2016 Abatement 16 lots.pdf
2016 Abatement of C and K Lots Analysis.docx
2016 Abatement C and K vacant lots notice and spreadsheet.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3215 8TH ST NE
The owners of an apartment building complex, Stonebridge Villas II have filed an 
abatement for the 2016 Property taxes asking for a reduction from $6,691,000 to 
$3,735,000. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3215 8th St NE 48 unit complex 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Stonebridge Sales and comparable assessments for 2016 abatement for 3215 8th 
St NE 48 units.docx
3215 NE 8th St packet for abatement 48 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3241 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas II, LLC has filed an application 3241 8th St NE for an abatement to 
reduce their 2016 True and Full Valuation from $4,965,000 to $2,700,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3241 8th St NE 40 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
3241 NE 8th St packet for abatement 40 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3343 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas LLC has filed a tax abatement on a 68 unit apartment complex asking 
for a reduction on the 2016 True and Full Value from $7,724,000 to $3,655,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

3343 8th St NE Packet for Abatement 68 plex at Stonebridge Villas .pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3343 8th St NE 68 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 46 TOWNHOMES 
OWNED BY TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE

Property tax abatement submitted by the owners of 46 townhomes along 7th St NE.  A 

spreadsheet of current 2016 True and Full Values and Requested Reductions is 
attached.  

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

Property Record Cards of 46 Townhomes for 2016 abatements.pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge 46 TownHomes along 7th St NE 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
2016 abatement forms for 46 townhomes.pdf
2016 abatement of 46 Stonebridge townhomes analysis and packet of 
information.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 58 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY STONEBRIDGE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY ON OR NEAR MULBERRY 
LOOP NE, OLIVE TREE CIRCLE NE, AND 34TH AVENUE NE

The owner of 58 residential lots that were vacant as of the assessment date of 2016 has 

filed an abatement to reduce the 2016 assessment.  A spreadsheet of each parcel's 2016 

assessment and the owner's request is attached. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge Development Vacant 58 Lots.docx
2016 Abatement Request Spreadsheet of 58 Lots.xlsx
2016 vacant lot abatement documents 58 lots stonebridge.pdf
2016 Abatement 58 lots Stonebridge analysis and exhibits.pdf

OMBUDSMAN POSITION
An Ombudsman is a governmental official appointed to hear and investigate complaints 
made by private citizens against a governmental body. The City Council planned to 
discuss the ombudsman position at the City Council Retreat, but time did not permit for 
the discussion. 

The City Council discuss the ombudsman position and determine whether it 
wishes to create that position for the City of Minot.

Ombudsman_Memo.pdf

LANDFILL EXPANSION (PROJECT NUMBER 4264)
The City of Minot has been seeking land to expand the landfill dating back to 2002. The 
current landfill, as permitted, has capacity until about 2025. In 2017, after years of 
negotiations, two quarter sections of land were successfully purchased adjacent to the 
existing facility. The newly acquired land would provide about 50 plus years of capacity. 

When the City proceeded to the next step to expand our key infrastructure by rezoning 
the land for public use, residents in the area of the landfill opposed the expansion plan.In 
an effort to ensure all comments and concerns were addressed, the City engaged the 
services of a consultant to perform a siting and cost analysis for relocation of the landfill 
as well as formed a focus group to talk through issues and concerns. Both of those 
efforts have come to their conclusions and a public input meeting was held to present the 
results. Attached to this memo are comments received during the input meeting along 
with explanations or clarifications.

It is recommended the City Council select the landfill expansion option and 
direct staff to proceed. 

Landfill Expansion memo to council.pdf
Landfill Study public input responses.pdf
Emailed and FB comments.pdf
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Committee of the Whole
Tuesday, November 27, 2018 - 4:15 PM

City Council Chambers

16TH STREET SW SHARED USE PATH REPLACEMENT (4183)
The existing shared use path has sections of asphalt and concrete, originally constructed 
in 1995 and 1978 respectively. Over the years, the path has experience several repairs 
and has significantly deteriorated. 

It is recommended the City Council 

1. Authorize city staff to submit the Transportation Alternatives application for 
the 16th St SW Shared Use Path Replacement; and

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the application; and
3. Authorize the inclusion of the project in the 2021 Capital Improvement 

Plan.

CW_Memo_16thStSUP.pdf

STORM SEWER DISTRICT 123 – 10TH STREET SW – REQUEST FOR 
QUALIFICATIONS (4393)

10th Street SW from 37th Avenue to 31st Avenue SW and surrounding areas 
have long been identified as known storm water problem areas. Because the 
project is a little over a year away from scheduled construction, now is the time 
to start the necessary environmental clearance and design engineering for this 
project. 

Recommend Council authorize the engineering department to solicit Requests 
for Qualifications for engineering services for the Storm Sewer District 123 – 10th 
Street SW Project.

4393 - SSD123 10th St SW Request RFQ Memo.pdf

WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL DECISION DOCUMENT 
(4367)

The Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project is a Transportation 
Alternatives Program (TAP) project designed to install sidewalks around Washington 
Elementary School. Council must authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document at 
the December meeting as the final environmental report is due to the NDDOT on 
December 7, 2018. 

Recommend the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document 
for the Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project. 

4367 - Washington Elementary SRTS Decision Document Memo.docx
Decision Document.pdf
Public Involvement Report_PCN 22267_181107.pdf

2019 INSURANCE RFP
An RFP for revised insurance coverage has been advertised and responses are due on 
November 21st.  The responses will be evaluated and a recommendation will be brought 

to the Committee of the Whole.

COW Nov212018 Insurance.pdf

POLARIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
Polaris LP owns three multiplexes at 300 27th Ave NW and is asking for partial 
reimbursement of alleged overcharges on their utility bill.  Staff recommends approval of 

the agreement.

It is recommended the City Council approve the Settlement agreement, release, 
and covenant not to sue, and authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement. 

Polaris agreement Memo.docx
Polaris agreement.pdf

AMENDMENTS TO MEETING ORDINANCE
Currently, the City Council meets, in a regular meeting, at 6:30 p.m. once per month. The 
Committee of the Whole meets, in two meetings, the week prior to the regular City 
Council meeting. The City Council previously discussed amending the City ordinances to 
provide for two regular City Council meetings per month, both of which would occur at 
5:30 p.m. With this change, the City Council also contemplated eliminating the 
Committee of the Whole meetings.

The City Council approve, on first reading, the attached ordinance amendments. 

Meetings Ordinance Memo.pdf
Meetings Ordinance _First Reading.pdf
Secs. 2-26 -- 2-31.pdf

PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS (AIR071) BUDGET AMENDMENT AND CHANGE 
ORDER 

The Airport was authorized by City Council to award the bid for the rental car parking lot 
project to the lowest bidder and begin construction. A budget amendment is now required 
in order to match the actual costs with the originally budgeted amount.  All costs for this 

project are being funded with Car Rental Customer Facility Charges. 

1. Recommend approval of the Budget Amendment to increase the Airport 
landside maintenance and capital expense accounts for parking lot 
improvements and rental car relocation; and 

2. Recommend approval of Change Order No. 2, Parking Lot Improvements 
(AIR071) Construction Support; and 

3. Authorize Mayor to sign all applicable documentation.  

MEMO Parking Lot Improvements AIR071 (3).docx
CO 2 - Constuction Support.pdf
39. 2018 BA - RAC Relocate car rental return construction additional amount.docx

ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE, T-HANGAR NO. 6
There is one (1) vacancy out of sixteen (16) t-hangars owned by the Airport. Protocol 
established a policy of a waiting list for vacancies. Craig VanTilborg is the next interested 
party on the waiting list. Mr. VanTilborg has indicated interest in renting a t -hangar for a 
monthly rent of $75.00 per month, and will abide by the lease terms and obligations. The 
lease term is month-to-month, which may be terminated by the City or the Tenant with a 
30-day written notice. 

1. Recommend approval of the Airport Lease, T-Hangar between the City of Minot 
and Craig VanTilborg for T-Hangar No. 6 for $75.00 per month; and 

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement

MEMO T-Hangar 6.pdf
No. 6 Craig VanTilborg.pdf

APPROVE ADJUSTMENT TO FINAL PAYMENT FOR PARK SOUTH PROJECT
City Council approved recently what was believed to all remaining costs for the Park 
South Multi -Family CDBG-NDR project. However, it turns out that there were 6 minor 
finishing work products that the contractor had not billed to Essential Living Inc., the non-
profit developer. All finishing work is consistent with the contract and the amount 
requested of $120,585.25 brings the total project cost to the CDBG-NDR cap of 
$1,970,585.25.

It is recommended the City Council approve an adjustment to final payment for 
completion of Park South LMI Multi -family housing project in the amount of 

$120,585.25.

ParkSouthFinalPaymentAdjustmentCouncilmemob.pdf
Essential Living Final Payment.pdf

AMENDED SOURIS BASIN PLANNING COUNCIL SUB-RECIPIENT AGREEMENT
The city entered into a sub-recipient agreement with the Souris Basin Planning Council 
for calendar year 2018 to support CDBG-NDR economic development resilience planning 
activities associated with filling missing critical data pieces to develop a long term, 
sustainable economic development strategy. Their support and work has been beneficial 
to these efforts and warrants an extension for one more year to complete the follow 
through necessary to carry out the implementation of data collection efforts to support the 
IEDC recommendations and optional plans of action in their report. 

It is recommended the City Council amend the existing sub-recipient agreement 
with the Souris Basin Planning Council extending the term for 1 year and adding 
CDBG-NDR and CDBG-DR Allocation #1 funds.

AmendedSourisBasinPlanningCouncilSub-recipientAgreementCouncilmemo11-18-
18.pdf
AgreementSourisBasinPlanningCouncil.pdf
Souris Basin sub-recipient agreementamendment.docx

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO AUTHORIZE EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS FOR 
NINE PROPERTIES

These nine properties are located in what is identified as Buyout Area #4 in the HUD 
approved CDBG-NDR Action Plan. Letters have been sent to the affected property owners 

advising them of this step of recommending commencement of eminent domain 
proceedings but informing them that the opportunity continues for them to avoid legal 
proceedings by accepting the final offer made. Authorizing eminent domain proceedings 
by the City Council does not mean we will not  continue to seek a resolution of the 

acquisition outside of a court decision. It does trigger the City ’s use of the outside 
counsel under contract for eminent domain proceedings. 

It is recommended the City Council grant approval to authorize the ability for the 
City to commence eminent domain proceedings to acquire 9 properties need for 
flood mitigation projects should purchase negotiations not come to agreement on 
price.

Eminentdomainauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO ADD STRUCTURE TO AUCTION LIST
Properties with structures acquired through the CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout 
program are reviewed for structural soundness to determine if can be auctioned and 
moved. A review of a recently acquired structure on the property at 1115 6th Avenue SW 
by staff has been determined to be structurally sound to be moved and is recommended 
for auction.

Request City Council approval to add structure located on 1115 6th Avenue SW 
acquired through CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout program to auction list.

AddstructuretoauctionlistCouncilmemo11-18-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF FOUR DEMOLITION BID AWARDS
These projects were previously bid twice with a decision both times to make no award. 
Several weeks ago, we held a workshop for companies interested in bidding to review the 
requirements and expectations of the bidding process under HUD rules. Bidding this time 

was both for each of the four individual projects as well as the option of one bid for all 
projects. The lowest responsible bid price for each of the four individual projects when 
totaled is $6,000 less than the lowest responsible bid price for the one bid on all four 
projects. Therefore, the recommendation is to award the individual projects to the lowest 
responsible bidder.

City Council approve award contracts to lowest responsible bidders for 
demolition of structures at 400 Maple Street, 430 4th Ave. NE, 205/215 Maple 
Street, and 614/701 4th Ave. NE.

demoltionauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 430 4th Ave NE Project 3755.7.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 400 Maple St Project 3755.8.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 205 215 Maple St Project 3755.9.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 614 701 4th Ave NE Project 3755.10.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY FOR CONFLICT CASE
On November 11, 2018, a city employee was charged with a criminal offense in violation 
of a City ordinance. The City recommends the appointment of a special assistant city 
attorney to avoid any conflict of interest or appearance of impropriety.

Move to appoint Ward County State ’s Attorney Roza Larson or her designee as 
Special Assistant Minot City Attorney to prosecute Ward County Case No. 51-2018-
CR-02238.

Memo_Conflict Case.pdf
Appointment_Council.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF CONTRACT ATTORNEY
The City Attorney ’s office currently consists of two attorneys, one full -time legal 
assistant, and one part-time legal assistant. This office is responsible for prosecuting all 
criminal ordinance violations, infractions, and traffic code violations. In recent years, the 

workload has become more consuming due, in part, to an increased amount of time 
spent on prosecution matters; unprecedented litigation matters; and the City ’s increased 
activities with federal funds (CDBG-DR Funds; NDR Funds) and flood control projects. 
Beyond that, City staff and City Council members have identified numerous antiquated or 
non-existing ordinances, policies, and processes that should be updated or adopted.

1. It is recommended the City Council appoint Attorney Caitlyn A. Pierson to 
represent the City of Minot in the prosecution of municipal ordinance 
violations.

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign any agreements relating to Attorney Pierson ’s 
appointment

Memo_Prosecution Appointment Final.pdf
Pierson - Cover Letter.pdf
Pierson - Resume w References.pdf

3RD AVENUE SE AND BURDICK PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS (4426)
Overhead yellow flashing beacons bring to attention the pedestrian crosswalks crossing 
3rd
Avenue SE at 3rd Street SE and crossing Burdick Expressway at 13th Street SE. 
Vehicle yield
to pedestrian compliance has been an issue at both crossings. 

It is recommended the City Council

1. Authorize city staff to submit the HSIP grant to install pedestrian signal 
improvements at 3rd Street/3rd Avenue SE and Burdick Expressway/13th 
Street SE; and

2. Authorize the mayor to sign the grant applications.

CW_Memo_PedCrossings.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 16 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY C & K CONSULTING ON OR NEAR MULBERRY LOOP AND OLIVE TREE 
CIRCLE

The owner of 16 vacant, residential lots owned by C & K Consulting, LLC has filed an 
abatement for a reduction in the 2016 True and Full Value.  A list of each lot's 2016 

assessment and the requested reduction is attached.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for C and C 16 Vacant Lots.docx
C and C 2016 Abatement 16 lots.pdf
2016 Abatement of C and K Lots Analysis.docx
2016 Abatement C and K vacant lots notice and spreadsheet.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3215 8TH ST NE
The owners of an apartment building complex, Stonebridge Villas II have filed an 
abatement for the 2016 Property taxes asking for a reduction from $6,691,000 to 
$3,735,000. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3215 8th St NE 48 unit complex 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Stonebridge Sales and comparable assessments for 2016 abatement for 3215 8th 
St NE 48 units.docx
3215 NE 8th St packet for abatement 48 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3241 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas II, LLC has filed an application 3241 8th St NE for an abatement to 
reduce their 2016 True and Full Valuation from $4,965,000 to $2,700,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3241 8th St NE 40 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
3241 NE 8th St packet for abatement 40 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3343 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas LLC has filed a tax abatement on a 68 unit apartment complex asking 
for a reduction on the 2016 True and Full Value from $7,724,000 to $3,655,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

3343 8th St NE Packet for Abatement 68 plex at Stonebridge Villas .pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3343 8th St NE 68 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 46 TOWNHOMES 
OWNED BY TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE

Property tax abatement submitted by the owners of 46 townhomes along 7th St NE.  A 

spreadsheet of current 2016 True and Full Values and Requested Reductions is 
attached.  

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

Property Record Cards of 46 Townhomes for 2016 abatements.pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge 46 TownHomes along 7th St NE 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
2016 abatement forms for 46 townhomes.pdf
2016 abatement of 46 Stonebridge townhomes analysis and packet of 
information.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 58 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY STONEBRIDGE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY ON OR NEAR MULBERRY 
LOOP NE, OLIVE TREE CIRCLE NE, AND 34TH AVENUE NE

The owner of 58 residential lots that were vacant as of the assessment date of 2016 has 

filed an abatement to reduce the 2016 assessment.  A spreadsheet of each parcel's 2016 

assessment and the owner's request is attached. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge Development Vacant 58 Lots.docx
2016 Abatement Request Spreadsheet of 58 Lots.xlsx
2016 vacant lot abatement documents 58 lots stonebridge.pdf
2016 Abatement 58 lots Stonebridge analysis and exhibits.pdf

OMBUDSMAN POSITION
An Ombudsman is a governmental official appointed to hear and investigate complaints 
made by private citizens against a governmental body. The City Council planned to 
discuss the ombudsman position at the City Council Retreat, but time did not permit for 
the discussion. 

The City Council discuss the ombudsman position and determine whether it 
wishes to create that position for the City of Minot.

Ombudsman_Memo.pdf

LANDFILL EXPANSION (PROJECT NUMBER 4264)
The City of Minot has been seeking land to expand the landfill dating back to 2002. The 
current landfill, as permitted, has capacity until about 2025. In 2017, after years of 
negotiations, two quarter sections of land were successfully purchased adjacent to the 
existing facility. The newly acquired land would provide about 50 plus years of capacity. 

When the City proceeded to the next step to expand our key infrastructure by rezoning 
the land for public use, residents in the area of the landfill opposed the expansion plan.In 
an effort to ensure all comments and concerns were addressed, the City engaged the 
services of a consultant to perform a siting and cost analysis for relocation of the landfill 
as well as formed a focus group to talk through issues and concerns. Both of those 
efforts have come to their conclusions and a public input meeting was held to present the 
results. Attached to this memo are comments received during the input meeting along 
with explanations or clarifications.

It is recommended the City Council select the landfill expansion option and 
direct staff to proceed. 

Landfill Expansion memo to council.pdf
Landfill Study public input responses.pdf
Emailed and FB comments.pdf
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Committee of the Whole
Tuesday, November 27, 2018 - 4:15 PM

City Council Chambers

16TH STREET SW SHARED USE PATH REPLACEMENT (4183)
The existing shared use path has sections of asphalt and concrete, originally constructed 
in 1995 and 1978 respectively. Over the years, the path has experience several repairs 
and has significantly deteriorated. 

It is recommended the City Council 

1. Authorize city staff to submit the Transportation Alternatives application for 
the 16th St SW Shared Use Path Replacement; and

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the application; and
3. Authorize the inclusion of the project in the 2021 Capital Improvement 

Plan.

CW_Memo_16thStSUP.pdf

STORM SEWER DISTRICT 123 – 10TH STREET SW – REQUEST FOR 
QUALIFICATIONS (4393)

10th Street SW from 37th Avenue to 31st Avenue SW and surrounding areas 
have long been identified as known storm water problem areas. Because the 
project is a little over a year away from scheduled construction, now is the time 
to start the necessary environmental clearance and design engineering for this 
project. 

Recommend Council authorize the engineering department to solicit Requests 
for Qualifications for engineering services for the Storm Sewer District 123 – 10th 
Street SW Project.

4393 - SSD123 10th St SW Request RFQ Memo.pdf

WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL DECISION DOCUMENT 
(4367)

The Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project is a Transportation 
Alternatives Program (TAP) project designed to install sidewalks around Washington 
Elementary School. Council must authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document at 
the December meeting as the final environmental report is due to the NDDOT on 
December 7, 2018. 

Recommend the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document 
for the Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project. 

4367 - Washington Elementary SRTS Decision Document Memo.docx
Decision Document.pdf
Public Involvement Report_PCN 22267_181107.pdf

2019 INSURANCE RFP
An RFP for revised insurance coverage has been advertised and responses are due on 
November 21st.  The responses will be evaluated and a recommendation will be brought 

to the Committee of the Whole.

COW Nov212018 Insurance.pdf

POLARIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
Polaris LP owns three multiplexes at 300 27th Ave NW and is asking for partial 
reimbursement of alleged overcharges on their utility bill.  Staff recommends approval of 

the agreement.

It is recommended the City Council approve the Settlement agreement, release, 
and covenant not to sue, and authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement. 

Polaris agreement Memo.docx
Polaris agreement.pdf

AMENDMENTS TO MEETING ORDINANCE
Currently, the City Council meets, in a regular meeting, at 6:30 p.m. once per month. The 
Committee of the Whole meets, in two meetings, the week prior to the regular City 
Council meeting. The City Council previously discussed amending the City ordinances to 
provide for two regular City Council meetings per month, both of which would occur at 
5:30 p.m. With this change, the City Council also contemplated eliminating the 
Committee of the Whole meetings.

The City Council approve, on first reading, the attached ordinance amendments. 

Meetings Ordinance Memo.pdf
Meetings Ordinance _First Reading.pdf
Secs. 2-26 -- 2-31.pdf

PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS (AIR071) BUDGET AMENDMENT AND CHANGE 
ORDER 

The Airport was authorized by City Council to award the bid for the rental car parking lot 
project to the lowest bidder and begin construction. A budget amendment is now required 
in order to match the actual costs with the originally budgeted amount.  All costs for this 

project are being funded with Car Rental Customer Facility Charges. 

1. Recommend approval of the Budget Amendment to increase the Airport 
landside maintenance and capital expense accounts for parking lot 
improvements and rental car relocation; and 

2. Recommend approval of Change Order No. 2, Parking Lot Improvements 
(AIR071) Construction Support; and 

3. Authorize Mayor to sign all applicable documentation.  

MEMO Parking Lot Improvements AIR071 (3).docx
CO 2 - Constuction Support.pdf
39. 2018 BA - RAC Relocate car rental return construction additional amount.docx

ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE, T-HANGAR NO. 6
There is one (1) vacancy out of sixteen (16) t-hangars owned by the Airport. Protocol 
established a policy of a waiting list for vacancies. Craig VanTilborg is the next interested 
party on the waiting list. Mr. VanTilborg has indicated interest in renting a t -hangar for a 
monthly rent of $75.00 per month, and will abide by the lease terms and obligations. The 
lease term is month-to-month, which may be terminated by the City or the Tenant with a 
30-day written notice. 

1. Recommend approval of the Airport Lease, T-Hangar between the City of Minot 
and Craig VanTilborg for T-Hangar No. 6 for $75.00 per month; and 

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement

MEMO T-Hangar 6.pdf
No. 6 Craig VanTilborg.pdf

APPROVE ADJUSTMENT TO FINAL PAYMENT FOR PARK SOUTH PROJECT
City Council approved recently what was believed to all remaining costs for the Park 
South Multi -Family CDBG-NDR project. However, it turns out that there were 6 minor 
finishing work products that the contractor had not billed to Essential Living Inc., the non-
profit developer. All finishing work is consistent with the contract and the amount 
requested of $120,585.25 brings the total project cost to the CDBG-NDR cap of 
$1,970,585.25.

It is recommended the City Council approve an adjustment to final payment for 
completion of Park South LMI Multi -family housing project in the amount of 

$120,585.25.

ParkSouthFinalPaymentAdjustmentCouncilmemob.pdf
Essential Living Final Payment.pdf

AMENDED SOURIS BASIN PLANNING COUNCIL SUB-RECIPIENT AGREEMENT
The city entered into a sub-recipient agreement with the Souris Basin Planning Council 
for calendar year 2018 to support CDBG-NDR economic development resilience planning 
activities associated with filling missing critical data pieces to develop a long term, 
sustainable economic development strategy. Their support and work has been beneficial 
to these efforts and warrants an extension for one more year to complete the follow 
through necessary to carry out the implementation of data collection efforts to support the 
IEDC recommendations and optional plans of action in their report. 

It is recommended the City Council amend the existing sub-recipient agreement 
with the Souris Basin Planning Council extending the term for 1 year and adding 
CDBG-NDR and CDBG-DR Allocation #1 funds.

AmendedSourisBasinPlanningCouncilSub-recipientAgreementCouncilmemo11-18-
18.pdf
AgreementSourisBasinPlanningCouncil.pdf
Souris Basin sub-recipient agreementamendment.docx

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO AUTHORIZE EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS FOR 
NINE PROPERTIES

These nine properties are located in what is identified as Buyout Area #4 in the HUD 
approved CDBG-NDR Action Plan. Letters have been sent to the affected property owners 

advising them of this step of recommending commencement of eminent domain 
proceedings but informing them that the opportunity continues for them to avoid legal 
proceedings by accepting the final offer made. Authorizing eminent domain proceedings 
by the City Council does not mean we will not  continue to seek a resolution of the 

acquisition outside of a court decision. It does trigger the City ’s use of the outside 
counsel under contract for eminent domain proceedings. 

It is recommended the City Council grant approval to authorize the ability for the 
City to commence eminent domain proceedings to acquire 9 properties need for 
flood mitigation projects should purchase negotiations not come to agreement on 
price.

Eminentdomainauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO ADD STRUCTURE TO AUCTION LIST
Properties with structures acquired through the CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout 
program are reviewed for structural soundness to determine if can be auctioned and 
moved. A review of a recently acquired structure on the property at 1115 6th Avenue SW 
by staff has been determined to be structurally sound to be moved and is recommended 
for auction.

Request City Council approval to add structure located on 1115 6th Avenue SW 
acquired through CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout program to auction list.

AddstructuretoauctionlistCouncilmemo11-18-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF FOUR DEMOLITION BID AWARDS
These projects were previously bid twice with a decision both times to make no award. 
Several weeks ago, we held a workshop for companies interested in bidding to review the 
requirements and expectations of the bidding process under HUD rules. Bidding this time 

was both for each of the four individual projects as well as the option of one bid for all 
projects. The lowest responsible bid price for each of the four individual projects when 
totaled is $6,000 less than the lowest responsible bid price for the one bid on all four 
projects. Therefore, the recommendation is to award the individual projects to the lowest 
responsible bidder.

City Council approve award contracts to lowest responsible bidders for 
demolition of structures at 400 Maple Street, 430 4th Ave. NE, 205/215 Maple 
Street, and 614/701 4th Ave. NE.

demoltionauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 430 4th Ave NE Project 3755.7.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 400 Maple St Project 3755.8.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 205 215 Maple St Project 3755.9.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 614 701 4th Ave NE Project 3755.10.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY FOR CONFLICT CASE
On November 11, 2018, a city employee was charged with a criminal offense in violation 
of a City ordinance. The City recommends the appointment of a special assistant city 
attorney to avoid any conflict of interest or appearance of impropriety.

Move to appoint Ward County State ’s Attorney Roza Larson or her designee as 
Special Assistant Minot City Attorney to prosecute Ward County Case No. 51-2018-
CR-02238.

Memo_Conflict Case.pdf
Appointment_Council.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF CONTRACT ATTORNEY
The City Attorney ’s office currently consists of two attorneys, one full -time legal 
assistant, and one part-time legal assistant. This office is responsible for prosecuting all 
criminal ordinance violations, infractions, and traffic code violations. In recent years, the 

workload has become more consuming due, in part, to an increased amount of time 
spent on prosecution matters; unprecedented litigation matters; and the City ’s increased 
activities with federal funds (CDBG-DR Funds; NDR Funds) and flood control projects. 
Beyond that, City staff and City Council members have identified numerous antiquated or 
non-existing ordinances, policies, and processes that should be updated or adopted.

1. It is recommended the City Council appoint Attorney Caitlyn A. Pierson to 
represent the City of Minot in the prosecution of municipal ordinance 
violations.

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign any agreements relating to Attorney Pierson ’s 
appointment

Memo_Prosecution Appointment Final.pdf
Pierson - Cover Letter.pdf
Pierson - Resume w References.pdf

3RD AVENUE SE AND BURDICK PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS (4426)
Overhead yellow flashing beacons bring to attention the pedestrian crosswalks crossing 
3rd
Avenue SE at 3rd Street SE and crossing Burdick Expressway at 13th Street SE. 
Vehicle yield
to pedestrian compliance has been an issue at both crossings. 

It is recommended the City Council

1. Authorize city staff to submit the HSIP grant to install pedestrian signal 
improvements at 3rd Street/3rd Avenue SE and Burdick Expressway/13th 
Street SE; and

2. Authorize the mayor to sign the grant applications.

CW_Memo_PedCrossings.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 16 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY C & K CONSULTING ON OR NEAR MULBERRY LOOP AND OLIVE TREE 
CIRCLE

The owner of 16 vacant, residential lots owned by C & K Consulting, LLC has filed an 
abatement for a reduction in the 2016 True and Full Value.  A list of each lot's 2016 

assessment and the requested reduction is attached.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for C and C 16 Vacant Lots.docx
C and C 2016 Abatement 16 lots.pdf
2016 Abatement of C and K Lots Analysis.docx
2016 Abatement C and K vacant lots notice and spreadsheet.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3215 8TH ST NE
The owners of an apartment building complex, Stonebridge Villas II have filed an 
abatement for the 2016 Property taxes asking for a reduction from $6,691,000 to 
$3,735,000. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3215 8th St NE 48 unit complex 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Stonebridge Sales and comparable assessments for 2016 abatement for 3215 8th 
St NE 48 units.docx
3215 NE 8th St packet for abatement 48 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3241 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas II, LLC has filed an application 3241 8th St NE for an abatement to 
reduce their 2016 True and Full Valuation from $4,965,000 to $2,700,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3241 8th St NE 40 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
3241 NE 8th St packet for abatement 40 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3343 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas LLC has filed a tax abatement on a 68 unit apartment complex asking 
for a reduction on the 2016 True and Full Value from $7,724,000 to $3,655,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

3343 8th St NE Packet for Abatement 68 plex at Stonebridge Villas .pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3343 8th St NE 68 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 46 TOWNHOMES 
OWNED BY TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE

Property tax abatement submitted by the owners of 46 townhomes along 7th St NE.  A 

spreadsheet of current 2016 True and Full Values and Requested Reductions is 
attached.  

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

Property Record Cards of 46 Townhomes for 2016 abatements.pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge 46 TownHomes along 7th St NE 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
2016 abatement forms for 46 townhomes.pdf
2016 abatement of 46 Stonebridge townhomes analysis and packet of 
information.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 58 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY STONEBRIDGE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY ON OR NEAR MULBERRY 
LOOP NE, OLIVE TREE CIRCLE NE, AND 34TH AVENUE NE

The owner of 58 residential lots that were vacant as of the assessment date of 2016 has 

filed an abatement to reduce the 2016 assessment.  A spreadsheet of each parcel's 2016 

assessment and the owner's request is attached. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge Development Vacant 58 Lots.docx
2016 Abatement Request Spreadsheet of 58 Lots.xlsx
2016 vacant lot abatement documents 58 lots stonebridge.pdf
2016 Abatement 58 lots Stonebridge analysis and exhibits.pdf

OMBUDSMAN POSITION
An Ombudsman is a governmental official appointed to hear and investigate complaints 
made by private citizens against a governmental body. The City Council planned to 
discuss the ombudsman position at the City Council Retreat, but time did not permit for 
the discussion. 

The City Council discuss the ombudsman position and determine whether it 
wishes to create that position for the City of Minot.

Ombudsman_Memo.pdf

LANDFILL EXPANSION (PROJECT NUMBER 4264)
The City of Minot has been seeking land to expand the landfill dating back to 2002. The 
current landfill, as permitted, has capacity until about 2025. In 2017, after years of 
negotiations, two quarter sections of land were successfully purchased adjacent to the 
existing facility. The newly acquired land would provide about 50 plus years of capacity. 

When the City proceeded to the next step to expand our key infrastructure by rezoning 
the land for public use, residents in the area of the landfill opposed the expansion plan.In 
an effort to ensure all comments and concerns were addressed, the City engaged the 
services of a consultant to perform a siting and cost analysis for relocation of the landfill 
as well as formed a focus group to talk through issues and concerns. Both of those 
efforts have come to their conclusions and a public input meeting was held to present the 
results. Attached to this memo are comments received during the input meeting along 
with explanations or clarifications.

It is recommended the City Council select the landfill expansion option and 
direct staff to proceed. 

Landfill Expansion memo to council.pdf
Landfill Study public input responses.pdf
Emailed and FB comments.pdf
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Committee of the Whole
Tuesday, November 27, 2018 - 4:15 PM

City Council Chambers

16TH STREET SW SHARED USE PATH REPLACEMENT (4183)
The existing shared use path has sections of asphalt and concrete, originally constructed 
in 1995 and 1978 respectively. Over the years, the path has experience several repairs 
and has significantly deteriorated. 

It is recommended the City Council 

1. Authorize city staff to submit the Transportation Alternatives application for 
the 16th St SW Shared Use Path Replacement; and

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the application; and
3. Authorize the inclusion of the project in the 2021 Capital Improvement 

Plan.

CW_Memo_16thStSUP.pdf

STORM SEWER DISTRICT 123 – 10TH STREET SW – REQUEST FOR 
QUALIFICATIONS (4393)

10th Street SW from 37th Avenue to 31st Avenue SW and surrounding areas 
have long been identified as known storm water problem areas. Because the 
project is a little over a year away from scheduled construction, now is the time 
to start the necessary environmental clearance and design engineering for this 
project. 

Recommend Council authorize the engineering department to solicit Requests 
for Qualifications for engineering services for the Storm Sewer District 123 – 10th 
Street SW Project.

4393 - SSD123 10th St SW Request RFQ Memo.pdf

WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL DECISION DOCUMENT 
(4367)

The Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project is a Transportation 
Alternatives Program (TAP) project designed to install sidewalks around Washington 
Elementary School. Council must authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document at 
the December meeting as the final environmental report is due to the NDDOT on 
December 7, 2018. 

Recommend the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document 
for the Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project. 

4367 - Washington Elementary SRTS Decision Document Memo.docx
Decision Document.pdf
Public Involvement Report_PCN 22267_181107.pdf

2019 INSURANCE RFP
An RFP for revised insurance coverage has been advertised and responses are due on 
November 21st.  The responses will be evaluated and a recommendation will be brought 

to the Committee of the Whole.

COW Nov212018 Insurance.pdf

POLARIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
Polaris LP owns three multiplexes at 300 27th Ave NW and is asking for partial 
reimbursement of alleged overcharges on their utility bill.  Staff recommends approval of 

the agreement.

It is recommended the City Council approve the Settlement agreement, release, 
and covenant not to sue, and authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement. 

Polaris agreement Memo.docx
Polaris agreement.pdf

AMENDMENTS TO MEETING ORDINANCE
Currently, the City Council meets, in a regular meeting, at 6:30 p.m. once per month. The 
Committee of the Whole meets, in two meetings, the week prior to the regular City 
Council meeting. The City Council previously discussed amending the City ordinances to 
provide for two regular City Council meetings per month, both of which would occur at 
5:30 p.m. With this change, the City Council also contemplated eliminating the 
Committee of the Whole meetings.

The City Council approve, on first reading, the attached ordinance amendments. 

Meetings Ordinance Memo.pdf
Meetings Ordinance _First Reading.pdf
Secs. 2-26 -- 2-31.pdf

PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS (AIR071) BUDGET AMENDMENT AND CHANGE 
ORDER 

The Airport was authorized by City Council to award the bid for the rental car parking lot 
project to the lowest bidder and begin construction. A budget amendment is now required 
in order to match the actual costs with the originally budgeted amount.  All costs for this 

project are being funded with Car Rental Customer Facility Charges. 

1. Recommend approval of the Budget Amendment to increase the Airport 
landside maintenance and capital expense accounts for parking lot 
improvements and rental car relocation; and 

2. Recommend approval of Change Order No. 2, Parking Lot Improvements 
(AIR071) Construction Support; and 

3. Authorize Mayor to sign all applicable documentation.  

MEMO Parking Lot Improvements AIR071 (3).docx
CO 2 - Constuction Support.pdf
39. 2018 BA - RAC Relocate car rental return construction additional amount.docx

ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE, T-HANGAR NO. 6
There is one (1) vacancy out of sixteen (16) t-hangars owned by the Airport. Protocol 
established a policy of a waiting list for vacancies. Craig VanTilborg is the next interested 
party on the waiting list. Mr. VanTilborg has indicated interest in renting a t -hangar for a 
monthly rent of $75.00 per month, and will abide by the lease terms and obligations. The 
lease term is month-to-month, which may be terminated by the City or the Tenant with a 
30-day written notice. 

1. Recommend approval of the Airport Lease, T-Hangar between the City of Minot 
and Craig VanTilborg for T-Hangar No. 6 for $75.00 per month; and 

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement

MEMO T-Hangar 6.pdf
No. 6 Craig VanTilborg.pdf

APPROVE ADJUSTMENT TO FINAL PAYMENT FOR PARK SOUTH PROJECT
City Council approved recently what was believed to all remaining costs for the Park 
South Multi -Family CDBG-NDR project. However, it turns out that there were 6 minor 
finishing work products that the contractor had not billed to Essential Living Inc., the non-
profit developer. All finishing work is consistent with the contract and the amount 
requested of $120,585.25 brings the total project cost to the CDBG-NDR cap of 
$1,970,585.25.

It is recommended the City Council approve an adjustment to final payment for 
completion of Park South LMI Multi -family housing project in the amount of 

$120,585.25.

ParkSouthFinalPaymentAdjustmentCouncilmemob.pdf
Essential Living Final Payment.pdf

AMENDED SOURIS BASIN PLANNING COUNCIL SUB-RECIPIENT AGREEMENT
The city entered into a sub-recipient agreement with the Souris Basin Planning Council 
for calendar year 2018 to support CDBG-NDR economic development resilience planning 
activities associated with filling missing critical data pieces to develop a long term, 
sustainable economic development strategy. Their support and work has been beneficial 
to these efforts and warrants an extension for one more year to complete the follow 
through necessary to carry out the implementation of data collection efforts to support the 
IEDC recommendations and optional plans of action in their report. 

It is recommended the City Council amend the existing sub-recipient agreement 
with the Souris Basin Planning Council extending the term for 1 year and adding 
CDBG-NDR and CDBG-DR Allocation #1 funds.

