CITY OF RUSHFORD VILLAGE MINUTES OF
REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING, February 21, 2017 – 7:00 PM 
43038 State Hwy 30, Rushford Village, Minnesota  55971-5167
                                                                
Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag   
													 
The February 21, 2017 Council Meeting was called to order by Mayor Gordon Johnson at 7:00 p.m. in the Rushford Village Council Chambers. Council members present: Dennis Overland, Mike Ebner, Richard Smith;  Planning-Zoning Administrator Jon Pettit, Treasurer Judy Graham, Clerk Mary Miner.  
Absent:  Council Member Chad Rasmussen, Public Works Supervisor Travis Scheck and City Attorney Thomas Manion

AGENDA was approved as presented	         				           	Motion by Overland, 2nd by Ebner. Carried.  

MINUTES of the February 7, 2017 were approved as read
																		Motion by Overland, 2nd by Smith. Carried.  

CITIZENS /OTHERS PRESENT /WISHING TO BE HEARD: Tim Hallum, Hamilton Petersen, Kirsten Zoellner

FINANCIALS Expenses through February 15, 2017 are $14,425.80.  Estimated March expenses $55,987.17
CD Renewals continue at .75%	 
Motion to accept the financials as presented.							Motion by Overland, 2nd by Ebner. Carried.  
· Treasurer Graham asked if the Council would allow the DEED flood loan recipient at 30559 Meadow Ave to pay quarterly instead of monthly as they are not able to remember to pay monthly and had asked a note will be included with their quarterly bill that the loan payment is due.  They did not made any payments in 2016.  When Graham talked with them they wrote a check to Graham for the total amount due for 2016 of $504.24. They are now paid up through 2016 and will receive the 60% reimbursement of $302.54 in June.  It was decided prepaid quarterly payments of $126.06 ($42.02 per month) would be accepted. If these payments are received on time throughout 2017 they will receive the 60% reimbursement.  Their next payment due in April in the amount of $252.12 will include the first and second quarters of 2017.
Motion to allow for prepaid quarterly payments for business at 30559 Meadow Ave with the payment of $252.12 due April 1, 2017 covering the first and second quarters of 2017 	
     Motion by Smith, 2nd by Ebner. Carried.  
							
 1)     PLANNING / ZONING–Pettit: New Permits /inquiries/updates;										                 
· New Permits: None to report although there have been various inquiries 
· The Thursday March 16, 2017 Planning and Zoning Board Meeting has been moved up to Thursday March 9, 2017 at 6:00 am in the CRV hall office
· The Planning and Zoning Board will be reviewing ordinances pertaining to quarter/quarter and family farms.  Pettit has had multiple inquires related to these areas.
· Pettit and Mayor Johnson received packets from FEMA regarding the new flood zone maps.  FEMA will publish on February 20 and February 27, 2017 in the Bluff Country Reader a public notification regarding the appeal process regarding the flood zone maps.  After the February 27th publication there will be a 90 day appeal period for citizens to view the revised flood zone maps at the CRV office during regular office hours or by appointment.  Anyone with concerns should bring them to Jon Pettit, Planning and Zoning Administrator 
2)     ROADS/WATER/SEWER:
· Scheck and Miner had a short meeting with Giuseppe and Brad from FEMA on Friday March 17, 2017.  CRV will be receiving $85,384.03 from FEMA to repair damages throughout Rushford Village incurred during the September 2016 flooding event.  The Benson Lane project will not be funded as FEMA felt damage to the Missouri Crossing was not caused by this flooding event.  Upon inspection of the crossing by a FEMA engineer, the culvert itself was found to be in good condition and the structure was in good shape for its years of service.  The deck cracks will need repair so an overlay may be needed.
· Pope, Scheck and Petersen met March 15th to look at bridge #3827 on Village Road.  Pope was unable to attend the meeting but did provide the following email;
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Overall the bridge looked to be in good shape, particularly when you consider that the bridge is nearing 100 years old (it was built in 1923).  I had our bridge engineer take a look at some photos and he’s thinking the same thing – an overlay would be a great way to improve the drainage, protect the deck, and increase the lifespan of the bridge.  Based on the County’s report and his thoughts, it’s reasonable to expect the bridge to last 10 years with this maintenance, which makes the overlay a cost effective solution (i.e. you won’t be throwing money away).  The other thing that he recommended is to have the steel beams/flanges pressured washed and painted with a good coating (this was last done in the 50s).  Doing this will certainly help reduce the rate of deterioration of the beams which in turn will help extend the lifespan of the bridge.  If this is something Travis and Ham want to do, let me know and I’ll have our bridge engineer provide a list of recommended paints to use. 
In my opinion, an overlay is simple enough and you wouldn’t need me involved – I’d expect that the total cost of the project will be less than $25,000, meaning that per statute, the Village can select a contractor based on at least 2 quotes or in the “open market”.  If you’d like me to weigh in (in any capacity), I’d be happy to do so.
 		The Council feels a deck overlay with a short apron on either side of the bridge is the best option.
· Pope, Scheck and Petersen met March 15th to look the cracks on Main Street in South Rushford.  The cracks will be evaluated again after the frost is out to see what will need to be done. Fixing these cracks would be the financial responsibility of CRV.  Pope was unable to attend the meeting but did provide the following email;
· The portion of Main Street where we’re seeing the cracks is where we had an overlay performed.  An overlay consists of placing new pavement directly on top of the old which is important to distinguish from the reclaim areas where the old pavement was ground up and then new pavement placed on top.  With doing an overlay, it is inevitable that some cracks from the underlying pavement are going to reflect through the new pavement.  Typically we would expect this to occur within a year or two, and so it is somewhat unique that we are seeing cracks so soon.  To be clear, that we’re seeing the cracks is not surprising; that we’re seeing them a few months after construction is.  
I do not believe that there was poor construction practices or poor materials that are contributing to the  cracking.  Since we’re not seeing such cracks in the adjacent reclaim roads (and we wouldn’t expect it in those areas) and since these cracks are pretty uniformly spaced and not looking out of the ordinary, my suspicion is that all of the ice and large temperature swings that we’ve experienced this winter has sped up the clock and caused the underlying cracking to reflect through sooner than normal.  
In terms of where we go from here – I agreed with Travis and Ham that having these sealed would be appropriate to prevent water from getting into there and messing up the pavement.  One question that Travis and I discussed that I’ll revisit in case residents ask the same – why didn’t we seal the existing cracks beforehand?  The answer is that not all of the cracks are going to reflect through and there’s no way to know which ones will ultimately come through.  To further complicate things, crack-sealing isn’t permanent and it’s probable that even some sealed cracks would eventually reflect through.  Not that crack-sealing is expensive (relatively speaking), but to crack-seal everything beforehand is not an efficient way of spending money.  We’ve found that the most efficient way to do it is to do the overlay and then seal as the cracks develop – just as we’re looking to do now.  
Not to muddy the explanation, but this is a different approach as compared to seal-coating in which we   do want to crack-seal beforehand.  For instance, last year on Money Creek Road we had crack-sealing performed before they did the seal-coating (spray oil on the pavement and place chip rock on top of the oil).  The reason for this is that seal-coating results in a more porous surface than a new pavement layer and is also being placed on top of pavement that is in relatively good condition.  If crack-sealing wouldn’t be performed beforehand, water would get into the cracks and cause problems.  I throw this out there in case residents ask about Main Street and confuse what’s been discussed about overlays to seal-coating.

