
 

                                                CITY COUNCIL MEETING                              

       October 20, 2026                                       CITY OF WINDOM, MN            
                    City Council Chamber                         444 Ninth Street, P. O. Box 38 

                                                                                   6:30 p.m.                                                Windom, MN 56101 
 

                                                                                                                                Phone:  507-831-6129   
                                                                                AGENDA                                              Fax:       507-831-6127 
                          www.windom-mn.com 
Call to Order 
Pledge of Allegiance 
 

1. Consent Agenda 
• Minutes 

• City Council Minutes – October 6 
• City Council Minutes (Special Meeting) – October 13, 2026  
• Housing and Redevelopment Authority – October 14, 2026 
• Library Board – October 13, 2026 
• Planning Commission – October 13, 2026 
• Telecom Commission – September 21, 2026 

• Exempt Gambling Permit – Windom Area Health Foundation – February 27, 2026 
• Exempt Gambling Permit – Windom Youth Hockey Association – December 9, 2026 
• Regular Bills 

 
2. Department Heads 

 
3. Resolution – Abatement of a Hazardous Property – 1048 Drake Avenue 

 
4. Planning Commission – Variance Applications 

• Montgomery – 2165 Cottonwood Lake Dr 
• Tasler – 1240 20th Street 

 
5. Resolution – Calling for a Public Hearing – Miscellaneous Special Assessments 

 
6. Resolution – Calling for a Public Hearing – 2026 Street Project Assessments 

 
7. Resolution – Establishing fees for an Enterprise Fund – WindomNet  

 
8. Resolution – Appointing an Additional Election Judge 

 
9. Highway 60/71 Roundabout Funding 

 
10. Contractor Payment – 2026 Street Project – Pay Request #6 $66,487.65 

 
11. New Business  

 
12. Old Business  

 
13. Council Comments 

 
14. Adjourn 

http://www.windom-mn.com/
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Regular Council Meeting 
City Hall, Council Chamber 

October 6, 2026 
6:30 p.m. 

1. Call to Order: 
The meeting was called to order by Mayor Hilary Mathis at 6:30 pm. 
 

2.  Roll Call: 
Council Present:  Mayor Hilary Mathis, Dennis Esplan, Jenny Quade, James 

Nelson, Jayesun Sherman and Scott Benson 
 

Council Absent:  
  

City Staff Present: Steve Nasby, City Administrator; Devin Kopperud, Assistant 
Police Chief; John Nelson, Liquor Store Manager; Tim Snyder, 
Community Center Director; Matt Fast, Building Official and 
Kari Hanson, Library Director 

3. Pledge of Allegiance 
 

4. Consent Agenda: 
  

• Minutes 
• City Council Minutes – September 15, 2026 
• City Council Minutes (Special Meetings) – September 21, 2026 & September 22, 2026 
• Community Center Commission – September 14, 2026 
• Economic Development Authority – September 14, 2026 
• Utility Commission – August 27, 2026 & September 14, 2026 

• Exempt Gambling Permit – BARC – November 17, 2026 
• Regular Bills 

 
      Mathis said that there was a resolution handed out for the Apron work at the airport that staff is asking to 
      new business. 
 
      Motion by Sherman second by Benson to approve the Consent Agenda and add the airport item to New  
      Business.  Motion carried 5 – 0. 
 

5. Department Heads: 
John Nelson, Liquor Store Manager, said that the Minnesota Municipal Beverage Association is 
holding their regional meeting in Windom on October 14th.  The Mayor, Councilmembers Quade 
and Benson along with the City Administrator, Community Center Director and himself will be 
attending.  One of the topics of conversation is THC sales as there are pending changes to the 
Federal rules and that could greatly impact operations.  He will be having additional information 
for Council at a future meeting. 
 
Benson asked how much are THC sales.  Nelson said about 2% of the store’s annual sales. 
 
Kari Hanson, Library Director, gave an update on the summer reading program noting that 200 kids 
and 25 adults participated.  The Library also had an Amelia Earhart presentation that was well 
attended.  They currently have a coloring contest with a due date of October 29th. 
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Mathis said that the Fire Chief could not be in attendance, but asked that Council and the public is 
aware of Fire Prevention Week and that there is a Lions Club\Fire Dept Pancake Breakfast on Sunday, 
October 11th from 9 am to 1 pm.  Also, the Fire Department is doing their Pallet Raffle. 

