








a few years and said they could meet and reevaluate. Being there were no more questions, Tschida said he
had the following market adjustments on properties for citizens that came to his office ahead of today’s
meeting:

Nicholas Neuman parcel #23-0567-000, $260,800 to $215,100. It was moved by Maanum,
seconded by Schreck and carried unanimously to approve this reduction in market value.

Aleshia Camp parcel #23-0833-000, $76,400 to $64,000. It was moved by Schreck, seconded by
Maanum and carried unanimously to approve this reduction in market value.

Shirley Foster parcel #23-1130-451, $184,000 to $175,300, It was moved by Enderson, seconded
by Schreck and carried unanimously to approve this reduction in market value.

Charles & Jewel Schlagel parcel #23-1130-450, $184,100 to $175,300. It was moved by
Maanum, seconded by Schreck and carried unanimously to approve this reduction in market value.

Patty Madden parcel #23-0881-000, $103,800 to 97,300. It was moved by Enderson, seconded by
Schreck and carried unanimously to approve this reduction in market value.

Tyler Enderson parcel #23-1333-000, $148,200 to $110,000. 1t was moved by Maanum, seconded
by Schreck and the following vote was taken: AYES: Schreck, Evenson, Maanum. NAYS: none.
ABSTAIN: Enderson. The motion carried unanimously to approve this reduction in market value.

It was moved by Schreck, seconded by Enderson and carried unanimously to close the Public
Hearing at 6:42 p.m.

Next was a Variance Application from Triple ] Homes LLC. Owner Joey Pelzer is requesting to
build a duplex on the small odd shaped lot at 101 — 19" St. S. There was a small home there many years
ago that burned down. Harris said the ordinance requires a lot of 10,800 sq feet. This lot with the small
one bedroom duplex does not meet this requirement. Harris went on to say he feels the intent of the
ordinance says anything less than 60% of that 10,800 requirement is not eligible for a variance or building
permit, which pertains to this variance. Evenson presented the Planning Commission’s findings as
follows:

The Planning Commission listed the following findings:

1. Reasonableness: The Commission determined the building of the units is a reasonable request.
Uniqueness: The Commission feels the landowner’s problem is due to circumstances unique to
the shape of the property in it’s odd size.

3. Essential Character: The Commission feels the essential character of the neighborhood will not be
changed by the proposed build.

Kowal added that the proposed action will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent
property, increase the danger of fire, endanger the public safety, unreasonably increase the congestion in
the public streets, unreasonably diminish or impair established property values within the neighborhood,
or in any way be contrary to the intent of the code. Evenson said the Planning Commission recommended
approval of the Variance Application at their meeting today. Enderson said he feels approval will
contribute to increased tax revenues on this lot and add housing to the City. After further discussion, it

was moved by Enderson, seconded by Maanum and carried unanimously to approve Variance Application
#04-24.



Next Evenson presented a proposal for providing mentoring/advising services for City Manager
Kyle Harris. He said at the League of Minnesota Cities (LMC) meeting a month ago, he spoke with Liza
Donnabauer from David Drown as well as LMC staff that recommended a mentoring program with Bart
Fisher from David Drown. Evenson went on to outline some of the benefits for new city managers and
said the annual cost of this program is $5,000. Evenson said Harris’s first session is scheduled for May
2024. Maanum asked where in the budget this expense will come from. Harris said the administrative
training budget for the year is $4,000, and so there is not enough in that budget line item, and he isn’t sure
where the balance will come from. Enderson also asked where is the equity for the rest of the staff’s
training. Evenson said he feels this program will help Harris to grow into his city government roll and it
will benefit the City and staff as well as the public. Enderson expressed concern this program just came
up to Council today, and Evenson received the proposal in March. Evenson said Harris is comfortable
with the idea of a mentoring program. Enderson expressed concern about David Drown being the
company that conducted our City Manager search is the same company that will be doing the mentoring.
Schreck said Harris is coming up on his one year review, and suggested that this review be conducted,
then Council could consider a mentoring program after the review. It was then moved by Enderson,
seconded by Maanum and carried unanimously to table the David Drown mentoring program proposal
until the next meeting.

