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PUBLIC NOTICES
PUBLIC NOTICE

WATERVILLE CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING

March 1, 2022, 5:00 p.m.
The Waterville City Council held a meeting in Council Chambers

at 5:00 p.m. on March 1, 2022.
Present: Smith, McIntyre, Grobe, Wollin, and Mayor Schmidtke

Also Present: Administrator/Clerk Teresa Hill, City Attorney Jason
Moran, and City Engineer Jason Femrite.

Call to Order / Roll Call / Pledge of Allegiance
Mayor Schmidtke called the meeting to order the Pledge of Alle-
giance was recited.

Approval of Agenda/Additional Items to Agenda
Mayor Schmidtke noted an addition to the agenda that will be

under consent agenda C. Chamber request for Hot Summer Nights,
Bullhead Days, and C. 6. The Police Department recruitment and
retention; Motion by: Smith, Seconded by: McIntyre to approve the
agenda with those additions of Motion Carried 5-0.

Consent Agenda
A. Approval of Minutes- February 1, 2022, and February 14,

2022, B. Approval of Disbursements 1. Electronic Fund Transfers
(35125E-35150E) $29,369.53 2. Payroll Check Numbers (2022081-
2022123) $41,958.31 3. Computer Generated Checks and Overtime
(36580-36674) $194,385.99 4. Total Disbursements $265,713.83
Motion by McIntyre, Seconded by Wollin to approve the consent
agenda items. Motion carried 5-0.  

Public Hearing
A. Street Vacation Request for a Portion of Summit Street

and Silver Street Motion by Wollin, Seconded by McIntyre to open
the public hearing.  Motion Carried 5-0. Administrator Hill had
mentioned maintaining a 30ft easement on Summit St. from the
middle of the road. "If this is something that the council would like
to consider, I will modify the Resolution accordingly." Council had
agreed on maintaining that easement. Motion by Smith, Seconded
by Wollin to close the public hearing. Motion Carried 5-0.  1. Res-
olution 2022R-004 Approving the Vacation of Undeveloped Sum-
mit Street from Fremont to Faribault Street Motion by Smith Sec-
onded by Wollin to approve Resolution 2022R-004 Approving the
Vacation of Undeveloped Summit Street from Fremont to Faribault
Street with maintaining a 30ft easement Motion carried 5-0.   2.
Resolution 2022R-005 Approving the Vacation of undeveloped Sil-
ver Street from Fremont to Faribault Street Motion by McIntyre
Seconded by Wollin to approve Resolution 2022R-005 Approving
the Vacation of undeveloped Silver Street from Fremont to Faribault
Street. Motion carried 5-0.  
Written Petitions and Request

A. Vegetative Planting Request-Barb Schluender. Coun-
cilmember Smith stated that he would like to be removed from this
portion of the agenda and wanted to sustain from casting a vote.  It
was mentioned that Mrs. Schluender was not present at the meeting.
Motion by McIntyre, to deny vegetative planting request we do not
have residence planting on City property, it will be up to the City.
Councilmember Grobe requested a discussion before making any
motions. Mayor Schmidtke stated maybe we should table this until
she arrives if she is coming to the meeting. Councilmember Wollin
asked for clarification on the process of planting on City property.
Is it stated that you can't or do you need to present it to the council
first? Councilmember McIntyre replied it has to be presented to the
council for approval first. Seconded by No Second on the motion.
Motion Fails. Motion by Grobe, to approve the vegetative planting
request Seconded by No Second on the motion. Motion Fails. Mo-
tion by McIntyre, Seconded by Wollin to table this until parties are
present to address this issue, if this is something she wants she
needs to be present. Motion carried 4-0.  B. Outside Watering
Charges-David Poehler. David Poehler of 315 Hamilton St. S. of
Waterville had expressed his interest in why all homes with City
water hookups did not have a separate watering meter for outside
use because the outside use doesn’t go to the sewer. David was also
interested in why the City would not provide one for all serviced
homes. The Council members had pointed out the different costs of
what each watering meter would have and also expressed how it
would not be beneficial for every serviced home. The council had
expressed that a watering meter is available for any City of Water-
ville serviced home to purchase a separate watering meter for out-
side use. 

