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February 24, 2015 – Area Fire Service Association Annual Meeting 

 

The Area Fire Service Association Meeting was called to order at 8:13pm by Mayor Rodney Atkinson with 

councilmembers Mike Eveslage, Ken Goebel, and Ben Ettle. 

 

Staff in attendance: Mason Schirmer Clerk-Treasurer, Fire Chief Dean Jungles, Assistant Chiefs Natascha 

Hennen and Jason Hoppe.  

 

Members in attendance: 

City of St. Anthony (Jim Kremers)   Millwood Township (Clara Michaels, Joe 

City of St. Rosa (John Arnzen)   Wiechmann, Brad Herkenhoff, Carl  

Krain Township (Jeff Goebel, Arnie Blommel) Toenyan, Lawrence Middendorf) 

Oak Township (Bob Timp, Pete Welle) City of Freeport (Rodney Atkinson, Mike Eveslage, 

Ken Goebel, Ben Ettle) 

 

Bob Timp (Oak Township) moved and Arnie Blommel (Krain Township) seconded a motion to approve 

Budget Amendment #29. Motion carried unanimously. 

 

Lawrence Middendorf (Millwood Township) found an error in the agenda packet regarding how much the 

townships have paid for fire service in previous years. Schirmer began reviewing while meeting continued. 

 

Rodney Atkinson (City of Freeport) presented an alternative vehicle replacement fund schedule. Members 

discussed if the department would be purchasing new or used vehicles and how to keep costs low. Jungles 

said the department is open to purchasing used vehicles, so long as they fit in the building. N. Hennen said 

the department looks at vehicle specifics to ensure it fits the needs of the department; such as where pumper 

connections are located and how firefighter safety is affected (especially when responding to calls on the 

interstate). N. Hennen said the department tries to purchase vehicles 5-years old or newer. Jungles said 

firefighters do their best to repair trucks at minimal cost; however, parts are often no longer available so 

ingenuity is often used to help resolve the issue. 

 

Schimer said an error occurred with the 2014 member billing. Schirmer said he will research and get an 

answer to members as soon as possible. 

 

Bob Timp (Oak Township) moved and Jeff Goebel (Krain Township) seconded a motion to approve the 

2016 Expenditure Budget of $95,851. Motion carried unanimously. 

 

Joe Wiechmann (Millwood Township) asked if other communities fund vehicle replacement the same as 

Freeport. Hennen said each Fire service is managed differently. 

 



 

            Page 2 of 2 

 

 

Rodney Atkinson (City of Freeport) moved and Lawrence Middendorf (Millwood Township) seconded a 

motion to allocate $1,194 for Building and Equipment Replacement and $49,762 (determined using 

Atkinson’s spreadsheet) for Vehicle Replacement in 2016. Motion carried unanimously. 

 

Rodney Atkinson (City of Freeport) moved and Bob Timp (Oak Township) seconded a motion to approve 

2016 Revenue Budget of $146,807. Motion approved unanimously. 

 

Lawrence Middendorf (Millwood Township) moved and Jeff Goebel (Krain Township) seconded a motion 

to adjourn the Area Fire Service Association meeting. Motion carried unanimously.  

Meeting adjourned at 9:47pm. 

 

              

Rodney Atkinson, Mayor     Clerk-Treasurer 
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Mason Schirmer

From: Smith, Chris <CSmith@lmc.org>
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 3:49 PM
To: 'Mason Schirmer'
Subject: RE: Park Agreement

Mason, 
 
I don’t see any problems with the Lease Agreement, whereby the church is leasing land to the city to be used as a park. 
 
Since the city is responsible for the upkeep of the park, it makes sense for the city to have liability insurance and to 
agree to defend and indemnify the church for any claims.  As you note, it enables the church to shift liability to the 
city.  However, that seems like a fair exchange for the city gaining a park. 
 
I should also note that the city has park and recreation immunity for most injury claims that would arise from the use of 
the park.  So as a practical matter, I do not see a big liability risk to the city. 
 
Under Section 19, the city could terminate this agreement after 10 years of the commencement date, by giving a two‐
year notice of the city’s intent to the church. 
 
I do have some concerns about the Snow Removal Agreement.  Every contract has to have “consideration” to be 
legal.  In other words, the city has to get something of value for agreeing to plow the church’s parking lot.  I don’t see 
any benefit to the city, unless the church’s parking lot is also be used for city parking. 
 
Moreover, it is likely an illegal expenditure.  No matter how much the city wants to be a good neighbor, there needs to 
be a “public purpose” for the expenditure of city funds.  The city cannot volunteer to plow the snow of a private 
party.  The city needs to get some benefit in return.  Usually, the benefit is compensation but it can take other forms. 
 