AmendedSourisBasinPlanningCouncilSub-recipientAgreementCouncilmemo11-18-
18.pdf
AgreementSourisBasinPlanningCouncil.pdf
Souris Basin sub-recipient agreementamendment.docx

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO AUTHORIZE EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS FOR 
NINE PROPERTIES

These nine properties are located in what is identified as Buyout Area #4 in the HUD 
approved CDBG-NDR Action Plan. Letters have been sent to the affected property owners 

advising them of this step of recommending commencement of eminent domain 
proceedings but informing them that the opportunity continues for them to avoid legal 
proceedings by accepting the final offer made. Authorizing eminent domain proceedings 
by the City Council does not mean we will not  continue to seek a resolution of the 

acquisition outside of a court decision. It does trigger the City ’s use of the outside 
counsel under contract for eminent domain proceedings. 

It is recommended the City Council grant approval to authorize the ability for the 
City to commence eminent domain proceedings to acquire 9 properties need for 
flood mitigation projects should purchase negotiations not come to agreement on 
price.

Eminentdomainauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL TO ADD STRUCTURE TO AUCTION LIST
Properties with structures acquired through the CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout 
program are reviewed for structural soundness to determine if can be auctioned and 
moved. A review of a recently acquired structure on the property at 1115 6th Avenue SW 
by staff has been determined to be structurally sound to be moved and is recommended 
for auction.

Request City Council approval to add structure located on 1115 6th Avenue SW 
acquired through CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout program to auction list.

AddstructuretoauctionlistCouncilmemo11-18-18.pdf

CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF FOUR DEMOLITION BID AWARDS
These projects were previously bid twice with a decision both times to make no award. 
Several weeks ago, we held a workshop for companies interested in bidding to review the 
requirements and expectations of the bidding process under HUD rules. Bidding this time 

was both for each of the four individual projects as well as the option of one bid for all 
projects. The lowest responsible bid price for each of the four individual projects when 
totaled is $6,000 less than the lowest responsible bid price for the one bid on all four 
projects. Therefore, the recommendation is to award the individual projects to the lowest 
responsible bidder.

City Council approve award contracts to lowest responsible bidders for 
demolition of structures at 400 Maple Street, 430 4th Ave. NE, 205/215 Maple 
Street, and 614/701 4th Ave. NE.

demoltionauthorizationcouncilmemo11-20-18.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 430 4th Ave NE Project 3755.7.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 400 Maple St Project 3755.8.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 205 215 Maple St Project 3755.9.pdf
Recommendation to Award - 614 701 4th Ave NE Project 3755.10.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY FOR CONFLICT CASE
On November 11, 2018, a city employee was charged with a criminal offense in violation 
of a City ordinance. The City recommends the appointment of a special assistant city 
attorney to avoid any conflict of interest or appearance of impropriety.

Move to appoint Ward County State ’s Attorney Roza Larson or her designee as 
Special Assistant Minot City Attorney to prosecute Ward County Case No. 51-2018-
CR-02238.

Memo_Conflict Case.pdf
Appointment_Council.pdf

APPOINTMENT OF CONTRACT ATTORNEY
The City Attorney ’s office currently consists of two attorneys, one full -time legal 
assistant, and one part-time legal assistant. This office is responsible for prosecuting all 
criminal ordinance violations, infractions, and traffic code violations. In recent years, the 

workload has become more consuming due, in part, to an increased amount of time 
spent on prosecution matters; unprecedented litigation matters; and the City ’s increased 
activities with federal funds (CDBG-DR Funds; NDR Funds) and flood control projects. 
Beyond that, City staff and City Council members have identified numerous antiquated or 
non-existing ordinances, policies, and processes that should be updated or adopted.

1. It is recommended the City Council appoint Attorney Caitlyn A. Pierson to 
represent the City of Minot in the prosecution of municipal ordinance 
violations.

2. Authorize the Mayor to sign any agreements relating to Attorney Pierson ’s 
appointment

Memo_Prosecution Appointment Final.pdf
Pierson - Cover Letter.pdf
Pierson - Resume w References.pdf

3RD AVENUE SE AND BURDICK PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS (4426)
Overhead yellow flashing beacons bring to attention the pedestrian crosswalks crossing 
3rd
Avenue SE at 3rd Street SE and crossing Burdick Expressway at 13th Street SE. 
Vehicle yield
to pedestrian compliance has been an issue at both crossings. 

It is recommended the City Council

1. Authorize city staff to submit the HSIP grant to install pedestrian signal 
improvements at 3rd Street/3rd Avenue SE and Burdick Expressway/13th 
Street SE; and

2. Authorize the mayor to sign the grant applications.

CW_Memo_PedCrossings.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 16 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY C & K CONSULTING ON OR NEAR MULBERRY LOOP AND OLIVE TREE 
CIRCLE

The owner of 16 vacant, residential lots owned by C & K Consulting, LLC has filed an 
abatement for a reduction in the 2016 True and Full Value.  A list of each lot's 2016 

assessment and the requested reduction is attached.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for C and C 16 Vacant Lots.docx
C and C 2016 Abatement 16 lots.pdf
2016 Abatement of C and K Lots Analysis.docx
2016 Abatement C and K vacant lots notice and spreadsheet.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3215 8TH ST NE
The owners of an apartment building complex, Stonebridge Villas II have filed an 
abatement for the 2016 Property taxes asking for a reduction from $6,691,000 to 
$3,735,000. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3215 8th St NE 48 unit complex 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Stonebridge Sales and comparable assessments for 2016 abatement for 3215 8th 
St NE 48 units.docx
3215 NE 8th St packet for abatement 48 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3241 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas II, LLC has filed an application 3241 8th St NE for an abatement to 
reduce their 2016 True and Full Valuation from $4,965,000 to $2,700,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3241 8th St NE 40 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
3241 NE 8th St packet for abatement 40 units.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 3343 8TH ST NE
Stonebridge Villas LLC has filed a tax abatement on a 68 unit apartment complex asking 
for a reduction on the 2016 True and Full Value from $7,724,000 to $3,655,000.

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

3343 8th St NE Packet for Abatement 68 plex at Stonebridge Villas .pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo Stonebridge for 3343 8th St NE 68 unit apartment 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA.docx
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 46 TOWNHOMES 
OWNED BY TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE

Property tax abatement submitted by the owners of 46 townhomes along 7th St NE.  A 

spreadsheet of current 2016 True and Full Values and Requested Reductions is 
attached.  

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

Property Record Cards of 46 Townhomes for 2016 abatements.pdf
2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge 46 TownHomes along 7th St NE 
applied for by Fredrikson Byron PA f.docx
2016 abatement forms for 46 townhomes.pdf
2016 abatement of 46 Stonebridge townhomes analysis and packet of 
information.pdf
Assessors Office Methodology and Assessment Process.pdf

APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OR REFUND OF TAXES FOR 58 VACANT LOTS 
OWNED BY STONEBRIDGE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY ON OR NEAR MULBERRY 
LOOP NE, OLIVE TREE CIRCLE NE, AND 34TH AVENUE NE

The owner of 58 residential lots that were vacant as of the assessment date of 2016 has 

filed an abatement to reduce the 2016 assessment.  A spreadsheet of each parcel's 2016 

assessment and the owner's request is attached. 

The City Assessor recommends a motion to deny the request.

2016 abatement Agenda memo for Stonebridge Development Vacant 58 Lots.docx
2016 Abatement Request Spreadsheet of 58 Lots.xlsx
2016 vacant lot abatement documents 58 lots stonebridge.pdf
2016 Abatement 58 lots Stonebridge analysis and exhibits.pdf

OMBUDSMAN POSITION
An Ombudsman is a governmental official appointed to hear and investigate complaints 
made by private citizens against a governmental body. The City Council planned to 
discuss the ombudsman position at the City Council Retreat, but time did not permit for 
the discussion. 

The City Council discuss the ombudsman position and determine whether it 
wishes to create that position for the City of Minot.

Ombudsman_Memo.pdf

LANDFILL EXPANSION (PROJECT NUMBER 4264)
The City of Minot has been seeking land to expand the landfill dating back to 2002. The 
current landfill, as permitted, has capacity until about 2025. In 2017, after years of 
negotiations, two quarter sections of land were successfully purchased adjacent to the 
existing facility. The newly acquired land would provide about 50 plus years of capacity. 

When the City proceeded to the next step to expand our key infrastructure by rezoning 
the land for public use, residents in the area of the landfill opposed the expansion plan.In 
an effort to ensure all comments and concerns were addressed, the City engaged the 
services of a consultant to perform a siting and cost analysis for relocation of the landfill 
as well as formed a focus group to talk through issues and concerns. Both of those 
efforts have come to their conclusions and a public input meeting was held to present the 
results. Attached to this memo are comments received during the input meeting along 
with explanations or clarifications.

It is recommended the City Council select the landfill expansion option and 
direct staff to proceed. 

Landfill Expansion memo to council.pdf
Landfill Study public input responses.pdf
Emailed and FB comments.pdf
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TO:  Mayor Shaun Sipma 
  Members of the City Council 
 
FROM: Stephen Joersz, P.E., Traffic Engineer 

DATE:  November 21, 2018 

SUBJECT:  16TH STREET SW SHARED USE PATH REPLACEMENT (4183) 

 

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 

1. Authorize city staff to submit the Transportation Alternatives application for the 16th St SW 
Shared Use Path Replacement; and 

2. Authorize the mayor to sign the application; and 
3. Authorize the inclusion of the project in the 2021 Capital Improvement Plan. 

 
II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS 

 
Lance Meyer, City Engineer    857-4100 
Stephen Joersz, Traffic Engineer   857-4100 

 
III. DESCRIPTION 

 
A. Background 

The existing shared use path has sections of asphalt and concrete, originally constructed in 
1995 and 1978 respectively. Over the years, the path has experience several repairs and has 
significantly deteriorated. The recommended width of a shared use path, per the Federal 
Highway Administration is ten feet, the majority of the existing shared use path is eight feet 
wide. 
 

B. Proposed Project 
The proposed project will incorporate a uniform 10-foot wide shared use path from W 
Burdick Expressway to 16th Avenue SW. Included in the project will be four rest/lookout 
benches and upgrades to ADA compliant curb ramps and crossings. 
 

C. Consultant Selection 
N/A 
 
 

IV. IMPACT: 
 

A. Strategic Impact: 
The 16th Street SW shared use path is a key section of the City’s existing trail/sidewalk 
network.  
 

B. Service/Delivery Impact:  
During construction, pedestrian and bicycle traffic will be disrupted, with whole segments of 
the shared use path temporarily closed. Following construction, pedestrian and bicycle traffic 
will no longer be impacted by broken and uneven pathways. 
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C. Fiscal Impact: 
The 16th Street SW Shared Use Path Replacement project will be partially funded with North 
Dakota Department of Transportation’s Transportation Alterative (TA) Program. The 
proposed project will reach the federal aid funding cap of $290,000. The City’s portion of 
the proposed project will utilize Hub City funds. 
 
 Project Costs 
 Estimated Construction Costs  $471,726 

 
 Project Funding 
 NDDOT TA Funding   $290,000 
 Minot Hub City Funds   $181,726 
  
 

V. ALTERNATIVES 
Not moving forward with the shared use path replacement project will result in the path further 
deteriorating and can pose as a safety hazard. Staff is reluctant to perform a major rehabilitation on 
this path when the width is out of compliance. The City is also installing new paths with concrete 
pavement, as these are much more cost effective to maintain. 

 
VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS 

Council’s approval of the recommendation will allow the project to be funded using 2021 North 
Dakota Department of Transportation’s Transportation Alternative funds. Delay of the approval will 
result in a project delay of at least a year. 

 
VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

A. Project Location Map 
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TO:  Mayor Shaun Sipma 
  Members of the City Council 
 
FROM: Emily Huettl, PE, Assistant City Engineer 

DATE:  11/20/2018 

SUBJECT:  STORM SEWER DISTRICT 123 – 10TH STREET SW – REQUEST FOR 

QUALIFICATIONS (4393) 

 

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION 
1. Recommend council authorize the engineering department to solicit Requests for 

Qualifications for engineering services for the Storm Sewer District 123 – 10th Street SW 
Project.  

 
II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS 

 
 Lance Meyer, City Engineer    857-4100 
 Emily Huettl, Assistant City Engineer    857-4100 
 
III. DESCRIPTION 

 
A. Background 

10th Street SW from 37th Avenue to 31st Avenue SW and surrounding areas have long been 
identified as known storm water problem areas. 10th Street SW and much of the residential 
neighborhood to the west do not currently have any storm sewer inlets. Runoff is collected in 
the curb and gutter system which is often overwhelmed during even minor rain events. The 
2015 City of Minot Storm Water Management Plan analyzed this area and provided 
preliminary engineering and cost estimates to address these drainage problems. This project 
is included in the approved capital improvements plan for 2019 design and 2020 
construction. 
 

B. Proposed Project 
Because the project is a little over a year away from scheduled construction, now is the time 
to start the necessary environmental clearance and design engineering for this project. Staff 
has programmed $400,000 in the capital improvements plan to start this work if council 
approves the department to solicit requests for qualifications (RFQ).  
 
Based on the preliminary engineering provided in the Storm Water Management Plan, this 
project is likely to include the installation of a few dozen new inlets, drain tile, and 
associated pipe, as well as upgrades to the existing downstream storm sewer system and its 
outlet into Puppy Dog Coulee. Additionally, 10th Street SW will be reconstructed following 
the storm sewer installation, as it is currently in very poor condition, with constant storm 
water inundation contributing to its poor condition. 
 
In 2015, an estimated project construction cost was developed at $3.7 million. 
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C. Consultant Selection 
If council approves the department to seek qualification statements, this starts our RFQ 
process. Legal advertisements will be issued for RFQs, a selection committee made up of 
staff and an alderman will rank the written proposals and short list the number of firms for 
an interview. The short listed firms will be interviewed and the highest ranked firm from the 
interview will be recommended to council. The city engineer will then negotiate a scope and 
fee based on our engineering compensation policy, and the mayor will sign the contract.  
 

IV. IMPACT: 
 

A. Strategic Impact: 
10th Street SW and surrounding areas have long been identified as known storm water 
problem areas and this project will address those problems. 
 

B. Service/Delivery Impact:  
During construction, traffic will be disrupted but care will be taken to maintain local access. 
Following construction, traffic will no longer be disrupted by flooding roads during rain 
events. 
 

C. Fiscal Impact: 
 
 Project Costs 
 Estimated Construction Cost   $3,400,000 
 10% Contingency    $   340,000 
 Engineering     $   400,000 
 Right of Way/Easements/Permitting  $   100,000 
 Total      $4,240,000 
 
 Project Funding 
 Storm Sewer Development Fund  ~ 50% 
 Special Assessment    ~ 50% 
 Street Improvement Fund   TBD  
 
The proposed project will have two main funding sources – storm sewer development funds 
and special assessments of the benefiting properties. Additionally, a yet to be determined 
portion of the roadway reconstruction will be funded through the street improvement fund 
for roadway reconstruction that is not a direct result of the storm sewer improvement work.  
 
The costs above are purely estimates at this time with only high-level engineering 
completed. The numbers will be refined as engineering work completed on the project.   
 

V. ALTERNATIVES 
 
Alt 1. The Council could postpone the RFQ process. However, the environmental document and 
design take a significant amount of time. Engineering needs to start by late spring to ensure project 
construction in 2020.  
 
Alt 2.  Council could choose not to move forward with the project. By not moving forward, this will 
continue to be a storm water problem area and public safety issue. 
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VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS 
 
If council authorizes staff to seek RFQs, a consultant could be selected by the March council 
meeting, but likely the April council meeting.  
 

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 
 

A. Project Location Map  
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TO: Mayor Shaun Sipma
Members of the City Council

FROM: Lance Meyer, P.E., City Engineer

DATE: 11/20/2018

SUBJECT: WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL DECISION 

DOCUMENT (4367)

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION
1. Authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

Lance Meyer, City Engineer 857-4100
Stephen Joersz, Traffic Engineer 857-4100

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
The Washington Elementary School Safe Routes to School project is a Transportation 
Alternatives Program (TAP) project designed to install sidewalks around Washington 
Elementary School. 

B. Proposed Project
The area around Washington Elementary is lacking sidewalks in several locations. Over the 
years, the City has been successful in obtaining grants to install the missing segments of 
sidewalks around this school. 

This project is currently funded by the NDDOT at an 80/20 cost share. The City’s cost share 
funding is included in the capital improvement program.

A public input meeting was held on October 23, 2018 at the auditorium from 5 to 7 pm to 
solicit input from affected property owners. Letters were mailed to affected property owners 
inviting them to come to the meeting or provide written comments by November 7, 2018. 

The public involvement report is attached to this memo for review. The primary comments 
were in regards to drainage, snow clearing, and lawn sprinklers. These are the typical 
comments received in projects such as this. 

C. Consultant Selection
City engineering staff has designed the improvements. Houston Engineering was hired by 
the city to assist in drafting the environmental document since the department lacked the 
staff to perform the work until recently. The city will solicit quotes for construction 
engineering services after the project is bid. 

IV. IMPACT:
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A. Strategic Impact:
Pedestrian safety, especially around schools and civil buildings, is a priority for the City. 
Installing safe routes to school has been a city initiative for many years.

B. Service/Delivery Impact:
During construction, minor impacts from construction will be experienced. The impacts 
should be minor and will be coordinated with property owners. 

C. Fiscal Impact:
The project is part of a NDDOT TA grant which is funded 80% federal and 20% local. The 
estimated cost share at this time is as follows:

Construction $289,995
Construction Engineering $ 30,000
Total $319,995

City Cost Share Construction: $ 60,000
City Cost Share Construction Engineering $ 30,000
Total $ 90,000

The City’s cost share will be funded with 2018 State Oil and Gas Funds. 

V. ALTERNATIVES

Alt 1. Council could choose not to move forward with the project. The City would forfeit the 
federal dollars. This would look poorly on the City, as the City committed to the project by 
submitting the grant application last year. 

VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS

Council must authorize the Mayor to sign the decision document at the December meeting as the 
final environmental report is due to the NDDOT on December 7, 2018. 

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

A. Public Involvement Report
B. Decision Document
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Table 5 – Comparison of Alternatives 
 

Alternative 
Advantages Disadvantages 

A – No Build - No Construction Cost 

- Does not improve existing 
conditions 

- Does not provide safe, 
accessible route to school 

- Does not address the 
purpose and need of the 
project 

B – Crosswalk 
Marking, 

Sidewalk & 
Curb Ramp 
Construction 

- Provides a safe, 
accessible route to school 

- Addresses purpose and 
need of the project 

- Highest Cost Alternative 

 
 

I. Executive Decisions  
 

1. Do you concur with the project concepts as proposed? 
 
_____ Yes 
 
_____ No 

 
2. Which alternative should proceed with the project? 
 
_____ Alternative A – No-Build Alternative ($0) 

 
_____ Alternative B – Crosswalk Marking, Sidewalk & Curb Ramp Construction ($289,995.00) 

 
 
Amendments/Comments for Project No. TAU-4-989(123): 
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Shaun Sipma, Mayor  Date  
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I. Public Meeting Summary 

 
A. Project Information 

Roadways:  6th Street SE, 17th Avenue SE, 18th Avenue SE, and 19th Avenue SE  
District:    Minot 
Limits:   6th Street SE – North crosswalk at 18th Avenue SE as well as within the 

existing right of way along the east side of 6th Street SE from 19th 
Avenue SE to approximately 220’ north of 18th Ave SE 

 
17th Avenue SE – Within the existing right of way along the north and 
south sides of 17th Avenue SE from 3rd Street SE to 6th Street SE 

 
18th Avenue SE – Within the existing right of way along the north side of 
18th Avenue SE from 6th Street SE to approximately 375’ east 

 
19th Avenue SE – Within the existing right of way along the north side of 
19th Avenue SE from 6th Street SE to approximately 800’ east 
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Figure 1 – Project Location Map 
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B. Meeting Details 
City, State:  Minot, ND   
Facility:  Minot City Auditorium, Room 301, 420 3rd Avenue SW 
Date and Time:  October 23, 2018 | 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
Meeting Format Used:  Open Forum 

 
The meeting was held to present proposed construction items and limits to the public. 

 
C. Attendees 

Number of Attendees:  10 
City of Minot: Lance Meyer-City Engineer | Lisa Olson, Dr. Steve Podrygula-City Council 
Houston Engineering:  Dave Schwengler 
Public Participants:  6 

 
D. Comments and Responses 

A total of 5 general comments were received during the meeting.  No comment cards 
were filled out/received during the meeting.  A total of 2 comments were received via 
email and/or mailed comment cards with some comments matching the general 
comments received during the meeting.  Comments were received until November 7, 
2018.  Table 1 contains summaries of these comments and their responses. 
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Table 1 – Summary of Comments/Responses 
 

Topic Comments Responses 

Lawn 
Sprinklers 

Concerned about damage to/relocation of 
private sprinkler systems during 

construction. 

It was explained that existing sprinkler systems 
located within the right of way are considered 
at risk and if damaged, would not be repaired 

by the City.  Property owners were encouraged 
to locate their sprinklers and relocate if 

possible; otherwise they were notified to 
anticipate repairs. 

Snow 
Maintenance 

Concerned regarding ability/responsibility 
of snow maintenance. 

It was explained that snow maintenance would 
be the responsibility of the adjacent 

landowners. 

Drainage 
Concerned about ensuring positive 
drainage in yards and boulevards. 

It was explained that some minor grading may 
be necessary to ensure positive drainage.  

Trench drains may also be utilized as 
necessary. 

Driveway 
Grades 

Concerned about matching existing 
driveway grades/the need to rebuild 

driveways. 

It was explained that the sidewalks would be 
designed to match existing conditions where 

possible. 

Sidewalk 
Locations 

Concerned about location of sidewalks – 
namely some landowners wanted the 

sidewalks, but only on the opposite sides 
of the street. 

It was explained that both sides of the corridor 
are preferred to be traversable as users 

originate from both sides. 

16th Ave S 
Sidewalks 

(Email) 

Would like consideration of sidewalks on 
the south side of 16th Ave from 4th to 6th 

as crossing the street to get to the 
opposite path is dangerous. 

This portion of the neighborhood is not in the 
plans.  The City is working off of a 

comprehensive study completed in 2010 to 
decide which sidewalk projects should be 

completed.  Once this list is exhausted, the 
City will move on to other sidewalk segments 
that make connections into other parts of the 

neighborhood. 

Cost & 
Maintenance 

(Mailed 
Comment 

Card) 

Resident purchased home in February 
1977 knowing at that time that they would 

not have a sidewalk to pay for and/or 
maintain. 

The City has the right and responsibility to 
construct corridor improvements within the 

street right-of-way.  This corridor was identified 
in the Safe Routes to School Study (2011) as 

needing these improvements which will be paid 
for by Federal and City Funds.  As identified in 

Chapter 28, Article, Sec. 28-42 of the Minot 
City Code, snow removal is the responsibility of 

the adjacent property owner. 

Injury & Snow 
Clearing 
(Mailed 

Comment 
Card) 

(In 42 years of residing in the 
neighborhood) Resident has never seen 
or heard of a pedestrian being injured or 
slipping in the street as it is extra wide 
and cleared of snow quicker than the 

sidewalks to the west of their residence. 

Comment noted.  This corridor was identified in 
the Safe Routes to School Study (2011) as 

needing these improvements to help eliminate 
the chances of accidents involving pedestrians 

within the roadway.  As identified in Chapter 
28, Article, Sec. 28-42 of the Minot City Code, 
snow removal of adjacent sidewalks shall be 

performed within 24 hours after a snow event. 
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Kelby Laxdal

From: Lance Meyer <lance.meyer@minotnd.org>

Sent: Wednesday, October 24, 2018 9:17 AM

To: Donna Bye

Subject: RE: Washington elementary

[External Email] 

Hi Donna, thanks for the comment.  

 

For this project, a sidewalk along the south side of 16th Ave is not in the plans. We are working off of our comprehensive 

study that was completed back in 2010 to decide which sidewalk projects to complete. Once that list is exhausted, we 

will move onto other sidewalk segments that make connections into other parts of the neighborhood. Too bad about 

the neighbor, I hope he understands the boulevard is public right of way.  

 

Regards,  

 

Lance Meyer, P.E.  

City of Minot, City Engineer  

Office 701-857-4100  

PO Box 5006, Minot, ND 58701 

City of Minot Website 

Official Facebook Page 

 

 
 

From: Donna Bye [mailto:dbye@houstoneng.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, October 24, 2018 6:39 AM 

To: Lance Meyer <lance.meyer@minotnd.org> 

Subject: Re: Washington elementary 

 

Hey just wanted to share some input. Would like consideration of side walks on south side of 16th Ave from 4th 

to 6th because crossing the street to get to the path is very dangerous. Speeds along 16th and the amount of 

traffic in the morning with the rising sun is very challenging. I would consider allowing my child to walk to 

school but one homeowner does not allow him to walk on the lawn and that forces us into the street. Thank you. 

 

Get Outlook for iOS<https://aka.ms/o0ukef> 
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On Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 6:52 PM -0500, "Donna Bye" 

<dbye@houstoneng.com<mailto:dbye@houstoneng.com>> wrote: 

 

Could you please send me any info you have on the safe routes to school project near Washington elementary 

thanks. 

 

Get Outlook for iOS<https://aka.ms/o0ukef> 
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TO: Mayor Shaun Sipma
Members of the City Council

FROM: David Lakefield, Finance Director

DATE: November 21, 2018

SUBJECT: INSURANCE PROPOSAL

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION
1. Evaluate responses to the RFP for updates to the City’s Insurance Coverage and either 

continue the existing coverage or update coverage with the selected respondent.

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

David Lakefield, Finance Director 701-857-4784

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
A significant portion of the City’s insurance coverage on buildings and property is through 
the ND Fire and Tornado Fund.  There have been a number of challenges 
securing/continuing coverage for some of the City property such as the turf on the softball 
fields, downtown parking ramps and statues owned by the City.  An RFP for the auto, 
property, liability, boiler and equipment coverage was advertised.

B. Proposed Project
Evaluate responses to the RFP and select an Agency based on that response

C. Consultant Selection
Responses are due on November 21st.  A copy of the response and the evaluation will be 
available at the Committee of the Whole.

IV. IMPACT:

A. Strategic Impact:

The premium for the insurance would increase as well as the coverage provided.

B. Service/Delivery Impact:

The City could renew the current policy with ND Fire and Tornado.  During the RFP 
process, we discovered several properties that were significantly underinsured.

C. Fiscal Impact:
When preparing the 2019 budget, it was anticipated that there would be an increase in the 
insurance premium to reflect the increased coverage.
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V. ALTERNATIVES

Status Quo.

VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS

Policy would be placed in effect on January 1.

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

1. A copy of the proposal will be provided prior to the meeting.
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TO: Mayor Shaun Sipma
Members of the City Council

FROM: David Lakefield, City Finance Director

DATE: November 20, 2018

SUBJECT: SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT APPROVAL

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION
1. Recommend approval of the Settlement agreement, release, and covenant not to sue.

2. Authorize the mayor to sign the agreement.

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS
David Lakefield, City Finance Director 857-4784
Kelly Hendershot, City Attorney 857-4755

III. DESCRIPTION
A. Background

Polaris LP owns three multiplexes at 300 27th Ave NW and is asking for partial 
reimbursement of alleged overcharges on their utility bill.

IV. IMPACT:
A. Strategic Impact:

N/A
B. Service/Delivery Impact:

N/A
C. Fiscal Impact:

The agreement calls for a one-time refund to Polaris LP in the amount of $14,546.16.

ALTERNATIVES
Alt one.The Council could deny approval of the agreement and risk further action by Polaris LP.

V. TIME CONSTRAINTS

N/A
VI. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

A. Settlement agreement, release, and covenant not to sue.



SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, RELEASE,
AND COVENANT NOT TO SUE

This Settlement Agreement, Release of Claims, and
Covenant Not to Sue (“Agreement”) is entered into this ______

day of ______________, 20, by and between Polaris Limited
Partnership, whose mailing address is, P0 Box 1445, Minot,
North Dakota, 58702, (“Polaris”), and the City of Minot, North
Dakota, a political subdivision, (“City”). The City and Polaris
are referred to collectively in this agreement as the “Settling
Parties.”

RECITALS

1. WHEREAS, Polaris owns three 1 6-plex buildings in Minot,
North Dakota located at 300 27th Avenue NW; 310 27°’
Avenue NW; and 320 27°’ Avenue NW (collectively
“Property”); and

2. WHEREAS, Polaris now alleges claims for monetary
damages due to overcharging on the stoim sewer utility
account relating to the Property from October 2012 through
current; and

3. WHEREAS, the City denies all allegations of fault,
wrongdoing, and/or liability; and

4. WHEREAS, the Settling Parties wish to fhlly, fmally, and
completely resolve the dispute that has arisen concerning
the alleged overcharges and have reached an agreement
resolving theft differences; and

5. WHEREAS, the purpose of this Agreement and the
payments recited herein is to obtain peace from litigation,
provide for ifill and final settlement and compromise of all
claims, disputes, damages, fees (including attorney’s fees),
costs and expenses which could have been litigated and to
discharge the City, as well as the City’s representatives,
agents, employees, and insurance, from any and all liability
for Polaris’s claims, disputes, damages, fees (including
attorney’s fees), costs, and expenses concerning the claims



described in paragraph 3 which could have been litigated.

AGREEMENT

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual
promises set forth herein, the sufficiency of which is hereby
aclcnowledged, the Settling Parties agree to settle their dispute
regarding the claims described in paragraph 3 on the following
terms:

1. PAYMENT. Within fifteen business days of the date of
final approval of this Agreement by the Settling Parties, the
City shall pay to Polaris the total sum of fourteen thousand
five hundred forty-six dollars and sixteen cents
($14,546.16) less any balance on utility accounts, inclusive
of any and all costs and attorneys’ fees, in consideration for
the release of all claims as articulated in paragraph 2 below.
Payment shall be delivered to Polaris Limited Partnership
P0 Box 1445, North Dakota, 58702, via certified mail,
return receipt requested.

2. RELEASE OF ALL CLAIMS. In consideration of
payment of the total sum of fourteen thousand five hundred
forty-six dollars and sixteen cents ($14,546.16) inclusive of
any and all costs and attorneys’ fees, Polaris, its
predecessors, successors, and assigns, hereby absolutely,
filly and forever releases, relieves, remises, and discharges
the City, including any and all of its officers, agents,
employees, insurers, successors, contractors and agents of
and from any and all manner of claims, demands, rights,
causes of action, whether present and future, whether
known or unknown, which Polaris has or may have relating
to alleged overcharging on the Property’s storm sewer
utility account with the City, including, but not limited to,
the damage of the structure located on Property, if any,
damage to Property, and all other claims that relate thereto,
whether arising out of contract, tort, or constitutional law,
including any loss or damage to personal property, loss of
income or rents and loss of use of Property.

Polaris hereby certifies that it has made this settlement
and executed this Release with the understanding that it is
giving up and releasing its right to bring suit or other
claims against the City, including its officers, agents,
employees, insurers, successors, contractors and agents for
monetary damages, or otherwise, now or in the fliture, with
respect to the alleged overcharging on the Property’s storm



sewer utility account with the City, described herein or any
matters related thereto or arising therefrom.

Polaris further covenants and agrees not to institute,
maintain, collect, or proceed against the City, or its officers,
agents, employees, insurers, successors, contractors and/or
agents, individually or as a member of any class, any
claims referred to herein, or that otherwise arise out of or
relate to, in whole or in part, any subject or matter covered
by this Agreement.

3. NO ADMISSION OF LIABILITY OR
WRONGDOING. Polaris and the City agree that payment
referred to in Section 1 of this Agreement is intended to
resolve disputed claims and obtain peace from litigation
and is not an admission of any past or present liability or
wrongdoing by the City or any employee of the City. The
City denies and continues to deny any allegation that it
overcharged Polaris for storm sewer utilities. Furthermore,
the Settling Parties agree that the making of this Agreement
does not constitute an adjudication in favor of any party,
nor shall this Agreement constitute or be construed as
evidence that any party has prevailed in this matter.

4. ADEQUATE CONSIDERATION. Polaris agrees and
acknowledges that it has reviewed the terms of this
Agreement and that it voluntarily accepts payment of the
sum of fourteen thousand five hundred forty-six dollars and
sixteen cents ($14,546.16) as hill, complete, final, and
binding compromise of matters involving disputed issues,
regardless of whether too much or too little may have been
paid. Polaris further agrees and acknowledges that no
fUrther amounts will be paid to compensate it for the
overpayment allegations articulated in paragraph 3 of the
Recitals to this Agreement by the City, or any City officers,
agents, employees, insurers, successors, contractors and/or
agents.

5. AUTHORITY TO EXECUTE AGREEMENT. Each
party represents and warrants that this Agreement has been
duly authorized, executed, and delivered by it; that the
undersigned representatives are duly authorized to sign this
Agreement on behalf of the party for whom they are
signing and whom they represent; that performance of all
the actions contemplated thereby have been duly authorized
by all requisite action and that this Agreement constitutes a



valid and binding obligation, enforceable against the
parties, its successors, and assigns in accordance with its
terms.

6. AMENDMENT OF AGREEMENt This Agreement
may be amended, modified, and supplemented only by a
written instrument signed on behalf of each of the Settling
Parties.

7. ASSIGNMENT. This Agreement shall be binding and
insure to the benefit of the Settling Parties and their
respective successors and permitted assigns, provided
however, that no right, privilege, or obligation arising under
this Agreement is assignable by any Settling Party without
the prior written consent of the other Settling Party. The
Settling Parties, as of the effective date of this Agreement,
represent and warrant that they have not assigned or
transferred to any other person (natural person or
otherwise), any claim or portion thereof or interest therein
that is released by this Agreement.

8. GOVERNING LAW. This Agreement shall be deemed to
have been made in the State of North Dakota. This
Agreement and the rights of the parties hereunder, shall be
governed by and construed according to the substantive law
of the State of North Dakota without regard to conflicts-of-
laws principles that would require the application of any
other law.

9. EFFECTWE DATE. This Agreement shall become
effective immediately following the execution by each of
the parties.

10. COUNTERPARTS. The Settling Parties may execute
this Agreement in counterparts. Each counterpart shall be
deemed an original, but all counterparts collectively shall
constitute only one instrument. Delivery of executed
signature pages in one or more counterparts shall be
sufficient to render this Agreement effective.

11. SEVERABILITY. In the event any paragraph of this
Agreement, or any sentence within any paragraph, is
declared by a court to be void or unenforceable, such
paragraph or sentence shall be deemed severed from the
remainder of this Agreement and the remainder of this



Agreement shall remain in ifill force and effect.

12. ATTORNEY REPRESENTATION. The Settling Parties
acknowledge that they have the opportunity to be
represented by counsel in connection with this Agreement,
any claimed ambiguities in this Agreement, and any
transactions contemplated hereby.

13. NOTICE. Any notices, requests, demands, or other
communications provided for by this Agreement shall be
sufficient if in writing and personally delivered or sent by
certified U.S. Mail, return receipt requested, to the
following:

a. If to the City: City Finance Department, P.O. Box
5006, Minot, ND 58701 (Attention: Finance Director)

b. If to Polaris Limited Partnership P0 Box 1445, Minot
ND 58702

Any Settling Party may modif3,r its address from time to
time by delivering notice to the others pursuant to this
paragraph.

14. ENTIRE AGREEMENT. The Recitals are substantive
and are incorporated as material terms of this Agreement.
This instrument contains the entire understanding of the

Settling Parties with respect to its subject matter. There are
no terms, conditions, promises, warranties, or covenants
other than those expressly set forth in this Agreement. This
Agreement supersedes all prior negotiations,
representations, agreements and understandings, written or
oral, between the Settling Parties with respect to its subject
matter. This Agreement may be amended only by a written
instrument duly executed by the Settling Parties to this
Agreement or their respective successors or assigns.

Dated:______________________

CITY OF IV11NOT MAYOR
a North Dakota Municipal

Corporation

By: Shaun Sipma



Mayor

CITY OF MINOT - FINANCE DIRECTOR
a North Dakota Municipal

Corporation

By: David Lakefield
Finance Director

State ofNorth Dakota )
)ss

County of Ward )

On this _____ day of _________________, 20, before me a
notary public within and for said county and state personally
appeared Shaun Sipma, Mayor of the City of Minot, and David
Lakefield, Finance Director for the City of Minot, known to me
to be the persons who are described in and who executed the
foregoing document as theft free act and deed.

Notary Public

Dated: /&_c2~2_J&

/ Polaris Limited Partnership

( Authorized Representative

On this~ day of , 2O1~ before me a
notary public within and for said county and state personally
appeared Dot14 F4’ Ii ceg9’s’i, a representative authorized to sign
the Release and Settlement on behalf of Polaris Limited



Partnership, known to me to be the persons who are described in
and who executed the foregoing document as their free act and
deed.

c,,,. Christen Harris

1~ Notary Pubilo
Maricopa County, Arizona _________________

C~iission ~ 543945 Notary Pu~uic
My Comm. Expfres 03-1 9-202 2
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TO:  Mayor Shaun Sipma 

  Members of the City Council 

 

FROM: Kelly Hendershot 

DATE:  November 19, 2018 

SUBJECT:  AMENDMENTS TO MEETING ORDINANCES 

 

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION 

 

A. The City Council approve, on first reading, the attached ordinance amendments.  

 

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS 

Kelly Hendershot – (701) 857-4755 
 

III. DESCRIPTION 

 

Currently, the City Council meets, in a regular meeting, at 6:30 p.m. once per month.  The 

Committee of the Whole meets, in two meetings, the week prior to the regular City Council meeting.  

The City Council previously discussed amending the City ordinances to provide for two regular City 

Council meetings per month, both of which would occur at 5:30 p.m. With this change, the City 

Council also contemplated eliminating the Committee of the Whole meetings.   

 

The attached proposed ordinance amendments relating to regular and special meetings essentially 

overhaul the current ordinances relating to meetings.  As such, attached you will also find the current 

ordinances, sections 2-26 through 2-31 (although only 2-26, 2-27, 2-28, and 2-30 are proposed to be 

amended and 2-28.1 is proposed to be added).   