Unfinished Business
A. Hwy 13 Water and Sewer Improvements. 1. Feasibility Re-

port Review. Engineer Femrite presented the feasibility report of
phase 2 of the Hwy 13 water and sewer extension. This will extend
to the last developable piece of property (Millers). Femrite also stat-
ed the estimate was on a 10in gravity sewer and 8in water main and
services to the 10 properties at approx. $36,000 that would be as-
sessed. This is 100% assessable per City Policy of new improve-
ments. Councilmember Smith had asked if any of these parcels
would be applicable for Green Acres Deferment? The deferment is
available for those that are applicable for deferment and then pay-
ment would be made due at the sale of the property. Attorney Moran
had mentioned that several deferments may be available for these
parcels of property, those being Green Acres, or Age 65 or older, if
the yearly allotment is 3% or more of their gross income, or if you
are a member of the National Guard. Councilmember Grobe asked
how it would get paid if it differed under Green Acres would the
City cover that cost? Administrator Hill stated yes and that it would
stay on the books as a receivable because it is made payable at the
time the property changes hands to new owners or their improve-
ments that want to be made to that property. 2. Resolution 2022R-
006 Accepting Feasibility Report and Setting Public Hearing Mo-
tion by Wollin, Seconded by McIntyre to approve Resolution
2022R-006 Accepting Feasibility Report and Setting Public Hear-
ing.  Motion carried 5-0. B. Fire Hall Update-Chief Meskan. Chief
Meskan spoke about the current situation with the existing and pro-
posed new Fire Hall and the constant change in the cost. Chief re-
quested to have the council reconsider a remodel of the existing Fire
Hall. It was stated that there were existing plans drawn out about 5
to 6 years ago. Chief felt that based on the numbers that were given
that would be the most feasible route to obtain the outcome neces-
sary. The main reason I am requesting a remodel is that in the fall,
the Fire Departments First Engine which is 25yrs old and will need
to be replaced. Chief stated that was approx. $900,000. Coun-
cilmember McIntire requested to see bids to take care of the exist-
ing issues within the current Fire Hall, Chief replied that it was all
rough estimates, due to contractors not wanting to bid because there
are no specs on the plans of the improvement. Councilmember
McIntire expressed his concern about just putting a Band-Aid on the
problems and felt a new building was in order. It was also stated that
nothing was brought forth to the council to support the Fire Chief's
current request. Mayor Schmidtke suggested that fixing what is ex-
isting would be more cost-effective for the City because building a
new Fire Hall even at 2.5 million would raise the taxes of the peo-
ple too much and also put a financial crunch on the City. Coun-
cilmember Wollin spoke on his interaction with the community and
it had been mentioned that it was too high of a price tag. Coun-
cilmember McIntire said that when he heard from the community,
they were all for the New Fire Hall which would be great for the
City of Waterville. McIntire continued to say "we have issues with
an old building that no one wants to do anything about it, so why
wouldn't we tear it down and put up a new building. The current lo-
cation of the Fire Station holds many issues with the assessment
ability of the trucks.  The City has property for a new building, so
let’s do this properly and shave it down to the sq. footage that makes
it feasible for us to accomplish a new Fire Hall." Councilmember
Smith requested to see sold plans and numbers on a remodel and
what the benefit may be. "The main benefit would be creating more
office space in the proposed Fire Hall. There will need to be im-
proved installation to help prevent mold and improve the ventilation
on the front of the Bays, there is no gaining of parking space in a
significant remodel," stated Councilmember Smith. Motion by
Smith, Seconded by McIntyre to table this pending on the work ses-
sion with the council and fire hall committee.  Motion carried 5-0.
C. Police Recruitment. Administrator Hill mentioned this is a con-
tinuation of the last meeting that was held in February on how the
City was moving forward with the recruitment and retainment of
Police Officers. Councilmember McIntire stated that he would be
attending the Coalition with this topic being specifically addressed
even with possible funding that may be set aside, and he would be
able to bring back some great insight from the State level to recruit
and retain Police Officers. Motion by Smith, Seconded by Wollin to

table the motion until the council hears back from Chief Manning
and Council member Roy McIntyre to bring back more information.
Motion carried 5-0.

Citizen Time
Sarah Smith, "property owner of 492 Tetonka Bay Drive, you

have tabled the issue with Barb Schulender, and I just want to let
you know where she wants to put that garden borders my property
line and I do not want that garden there. We have had a history. You
have heard the history of harassment that we have had from Barb
Schulender. The last garden she put on City Property was unkept for
6 months and it grew into a pile of weeds. It was this high, this is
why I do not want it there. She is not going to take care of a garden,
so she is here for 2 more years and then she leaves. The garden is
not going to get taken care of so I don't think it is a very good idea
to put a garden on any City property and especially on parcel
24.999.0770."