Harris said City Council approved bituminous bids for the 2024 season at their last meeting with
the 17" St. S. portion removed from the projects. The Golf Club agreed to take any extra materials we
may have from our projects. They have recently contacted us and said they are no longer interested in
taking that extra bituminous. He went on to say he, Public Works Director Nelson and Kevin Thompson
from the Street Department looked at Idaho Avenue just south of the Courthouse which is in bad shape.
The storm water under the street is in good shape. Staff plans to camera the sewer in that portion of the
street to check the condition, but they don’t feel there are any issues there. Harris said he contacted
Ferguson Asphalt Paving, the company we awarded our bituminous quote to, and they said to pave Idaho
Avenue it will take an additional 70 tons, and cost an additional $5,460.00 from the original bid. Schreck
said he preferred to have the camera work done on the sewer under Idaho before making a decision on the
project. It was moved by Schreck to camera the sewer, then bring back the information to the next
Council meeting. It was seconded by Enderson and the motion carried unanimously.

A motion was made by Schreck, seconded by Maanum and carried unanimously to approve the
Arbor Day Proclamation for April 26, 2024, and to declare May 2024 Arbor Month.

It was moved by Schreck, seconded by Maanum and carried unanimously to approve the bills and
warrants in the amount of $654,410.71.

There being no further business to come before the Council a motion was made by Enderson,
seconded by Maanum and carried unanimously to adjourn the Council meeting at 7:17 p.m.

Mayor

City Clerk



EDA MEETING
MARCH 18, 2024
12:00 P.M.

Members Present: Dan Enderson, Rob Wolfington, Jack Evenson, Pat Hawley and City Manager Kyle
Harris.

Members Absent: Rick Horecka, Dave Martin & Jon Buyck.

Also Present: CEDA Representatives Hillary Tweed, Laura Mitteness, City Clerk Val Alsaker, Assistant
City Attorney Stephen Kowal & Reed Anfinson.

Chairman Evenson called the meeting to order at 12:03 p.m.

It was moved by Hawley, seconded by Enderson and carried unanimously to approve the minutes of the
February 12, 2024 EDA Minutes.

Update on the Small Cities Development Program (SCDP)

Tweed gave an update on the status of the Small Cities Grants as follows: out of 20 owner-occupied
projects, 3 are pending, 8 have a proceed to work and 9 are complete. Out of 10 Commercial, 3 projects
are pending, 1 is a proceed to work, and 4 are complete, and 2 additional projects are needed to meet the
program goals.

Discussion on the EDA Enabling Resolution and Consideration to Update

Tweed said member Wolfington asked to review the purpose of the EDA. Wolfington reviewed the
history of the EDA being created in 1990 per City Council public hearing and an enabling resolution. In
1993, this resolution was modified to change the number on the board members from 5 to 7 members, of
them, two board members were to be City Councilmembers, and their only authority is to make loans out
of the revolving loan fund up to $100,00 without Council approval. Wolfington would like to revisit the
EDA authority, and update the enabling resolution to give the EDA taxing authority. This would create a
taxing district, which would allow the City to, for example, build a City Hall without going to
referendum. The City could then lease the building from the EDA. Wolfington went on to say this could
be a tool to be used for several things such as housing, buy & sell land, and would be authorized to issue
revenue bonds. He went on to say in the past, TIF was used on many projects. The excess funds after the
TIF was paid back went to street project funding for several years. He then referenced the Minnesota
Economic Development Authority Handbook updated in 2024. He said at the very least, we should look
at amending the resolutions to reflect what we are currently doing. He said we are currently working like
a Commission, not an Authority. Enderson said he is in favor of reviewing the Handbook and our
resolutions. Tweed said she will email the Handbook out to the board members.