 

In addition to the changes to the frequency and time of regular meetings, the proposed ordinance 

amendments also outline a procedure for meeting rescheduling in the event of inclement weather or a 

public safety concern. 

 

The other changes relate to the elimination of the Committee of the Whole and those amendments 

are redlined throughout the attached document.   

 

IV. IMPACT: 
 

N/A 

 

V. ALTERNATIVES 
 

A. The City Council could amend the attached proposed ordinance amendments. 

B. The City Council could not adopt the proposed ordinance amendments and could continue 

operating as is. 
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VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS 
 

The City Council needs to adopt a resolution establishing its regular meeting dates prior to 2019, so 

if the City Council wants to make this change, it should do so at this time. 

 

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 
 

A. Proposed Ordinance Amendments 

B. Current Ordinance, Section 2-26 through 2-31 

    



ORDINANCE NO. 

 

AN ORDINANCE REPEALING AND REENACTING SECTIONS 2-26, 2-27, 2-28, 2-29, 2-

30, 2-126, 2-157, 4-16, 5-25, 5-32, 9-135, 18-193, 18-196, AND 18-197 AND ADDING 

SECTION 2-28.1 OF THE CITY OF MINOT CODE OF ORDINANCES 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Minot is a political subdivision lawfully recognized in the state of North 

Dakota as a Home Rule City and possessing municipal powers and authority pursuant to its Home 

Rule Charter and the provision of North Dakota Century Code (NDCC) § 40-05.1, as well as 

statutory provisions codified in NDCC 40-05-01, 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council now desires to repeal and reenact its current ordinances relating to 

meetings of the City Council to address, among other things, the change from one regular City 

Council meeting to two regular City Council meetings per month; 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to repeal and reenact sections 2-126, 2-157, 4-16, 5-25, 5-

32, 9-135, 18-193, 18-196, and 18-197 of the City of Minot Code of Ordinances in order to reflect 

the City Council’s decision to discontinue the regular use of the committee of the whole and, 

instead, have two regular City Council meetings each month; 

 

§1.   That Section 2-26 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is hereby 

repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 

 

2-26. – Regular Meetings – Days Held. 

 

The city council shall meet in regular meetings on the first (1st) and third (3rd) Monday of each 

month.  If the first (1st) or third (3rd) Monday of the month falls on a holiday, the city council 

shall hold its regular meeting on the next city business day immediately following the holiday. 

 

§2.   That Section 2-27 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is hereby 

repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 

 

2-27. – Regular Meetings – Time and Place.  

 

All regular meetings of the city council shall be at 5:30 P.M. in the council chambers of the city 

hall unless an alternative time or place is previously approved by the city council.  

 

§3.   That Section 2-28 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is hereby 

repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 

 

2-28. – Regular Meetings – Rescheduling or Cancelling.  

 

(a) A regular meeting of the city council may be canceled, or may be rescheduled to a date 

within eight (8) days of the date the meeting would, pursuant to section 2-26, otherwise 

occur in the absence of such rescheduling. In calculating the eight (8) days for purposes 

of the prior sentence, the date the meeting would occur in the absence of rescheduling 



shall not be counted. Any action of cancellation or postponement taken under the 

authority of this subsection must be authorized by a majority of the council at a regular 

or special meeting. 

(b) If the city manager, the mayor, and the council president agree, in writing, that a regular 

meeting should be rescheduled due to inclement weather or a public safety concern, the 

meeting shall be rescheduled to a date within eight (8) days of the date the meeting 

would, pursuant to 2-26, have occurred in the absence of such rescheduling.  In 

calculating the eight (8) days for purposes of the prior sentence, the date the meeting 

would have occurred in the absence of rescheduling shall not be counted. Notice of 

rescheduling shall be given in the same manner as required for a special meeting and 

shall provide the rescheduled meeting date, time, and location.    

 

§4.   That the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is hereby amended by 

adding a section to be numbered 2-28.1, which section shall read as follows: 

 

2-28.1. – Special Meetings.  

 

A special meeting of the city council may be called by the city manager, the mayor, or any two 

(2) aldermen.  Written notice of any special meeting shall be given to each member of the city 

council, the city manager, and the city attorney.  Such meetings shall be held at the date, time, 

and location as designated in the notice. 

 

§5.   That Section 2-30 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is hereby 

repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 

 

2-30. – Order of business. 

 

(a) Except as may be provided by a special rule adopted at the meeting in question, the 

order of business at a meeting of the city council to the extent which circumstances 

permit shall be as follows: 

1) Roll call conducted by the city clerk, who shall record those present and absent 

in the minutes. 

2) Pledge of allegiance to the flag of the United States of America. 

3) Approval (with such corrections, if any, as may be necessary) of the minutes of 

the prior meetings which have not yet been already approved. 

4) Consideration and approval of bill payments, transfers, and payroll. 

5) Personal appearances (other than those relating to matters on the agenda for the 

meeting). 

5)6) Public hearings on items of business for which a public hearing is required 

as a matter of law. 

6)1) Personal appearances (other than those relating to matters on the agenda for 

the meeting). 

7) Oral reports by the mayor, city manager, mayor, and city attorney. 

8) Action items.  

8)9) Reports of commissions and committees with priority given to standing 

bodies over ad hoc bodies. 



9)10) Miscellaneous business. 

10)11) Adjournment. 

(b) Ordinarily, the consideration of an ordinance or resolution will occur in the context of 

a committee report.  However, nothing herein is to be construed as invalidating an 

ordinance or resolution which is acted upon at any other time in the course of a meeting 

prior to adjournment.  The prior sentence is not intended to diminish the authority of 

the presiding officer to rule a matter out of order, as being inconsistent with the order 

of business, but rather it is intended only to validate the action of the council if the 

ruling of the presiding officer is appealed to the council as a whole, and it overrules the 

presiding officer and proceeds to consider and adopt the matter without the formality 

of making a special rule.  

 

§6.   That Section 2-126 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is hereby 

repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 

2-126. - Warrants: Countersigning; payment; records. 

 

(a) The city treasurer shall countersign all warrants of the city.  

(b) All warrants shall be paid from the fund upon which they are drawn and in the 

order in which they are presented for payment. On the back of each warrant 

presented to him, the city treasurer shall note the date of presentation, and when 

payment is made, he shall note the date of payment. If a warrant is not paid for 

want of funds, the city treasurer shall state that fact on the warrant and it shall 

bear interest until called for payment.  

(c) The treasurer shall keep a register of all warrants redeemed and paid during the 

year, describing the warrants, their respective dates, amounts, numbers, of the 

funds on which they were paid, the persons to whom paid and the times of 

payment.  

(d) All warrants redeemed and paid by the city treasurer, as disclosed by the monthly 

city treasurer's report to the city council, shall be examined by the city council  or 

by the committee of the whole thereof.  

 

§7.   That Section 2-157 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is hereby 

repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 

 

Sec. 2-157. - Review by the finance committee and approval by the city council. 

 

The committee of the whole or the city council shall review a list of the checks issued in 

payment of bills, claims and accounts under this section before they are referred to the city 

council. The review of the committee of the whole shall be indicated by a signature of a 

majority of the members of the committee city council on the list of checks issued under this 

section. The list shall then be referred to the city council for its review, and tThe city council 

minutes shall show the itemized list of checks issued. 

 

§8.   That Section 4-16 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is hereby 

repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 



Sec. 4-16. - General rules. 

 

(a) Severability of provisions. Should any section or part of these rules be held 

unconstitutional, illegal, or invalid, such unconstitutionality, illegality, or invalidity 

of such section or part shall in no way affect, impair or invalidate the remaining 

sections or portions hereof, but as to such remainder the same shall remain in full 

force and effect.  

(b) Airworthiness certificate; certificate of competency. Only aircraft bearing a 

currently valid airworthiness certificate, and airmen holding a valid certificate of 

competency for the type of aircraft being flown, as issued by the Federal Aviation 

Administration of the United States Department of Transportation, and in 

conformity with the laws of the State of North Dakota, shall operate on, from or 

over the airport; provided however, that this restriction shall not apply to public 

aircraft of the federal government, or of a state, territory or possession, or of a 

political subdivision thereof, or to aircraft licensed by a foreign country with which 

the United States has reciprocal agreement covering the operation of such licensed 

aircraft.  

(c) Federal and state rules applicable to operation of aircraft. No person shall navigate 

any aircraft over, land upon, or fly the same from, or service, maintain, or repair 

any aircraft on the airport otherwise than in conformity with the requirements of 

the Federal Air Regulations established by the Federal Aviation Administration of 

the United States Department of Transportation, and such rules and regulations as 

may be enacted and/or amended, by the Aeronautics Commission of the State of 

North Dakota.  

(d) Qualifications for doing business on airport premises. No person other than those in 

the regular employ of a fixed base or local operator, scheduled or nonscheduled air  

carrier shall offer themselves for hire as an instructor, mechanic, repairman or 

technician, nor shall any person other than those authorized to do, sell or offer for 

sale, any aircraft, aircraft part or accessory, at, upon or from the airport, except 

owners of private aircraft may perform mechanical work upon their own aircraft if 

qualified to do so.  

(e) When license required for use of airport. No person shall use the airport as a base or 

terminal for the carrying on of commercial aviation, or the carrying of passenger, 

freight, express or mail, or for student flying, communications, spraying or other 

commercial or private purpose or transportation without first securing a license 

from the City of Minot and/or paying the fees and charges prescribed for such 

privileges, the use of the airport, its facilities, and for services rendered; as set forth 

in section 4-25 of this article.  

(f) Permit required to sell goods and services; issuance of liquor licenses.  No person 

shall engage in the sale of refreshments or any other commodity or service, within 

the confines of the airport, without previously having secured a permit from the 

proper authority and having paid, or made satisfactory arrangements to pay such 

fees or other sums of money as agreed for such privilege. A liquor license may be 

issued to the airport cafe operator allowing permission to operate a small bar within 

the present cafe lease area. The said liquor license shall be issued for airport 
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terminal building use only and shall be nontransferable. The license fee and/or any 

other fees shall be credited to the airport operating fund.  

(g) Registration of persons employed, etc. at airport. The names, addresses, telephone 

numbers, and nature of business or occupation of all persons stationed or employed 

upon the airport, or receiving instruction thereon or operating therefrom, shall be 

registered at the administration office at the airport.  

(h) Authority of airport manager in respect to public. The airport manager shall at all 

times have authority to take such action as may be necessary in the handling, 

conduct, and management of the public in attendance at the airport.  

(i) Hours of operation. The airport shall be opened to render service twenty-four (24) 

hours per day.  

(j) Lighting requirements. Lighting of the airport for night flying shall be done in 

accordance with the requirements of the Federal Aviation Administration of the 

United States Department of Transportation for airport lighting equipment.  

(k) Logs required; contents. Each fixed base or local operator shall keep a log of the 

visiting or itinerant aircraft serviced or handled by him on the airport. The log shall 

contain the following information:  

(1) Aircraft number and description.  

(2) Pilot's and/or owner's name and address.  

(3) Date of arrival and departure.  

(l) Visiting pilots. Prior to his departure, each visiting pilot shall inform himself from 

the proper authority, the current taxi and take-off procedure. Satisfactory 

arrangements, or payments in full, for all storage, supplies, repairs, and other 

services rendered by the airport or its operators shall be made to the proper person 

or his duly authorized representative before clearance from the airport is granted.  

(m) Repairs to be made in designated areas. All repairs to aircraft and engines shall be 

made in the space designated for this purpose and not on the area reserved for 

landing and taking off.  

(n) Accidents—Disposal of wrecked aircraft. The aircraft owner, his pilot or agent, shall 

be responsible for the prompt disposal of wrecked aircraft, and the parts thereof, to 

avoid all interference with field operations, unless directed to delay such action 

pending investigation of the accident.  

(o) Same—Report. Witnesses of, and participants in, accidents on or near the airport 

shall be requested to report to the administration office as soon after accidents as 

possible, leaving their names and addresses and rendering such reports as may be 

required.  

(p) First-aid kits. Each fixed base or local operator shall provide and be responsible for 

the constant maintenance of a suitable first-aid kit.  

(q) Unsafe landing areas to be marked; report of unsafe, hazardous conditions.  Any 

part of the landing area temporarily unsafe for use, or which is not available for 

any cause, shall be clearly marked in an approved manner. All persons using the 

airport shall report any unsafe or hazardous conditions on the airport to the airport 

manager or his duly authorized representative.  

(r) Use of taxi strips, ramps, parking areas for takeoffs, landings prohibited. No person 

shall use taxi-strips, ramp or parking areas for takeoffs or landings.  



(s) Registration of aircraft. All owners, lessees and/or those having under control 

through consignment or similar arrangements of aircraft using the airport as a base 

of operation shall register the same with the airport manager, giving such 

information as may be required for the keeping of airport records.  

(t) Self-fueling. Self-fueling shall be regulated as follows:  

(1) Any person who fuels his own aircraft, vehicles or ground equipment at the 

airport may do so only after obtaining a permit from the airport manager, which 

shall be granted conditionally subject to the continuing adherence by the 

permittee to the provisions of this subsection and to the rules and regulations 

established from time to time by the airport manager relating to self-fueling. The 

airport manager is hereby delegated the authority to establish such rules and 

regulations, including the authority, at his own discretion, to designate and to 

post a particular portion of the airport as being set aside for self-fueling. If such 

designation is made, it shall thereafter be unlawful to conduct self-fueling 

operations anywhere except in the area so designated. Likewise, the airport 

manager is authorized to designated a parking place for fuel trucks which shall 

be the only lawful parking place on airport property for fuel trucks when they 

are not being used in the course of ongoing fueling operations.  

(2) The permittee shall pay the city a self-fueling fee as follows:  

a. If the permittee is a fixed base operation the fee shall be five cents ($0.05) a 

gallon for all fuel loaded onto aircraft under the authority of the permit and 

such payment shall be made no less frequently than once a month. The 

flowage fee shall be paid on a self-reporting basis but the permittee must 

allow agents of the city to inspect the permittee's books and records in order 

to audit payment for fees. Any flowage fee owing to the city and not timely 

paid shall constitute a debt collectable at law.  

b. If the permittee is not a fixed base operator the permittee shall pay the city an 

annual nonrefundable fee of fifty dollars ($50.00).  

c. Nothing herein shall be construed as absolving the permittee from paying 

federal excise taxes on the fuel used in self-fueling.  

(3) The permittee must also maintain continually in effect liability insurance with 

combined single limits of one million dollars ($1,000,000.00) bodily injury and 

property damage and with coverage satisfactory to the airport manager to insure 

against liability arising out of self-fueling operations. The coverage must 

include both motor vehicle operations and aircraft liability insurance. Proof of 

insurance must be supplied to the airport manager along with a commitment 

from the insurer that it will notify the airport manager in writing prior to 

canceling the insurance coverage.  

(4) The application for a permit and the acceptance thereof shall be considered as 

giving rise to an implied agreement on the part of the permittee that he will 

indemnify the city against all claims and damages, including the costs of 

defense arising out of the permittee's self-fueling operations, which implied 

agreement shall survive any revocation or abandonment of the permit.  

(5) The permittee shall comply with the requirements of subsection (n) of section 4-

21 of the Code of Ordinances.  
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(6) Upon demand, the permittee shall provide the airport manager with proof that he 

had ownership of or an ownership interest in the aircraft, vehicle or ground 

equipment which the permittee has fueled or wishes to fuel.  

(7) Upon notice and hearing, the airport manager may revoke or suspend a permit if 

the permittee violates the provisions of this subsection or of the rules and 

regulations established pursuant to subsection (1) above.  

(u) Loudspeakers, sound trucks, etc. Loudspeakers by operators of aircraft, sound 

trucks and amplified record-playing machines shall be prohibited on the airport 

except when required for special occasions and ordered by the proper city 

authorities. Only such public address systems as are commonly employed, 

announcing the arrival and departure of scheduled airline flights, shall be permitted 

on the airport.  

 (v) Committee of the whole; recommendations. The committee of the whole shall 

provide recommendations for council consideration on the various phases of airport 

operations.  

(vw) Nondiscrimination. No person, owner, operator, grantee, licensee, lessee, 

permittee, nor his personal representatives, successors in interest, or assigns, shall:  

(1) Exclude any person from participation in, deny any person the benefits of, or 

otherwise subject any person to discrimination in the use of said facilities on the 

grounds of race, color or national origin.  

(2) Exclude from participation in, deny the benefits of, or otherwise subject any 

person to discrimination in the construction of any improvements on, over, or 

under such land and the furnishing of services thereon, on the grounds of race, 

color or national origin.  

Any building, lot or other premises located on the Minot International Airport whether 

the same be leased, licensed, owned, or otherwise used must be operated and used in 

compliance with all other requirements imposed by or pursuant to Title 49, Code of Federal 

Regulations, Department of Transportation, Subtitle A, Office of the Secretary, Part  21, 

Nondiscrimination in Federally Assisted Programs of the Department of Transportation—

Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and any amendments thereto.  

 

§9.   That Section 5-25 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is hereby 

repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 

Sec. 5-25. - City clerk to submit application to the committee of the wholecity council; 

approval. 

 

(a)  The city clerk shall submit the application to the city council for its consideration. 

committee of the whole for its recommendation.  

(b)  Upon receiving the recommendation of the committee of the whole, the city clerk 

shall then submit the application to the city council for its consideration.  

(c)  Every application for a license required by this article shall be approved by the city 

council before the license shall be issued.  

 

§10.   That Section 5-32 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is hereby 

repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 
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Sec. 5-32. - Suspension or revocation of a license. 

 

(a) The committee of the wholecity council shall have the power to suspend or revoke 

any license issued under the authority of this chapter for any of the following 

reasons:  

(1) The licensee violates the laws of this state or of any of the provisions of this 

chapter.  

(2) The licensee willfully makes a false statement or a misrepresentation as to a 

material fact in the application for the issuance or transfer of the license.  

(3) The licensee knowingly permits the occurrence of a pattern or practice of 

disorderly or immoral acts upon the licensed premises.  

(4) The licensee does not conduct the activity for which the license was issued at 

the licensed premises for a period of twelve (12) consecutive months.  

(5) The licensee or its manager or both no longer meet the requirements of section 

5-18 for the issuance of the license.  

(6) The licensee does not hold a necessary permit or license issued by another 

governmental entity, which license or permit is required by that governmental 

entity as a precondition to the carrying on by the license of the activity 

authorized by the City of Minot license.  

(b) No license shall be suspended or revoked without providing the licensee with 

notice and an opportunity for hearing before the committee of the wholecity 

council with regard to the suspension or revocation of the license. The city clerk 

shall provide the licensee with written notice of the date, time, and place of the 

hearing. The notice shall inform the licensee that its license may be suspended or 

revoked and it shall set forth the factual allegations which form the basis for doing 

so under this section. The city clerk may provide notice by mailing a copy thereof 

to the licensee's last known address as indicated in the licensee's most recent 

application filed with the clerk under this chapter. The notice must be mailed at 

least five (5) days prior to the hearing, exclusive of the date of mailing and date of 

the hearing.  

(c) If the licensee does not appear at the hearing provided for in subsection (b), or if he 

does not dispute them, the factual allegations in the complaint shall be deemed to 

be admitted. Otherwise the city shall have the burden of going forward with the 

evidence and the burden of persuasion as to any disputed issues of fact.  

(d) If the licensee requests that the originally scheduled hearing date be continued the 

committee of the wholecity council shall grant a continuance to a time mutually 

convenient to the licensee and the city council, but the committee city council 

shall have the discretion to suspend the license from the date for which the 

hearing was originally scheduled to the date of the continued hearing.  

(e) The decision of the committee of the wholecity council shall be final for purposes 

of the legal doctrine which requires the exhaustion of administrative remedies as a 

prerequisite for judicial review, and there shall be no right of appeal from the 

decision of the committee to the city council as a whole.  

(f) The Minot Police Department will be responsible for conducting compliance 

checks to determine whether the licensees are in compliance with the provisions 

of subsection (a)(1). If (1) the licensee admits a violation occurred, (2) fails to 
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appear at the scheduled hearing relating to the alleged violation, or (3) the 

committee of the wholecity council determines a violation under subsection (a)(1) 

occurred after a hearing, the licensee is subject to the following penalties, in 

addition to any other civil or criminal penalties a licensee may be subject to for 

violation of any provision of state or local law:  

First violation: Letter of warning  

Second violation: Business closed for three (3) consecutive days  

Third violation: Business closed for seven (7) consecutive days  

Fourth violation: Business closed for thirty (30) consecutive days  

Fifth violation: Business liquor license recommended to be revoked  

The penalties described above shall be for violations that occur within a period of twenty-

four (24) months. The twenty-four-month time period commences to run and is calculated from 

the first offense by the licensee.  

(g) The Minot Police Department will be responsible for monitoring compliance with 

the provisions of subsections (a)(2)—(6). If (1) the licensee admits a violation 

occurred, (2) fails to appear at the scheduled hearing relating to the alleged 

violation, or (3) the committee of the wholecity council determines a violation 

under subsections (a)(2)—(6) occurred after a hearing, the licensee is subject to 

suspension or revocation, as determined by the committee of the wholecity 

council, in addition to any other civil or criminal penalties a licensee may be 

subject to for a violation of subsections (a)(2)—(6).  

 

§11.   That Section 9-135 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is 

hereby repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 

Sec. 9-135. - Oversight committee. 

 

An oversight committee, consisting of committee of the wholecity council is hereby 

created. The oversight committee shall receive quarterly, semiannual and annual reports from 

the program administrator, if any. The oversight committee shall review these reports to 

determine whether or not the purpose of this article is being carried out as defined in section 9-

126 and other sections of the article. The committee shall report its findings to the Minot City 

Council.  

 

§12.   That Section 18-193 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is 

hereby repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 

Sec. 18-193. - Issuance of license. 

  

(a) Upon the filing of an application for a sexually oriented business employee license, 

the city shall issue a temporary license to said applicant. The application shall 

then be referred to the appropriate city departments for investigation to be made 

on the information contained in the application. The application process shall be 

completed within thirty (30) days from the date of filing of the completed 

application. After the investigation, the city shall issue an employee license, 
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unless it is determined by a preponderance of the evidence that one (1) or more of 

the following findings is true:  

(1) The applicant has failed to provide the information reasonably necessary for 

issuance of the license or has falsely answered a question or request for 

information on the application form;  

(2) The applicant is under the age of eighteen (18) years (twenty-one (21) years if 

the business has an alcoholic beverage license);  

(3) The applicant has been convicted of a "specified criminal activity" as defined in 

this division; or  

(4) The applicant has had a sexually oriented business employee license revoked by 

the city within two (2) years of the date of the current application.  

In the event that the city determines that an applicant is not eligible for a sexually 

oriented business employee license, the applicant shall be given notice in writing of the 

reasons for the denial within thirty (30) days of the filing of the completed application, 

provided that the applicant may request, in writing at any time before the notice is 

issued, that such period be extended for an additional period of not more than ten (10) 

days in order to make modifications necessary to comply with this division.  

If the sexually oriented business employee license is denied, the temporary license 

previously issued is immediately rendered null and void. Denial, suspension, or 

revocation of a license issued pursuant to this subsection shall be subject to appeal as 

hereinafter set forth.  

(b) An employee license shall state on its face the name of the person to whom it is 

granted, the expiration date, and the address of the sexually oriented business. 

While engaged in employment or performing services on the sexually oriented 

business premises, an employee shall, at all times, possess the license in such 

manner as to be available for immediate inspection upon lawful request.  

(c) An employee license shall be subject to annual renewal upon the written 

application of the applicant and a finding by the city that the applicant has not 

been convicted of any "specified criminal activity" as defined in this ordinance, or 

committed any act during the existence of the previous license which would be 

grounds to deny the initial license application. The decision whether to renew a 

license shall be made within thirty (30) days of the filing of the completed 

application. The renewal of a license shall be subject to the fee as set forth in 

section 18-194. Non-renewal of a license shall be subject to appeal as hereinafter 

set forth.  

(d) Upon application for a sexually oriented business operator's license, the city shall 

approve or deny issuance of the license within thirty (30) days of filing of the 

completed application. The city shall issue a license to an applicant unless it is 

determined by a preponderance of the evidence that one (1) or more of the 

following findings is true:  

(1) An applicant has failed to provide the information reasonably necessary for 

issuance of the license or has falsely answered a question or request for 

information on the application form;  

(2) An applicant is under the age of eighteen (18) years (twenty-one (21) years if 

the business has an alcoholic beverage license);  
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(3) An applicant has been denied a license by the city to operate a sexually oriented 

business within the preceding twelve (12) months, or whose license to operate 

a sexually oriented business has been revoked within the preceding twelve (12) 

months;  

(4) An applicant is overdue in payment to the city for taxes, fees, fines, or penalties 

assessed against or imposed upon him/her in relation to the sexually oriented 

business for which license is sought, or taxes or special assessments are 

overdue for the property on which the sexually oriented business is located or 

will be located;  

(5) An applicant has been convicted of a "specified criminal activity" as defined in 

this division;  

(6) The premises to be used for the sexually oriented business have not been 

approved as being in compliance with applicable laws and ordinances;  

(7) The license fee required under this division has not been paid;  

(8) An applicant of the proposed establishment is in violation of or is not in 

compliance with one (1) or more of the provisions of this division.  

(e) An operator's license shall state on its face the name of the person or persons to 

whom it is granted, the expiration date, and the address of the sexually oriented 

business. The license shall be posted in a conspicuous place at or near the 

entrance to the sexually oriented business so that it may be easily read at any time.  

(f) If so required under other sections of this division, the inspection department shall 

complete their certification that the premises are in compliance or not in 

compliance within twenty (20) days of receipt of the completed application by the 

city. Failure of an appropriate department to timely certify its inspection shall not 

be grounds for refusing to issue a license within the mandatory time period. In the 

event the city fails to render a decision on the application within the time 

specified herein, the operator shall be permitted to commence operation of a 

sexually oriented business.  

(g) In the event that the city determines that an applicant is not eligible for a sexually 

oriented business operator's license, the applicant shall be given notice in writing 

of the reasons for the denial within thirty (30) days of the filing of the completed 

application, provided that the applicant may request, in writing at any time before 

the notice is issued, that such period be extended for an additional period of not 

more than ten (10) days in order to make modifications necessary to comply with 

this division. Denial of a license shall be subject to appeal as hereinafter set forth.  

(h) An operator's license shall be subject to annual renewal upon the written 

application of the applicant and a finding by the city that the applicant has not 

been convicted of any "specified criminal activity" as defined in this ordinance, or 

committed any act during the existence of the previous license which would be 

grounds to deny the initial license application. The decision whether to renew a 

license shall be made within thirty (30) days of the completed application. The 

renewal of a license shall be subject to the fee as set forth in section 18-195. Non-

renewal shall be subject to appeal as hereinafter set forth.  

(i) An applicant may appeal the denial or non-renewal of a license to the committee of 

the wholecity council by filing a written notice of appeal with the city clerk within 

ten (10) days after service of the notice of the denial or non-renewal. The city 
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clerk shall provide the applicant(s) with written notice of the date, time, and place 

of the hearing. The notice shall inform the applicant(s) of the factual allegations 

which form the basis for denial or non-renewal. The city clerk may provide notice 

by mailing a copy thereof to the applicant's last known address as indicated in the 

applicant's application. The notice must be mailed at least five (5) days prior to 

the hearing, exclusive of the date of mailing and date of the hearing.  

If the applicant does not appear at the hearing, or if he does not dispute the factual 

allegations, the factual allegations shall be deemed to be admitted. Otherwise the city 

shall have the burden of going forward with the evidence and the burden of persuasion 

as to any disputed issues of fact.  

If the applicant requests that the originally scheduled hearing date be continued, the 

committee of the wholecity council shall grant a continuance to a mutually convenient 

time. The decision of the committee of the wholecity council shall be final for purposes 

of the legal doctrine which requires the exhaustion of administrative remedies as a 

prerequisite for judicial review, and there shall be no right of appeal from the decision 

of the committee to the city council as a whole.  

 

§13.   That Section 18-196 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is 

hereby repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 

Sec. 18-196. - Suspension or revocation of a license. 

 

(a) The committee of the wholecity council shall have the power to suspend or revoke 

any license issued under the authority of this division for any of the following 

reasons:  

(1) The licensee violates the laws of this state or of any of the provisions of this 

division;  

(2) The licensee willfully makes a false statement or a misrepresentation as to a 

material fact in the application for the issuance of the license;  

(3) The licensee knowingly engages in or permits the occurrence of a pattern or 

practice of disorderly or immoral acts upon the licensed premises;  

(4) The licensee is convicted of a "specified criminal activity";  

(5) A licensee has, with knowledge, engaged in or permitted prostitution on the 

premises;  

(6) A licensee has, with knowledge, operated the sexually oriented business during 

a period of time when the licensee's license was suspended;  

(7) A licensee is delinquent in payment to the city or state for any taxes, fees, fines, 

or penalties relating to the sexually oriented business or the premises thereon;  

(8) A licensee has, with knowledge, permitted a person under eighteen (18) years 

of age to enter or remain in the establishment;  

(9) A licensee has attempted to sell his business license, or has sold, assigned, or 

transferred ownership or control of the sexually oriented business to a non-

licensee of the establishment;  

(10) A licensee has, with knowledge, engaged in or permitted a person or persons 

to engage in specified sexual activities on the premises of the sexually oriented 

business;  



(11)A licensee has, with knowledge, consumed or permitted the consumption of 

alcoholic beverages on the premises;  

(12) The licensee does not hold a necessary permit or license issued by another 

governmental entity, which license or permit is required by that governmental 

entity as a precondition to the carrying on by the license of the activity 

authorized by the City of Minot license.  

(b) No license shall be suspended or revoked without providing the licensee with 

notice and an opportunity for hearing before the committee of the wholecity 

council with regard to the suspension or revocation of the license. The city clerk 

shall provide the licensee with written notice of the date, time, and place of the 

hearing. The notice shall inform the licensee that the license may be suspended or 

revoked and it shall set forth the factual allegations which form the basis for doing 

so under this section. The city clerk may provide notice by mailing a copy thereof 

to the licensee's last known address as indicated in the licensee's most recent 

application filed with the clerk under this division. The notice must be mailed at 

least five (5) days prior to the hearing, exclusive of the date of mailing and date of 

the hearing.  

(c) If the licensee does not appear at the hearing provided for in subsection (b), or if 

the licensee does not dispute them, the factual allegations in the complaint shall 

be deemed to be admitted. Otherwise the city shall have the burden of going 

forward with the evidence and the burden of persuasion as to any disputed issues 

of fact.  

(d) If the licensee requests that the originally scheduled hearing date be continued the 

committee of the wholecity council shall grant a continuance to a time mutually 

convenient to the licensee and the city council, but the committee city council 

shall have the discretion to suspend the license from the date for which the 

hearing was originally scheduled to the date of the continued hearing.  

(e) The decision of the committee of the wholecity council shall be final for purposes 

of the legal doctrine which requires the exhaustion of administrative remedies as a 

prerequisite for judicial review, and there shall be no right of appeal from the 

decision of the committee to the city council as a whole.  

(f) When a license is revoked, the revocation shall continue for one (1) year, and the 

licensee shall not be issued a license for one (1) year from the date revocation 

became effective.  

 

§14.   That Section 18-197 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Minot, North Dakota, is 

hereby repealed and reenacted to read as follows: 

Sec. 18-197. - Judicial review. 

 

Within thirty (30) days of a decision denying an initial or renewal application by the 

committee of the wholecity council, or suspending or revoking a license by committee of the 

wholecity council, the applicant or licensee may seek judicial review of such administrative 

action in the district court. The administrative action shall then be reviewed by the court for a 

prompt judicial determination. Pending the completion of the appeal process, the city shall 

issue a temporary license unless the licensing decision is based in whole or in part upon a 



finding that a condition exists upon the premises which constitutes a threat of immediate 

serious injury or damage to persons or property.  

 

§15.  This Ordinance shall become effective upon final passage and approval. 

 

 PASSED FIRST READING:  ______________________ 

  PASSED SECOND READING: ______________________ 

 

 

 

ATTEST:       APPROVED: 

 

_________________________     _________________________  

Kelly Matalka, City Clerk     Shaun Sipma, Mayor 

     

 



Sec. 2-26. - Dates of regular and organizational meetings.  

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in state law, the rules and procedures with respect to 
regular and organizational meetings of the city council shall be as follows:  

(1)  The city council shall hold its regular monthly meeting on the first Monday of each month, 
unless the first Monday of the month falls on a holiday, in which case the city council will hold its 
regular meeting on the Tuesday following the first Monday of the month.  

(2)  A regular meeting of the city council may be canceled, or may be rescheduled to a date within 
eight (8) days of the date the meeting would, pursuant to subsection (1), otherwise occur in the 
absence of such rescheduling. In calculating the eight (8) days for purposes of the prior 
sentence, the date the meeting would occur in the absence of rescheduling shall not be 
counted. Any action of cancellation or postponement taken under the authority of this 
subsection must be authorized by a majority of the council at a regular or special meeting held 
not less than thirteen (13) days before the date when the regular meeting would otherwise be 
held in the absence of such action, excluding in such computation of days, the day of the 
meeting at which the action under this subsection is taken and the day of the meeting which is 
being canceled or rescheduled by such action.  

(3)  If less than a quorum appears for a meeting, the meeting may be adjourned to a date and time 
certain, no later than the next regular meeting as previously established or scheduled under 
subsection (1) or (2). If no member appears, the meeting may be adjourned to the same time 
the next day (exclusive of Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays) by the city clerk, city auditor, or 
city manager, in the order of precedence just given, which procedure may be repeated if 
necessary, every ensuing day which is not a Saturday, Sunday, or holiday, until a quorum 
appears.  

(4)  The organization of the city council shall occur as provided in section 2-21.  

(5)  The time of the regular meetings of the council shall be 6:30 p.m., except as may be provided 
otherwise by way of a resolution by all of the members of the city council, which establishes 
either a general rule or a special rule for special circumstances. Special meetings shall meet at 
the time specified in the call for meeting or notice of meeting.  

(Ord. No. 3428, § 2(2.1-251); Ord. No. 4294, § 1) 

Sec. 2-27. - Notice required for special meetings; waiver.  

A special meeting of the city council may be called by the city manager, the mayor, or any two (2) 
aldermen. Notice of special meetings of the city council shall be given by the city clerk or the city manager 
to the mayor and each alderman at least twenty-four (24) hours prior to the time set therefor by personal 
service of a copy of the call, or by leaving a copy thereof addressed to the mayor and each alderman not 
signing the call at his office or residence; however, if any of the members of the city council, including the 
mayor, shall, at the time of the special meeting or prior thereto, waive notice of the special meeting, no 
notice of the special meetings shall be required as to the member so waiving the notice. Whenever the 
members of the city council shall meet for a special meeting, the meeting shall be valid for all purposes 
without call or notice as to each of the members present at the meeting.  

(Ord. No. 3428, § 2(2.1-252) 

Sec. 2-28. - Place of meetings.  

Except as may be provided by previous authorization by a majority of the council with respect to a 
specifically identified meeting, the meetings of the city council shall be held in the council chambers of the 
city hall.  



(Ord. No. 3428, § 2(2.1-253) 

Sec. 2-29. - Presiding officer.  

A meeting of the city council shall be presided over by the mayor. In the absence of the mayor, the 
meeting shall be presided over by the first one of the following persons in attendance at the meeting in 
the following order of precedence: The president of the council, the vice-president of the council, the 
remaining members of the council ranked in terms of seniority (i.e., length of service, whether or not 
continuous).  

(Ord. No. 3428, § 2(2.1-254) 

Sec. 2-30. - Order of business.  

(a)  Except as may be provided by a special rule adopted at the meeting in question, the order of 
business at a meeting of the city council to the extent which circumstances permit shall be as 
follows:  

(1)  Roll call conducted by the city clerk, who shall record those present and absent in the minutes.  

(2)  Pledge of allegiance to the flag of the United States of America.  

(3)  Approval (with such corrections, if any, as may be necessary) of the minutes of the prior 
meetings which have not yet been already approved.  

(4)  Consideration and approval of bill payments, transfers, and payroll.  

(5)  Public hearings on items of business for which a public hearing is required as a matter of law.  

(6)  Personal appearances (other than those relating to matters on the agenda for the meeting).  

(7)  Oral reports by the city manager, mayor, and city attorney.  

(8)  Reports of commissions and committees with priority given to standing bodies over ad hoc 
bodies.  

(9)  Miscellaneous business.  

(10)  Adjournment.  

(b)  Ordinarily, the consideration of an ordinance or resolution will occur in the context of a committee 
report. However, nothing herein is to be construed as invalidating an ordinance or resolution which is 
acted upon at any other time in the course of a meeting prior to adjournment. The prior sentence is 
not intended to diminish the authority of the presiding officer to rule a matter out of order, as being 
inconsistent with the order of business, but rather it is intended only to validate the action of the 
council if the ruling of the presiding officer is appealed to the council as a whole, and it overrules the 
presiding officer and proceeds to consider and adopt the matter without the formality of making a 
special rule.  

(Ord. No. 3428, § 2(2.1-255) 

Sec. 2-31. - Rules of order.  

(a)  In addition to such supplementary rules of order as may be adopted by resolution from time to time, 
the rules of order applicable to meetings of the city council shall be as follows:  

(1)  Preservation of order. The presiding officer shall preserve order and decorum, prevent the 
attacking of personalities or the impugning of members' motives, confine members in debate to 



the question under discussion, and decide all points of order, subject to an appeal to the city 
council.  

(2)  Right of appeal. Any member of the city council may appeal to the city council from a ruling of 
the presiding officer. If the appeal is seconded, the member making the appeal may briefly state 
his reason therefor, and the presiding officer may briefly explain his ruling; but there shall be no 
debate on the appeal and no other member shall participate in the discussion. The presiding 
officer shall then put the question, "Shall the decision of the chair be sustained?" If a majority of 
the members present vote "aye," then the ruling of the chair shall be sustained; otherwise, it 
shall be overruled.  