From the church’s perspective, I would be reluctant to take on the city’s liability, where the church has no control over 
the parking lot.  But since the church is getting the service for free, I can see how it might agree to accept liability.  That 
acceptance of liability, however, does not create consideration.   
 
The point seems moot since the snow removal agreement is no longer in existence.  But if I were the city, I would 
require church to provide general liability and automobile liability insurance of at least $1,000,000 per occurrence, with 
the city named as an additional insured on the church’s general liability policy. 
 
If in fact the church agreed to maintain the park in exchange for the city plowing the church’s parking lot, that would be 
consideration and would justify the city plowing the parking lot.  But it sounds like that has not happened.  Moreover, it 
is not in the agreement.  When a written agreement is in place, a court will look at the four corners of the agreement.  If 
it is not in the agreement, any alleged verbal agreement does not exist. 
 
If you need additional information, please let me know. 
 
Chris 
 
Christopher Smith | Risk Management Attorney 
Tel: (651) 281-1269 | Fax: (651) 281-1296 
csmith@lmc.org | www.lmc.org 
League of Minnesota Cities 
145 University Ave. West | St. Paul, MN 55103 
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From: Mason Schirmer [mailto:mason@freeportmn.org]  
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 9:40 AM 
To: Smith, Chris 
Subject: Park Agreement 
 
Good Morning Chris, 
 
Please see the attached PDFs for agreements the City of Freeport entered into with Sacred Heart Parish. These contracts 
were entered into before I began working for the city; however, the following seems to be what happened: 
 
Park Lease Background 
The parish playground (located adjacent to the parish school) was in need of a new playground; to save money the 
parish asked the city to make the park a “city” park and put new playground equipment on it (so the taxpayers of the 
city pay for the equipment rather than the parish). The parish also likely saw it as an opportunity to save money on 
insurance by shifting liability to the city. I’ve been told that the City Clerk’s wife was the parish’s chairperson on this 
endeavor (just an FYI). 
 
Snow Removal Agreement 
This past September, the city council terminated the snow removal agreement. The following month, the parish 
appealed the city decision and the city overturned their previous decision; however, the city council informed the parish 
that the contract would be reviewed in spring. According to a parish Trustee, there was a verbal agreement that the 
parish would maintain the park in‐exchange for snow removal (this statement seems misleading since the city mows the 
park grass throughout summer). 
 
I mentioned these Agreements to Joe Ingebrand when he was vising during our recent Loss Control Meeting; I expressed 
my concern that the city has unnecessary liability with these agreements. Joe advised me to send them to you for your 
opinion. Thank you for your time, I look forward to hearing back from you. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mason Schirmer, MS, M3C 
Clerk‐Treasurer 
(320) 836‐2112 
mason@freeportmn.org 
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Memo 
From:  Adrianna Hennen, Acting Clerk-Treasurer 

To:  Freeport City Council 

Date:  April 20, 2015 

Re:  Street Lights 

Dan Roering expressed that he would like to come to the meeting to discuss options with council about the 
lights on Main Street. With that being said, Dan will be at the meeting and when that item comes up on the 
agenda he will be there to discuss with all of you and to answer any questions.  
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Memo 
From:  Adrianna Hennen, Acting Clerk-Treasurer 

To:  Freeport City Council 

Date:  April 20, 2015   

Re:  Lawn bagger and thatcher purchase 

Attached you will find the offer that was presented to you last month regarding the purchase of a lawn 
bagger and thatcher that Jon would like council to consider.  You can make a motion to either accept the 
purchase, or take no action at all (i.e. don’t make a motion to deny the purchase of the thatcher, making 
motions in the negative isn’t suggested). 
 
Please ask any questions you have for Jon before the meeting, as he will not be able to attend.  
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Memo 
From:  Adrianna Hennen, Acting Clerk-Treasurer 

To:  Freeport City Council 

Date:  April 22, 2015 

Re:  Industrial Street Lights 

For the April meeting, this item will only be an update, as Xcel is working on gathering information on what 
would all be needed to add street lights to the 7th St SW and 4th Ave SW area. I will be presenting you with 
their information at the May meeting.  
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Memo 
From:  Adrianna Hennen, Acting Clerk-Treasurer 

To:  Freeport City Council 

Date:  April 22, 2015 

Re:  Sheldon Peterson Nuisance  

Attached is an email I received from Matthew Loven, the attorney who has been working on this case. Since 
things seem to be put into motion it sounds as if the end is near. With that being said, I recommend waiting 
until the May meeting. If nothing has advanced by then, that is when council should make a decision to 
either: 1) continue the process with Rinke-Noonan; 2) Take a different course of action; 3) Cease all 
prosecution against Sheldon Peterson.  
 
The City has paid at least $946.60 (to Rinke-Noonan) on the prosecution of Sheldon Peterson’s property so 
far.  
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