 
6. Resolution – Accepting a Donation - Library: 

Council Member Esplan introduced the Resolution No. 2026-48, entitled “AUTHORIZATION 
TO ACCEPT A DONATION FROM FRIENDS OF THE LIBRARY TO THE WINDOM 
PUBLIC LIBRARY” and moved its adoption.  The Resolution was seconded by Sherman and on 
roll call vote: Aye: Benson, Quade, Nelson, Sherman and Esplan.  Nay: None.  Absent: None. 
Abstain: None. Resolution passed 5 – 0. 
 
Mathis thanked the Friends of the Library group for the $330.91 donation for STEM materials. 

 
7. Ordinance #213, 2nd Series, - Second Reading – Airport Zoning Ordinance: 

Benson said he is the Airport Manager and would be abstaining from voting on the airport item. 
 
Matt Fast, Building Official, said that the Council had a presentation on September 15th from the 
airport consulting engineers and approved the first reading of the new airport zoning code which was 
revised from the 1979 version.  A public hearing was held and MN DOT has approved the ordinance 
The second action requested is to approve the publication of title and summary. 
 
Motion by Nelson second by Quade to approve the 2nd Reading of an Ordinance #213, 2nd Series 
adopting the Airport Zoning code.  Motion carried 4 – 0. 
 
Motion by Sherman second by Nelson to approve the publication of the title and summary for 
Ordinance #213, 2nd Series.  Motion carried 4 – 0. 

 
8. Resolution – Approving the Title & Summary of Emergency Ordinance #214, 2nd Series and 

Authorizing Publication: 
Nasby said this emergency ordinance was adopted by the Council on September 21, 2026 and due to 
its status of an emergency it was effective immediately upon Council approval.  The City Attorney 
advised it should also be published.  This would approve that publication of the title and summary. 
 
Council Member Sherman introduced the Resolution No. 2026-49, entitled “RESOLUTION 
APPROVING THE TITLE ANS SUMMARY OF EMERGENCY ORDINANCE NO. 214, 2ND 
SERIES AND AUTHORIZING PUBLICATION” and moved its adoption.  The Resolution was 
seconded by Esplan and on roll call vote: Aye: Sherman, Benson, Quade, Esplan and Nelson.  
Nay: None.  Absent: None. Abstain: None. Resolution passed 5 – 0. 

 
9. Street Closure Request – Homecoming Parade – September 25, 2026: 

Mathis said that Windom Area Health had requested temporary closure of 17th Street at the High 
School to 9th Avenue, 9th Avenue to 19th Street, 19th Street to 6th Avenue, 6th Avenue to 11th Street, 11th 
Street to 4th Avenue, 4th Avenue to 9th Street, 9th Street to 3rd Avenue, 3rd Avenue to 10th Street, 10th 
Street to 4th Avenue around the square.  This is for a 5K Turkey Trot event on November 14, 2026 
from 7:00 am to 12:00 noon.  A map is included in the packet showing the route. 
 
Motion by Benson second by Sherman to approve a temporary closing of the City streets 
including 17th Street, 9th Avenue, 19th Street, 6th Avenue, 11th Street, 4th Avenue, 9th Street, 3rd 
Avenue and 10th Street as requested for November 14, 2026 from 7:00 am to 12:00 pm.  Motion 
carried 5 – 0. 
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10. Liquor Store – Fire Department Promotional Fund Transfer: 
John Nelson said that they held the 8th annual Minnesota Municipal Beverage Association 
(MMBA) fundraiser for the fire department.  The activities included a pallet raffle, boot donation, 
bourbon tasting event and transfer from MolsonCoors sales.  This year the boot donations were 
$93, $740 for the bourbon event and $566.50 from beer sales.  He is requesting the transfer of the 
$566.50 from the Liquor Fund to the Fire Department. 
 
Motion by Benson second by Quade to approve the transfer of $566.50 from the Liquor 
Fund to the Fire Department from the sales of MolsonCoors products.  Motion carried 5 – 0. 