(3)  Obtaining the floor. When any member is about to address the city council, he need not rise 
from his seat, but shall respectfully address the presiding officer by title, and when recognized 
by the chair, the member shall confine himself to the question under debate, avoid the attacking 
of personalities and refrain from impugning the motives of any other member's argument or 
vote.  

(4)  Stating of motion. When a motion is made, it shall be stated by the presiding officer or read by 
the city clerk prior to voting thereon.  

(5)  Debate limitation. No member of the city council shall speak more than twice at the same 
meeting on any question, except by leave of the presiding officer. No speaker shall address the 
city council for a period longer than five (5) minutes without permission given by the presiding 
officer. Otherwise it shall be the duty of the presiding officer to call the speaker to order upon 
the expiration of the time limit. This rule may be suspended at any time by a majority vote of the 
city council.  

(6)  Member called to order. When a member is called to order, he shall not proceed until the 
question of order is decided.  

(7)  Consent agenda. A motion that one (1) or more items be placed upon the so-called consent 
agenda shall be deemed the equivalent of a motion that, by unanimous consent, the rules be 
suspended and a special rule be adopted that the item or items thus designated be voted upon 
immediately without any debate or opportunity for amendment. Any council member may "pull" 
an item from the consent agenda by so stating, which statement by itself alone is sufficient to 
cause such item to be handled in the same manner as though it had never been included in the 
consent agenda motion in the first instance.  

(8)  Voting procedure; demand for roll call. A question which need not be decided by way of a roll 
call vote shall be put in this form: "Those who are in favor of the motion (state the question) say, 
'Aye', and those opposed say, "Nay"; however, at any time before the presiding officer 
announces the result of such a vote by ayes and nays, any member of the city council may call 
for a roll call vote. A roll call vote is necessary, without regard to whether requested by a 
member of the council, upon the passage (whether upon first reading or second) of an 
ordinance, the expenditure of funds, or the sale of property, and otherwise when required by 
state law.  

(9)  Reconsideration. After the decision on any question, any member of the city council who voted 
with the majority on the question (or on either side of the question, if there was no majority) may 
move for a reconsideration of the vote at the same or the next succeeding meeting, without 
regard to whether either meeting is a regular or special meeting, however, unless the subject of 
reconsidering a specific vote taken at a prior meeting is mentioned unambiguously in a call for a 
special meeting, the specific vote in question cannot be reconsidered at the special meeting 
unless there are as many members present and voting at the special meeting as there were 
present and voting on the original vote. If, at a special meeting, it is not possible, by virtue of the 
prior sentence, to entertain a motion to reconsider a matter, then such special meeting shall be 
disregarded in determining which special or regular meeting shall be considered as the "next 
succeeding meeting." After a motion for reconsideration has once been acted on, no other 
motion for a reconsideration thereof shall be made without unanimous consent.  



(10)  Precedence of motion to adjourn. A motion to adjourn shall always be in order, except when a 
vote is being taken.  

(11)  Treatment of motions. The motions listed in the following table are listed in decreasing order 
of precedence, and are debatable and are subject to majority requirements, as specified in such 
table.  

Table of Motions  

 Name of Motion  Debatable  Majority  

 Adjourn  No  Simple  

 Recess  No  Simple  

 Lay on the table  No  Simple  

 Previous question  No  Two-thirds  

 Postpone to a time certain  Yes  Simple  

 Refer to a committee  Yes  Simple  

 Amend  Yes  Simple  

 Postpone indefinitely  Yes  Simple  

 Main motion  Yes  Simple  

 Take from the table  No  Simple  

  

(12)  Amendment of ordinances. It shall be in order to amend an ordinance at any time before final 
passage.  

(13)  Robert's Rules of Order. Any question of procedure not covered herein shall be governed by 
Robert's Rules of Order.  

(14)  Effect of passed vote. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in state law, whether statutory 
or common, a member who passes his or her vote on a measure being voted upon by the city 
council, or who is disqualified from voting on such measure, shall be deemed to be absent from 
the meeting for purposes of such vote (without regard to his or her actual physical presence at 
the meeting).  

(15)  Equivalent motions. A motion-  

a.  To hold; or  



b.  To table; or  

c.  To lay on the table; or  

d.  To postpone to a time certain; or  

e.  To postpone indefinitely-  

will (except when the discussion or other circumstances indicate a contrary intent), be treated and 
recorded as being a "motion to hold." A "motion to hold" will be considered a short-hand form of moving 
that debate on the main motion cease immediately and that such main motion be put on the agenda of 
the next meeting of the body (full council or committee thereof), in which the motion to hold is made. The 
motion to hold shall require only a simple majority to pass and shall be debatable, but the debate may go 
only to the merits of postponing consideration of the main motion, and not to the merits of the main 
motion itself. A "motion to hold in committee," when made at the city council level, shall be treated and 
recorded as being a motion to refer the main motion to the committee from whence it originated.  

(b)  A majority vote of the council is required to pass a resolution establishing, amending, or repealing 
the rules of order of the city council supplementary to those provided for in subsection (a).  

(Ord. No. 3428, § 2(2.1-256); Ord. No. 3800, § 1; Ord. No. 3903, § 1) 

Secs. 2-32—2-35. - Reserved.  
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TO: Mayor Shaun Sipma
Members of the City Council

FROM: Rick Feltner, Airport Director

DATE: November 20, 2018

SUBJECT: PARKING LOT IMPROVMENTS (AIR071) BUDGET AMENDMENT AND     

CHANGE ORDER 

1. RECOMMENDED ACTION
1. Recommend approval of the Budget Amendment to increase the Airport landside 

maintenance and capital expense accounts for parking lot improvements and rental car 
relocation; and 

2. Recommend approval of Change Order No. 2, Parking Lot Improvements (AIR071) 
Construction Support; and 

3. Authorize Mayor to sign all applicable documentation.

2. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS
Rick Feltner, Airport Director 857-4724

3. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
The Airport was authorized by City Council to award the bid for the rental car parking lot 
project to the lowest bidder and begin construction. A budget amendment is now required in 
order to match up the actual costs with the originally budgeted amount.  All costs for this 
project are being funded with Car Rental Customer Facility Charges.

B. Proposed Project
The primary components of this project include:

1. Construct sidewalk/s and pavement markings to meet ADA requirements.
2. Install two electric vehicle gates at the connection between the east and west parking

lot. The gates are intended to be automatic with ground loops. The purpose of the 
gates is to deter rental car patrons from entering the short term lot and indicate to the
short term patrons where to exit the lot.

3. Install and/or update signage around the terminal loop area as needed.
4. Remove/update existing landscaping as needed.

C. Consultant Selection
The engineering design work to date has been performed by the Airport’s Engineer of 
Record, Ulteig.
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4. IMPACT:

A. Strategic Impact:
This project will improve operations in the parking lot and rental car areas, and provide 
upgrades that will be necessary if the community makes the future decision to construct a 
QTA in this area.

B. Service/Delivery Impact:
The customer service experience for both paid parking customers and rental car customers 
will be significantly improved with the completion of this project.

C. Fiscal Impact:
City Council previously approved up to $20,000 for engineering fees during the February 5, 
2018 Council Meeting and approved $68,916 for estimated construction costs during the 
August 6, 2018 Council Meeting.  An amendment is now needed in order to bring the budget
to the contracted construction costs, this will include the current change order coming in for 
Ulteig; the amendment amount needed is $59,472.

Project Costs

Ulteig Minot Paving

18,500.00$ 122,387.50$  

7,500.00 -

26,000.00$ 122,387.50$  148,387.50$

Project Funding
This project is to be funded with CFC funds.

V. ALTERNATIVES
N/A

VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS
N/A

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
A. 39.2018 BA - RAC
B. CO #2 – Construction Support
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3350 38th Avenue South, Fargo, ND 58104 • P: 701-280-8500 • www.ulteig.com

Contract Change Order
Initiation Date: October 1, 2018 Change Order No. 2
Submitted by: Chris Dumont Client: City of Minot
Initiated by: Chris Dumont Contract No.  Work Order No. 1
Initiating Group: City of Minot Job No: 18.00146
Original Contract Title: WO No.1 – 2018 Parking Lot 
Improvements Phase I – Design – 18.00146

Original Contract Date: March 8, 2018

Change Type:      (  ) Design Change     (X) Extra Work Change

Schedule Impact:   () No    (X ) Yes (explain below)
Comments:  
Construction Support will occur until parking lot construction has been completed.

Cost:
Original Contract Sum $18,500.00 Change Order Price $7,500.00 
Previous Authorized Changes $0.00 New Contract Sum $26,000.00 
(  ) Firm Price                             ( ) T&M              ( X ) T&M Not to Exceed                          (  ) Other

Scope:

The scope of this Change Order is to add Construction Support for the parking lot construction.

Client:           City of Minot Ulteig Engineers, Inc.

Address:      515 2nd Ave SW
                    Minot, ND 58701

3350 38th Avenue South
Fargo, ND 58104

                    

By:            ____________________________ By:            ___________________
                  Name                   Name

                 _____________________________                  ___________________
                 Signature                  Signature

Date:       _____________________________ Date:        ___________________

OFFICE USE ONLY
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3350 38th Avenue South, Fargo, ND 58104 • P: 701-280-8500 • www.ulteig.com

Adjustment to Vision Phase (#) Revised Vision Budget ($)
Adjustment to Vision Phase (#) Revised Vision Budget ($)
Adjustment to Vision Phase (#) Revised Vision Budget ($)



Reimbursable Expenses
Subcontractors/Subconsultants Cost plus 15%

Survey Vehicle $0.75 / Mile

Car/Pickup IRS Rate / Mile

All Terrain Vehicle $166.00 / Day

Utility Vehicle $202.00 / Day

Relay Testing Equipment $120.00 / Day

Power Quality Meter (Daily) $45.00 / Day

Power Quality Meter (Monthly) $810.00 / Month

Meals (Per Diem) $60.00 / Day

Travel and Other Misc. Out-of-Pocket Cost

Pipeline Locator $20.00 / Hour

GPS Rover (1 Unit/1 Controller) $28.00 / Hour

GPS Rover (2 Units/1 Controller) $49.00 / Hour

Robotic Total Station $39.00 / Hour

Scanning System $80.00 / Hour

Staking: Hubs $0.65 / Each

Staking: Lath $0.70 / Each

Staking: Posts $5.00 / Each

Staking: Rebar $1.50 / Each

Staking: Rebar/Caps $2.00 / Each

Hourly Rate Schedule
City of Minot, ND

Effective Date: 01/01/2018

Engineer
Graduate Engineer $119.00

Design Engineer $141.00

Engineer $160.00

Lead Engineer $170.00

Senior Engineer $197.00

Principal Engineer $214.00

Drafter & Technician
CADD Technician I $93.00

CADD Technician II $101.00

Engineering Technician $113.00

Lead Engineering Technician $123.00

Senior Engineering Technician $142.00

Senior Designer $164.00

Testing & Commissioning
Relay Technician $162.00

Senior Relay Technician $179.00

Commissioning Technician $146.00

Senior Commissioning Technician $156.00

Commissioning Engineer $173.00

Senior Commissioning Engineer $194.00

Project Management
Project Coordinator $103.00

Associate Project Manager $123.00

Project Controls Specialist $131.00

Project Manager $150.00

Senior Project Manager $190.00

Program Manager $193.00

Other Classification
Lead Planner $122.00

Clerical $50.00

Staff Support $75.00

Survey
Survey Technician Intern $74.00

Survey Technician $88.00

Lead Survey Technician $107.00

Senior Survey Technician $120.00

Land Surveyor-in-Training $124.00

Land Surveyor $134.00

Lead Land Surveyor $144.00

Senior Land Surveyor $166.00

Principal Land Surveyor $214.00

Field Design
Field Technician I $92.00

Field Technician II $101.00

Field Technician III $113.00

Field Manager $142.00

Construction Management
Field Observer I $98.00

Field Observer II $108.00

Field Observer III $123.00

Field Coordinator $110.00

Senior Field Coordinator $125.00

Construction Manager $142.00

Senior Construction Manager $162.00

GIS
GIS Technician $98.00

GIS Analyst $126.00

Lead GIS Analyst $142.00

Senior GIS Analyst $151.00

Right-of-Way
Right-of-Way Specialist I $93.00

Right-of-Way Specialist II $104.00

Lead Right-of-Way Specialist $120.00

Senior Right-of-Way Specialist $134.00

Right-of-Way Manager $176.00



ORDINANCE NO:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 2018 ANNUAL BUDGET TO APPROVE AN INCREASE OF
THE AIRPORT MAINTENANCE LANDSIDE AND CAPITAL EXPENSE FOR THE

CONSTRUCTION TO RELOCATE THE CAR RENTAL OPERATIONS TO THE WEST SHORT
TERM PARKING AREA AT THE AIRPORT AND WILL BE FUNDED WITH CUSTOMER

FACILITY CHARGE (CFC) REVENUE.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MINOT:

§1: Amend the 2018 annual budget to increase the  airport maintenance landside and capital 
expenses for the construction of the relocation of the car rental operations to the west 
short term parking lot:

100-5000-501.04-37 $43,858
100-5000-501.07-93 $15,614

§2: This ordinance shall be in effect from and after its passage and approval.

PASSED FIRST READING:

PASSED SECOND READING:

APPROVED:

ATTEST: __________________________
Shaun Sipma, Mayor

___________________________
Kelly Matalka, City Clerk
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TO: Mayor Shaun Sipma
Members of the City Council

FROM: Rick Feltner, Airport Director

DATE: November 6, 2018e

SUBJECT: ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE, T-HANGAR NO. 6

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION
1. Recommend approval of the Airport Lease, T-Hangar between the City of Minot and Craig 

VanTilborg for T-Hangar No. 6 for $75.00 per month; and
2. Authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

Rick Feltner, Airport Director 857-4724

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
There is one (1) vacancy out of sixteen (16) t-hangars owned by the Airport. Protocol 
established a policy of a waiting list for vacancies. Craig VanTilborg is the next interested 
party on the waiting list. 

Mr. VanTilborg has indicated interest in renting a t-hangar for a monthly rent of $75.00 per 
month, and will abide by the lease terms and obligations. The lease term is month-to-month, 
which may be terminated by the City or the Tenant with a 30-day written notice. 

B. Proposed Project
N/A

C. Consultant Selection
N/A

IV. IMPACT:

A. Strategic Impact:
N/A

B. Service/Delivery Impact:
N/A

C. Fiscal Impact:
T-Hangars on Airport property lease for $75.00 per month, or $900.00 in revenue annually.
As of October 15, 2018, T-Hangar No. 6 is vacant. With the approval of the lease, the t-
hangar will be filled immediately.  
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V. ALTERNATIVES
N/A

VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS
Council’s approval of the recommendation will allow the lease to be signed and the proposed tenant 
to occupy the t-hangar. 

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

A. No. 6 Craig VanTilborg
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AIRPORT LEASE

T-HANGAR

THIS LEASE is made between the City of Minot, North Dakota, a municipal

corporation, hereinafter called the “City” and Craig  VanTilborg, hereinafter called the

“Tenant”.

It is agreed:

The City hereby leases to the Tenant T-Hangar No. 6 located at the City of Minot

International Airport.

The lease term will commence immediately and continue on a month-to-month

basis until cancelled by either Party.

Tenant shall pay the City monthly rent in the amount of $75.00 a month, with each

month’s payment to be made in advance. If this lease commences on a date other than

the first of the month, then the first month’s rent shall be pro-rated. Tenant  will  also  pay

immediately  a  deposit  equal  to  one  month’s  rent  as  security  against  unpaid  rent,

damages, and any necessary cleaning expenses.

The Tenant may use the hangar only for the purpose of storing an aircraft owned by

Tenant or in which there is an ownership interest. If requested, Tenant shall provide the

Airport Director with proof of ownership. The hangar may not be used for the storage of

pails, barrels, boxes, chemicals, tanks, refuse, junk, aircraft parts, or other such items.

The Tenant shall exercise good housekeeping practices both within the leased hangar and

exterior. The City, in addition to the remedies provided for hereafter with regard to a

breach of this lease, shall have the right to give notice to the Tenant to perform specified
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clean-up work. If the work is not performed within three (3) days following the day when

notice was given, not counting the day of notice itself, the City may do the work. All

expenses incurred by the City for such clean-up work shall be an additional rent charge to

the Tenant; payable within five (5) days after notice of the amount due is given to the

Tenant, not counting the day when notice was given.

The City provides hangar space as an incidental service to promote use of the

airport, and if the Tenant does not store their aircraft in the hangar for a period of sixty (60)

or more consecutive days, the City may elect to declare this lease to be forfeited and may

relet the space. The procedure to declare forfeiture shall be the same as provided

hereafter with regard to default on the part of the Tenant or a breach of the lease

agreement by the Tenant.

The Tenant may not perform any major maintenance on aircraft or on any other

mechanical equipment or machinery. Minor maintenance is permitted such as replacing

spark plugs or changing oil.

Under FAA regulations, it is necessary that the hangar be equipped at all times with

an approved and functioning fire extinguisher. As additional consideration, the Tenant

shall provide the extinguisher during the term of this lease. In this paragraph approved

means approved by the fire marshal of the City of Minot or his designee.

In order for the City to have access to the hangar in the event of fire or other

emergency, and because of the retained right of entry provided hereafter, it is necessary

that only City supplied locks be used on the hangar doors so that the City’s master key will

operate the locks.  The Tenant will not change these locks.
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If the Tenant fails to remove their personal property at the termination of this lease,

it may be removed by the City and stored elsewhere at the Tenant’s expense or discarded

if it appears to be of no worth or value. Upon termination of this lease the Tenant is

obligated to the City and the City may claim, and the Tenant hereby grants, a lien on or

security interest in the personal property to secure the obligation.

This lease may not be sublet or assigned and any attempted assignment or

subletting shall constitute a breach of this lease.

The City retains a right of entry at all times without notice to show the hangar, to

respond to emergencies, to inspect the hangar for needed repair work and to repair the

hangar if in its sole judgment repairs for which it is responsible are required, to inspect the

hangar for violations of this lease, and for all other lawful purposes. The Tenant shall not

prevent or hinder the City from exercising this right of entry.

The Tenant has had an opportunity to inspect the hangar and leases it in its present

condition. Tenant shall repair all damage caused by the Tenant to the hangar at the

termination of this lease, reasonable wear and tear excepted, unless the damage to the

hangar was attributable to action or inaction on the part of the City or some other third

party over whom the Tenant had no control.

The Airport Director shall have the authority to issue additional regulations

pertaining to the use of the hangar and the Tenant shall abide by these as well as all

applicable FAA regulations.

In the event the Tenant becomes in default under this lease or breaches its

provisions, Tenant shall be given notice of such default and shall have three (3) days

grace period thereafter, exclusive of the day of notice, to contest the occurrence of the
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default or breach. If Tenant fails to do so, or if the default or breach is established

pursuant to the next paragraph, the City may elect to terminate this lease and to relet the

premises, without thereby waiving any claims it may have against the Tenant.

Alternatively, the City may waive a default or breach and allow Tenant to cure the default

or breach without being required thereafter to waive the same or any other default or

breach.

The Airport Director shall have the final and conclusive authority to determine

whether a default or breach of this lease has occurred, or has been timely cured, and he

shall have the final and conclusive authority otherwise to interpret the provisions of this

lease, assuming always that his decisions in that regard are made in objective good faith.

The Tenant shall have the right to terminate this lease at the end of the month

following the month in which the Tenant gives the City notice of election to terminate the

lease. Tenant must pay the rent for the month in which the lease terminates pursuant to

this paragraph.

The City shall have the right to terminate this lease at the end of the month

following the month during which the City gives notice to the Tenant of such termination.

Tenant agrees to indemnify the City and hold it harmless with respect to all claims,

damages, and costs (including the costs of defending or bringing a legal action) arising out

of the use or leasing of the hangar space by the Tenant.
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Notice by the City shall be deemed to be given on the day when it is mailed to the Tenant

at the following address: 4455 10th St NE, Minot, ND 58703

Dated this 12th day of November, 2018.

 CITY OF MINOT,
A municipal corporation

_________________________
__________________________

_____
Witness Shaun

Sipma, Mayor

TENANT

_________________________ BY: ___________________________
Witness Craig VanTilborg
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TO: Mayor Shaun Sipma
Members of the City Council

FROM: John R. Zakian, DR Grant Program Manager & Chief Resilience Officer

DATE: November 20, 2018

SUBJECT: Approve Adjustment to Final Payment for Park South Project

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION

City Council approval for adjustment to final payment for Park South Project in the amount 
of $120,585.25

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

John R. Zakian, DR Grant Program Manager & Chief Resilience Officer, 423-4528

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
City Council approved recently what was believed to all remaining costs for the Park South 
Multi-Family CDBG-NDR project.  However, it turns out that there were 6 minor finishing 
work products that the contractor had not billed to Essential Living Inc., the non-profit 
developer.  All finishing work is consistent with the contract and the amount requested of 
$120,585.25 brings the total project cost to the CDBG-NDR cap of $1,970,585.25.

B. Proposed Project
Adjustment of final payment adding $47,350.95 completes Park South CDBG-NDR project.

IV. IMPACT:

A. Strategic Impact:
Allows city to demonstrate to HUD a completed multi-family rental project through CDBG-
NDR.

B. Service/Delivery Impact:
None

C. Fiscal Impact:
N/A

V. ALTERNATIVES
N/A

VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS
N/A

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
i. Copy of NDR Payment Request
ii. Copy of itemized finishing costsA
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TO: Mayor Shaun Sipma
Members of the City Council

FROM: John R. Zakian, DR Grant Program Manager & Chief Resilience Officer

DATE: November 18, 2018

SUBJECT: APPROVE SOURIS BASIN PLANNING COUNCIL AMENDED AGREEMENT

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION

City Council approve Amendments to the Souris Basin Planning Council Sub-Recipient 
Agreement 

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

John R. Zakian, DR Program Manager & Chief Resilience Officer, 423-4528

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
The city entered into a sub-recipient agreement with the Souris Basin Planning Council for 
calendar year 2018 to support CDBG-NDR economic development resilience planning 
activities associated with filling missing critical data pieces to develop a long term, 
sustainable economic development strategy.  Their support and work has been beneficial to 
these efforts and warrants an extension for one more year to complete the follow through 
necessary to carry out the implementation of data collection efforts to support the IEDC 
recommendations and optional plans of action in their report.  Also, the Souris Basin 
Planning Council has appropriate expertise in managing non-traditional lending programs 
and being able to avail such expertise for the planned CDBG-DR Allocation #1 revolving 
loan program minimizes the costs of project delivery which would be far more if the city had
to establish from scratch the staffing and policies.  The City Council has previously 
authorized pursuit of engaging the Souris Basin Planning Council for this service.  It is one 
of the key components to put in place to be able to launch the revolving loan fund in the first
quarter of 2019 with the other pieces also underway which are the creation of a non-profit 
corporation and securing IRS designation of it as a 501(c)(3).

B. Proposed Project
Amendment A which accompanies this memorandum along with the full current agreement 
specifies the work to be performed by the Souris Basis Planning Council.  For $14,500 in 
CDBG-NDR funds, the Council will provide technical support to downtown organizations in
an effort to create a coordinated draft growth strategy and will continue to support NDR 
efforts in generating needed data to create a sustainable citywide development strategy.  For 
$36,000 in CDBG-DR funds from Allocation #1, the Council will work with the city in 
setting up the process and policies and procedures for the small business revolving loan fund
and once operation provide the service delivery support.  Payments will be equally divided 
on a monthly basis and subject to a voucher which includes activities performed for the 
month.
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IV. IMPACT:

A. Strategic Impact:
Being to draw upon the established expertise of the Souris Basin Planning Council in non-
traditional lending programs significantly reduces staff support costs.

B. Service/Delivery Impact:
Continuing for one more year the work in implementing needed data collection systems to 
support sustainable economic development strategies is critically important in meeting 
CDBG-NDR resilience goals

C. Fiscal Impact:
The $14,500 will be drawn from the CDBG-NDR budget allocation for economic 
development planning which will continue to leave an unencumbered balance of $150,000 
and the $36,000 will come from the CDBG-DR Allocation #1 funds with $800,000 set aside 
for the small business revolving loan fund program.

V. ALTERNATIVES
N/A

VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
i. Amended Sub-Recipient Agreement with the Souris Basin Planning 

Council including Attachment “A” which incorporates the amendment.
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AMENDMENT A

The agreement between the City of Minot and Souris Basin Planning Council is hereby amended 
as follows:

1. The term is extended to December 31, 2019
2. For the period January 1, 2019 to December 31, 2019, additional CDBG-NDR funds are 

added in the amount of $14,500 to be paid in the same manner and format on a 
monthly basis for the following services:

a. Technical support to downtown organizations in developing strategic planning 
and implementation steps to address long term resilience needs accounting for 
continue ongoing challenges resulting from the 2011 disaster

b. Continue technical support in developing and generating data sets to use as 
measures for recovery and resilience as well as in additional planning and 
forecasting to continue to address unmet needs

3. For the period January 1, 2019 to December 31, 2019, new CDBG-DR funds from 
Allocation #1 are added in the amount of $36,000 for project delivery support for the 
new activity of a downtown revolving loan fund with equal payments based on monthly 
invoices including description of work activity for the following services:

a. Assist in the development and implementation of underwriting standards for 
the revolving loan fund

b. Assist in the development of the application and supporting document 
requirements for the revolving loan fund

c. Processing and managing applications for loans
d. Managing the loan portfolio
e. Marketing and promoting the activity
f. Assuring compliance of loans with the HUD rules and regulations

4. All other terms and conditions in the original agreement remain in effect.

Accepted:

Grantee: Sub-Grantee

___________________________________    _______ ______________________________   ______
Mayor, City of Minot          Date Souris Basin Planning Council             Date
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TO: Mayor Shaun Sipma
Members of the City Council

FROM: John R. Zakian, DR Grant Program Manager & Chief Resilience Officer

DATE: November 20, 2018

SUBJECT: AUTHORIZE EMINENT DOMAIN FOR NINE CDBG-NDR ACQUISITIONS

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION

City Council authorize the Eminent Domain Process to commence for acquisition of 600 4th 
Ave. NE, 318 6th St. NE, 314 6th St. NE, 520 4th Ave. NE, 325 6th St, NE, 321 6th St. NE, 319
6th St. NE, 303 6th St. NE and 208 6th St. NE

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

John R. Zakian, DR Program Manager & Chief Resilience Officer, 423-4528

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
These nine properties are located in what is identified as Buyout Area #4 in the HUD 
approved CDBG-NDR Action Plan.  Seven of the properties are owned by three siblings and
the other two properties are individually owned. The city has carried out the due diligence 
with the owners of these properties as set forth in HUD’s involuntary acquisition guidelines 
and the requirements of the federal Uniform Relocation Act including undertaking an 
independent appraisal, an independent review appraisal, administrative conformation of the 
appraisal, making an initial offer to the property owner based on the value established 
through the independent appraisal process, allowing sufficient time for the property owner to
make a counter offer, city response to the counter offer, and a minimum 30 day opportunity 
for the property owner to accept final offer made by the city.  The use of involuntary 
acquisition which may include Eminent Domain is predicated on the HUD and URA 
requirement that acquisition is for an acceptable public purpose (flood mitigation and control
measures are acceptable), there is a defined boundary for such public purpose projects for 
which there is no discretion in the properties to be acquired, there is a defined project, and 
there is a known timeline necessary to acquire the property.  The timeline for flood 
mitigation projects is communicated through the Joint Souris Water Board and coordinated 
with the city of Minot Public Works Department.  Because of the wide variation experienced
in North Dakota courts in terms of scheduling and reaching conclusion in Eminent Domain 
cases, there is need now to authorize commencement of the Eminent Domain process.  The 
requirement for City Council authorization is set forth in the policies and procedures 
established for the involuntary acquisition program.  There is currently one Eminent Domain
case now in the courts.

B. Proposed Project
Letters have been sent to the affected property owners advising them of this step of 
recommending commencement of Eminent Domain proceedings but informing them that the
opportunity continues for them to avoid legal proceedings by accepting the final offer made. 
Authorizing Eminent Domain proceedings by the City Council does not mean we will not 
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continue to seek a resolution of the acquisition outside of a court decision.  It does trigger the
city’s use of the outside counsel under contract for Eminent Domain proceedings.  Several of
the properties authorized for Eminent Domain proceedings in the past two Council meetings 
have been or in process of being amicably settled.  None of the ones previously authorized 
have reached the point of having to proceed to Eminent Domain.

IV. IMPACT:

A. Strategic Impact:
Provides all necessary options for city to acquire the properties on a timely basis consistent 
with flood control projects’ timelines.

B. Service/Delivery Impact:
Properties need to be acquired in support of flood control projects.

C. Fiscal Impact:
All costs including outside counsel fees will be charged to CDBG-NDR acquisition 
allocation.

V. ALTERNATIVES
N/A

VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS
Property acquisition according to current flood projects’ timelines need to be completed before end 
of summer, 2019.

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
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TO: Mayor Shaun Sipma
Members of the City Council

FROM: John R. Zakian, DR Grant Program Manager & Chief Resilience Officer

DATE: November 18, 2018

SUBJECT: APPROVE AUCTION OF NDR ACQUIRED STRUCTURE

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION

City Council approve addition of 1115 6th Avenue SW to structure auction list

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

John R. Zakian, DR Program Manager & Chief Resilience Officer, 423-4528

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
Properties with structures acquired through the CDBG-NDR flood mitigation buyout 
program are reviewed for structural soundness to determine if can be auctioned and moved. 
A review of a recently acquired structure on the property at 1115 6th Avenue SW by staff has
been determined to be structurally sound to be moved and is recommended for auction.

B. Proposed Project
This structure will be added to the list of structures being auctioned.  Structures go through a
multiple auction cycle which includes setting minimum bids through several rounds with the 
last cycle of a structure not yet awarded having no minimum.  Structures which are not 
auctioned are moved to the demolition list.

IV. IMPACT:

A. Strategic Impact:
Structures which are successfully auctioned generate through the sales additional program 
income which allows the city to add to its needed allocation for property acquisitions in 
defined areas for flood control projects,

B. Service/Delivery Impact:
Structures which are successfully sold through auction reduces costs related to staff time and
demolition of such structures.

C. Fiscal Impact:
N/A

V. TIME CONSTRAINTS

VI. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
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TO: Mayor Shaun Sipma
Members of the City Council

FROM: John R. Zakian, DR Grant Program Manager & Chief Resilience Officer

DATE: November 20, 2018

SUBJECT: AUTHORIZE AWARDS FOR FOUR DEMOLITION CONTRACTS

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION

City Council authorize contract awards to lowest responsible bidders for four demolition 
projects at 430 Maple Ave. NE, 400 Maple Street, 205/215 Maple Street, and 614/701 4th

Ave. NE

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

John R. Zakian, DR Program Manager & Chief Resilience Officer, 423-4528

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
These projects were previously bid twice with a decision both times to make no award.  
Several weeks ago, we held a workshop for companies interested in bidding to review the 
requirements and expectations of the bidding process under HUD rules.  Bidding this time 
was both for each of the four individual projects as well as the option of one bid for all 
projects.  The lowest responsible bid price for each of the four individual projects when 
totaled is $6,000 less than the lowest responsible bid price for the one bid on all four 
projects.  Therefore, the recommendation is to award the individual projects to the lowest 
responsible bidder.

The total lowest price for the four projects for the current bid is $533,598 which compares
favorably to the total for the first bid which was $593,000 and the total for the second bid
which was $542,988. The Engineer Estimate for the current bid in total was $642,490 which
means the lowest responsible bids for each of the four projects is below the independent
engineer’s estimate and meets HUD’s necessary and reasonable standards.  Bidder interest in
current bids were also higher than the previous two bids with eight companies attending 
bidders conference which is encouraging because we did expand our outreach efforts.

For each of the four individual bids, there were more bidders ranging from five to six, and 
with at least three from outside Minot.  Our goal in the future will be to sustain such 
expanded interest to receive the lowest bid prices possible.

B. Proposed Project

Awards are recommended as follows to the lowest responsible bidder which, in each case, is 
also the lowest bid:

 400 Maple Street structure demolition– project No. 3755.8 to Dig It Up Backhoe 
Service Inc. for $60,680 (the independent Engineer Estimate was $65,919)
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 430 4th Ave. NE structure demolition – Project No. 3755.7 to Dig It Up Backhoe 
Service Inc. in the amount of $115,800 (the independent Engineer Estimate was 
$138,517.50

 205 & 215 Maple St. structure demolitions – Project No. 3755.9 to Dig It Up 
Backhoe Services Inc. in the amount of $185,697.00 (the independent Engineer 
Estimate was $210,650)

 614 & 701 4th Ave. NE structure demolitions – Project No. 3755.10 to Berger 
Enterprises, LLC in the amount of $171,421.00 (the independent Engineer Estimate
was $227,403)

IV. IMPACT:

A. Strategic Impact:
Awards meet the HUD necessary and reasonable standards

B. Service/Delivery Impact:
Structures need to be demolished in support of flood control projects.

C. Fiscal Impact:
All costs including outside will be charged to CDBG-NDR acquisition/demolition/relocation 
allocation.

V. ALTERNATIVES
N/A

VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
i. CDM Smith Engineering review and recommendations including 

confirmation that lowest responsible bidders have no federal debarment 
status
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TO:  Mayor Shaun Sipma 

  Members of the City Council 

 

FROM: City Attorney’s Office 

DATE:  November 19, 2018 

SUBJECT: APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY FOR CONFLICT 

CASE 

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION 

 

A. Move to appoint Ward County State’s Attorney Roza Larson or her designee as Special 

Assistant Minot City Attorney to prosecute Ward County Case No. 51-2018-CR-02238. 

 

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS 

 

Kelly Hendershot, City Attorney   857-4755 

Stefanie Stalheim, Assistant City Attorney 

 

III. DESCRIPTION 

 

On November 11, 2018, a city employee was charged with a criminal offense in violation of a City 

ordinance. The City recommends the appointment of a special assistant city attorney to avoid any 

conflict of interest or appearance of impropriety.    

 

IV. IMPACT 

 

The City Attorney’s Office generally attempts to make itself available as conflict counsel for the 

Ward County State’s Attorney’s office. Given the same, there is no expense associated with 

appointing the Ward County State’s Attorney’s Office as conflict counsel other than covering any 

general fees or costs associated with prosecuting this case that would rise above and beyond typical 

prosecution costs. Examples of any such expenses would include deposition costs, transcript 

requests, and any mileage requests; those expenses would exist regardless of prosecutor. As the case 

is presently venued in Ward County, North Dakota, which is the same courthouse where our 

proposed conflict counsel is located, there generally would not be any travel expenses or other fees 

associated with this appointment, unless this matter is appealed to the ND Supreme Court. 

V. ALTERNATIVES 

 

Decline the City Attorney’s recommendation to appoint the Ward County State’s Attorney’s office 

as conflict counsel and propose that another attorney be appointed.  
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VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS 

The next court appearance in this matter is scheduled for 11:30 a.m. on December 4, 2018. Given the 

same, the City recommends that conflict counsel be approved and appointed as soon as possible to 

give them time to review the case file and response to any discovery requests, should any such 

request be received.  

 

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

 

A. Appointment of Special City Attorney – Council 

 



 

 

APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY 

I, Kelly Hendershot, City Attorney for the City of Minot, do hereby appoint Roza Larson 

or her designee as Special Assistant City Attorney for the City of Minot to prosecute Ward 

County Case No. 51-2018-CR-02238.  

Dated this ____ day of ______________________, 20___.  

_________________________________________ 

Kelly Hendershot 

City Attorney 

 

 

 

Minot City Council hereby consents and approves of the appointment.  

Dated this ____ day of ______________________, 20___.  

_________________________________________ 

Shaun Sipma 

Mayor 

 

 

I accept said appointment.  

Dated this ____ day of ______________________, 20___.  

_________________________________________ 

Special Assistant City Attorney 
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TO:  Mayor Shaun Sipma 

  Members of the City Council 

 

FROM: Kelly Hendershot 

DATE:  November 21, 2018 

SUBJECT:  APPOINTMENT OF CONTRACT ATTORNEY 

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION 

 

A. The City Council appoint Attorney Caitlyn A. Pierson to represent the City of Minot in the 

prosecution of municipal ordinance violations.  

B. Authorize the Mayor to sign any agreements relating to Attorney Pierson’s appointment.   

 

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS 

Kelly Hendershot – (701) 857-4755 
 

III. DESCRIPTION 

 

A. Historical Background 

 

Prior to 2009, the City retained outside counsel to act as the City Attorney for the City of Minot.  

Prosecution was handled, through a contract, by the Ward County State’s Attorney’s Office.  

Sometime prior to 2009 the Ward County State’s Attorney’s Office determined it was not able to 

continue providing the prosecution services to the City due to their overwhelming workload.  The 

City determined it was advisable to hire a full time City Attorney to fulfill the role of prosecutor and 

advisor for all other legal matters involving the City of Minot.  In 2012, the City determined it was 

necessary to hire an additional attorney to handle the prosecution of municipal ordinances and to 

assist with the civil legal matters.   

 

B. Current Situation 

 

The City Attorney’s office currently consists of two attorneys, one full-time legal assistant, and one 

part-time legal assistant.  This office is responsible for prosecuting all criminal ordinance violations, 

infractions, and traffic code violations.  With that, this office represents the City at municipal court 

Monday through Friday.  Initial appearances, pretrial conferences, orders to show cause, and bench 

warrant appearances occur each day; bench trials and motion hearings take place at municipal court 

on Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday.  This office also appears at district court for initial 

appearances, pretrial conferences, bench warrant appearances, and jury trials.  If necessary, and in 

limited circumstances, this office would appear at the North Dakota Supreme Court for ordinance 

violations matters appealed to that level.  This office also ensures full compliance with Marsy’s Law.   