New Business
A. Resolution 2022R-007 Reestablishing Precincts and

Polling Places Administrator Hill mentioned that this is a normal
process of just reestablishing boundaries of the polling place, none
of the boundaries have been changed. Attorney Moran did state that
there has been one overall change and that is the City of Waterville
is no longer in Congressional District 1 Waterville will be in Con-
gressional District 2 which encompasses Dakota County and some
of the other Metro Counties. Motion by McIntyre, Seconded by
Grobe to approve Resolution 2022R-007 Reestablishing Precincts
and Polling Places. Motion carried 5-0. B. 2022 Street Projects Ad-
ministrator Hill had requested approval to obtain quotes for the
2022 Street Projects for the Street supervisor Allan Hiller. Motion
by McIntyre, Seconded by Wollin to approve Street Supervisor
Allan Hiller to get the bids together and bring them to us. Motion
carried 5-0. C. Spring Clean-Up (May 21, 2022, 12 pm -2 pm) Ad-
ministrator Hill stated this is the clean-up where the City citizens
can bring their extra-large items and extra garbage that is not haz-
ardous to the dumpsite. Administrator Hill said, "there will be a
charge for appliances, and all other garbage can go into a dumpster
that is charged by the tonnage to the City." It was reiterated that no
hazardous material would be taken, and no brush waste would be
taken either. Motion by Smith, Seconded by Grobe to set the City
Spring Clean Up on May 21, 2022, from 12 pm-2 pm. Motion car-
ried 5-0 D. Liquor License Renewals. Administrator Hill stated that
she had supplied a listing of all the entities that are up for renewal
of liquor licensing. Councilmember Smith asked if there were any
direct concerns, the Administrator stated, "no" Motion by McIntyre,
Seconded by Grobe to approve Liquor License Renewals. Motion
carried 5-0 E. Resolution 2022R-008 Loss of Revenue Administra-
tor Hill said, "with the final doings of the American Rescue Funds
Monies they have lessened restrictions of use of funds. This is
where we are allowed an allowance of funds for the loss of rev-
enue." Administrator Hill continued to tell the council about the re-
format of the use of American Rescue Funds Monies. Motion by
Smith, Seconded by McIntyre to approve Resolution 2022R-008
Loss of Revenue Motion carried 5-0 F. Human Resources Action
Items 1. Approval to Advertise for Boat Inspectors. Motion by
Smith, Seconded by Grobe to approve advertisement for the Boat
Inspectors for Seasonal help Motion carried 5-0 2. Approval to Ad-
vertise for Public Works Seasonal Help Motion by Smith, Second-
ed by Grobe to approve advertisement for the Public Works Sea-
sonal Help Motion carried 5-0

Reports
Attorney: Attorney Jason Moran mentioned the work on the

Loss of Revenue Resolution. Attorney Moran made a prompt effort
to define the different levels of conflict in interest. Their legal and
non-legal conflicts of interest and the council seem more concerned
with the legal conflict of interest that would pertain to financial im-
pact or personal impact. Attorney Moran also wanted to urge the
council members not to allow anyone to plant anything within a
City right of way this will only arise a liability if something were to
happen. Engineer: Jason Femrite did not have a specific report op-
portunity, he spoke primarily in the public hearing. City Adminis-
trator: Administrator Hill talked on a few different subjects. CNR
firefighter agreement with the generator was not going to work and
was going to be shipped back at no cost to the City. It was also stat-
ed an ask went out to the Minnesota Action Valley of Governments
to research some Grants that may be available with the new Amer-
ican Rescue Fund Monies, and some of those requests were a Fire
Hall remodel and construction, and also the tennis court rehab. Hill
was made aware that Grants were available for a pickleball court.
Administrator Hill showed a diagram that was given by Street Su-
pervisor Allan Hiller by a tree trimming company, specifically La-
goon Park there will be tree removal that will be done. Administra-
tor Hill did request from the council if there were any concerns that
they are mentioned. The final Administrators note was on the Emer-
ald Ash Bore in Le Sueur County, the county put out an emergency
quarantine for any removal or ash that would be coming from Ash
trees. Minnesota Department of Agriculture will be hosting an in-
formation meeting on Tuesday, March 15th and that is for anyone to
participate.

Council Discussion
Council Member Smith touched on the subject of planting on

public grounds, if things are being planted or taken care of on City
property, the City should be planting it and the City should maintain
it. Mayor Schmidtke followed up with the comment of "a few years
back we had City gardens, that was maintained by the public."
Smith replied with the comment I believe there were agreements
written up on that. Council Member Wollin stated Cities that have
community gardens always look so nice. Council Member Grobe
stated that Mr. Hiller had mentioned that it was easier to maintain
after the garden was put in because of the contour of the land it was
harder for them to mow that particular piece of property. Council
Member McIntire replied, "then maybe we should plant something
there if that is the case."