Housing Incentive — Residential Rebate Program — City Attorney Opinion

Assistant City Attorney Kowal presented a memorandum on his legal analysis of the program. He said
there is no legal rule on residential rebate programs. He said other communities have been implementing
this program. After reviewing City Ordinances, he sees no reason we cannot do this. The EDA can do the
leg work on the program and recommend their findings to City Council. There was discussion if this
program serves a public purpose or only benefitting private individuals. Wolfington asked to see a draft of
the program. Tweed said there have been several drafts, but she has been asked to leave them off the
agenda. Harris said he asked to leave the drafts off the agenda because he isn’t sure how the City will
fund the program. He went on to say raising the levee to benefit someone building a house most likely



won’t be a popular choice. Currently we would have to take funds out of the General fund reserves. He
said he would like to see this plan start next year, as it isn’t in the budget this year. Tax abatement was
discussed, but the County, City and School District would all have to agree to abate the taxes, and
typically the school doesn’t participate. Wolfington suggested a policy outlining the program, and we will
need findings for the program. Kowal said this doesn’t require an ordinance. It was stated the Cottage
Square subdivision has TIF and it is already a large benefit as a housing incentive. Tweed said some
communities rebate anywhere from 3-8.5% of the value of the house.

Loan Profile
The loan profile was reviewed with no noted changes.

There being no other business, it was moved by Enderson, seconded by Hawley and carried unanimously
to adjourn the meeting at 1:04 p.m.

Chairman

EDA Secretary



Charter

COMMUNICOATIONS

April 22, 2024 Delivery via Email Please Reply “Received”
Ms. Lisa Kent

City of Benson

1410 Kansas Avenue

Benson, MN 56215-1718

RE: Univision and TUDN

Dear Ms. Kent:

This letter will serve as notice that on or after April 15, 2024, Spectrum Mid-America, LLC {“Spectrum”), will expand
carriage of Univision to Spectrum TV Select and Spectrum TV Select Signature on channel 875HD on the Benson,
MN channel line-up serving your community.

Additionally, on or around June 3, 2024 Spectrum will launch carriage of TUDN (Sports Channel) to Spectrum Select
Plus and Spectrum Sports View (SPP3) on channels 246 and 878HD on the Benson, MN channel line-up,

If you have any questions about this change, please feel free to contact me at (952) 367-4263 or via email at
david.larson@charter.com.

Sincerely,

David Larson
Director, State Government Affairs Minnesota
Charter Government Affairs

16900 Cedar Avenue Rosemount, MN 55068  0:(952) 367-4263  david.larson@charter.com



Charte

CTOMMUNICATIONS

April 9, 2024 Delivery via Email Please Reply “Received”
Ms. Lisa Kent

City of Benson

1410 Kansas Avenue

Benson, MN 56215-1718

RE: UPtv

Dear Ms. Kent:

This letter will serve as notice that on or around May 20, 2024, Spectrum Mid-America, LLC (“Spectrum”), will
launch UPtv to Spectrum Select and TV Select Signature on channels 141 and 710HD on the Benson, MN channel
line-up serving your community.

If you have any questions about this change, please feel free to contact me at (952) 367-4263 or via email at
david.larson@charter.com.

Sincerely,

Dl

David Larson
Director, State Government Affairs Minnesota
Charter Government Affairs

16900 Cedar Avenue Rosemount, MN 55068  0:(952) 367-4263  david.larson@charter.com



Assessor Office
PO Box 207

Benson MN 56215

320-842-5891

STATEMENT

April 23, 2024

BILL TO Val Alsaker
City of Benson
1410 Kansas Ave
Benson, MN 56215
DATE DESCRIPTION Total Assessments AMOUNT
4/23/24| 2024 Assessments 1729 § 23,086.00
a7 :
O 41550.3/0
5 \zg tj/’
N
1-30 DAYS 31-60 DAYS 61-90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS
CURRENT PAST DUE PAST DUE PAST DUE PAST DUE AMOUNT DUE
$23,086.00 $23,086.00

Make all checks payable to Swift County Assessor






Memeorandum of Information

To: City Council
From: Kyle Harris, City Manager
Date: May 6, 2024

Subject: Assets to be Auctioned

Mr. Mayor and Members of Council,

It was recently brought to my attention that there are three (3) air compressors, a water heater,
and few other miscellaneous items being held by the City that are not being used. These items
were originally for use in the Fibrominn Power Plant, but have not been used since its closure.