 

In addition, this office is responsible for providing legal advice to City leadership, management, and 

staff.  Those responsibilities include, but are not limited to, ordinance drafting; contract/document 

drafting and/or review; statutory and ordinance interpretation; and advising on legal matters, 

procedural issues, and open records/open meetings issues at City Council and committee meetings.  
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Beyond that, this office manages all litigation files and works with outside counsel to ensure all 

matters are being handled efficiently and in the best interests of the City. 

 

In recent years, the workload has become more consuming due, in part, to an increased amount of 

time spent on prosecution matters; unprecedented litigation matters; and the City’s increased 

activities with federal funds (CDBG-DR Funds; NDR Funds) and flood control projects.  Beyond 

that, City staff and City Council members have identified numerous antiquated or non-existing 

ordinances, policies, and processes that should be updated or adopted. 

 

C. Future Plans  

 

This office worked with the City Manager to determine the best approach for addressing the current 

workload.  Previous requests for an additional attorney were denied/postponed internally during the 

budget process.  For the 2019 budget this office requested, and the City Council approved, an 

increase in the “Contracts” line item, in part, to address this situation.  The reasons for a contract 

position rather than a full time employee include cost savings1, lack of office space for additional 

employee, and ability to determine whether this should be a temporary or permanent position. 

 

If the City Council moves forward with this recommendation and outside counsel is retained to 

handle the prosecution of municipal ordinance violations, the additional time would likely be spent 

on more substantive contract review; ordinance drafting and revision; and development of form 

documents, internal manuals, and policies.   

 

D. Other Cities 

 

During the budget preparation, this office researched other cities’ attorney offices to determine how 

the City of Minot aligned.  The information below was gathered at that time: 

 

Minot 2 FT Attorneys; 

1.5 Legal Assistants  

Bismarck 3 FT Attorneys;  

1 Senior Legal Assistant;  

2 Legal Assistant 

Fargo Civil: 

3 FT Attorneys; 

2 Legal Assistants 

 

Prosecution: 

1 FT Attorney (Civil Attorneys cover during 

absence); 

2.5 Legal Assistants  

 

Litigation: 

Majority is Handled by Outside Counsel 

Grand Forks 2 Law Firms Retained (one for civil; one for 

prosecution) 

West Fargo 2 Law Firms Retained (one for civil; one for 

prosecution) 

Williston 1 Law Firm Retained (3 Attorneys at $175/hour 

                                                           
1 The FY2018 City of Minot Salary Plan provides that an Assistant City Attorney is a grade 70 position with Step 1 

(min step) salary being $71,432; Step 9 (mid step) being $87,032; and Step 17 (max step) being 106,041.  Those salaries 

do not include benefits or operating expenses.  
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E. Recommended Appointment 

 

This office recommends the appointment of Attorney Caitlyn Pierson.  As you will see from the 

attached documents, Attorney Pierson is a former Assistant State’s Attorney for Ward County.  She 

is currently a sole general practitioner in Minot.  Attorney Pierson has extensive prosecutorial 

experience and she is agreeable to prosecuting all municipal ordinance violations on behalf of the 

City of Minot for a flat rate of $6,000/month. 

 

For a rate comparison, this office reached out to a well-respected criminal defense attorney in Minot 

and it was suggested that $200-$250/hour would be a very reasonable rate.  Last year, to assist with a 

maternity leave, the City approved the appointment of Christine Reierson and she was paid 

$4000/month for prosecuting only in municipal court.  The City also currently pays its public 

defender at a rate of $75/hour.  If Attorney Pierson is appointed and she works 20 hours/week for 4 

weeks, her rate will be $75/hour.  It is anticipated that Attorney Pierson will spend at least 20 hours 

per week on the City’s prosecution.  

 

IV. IMPACT: 
 

The fiscal impact of this item will be $6,000/month or $72,000/year.  This was budgeted in the City 

Attorney’s 2019 budget, 001-0400-415.03-90. 

 

V. ALTERNATIVES 
 

A. The City Council could propose an alternative option.  

B. The City Council could decide not to appoint an attorney for prosecution of municipal 

ordinance violations. 

 

VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS 
 

This appointment is contemplated to begin on January 1, 2019.  

 

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 
 

A. Scope of Work 

B. Caitlyn Pierson’s Cover Letter and Resume  

    



 

 

Caitlyn A. Pierson #08248 
600 22nd Ave NW 

Minot, ND 58703 

(701) 509-7014                                                        

cate@capierson.com 

 

 

November 16, 2018 

 

City of Minot 

ATTN: City Manager 

515 2nd Ave SW 

Minot, ND 58702 

 

Dear Mr. Barry and City Council Members, 

 

I am submitting the following and attached documents in response to the Request for Proposal for 

the contract city prosecutor position with the City of Minot. 

Prior to opening my own firm in April 2018, I was employed with the Ward County State’s 

Attorney’s Office for approximately three (3) years.  As an assistant state’s attorney, I handled 

frequent criminal court appearances including initial appearances, bond hearings, changes of pleas, 

jury trials, and sentencing hearings.  I also appeared on behalf of the State for civil hearings such 

as gun right restoration cases and mental health committal proceedings.  Additionally, I drafted 

motions, proposed Orders, letters to the Court and defendants, briefs, and other documents for both 

criminal and civil cases. 

Because of this job experience, I also worked closely with the Minot Police Department and other 

local law enforcement agencies.  This is valuable not only because I know many of the officers 

and the way the MPD operates, but also because I already know how to utilize the data system that 

the police department uses, cutting the necessary training for me down considerably. 

This prior employment also gave me the opportunity to develop positive working relationships 

with many of the same defense attorneys that frequently appear in municipal court. 

After opening my own firm, I accepted a contract to handle appeals for the ND Commission on 

Indigent Defense.  In that capacity, I review files and court records, discuss cases with clients, and 

file briefs, motions, and petitions for postjudgment issues (most frequently appeals to the Supreme 

Court and postconviction actions).  I also handle any oral arguments before the Supreme Court 

and district court hearings relating to my assigned contract cases. 

Since April 2018, I have handled several private criminal and civil cases.  I do not have a secretary 

at this time, so I do my own e-filing and am familiar with the Minot Municipal, Ward County 

District Court, and North Dakota Supreme Court filing requirements, among others. 

mailto:cate@capierson.com


I loved prosecuting.  I enjoyed being in Court frequently, handling interesting cases, meeting new 

people, helping the community, and working as part of a team with law enforcement.  I miss these 

facets of practicing law as a prosecutor and am submitting this proposal in hopes that I can maintain 

my private practice while returning to prosecuting. 

I am licensed in the State of North Dakota and have been since June 2015.  I have no previous 

disciplinary complaints and have malpractice insurance through Minnesota Mutual. 

For all of these reasons, I believe it is appropriate for me to be compensated at $6,000.00 per 

month.  I would represent the City for all traffic and criminal hearings, including, but not limited 

to, initial appearances, bond hearings, court trials, sentencing hearings, and appeals.  I would also 

draft all documents on behalf of the City for the City’s traffic and criminal cases, through any 

appellate proceedings, including motions, responses, and appellate briefs. 

Additionally, under this contract, I would agree to handle discovery for traffic and criminal cases, 

review cases for charging, negotiate with defense attorneys and pro se defendants pursuant to 

Minot City Ordinances, the North Dakota Century Code, and the policies and standard practices 

of the City Attorney’s Office, advise the Minot Police Department on matters related to the traffic 

and criminal cases I am handling, provide legal research and training to the Minot Police 

Department as needed, meet with witnesses and victims to answer questions, discuss case 

outcomes, and prepare for trial, fulfill the City’s obligations under Marsy’s Law, assist the City 

Attorney’s Office with legal and policy issues when requested, and create and maintain traffic and 

criminal files. 

Please find enclosed my resume, a list of references, and my current malpractice insurance policy.  

I look forward to discussing this contract further and working with you in the future. 

Sincerely, 

 

Caitlyn A. Pierson 
C.A. Pierson Law, P.C. 

600 22nd Ave NW 

Minot, ND 58703 

(701) 509-7014 

cate@capierson.com 

 

Encl. 

mailto:cate@capierson.com


 

 

Caitlyn A. Pierson #08248 
600 22nd Ave NW 

Minot, ND 58703 

(701) 509-7014                                                        

cate@capierson.com 

 

 

Profile Dedicated attorney who strives for successful professional and interpersonal 

relationships, gaining new legal knowledge and experience, and providing 

exemplary work product for clients and the Court. 

 

Education Bachelor of Arts, English, Bethany Lutheran College, Mankato, MN – 2009 

 Juris Doctor, Hamline University, St. Paul, MN – 2013 

 

Experience C.A. Pierson Law, P.C., Minot, ND 

Owner/Attorney – April 2018 to present 

▪ Maintain organized client files and billing accounts 

▪ File documents through Odyssey system 

▪ Review discovery and advise clients on case 

▪ Draft documents and argue issues in court on behalf of clients 

 

ND Indigent Defense Commission, Valley City, ND 

Contract Appellate Attorney – April 2018 to present 

▪ Represent indigent defendants through post-conviction proceedings 

▪ Review case files and court records 

▪ Draft Briefs on behalf of clients 

▪ File documents with Supreme Court of North Dakota 

▪ Appear and argue at Supreme Court 

 

Ward County State’s Attorney’s Office, Minot, ND  

 Assistant State’s Attorney – February 2015 to April 2018 

▪ Perform legal research 

▪ Draft Motions, Orders, Briefs, and other legal documents 

▪ Maintain professional relationships with coworkers, law enforcement, 

court personnel, and opposing counsel 

▪ Appear in Court on behalf of the State 

▪ Successfully briefed and argued before the North Dakota Supreme Court 

 

Licensure North Dakota State Bar, License #08248, admitted June 2015 

  No disciplinary complaints 

 

References Larry Hubbard – (701) 857-6500 – larry.hubbard@wardnd.com 

 

  Ashley Schell – (701) 500-0284 – ashschell@nd.gov 

 

  Austin Lafferty – (701) 426-2315 – austinlafferty@gmail.com 

mailto:cate@capierson.com
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TO:  Mayor Shaun Sipma 
  Members of the City Council 
 
FROM: Stephen Joersz, P.E., Traffic Engineer  

DATE:  November 21, 2018 

SUBJECT:  3RD AVENUE SE AND BURDICK PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS (4426) 

 

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION 
1. Authorize city staff to submit the HSIP grant to install pedestrian signal improvements at 3rd 

Street/3rd Avenue SE and Burdick Expressway/13th Street SE; and 
2. Authorize the mayor to sign the grant applications. 

 
II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS 

 
Lance Meyer, City Engineer    857-4100 
Stephen Joersz, Traffic Engineer   857-4100 

 
III. DESCRIPTION 

 
A. Background 

Overhead yellow flashing beacons bring to attention the pedestrian crosswalks crossing 3rd 
Avenue SE at 3rd Street SE and crossing Burdick Expressway at 13th Street SE. Vehicle yield 
to pedestrian compliance has been an issue at both crossings. One such noncompliance along 
3rd Avenue SE resulted in a pedestrian being struck in October 2018. 
 
The 3rd Avenue SE at 3rd Street SE crossing connects the Ward County Courthouse to its 
parking lot on the southwest corner of the intersection. Before the courthouse expansion 
project was completed, 3rd Avenue SE continued east and was a two way stop controlled 
intersection at 3rd Street SE. The overhead pedestrian signal has existed for many years. 
Multiple parking designations exist on the east side of 3rd Street.  There have been several 
complaints about the flashing beacons too high, inside lane vehicle not being able to see 
pedestrians wanting to cross and pedestrians being hidden by parked vehicles. 
 
The Burdick Expressway crossing connects the Roosevelt Zoo to overflow parking at 
Corbett Field. This intersection was a former traffic signal that was converted to a pedestrian 
crossing during the reconstruction of Burdick Expressway. Rectangular Rapid Flashing 
Beacons (RRFBs) were initially planned for this crossing, however during the time of 
engineering and construction, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) temporarily 
rescinded the RRFB approval due to a patent lawsuit. That patent lawsuit has since been 
resolved and the RRFBs have regained approval by the FHWA. 
 

  



Page 2 of 2 
 

B. Proposed Project 
The proposed pedestrian improvements will add RRFBs to both the 3rd Avenue SE and 
Burdick Expressway pedestrian crossings. RRFBs have been proven to have a higher vehicle 
yield to pedestrian compliance and a 23 to 48 percent reduction in accidents.  
 
Additionally, at the 3rd Avenue SE at 3rd Street SE crossing, the northwest pole and mast arm 
will be moved to the southwest corner to better align with the crossing. Pushbuttons will also 
be added to allow the RRFBs to be pedestrian actuated only. 
 

C. Consultant Selection 
N/A 

 
IV. IMPACT: 

 
A. Strategic Impact: 

This project will improve the pedestrian safety at two important and heavily traveled 
crosswalks. 
 

B. Service/Delivery Impact:  
During construction, pedestrians will still be allowed and able to use both pedestrian 
crossings. Following construction, the crossing are anticipated to experience higher vehicle 
yield to pedestrian rates, resulting in safer pedestrian crossings. 
 

C. Fiscal Impact: 
The 3rd Street SE and Burdick Expressway pedestrian improvements will be funded utilizing 
the North Dakota Department of Transportation’s Highway Safety Improvement Program 
(HSIP). This program features a 90/10 cost share with the project sponsor. The City’s 
portion of the proposed project will utilize Hub City funds. 
 
 Project Costs 
 Estimated Construction Cost  $38,474 

 
 Project Funding 
 Federal Funds (90%)   $34,636 
 Minot Hub City Funds (10%)      $3,838 
 
 

V. ALTERNATIVES 
Not moving forward with the project means not addressing a known public safety issue.   

 
VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS 

Council’s approval of the recommendation will allow the project to be funded using 2018 North 
Dakota Highway Transportation Alternatives Program funds. A delay in approval has the potential to 
delay the project a full year to 2020. 

 
VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

A. Project Location Map. 
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TO: President Mark Jantzer
Members of the Committee of the Whole

FROM: Kevin Ternes, Minot City Assessor

DATE: 11/13/2018

SUBJECT: Abatement request by Fredrickson and Byron, PA for C & K Consulting for 16 vacant 

lot parcels in Stonebridge Farms 4th.

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION
The City Assessor recommends denial of the abatement requests in its entirety.

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

City Assessor, Kevin Ternes, 701-857-4160
kevin.ternes@minotnd.org

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
Property owners have the right to appeal their assessment through the form of an abatement 
per NDCC 57-23-04.  This abatement goes back to the year 2016.
Fredrikson & Byron, PA of Minneapolis, Minnesota is representing the property owners for 
the above listed abbreviated descriptions.  An attachment follows this agenda item memo in 
regards to the parcels that are part of the abatement request and our recommendation.  The 
Assessor recommends denial of the application based on the following reasons:

The applicant did not provide a sales price prior to 2016, purchase price prior to 2016, an 
appraisal or appraiser’s analysis, market study analysis of the area or any other information 
to be considered in support of their request that would indicate the assessment was not fair or
equitable as of February 1st, 2016.

It is the Assessor’s position the 16 vacant lots in the area were assessed based on market data
information prior to the assessment date of February 1st, 2016. The process in assessing these
vacant lots was the same as for all similar vacant lots in the area.  See attachment of 
comparable assessments and sales.

IV. IMPACT:
Any financial impact for the city or other governing body should not be considered in the deliberation of the 
2016 assessment of the parcels attached to this memo as the issue is whether the assessment was fair, 
equitable, and a reasonable estimate of the True and Full Value as defined by NDCC, 57-02-0.15 "True and 
full value" means the value determined by considering the earning or productive capacity, if any, 
the market value, if any, and all other matters that affect the actual value of the property to be 
assessed…..   and 57-02-11.1   All real property subject to taxation must be listed and assessed every
year with
reference to its value, on February first of that year.
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It is the assessor’s position that a granting of the applicant’s request would in fact place these properties 
below a reasonable estimate of market value which existed as of February 1st, 2016 regarding similar vacant 
residential vacant lots.  It would also give them a lower assessment for 2016 compared to other similar lots.

V. TIME CONSTRAINTS
At the time of the writing of this memo, no information in support of the abatement had been 

received from the applicant although it was asked for by the City Assessor’s Office.  This application had 
been received the last day of the deadline for filing an abatement for the 2016 tax year. 

The deadline for notifying the applicant of their hearing was met and the date of the hearing was 
scheduled within the deadline based on NDCC 57-23-04.  The Committee’s recommendation will go forward
to the City Council on December 3rd, 2018 at which point, the City Council’s recommendation will go 
forward to the Ward County Commission for their action.

VI. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
1. Copies of the abatement forms for each property and a list of the parcels displaying

the assessment and the requested reduction.
2. Comparable assessments and comparable sales and assessor’s analysis.



































































Abatement Description/Legal/Address: 16 vacant lots in Stonebridge Farms owned by C & K

Owner/Applicant for Abatement:

Date of Hearing:  11/27/2017

Recent Sales History of the Subject:

16 Lots currently owned by C & K Consulting transferred were part of a larger group according to our records that in 

2012 went from STONEBRIDGE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, LLC to PULTE MODULARE TECHNOLOGIES LLC.  Reported sale 

price on State Tax Department transfer form was $2,314,125 for 34 lots or about $68,000 each.

In 2014, our records indicate 16 lots transferred from PULTE MODULARE TECHNOLOGIES LLC to STONEBRIDGE 

DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, LLC for a reported $1,158,127 or about $72,382 each.  Report of sale price was given to state

tax department by either the buyer or seller.

In 2014, our records indicate 16 lots were transferred from STONEBRIDGE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, LLC to C AND K 

CONSULTING, LLC.  Our office is unable to determine if these two companies are related at this time.  No reported sale 

price was given at the time.  We have asked for the purchase price history of the lots under abatement at the time the 

application was received but no information or response has been given at this time.

Other sales activity according to city assessor in this subdivision includes:

Three smaller lots, twin home lots, sold in 2012 for $41,000 to $47,000.

Sixteen lots were sold by Stonebridge Development Company to Jordahl Custom Homes in 2012 for $1,154,613 or about 

$72,000 each.

Nine lots were sold by Stonebridge Development Company to RHR Construction in 2012 for $669,800 or about $74,000

each.

Three lots were sold by Stonebridge Development to Donnay Homes in 2012 for $227,250 or about $75,750 each.

Six lots were sold by Stonebridge Development to Pulte Modulare Technologies, LLC in 2014 for $70,000 each.  As 

mentioned earlier, we are uncertain if there is a connection between these two companies.

In 2015 there were 4 lots that sold in a new subdivision for from $74,800 to $84,000 about the same size as the lots in 

question.

Also, 2 twin home lots sold for $39,903 in this same subdivision in 2015 when the assessment was $35,000.

The assessor has scanned the majority of the lots under abatement and cannot determine that they were ever listed by 

the owner in 2015 that would have indicated the prices were falling at that time.

Assessments of comparable properties:

All similar lots in this subdivision were assessed at $75,000 except those lots without paving, curb and gutter at the time 

of the 2016 assessment.  In addition, all the lots generally had about a $4,500 special assessment on them for 

improvements the developer had done and chose to have the city special assess.



Pictures of area

















Page 1 of 2

TO: President Mark Jantzer
Members of the Committee of the Whole
Meeting November 27th, 2018

FROM: Kevin Ternes, Minot City Assessor

DATE: 11/7/2018

SUBJECT: Abatement request for 3215 8th St NE, a 48 unit apartment complex with garages for 

2016 Tax Assessment for property also known as Lot 2 Block 1, Stonebridge Farms 6th Addition, 

owned by Stonebridge Development CO., LLC, Fargo, ND 58104

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION
The City Assessor recommends denial of the abatement request in its entirety.

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

City Assessor, Kevin Ternes, 701-857-4160
kevin.ternes@minotnd.org

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
Property owners have the right to appeal their assessment through the form of an abatement 
per NDCC 57-23-04.  This abatement request goes back to the year 2016 for 3215 8th St NE.
Fredrikson & Byron, 51 Broadway, Suite 400, Fargo, ND 58102-4491is representing the 
property owners for the above listed description.  Additional attachments and information 
follows this agenda memo in regards to the parcel that is part of the abatement request and 
our recommendation.  The Assessor recommends denial of the application based on the 
following reasons:

1.  The applicant did not provide a recent sales price, original cost to build price, an 
appraisal as of February 1st, 2016 which was the assessment date for 2016, an appraiser’s
analysis, rental or income information that would give some indication prior to 2016 to 
benchmark the city’s 2016 assessment. A market study analysis of the area at the time of
the assessment was also not presented to be considered in support of their request for 
this public hearing.

2. The City Assessor has asked for appointments to be made to physically review several of
the apartments in each building prior to November 17th for verification of the 
information on the current assessor’s property record card.  To date at the time of this 
memo, no contact has been established or made with our office to provide the 
opportunity for the inspections per NDCC 57-23-05.1.

3. It is the Assessor’s position the 48 unit apartment complex was fairly and equitably 
assessed as to a reasonable market value for 2016 based on all market data and income 
and expense data as was available prior to the assessment date of 2016 with 
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consideration to location, age and style as compared to other apartment buildings.   See 
attachment referencing additional information.

4. It is the Assessor’s position that the Assessor’s commercial mass appraisal model was 
within state tolerance of between 90% and 100% of estimated market valuation levels 
for the 2016 tax year as determined by the State Tax Department’s annual sales ratio 
study.  

IV. IMPACT:
Any financial impact for the city or other governing body should not be considered in the deliberation of the 
2016 assessment of the parcels attached to this memo as the issue is whether the assessment was fair, 
equitable, and a reasonable estimate of the True and Full Value as defined by NDCC, 57-02-0.15 "True and 
full value" means the value determined by considering the earning or productive capacity, if any, 
the market value, if any, and all other matters that affect the actual value of the property to be 
assessed…..   and 57-02-11.1   All real property subject to taxation must be listed and assessed every
year with
reference to its value, on February first of that year.

It is the assessor’s position that a granting of the applicant’s request would in fact place this property below a
reasonable estimate of market value which existed as of February 1st, 2016 regarding similar apartment 
buildings.  It would also give them a lower assessment for 2016 then any and all similar apartments.

V. TIME CONSTRAINTS
At the time of the writing of this memo, no information in support of the abatement had been 

received from the applicant, nor was an appointment made to inspect the properties under abatement request 
although it was asked for by the City Assessor’s Office.  This application had been received on the final day 
of the deadline for filing an abatement for the 2016 tax year. 

The deadline for notifying the applicant of their hearing was met and the date of the hearing was held
within the deadline based on NDCC 57-23-04.  The Committee’s recommendation will go forward to
the City Council on December 3rd.  At which point, the City Council’s recommendation will go 
forward to the Ward County Commission for their final action.

VI. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
1. Packet of information from the assessor related to this abatement request



Response to 2016 Abatement for 3215 8th St NE, 48 unit apartment complex

Abatement Description/Legal/Address:

Lot 2, Block 1 Stonebridge Farms 6th Addition

Stonebridge Development Co., LLC  3215 8th St NE, consists of 4 -12 plex apartment buildings in addition 

to garage buildings for a total of 48 apartment units

Owner/Applicant for Abatement:

Stonebridge Development CO. LLC

Fargo, ND

Date of City Hearing:  11/27/2018

Recent Sales History of the Subject according to Assessor Records:

None of the apartment buildings have been listed for sale or sold.  The units were built in 2013.

Apartments were assessed for 2016 at approximately:

48 unit complex was reduced from $$148,812 per unit for 2015 to $139,395 per unit for 2016.  This 

parcel has a larger amount of land area to apartments then a similar complex in the same area.

Sales of Comparable Properties:

There hadn’t been any sales of newer apartment complexes in the period from 2014 and 2015 in Minot.

Minot

1. 325 11th Ave AVE SW, 1963 year built 12 plex, sold for $72,900 per unit 3/30/2015

2. 1000 Valley View Dr, 1955 year built 4 plex, sold for $69,500 per unit 6/29/2015

Stanley

1. 629 9th Ave SE, 2010 year built 15 plex, sold for $131,666 per unit 12/16/2014

The subject units are generally larger than average at about 1,200 to 1,300 square feet, the buildings 

were only about 2.5 years old at the time of the assessment, and the land area indicated closer to 4 

times the building area.

Listings of Comparable Properties

1.  3-36th Ave NE, 2012 year built, 76 units at March of 2015 for $112,000, then January of 

2016, $94,700 per unit, and then withdrawn

2. 3200 20th Ave NW, 18 plex, March 2015 listing for $135,000 per unit, expired September 

2015



Gross Income Multiplier:

1. 325 11th Ave SW, Minot, 1963 year built 12 plex, 2 BR, $775, $875,000/ 110,400= 7.9 GIM   2015 

sale

Consideration of Income

Market Rents on 2 BR apartments on or about 2015

Comparable 1, Chateau 2nd Ave SW, Valley-  $1100 and $1200

Comparable 2, Wyatt, 1410 30th Ave NW- 1125

Comparable 3, Southwest Crossing, 3801 Crossing St, $1295

Comparable 4, 2208 33rd St NW, $1025

Assessments of comparable properties:

See Assessment per Unit Spread Sheet Attached

Information provided by Applicant:

No information was provided to support the request at time of application for a reduction

Summary

In 2016, multi-family apartments of greater than 4 units were reduced approximately 6% depending on 

the land to building ratio.  This parcel went down about 7%.  The same model including cost tables and 

depreciation tables that were used on all the apartment buildings in Minot was used on this parcel.

There was no appeal of the 2016 assessment during the informal period for the city, county or state 

boards of equalization.

There was no appeal of this property until the final day of the deadline on November 1st, 2018 which 

now requires all information to be retrospective back to February 1st, 2016.

The current 2016 assessment is $139,395 per unit indicates it is the highest per unit in a range of 

$88,188 to $139,396 assessments per unit of other newer apartments.  One of the reasons this 

apartment complex is at the high range of other newer apartments is because of the smaller unit count 

on a larger parcel of land and the building is a step above average quality in the assessor’s opinion.  The 

owner is requesting a per unit assessment of about $77,812 per unit which is well below any other 

comparable property’s assessment.  There were two older but much smaller apartment buildings that 

sold for about $69,000 and $73,000 per unit but they were over 50 years older than the subject.  The 

abatement requests $77,812 for these apartment units.

Listings or offers to sell comparable apartment buildings prior to 2016 were $112,000 to $135,000.  

These apartments did not sell at that price and were then removed from the market.

The owner’s representative is asking for a land value of $230,000 which is about $1.00 per square foot.  

The land was assessed at $5.00 per square foot in 2016.  The assessor is unaware of any multi-family 



zoned land with site improvements that was purchased or sold for $1.00 per square foot prior to the 

assessment date of 2016 and the applicant did not provide support for this request.

The assessor’s commercial assessment model was calibrated at an estimated 93% for 2016 assessments 

based on 2015 sales data of all commercial occupancies.  The owner’s request appears to assert that the

assessor’s model for multi-family is off by approximately 50% but based on older and smaller apartment 

sales that did occur in 2015 there is no evidence of that. 

The application for a reduction in the 2016 assessment did not include any information for the assessor 

to consider.

Pictures of subject and area































































City of Minot Assessor’s Office Methodology and Assessment 

Process

The City of Minot Assessor’s Office is responsible for assessing all taxable real estate in the 

Minot City Limits and certain classes of non-taxable property.  Our office follows all state statutes found 

generally in Title 57 and ND Tax Department guidelines.  http://www.nd.gov/tax/user/local-

government/formspublications/property-tax/guidelines--publications

 ND statute 57-02-11. Requires that assessors “must list and assess property as follows:

1. All real property subject to taxation must be listed and assessed every year with 

reference to its value, on February first of that year.”

To accomplish this appraisers from our office review entire sections of the city on an annual basis that 

could include upwards of 15% of the city’s parcel by onsite reviewals to include a check of the 

measurements outside and a walk through the property inside.  In addition when a property sells it is 

generally given an exterior and interior review with the owner’s permission.

Assessor Records

Property records are available online at http://minot.northdakotaassessors.com/search.php and an 

additional property record card for the prior year or the current year can be emailed by contacting our 

office at 701 857 4160 or assessor@minotnd.org  .  Property records are generally open records and can 

be requested of any property owned or not owned by the requestor.

A sales database in EXCEL format of all properties transferred is also available upon request at the above

listed contacts.  This list is updated several times a month.

Assessment Levels

All real estate sales and prices are verified through various sources to include realtor databases, state 

reports, and owner surveys.  At the end of each year, the assessment of each parcel is compared to the 

price it sold for to determine an overall assessment ratio. All ratios are then calculated for an overall 

assessment ratio.  If the assessment ratio at the end of the year is not within tolerance as determined by

the ND State Board of Equalization, they have the authority to order the local assessment jurisdiction to 

raise or lower the assessment level as compared to market sales across the board of the class of 

property outside of tolerance to within a range of 90% to 100% for the following year.

Mass Appraisal Assessment Model Used by Minot Assessor’s Office

The Minot Assessor’s office has an annual contract with Vanguard Appraisals to provide a CAMA 

(computer assisted mass appraisal) model.  This software was developed by Vanguard Appraisals which 

also uses the same software for contracting assessment services and doing assessing for various 

jurisdictions.  The company is in 7 states, and provides mass appraisal services to 299 assessment 

offices. Additional information about the company can be found at 

http://www.camavision.com/support.php  .

Below is a snapshot of their web page.

http://www.nd.gov/tax/user/local-government/formspublications/property-tax/guidelines--publications
http://minot.northdakotaassessors.com/search.php
mailto:assessor@minotnd.org
http://www.camavision.com/support.php


The City of Minot Assessor’s Office’s CAMA model is built as a mass appraisal cost model approach that 

is calibrated with Minot market data regarding comparable sales, replacement cost estimates of 

buildings and improvements, and income and expense information.  Therefore our office does give 

consideration to all 3 approaches to value as we assess all property on an annual basis within the 

confines of the Vanguard CAMA system.

Questioning or appealing a future assessment

City, County and State Board of Equalizations

If a property’s assessment increases by 10% or more, the property owner is notified of the change and 

also notified of the City Board of Equalization to question or appeal the value.  Certainly at that time the 

property owner would want to bring all information that would support their opinion of value.  The City 

Board of Equalization is generally held the 2nd Tuesday of April.

A property owner may proceed to the County Board of Equalization which is generally held in June if 

they still have concerns or questions about the upcoming assessment for that current year.



If the property owner has appealed at the city and county board of equalization, then the State Board of 

Equalization meeting  might be an option for a current year’s assessment which is held the 2nd Tuesday 

in August in Bismarck.

Abatement or appeal of a current or past assessment

If a property owner would like to appeal an assessment after the time of the various Boards of 

Equalization have been completed, they may do so by filing an Abatement Document.  Generally an 

abatement or appeal can be filed on the current assessment in addition to 2 years back with certain 

deadlines. The document can be found at

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/Application%20for%20Abatement%20Or%20Refund%20of

%20Taxes.pdf?20170210104649

Additional information and a guideline can be found at

 http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/abatementandrefundoftaxes.pdf?20170210104628

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170215110456

It is important to note that when filing an abatement for a particular tax year, information relating to 

sales, market data, and income and expense  data would be that which is prior to the year the 

abatement is being filed on.  Therefore, a 2016 abatement/appeal would use supporting information 

that existed prior to 2016 or all relevant data from 2014,2015 etc.

The abatement process is as follows:

After receipt of the abatement document, a meeting with the Minot City Council Finance Committee is 

scheduled.  This committee consists of city council members who will make a recommendation on the 

merits of the abatement to the full city council the following week.  The full city council after hearing the

Finance Committee’s recommendation and listening to further testimony from the applicant then makes

a recommendation on the merits of the abatement request to the Ward County Commission.  That 

meeting is scheduled sometime after the Minot City Council has provided a recommendation.

Certainly at all 3 meetings the applicant will have the opportunity to present written and oral testimony 

and the assessor will present written and oral testimony.

Additional information for property tax payers can be found in the following document published by the 

ND Tax Department:

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170210104302

Additional information can be provided by calling 701 857 4160 or by contacting assessor@minotnd.org

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/Application%20for%20Abatement%20Or%20Refund%20of%20Taxes.pdf?20170210104649
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/abatementandrefundoftaxes.pdf?20170210104628
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170215110456
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170210104302
mailto:assessor@minotnd.org
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TO: President Mark Jantzer
Members of the Committee of the Whole
Meeting November 27th, 2018

FROM: Kevin Ternes, Minot City Assessor

DATE: 11/7/2018

SUBJECT: Abatement request for 3241 8th St NE, a 40 unit apartment complex with garages for 

2016 Tax Assessment for property also known as Lot 1 Block 1, Stonebridge Farms 6th Addition, 

owned by Stonebridge Villas II, LLC, Fargo, ND 58104

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION
The City Assessor recommends denial of the abatement request in its entirety.

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

City Assessor, Kevin Ternes, 701-857-4160
kevin.ternes@minotnd.org

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
Property owners have the right to appeal their assessment through the form of an abatement 
per NDCC 57-23-04.  This abatement request goes back to the year 2016 for 3241 8th St NE.
Fredrikson & Byron, 51 Broadway, Suite 400, Fargo, ND 58102-4491is representing the 
property owners for the above listed description.  Additional attachments and information 
follows this agenda memo in regards to the parcel that is part of the abatement request and 
our recommendation.  The Assessor recommends denial of the application based on the 
following reasons:

1.  The applicant did not provide a recent sales price, original cost to build price, an 
appraisal as of February 1st, 2016 which was the assessment date for 2016, an appraiser’s
analysis, rental or income information that would give some indication prior to 2016 to 
benchmark the city’s 2016 assessment at the time of abatement application. A market 
study analysis of the area at the time of the assessment was also not presented to be 
considered in support of their request for this public hearing.

2. The City Assessor has asked for appointments to be made to physically review several of
the apartments in each building prior to November 17th for verification of the 
information on the current assessor’s property record card.  To date at the time of this 
memo, no contact has been established or made with our office to provide the 
opportunity for the inspections per NDCC 57-23-05.1.

3. It is the Assessor’s position the 40 unit apartment complex was fairly and equitably 
assessed as to a reasonable market value for 2016 based on all market data and income 
and expense data as was available prior to the assessment date of 2016 with 
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consideration to location, age and style as compared to other apartment buildings.   See 
attachment referencing additional information.

4. It is the Assessor’s position that the Assessor’s commercial mass appraisal model was 
within state tolerance of between 90% and 100% of estimated market valuation levels 
for the 2016 tax year as determined by the State Tax Department’s annual sales ratio 
study.  

IV. IMPACT:
Any financial impact for the city or other governing body should not be considered in the deliberation of the 
2016 assessment of the parcels attached to this memo as the issue is whether the assessment was fair, 
equitable, and a reasonable estimate of the True and Full Value as defined by NDCC, 57-02-0.15 "True and 
full value" means the value determined by considering the earning or productive capacity, if any, 
the market value, if any, and all other matters that affect the actual value of the property to be 
assessed…..   and 57-02-11.1   All real property subject to taxation must be listed and assessed every
year with
reference to its value, on February first of that year.

It is the assessor’s position that a granting of the applicant’s request would in fact place this property below a
reasonable estimate of market value which existed as of February 1st, 2016 regarding similar apartment 
buildings.  It would also give them a lower assessment for 2016 then any and all similar apartments.

V. TIME CONSTRAINTS
At the time of the writing of this memo, no information in support of the abatement had been 

received from the applicant, nor was an appointment made to inspect the properties under abatement request 
although it was asked for by the City Assessor’s Office.  This application had been received on the final day 
of the deadline for filing an abatement for the 2016 tax year. 

The deadline for notifying the applicant of their hearing was met and the date of the hearing was held
within the deadline based on NDCC 57-23-04.  The Committee’s recommendation will go forward to
the City Council on December 3rd.  At which point, the City Council’s recommendation will go 
forward to the Ward County Commission for their final action.

VI. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
1. Packet of information from the assessor related to this abatement request



















































City of Minot Assessor’s Office Methodology and Assessment 

Process

The City of Minot Assessor’s Office is responsible for assessing all taxable real estate in the 

Minot City Limits and certain classes of non-taxable property.  Our office follows all state statutes found 

generally in Title 57 and ND Tax Department guidelines.  http://www.nd.gov/tax/user/local-

government/formspublications/property-tax/guidelines--publications

 ND statute 57-02-11. Requires that assessors “must list and assess property as follows:

1. All real property subject to taxation must be listed and assessed every year with 

reference to its value, on February first of that year.”

To accomplish this appraisers from our office review entire sections of the city on an annual basis that 

could include upwards of 15% of the city’s parcel by onsite reviewals to include a check of the 

measurements outside and a walk through the property inside.  In addition when a property sells it is 

generally given an exterior and interior review with the owner’s permission.

Assessor Records

Property records are available online at http://minot.northdakotaassessors.com/search.php and an 

additional property record card for the prior year or the current year can be emailed by contacting our 

office at 701 857 4160 or assessor@minotnd.org  .  Property records are generally open records and can 

be requested of any property owned or not owned by the requestor.

A sales database in EXCEL format of all properties transferred is also available upon request at the above

listed contacts.  This list is updated several times a month.

Assessment Levels

All real estate sales and prices are verified through various sources to include realtor databases, state 

reports, and owner surveys.  At the end of each year, the assessment of each parcel is compared to the 

price it sold for to determine an overall assessment ratio. All ratios are then calculated for an overall 

assessment ratio.  If the assessment ratio at the end of the year is not within tolerance as determined by

the ND State Board of Equalization, they have the authority to order the local assessment jurisdiction to 

raise or lower the assessment level as compared to market sales across the board of the class of 

property outside of tolerance to within a range of 90% to 100% for the following year.

Mass Appraisal Assessment Model Used by Minot Assessor’s Office

The Minot Assessor’s office has an annual contract with Vanguard Appraisals to provide a CAMA 

(computer assisted mass appraisal) model.  This software was developed by Vanguard Appraisals which 

also uses the same software for contracting assessment services and doing assessing for various 

jurisdictions.  The company is in 7 states, and provides mass appraisal services to 299 assessment 

offices. Additional information about the company can be found at 

http://www.camavision.com/support.php  .