Public Hearing (6:00 p.m.)
Motion by Smith, Seconded by McIntyre to open the Public

Hearing Motion carried 5-0 Engineer Femrite presented the Cedar
Circle Improvements with the contents of the feasibility reports that
were generated in November of 2021. It was mentioned that the fea-
sibility has been changed a few times with the change of property
lines and parcel ID being split. This is currently a gravel road with
a sewer line that runs along this section of improvement. It was
strongly recommended that some televising be performed on the ex-
isting sewer lines to see the conditions that are in place currently to
obtain a better perception of the work that is necessary to improve
or replace the existing line in this subdivision. Femrite talked about
putting in a 6 water main, a hydrant in the middle of the subdivision
for adequate protection, and a 1 inch service line for each one of the
properties. Femrite touched on the road as well and how it would be
a bituminous road which will be about 15ft wide along with the con-
tour of what is already in place; also, there will be no curb and gut-
ter on this road with some variable depth of shouldering on each
side. It was noted that there is a low-lying area that would need a
storm sewer to take care of any possible accumulation of water in
this area. Femrite mentioned this is all in the works and is not the
final design. This Public Hearing is for the citizens to make public
comments and concerns to myself and the council for any clarity or
possible suggestions. Femrite broke down the charges for the 14
buildable units being an estimated $19,000. Femrite broke down the
procedure of the process for the public so they were clear on the
process at hand. 1. Cedar Circle Improvement Hearing Citizen Rick
Myers 443 Cedar Circle, "I have lived here for 28 years, and lots
have changed dramatically over the years; they go from 4 to 2 and
then back 2 to 4. I am fine with the project but, it needs to be di-
vided up equally. In fact, in the past, it changed considerably with
the 4 added in the corner; which I looked at this morning and now
Dave Schwirtz has 2. Mr. Myers talked about the differences on the
current diagram of Cedar Circle and how it is not the same as what
is on Beacon. People can change all they want but it isn't fair to me
who only has one lot in the corner. I am fine as it all gets divided up
equally. I've been through this once before in a different city and the
sewer and water were charged per lot, and the road was charged by
the foot of frontage property. Once this has been assessed, they can
go in and put another water hook up for less than the assessment."
Council Member Wollin asked, "so essentially this is assessed by
lots?" Attorney Moran spoke on the multiple ways that this particu-
lar project can be assessed. Attorney Moran also agreed that there
has been an issue of combining lots and that the assessment process
will be considering that when finalizing the assessments for this