I have inquired with our Public Works Department and there is no need for these items. While
the water heater may have been a good fit for use at the Benson Aquatics Center, it is electric,
not gas. Therefore, I am asking permission to send these items to auction while there is some
value left in them.

I have attached pictures for your convenience. If you have any questions, please feel free to
contact me.

I appreciate your consideration.

Respectfully,
Kyle









Sent from my iPhone



04/30/2024

From: Chief lan D. Hodge

To: Benson Mayor and City Council

Subject: Unmanned Ariel Vehicle (UAV) Program.

Funding Source: Federal, Private and Local Grant Dollars.

The Benson Police Department finds that like other agencies in our area it would
be beneficial to both the Police Department and the city of Benson to develop a
UAV program. The method by which this program is initiated is laid out by MN
State Statute 626.19 Subd. 9.

1. The L.E. agency must provide an opportunity for public comment before it
purchases or uses a UAV. This can be accomplished at a minimum by email
or mail to the Benson Police Department.

2. Prior to an operation of a UAV, the Chief Officer of every state and local law
enforcement agency that uses or proposes the use of a UAV must establish
and enforce a written policy governing its use, including its request for use
from government agencies.

3. The agency’s policy must be posted on the agency’s website if the agency
has such.

4. The governing body with jurisdiction over the budget of a local L.E. agency

must provide an opportunity for public comment at a regularly scheduled
meeting.

I am requesting that the Benson mayor and city council approve the Benson
Police Department to take the next step toward a UAV program and provide time
for public comment at the city council meeting scheduled for the evening of
05/20/2024. Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

Respectfully:
Chief lan D. Hodge

Please find attached UAV model policy.



Benson Police Department
Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Policy

Adopted TBD By Chief Ian D. Hodge

Purpose: The purpose of this policy is to govern the use of Unmanned Aerial
Vehicles (UAV), provide guidelines for the storage of UAV obtained data and its
dissemination.

Policy/Scope: A UAV may be utilized by the Benson Police Department in the
event that aerial observation would be the preferred method of obtaining imagery
data of a particular event or area. This collection shall be completed within the
statutory laws governing UAV operation in the state of MN while ensuring the
utmost regard for privacy of those not under investigation.

UAV Remote Pilot in Command: No officer may operate a BPD owned UAV
without proper certification from the FAA and in compliance with MN state, and
federal statute governing UAV operation.

The Benson Chief of Police

The Benson Police Department adopts MN State Statute 626.19 as its policy in the
operation of its Unmanned Aerial Vehicle program (UAV).

626.19 USE OF UNMANNED AERIAL VEHICLES.
Subdivision 1.Application; definitions.

(a) This section applies to unmanned aerial vehicle data collected, created, or
maintained by a law enforcement agency and to law enforcement agencies that maintain, use
or plan to use an unmanned aerial vehicle in investigations, training, or in response to
emergencies, incidents, and requests for service. Unmanned aerial vehicle data collected,
created, or maintained by a government entity is classified under chapter 13.
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(b) For purposes of this section, the following terms have the meanings given:

(1) "government entity" has the meaning given in section 13.02. subdivision 7a, except
that it does not include a law enforcement agency;

(2) "law enforcement agency" has the meaning given in section 626.84. subdivision 1;




(3) "unmanned aerial vehicle" or "UAV" means an aircraft that is operated without the
possibility of direct human intervention from within or on the aircraft; and specifies the
reason for the request and proposed period of use.

(4) "terrorist attack" means a crime that furthers terrorism as defined in section 609.714,
subdivision 1.

Subd. 2.Use of unmanned aerial vehicles limited.

Except as provided in subdivision 3, a law enforcement agency must not use a UAV
without a search warrant issued under this chapter.

Subd. 3.Authorized use.