Below is a snapshot of their web page.

http://www.nd.gov/tax/user/local-government/formspublications/property-tax/guidelines--publications
http://minot.northdakotaassessors.com/search.php
mailto:assessor@minotnd.org
http://www.camavision.com/support.php


The City of Minot Assessor’s Office’s CAMA model is built as a mass appraisal cost model approach that 

is calibrated with Minot market data regarding comparable sales, replacement cost estimates of 

buildings and improvements, and income and expense information.  Therefore our office does give 

consideration to all 3 approaches to value as we assess all property on an annual basis within the 

confines of the Vanguard CAMA system.

Questioning or appealing a future assessment

City, County and State Board of Equalizations

If a property’s assessment increases by 10% or more, the property owner is notified of the change and 

also notified of the City Board of Equalization to question or appeal the value.  Certainly at that time the 

property owner would want to bring all information that would support their opinion of value.  The City 

Board of Equalization is generally held the 2nd Tuesday of April.

A property owner may proceed to the County Board of Equalization which is generally held in June if 

they still have concerns or questions about the upcoming assessment for that current year.



If the property owner has appealed at the city and county board of equalization, then the State Board of 

Equalization meeting  might be an option for a current year’s assessment which is held the 2nd Tuesday 

in August in Bismarck.

Abatement or appeal of a current or past assessment

If a property owner would like to appeal an assessment after the time of the various Boards of 

Equalization have been completed, they may do so by filing an Abatement Document.  Generally an 

abatement or appeal can be filed on the current assessment in addition to 2 years back with certain 

deadlines. The document can be found at

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/Application%20for%20Abatement%20Or%20Refund%20of

%20Taxes.pdf?20170210104649

Additional information and a guideline can be found at

 http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/abatementandrefundoftaxes.pdf?20170210104628

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170215110456

It is important to note that when filing an abatement for a particular tax year, information relating to 

sales, market data, and income and expense  data would be that which is prior to the year the 

abatement is being filed on.  Therefore, a 2016 abatement/appeal would use supporting information 

that existed prior to 2016 or all relevant data from 2014,2015 etc.

The abatement process is as follows:

After receipt of the abatement document, a meeting with the Minot City Council Finance Committee is 

scheduled.  This committee consists of city council members who will make a recommendation on the 

merits of the abatement to the full city council the following week.  The full city council after hearing the

Finance Committee’s recommendation and listening to further testimony from the applicant then makes

a recommendation on the merits of the abatement request to the Ward County Commission.  That 

meeting is scheduled sometime after the Minot City Council has provided a recommendation.

Certainly at all 3 meetings the applicant will have the opportunity to present written and oral testimony 

and the assessor will present written and oral testimony.

Additional information for property tax payers can be found in the following document published by the 

ND Tax Department:

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170210104302

Additional information can be provided by calling 701 857 4160 or by contacting assessor@minotnd.org

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/Application%20for%20Abatement%20Or%20Refund%20of%20Taxes.pdf?20170210104649
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/abatementandrefundoftaxes.pdf?20170210104628
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170215110456
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170210104302
mailto:assessor@minotnd.org
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TO: President Mark Jantzer
Members of the Committee of the Whole
Meeting November 27th, 2018

FROM: Kevin Ternes, Minot City Assessor

DATE: 11/5/2018

SUBJECT: Abatement request for 3343 8th St NE, a 68 unit apartment complex with garages for 

2016 Tax Assessment for property also known as Lot 3 Block 2, Stonebridge Farms 2nd Addition, 

owned by Stonebridge Villas, LLC, 4650 38th Ave S STE 110, Fargo, ND 58104

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION
The City Assessor recommends denial of the abatement request in its entirety.

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

City Assessor, Kevin Ternes, 857-4160
kevin.ternes@minotnd.org

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
Property owners have the right to appeal their assessment through the form of an abatement 
per NDCC 57-23-04.  This abatement request goes back to the year 2016 for 3343 8th St NE.
Fredrikson & Byron, 51 Broadway, Suite 400, Fargo, ND 58102-4491is representing the 
property owners for the above listed description.  Additional attachments and information 
follows this agenda memo in regards to the parcel that is part of the abatement request and 
our recommendation.  The Assessor recommends denial of the application based on the 
following reasons:

1.  The applicant did not provide a recent sales price, original cost to build price, an 
appraisal as of February 1st, 2016 which was the assessment date for 2016, an appraiser’s
analysis, rental or income information that would give some indication prior to 2016 to 
benchmark the city’s 2016 assessment. A market study analysis of the area at the time of
the assessment was also not presented to be considered in support of their request for 
this public hearing.

2. The City Assessor has asked for appointments to be made to physically review several of
the apartments in each building prior to November 17th for verification of the 
information on the current assessor’s property record card.  To date at the time of this 
memo, no contact has been established or made with our office to provide the 
opportunity for the inspections per NDCC 57-23-05.1.

3. It is the Assessor’s position the 68 unit apartment complex was fairly and equitably 
assessed as to a reasonable market value for 2016 based on all market data and income 
and expense data as was available prior to the assessment date of 2016 with 
consideration to location, age and style as compared to other apartment buildings. The 
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process in assessing these apartment buildings, vacant lots, and townhomes was the 
same as for all other similar type occupancies in the city.  See attachment referencing 
additional information.

4. It is the Assessor’s position that the Assessor’s commercial mass appraisal model was 
within state tolerance of between 90% and 100% of estimated market valuation levels 
for the 2016 tax year as determined by the State Tax Department’s annual sales ratio 
study.  

IV. IMPACT:
Any financial impact for the city or other governing body should not be considered in the deliberation of the 
2016 assessment of the parcels attached to this memo as the issue is whether the assessment was fair, 
equitable, and a reasonable estimate of the True and Full Value as defined by NDCC, 57-02-0.15 "True and 
full value" means the value determined by considering the earning or productive capacity, if any, 
the market value, if any, and all other matters that affect the actual value of the property to be 
assessed…..   and 57-02-11.1   All real property subject to taxation must be listed and assessed every
year with
reference to its value, on February first of that year.

It is the assessor’s position that a granting of the applicant’s request would in fact place this property below a
reasonable estimate of market value which existed as of February 1st, 2016 regarding similar apartment 
buildings.  It would also give them a lower assessment for 2016 then any and all similar apartments.

V. TIME CONSTRAINTS
At the time of the writing of this memo, no information in support of the abatement had been 

received from the applicant although it was asked for by the City Assessor’s Office.  This application had 
been received on the final day of the deadline for filing an abatement for the 2016 tax year. 

The deadline for notifying the applicant of their hearing was met and the date of the hearing was held
within the deadline based on NDCC 57-23-04.  The Committee’s recommendation will go forward to
the City Council on December 3rd.  At which point, the City Council’s recommendation will go 
forward to the Ward County Commission for their final action.

VI. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
1. Packet of information from the assessor related to this abatement request



City of Minot Assessor’s Office Methodology and Assessment 

Process

The City of Minot Assessor’s Office is responsible for assessing all taxable real estate in the 

Minot City Limits and certain classes of non-taxable property.  Our office follows all state statutes found 

generally in Title 57 and ND Tax Department guidelines.  http://www.nd.gov/tax/user/local-

government/formspublications/property-tax/guidelines--publications

 ND statute 57-02-11. Requires that assessors “must list and assess property as follows:

1. All real property subject to taxation must be listed and assessed every year with 

reference to its value, on February first of that year.”

To accomplish this appraisers from our office review entire sections of the city on an annual basis that 

could include upwards of 15% of the city’s parcel by onsite reviewals to include a check of the 

measurements outside and a walk through the property inside.  In addition when a property sells it is 

generally given an exterior and interior review with the owner’s permission.

Assessor Records

Property records are available online at http://minot.northdakotaassessors.com/search.php and an 

additional property record card for the prior year or the current year can be emailed by contacting our 

office at 701 857 4160 or assessor@minotnd.org  .  Property records are generally open records and can 

be requested of any property owned or not owned by the requestor.

A sales database in EXCEL format of all properties transferred is also available upon request at the above

listed contacts.  This list is updated several times a month.

Assessment Levels

All real estate sales and prices are verified through various sources to include realtor databases, state 

reports, and owner surveys.  At the end of each year, the assessment of each parcel is compared to the 

price it sold for to determine an overall assessment ratio. All ratios are then calculated for an overall 

assessment ratio.  If the assessment ratio at the end of the year is not within tolerance as determined by

the ND State Board of Equalization, they have the authority to order the local assessment jurisdiction to 

raise or lower the assessment level as compared to market sales across the board of the class of 

property outside of tolerance to within a range of 90% to 100% for the following year.

Mass Appraisal Assessment Model Used by Minot Assessor’s Office

The Minot Assessor’s office has an annual contract with Vanguard Appraisals to provide a CAMA 

(computer assisted mass appraisal) model.  This software was developed by Vanguard Appraisals which 

also uses the same software for contracting assessment services and doing assessing for various 

jurisdictions.  The company is in 7 states, and provides mass appraisal services to 299 assessment 

offices. Additional information about the company can be found at 

http://www.camavision.com/support.php  .

Below is a snapshot of their web page.

http://www.nd.gov/tax/user/local-government/formspublications/property-tax/guidelines--publications
http://minot.northdakotaassessors.com/search.php
mailto:assessor@minotnd.org
http://www.camavision.com/support.php


The City of Minot Assessor’s Office’s CAMA model is built as a mass appraisal cost model approach that 

is calibrated with Minot market data regarding comparable sales, replacement cost estimates of 

buildings and improvements, and income and expense information.  Therefore our office does give 

consideration to all 3 approaches to value as we assess all property on an annual basis within the 

confines of the Vanguard CAMA system.

Questioning or appealing a future assessment

City, County and State Board of Equalizations

If a property’s assessment increases by 10% or more, the property owner is notified of the change and 

also notified of the City Board of Equalization to question or appeal the value.  Certainly at that time the 

property owner would want to bring all information that would support their opinion of value.  The City 

Board of Equalization is generally held the 2nd Tuesday of April.

A property owner may proceed to the County Board of Equalization which is generally held in June if 

they still have concerns or questions about the upcoming assessment for that current year.



If the property owner has appealed at the city and county board of equalization, then the State Board of 

Equalization meeting  might be an option for a current year’s assessment which is held the 2nd Tuesday 

in August in Bismarck.

Abatement or appeal of a current or past assessment

If a property owner would like to appeal an assessment after the time of the various Boards of 

Equalization have been completed, they may do so by filing an Abatement Document.  Generally an 

abatement or appeal can be filed on the current assessment in addition to 2 years back with certain 

deadlines. The document can be found at

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/Application%20for%20Abatement%20Or%20Refund%20of

%20Taxes.pdf?20170210104649

Additional information and a guideline can be found at

 http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/abatementandrefundoftaxes.pdf?20170210104628

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170215110456

It is important to note that when filing an abatement for a particular tax year, information relating to 

sales, market data, and income and expense  data would be that which is prior to the year the 

abatement is being filed on.  Therefore, a 2016 abatement/appeal would use supporting information 

that existed prior to 2016 or all relevant data from 2014,2015 etc.

The abatement process is as follows:

After receipt of the abatement document, a meeting with the Minot City Council Finance Committee is 

scheduled.  This committee consists of city council members who will make a recommendation on the 

merits of the abatement to the full city council the following week.  The full city council after hearing the

Finance Committee’s recommendation and listening to further testimony from the applicant then makes

a recommendation on the merits of the abatement request to the Ward County Commission.  That 

meeting is scheduled sometime after the Minot City Council has provided a recommendation.

Certainly at all 3 meetings the applicant will have the opportunity to present written and oral testimony 

and the assessor will present written and oral testimony.

Additional information for property tax payers can be found in the following document published by the 

ND Tax Department:

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170210104302

Additional information can be provided by calling 701 857 4160 or by contacting assessor@minotnd.org

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/Application%20for%20Abatement%20Or%20Refund%20of%20Taxes.pdf?20170210104649
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/abatementandrefundoftaxes.pdf?20170210104628
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170215110456
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170210104302
mailto:assessor@minotnd.org


 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0010

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 1  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0010

Deeded Acres 0.154
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3468 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 6,720.00 0.154
Grand Total 6,720.00 0.154

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $39,000 $45,000 $45,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $223,000 $235,000 $239,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 1



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0160

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 16  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0160

Deeded Acres 0.122
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3408 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 5,299.00 0.122
Grand Total 5,299.00 0.122

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $35,000 $40,000 $40,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $219,000 $230,000 $234,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 2



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0120

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 12  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0120

Deeded Acres 0.121
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3412 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 5,287.00 0.121
Grand Total 5,287.00 0.121

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 2

3/4 Bath 1

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $35,000 $40,000 $40,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $219,000 $230,000 $234,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 3



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0080

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 8  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0080

Deeded Acres 0.121
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3440 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 5,287.00 0.121
Grand Total 5,287.00 0.121

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $35,000 $40,000 $40,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $219,000 $230,000 $234,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 4



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0040

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 4  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0040

Deeded Acres 0.131
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3444 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 5,723.00 0.131
Grand Total 5,723.00 0.131

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $35,000 $40,000 $40,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $219,000 $230,000 $234,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 5



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0130

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 13  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0130

Deeded Acres 0.142
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3432 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 6,179.00 0.142
Grand Total 6,179.00 0.142

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $39,000 $45,000 $45,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $223,000 $235,000 $239,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 6



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0090

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 9  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0090

Deeded Acres 0.142
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3436 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 6,180.00 0.142
Grand Total 6,180.00 0.142

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $39,000 $45,000 $45,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $223,000 $235,000 $239,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 7



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0050

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 5  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0050

Deeded Acres 0.142
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3464 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 6,194.00 0.142
Grand Total 6,194.00 0.142

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $39,000 $45,000 $45,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $223,000 $235,000 $239,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 8



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0020

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 2  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0020

Deeded Acres 0.068
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3460 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,976.00 0.068
Grand Total 2,976.00 0.068

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 9



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0150

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 15  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0150

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3416 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,756.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,756.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 10



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0140

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 14  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0140

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3424 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,756.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,756.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 11



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0110

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 11  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0020

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3420 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,750.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,750.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 12



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0100

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 10  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0100

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3428 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,750.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,750.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2293317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 13



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0070

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 7  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0070

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3448 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,750.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,750.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 14



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0060

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 6  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0060

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3456 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,750.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,750.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 15



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.010.0030

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 3  BLOCK 1

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

010
0030

Deeded Acres 0.068
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3452 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,976.00 0.068
Grand Total 2,976.00 0.068

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 06/26/2012 2943137 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 16



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0010

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 1  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0010

Deeded Acres 0.134
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3461 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 5,850.00 0.134
Grand Total 5,850.00 0.134

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $35,000 $40,000 $40,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $219,000 $230,000 $234,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 17



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0300

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 30  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0300

Deeded Acres 0.431
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3351 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 18,773.00 0.431
Grand Total 18,773.00 0.431

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC Yes / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $45,000 $50,000 $50,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $229,000 $240,000 $244,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 18



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0290

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 29  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0290

Deeded Acres 0.076
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3347 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,303.00 0.076
Grand Total 3,303.00 0.076

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 19



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0280

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 28  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0280

Deeded Acres 0.076
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3343 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,304.00 0.076
Grand Total 3,304.00 0.076

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 20



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0270

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 27  BLOCK 2

Route Number 100-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0270

Deeded Acres 0.076
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3339 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,305.00 0.076
Grand Total 3,305.00 0.076

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 21



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0260

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 26  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0260

Deeded Acres 0.146
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3335 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 6,358.00 0.146
Grand Total 6,358.00 0.146

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $35,000 $40,000 $40,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $219,000 $230,000 $234,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 22



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0250

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 25  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0250

Deeded Acres 0.359
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3371 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 15,631.00 0.359
Grand Total 15,631.00 0.359

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC Yes / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $45,000 $50,000 $50,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $229,000 $240,000 $244,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 23



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0240

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 24  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0240

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3367 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,750.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,750.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 24



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0230

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 23  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0230

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3363 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,750.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,750.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC Yes / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 25



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0220

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 22  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0220

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3359 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,750.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,750.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC Yes / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 26



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0210

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 21  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0210

Deeded Acres 0.121
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3355 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 5,287.00 0.121
Grand Total 5,287.00 0.121

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $35,000 $40,000 $40,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $219,000 $230,000 $234,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 27



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0200

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 20  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0200

Deeded Acres 0.453
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3417 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 19,752.00 0.453
Grand Total 19,752.00 0.453

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $45,000 $50,000 $50,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $229,000 $240,000 $244,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 28



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0190

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 19  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0190

Deeded Acres 0.080
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3413 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,479.00 0.080
Grand Total 3,479.00 0.080

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 29



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0180

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 18  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0180

Deeded Acres 0.080
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3409 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,479.00 0.080
Grand Total 3,479.00 0.080

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 30



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0170

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 17  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0170

Deeded Acres 0.080
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3405 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,479.00 0.080
Grand Total 3,479.00 0.080

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 31



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0160

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 16  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0160

Deeded Acres 0.154
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3401 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 6,689.00 0.154
Grand Total 6,689.00 0.154

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $35,000 $40,000 $40,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $219,000 $230,000 $234,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 32



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0150

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 15  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0150

Deeded Acres 0.358
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3437 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 15,599.00 0.358
Grand Total 15,599.00 0.358

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $45,000 $50,000 $50,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $229,000 $240,000 $244,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 33



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0140

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 14  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0140

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3433 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,750.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,750.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 34



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0130

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 13  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0130

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3429 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,750.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,750.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 

© Vanguard Appraisals, Inc. Thursday, November 08, 2018   10:40 AM Page 35



 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0120

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 12  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0120

Deeded Acres 0.063
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3425 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 2,750.00 0.063
Grand Total 2,750.00 0.063

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 
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 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0110

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 11  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0110

Deeded Acres 0.121
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3421 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 5,287.00 0.121
Grand Total 5,287.00 0.121

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $35,000 $40,000 $40,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $219,000 $230,000 $234,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 
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 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0100

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 10  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0100

Deeded Acres 0.392
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3457 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 17,080.00 0.392
Grand Total 17,080.00 0.392

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $45,000 $50,000 $50,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $229,000 $240,000 $244,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 
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 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0090

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 9  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0090

Deeded Acres 0.069
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3453 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,014.00 0.069
Grand Total 3,014.00 0.069

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 
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 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0080

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 8  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0080

Deeded Acres 0.069
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3449 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,014.00 0.069
Grand Total 3,014.00 0.069

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 
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 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0070

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 7  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0070

Deeded Acres 0.069
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3445 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,014.00 0.069
Grand Total 3,014.00 0.069

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 
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 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0060

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 6  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0060

Deeded Acres 0.133
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3441 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 5,795.00 0.133
Grand Total 5,795.00 0.133

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $35,000 $40,000 $40,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $219,000 $230,000 $234,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 
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 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0050

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 5  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0050

Deeded Acres 0.395
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3477 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 17,225.00 0.395
Grand Total 17,225.00 0.395

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,414 / 809 / 605 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC Yes / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $45,000 $50,000 $50,000

Dwelling $184,000 $190,000 $194,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $229,000 $240,000 $244,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 
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 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0040

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 4  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0040

Deeded Acres 0.070
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3473 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,043.00 0.070
Grand Total 3,043.00 0.070

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC Yes / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 
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 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0030

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 3  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0030

Deeded Acres 0.070
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3469 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,043.00 0.070
Grand Total 3,043.00 0.070

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 01/16/2016 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 
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 Parcel Summary Minot City, ND 6PDF CERTIFIED

TOWNHOMES AT STONEBRIDGE II, LLC

Stonebridge

MI01.D06.020.0020

STONEBRIDGE FARMS 5TH ADDITION
LOT 2  BLOCK 2

Route Number 000-000-000 Plat Map

Section

Block
Lot

01D06

020
0020

Deeded Acres 0.070
Township
Range
Loc. / Class Urban / Residential

PIN
Deed
Contract
Address
Map Area

3465 7TH ST NE, MINOT

Ph 1 of 1  03/06/2014

Legal

 Land Basis Front Rear Side 1 Side 2 R. Lot SF Acres

Lump Sum 3,043.00 0.070
Grand Total 3,043.00 0.070

 Garage

 Residential Dwelling

Occupancy Townhouse/Rental Unit

Year Built 2012

TLA/GLA 1,341 / 803 / 538 Ttl Rms

Bsmt/Attic Full / None 

Heat/AC FHA - Gas / Yes AC

Bsmt Finish 550/ 0/ 0

Ttl Bdrms 3 Above 2 Below 1

Ttl Fireplaces 1

 Plumbing

Att Frame 455 SFFull Bath 1

3/4 Bath 2

Sprinklers Condo/Town 151

Sketch 1 of 1

 PrYr 2017 PrYr 2016 PrYr 2015

Land $30,000 $35,000 $35,000

Dwelling $178,000 $184,000 $188,000
Impr $0 $0

Total $208,000 $219,000 $223,000

Land C $0 $0 $0

 RecordingSale DateSale Amount

$0 12/16/2015 2993317 

$0 09/24/2012 2947000 
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TO: President Mark Jantzer
Members of the Committee of the Whole
Meeting November 27th, 2018

FROM: Kevin Ternes, Minot City Assessor

DATE: 11/7/2018

SUBJECT: 2016 Abatement request for 46 Townhomes owned by Townhomes At Stonebridge 

LLC, Fargo, ND , MI Parcel Numbers MI 01 D06 010 0010 to MI 01 D06 020 0300

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION
The City Assessor recommends denial of the abatement request in its entirety.

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

City Assessor, Kevin Ternes, 701-857-4160
kevin.ternes@minotnd.org

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
Property owners have the right to appeal their assessment through the form of an abatement 
per NDCC 57-23-04.  This abatement request goes back to the year 2016 for 46 townhomes 
along 7th St NE from 3468 7th St NE to 3351 7th St NE also known as parcel numbers listed 
above in Subject.  Fredrikson & Byron, 51 Broadway, Suite 400, Fargo, ND 58102-4491is 
representing the property owners for the above listed parcel numbers.  Additional 
attachments and information follows this agenda memo in regards to the parcel that is part of
the abatement request and our recommendation.  The Assessor recommends denial of the 
application based on the following reasons:

1.  The applicant did not provide a recent sales price, original cost to build price, an 
appraisal for each parcel as of February 1st, 2016 which was the assessment date for 
2016, an appraiser’s analysis or any other information that would give an indication 
prior to 2016 to benchmark the city’s 2016 assessment at the time of abatement 
application. A market study analysis of each residential townhome as compared with 
other comparable sales in the area at the time of the assessment was also not presented to
be considered in support of their request for this public hearing.

2. The City Assessor has asked for appointments to be made to physically review at least 1 
of the townhomes in each building prior to November 17th for verification of the 
information on the current assessor’s property record card.  To date at the time of this 
memo, no contact has been established or made with our office to provide the 
opportunity for the inspections per NDCC 57-23-05.1.

3. It is the Assessor’s position the 46 townhomes were fairly and equitably assessed as to a 
reasonable market value for 2016 based on all market data and comparable sales data as 
of 2016 with consideration to location, age and style as compared to other residential 
townhomes.   See attachment referencing additional information.
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4. It is the Assessor’s position that the Assessor’s residential mass appraisal model was 
within state tolerance of between 90% and 100% of estimated market valuation levels 
for the 2016 tax year as determined by the State Tax Department’s annual sales ratio 
study.  

5. Several discussions have been had with representatives of the owners of these 
townhomes in the past.  They have asked for these residential townhomes that are platted
as individual residential legal descriptions that could be sold one or more at a time to be 
assessed as if it were one large apartment complex.  These are actually 4 and 5 unit 
multi-level townhome buildings that are rented out.  The fact the owner is using these 
single family townhomes as rentals is a management decision.   Assessing these as 
single family townhomes which is what they are versus assessing the whole package of 
46 units as one investment property or one large apartment complex which is what the 
owner would like is the reason we are not going to arrive at similar conclusions.  The 
owner is basically asking for a quantity discount or wants townhomes assessed as 
apartments which they are not.  After further consideration, a visit with the state tax 
department and other assessors, the Assessor disagrees with the owner’s request and 
valuation approach as it relates to the assessment. The city assessor recommends a 
motion to deny the request.

IV. IMPACT:
Any financial impact for the city or other governing body should not be considered in the deliberation of the 
2016 assessment of the parcels attached to this memo as the issue is whether the assessment was fair, 
equitable, and a reasonable estimate of the True and Full Value as defined by NDCC, 57-02-0.15 "True and 
full value" means the value determined by considering the earning or productive capacity, if any, 
the market value, if any, and all other matters that affect the actual value of the property to be 
assessed…..   and 57-02-11.1   All real property subject to taxation must be listed and assessed every
year with
reference to its value, on February first of that year.

It is the assessor’s position that a granting of the applicant’s request would in fact place this property below a
reasonable estimate of market value which existed as of February 1st, 2016 regarding similar residential 
townhomes.  It would also give them a lower assessment for 2016 than other similar townhomes.

V. TIME CONSTRAINTS
At the time of the writing of this memo, no information in support of the abatement had been 

received from the applicant, nor was an appointment made to inspect the properties under abatement request 
although it was asked for by the City Assessor’s Office.  This application had been received on the final day 
of the deadline for filing an abatement for the 2016 tax year. 

The deadline for notifying the applicant of their hearing was met and the date of the hearing was held
within the deadline based on NDCC 57-23-04.  The Committee’s recommendation will go forward to
the City Council on December 3rd.  At which point, the City Council’s recommendation will go 
forward to the Ward County Commission for their final action.

VI. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
1. Packet of information from the assessor related to this abatement request







































































































































































































































City of Minot Assessor’s Office Methodology and Assessment 

Process

The City of Minot Assessor’s Office is responsible for assessing all taxable real estate in the 

Minot City Limits and certain classes of non-taxable property.  Our office follows all state statutes found 

generally in Title 57 and ND Tax Department guidelines.  http://www.nd.gov/tax/user/local-

government/formspublications/property-tax/guidelines--publications

 ND statute 57-02-11. Requires that assessors “must list and assess property as follows:

1. All real property subject to taxation must be listed and assessed every year with 

reference to its value, on February first of that year.”

To accomplish this appraisers from our office review entire sections of the city on an annual basis that 

could include upwards of 15% of the city’s parcel by onsite reviewals to include a check of the 

measurements outside and a walk through the property inside.  In addition when a property sells it is 

generally given an exterior and interior review with the owner’s permission.

Assessor Records

Property records are available online at http://minot.northdakotaassessors.com/search.php and an 

additional property record card for the prior year or the current year can be emailed by contacting our 

office at 701 857 4160 or assessor@minotnd.org  .  Property records are generally open records and can 

be requested of any property owned or not owned by the requestor.

A sales database in EXCEL format of all properties transferred is also available upon request at the above

listed contacts.  This list is updated several times a month.

Assessment Levels

All real estate sales and prices are verified through various sources to include realtor databases, state 

reports, and owner surveys.  At the end of each year, the assessment of each parcel is compared to the 

price it sold for to determine an overall assessment ratio. All ratios are then calculated for an overall 

assessment ratio.  If the assessment ratio at the end of the year is not within tolerance as determined by

the ND State Board of Equalization, they have the authority to order the local assessment jurisdiction to 

raise or lower the assessment level as compared to market sales across the board of the class of 

property outside of tolerance to within a range of 90% to 100% for the following year.

Mass Appraisal Assessment Model Used by Minot Assessor’s Office

The Minot Assessor’s office has an annual contract with Vanguard Appraisals to provide a CAMA 

(computer assisted mass appraisal) model.  This software was developed by Vanguard Appraisals which 

also uses the same software for contracting assessment services and doing assessing for various 

jurisdictions.  The company is in 7 states, and provides mass appraisal services to 299 assessment 

offices. Additional information about the company can be found at 

http://www.camavision.com/support.php  .

Below is a snapshot of their web page.

http://www.nd.gov/tax/user/local-government/formspublications/property-tax/guidelines--publications
http://minot.northdakotaassessors.com/search.php
mailto:assessor@minotnd.org
http://www.camavision.com/support.php


The City of Minot Assessor’s Office’s CAMA model is built as a mass appraisal cost model approach that 

is calibrated with Minot market data regarding comparable sales, replacement cost estimates of 

buildings and improvements, and income and expense information.  Therefore our office does give 

consideration to all 3 approaches to value as we assess all property on an annual basis within the 

confines of the Vanguard CAMA system.

Questioning or appealing a future assessment

City, County and State Board of Equalizations

If a property’s assessment increases by 10% or more, the property owner is notified of the change and 

also notified of the City Board of Equalization to question or appeal the value.  Certainly at that time the 

property owner would want to bring all information that would support their opinion of value.  The City 

Board of Equalization is generally held the 2nd Tuesday of April.

A property owner may proceed to the County Board of Equalization which is generally held in June if 

they still have concerns or questions about the upcoming assessment for that current year.



If the property owner has appealed at the city and county board of equalization, then the State Board of 

Equalization meeting  might be an option for a current year’s assessment which is held the 2nd Tuesday 

in August in Bismarck.

Abatement or appeal of a current or past assessment

If a property owner would like to appeal an assessment after the time of the various Boards of 

Equalization have been completed, they may do so by filing an Abatement Document.  Generally an 

abatement or appeal can be filed on the current assessment in addition to 2 years back with certain 

deadlines. The document can be found at

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/Application%20for%20Abatement%20Or%20Refund%20of

%20Taxes.pdf?20170210104649

Additional information and a guideline can be found at

 http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/abatementandrefundoftaxes.pdf?20170210104628

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170215110456

It is important to note that when filing an abatement for a particular tax year, information relating to 

sales, market data, and income and expense  data would be that which is prior to the year the 

abatement is being filed on.  Therefore, a 2016 abatement/appeal would use supporting information 

that existed prior to 2016 or all relevant data from 2014,2015 etc.

The abatement process is as follows:

After receipt of the abatement document, a meeting with the Minot City Council Finance Committee is 

scheduled.  This committee consists of city council members who will make a recommendation on the 

merits of the abatement to the full city council the following week.  The full city council after hearing the

Finance Committee’s recommendation and listening to further testimony from the applicant then makes

a recommendation on the merits of the abatement request to the Ward County Commission.  That 

meeting is scheduled sometime after the Minot City Council has provided a recommendation.

Certainly at all 3 meetings the applicant will have the opportunity to present written and oral testimony 

and the assessor will present written and oral testimony.

Additional information for property tax payers can be found in the following document published by the 

ND Tax Department:

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170210104302

Additional information can be provided by calling 701 857 4160 or by contacting assessor@minotnd.org

http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/Application%20for%20Abatement%20Or%20Refund%20of%20Taxes.pdf?20170210104649
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/abatementandrefundoftaxes.pdf?20170210104628
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170215110456
http://www.nd.gov/tax/data/upfiles/media/taxpayer-bill-of-rights.pdf?20170210104302
mailto:assessor@minotnd.org
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TO: President Mark Jantzer
Members of the Committee of the Whole

FROM: Kevin Ternes, Minot City Assessor

DATE: 11/16/2018

SUBJECT: Abatement request by Fredrickson and Byron, PA for Stonebridge Development 

Company, LLC for 58 vacant lot parcels in Stonebridge Farms 4th.

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION
The City Assessor recommends denial of the abatement requests in its entirety.

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS

City Assessor, Kevin Ternes, 701-857-4160
kevin.ternes@minotnd.org

III. DESCRIPTION

A. Background
Property owners have the right to appeal their assessment through the form of an abatement 
per NDCC 57-23-04.  This abatement goes back to the year 2016.
Fredrikson & Byron, PA of Minneapolis, Minnesota is representing the property owners for 
the above listed abbreviated descriptions.  Several attachments follow this agenda item 
memo in regards to the parcels that are part of the abatement request and our 
recommendation.  The Assessor recommends denial of the application based on the 
following reasons:

The applicant did not provide a sales price prior to 2016, purchase price prior to 2016, an 
appraisal or appraiser’s analysis, market study analysis of the area or any other information 
to be considered in support of their request that would indicate the assessment was not fair or
equitable as of February 1st, 2016 as of the writing of this memo.

It is the Assessor’s position the 58 vacant lots in the area were assessed based on market data
information prior to the assessment date of February 1st, 2016. The process in assessing these
vacant lots was the same as for all similar vacant lots in the area.  See attachment of 
comparable assessments and sales.

IV. IMPACT:
Any financial impact for the city or other governing body should not be considered in the deliberation of the 
2016 assessment of the parcels attached to this memo as the issue is whether the assessment was fair, 
equitable, and a reasonable estimate of the True and Full Value as defined by NDCC, 57-02-0.15 "True and 
full value" means the value determined by considering the earning or productive capacity, if any, 
the market value, if any, and all other matters that affect the actual value of the property to be 
assessed…..   and 57-02-11.1   All real property subject to taxation must be listed and assessed every
year with
reference to its value, on February first of that year.
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It is the assessor’s position that a granting of the applicant’s request would in fact place these properties 
below a reasonable estimate of market value which existed as of February 1st, 2016 regarding similar vacant 
residential vacant lots.  It would also give them a lower assessment for 2016 compared to other similar lots.

V. TIME CONSTRAINTS
At the time of the writing of this memo, no information in support of the abatement had been 

received from the applicant although it was asked for by the City Assessor’s Office.  This application had 
been received the last day of the deadline for filing an abatement for the 2016 tax year. 

The deadline for notifying the applicant of their hearing was met and the date of the hearing was 
scheduled within the deadline based on NDCC 57-23-04.  The Committee’s recommendation will go forward
to the City Council on December 3rd, 2018 at which point, the City Council’s recommendation will go 
forward to the Ward County Commission for their action.

VI. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
1. Copies of the abatement forms for each property and a list of the parcels displaying

the assessment and the requested reduction.
2. Comparable assessments and comparable sales and assessor’s analysis.