project. Citizen Rick Myers, "why can’t we go by the way it was
originally developed?" Attorney Moran, "when was it developed?"
Citizen Rick Myers replied "76’." Attorney Moran, "yeah, we can
go back to 1979 because a lot has changed since 1979. But we know
what it is right now. We know what it was when Mr. Femrite creat-
ed this study, and tomorrow it could be different." Attorney Moran
gave different scenarios of how the assessment process could pan
out. Mayor Schmidtke asked the City Engineer how long would it
take to figure out the different ways to assess properties. Engineer
Femrite responded, "only a few hours."  Councilmember Wollin, "is
it possible to do this? Could we as the council say you can't divide
the lot?" Councilmember McIntyre replied no. Attorney Moran
said, "yes and no, because it would need approval from the council.
So, did that answer your question?" Citizen Rick Myers replied, "no
not really." Attorney Moran stated, "no it takes city approval to have
a division of land. In turn, the City could say no."  Citizen Rick
Myer, "why would the City refuse to do a hookup?" Attorney Moran
stated, "9 times out of 10 they wouldn't." Citizen Rick Myer, "ex-
actly a water hook-up would be cheaper than the assessment.’ Engi-
neer Femrite stated to hook up after the assessment there would be
a sewer and water access charge, they would have to dig up and re-
pair the road at their cost, along with passed assessments that could
have been. But what we do know is that would not help you today."
Administrator Hill stated, "I would also like to touch on this sce-
nario. In the past what the City has done was that they would rather
put a stub in on a vacant lot and assess that under the Green Acres
Deferment or something along that order. So, it is not paid at the
time, but the services are still there accessible and available because
in the past we have had construction projects that people say, Oh I
am never going to develop that. Then the assessment goes through
and everything is done and then they turn around to hook up
whether it is 6 months a year or 2 years from that, and as it was men-
tioned by the City Engineer you will have to damage the infrastruc-
ture that just took place. So, it has always been the City's philoso-
phy that if it is a buildable lot, the stub-ins are placed and that does
not become payable until the lot is developed or the lot changes
hands of ownership. This is what they have done in the past to pro-
tect the project that was just put in. The City does have the ability
to go back and charge that same assessment for that hook-up." Cit-
izen Sue Mariska 450 Cedar Circle, "just on the flip side of what
Rick mentioned as far as frontage footage versus per lot etcetera.
Another way to look at that is all of us are in there using that street
all of us are going to have City water all of us are going to have City
sewer. So, what is fair? That is to be discussed; I just wanted to
point that out. Second of all, are there any grants, has anyone re-
searched to see if there are any grants available on this kind of pro-
ject." Administrator Hill replied, "I have not researched if there
have been any grants available for the project. But the City has not
qualified for any grants for the last few go-arounds because we don't
make the quota of hazardous conditions. The City would have to
have so many points against us for the City to be put in a pool to
even be looked at for consideration. This option does get revisited
but the City usually doesn’t qualify" Citizen Sue Mariska, "another
thing, I don’t know why, but, the three lots that I have we conjoined
many years ago, so as long as I live they will not be split. But there
was only one hook-up there." Councilmember Smith questioned if
it was only 1 lot. Citizen Mariska replied, "yes." Councilmember
Smith replied well that is the reason why you only have 1 hook-up.
Citizen Mariska rebutted with, "but originally it was two lots. I
never found anymore and as far as I know, there is only one there."
Engineer Femrite chimed in by repeating the fact that a televise is
highly recommended on this project. Citizen David Schwirtz, "there
are lots right at the beginning of the Circle there is no sewer on
those 3 lots." Citizen Mariska, "those are all undeveloped lots and
the water only goes as far as the new neighbor, Marks place, the
water comes in from the North, the sewer comes in from the South
and ends at my place. Citizen David Schwirtz, "Does that sewer run
around Cedar Circle, and it goes directly south on the corner?" Cit-
izen Mariska, "between those vacant lots?" Engineer Femrite points
out and explains the existing sewer and where the potential will be
again mentioning a televise be done to assure knowledge of what
exists. Citizen Mariska, "and the current road that you have mapped
out there on the S.E. corner isn't the way it is right now. It needs to
go over a long way, because it's not like it is shown there, it cuts
right through my yard. The S.E. corner is right in there. Yep." Engi-
neer Femrite again states that this is a preliminary phase and this is
why we are having this meeting to work out any underlying issues
and concerns. Citizen Mariska, "well is this going to play out how
it is platted? Because all of this water drains right into my yard if
you don't have enough storm sewers in the right places everything
is going to back up into my yard; because when the river goes high,
the little waterway that comes into Cedar Circle fills up, then the
slough fills up and then my yard fills up. I've got pictures of where
it goes halfway up to my house." Engineer Femrite responded, "we
are not planning on doing any storm sewers like that and that is due
to the river backing up, and adding a storm sewer is not going to
help." Citizen Mariska, "okay well I just wanted to make sure no
more was going to that area. We don’t need it." The City Engineer
again reiterated the plan of action and how it was to unfold and the
current cost being talked about. Citizen Donald Geyer, "I don’t need
any water or sewer on mine I got a sewer that is located off of Her-
bert St. So why would I need water and sewer? I don’t need it." Cit-
izen Nicolas Bongers 447 Cedar Circle, "you mentioned that you
don’t want to go back to the original method of 1979 if that was not
viable. Why would that not be viable, it is very, very likely that as
soon as this assessment is over that is exactly to return. They are
going to split that lot back up to make money, and the middle will
likely be split back into 3 to be developed. All of this is going to go
back to the way it was." Attorney Attorney Moran, "for today's pur-
pose we don't know what is going to return. It very well could be
that it never happens. We have to go with what is here and now."
Citizen Nicolas Bongers, "why?" Attorney Moran, "because that is
the law." Citizen Nicolas Bongers, "so if somebody owns 4 lots
turned into 1, they would have 1 assessment?" Attorney Moran, "if
they have 4 lots today, they would get assessed for 4 lots, if they
combine those lots they are going to get assessed for 4 lots. If they
combine those a month from now, they are going to get assessed for
4 lots. If they subdivide seven years from now, they still get as-
sessed for 4 lots. If they never develop it and pass it down to kin it
is still assessable at 4 lots. Another way would be the front footage
method." Citizen Nicolas Bongers, "the front footage method, for
the most part, would be most fair or possibly the sq ft of the indi-
vidual properties." Attorney Moran, "that would be front footage the
law allows by unit or front footage." Mayor Schmidtke asked the
City Attorney if he has seen this with other cities. Attorney Moran
replied, "the preferred method is to do it just as we are doing it by
parcel, we can do it by front footage, there are various cities sur-
rounding us that do it like that. With that being said these are all
rough numbers we don’t have solid numbers." Engineer Femrite,
"until we put together a final assessment roll on how we want to
dole out the pie nothing is finalized this is just the preferred option
and mentioned this is the most widely acceptable plan of splitting
up the assessments." Citizen Jeff Hagel 402 Mill St. North, "my
water now comes in from the South. So, if you are going to run that
water; are you going to hook me up on the Northside?" Administra-
tor Hill asked for clarification on the map being presented where his
property was. Engineer Femrite stated that he had anticipated
putting a water hook-up on the North end of the property. Citizen
Jeff Hagel 402 Mill St. North, "my water comes in from the South
so why would I need one from the North?" Engineer asked Jeff
Hagel if he had any interest accesses water or sewer from Cedar Cir-
cle and Hagel said no, he did not want to access from Cedar Circle.
Councilmember Grobe clarified that this would not be assessable
for water only for the sewer and street portion for 402 Mill St.
North. Citizen David Schwirtz, "my first question is does the City
own the street right now, or is it private?" Administrator Hill stated
that Mariska may have more assessable documentation, but she had
believed that the water line was private during the initial phase, and
then the water line was deemed private and the sewer. I believe they
came to the City to have the street accepted, but, I do not recall if it
was legally accepted or not." Citizen Mariska. "I moved here in 83'
and this was recorded in 79' and it says that the designated plat that
has been named and platted Cedar Glen Addition we dedicate to the
public forever the street as it is shown on the plat. Easements for in-
stallation and maintenance of the utilities and drainage are reserved 