· The Council was made aware of the SWCD Root River Comprehensive Watershed Management Plan Resolution.  SWCD is asking that each city provide them with existing water and related land resources plans and official controls within 90 day.  Clerk Miner will research and provide this information to SWCD
· Motion to send Petersen to the wastewater refresher course and exam March 27-29 in Brooklyn Park.  Costs are $345.00 for the refresher course, $55.00 for the exam and $309.00 for room for 2 nights
      Motion by Overland, 2nd by Ebner. Carried.  
· Motion for Scheck and Peterson to attend a gravel road maintenance workshop April 11 in Rochester at a cost of $70.00 per person									Motion by Overland, 2nd by Smith. Carried. 
· Ebner had met with Scheck and Petersen to look at the road equipment.  He feels the equipment has been taken care of and is in good shape but everything will come due to be replaced at about the same time.  The equipment committee will rate which pieces are most important to replace and make a recommendation to the Council as to what should be replaced first.

	   	      		         										
3)    OTHER:   
· The SE MN Regional Economic Development Group is asking that cities pass a local support resolution  for the SE MN Regional Economic Development Study.  There has never been a regional economic  development study done for SE Minnesota.  This part of the discussion at the Annual SEMLM meeting  in Rochester Overland attended in January.  Overland feels this study would be of great benefit to all of  SE Minnesota.
Motion to pass Resolution # 2017-02-21 in support of the Southeast Minnesota Regional Economic   Development Study											Motion by Overland, 2nd by Ebner. Carried.  
· CRV received the official notice/letter from Rushford on February 15, 2017 notifying CRV that the current police contract with Rushford will end on December 31, 2017.  Rushford is looking for a contemporary contract with CRV and Peterson. The Council will explore what police coverage is needed. An invitation has been sent to Sheriff Kaase to meet with CRV and Peterson to discuss future police needs for CRV. The type of calls Rushford police are responding to was discussed.  The January 2017 invoice from Rushford for police services show 7 calls, 6 of those were related to deer hits.  For future reference, Petersen contacted DNR Game Warden Boyum to ask if CRV could have someone other than an Officer take care of deer hits within the CRV boundaries.  Boyum said this would be possible but there would be strict guidelines that would need to be followed such as pictures of the wounded animal sent to Boyum as well as a calling the Fillmore County Sheriff’s Department dispatch etc.  
· CRV maintenance staff will be removing and burning infected ash trees that are on CRV property or within the CRV road right of way. Residents with infected ash trees should have them removed and burned by the end of March.  The DNR strongly discourage moving infected trees to other areas/counties therefore, residents should bring their infected trees to the CRV brush pile behind the CRV maintenance shed for the maintenance staff to burn.  
· There is a local trail connections program available.  The Council is interested in possibly connecting the DNR State Bike Trail to the CRV Hall.  Pope will be asked to provide more information.
		     											        				
OTHER UPDATES / MEETINGS: 
· Scheck and Petersen will be attending water school in Rochester MN March 15-17, 2017


Next Mtgs: Council: March 7 & March 21, 2017-7:00pm at CRV Office
 Zoning:  March 9, 2017, 6:00am at CRV Office.

Motion to Adjourn Regular Council Meeting made by Overland, 2nd by Ebner  at 8:05 p.m.	