Parcel # Owner Legal  T & F Land  T & F Improvements  True & Full Total Value  Proposed True & Full Land  Proposed True & Full Improvements  Proposed True & Full Total Value  Errors 

MI01D060100010 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 1 Block 1  $       45,000  $                        190,000  $                             235,000  $                                      19,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                102,000 

MI01D060100020 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 2 Block 1  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060100030 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 3 Block 1  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060100040 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 4 Block 1  $       40,000  $                        190,000  $                             230,000  $                                      17,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                100,000 

MI01D060100050 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 5 Block 1  $       45,000  $                        186,000  $                             231,000  $                                      19,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                102,000 T & F Value should be $45,000/$190,000

MI01D060100060 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 6 Block 1  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060100070 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 7 Block 1  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060100080 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 8 Block 1  $       40,000  $                        190,000  $                             230,000  $                                      17,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                100,000 

MI01D060100090 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 9 Block 1  $       45,000  $                        190,000  $                             235,000  $                                      19,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                102,000 

MI01D060100100 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 10 Block 1  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060100110 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 11 Block 1  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060100120 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 12 Block 1  $       40,000  $                        190,000  $                             230,000  $                                      17,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                100,000 

MI01D060100130 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 13 Block 1  $       45,000  $                        190,000  $                             235,000  $                                      19,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                102,000 

MI01D060100140 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 14 Block 1  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060100150 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 15 Block 1  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060100160 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 16 Block 1  $       40,000  $                        190,000  $                             230,000  $                                      17,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                100,000 

MI01D060200010 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th  Addn. Lot 1 Block 2  $       40,000  $                        190,000  $                             230,000  $                                      17,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                100,000 

MI01D060200020 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 2 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200030 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 3 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200040 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 4 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200050 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 5 Block 2  $       50,000  $                        190,000  $                             240,000  $                                      21,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                104,000 

MI01D060200060 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 6 Block 2  $       40,000  $                        190,000  $                             230,000  $                                      17,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                100,000 

MI01D060200070 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stoenbridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 7 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200080 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farns 5th Addn. Lot 8 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200090 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 9 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200100 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 10 Block 2  $       50,000  $                        190,000  $                             240,000  $                                      21,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                104,000 

MI01D060200110 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 11 Block 2  $       40,000  $                        190,000  $                             230,000  $                                      17,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                100,000 

MI01D060200120 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 12 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200130 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 13 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200140 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 14 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200150 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 15 Block 2  $       50,000  $                        190,000  $                             240,000  $                                      21,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                104,000 

MI01D060200160 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 16 Block 2  $       40,000  $                        190,000  $                             230,000  $                                      17,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                100,000 

MI01D060200170 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 17 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200180 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 18 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200190 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 19 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200200 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 20 Block 2  $       50,000  $                        190,000  $                             240,000  $                                      21,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                104,000 

MI01D060200210 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 21 Block 2  $       40,000  $                        190,000  $                             230,000  $                                      17,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                100,000 

MI01D060200220 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 22 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200230 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 23 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200240 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 24 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200250 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 25 Block 2  $       50,000  $                        190,000  $                             240,000  $                                      21,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                104,000 

MI01D060200260 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 26 Block 2  $       40,000  $                        190,000  $                             230,000  $                                      17,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                100,000 

MI01D060200270 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 27 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200280 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 28 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200290 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 29 Block 2  $       35,000  $                        184,000  $                             219,000  $                                      15,000  $                                                         80,000  $                                                  95,000 

MI01D060200300 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 30 Block 2  $       40,000  $                        190,000  $                             230,000  $                                      17,000  $                                                         83,000  $                                                100,000 T & F Land Should Be $50,000, Total $240,000



Parcel # Owner Legal  T & F Land  T & F Improvements  True & Full Total Value  Proposed True & Full Land  Proposed True & Full Improvements  Proposed True & Full Total Value  Errors 

MI01D140300220 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 22 Block 3  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140300230 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 23 Block 3  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140300280 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 28 Block 3  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140300290 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 29 Block 3  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140300300 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 30 Block 3  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140300310 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 31 Block 3  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140300320 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 32 Block 3  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140300330 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 33 Block 3  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140300340 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 34 Block 3  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140300440 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 44 Block 3  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140400020 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 2 Block 4  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140400030 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 3 Block 4  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140400040 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 4 Block 4  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140400090 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 9 Block 4  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140400100 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 10 Block 4  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 

MI01D140400160 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 16 Block 4  $       75,000  $                                     -  $                               75,000  $                                      25,000  $                                                                    -  $                                                  25,000 



Parcel # Owner Legal  T & F Land  T & F Improvements  True & Full Total Value 

MI01D140100130 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 13 Block 1  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140100140 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 14 Block 1  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140200010 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 1 Block 2  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140200060 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 6 Block 2  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140200080 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 8 block 2  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140200090 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 9 Block 2  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140200100 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 10 Block 2  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140200180 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 18 Block 2  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140200190 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 19 Block 2  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140200200 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 20 Block 2  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140200250 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 25 Block 2  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140200260 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 26 Block 2  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300040 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 4 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300050 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 5 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300060 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 6 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300070 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 7 Blovk 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300080 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 8 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300100 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 10 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300110 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 11 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300130 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 13 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300140 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 14 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300150 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 15 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300170 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 17 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300180 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 18 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300210 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 21 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300390 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 39 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300420 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 40 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300430 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 43 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300510 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 51 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300520 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 52 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300530 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 53 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300550 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 55 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300560 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 56 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

 Requested Assessment 



MI01D140300570 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 57 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300580 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 58 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140300590 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 59 Block 3  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140400011 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 1 A Block 4  $       40,000  $         40,000  $          13,000 

MI01D140400012 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 1 B Block 4  $       40,000  $         40,000  $          13,000 

MI01D140400050 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th addn. Lot 5 Block 4  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140400060 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 6 Block 4  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140400070 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 7 Block 4  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140400080 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 8 Block 4  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140400110 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 11 Block 4  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140400120 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 12 Block 4  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140400150 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 15 Block 4  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140400171 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 17 A Block 4  $       40,000  $         40,000  $          13,000 

MI01D140400172 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 17 B Block 4  $       40,000  $         40,000  $          13,000 

MI01D140500011 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 1 A Block 5  $       35,000  $         35,000  $          12,000 

MI01D140500012 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 1 B Block 5  $       35,000  $         35,000  $          12,000 

MI01D140500181 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 18 A Block 5  $       35,000  $         35,000  $          12,000 

MI01D140500182 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot A8 B Block 5  $       35,000  $         35,000  $          12,000 

MI01D140500291 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 29 A Block 5  $       35,000  $         35,000  $          12,000 

MI01D140500292 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 29 B Block 5  $       35,000  $         35,000  $          12,000 

MI01D140500301 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 30 A Block 5  $       35,000  $         35,000  $          12,000 

MI01D140500302 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 30 B Block 5  $       35,000  $         35,000  $          12,000 

MI01D140600150 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 15 Block 6  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

MI01D140600160 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 16 Block 6  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 

Mi01D140600170 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 17 Block 6  $       75,000  $         75,000  $          25,000 



Parcel # Owner Legal  T & F Land  T & F Improvements  True & Full Total Value  Proposed True & Full Land  Proposed True & Full Improvements  Proposed True & Full Total Value  Errors 

MI01D140300220 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 22 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300230 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 23 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300280 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 28 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300290 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 29 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300300 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 30 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300310 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 31 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300320 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 32 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300330 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 33 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300340 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 34 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300440 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 44 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400020 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 2 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400030 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 3 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400040 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 4 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400090 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 9 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400100 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 10 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400160 C & K Consulting LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 16 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140100130 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 13 Block 1  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140100140 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 14 Block 1  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140200010 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 1 Block 2  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140200060 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 6 Block 2  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140200080 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 8 block 2  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140200090 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 9 Block 2  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140200100 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 10 Block 2  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140200180 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 18 Block 2  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140200190 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 19 Block 2  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140200200 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 20 Block 2  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140200250 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 25 Block 2  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140200260 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 26 Block 2  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300040 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 4 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300050 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 5 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300060 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 6 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300070 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 7 Blovk 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300080 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 8 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300100 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 10 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300110 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 11 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300130 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 13 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300140 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 14 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300150 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 15 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300170 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 17 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300180 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 18 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300210 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 21 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300390 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 39 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300420 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 40 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300430 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 43 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300510 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 51 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300520 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 52 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300530 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 53 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300550 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 55 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300560 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 56 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300570 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 57 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300580 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 58 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140300590 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 59 Block 3  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400011 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 1 A Block 4  $                            40,000  $                                      -  $                                 40,000  $                                       13,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    13,000 

MI01D140400012 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 1 B Block 4  $                            40,000  $                                      -  $                                 40,000  $                                       13,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    13,000 

MI01D140400050 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th addn. Lot 5 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400060 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 6 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400070 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 7 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400080 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 8 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400110 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 11 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400120 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 12 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400150 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 15 Block 4  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140400171 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 17 A Block 4  $                            40,000  $                                      -  $                                 40,000  $                                       13,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    13,000 

MI01D140400172 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 17 B Block 4  $                            40,000  $                                      -  $                                 40,000  $                                       13,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    13,000 

MI01D140500011 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 1 A Block 5  $                            35,000  $                                      -  $                                 35,000  $                                       12,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    12,000 

MI01D140500012 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 1 B Block 5  $                            35,000  $                                      -  $                                 35,000  $                                       12,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    12,000 

MI01D140500181 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 18 A Block 5  $                            35,000  $                                      -  $                                 35,000  $                                       12,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    12,000 

MI01D140500182 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot A8 B Block 5  $                            35,000  $                                      -  $                                 35,000  $                                       12,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    12,000 

MI01D140500291 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 29 A Block 5  $                            35,000  $                                      -  $                                 35,000  $                                       12,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    12,000 

MI01D140500292 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 29 B Block 5  $                            35,000  $                                      -  $                                 35,000  $                                       12,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    12,000 

MI01D140500301 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 30 A Block 5  $                            35,000  $                                      -  $                                 35,000  $                                       12,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    12,000 

MI01D140500302 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 30 B Block 5  $                            35,000  $                                      -  $                                 35,000  $                                       12,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    12,000 

MI01D140600150 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 15 Block 6  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01D140600160 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 16 Block 6  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

Mi01D140600170 Stonebridge Development Co. LLC Stonebridge Farms 4th Addn. Lot 17 Block 6  $                            75,000  $                                      -  $                                 75,000  $                                       25,000  $                                                                   -  $                                                    25,000 

MI01C800200030 Stonebridge Villa LLC Stonebridge Farms 2nd Addn. Lot 3 Block 2  $                                            -  $                                                               - 

MI01D450100010 Stonebridge Villa LLC Stonebridge Farms 2nd Addn. Lot 1 Block 1  $                                            -  $                                                               - 

MI01D450100020 Stonebridge Villa LLC Stonebridge Farms 6th Addn. Lot 2 Block 1  $                                            -  $                                                               - 

MI01D060100010 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 1 Block 1  $                            45,000  $                         190,000  $                               235,000  $                                       19,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  102,000 

MI01D060100020 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 2 Block 1  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060100030 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 3 Block 1  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060100040 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 4 Block 1  $                            40,000  $                         190,000  $                               230,000  $                                       17,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  100,000 

MI01D060100050 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 5 Block 1  $                            45,000  $                         186,000  $                               231,000  $                                       19,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  102,000 T & F Value should be $45,000/$190,000

MI01D060100060 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 6 Block 1  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060100070 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 7 Block 1  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060100080 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 8 Block 1  $                            40,000  $                         190,000  $                               230,000  $                                       17,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  100,000 

MI01D060100090 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 9 Block 1  $                            45,000  $                         190,000  $                               235,000  $                                       19,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  102,000 

MI01D060100100 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 10 Block 1  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060100110 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 11 Block 1  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060100120 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 12 Block 1  $                            40,000  $                         190,000  $                               230,000  $                                       17,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  100,000 

MI01D060100130 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 13 Block 1  $                            45,000  $                         190,000  $                               235,000  $                                       19,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  102,000 

MI01D060100140 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 14 Block 1  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060100150 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 15 Block 1  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060100160 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 16 Block 1  $                            40,000  $                         190,000  $                               230,000  $                                       17,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  100,000 

MI01D060200010 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th  Addn. Lot 1 Block 2  $                            40,000  $                         190,000  $                               230,000  $                                       17,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  100,000 

MI01D060200020 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 2 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200030 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 3 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200040 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 4 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200050 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 5 Block 2  $                            50,000  $                         190,000  $                               240,000  $                                       21,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  104,000 

MI01D060200060 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 6 Block 2  $                            40,000  $                         190,000  $                               230,000  $                                       17,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  100,000 

MI01D060200070 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stoenbridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 7 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200080 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farns 5th Addn. Lot 8 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200090 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 9 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200100 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 10 Block 2  $                            50,000  $                         190,000  $                               240,000  $                                       21,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  104,000 

MI01D060200110 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 11 Block 2  $                            40,000  $                         190,000  $                               230,000  $                                       17,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  100,000 

MI01D060200120 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 12 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200130 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 13 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200140 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 14 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200150 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 15 Block 2  $                            50,000  $                         190,000  $                               240,000  $                                       21,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  104,000 

MI01D060200160 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 16 Block 2  $                            40,000  $                         190,000  $                               230,000  $                                       17,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  100,000 

MI01D060200170 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 17 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200180 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 18 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200190 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 19 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200200 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 20 Block 2  $                            50,000  $                         190,000  $                               240,000  $                                       21,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  104,000 

MI01D060200210 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 21 Block 2  $                            40,000  $                         190,000  $                               230,000  $                                       17,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  100,000 

MI01D060200220 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 22 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200230 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 23 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200240 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 24 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200250 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 25 Block 2  $                            50,000  $                         190,000  $                               240,000  $                                       21,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  104,000 

MI01D060200260 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 26 Block 2  $                            40,000  $                         190,000  $                               230,000  $                                       17,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  100,000 

MI01D060200270 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 27 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200280 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 28 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200290 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 29 Block 2  $                            35,000  $                         184,000  $                               219,000  $                                       15,000  $                                                        80,000  $                                                    95,000 

MI01D060200300 Townhomes At Stonebridge LLC Stonebridge Farms 5th Addn. Lot 30 Block 2  $                            40,000  $                         190,000  $                               230,000  $                                       17,000  $                                                        83,000  $                                                  100,000 T & F Land Should Be $50,000, Total $240,000
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TO:  Mayor Shaun Sipma 

  Members of the City Council 

 

FROM: Tom Barry 

DATE:  November 19, 2018 

SUBJECT:  OMBUDSMAN POSITION 

 

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION 

 

A. The City Council discuss the ombudsman position and determine whether it wishes to create 

that position for the City of Minot. 

 

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS 

Tom Barry, City Manager  (701) 857-4750 

Kelly Hendershot, City Attorney (701) 857-4755 
 

III. DESCRIPTION 

 

The City Council planned to discuss the ombudsman position at the City Council Retreat, but time 

did not permit for the discussion.   

 

An Ombudsman is a governmental official appointed to hear and investigate complaints made by 

private citizens against a governmental body.   

 

Some cities appoint a member of the governing body as the ombudsman.  The appointee typically 

serves for a specific period of time, investigates complaints or problems relating to City business, 

and reports to the full governing body at public meetings.  

 

Other cities create independent offices to act in the ombudsman capacity.  Those offices report 

directly to the governing body after receipt and review of citizen complaints.  

 

IV. IMPACT: 
 

There would be no fiscal impact for the creation of an ombudsman position if the City Council 

decided to appoint a member of the governing body as the ombudsman.   

 

If, however, the City Council determined an independent ombudsman office should be created, there 

would be a fiscal impact and a complete analysis would need to be completed to determine costs.  

 

V. ALTERNATIVES 
 

The City Council could leave things as they currently are or consider other options. 
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VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS 
 

There is no time constraint affiliated with this item. 

 

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 
N/A 
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TO:  Mayor Shaun Sipma 

  Members of the City Council 

 

FROM: Jason Sorenson, Asst. Director of Public Works 

DATE:  October 23, 2018 

SUBJECT:  LANDFILL EXPANSION (PROJECT NUMBER 4264) 

 

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION 

 

1. Recommend council select the landfill expansion option and direct staff to proceed. 

 

II. DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSONS 

 

 Dan Jonasson, Public Works Director   857-4140 

 Jason Sorenson, Assistant Public Works Director 857-4140 
 

III. DESCRIPTION 
 

A. Background 

The City of Minot has been seeking land to expand the landfill dating back to 2002.  The 

current landfill, as permitted, has capacity until about 2025.  In 2017, after years of 

negotiations, two quarter sections of land were successfully purchased adjacent to the 

existing facility.  The newly acquired land would provide about 50 plus years of capacity. 

 

When the City proceeded to the next step to expand our key infrastructure by rezoning the 

land for public use, residents in the area of the landfill opposed the expansion plan.  In an 

effort to ensure all comments and concerns were addressed, the City engaged the services of 

a consultant to perform a siting and cost analysis for relocation of the landfill as well as 

formed a focus group to talk through issues and concerns.  Both of those efforts have come 

to their conclusions and a public input meeting was held to present the results.  Attached to 

this memo are comments received during the input meeting along with explanations or 

clarifications.  Also included are all comments submitted via the City webpage and 

Facebook.  Below is a categorized table of all comments received: 

 

     Expand  Move   

   Total  Landfill  Landfill  Unrelated 

Emailed Comments 37  30  7   

Social Media  207  59  20  90 

 

**Also about 40 comments related to recycling, which will be discussed in detail at a later 

date. 

 

The cost analysis compared costs of the expansion versus relocation to two sites that were 

identified in the site selection process.  The analysis took into account capital expenditures 

and operation costs and extrapolated those costs over a 20 year period.  The 20 year 

estimated cost to expand at the current facility was $75 million while the estimated cost to 

relocate was $111 million or $114 million for the two relocation sites.  In response to 
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criticism, projections have been extended out to 40 years, but did not change the overall 

outcome.  Due to timing, the 40 year analysis will be included in a presentation to the 

committee.     

 

B. Proposed Project 

Staff recommends that expansion of the landfill be pursued.  The expansion would consist of 

continuing to build solid waste disposal cells south of the existing seven cells and eventually 

east of the existing cells.  The scale house and scales would be moved south to a new 

entrance off county road 14.  This would alleviate the truck traffic that currently runs 

through a residential development by moving it to a new five lane arterial roadway more 

appropriate for higher traffic volumes and truck loads.   

 

C. Consultant Selection 

CPS Engineering was originally hired to submit the permit application for the landfill 

expansion.  When the decision was made to perform a site selection and cost analysis, the 

scope of work was modified to keep the project moving forward.      
 

IV. IMPACT: 
 

A. Strategic Impact: 

Expanding at the current facility provides approximately 50 years of landfill capacity.  While 

the two alternate sites offer capacity potentially beyond 50 years, they come at a much 

higher cost to residents and regional users.   

 

B. Service/Delivery Impact:  

Total relocation would create many inconveniences and inefficiencies with our utility.  

Residents would still need to be provided a local solution for dropping off trash.  Expecting 

residents to drive 12 miles to a remote site for a small load of trash would become extremely 

inconvenient to our City residents.  Additionally, services such as compost, trees, lime 

sludge, tire disposal and appliances would become much more costly to operate due to 

additional trucking distance required.  The sanitation department would also need to add 

additional trucks and employees due to the increased haul distance in order to continue 

providing the service we currently provide.     

 

C. Fiscal Impact: 

Currently City residents pay a fee for collection, but nothing for disposal at the landfill.  This 

is a benefit provided to the citizens of Minot.  If the facility were to be relocated, Minot 

residents would be expected to pay disposal costs for the remote facility.  The additional 

charge for increased costs in collection operation would be about $1.07 per resident and 

$5.97 per resident per month for disposal charges.  Monthly sanitation bills on average 

would increase from $16.22 per month to $23.26 per month or about a 43% increase.  

 

V. ALTERNATIVES 
 

Alt 1. The City Council could elect to reject the staff recommendation and start the process of 

relocating the landfill.  In this case, council would need to select a preferred site to focus staff’s 

efforts on acquiring and developing.   

 

Alt 2. The City Council could elect to further study the idea of privatizing the landfill or all 

sanitation services.  There currently is no evidence locally of significant cost savings or gained 

efficiencies.  Council will need to specify what components of the project need further study.  

 

VI. TIME CONSTRAINTS 
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Time is of the essence.  MSW capacity is only about seven years from being full.  The permitting for 

the expansion alone is estimated to take about 18 months, while permitting and construction of a new 

site could take up to 5 years to bring into operation.  It is imperative that the City has a solution to 

solid waste disposal in place within the next three years.  With all of the unknowns associated with 

relocation it is doubtful a solution could be put in place that quickly.     

 

VII. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 
 

A. Public Input Comments with responses and clarifications 

B. Submitted comments     



 

 

Landfill Study Results 
Public Input meeting 

October 11, 2018 

 

What are the biggest drivers causing the difference in the three options? 

The largest contributor to the difference between the existing site and two new comparison sites is the 

cost of labor to operate the facilities. In each case, salaries comprise approximately 25 percent of the 

total estimated cost. 

Bond holders report states a $500,000 loss in the sanitation budget. So the difference in operating costs 

should be more like $1.3 million and not $1.9 million. 

The sanitation budget includes other items besides landfill disposal operations.  The existing landfill 

operation does not operate at a loss.  See attached page from CAFR with explanation of landfill 

financials. 

Twice a week garbage collection is expensive. Once a week collection would decrease costs. 

Switching from collection twice per week to once per week would decrease costs.  However, it was the 

City’s intent in recently choosing to maintain twice per week collection so that the second collection 

would eventually switch to be the weekly recycling collection event. 

Has there been any consideration on aesthetics? For example, building anything to screen the 

expansion. 

Consideration has been given to aesthetics for both the potential expansion and the potential new 

landfill sites.  Some of the options considered include vegetative screening such as trees, phased landfill 

construction to produce a finished appearance nearest the adjacent roadway as soon as possible, and 

other items. 

What are the projected life spans of the other landfill sites? 

The projected life of a new site would depend on how much land was purchased and how each site was 

developed.  For comparative purposes, construction of disposal cells and associated items was based on 

the amount of waste disposal anticipated within the duration of the outlook period. 

Study was presented to pay costs over 20 years. Why aren’t they paid off over the life span of the new 

sites?  If the life span was 40 years and only one facility was used, staffing costs would be less. 

The study was not presented to pay costs over 20 years; the 20-year cost outlook was based on what 

anticipated expenditures would be for each site for each year for the next 20 years.  All costs were 

calculated back to present-day value.  Any bonding, extension of costs, etc., could be applied to each 

site, but to keep the cost comparisons direct, present value was used. 



 

 

If the life span was 40 years and only one facility was used, staffing costs would be less. This holds true 

for only the potential expansion.  For any new site, the existing site would remain in use for other waste 

operations, such as composting, appliances and tires, inert waste, and other items. 

Hire out waste disposal. 

The City of Minot is committed to providing the essential service of waste disposal.   

The City used to contract with a private waste hauler for compost collection.  When activity in Western 

ND started to pick up due to the oil boom, the private waste hauler stopped bidding our compost 

collection.  This resulted in the City spending over $300,000 on trucks, roll-off tanks and the need to hire 

additional employees to continue to provide this service to the residents.   

When the new hospital is operating, and there is a bird strike, helicopter goes down, who will take 

responsibility for killing patient and staff? 

Bird strike accidents most commonly involve waterfowl and migratory birds, which are prevalent in 

wetland areas such as exist in the vicinity of the new hospital site.  These birds, as well as any birds 

present at the landfill, were present prior to the construction of the new hospital facility. 

Does the projected $111 million include money that will have to be paid back for the land that was 

already purchased? 

No.  It has not yet been determined whether or not the money spent on the land will have to be paid 

back. 

Recycling would extend the life expectancy of the new facility. 

Recycling would extend the life expectancy of any MSW disposal facility option selected.  However, 

recyclables in the waste stream comprise a relatively small percentage of the total amount of MSW 

disposed.  In addition, only a portion of the recyclables would actually be removed from the waste 

stream due to participation and efficiency considerations.  Minot residential garbage is approximately 20 

percent of the total waste stream.  To have a measurable impact, recycling will need to be looked at 

with commercial haulers hauling from businesses and other communities. 

What are other cities in the region kicking in when the current facility closes? 

All waste generators bringing waste to the facility will continue to pay disposal fees.  These disposal fees 

are set based on facility costs. 

There is some liability in taking in other counties garbage. 

Wastes brought to the facility are monitored for content.  The liability for waste composition rests with 

the generator of the waste.   

Implementing recycling? Where is the city at on that? 

The City has implemented a cart-based collection system with twice per week collection.  The City is 

currently undertaking a study to determine the best way to collect and sort recyclables for end use. 



 

 

Split the cost of recycling with a bigger city like Bismarck. 

Certain costs of recycling, such as local collection and hauling, have limited potential for cost sharing. 

There is a bird problem. The flock is so huge for miles out town. 

Birds are common in the area, especially during periods of migration. 

What was the life span of the Superfund site? 

10 years. 

Isn’t it time to just get the landfill out of town? 

The existing landfill site is outside City limits, as are all other sites under consideration at this time. 

Is the entire cost of moving the landfill site going back on the residents? 

If the landfill site is relocated, residents would pay a higher cost for collection due to the longer 

transport distance.  The operation of both the existing and new landfill sites would be supported by 

disposal fees, which are currently not charged to City residents unless they haul garbage to the facility 

themselves in addition to the garbage collected by the City on its regular collection schedule. 

Wouldn’t reducing the number of collection days cut costs?  Then we could move the landfill outside of 

Minot. 

Reducing the number of collection days would cut collection costs but would not be anticipated to affect 

disposal costs.  In addition, it is the City’s intent to eventually implement once per week garbage 

collection and once per week recycling collection. 

Does the long haul cost breakdown include outlying cities, commercial costs, and residential costs? 

No.  For the long haul option, other entities would need to transport their waste either directly or to a 

local (Minot) transfer facility.  The long haul cost includes hauling the waste to a remote facility. 

Does the city even have a legal responsibility to accept trash? 

The City has a responsibility to its residents to provide essential services, including garbage disposal.  

This may be through another entity legally.  The City Council has elected to provide this service directly. 

Are the numbers projected with a static population? 

The waste tonnages are projected based on historical trends in waste amounts disposed.  These 

historical trends were affected in part by population trends, but this is not the only contributing factor 

to the historical trends in waste amounts. 

The previous landfill was moved out of town, and now the city has grown up around it again. The landfill 

should be moved further out. The city has lost control of sanitation. 

The existing landfill site remains outside City limits.  By offering the service directly, the City retains 

control of garbage collection and disposal. 



 

 

Why does the city want to run the trash? It would be cheaper to hire it out. 

Existing options for external disposal are limited and are more expensive due to the cost of hauling 

waste a much longer distance. 

Landfill right next to the hospital will not be aesthetically pleasing, and you cannot grow trees tall 

enough to block it out. 

The existing landfill site is more than a mile from the new hospital site. 

Taking the city out of the landfill business. This option was not presented. 

Existing options for external disposal are limited and are more expensive due to the cost of hauling 

waste a much longer distance.  If the City does not provide this service directly, costs may fluctuate 

unexpectedly beyond the control of City government.  In addition, an outside provider may simply 

choose to suspend this service without notice, leaving the City with even fewer and much more costly 

options. 

Thinking in the short term (20 years) does not make much sense. 

Industry cost projections beyond a 20-year window become much less realistic due to the potential for 

regulatory, industry, and operational changes.  It was the intent of the cost estimates to choose a 

window for which reasonable expectations of consistency could be applied. 

Poll was conducting by citizen in the room of who was in favor of expanding. Minot residents have no 

pride in this city. 

A show of hands was requested in this regard by an attendee of the recent public input meeting.  Many 

Minot residents, including but not limited to all those who took valuable time from their schedules to 

attend this meeting because they care about community issues, do take pride in their City and its 

dedication to provide essential services to its residents. 

The study appears to have been done quickly and incompletely in order to get it council vote quicker. 

The study was performed to include a designated scope of work, which will be completed as requested. 

With the new hospital being nearby, what about the air quality? The air has to be cycled through the 

new hospital constantly. And those on the 6th floor will not have an aesthetically pleasing view. And 

there will be birds in the flight path. 

Landfill operations affect air quality by generating dust, typically from roadway travel, which is 

minimized by application of water during dry periods, and from generation of landfill gas, which is 

minimal at this facility based on actual gas generation testing 

The expanded landfill site will comprise a miniscule amount of the panoramic view from the 6th floor and 

would not affect views from all sides of the hospital. 

Who else out in the country is going to want the landfill? 



 

 

It is typically difficult to secure a new landfill site, typically due to the “Not In My Back Yard” philosophy.  

However, as a potential economic and commercial site, there may be affinity for its development. 

Did the focus group talk about zoning? 

Yes.  Any of the sites considered would involve a change in zoning to implement landfill disposal. 

Did focus group talk about other communities requirements? 

Other communities’ requirements differ widely.  These requirements were not discussed in detail.  

If the hospital can invest in a new facility, then the city can. 

The City is considering the available options, including a new facility. 

Explanation of the loss on balance sheet. 

The balance sheet is itemized and available for viewing as public record.  The balance sheet for 

sanitation includes much more than landfill disposal, which does not operate at a loss. 

Will the new sites be expandable? 

The expandability of any new site depends on how much land area is purchased.  Current cost estimates 

are based on purchasing one section of land, not all of which may be used for disposal due to the 

necessity for related facilities such as stormwater treatment, wastewater treatment, buffer, and soil 

borrow. 

Why did the study not include hauling the solid waste to the Clean Harbors Landfill in Sawyer? 

Clean Harbors Landfill in Sawyer is a hazarous waste landfill and does not accept MSW.  

























































































































Kristal Bahr Siembida What about recycling? This is important and will help slow down the waste. 

Jeff Richards Thought I'd share..https://bismarcktribune.com/.../article_61c86900-ada3... 

BISMARCKTRIBUNE.COM 

Market forces put America's recycling industry in the dumps 

Jessy Fossen Any thoughts of decreasing the amount of trash going IN to the landfill via 

recycling/compost services currently non-existent....? 

Jeff Richards Thought I'd share and this is a recent article for those that continue to want the recycle 

option...https://bismarcktribune.com/.../article_61c86900-ada3... 

BISMARCKTRIBUNE.COM 

Market forces put America's recycling industry in the dumps 

Alex Mardikian Recycling services are available in Minot. Its called Kalix 

Jeff Clarkson Alex Mardikian extremely limited recycling options. 

Alex Mardikian Jeff Clarkson so we should spend more tax money to impement a (money losing) govt 

system? Because the people that want to recycle are too lazy to drop it off themselves? 

Jeff Clarkson Oh, I'm all for a much better recycling system. And I do use Kalix, but we have to throw so 

much stuff away that is recyclable because they won't take it. We need a better recycling program. 

Alex Mardikian Jeff Clarkson transportation is the problem it has to be trucked out which is expensive. 

Plus the city would have to buy more trucks to do curbside pickup and hire more drivers. Minot isn't big 

enough for it to be cost efficient meaning higher property taxes. 

Ian Richardshttps://bismarcktribune.com/.../article_61c86900-ada3... 

BISMARCKTRIBUNE.COM 

Market forces put America's recycling industry in the dumps 

Josh Jeffreys Why was additional land purchased for a landfill expansion in 2017? 

Josh Jeffreys 

Courtney Shattuck If you buy land in 2020 it will be costly, so buy now and save 

Jenny Lynn Courtney Shattuck — land was already purchased — that is the point he is making. So why 

not utilize what we already spent millions on. 

Deven Mantz Don't quote me but I'm pretty sure they were going to expand and the people in the area 

complained (I don't blame them) so the city backed off. Basically they got ahead of themselves 

Courtney Shattuck They city could always sell , they bought, thinking of the future. 

Josh Jeffreys I think it was more of putting the cart in front of the horse. 

https://www.facebook.com/nedragr?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://l.facebook.com/l.php?u=https%3A%2F%2Fbismarcktribune.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fmarket-forces-put-america-s-recycling-industry-in-the-dumps%2Farticle_61c86900-ada3-5049-bce9-f9f572d71556.html%3Ffbclid%3DIwAR2DcFXpYheplUybnwhmAKSb2vFYS7k6cf_sYhd6ZXH_UsKFwcJFaOFswY0&h=AT3Mu2du6Zt14VSht5HKEK3JQkAYl1944Vy21ruMcp6FBveude1hrUENfaOJBPd57-aGbAWdraXb_GRJRgl9kOg3RtYv5UN-YG4f6255DTOP1ZURbDdWvW9jGs4hw9mfpq_E
https://l.facebook.com/l.php?u=https%3A%2F%2Fbismarcktribune.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fmarket-forces-put-america-s-recycling-industry-in-the-dumps%2Farticle_61c86900-ada3-5049-bce9-f9f572d71556.html%3Ffbclid%3DIwAR1aKKRR5I4ycLYtrY-6x3Qy7Vwy9xtVG-eMYMev7XQeBakDHLc8PrjGn-g&h=AT1nMDnxlxhKFOdMcmn0waJYMUaSjUQKhNFlrKOptFpc2SDbGzqyNzpP_tcDnjh3QJKoNDGyF1csI62kZepYNLiaWLHKpToPIgmx7UsQ8bxF1d80KZJNiL20KKCStly_AmhAmko
https://www.facebook.com/jessy.bruns?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://www.facebook.com/nedragr?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://l.facebook.com/l.php?u=https%3A%2F%2Fbismarcktribune.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fmarket-forces-put-america-s-recycling-industry-in-the-dumps%2Farticle_61c86900-ada3-5049-bce9-f9f572d71556.html%3Ffbclid%3DIwAR1Xiuv2zk5vW8iPvqnKGPsgYPEQOzhZOOHv17QvXTMqjsLs6r-j1Ygooc8&h=AT37fFX6oquX5jvSkHY9LQrqhTKtOQw1aB0HOdsfz2TkV4c2JQLYfzJ65aVOlXnGZb9l78M7m8l2tjsJ1xSl04HwIfOEyo9Rq_S09wJDU-DyptwD7OK91vCWfuGuWovndGVy
https://l.facebook.com/l.php?u=https%3A%2F%2Fbismarcktribune.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fmarket-forces-put-america-s-recycling-industry-in-the-dumps%2Farticle_61c86900-ada3-5049-bce9-f9f572d71556.html%3Ffbclid%3DIwAR2gI1wAqa27TW3lEPA3WowMtsOCehT171ZpwtvgL4JAM5qZjGRJA3zZ6v4&h=AT1nS4P7QgKFfHX-pCjDZRLM0XHGR3hGmzqNSHtAyjGt_LKUbeIAbYuLslR4MM6QmGNntR0MNB34sKxKJRUlyntVZRB0ImLYSK4tkXEbbgpzV5F-vWq6CzsUY1WNB_S6sCcOSAU
https://www.facebook.com/apmardikian?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://www.facebook.com/jeff.clarkson.98?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://www.facebook.com/apmardikian?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://www.facebook.com/jeff.clarkson.98?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://www.facebook.com/apmardikian?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://www.facebook.com/ian.richards.79?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://bismarcktribune.com/news/national/market-forces-put-america-s-recycling-industry-in-the-dumps/article_61c86900-ada3-5049-bce9-f9f572d71556.html?fbclid=IwAR28A49E3Qt2u3MjslwUmgu2nJtMv1lfoHNpEFLIE5fNMfYDUiZQmHGAe90
https://l.facebook.com/l.php?u=https%3A%2F%2Fbismarcktribune.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fmarket-forces-put-america-s-recycling-industry-in-the-dumps%2Farticle_61c86900-ada3-5049-bce9-f9f572d71556.html%3Ffbclid%3DIwAR2cB1Nq6B83cFTAbpmwHaRsEt1djgZZDun0Jj3IQE36wMO-DkL2Ry5kGRw&h=AT0qZI_XHz7MAJVxvNNHufsD6ork9HWdaU4SH0Hd8RPOaE9A-pr-OVdha09HzPtmk9Kp9zpSOd6y9bNp8EsGbBxqUD9hb5kp5frukLNJAUjsdl41cuKsfp7s_xFiyqOxBF_JYiE
https://www.facebook.com/profile.php?id=100009418650098&fref=ufi&rc=p
https://www.facebook.com/profile.php?id=100009418650098&fref=ufi&rc=p
https://www.facebook.com/courtney.shattuck.50?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://www.facebook.com/jenny.robb.50?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://www.facebook.com/courtney.shattuck.50?hc_location=ufi
https://www.facebook.com/deven.mantz?fref=ufi&rc=p
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Jenny Lynn Or maybe it was the chicken before the egg 😂 

Aaron Davey Courtney Shattuck they'll sell the land for 30% of what they paid. The land value was 

assessed at like 1.2 million and they paid close to 4M 

Dave Hennes What was there first land fill or housing??? 

Jeff Richards Aaron Davey I guarantee you if this area so-called blossoms like the hospital and 

surrounding landowners think, not only will the city need to utilize some of the property for future 

use,(sub stations,police,fire, public works) but that strip of hiway will eventually be rezoned commercial. 

...prices will go up and who owns the property now? 

Mary Beth SchmalzCarlson I heard we want to relocate because of seagulls in area and new Trinity is 

not that far away so we probably will relocate. 

Dave Hennes Mary Beth SchmalzCarlson reliable source?? 

Mary Beth SchmalzCarlson Dave Hennes no just talk and we all know how it goes if you live in Minot 

Dave Hennes Yep 98.7 % bull and never any facts! 

Jamie Hyatt Seagulls will follow, that is not the issue. 😂 

Mary Beth SchmalzCarlson Yeah what I'm saying is new Trinity does not want. seagulls around so yeah 

we will relocate so seagulls eventually leave that area now where land fill is. 

 

Eric Pearson The video was very well done, nice job! I may have misunderstood, but the option that 

would cost us 0$ would add approx. 50 years of life and would be an expansion on the current site. The 

first option from the study would result in the dump ground being 18 miles away, a monthly cost 

increase and still only 50 years of life. Did I understand that right? I would vote to expand and have the 

bill not go up. We are already paying more on our bill and are getting less of a service.  

 

Maybe an option could be to expand the current site and charge people a small fee to build up a strong 

recycling program, maybe look into incinerating options... I'm not well versed in garbage or recycling 

tech, just throwing out my idea. Thanks for the video. 

The City of Minot Hi Eric, great question. All three options will get us past 50 years, but the two later 

options will have a considerably longer life expectancy.  

Think 55-65 vs 70-80. It is, of course, an estimate based on current and expected use. 

Eric Pearson If the new dump is 18 miles out of town, did the cost increase take into consideration the 

extra time on the payroll that would be added ... it would add approx 40 minutes a day driving time, 

multiplied by however many employees there are. There would also be in increase in gas used, possibly 

more wear and tear on vehicles. New buildings would need to be constructed, etc. Does the amount 

quoted take into consideration all of that or is that just the land? 

 

It probably wouldn't be that much more, but I know people get upset when they are told it will "only" go 

up x amount and it ends up going y. 
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Thanks for taking the time to answer my question! 

 

 

The City of Minot Eric Pearson those costs haven’t been estimated yet. The scope of our most recent 

research was to investigate likely costs of relocating. The locations are hypothetical at this moment. 

Here is something that may help.  

https://www.minotnd.org/CivicAlerts.aspx?AID=409 

MINOTND.ORG 

Minot, ND 

Eric Pearson The City of Minot awesome, thanks. 

David Thomas Messemer I hope the land of seagulls can remain where it is. It's convenient where it's at. 

Donovan Hudson Waste to energy facility 

Dustin Offerdahl Few things to consider when thinking about the Future or Minot, the numbers 

provided are based on a 20 year study for all 3 options, so the numbers are a little sqewed in the cities 

favor. Expected life span of option 1 expansion without recycling is 40-60 yrs. Where as option #2 And 

#3 are projected to be around 90-110 year life span. I believe a more specific detailed apples to apples 

study would provide more accurate numbers for the public to fully understand the best action for the 

future of Minot, both with city services and future economical growth. I believe in the past we have 

made rash decisions and it has caught up to us, with the landfill having 4-6years before needing this 

expansion we have time to investigate and make a very educated long term highly researched decision, 

just my two cents anyways. 

Tori Brown Recycle? ♻️Just a thought.... � 

Tori Brown Lucas Brown 

Magen Friend Recycling is something the city has been looking into. We have a few options there. We 

can sort here and send out or send out to be sorted. Both offer jobs but also offer cost to us, in the force 

of monthly fees and/or taxes. But even with recycling, we will still have waste that will need to be dealt 

with. And the landfill is how we currently handle that. So even if we had an up and running option for 

recycling we would still need to be considering options for the landfill because of the increase in 

population. 

Lawrence DeBold So if all three options offer approximately the same amount of lifetime, and one of 

them does not burden the taxpayer, why is this even a debate? 

 

Always go with the option that burdens the taxpayer the least. 

Dustin Offerdahl Lawrence DeBold Few things to consider when thinking about the Future or Minot, the 

numbers provided are based on a 20 year study for all 3 options, so the numbers are a little sqewed in 
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the cities favor. Expected life span of option 1 expansion without recycling is 40-60 yrs. Where as option 

#2 And #3 are projected to be around 90-110 year life span. I believe a more specific detailed apples to 

apples study would provide more accurate numbers for the public to fully understand the best action for 

the future of Minot, both with city services and future economical growth. I believe in the past we have 

made rash decisions and it has caught up to us, with the landfill having 4-6years before needing this 

expansion we have time to investigate and make a very educated long term highly researched decision, 

just my two cents anyways. 

Alex Ness I would like it explained where the $75 million dollar cost comes from to expand? To me it 

seems like you would be buying some more land from a local farmer and setting it up to dump trash on 

it. $75 million seems steep to remain where the dump already is. 

Jeff Richards That's about the yearly budget for continued operation, lease of equipment, salary's, 

testing, develope of new cells, etc. 75 divided by 20 = per year. 

Steve Whitesell Thanks for your inputs,Jeff. 