over-under and along the strips that are marked utility easements."
Administrator Hill replied, "I was going to say even if it is not
recorded, we have maintained it for over 7 years so it would be a
public street." Citizen Mariska. "so, when I moved in there I was
told that stretch was not owned by the City in fact that no snowplow
would come in there, and they would turn around there at those cor-
ner lots, and we even, me and my ex-husband put gravel in on that
stretch just to make it usable at that time. Then later we found out
that it was a City Street and the City should be maintaining it. So,
it changed. This whole area has changed a lot since I moved in."
Citizen David Schwirtz, "well I think it was touched on before, you
said stubbing into sewer and water so you don't have to dig the road
up at a later time. So, the 4 lots I own on the North corner there, it
would be stubbed into my lots than if the project went through?"
Administrator Hill responded, "so the project and the way it sits
right now these 3 lots of yours are all slated for a stub in. To my un-
derstanding that you have had some of your lots combined." Citi-
zen David Schwirtz, "your right" Administrator Hill, "so that is part
of what that discussion was." Citizen David Schwirtz, "that was my
original plan anyway to make them two larger lots, but my question
is if someday I go to build in there I wouldn’t have to mess with the
new street if they were stubbed in, or mess with any easements."
Administrator Hill, "right it is just the number of stub ins." Engi-
neer Femrite, "yes, we would like to know as well that is why I
would like to televise." Citizen David Schwirtz, "if this project does
go through on those 4 lots, could I bring sewer in from Herbert
Street on the North side?" Administrator Hill responded, "that
would be a City Council decision." Citizen Mariska, "we have more
questions." Citizen David Schwirtz, "in the past we have dealt with
pretty big frost boils on the road, they have fixed one there are a
couple left. Is that something that will be addressed with this pro-
ject?" City Engineer states, "yes we are going to be building a new
city street there." Citizen Mariska, "right in front of my driveway
when it gets cool out, we get frost boils. It was so bad one year they
dug down about 8ft." City Engineer states again, "yes, we are going
to be building a new city street there which would prevent this from
happening. It cannot be 100% prevented, but it would resolve the
current issue." Citizen David Schwirtz, "if the project goes through
what is the normal period of the assessment?" Administrator Hill
responded, "normally, it is a 10-year period." Citizen Mariska, "can
it be more and the cost?" Administrator Hill stated it would be a
council's decision.  Attorney Moran, "City Council can set the
terms, costs, and interest rates." Citizen Mariska, "everyone in the
Circle can be assessed on an individual basis?" Citizen spoke on be-
half of Donald Geyer, "that is where Donald would be with a fixed
income." The Council agreed that Donald would probably qualify
for some type of deferment. Administrator Hill stated that for Don-
ald’s vacant lot he could apply for a Green Acres Deferment and it
would be up to the council if they felt interest was applicable. Cit-
izen Mariska, "what is the rate of interest right now?" Administra-
tor Hill responded "the City has a 3% interest rate for whatever the
dollar amount is barrowed. So, it is the amount that is Bonded for,
essentially the rate that the City gets." Citizen Mariska, "So what-
ever is on our taxes just multiply that by 3% is that what you are
saying?" Administrator Hill rebutled no, I am saying we charge 3%
interest on your assessment of the project. So, if your assessment is
$10,000, 3% plus the % we are bonded for." Attorney Moran gave
an example if the City has a 1.5% interest rate than the interest on
the assessment would be 4.5%. Citizen David Schwirtz, "in the end
who gets to decided on it?" Unanimous response, Council, along
with any information given by all of you. The Council explained
the importance of the people’s responses and actions and how it
weighs on the decision making process. Mayor Schmidtke said,
"this project with a new road will only increase the value of your
properties." Citizen Mariska, "which will also raise our taxes."
Mayor Schmidtke, "with the chances of that blacktop road could
draw up some new housing, and that is what we need, to make all
of this progress. We still have a lot to go through yet like getting the
televising done" Citizen David Schwirtz, "one last one, we were
kind of looking at the shut offs for the water you have 12 residences
as you have figured and 12 street why do we have double?" Engi-
neer Femrite, "we are talking about curb stop not corp. stop. The
corp. stop goes to the main and there are 2 valves for each service
one is for right at the main and the second is at the property itself.
This is very typical, you cannot just connect a pipe to a main, it ac-
tually has to connect to a small valve. Then there is a shut off that
is out in the field that the city staff can access. One is under the
ground which is a mechanism that connects the service to the
main." Citizen David Schwirtz, "so you need both then?" Council
Member Smith replied, "yes, the first valve is just allowing them to
connect the waterline to the main itself." Citizen David Schwirtz, "I
think it is the last one I have. The storm sewer where were you
going to empty that out into?" Engineer Femrite stated, "that has yet
to be decided. We just anticipated that we need just a little bit of
storm sewer in the center area and to get that to the other side of the
road. Until it is surveyed, I am unsure." Motion by Wollin, Second-
ed by Grobe to table the Public Hearing till next Council Meeting
that will be held on April 5, 2022 at 6:00pm. Motion carried 5-0 2.
Resolution 2022R-009 Ordering Improvements and Directing
Preparation of Final Plans and Specifications. Motion by Smith,
Seconded by McIntyre to table motion 2022R-009 with thee ex-
ception we do want Bolton Menk to follow through with televising
the sewer line and bring back more information. Motion carried 5-
0 