A law enforcement agency may use a UAV:

(1) during or in the aftermath of an emergency situation that involves the risk of death or
bodily harm to a person;

(2) over a public event where there is a heightened risk to the safety of participants or
bystanders;

(3) to counter the risk of a terrorist attack by a specific individual or organization if the
agency determines that credible intelligence indicates a risk;

(4) to prevent the loss of life and property in natural or man-made disasters and to
facilitate operational planning, rescue, and recovery operations in the aftermath of these
disasters;

(5) to conduct a threat assessment in anticipation of a specific event;

(6) to collect information from a public area if there is reasonable suspicion of criminal
activity;

(7) to collect information for crash reconstruction purposes after a serious or deadly
collision occurring on a public road;

(8) over a public area for officer training or public relations purposes; and

(9) for purposes unrelated to law enforcement at the request of a government entity
provided that the government entity makes the request in writing to the law enforcement
agency and specifies the reason for the request and proposed period of use.

Subd. 4 Limitations on use.

(a) A law enforcement agency using a UAV must comply with all Federal Aviation
Administration requirements and guidelines.

(b) A law enforcement agency must not deploy a UAV with facial recognition or other
biometric-matching technology unless expressly authorized by a warrant.

(¢) A law enforcement agency must not equip a UAV with weapons.



(d) A law enforcement agency must not use a UAV to collect data on public protests or
demonstrations unless expressly authorized by a warrant or an exception applies under
subdivision 3.

Subd. 5.Documentation required.

A law enforcement agency must document each use of a UAV, connect each
deployment to a unique case number, provide a factual basis for the use of a UAV, and
identify the applicable exception under subdivision 3 unless a warrant was obtained.

Subd. 6.Data classification; retention.

(a) Data collected by a UAV are private data on individuals or nonpublic data, subject to
the following:

(1) if the individual requests a copy of the recording, data on other individuals who do
not consent to its release must be redacted from the copy;

(2) UAV data may be disclosed as necessary in an emergency situation under
subdivision 3, clause (1);

(3) UAV data may be disclosed to the government entity making a request for UAV use
under subdivision 3, clause (9);

(4) UAV data that are criminal investigative data are governed by section 13.82.
subdivision 7; and

(5) UAV data that are not public data under other provisions of chapter 13 retain that
classification.

(b) Section 13.04. subdivision 2, does not apply to data collected by a UAV.

(¢) Notwithstanding section 138.17, a law enforcement agency must delete data

collected by a UAV as soon as possible, and in no event later than seven days after collection
unless the data is part of an active criminal investigation.

Subd. 7.Evidence.

Information obtained or collected by a law enforcement agency in violation of this
section is not admissible as evidence in a criminal, administrative, or civil proceeding against
the data subject.

Subd. 8.Remedies.

In addition to any other remedies provided by law, including remedies available under
chapter 13, an aggrieved party may bring a civil action against a law enforcement agency to
prevent or remedy a violation of this section.

Subd. 9.Public comment.



A law enforcement agency must provide an opportunity for public comment before it
purchases or uses a UAV. At a minimum, the agency must accept public comments
submitted electronically or by mail. The governing body with jurisdiction over the budget of
a local law enforcement agency must provide an opportunity for public comment at a
regularly scheduled meeting.

Subd. 10.Written policies and procedures required.

Prior to the operation of a UAV, the chief officer of every state and local law
enforcement agency that uses or proposes to use a UAV must establish and enforce a written
policy governing its use, including requests for use from government entities. In developing
and adopting the policy, the law enforcement agency must provide for public comment and
input as described in subdivision 9. The written policy must be posted on the agency's
website, if the agency has a website.

Subd. 11.Notice; disclosure of warrant,

(a) Within a reasonable time but not later than 90 days after the court unseals a warrant
under this subdivision, the issuing or denying judge shall cause to be served on the persons
named in the warrant and the application an inventory that shall include notice of:

(1) the issuance of the warrant or application;

(2) the date of issuance and the period of authorized, approved, or disapproved
collection of information, or the denial of the application; and

(3) whether information was or was not collected during the period.
(b) A warrant authorizing collection of information with a UAV must direct that:

(1) the warrant be sealed for a period of 90 days or until the objective of the warrant has
been accomplished, whichever is shorter; and

(2) the warrant be filed with the court administrator within ten days of the expiration of
the warrant.