Gary Jacobs No talk of an incinerator using natural gas that is currently burned off of oil wells, being 

captured and used to turn steam generators and capturing expended pollutants and recycling that back 

to fossil fuel energy? The tech is out there. 

Kalvin Larson Who do you propose will build the infrastructure to bring the natural gas to Minot to run 

the incinerator? 

Gary Jacobs Federal and state grants along with city and county money.  

 

http://amp.timeinc.net/for.../2016/07/13/gas-flares-to-power 

Manage 

 

 

 

FORTUNE.COM 

http://fortune.com 

Mark Pullen Get us recycling cans and I'll do it, or I'll even buy them. Price of alum sucks so not worth 

taking it in, but willing to have it sent to a center for recycling. My water bill is high as hell anyway. 

Thought most people moved out with the oil. 

Jennifer-Lucian Rockwell Think of the way the wind blows - moving it to the east would be the better 

option and the city seems to be expanding more in that direction right now which would mean the 
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landfill would be closer to more houses but they wouldn’t get the smell associated with it. And having 

lived where recycling was huge I know that it can reduce waste by more than half. We had trash pick up 

once every other week and recycling the week in between and my recycling was always full and my 

garbage wasn’t even close in two weeks. And that was a family of 5 with diapers! In Scandinavian 

countries they also have recycling booths for bottles of soda or water that are paid for by the soda 

companies. You pay 10 cents extra when you buy it and get 10 cents back when you put it back in the 

machine and the company takes care of the payments and recycling costs. Something to look into! Also 

moving it further from housing subdivisions will help those who live in that area with resale value. 

Brett Wold Expand the current location. 

Donovan Hudson Waste to energy facility 

Lexi Hamm Go with the cheapest option and implement recycling. Done. 

Donna Mindt I vote for the cheapest option. 

Alex Mardikian Incinerator 

 

Joshua Dolley Start the freaking recycling program! I’ll help! 

Jamie Hyatt Write the check. It's in the works but everyone in town complains when the city has to 

spend money. 

David Thomas Messemer Scrap the flood wall, take its funding. XD 

Joshua Dolley Jamie Hyatt sooo... buy more land??? Isn’t that spending more money? 

How about help the environment? Help reduce the amount of aluminum, tin, plastics that CANNOT in 

our life time decompose. 

Jamie Hyatt I am saying that the City is working it but to build the collection facilities etc costs money. If 

it was free it would be done but the residents squeal when money is spent. You still need land and then 

the building and all that go with recycling. I am all for it but they have to get the funding to do it. 

Joshua Dolley They just gained 18% (ish) in property taxes, they CAN find a darn way to fun this. 

Zack Baker You realize this “recycling program” is collecting the goods and paying people to drive it to 

Minnesota? The me how this saves is any money. Rather maybe a waste to energy facility that burns the 

trash while charging citizens to dispose and burn for usable energy... 

Cedar Jassohttp://www.energyjustice.net/incineration/usplants 

 

ENERGYJUSTICE.NET 

Commercial Trash Incinerators in the U.S. | Energy Justice… 
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Lawrence DeBold As long as my monthly rate only goes up a nominal amount and it is curbside.  

 

I already give the city way too much money as it is 

Bob Schnabel We would have a recycling firm in town but the city pulled their permit through rezoning 

Jamie Hyatt Bob Schnabel that was hardly recycling and far from curbside. 

Bob Schnabel Jamie Hyatt they were a firm that could have taken the curb side recyclables and shipped 

them to be recycled. Now if the city invoked curb side recycling the city must pay for transportation of 

the materials to a recycling facility 

Jamie Hyatt Bob Schnabel they didn't even have a place to send it to, it was stockpiled on their lot. They 

would not have been able to take it over. 

Jeff Richards Bob Schnabel Bottom line it will have to be subsidized.Education is a big problem, 

participation is a must by all party's far and wide. Communities continue to deal with cross 

contamination.http://www.wday.com/.../4489336-problem-plastic-plagues... And then's there's China 

which I believe has started buying again but with much STRICTER 

guidlines..https://www.huffingtonpost.com/.../china-recycling-waste... 

 

 

WDAY.COM 

Problem plastic plagues Fargo’s recycling efforts 

Jeff Richards Jamie Hyatt Just like the stock market...buy low sell high....there is no high. 😏 

Bob Schnabel Recycling?? Yeah so I can lease 2 or 3 more containers from the city at $15-20 each per 

month or a 16 gallon container . I just looked st the manufacturer’s website they don’t list the 65 gallon 

container, but have 3 different 35 gallon containers. The prices for these 3 containers are $90, $120, & 

$145. So I pay $16/month for a 65 gallon container & if the price was double that of a 35 gallon 

container, the container would be paid of in 11 months - 18 months. But we will not ever see that 

container fee come off of our bill 

Patrick Kippen City should take a look at outside communities hauling waste into the current landfill. 

Are the “outside fees” actually benefiting Minot. If outside collections are more than what our own city 

generates there might be an issue there- raise the fees for other entities, instead of Minot residents. 

After it all it is called City of Minot Landfill- not truck your city’s trash from wherever you want and we 

will absorb the cost of everything to keep you happy landfill. 

Rob Ehlers That’s true surrounding towns around Minot dump thier trash there! 

Bob Schnabel No different than the completely screwed up NAWS project. The treatment facility should 

have been as close as possible to the intake on Lake Sakakawea. No Canadian lawsuit & much cheaper. 

But it seems as though the citizens of Minot are picking up the lions share of construction costs. All the 
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while Minot is currently providing water to many of the outlying cities. Minot imposes water restrictions 

during droughts , but I never hear of these other cities imposing water restrictions at the same time. 

 

Donna Mindt I thought the city spent $4 million and already purchased farm land to expand the current 

land fill. It will butt up to Trinity's new hospital 

Carla Marie Newgard They did. But once they asked to start using the land for the landfill, those who 

live in Green Acres on that side came forward to have them relook at the use. They put the cart before 

the horse as this was part of the old way of doing things. 

Shawn Miller This is my understanding. Before the city bought the land people spoke during one of the 

meetings stating that the landfill would be “in their backyard”. They were concerned about the smell 

and other issues that living next to a landfill would bring. From there the city bought the land any way 

and then a lawsuit was filed against the city because the new land encroached to closely on the 

surrounding residents property. IF this is correct (it may not be so do some digging yourself) then the 

city spent 4 million on land that they are unable to use for landfill purposes because either someone 

didn’t do their job or the city just ignored what they were told and bought the land any way because it 

lined someone’s pockets more or it was a god awful oversight. Either way someone should be fired for a 

4 million dollar mistake. 

 

Derek Hackett Mr. Miller, I must respectfully correct a handful of the inaccuracies here. The city has 

been working to acquire adjacent land since 2005 and finally did so in 2017. When staff brought the 

application to rezone the property from Ag to public use, neighbors near the landfill protested, as is 

their right, and as is an example why it is city ordinance to alert property owners near a property trying 

to rezone. That meeting was months after the land was purchased. There was never any such lawsuit. 

The city, after hearing concerns of the neighbors that live near the existing landfill, decided to take a 

step back, listen to complaints and dive into a study and focus group to find suitable options (see link). 

That now leaves us here, with a public meeting on Thursday to hear from the rest of the community on 

what they may think is the best option.  

 

I hope this information finds you well and you find it to be helpful.  

 

I do feel a sense of obligation to address the final comment however of “lining someone’s pockets”. This 

is very often used with little to no foundational evidence or example. Government finances and 

accounting is very strict and structured. That is intentional to avoid such situations as you are inferring. 

The dollars used for the purchase of this land was grant money very strictly regulated for land to expand 

the landfill. The city undergoes several audits, both internally and federally to ensure no collusion takes 

place, among other nefarious possibilities.  

 

I hope this helps you in preparation for Thursday’s meeting and the decision ahead. 

Sarah Mycheryl Schmaltz Derek Hackett very well said. 
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Jayme 'coss' Burkhart Derek Hackett, My issue with this is the city obviously did not do enough research 

PRIOR to spending the millions on the land according to your statement. AFTER they purchased it, they 

then brought the application to rezone the property from Ag to public use and the neighbors near the 

landfill protested. You state that a meeting was held with the neighbors "months after the land was 

purchased." Why wasn't this all done BEFORE the massive purchase? You also state, "The city, after 

hearing concerns of the neighbors that live near the existing landfill, decided to take a step back, listen 

to complaints and dive into a study and focus group to find suitable options." This should have been 

done before. Nobody is perfect...i am far from it, but this keeps happening over and over again with this 

city. It's time to start learning from mistakes. 

Tracy Neubauer The reason the price was so high is because they bought it from a “ buddy” 

Tracy Neubauer The reason the price was so high is because they bought it from a “ buddy” 

Tracy Neubauer The reason the price was so high is because they bought it from a “ buddy” 

Elisha Gates I just can't believe a new location will cost $110million. They need to get better bids and be 

firm with price agreements and contracts. Tired of this city wasting money and raising my property taxes 

for mistakes. 

Tracy Neubauer City of Minot says “ we don’t care what the cost is....we’ll just raise your taxes again to 

pay for it.” Problem solved!!! 

Jeff Richards Tracy Neubauer sanitation/landfill is an enterprise fund and not tax based....user fee's 

Bob Schnabel Jeff Richards so your sanitation & garbage fees goes up, plus they will still raise taxes 

Tracy Neubauer Bob Schnabel so you get to pay twice as much!! I love it 

Tracy Neubauer Bob Schnabel so you get to pay twice as much!! I love it 

Joshua Dolley Waste to energy solves the non-recyclable problem...but not the recyclables issue. Why 

not do both? Help the environment. Help REUSE aluminum, and plastics, and others? The majority of 

the states population enjoys hunting/ fishing/ outdoor recreation. Why not help preserve it? A lot of 

other states found a way to do it. Why can’t we with a booming economy? We boast about how 

awesome the job market it. But, can’t afford a recycling program. In the oil field flaring was stopped. 

They found a way. That provided jobs. The city will tax us forever. It’s the plain truth. Lets put the funds 

to a better use for our children’s children.  

If cities w/o a booming economy...and less property taxes can do it... so can we. 

Cathy Breiner Moved to Minot from Bismarck this past spring and was frustrated to find a lack of 

recycling. I do not understand why recycling is not being made a priority right now considering the 

landfill is running out of room. Do you want higher taxes to pay for a new landfill or do you want to pay 

a small monthly fee to recycle? Dickinson just started citywide recycling...if they can do it, so can Minot. 

Joshua Dolley http://www.lyco.org/.../Resour.../Recycling/Drop-off-Centers 

The 24/7/365 sites are conveniently located in multiple parts of the city. They are well lit. Glass, tin can, 

aluminum cans, paper, cardboard, plastics, all can be recycled.  

LETS DO THIS👍 
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Jamie Hyatt Again, write the check. 

Kristin Michels I'm hoping these are different voices than the ones that were complaining about the cost 

of building a recycling transfer station a not long ago. They have been trying, the City. The automated 

trucks were the first step, but they need to build somewhere to haul that to as well. 

Scott G Option 1. It's the most economical and smart choice. Then explore recycling program as a next 

step since even with recycling the landfill will still need expansion. 

 

Connie Philipenko Recycling works for Bismarck and Mandan. Why not take all those old plastic bottles 

and make them into something useful 

Joel McCrea Exactly..recycle and then when you cant...check out this article on Sweden...they are 

actually using so much trash they have to import it!!!https://www.pri.org/.../sweden-imports-waste-

european... 

 

 

PRI.ORG 

Sweden imports waste from European neighbors to fuel… 

Elisha Gates Connie Philipenko I agree. We already have twice a week pick ups. Why not make one for 

recycling? I recycle and it's cut my trash for the bin in more than half! 

Melissa Baker Having a recycling program wouldn’t really help considering the city can’t afford to build a 

processing plant. The recycled products would have to be shipped to MN which is counterproductive. 

The city would end up putting more emissions back into the environment than what would be saved by 

recycling. We should be following Spokane, WA and build an incinerator that puts energy back into the 

grid. It gets rid of the growing landfill, ground pollution, lowers costs of electricity for city residents and 

we can use the existing trash system. 

Jessica Leigh Faydo I also thinking starting a recycling program it a great idea and in the long run it with 

help the environment! It is unreal what people throw away! It makes sick just to think about all of it just 

sitting there! I know I’m one of the few that does recycle! Our trash goes out about every 6 to 8 weeks! 

We recycle about 90% of our trash! 

Shawn Miller I’d like to take this opportunity to point out that the FARMLAND the city bought is worth 

about $550,000. Instead they spent $4,000,000. I understand that a premium can be charged because 

it’s connected to the current landfill but, paying 7x more than the going rate for farmland is just stupid. 

 

Edit: Interesting article. http://www.tax-rates.org/north.../ward_county_property_tax 

Jeff Richards I would venture to say that the 2 optional sites noted in the above will bring considerably 

over estimated price?? 
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Shawn Miller Probably since people will be greedy and try and gouge the city but, if the city worked 

harder on negotiating down these rediculous land costs then it’s a start. The city could have approached 

owners of the 3 properties and spoke with them about possibility buying their land and to let them 

know that they are looking at other possible sites if the cost is to high. It helps keep people honest when 

they have to underbid someone else. They simply purchased the land next to the dump because in 

reality it does make the most sense, they just didn’t do a proper job like normal.  

 

On the flipside, they may have been able to purchase one of the other sites for cheaper. I was told a 

rumor about the person who owned the land next to the dump but, I haven’t confirmed it. 

 

Edit: At the end of the day the city continues to constantly screw up and overspend on poor decisions 

and the residents are constantly paying for it. I’m planning on moving out of town in the next couple of 

years because I refuse to pay the high property taxes that this town demands of its residents. 

 

Edit 2: My big issue with the amount the city spent on the land is that it was the same thing with the golf 

coarse. They spent a couple million dollars on land that was worth a fraction of the cost. The city tried to 

justify it because there was something special about the land. In the end you still can’t tell me that 200 

acres of land was worth a couple of million dollars. At the end of the day it’s a golf coarse that the city 

built and here we are a couple of years later and the city is complaining about the shortfall in the budget 

and the residents are still complaining about high property taxes. I feel like that golf coarse really 

shouldn’t have been a high priority. 

Jayme 'coss' Burkhart Is this golf course land you mention west of the bypass? 

Jayme 'coss' Burkhart Also, how many acres were purchased for the $4 million? 

Shawn Miller 320 acres were purchased for the landfill and the new golf coarse is in SE Minot. 

Tracy Neubauer That’s the city of Minot for you 

 

Matthew Swanger I'm confused...they just bought a bunch of land beside the current landfill to expand 

into. Like $4 million dollars worth of land. What happened to that... 

Dawn Marie Slavens Matthew Swanger funneled it somewhere else! 

Jeff Richards Dawn Marie Slavens fake news 

Jeff Richards Matthew Swanger it's there...just some 2nd guessing by some that bought or purchased 

their own land next to the established landfill....which has brought us to this point...options 

Mary Clare Smith I had to sit on my hands so I wouldn't type anything derogatory about another raise 

on property owners taxes 

Christ Robert Struksnes I’d really like to know where the price tag came from last cell that we built up 

there was$320 k ish in cost 

Kacey Soholt The city would have lots of money if this flood protection program that we do t need 

wasn’t being built just saying 
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Cedar Jasso What about incineration? There are certainly costs upfront, but a LOT of long term benefit! 

See link below! 

Cedar Jassohttp://www.energyjustice.net/incineration/usplants 

 

 

ENERGYJUSTICE.NET 

Commercial Trash Incinerators in the U.S. | Energy Justice… 

Jeff Richards Cedar Jasso some areas do it where land is at such a premium or large communities that 

don't want to deal with their own and pay somebody to take it for them. 

Sabrina Senger I second the recycling.we need to look forward not stay in the dark ages 

Larry Gullickson Doesn’t Minot have 2 empty parking garages down town that aren’t being used� 

Zack Baker Recycling is a huge expense people...spend the money on a waste to energy facility... 

Lawrence DeBold Zack Baker Waste Management does this in California somewhere... I think. 

 

They turn the methane into power and offer enough power for like 10% of the neighboring areas' power 

needs 

Zack Baker Lawrence DeBold imagine the infrastructure we could have rather than that flood wall... 

Leann Weber Mellum Wtf happened to recycling. My garbage would be waaaaay down if there was 

curbside recycling. 

David Abernathey I'll take Raise my property taxes for $1000 Alex. 😂😂😂 

Jessica Kay Schafer David Abernathey soon enough!😭😭 

Donovan Hudson Waste to energy facility, fraction of the cost of moving landfill. 

Jeremy Kniffin Nothing some gas and a match can’t handle. 

Jeff Richards Show up on Thursday and listen to the findings of the study... 

Rachelle Williamson If you read the tonnage numbers - we do 15,000 ton, commercial and some 

residents do 15,000 and then.....outside of the city companies bring in 80,000 ton ... �. 

Rob Ehlers I thought they just got approved to open up more space? 

Joshua Cables I'm on board with an invitation plant... could use trash to generate electricity... sounds 

smart 

MC Phinney Joshua Cables that's what we do in maine 

Joshua Cables Dunno why u wouldn't if its building up... makes sense 
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MC Phinney They could build a power plant on the current land they own next to the landfill 

Chad Germano Recycling!!!! Look at it City of Minot! 

Matthew Bieri FLAMING LOGS ? EVER THINK WHY????? WKAE UP 

Leslie Regala Thank you, I'll take #1. 

Sarah Mycheryl Schmaltz I bet you’d think differently if you owned a home in the area and were facing a 

huge drop in the value of your property. �♀️ 

Leslie Regala Sarah Mycheryl Schmaltz I’m real sorry to say this but you knew the landfill was there 

when you bought your home. It stands to reason, there would be an expansion. Again, I’m sorry. 

Leslie Regala BTW my home value has declined since to flood even though we put 100k into it. 

Tara Troxel 

♻️♻️♻️ 

Ann Degenstein Recycle Recycle ♻️ Recycle! 

Elisha Gates Environmentally Minded People Of Minot 

Nicole- Rick McCarson Milton Miller 

Milton Miller Talk to my wife she uses paper plates and cups see I’ve told her she was going to fill the 

land fill well there you go 

Nicole- Rick McCarson Tara Moore-Miller it's all your fault 

Tara Moore-Miller Yep....I guess so! 

Tracey Belzer LOL 

Paul Buettner Koby Weishaar 

Koby Weishaar It’s kind of funny that they’re looking into viable options, AFTER buying a large chunk of 

land that they can’t use. I know what you were trying to do though, but I already fulfilled my COM rant 

quota for the month. 

Paul Buettner Come on. I know you have something to say 

Koby Weishaar Paul Buettner Not much to say, other than its kind of their own undoing, allowing 

development to take place so close to the dump as to where they are now unable to expand. Kind of like 

painting yourself into a corner type of situation. 

Lexi Hamm A recycling program has been overdue.  

 

Not to mention now all internet sales have sales tax not just ones with a store in state so I'm sure the 

state can give some of that extra $$ to trash collections. 
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Jeff Richards I don't think there will ever be enough information to quiet the loudest voices. What 

bothers me about this whole deal is that the community wants to be the center of the region, bring the 

tourism, the commerce, all your medical needs but we don't want to deal with everything that it brings. 

Lets move it out into somebody elses little slice of Heaven. 

Dustin Offerdahl Few things to consider when thinking about the Future or Minot, the numbers 

provided are based on a 20 year study for all 3 options, so the numbers are a little sqewed in the cities 

favor. Expected life span of option 1 expansion without recycling is40-60 yrs. Where as option #2 And #3 

are projected to be around 90-110 year life span. I believe a more specific detailed apples to apples 

study would provide more accurate numbers for the public to fully understand the best action for the 

future of Minot, both with city services and future economical growth. I believe in the past we have 

made rash decisions and it has caught up to us, with the landfill having 4-6years before needing this 

expansion we have time to investigate and make a very educated long term highly researched decision, 

just my two cents anyways. 

Jack Johnson You make it sound like it's as easy to site a landfill as it is to go knock on a farmers door 

and ask him to sell...just that easy. 

Carl Clemetson Jack Johnson take a look back at the Grand Forks issue. Took nearly a decade to finally 

get a site plus a ton of push back from smaller communities including lawsuits which is why cities now 

only have a 2 mile zone of control versus the much larger zone of control they use to have. At current 

lifespan, we simply don’t have enough time to find a new location. Simple math with a calendar shows 

that. 

Dustin Offerdahl Agreed, nothing is to easy these days, but maybe worthy of extra steps to make sure 

that we are doing the right thing versus the easy thing. Based on the cost of a new landfill over 110 yrs I 

would sure like to see the hard numbers as I believe it would suggest our costs to be in same ball park as 

we are currently paying, just merely looking for hard number facts to base a good long term decision. 

Jeff Richards From what I gathered last night was that even though just 2 sites have been identified in 

the 20 mile radius it doesn't mean the property is for sale? 

Jewell Hamilton Dustin Offerdahl I whole heartedly agree. Too many spur of the moment decisions and 

costly consequences later. It obviously takes money to make city issues run smoothly for citizens but 

there needs to be more investigation and foresight of long term consequences. Smart spending is what 

most of us are asking. 

Joshua Larson When your the government land is always for sale. Eminent domain 

Justin Burgess Either 2 or 3, why build a brand new hospital and and all the other potentially nice/new 

development and then down the street from that have a landfill?? 

Darren Zuck Justin Burgess yes I agree with you Justin why build a nice Hospital in a nice development 

by a landfill that landfills been there since the 70s it's not just going to go away 

Justin Burgess Darren Zuck very true, but there’s obviously zero chance of the Trinity site changing but 

we can still prevent the landfill from getting closer to those developments 
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Darren Zuck Justin Burgess  

It is not going to get any closer to them developments it is moving West away from them those 

developments are the ones that are getting closer to the landfill 

Dave Hennes Darren Zuck facts! 

Cyrus Smith I’m a big fan of 1 though 

Marvin Ace Wallace you guys are losing total control of reality here that landfill has been there for many 

many many years and will always be there that stuff is in the ground and will stay there you guys moved 

next to a landfill that was already there if you guys don't like the landfill move away from it the hospital 

had plenty of time to find other land they choose to move next to the landfill I say number one is the 

smartest and only choice 

Todd Ankenbauer Marvin Ace Wallace kinda like the race track at the state fair grounds It was there for 

years people started building around it and then it was to loud for the neighborhood so have to be done 

racing by a certain time now well probably shouldn’t have built so close 

Justin Burgess Darren Zuck so you’re saying that proposed land isn’t at all south and/or east of where it 

is now? 

Darren Zuck Justin Burgess se and sw 

Darren Zuck Darren Zuck sorry the land is southwest of current landfill property line i think 

 

 

 

Steven Hamilton You know whats really dumb people that keep building out by the landfill and then cry 

if it ends up in your back yard landfill been there for years you would think it would grow out 

Kendal Eklund Does anyone know how many old garbage dumps are within the zoning jurisdiction of 

Minot today! Why, because past citizens were unwilling to pay the cost of transporting the garbage to a 

remote location! There are too many! Why, because every acre within the Minot zoning area is too 

valuable to store garbage on forever! When the city jumps over those areas all the city services cost 

more and receive nothing in return! It is time the City leaders and the citizens look way past the end of 

their nose! 

Jeff Richards Kendal Eklund Coulee's were cheap but under new regulations and title D operations have 

changed. From what I understand the 2 new sites are acceptable per State/EPA regulations doesn't 

make the property for sale? 4 million paid for expansion might just be a drop in the bucket when it's all 

said and done? 

Kendal Eklund Jeff Richards Sometime coulees get very expensive, just ask some of the owners of Town 

and Country! 

My Point was Minot was using land they need for future expansion of the city for garbage dumps! Once 

used as a garbage dump it is no longer usable for city purposes! The hidden cost of bypassing these 

acres with city services goes on forever! The City Of Minot should have used the 4 million to buy the 
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acceptable land needed away from Minot in the first place! Most land away from the cities should go for 

less than $12,500 an acre! (4 million for 320 acres to dump garbage on) 

Maybe Minot can no longer afford to operate an area wide garbage dump! If Minot was going to be 

filled with garbage at least it should be our own! 

Marvin Ace Wallace Kendal Eklund I have been here for 55 years and I know of 4-5 of them from gate 

city bank north down Broadway is all fill 

Tom Nordwall The heritage center property was once a garbage dump. 

Ramiro Rodriguez Jr Either #2 or #3. Relocate to location away from Minot. I would happily pay more to 

have it relocated away from residential areas. Additionally, if the planning is done correctly, enough 

room could be made in the same area to build up a recycling option for Minot, thus reducing household 

waste. One stop. 

Jason Keen They had a nice recycling operation but not any more. 

Ramiro Rodriguez Jr Jason Keen I remember when they had it. Its a shame they were so short sighted. 

Darren Zuck Not trying to be mean I was born and raised in my not and I do not ever remember them 

having a recycling operation where was that located at 

Ramiro Rodriguez Jr Darren Zuck I remember when they had it on base. One green garbage can and one 

blue one. When we left in 2007 they had it but when we came back in 2010 it was gone. 

Darren Zuck That was waste management or B Mack they do the base garbage not the city of Minot that 

have bet is that was not even affiliated with the city of Minot 

Darren Zuck The city of Minot has never had a recycling program the closest thing was Cadillacs and 

Earth Recycling and those were privately owned companies 

Ramiro Rodriguez Jr Darren Zuck ah. So they were ahead of the game then. Thanks for the clarification.  

Any ideas were they took the recycled items after they picked it up? I genuinely would like to know. 

Darren Zuck I believe they were shipped if it was Waste Management it would have went to Bismarck to 

their facility down there and if it was bmac it would have went to Cadillacs in Minot but the reason they 

stopped is it was not cost efficient 

Ramiro Rodriguez Jr Darren Zuck sweet. Thanks for the info. 

Darren Zuck Not a problem thank you sir 

Jason Keen I should've been more clear, the City of Minot never had a recycling anything. I was referring 

to Cadillacs and Earth Recycling. They may have not been popular but they sure were busy. 

Darren Zuck Yes they were calyx was a good place to take your recyclables 

Ramiro Rodriguez Jr No worries Jason, I always thought Minot had something to do with the sanitation 

on base. I Learned something new this evening. 

Jason Keen It did seem there was a lot more participation in the recycling program on base when it was 

set up like you remember. 
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Darren Zuck The sanitation on the air base is goes out on bid I believe it's yearly or by yearly and the 

company that's got it now to be Mac and they are out of Houston Texas I believe 

Darren Zuck It was nice talking to you guys I have to get out of here though I got to get up and go to 

work at the landfill tomorrow have a nice night 

William G Ruelle The landfill was there way before houses and hospitals 

Ramiro Rodriguez Jr William G Ruelle that is very true, however since the city allowed it to be developed 

into residential, the right and honorable thing to do is move the landfill further away and try not to 

repeat their same mistakes a second time. That can be a challenge for the city to not repeat mistakes 

but crazier things have happened before. 

William G Ruelle Ramiro Rodriguez Jr if u dont like the neighbor hood dont move to that neighbor hood 

plus most of that land was never in the city until recently and the landfill expansion has been talked 

about for many many years and if i do believe i am right even before the 2011 flood 

Ramiro Rodriguez Jr William G Ruelle Actually sir to correct you and your assumptions, I don’t live in 

that neighborhood so the only way I would be affected, is in an increase in what I have to pay for 

garbage. I’m talking about the fact the city should do what’s right especially since they allowed the 

nearby land to be zoned as residential. It also isn’t disclosed to either homeowners or businesses 

moving into the area that they will be getting a landfill in their backyard as that would be a potential 

turn-off for prospective buyers. I’ve been here since 1999 and hadn’t heard much about the proposed 

expansion until recently, when the city allowed houses to be built near the area and the potential 

impact of the landfill to them. 

Jack Johnson Consensus on the floor seems to point to moving our waste into somebody else s 

Township no matter what the cost. 

Donna Mindt Jack Johnson then let them pay for it. I for one, is tapped out!! 

Jack Johnson Donna Mindt They do in tipping fee's...the numbers showed it?? The reason they bring it 

to Minot is because of stringent regulations $$$$ put in place that Regional Landfills had to be created. 

 

Kenneth Woody Baker What will be done with the old landfill? Is there any mineral right for that land? 

Could it be looked at for potential oil? Maybe then operation cost would be a thing of the past. 

Jerry Rakness why dosent the city get out of the garbage business. i am sure there is some one that 

would take it over.i know that the pick up setvice of others is less then minot .vote for the new city 

council they said it will be fun so far it has not been fun.nothin has changed.same happy spending .they 

keep asking people from out of town to do our thinking for us.we have engineers that could do the same 

thing .maybe minot should spend here and keep our money here 

Dean Nelson I'll go with option 1. Save the money 

These other businesses came after the landfill has been established for many years. They knew there 

was the possibility of it expanding. 
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Kolette Ostlund Hey Citizens of Minot:.. I live in your landfill... if you have any garbage, just drop it off on 

forest rd... we take it all! 

Jeff Richards Kolette Ostlund ??? 

Kolette Ostlund Jeff Richards yes? What’s your question? Have you driven by lately??? 

Kelby Smith 1,2, or 3 doesn't matter. City will still increase fees or tack on more property tax 

Eric Pearson Just an fyi... the proposed cost increase does NOT include everything. There are other costs 

involved such as more labor time for driving, buildings on-site, more wear and tear on vehicles... etc. 

The actual price increase on your bill will more than l…See More 

Dustin Offerdahl Eric Pearson great question, I guess my question is the city actually making a profit on 

the landfill to save money to purchase in the future? 

Eric Pearson Dustin Offerdahl I doubt it, but they could increase the bill a couple 2/3 bucks a month now 

and save it for the future. According to the city website there are 11,297 pickups in the City of Minot. An 

increase of 3$ a month would $33,891/mo for $406,692/year. 

 

I guess I would rather pay 3$ bucks a month now, knowing it would save me money down the road. If I 

remember right, we also paid $4 million for 320 acres to extend the landfill for 60 years - here is the 

source: http://www.grandforksherald.com/.../4329742-minot... 

 

Unless the city can sell that land for half the price of what you are paying for the new land, it would be 

considered one of the worst business deals I have ever witnessed. Why someone would just walk away 

from a 4$ million/ 60 year investment, and then go spend 100+ million on a new site to gain a net of 

50ish years is so far beyond my comprehension I have a feeling I have my numbers confused. 

GRANDFORKSHERALD.COM 

Minot purchases 320 acres of land for $4 million to extend… 

Dustin Offerdahl This exactly my whole point, how long are we gonna allow the City to purchase things 

first then pin us in a corner stuck with there decision. If the city actually ran the numbers on all 3 options 

over the projected duration there is no way there would be a 7 dollar increase over 100years to move it, 

this is a skewed number in my opinion, not to mention the economical growth revenue that land could 

generate when it gets reclaimed with all the major development in that area. Most people consensus is 

to keep it where it's at because they don't want to pay more. Well we could and the city could achieve 

that by doing exactly what they are doing now, subside the private contractors that currently covers the 

residents tipping fee. In 2017 the city of minot lost around 400,000 dollars being in the garbage business 

( according to the Minot 2017 financial report on the city website) so regardless where the landfill ends 

up, there should be a cost increase to make it a profitable business. I think it time to bring back the 

magic and make smart long term plans for the future of Minot. Allow our City to grow for all of our 

futures 

Terri Pecharich Sorry haven't educated myself enough on the topic, but if option 2 or 3 is chosen what 

happens to the land the city has to expand with in option 1? 
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Darren Zuck in my opinion it would be cost efficient to leave the landfill where it is and expand their 

they already have the infrastructure the approval everything is already been done except for the 

rezoning of the land I think it would be ill-advised to try to relocate it at this time until it is full to 

capacity 

Marvin Ace Wallace Darren Zuck just remember we still have to maintain the old landfill which is still 

going to cost us money for years and years to come 

Darren Zuck they will not close the old landfill,it will still operate and yes once it is full the city will have 

to maintain for a addiitional 30 yrs,so basicly minot will be running two landfills at the same time 

Kelby Smith Don't know why they have these meetings anyway. City does what they want to do. First 

they will have to pay some firm a large fee for a study, the. They will do what they originally had planned 

and then increase fees to the taxpayer! 

Marvin Ace Wallace Expand the landfill was there before the House's they knew where they were 

buying a house next to a landfill 

Dave Hennes Marvin Ace Wallace bingo! 

Gary Gravseth Marvin Ace Wallace spot on 

Bobbi Widdel No more increases, to my cost of being a home owner in Minot please!! 

Tim Rose Umm...let's do the math. Option 1 = cheaper and no cost increase. Option 2 & 3 = more 

expensive and suck more of my money out of my pocket. OPTION 1! 

Dustin Offerdahl Tim Rose Few things to consider when thinking about the Future or Minot, the 

numbers provided are based on a 20 year study for all 3 options, so the numbers are a little sqewed in 

the cities favor. Expected life span of option 1 expansion without recy…See More 

Tim Rose Dustin Offerdahl Good info, I hope they actually think it through. But, with that said, they 

could still choose option 1 now (at zero cost to users) and then have plenty of time to actually budget 

for one of the othet options 10, 25 or 20 years down the road. 

Tim Rose Dustin Offerdahl and I totally agree about previous rash decisions... 

Hayden C. Thomas Tim Rose saving money in the short term isint always the best option. Trying to save 

is what caused flint Michigan to switch switch from its water supply, and we know how that worked out. 

Sometimes today's expenditures are tomorrow's savings. 

Bryan Carpenter Ya but maybe there’s hope for Minot to fix their finances in that 40-60 year time span! 

Kenneth Woody Baker Just do what you want. You will anyways. 

Kolette Ostlund Right?!!??!! 

Kenneth Woody Baker I can tell you which two options aren't really options. 

Cheryl Kristianson Schmid Expand the current and start recycling. 

Chris Simonson Keep the landfill where it is obviously, lol. 
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Bryan Carpenter I already pay too much for the trash can. 

Scott Backes Just throw it in a ditch Dave that's recycling 

Daltyn Lakoduk Keep the landfill where is at 

Darren Zuck #1 all the way 

Darrow Parizek 75 millions? for garbage trucks? ahem ya right.......whos pulling whose leg? 

Chris Simonson Darrow Parizek drive time plus fuel, so a couple garbage trucks added, couple operators 

added, etc. Relocation will cause more harm then any good being solved. 

Brett Wold Expand current location. 

Alex Mardikian Incinerator! 

Donna Mindt #1. My house taxes are high enough!!! 

Jeremy Kniffin the landfill isn't funded by property taxes, only by rates and fees 

Donna Mindt Jeremy Kniffin if they go with the other 2 options the fees wud go on my waterbill. Which 

means the well is dry with the hike in property taxes! 

Coleen Jones #1 please 

Jonna Roberts DePriest #1 

Liz Fettig-Armstrong Move! #2 or #3 . 

Colin Marshall Easy. Expand 

Leif Snyder #1 

Brook Broen If the city started recycling like the rest of the USA wouldn’t there be less trash to go to the 

landfill? Why does Minot continue to run in the dark ages? Fargo is a bigger city with recycling, the roads 

are better and the cost of living is lower. Why? 

Jeff Richards FYI...thought I'd share...https://bismarcktribune.com/.../article_61c86900-ada3... 

 

BISMARCKTRIBUNE.COM 

Market forces put America's recycling industry in the dumps 

Brook Broen Very interesting! That sounds like we need to find a better way to recycle so that it doesn’t 

end up contaminated. I feel that our environment deserves the extra effort to take care of it. We are the 

only species ruining it and the only species that can change to help it. 

Brook Broen maybe Minot could be a leader in change for once. 

Jeff Richards Brook Broen Single sort was started to make the process easier and help in 

participation....cross contamination is huge. �FWIW...the reason I have so little faith is that this City 

started the most basic form of recycling by removing grass and leaves …See More 
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https://www.facebook.com/brook.broen?fref=ufi&rc=p
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https://www.facebook.com/nedragr?fref=ufi&rc=p
https://www.facebook.com/brook.broen?hc_location=ufi
https://www.facebook.com/cityofminot/


Brook Broen So true! I have very little faith as well. It’s so disappointing that fellow humans care so 

little. I get tired of not saying anything. I know all I can do is to continue recycling what I can with Kalix 

and hope that my walking the talk influences someone else to care too. Very little faith in others but at 

least I’m doing my part. 

Steven Hoffart #1 

Michelle Thompson #1 

Chris Simonson Here's some hidden variables ladies and gents, add more drive time per truck, fees will 

increase off that alone, trust me, keep the landfill where it is, because I can see a steady increase in 

what we pay if we relocate. 

Vicky J. Meyer Start recycling like the rest of the USA. Most of the garbage is recyclables. 

Dave Hennes Vicky J. Meyer at a high cost, but yes I would like to see recycling also 

Amanda Lyle Shappell 1 please 

Jeff Richards FYI...thought I'd share...https://bismarcktribune.com/.../article_61c86900-ada3... 
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https://bismarcktribune.com/news/national/market-forces-put-america-s-recycling-industry-in-the-dumps/article_61c86900-ada3-5049-bce9-f9f572d71556.html?fbclid=IwAR06Ga0c7PYGc5isPfrPt6YfDpqjU4gzdrpTvsQZuY2kib8S9NFVZXVsOP0
https://l.facebook.com/l.php?u=https%3A%2F%2Fbismarcktribune.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fmarket-forces-put-america-s-recycling-industry-in-the-dumps%2Farticle_61c86900-ada3-5049-bce9-f9f572d71556.html%3Ffbclid%3DIwAR254gqKvszYVlMRzvNXi79aJoWW_JmAffnUUcOKdH8MSr3aXgePaMt0h8g&h=AT38BE4umCEC-LZR-ts2lT55P8X9ZkTKRhSf7R-LKL8vOB8hQ2eDI7ofv6O4YlYSioJD0pQEg9dgJag8DgAhTBjqzl5nEtptl7Bz40btHHGBMhL_w0L50v9Q2DUpbBQvcWeMptE
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