Adjourn
Motion by: Smith, Seconded by: McIntyre to adjourn. Motion

carried 5-0. Meeting adjourned at 6:54 p.m.
Alan Schmidtke, Mayor
Teresa Hill, Administrator-Clerk
(Published in the MN South Lake Region LifeEnterprise, Thurs-
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PUBLIC NOTICE
NOTICE OF HEARING ON PROPOSED ASSESSMENT
Notice is hereby given that the Morristown city council will meet

at 7:00 p.m. on Monday, May 2, 2022, at the Morristown City Hall,
to consider, and possibly adopt, the proposed assessment for the
2022 Street and Utility Improvement Project, which includes im-
provements on the following streets:

• Main Street from west end to Division Street
• 2nd Street SW from Main Street to approximately 100’ north of

Sidney Street
• 2nd Street NW from Main Street to W Franklin Street
• 3rd Street NW from Main Street to W Franklin Street
• 4th Street SW from south end to Main Street
• 4th Street NW from Main Street to W Franklin Street
Improvements include but are not limited to construction of san-

itary sewer spot repair, water main, water main services, storm
sewer, concrete curb and gutter, aggregate base, bituminous surfac-
ing, turf restoration, and miscellaneous items required to complete
the improvements. Adoption by the council of the proposed assess-
ment may occur at the hearing. The area proposed to be assessed for
such improvements includes properties abutting such improve-
ments, and non-abutting properties that benefit from the improve-
ments.

Such assessment is proposed to be payable in equal annual in-
stallments extending over a period of 20 years, the first of the in-
stallments to be payable on or before the first Monday in January
2023, and will bear interest at a rate not to exceed 6.00 percent per
annum after October 31, 2022. To the first installment shall be
added interest on the entire assessment from November 1, 2022,
until December 31, 2023. To each subsequent installment when due
shall be added interest for one year on all unpaid installments.

You may at any time prior to certification of the assessment to the
Rice County Property Tax and Elections Director on November 1,
2022, pay the entire assessment on such property to the office of the
City Clerk. No interest shall be charged if the entire assessment
is paid by October 31, 2022. You may at any time thereafter, pay
to the City Clerk the entire amount of the assessment remaining un-
paid, with interest accrued to December 31 of the year in which
such payment is made. Such payment must be made before Novem-
ber 15 or interest will be charged through December 31 of the suc-
ceeding year. If you decide not to prepay the assessment before the
date given above the rate of interest that will apply is not to exceed
6.00 percent per year. The right to partially prepay the assessment
is available.

The proposed assessment roll is on file for public inspection at
the City Clerk’s office. The total cost of the project is
$2,027,202.00. The total amount of the proposed assessment is
$942,389.44. Written or oral objections will be considered at the
meeting. No appeal may be taken as to the amount of an assessment
unless a written objection signed by the affected property owner is
filed with the City Clerk prior to the assessment hearing or present-
ed to the presiding officer at the hearing. The council may upon
such notice consider any objection to the amount of a proposed in-
dividual assessment at an adjourned meeting upon such further no-
tice to the affected property owners as it deems advisable.

If an assessment is contested or there is an adjourned hearing, the
following procedure will be followed:

1. The city will present its case first by calling witnesses who
may testify by narrative or by examination, and by the introduction
of exhibits. After each witness has testified, the contesting party
will be allowed to ask questions. This procedure will be repeated
with each witness until neither side has further questions.