(¢) The prosecutor may request that the warrant, supporting affidavits, and any order
granting the request not be filed. An order must be issued granting the request in whole or in
part if, from affidavits, sworn testimony, or other evidence, the court finds reasonable
grounds exist to believe that filing the warrant may cause the search or a related search to be
unsuccessful, create a substantial risk of injury to an innocent person, or severely hamper an
ongoing investigation.

(d) The warrant must direct that, following the commencement of any criminal
proceeding using evidence obtained in or as a result of the search, the supporting application
or affidavit must be filed either immediately or at any other time as the court directs. Until
the filing, the documents and materials ordered withheld from filing must be retained by the
judge or the judge's designee.

Subd. 12.Reporting.



(a) By January 15 of each year, each law enforcement agency that maintains or uses a
UAV shall report to the commissioner of public safety the following information for the
preceding calendar year:

(1) the number of times a UAV was deployed without a search warrant issued under this
chapter, identifying the date of deployment and the authorized use of the UAV under
subdivision 3; and

(2) the total cost of the agency's UAV program.

(b) By June 15 of each year, the commissioner of public safety shall compile the reports
submitted to the commissioner under paragraph (a), organize the reports by law enforcement
agency, submit the compiled report to the chairs and ranking minority members of the senate
and house of representatives committees having jurisdiction over data practices and public
safety, and make the compiled report public on the department's website.

(¢) By January 15 of each year, a judge who has issued or denied approval of a warrant
under this section that expired during the preceding year shall report to the state court
administrator:

(1) that a warrant or extension was applied for;
(2) the type of warrant or extension applied for;
(3) whether the warrant or extension was granted as applied for, modified, or denied;

(4) the period of UAV use authorized by the warrant and the number and duration of
any extensions of the warrant;

(5) the offense specified in the warrant or application or extension of a warrant; and

(6) the identity of the law enforcement agency making the application and the person
authorizing the application.

(d) By June 15 of each year, the state court administrator shall submit to the chairs and
ranking minority members of the senate and house of representatives committees or divisions
having jurisdiction over data practices and public safety and post on the supreme court's
website a full and complete report concerning the number of applications for warrants
authorizing or approving use of UA Vs or disclosure of information from the use of UAVs
under this section and the number of warrants and extensions granted or denied under this
section during the preceding calendar year. The report must include a summary and analysis
of the data required to be filed with the state court administrator under paragraph (¢).

History:

2020c82s 5

NOTE: This section, as added by Laws 2020, chapter 82, section 5, is effective August
1, 2020, provided that the chief law enforcement officers adopt the written policy required

under subdivision 10 no later than F ebruary 15, 2021. Laws 2020, chapter 82, section 5, the
effective date.


















Memorandum of Information

To: City Council
From: Kyle Harris, City Manager
Date: May 6, 2024

Subject: Worthington and Enterprise Engines

Mr. Mayor and Members of Council,

I would like to bring to your attention that the City of Benson is currently in possession of two
generators that we do not use. Both engines are of designs used in World War II Naval vessels
and would be extremely costly to modernize to meet current emission standards. Furthermore, a
single one of our Caterpillar engines can generate as much electricity as these two engines
combines.

That said, working with our Public Works Director and our electric crew, I am requesting
Council’s permission to offload both engines and ancillary equipment. These generators take up
valuable space that could be utilized for additional generation in the future, or for the time being,
storage for City equipment and materials.

The ideal situation would be to find an entity willing to pay a percentage of scrap value for each
unit. However, the City should be open to other offers as well, with as little cost to the City as
possible. Additionally, the company that receives the generators shall be required to be bonded
and insured, qualified and capable to remove the engines, and meet other criteria set by the City.

Again, these unit are not used, nor are they currently ready to operate. The radiators were
removed and the coolant reservoir filled when the fuel tanks was replaced. The two units take up
valuable real-estate that would be better suited for other uses. By working to remove these
generators now, we can set ourselves up to be in a better position in the future. For your
convenience, I have included pictures of both engines, some outdated switchgear, and a
Caterpillar engine for size comparison.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.
I appreciate your consideration.

Respectfully,
Kyle




