2. After the city has presented all its evidence, the objector may
call witnesses or present such testimony as the objector desires. The
same procedure for questioning of the city's witnesses will be fol-
lowed with the objector’s witnesses.

3. The objector may be represented by counsel.
4. Minnesota rules of evidence will not be strictly applied; how-

ever, they may be considered and argued to the council as to the
weight of items of evidence or testimony presented to the council.

5. The entire proceedings will be tape-recorded (video-taped).
6. At the close of presentation of evidence, the objector may

make a final presentation to the council based on the evidence and
the law. No new evidence may be presented at this point.

7. The council may adopt the proposed assessment at the hearing.
An owner may appeal an assessment to district court pursuant to

Minn. Stat. § 429.081 by serving notice of the appeal upon the
mayor and city clerk of the city within 30 days after the adoption of
the assessment and filing such notice with the district court within
ten days after service upon the mayor or clerk.

Under Minn. Stat. §§ 435.193 to 435.195, the council may, in its
discretion, defer the payment of this special assessment for any
homestead property owned by a person 65 years of age or older for
whom it would be a hardship to make the payments. When defer-
ment of the special assessment has been granted and is terminated
for any reason provided in that law, all amounts accumulated plus
applicable interest become due. Any assessed property owner meet-
ing the requirements of this law and the policy adopted under it
may, within 30 days of the confirmation of the assessment, apply to
the City Clerk for the prescribed form for such deferral of payment
of this special assessment on their property.

Lisa Duban, City Clerk/Treasurer
(Published in the MN South Lake Region LifeEnterprise, Thurs-
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PUBLIC NOTICE
WATERVILLE PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

April 26, 2022 - 7:00 P.M.
There will be a Public Hearing of the Waterville Planning and

Zoning Commission on Tuesday, April 26, 2022 at 7:00 p.m. in the
City of Waterville Council Chambers to hear the request of Henry
Van Houdt, 204 Hwy 13 North, Waterville MN for a Conditional
Use to allow for the expansion of a conditional use  to construction
of a 60’X40’ workshop/storage facility. City Zoning Code allows
for a 1200 square foot garage/accessory in an R1 Zoning District
that is similar in appearance to the primary structure it also allows
for expansion of a nonconforming conditional use by the granting
of an additional conditional use permit.

Property description as follows: Parcel ID: 24.603.0020 
Legal Description: OUTLOT 3 & 4 SNOWS ADDN 3.24 AC

PART OF OUTLOTS & OF SE 1/4 OF SE 1/4 OF SEC 22, BEG
660 FT W & 853.18 FT N OF SE COR OF SEC, TH N TO S LINE
OF HWY#13, TH SW'LY ALONG SW R/W TO TH#13 TO INT
WITH N LINE OF OL3, TH E 172.87 FT, SW 93.1 FT, SW 121 FT,
NW 102.32 FT, NW 108 FT, W 59.08 FT TO BEG

Teresa Hill, Administrator-Clerk
Dated: April 11, 2022
(Published in the MN South Lake Region LifeEnterprise, Thurs-
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PUBLIC NOTICE
WATERVILLE PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

April 26, 2022 - 7:00 P.M.
There will be a Continuation Hearing of the Waterville Planning

and Zoning Commission on Tuesday, April 26, 2022 at 7:00 p.m. in
the City of Waterville Council Chambers to hear the request of Karl
& Melissa Schumacher, 459 Kanne Cartway, Waterville MN for a
Conditional Use to allow for the Construction of a 71’X40’ Metal
sided building to operate a Kennel/Boarding, Doggy Daycare and
Animal Grooming facility.  City Zoning Code allows for 2 Acces-
sory Structures over 1200 Square feet, construction of an Accesso-
ry Structure must be similar in appearance to the primary structure
and does not allow for Kennel/Boarding, Doggy Dare Care or Ani-
mal Grooming facility as a permitted use within a Residential Medi-
um Density District.

Property description as follows: Parcel ID 24.027.5600 
Legal Description: Sect-27 Twp-109 Range-023 5.21 AC THAT

PART OF S 1/2 OF SW 1/4 OF SE 1/4 COMM AT S 1/4 COR,TH
N ALONG W LINE OF SAID S 1/2 OF SW 1/4 OF SE 1/4 300.31
FT TO POB, TH E 418.61 FT, NE 221.23 FT TO SW COR OF
KANNE CARTWAY ADN, TH N 344.31 FT TO N LINE OF SAID
S1/2,TH W ALONG SAID N LINE 626.48 FT, TH S 361.57 FT TO
BEG

Teresa Hill, Administrator-Clerk
Dated: April 11, 2022
(Published in the MN South Lake Region LifeEnterprise, Thurs-
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