 
11. Personnel: 

Tim Snyder, Community Center Director, said that they are replacing on-call workers who have 
moved out of town.  He is recommending hiring Evan Kish and Mitchell Palm-Fischer at $14.25/hour. 
 
Motion by Benson second by Quade to approve the hiring of Evan Kish and Mitchell Palm-
Fisher for Community Center on-call work at $14.25/hour.  Motion carried 5 – 0. 
 
Hanson said she is requesting the hiring of Jana Banico as a non-union Library Clerk starting at 
$13.00/hour.  
 
Motion by Benson second by Sherman to approve the hiring of Jana Banico as a non-union 
Library Clerk at $13.00/hour.  Motion carried 5 – 0. 

 
12. New Business: 

Mathis noted that the Windom Police Department has set the Trick or Treating hours for October 31st 
to be from 4:00 to 8:00 pm. 
 
Nasby said the resolution for the Airport Apron project is needed to complete the paperwork for MN 
DOT.  This is a 95% Federally funded project with 2.5% from the State and 2.5% local funds.  The 
City’s share is just under $1,950.  The grant has been received and bids accepted for the project. 
 
Benson said he is the Airport Manager and would be abstaining from voting on the airport item. 
 
Council Member Sherman introduced the Resolution No. 2026-50, entitled “AUTHORIZATION 
TO EXECUTE MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GRANT 
AGREEMENT FOR THE 2026 APRON RECONSTRUCTION – DESIGN PROJECT” and 
moved its adoption.  The Resolution was seconded by Quade and on roll call vote: Aye: Esplan, 
Nelson, Quade and Sherman.  Nay: None.  Absent: None. Abstain: Benson. Resolution passed 4 – 
0. 

 
13. Old Business: 

Nasby said that FEMA had denied the 2nd Appeal for the swimming pool. The FEMA letter and the 
regulations on appeals is included in the packet.  The next step is HSEM’s review of our alternative 
project request to use FEMA funds for demolition.  Due to Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
rules a hazardous materials study needs to be completed prior to demolition.  He will get an estimate 
on the consultant cost and report back to the Council.  Consensus of the Council to proceed. 
 
Quade said she knows the public had questions on why the old pool is sitting with no action taken.  
She wanted to let people know that the City was working through the FEMA process to try and get 
reimbursements for the damages and that there are a number of steps that needed to be taken to 
exhaust our options.   
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14. Council Comments: 
Benson reminded everyone that farm field work has started so please be aware of ag equipment and 
semis on the roads.  Take care of your neighbors. 
 
Quade noted Operation EDITH is to practice fire drills with your family and she uses this as a 
reminder to change smoke detector batteries too.  She thanked the Fire Department for all they do. 
 
Sherman thanked all Emergency Services personnel for taking care of the community. 
 
Mahis reminded everyone about Fire Prevention Week and the Lions Club\Fire Dept Pancake 
Breakfast on Sunday, October 11th from 9 am to 1 pm.  Also, the Fire Department has tickets left for 
their Pallet Raffle. 

 

15. Adjournment: 
Mayor Mathis adjourned the meeting by unanimous consent at 7:12 p.m.  

 
 

_____________________________  Attest: ___________________________ 
Hilary Mathis, Mayor    Steve Nasby, City Administrator   









REGULAR MEETING OF THE HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY OF WINDOM, MN 
October 14, 2026, at 8:30 a.m. 

 
A regular meeting of the Board of Directors was held on October 14, 2026, at the Hillside Manor.  Board Members present: 
Linda Jaakola, Nick Kulseth, Heidi Hill and LeWayne Pigman. Also present was Executive Director Linda Loewen. Absent: 
Tony Scott - excused and City Liaison Jim Nelson. 
 
The Regular Board Meeting was called to order at 8:32 a.m. with the consent agenda approved which included minutes 
from the September meeting, the Agenda, Balance Report, and Bills Reports. (Hill/Pigman) 
 
Scheduled Guests: none 
 
Old/Recurring Business consisted of: 

1. The Executive Director gave an update on the Hillside window project. All caulking has been completed. There 
are two windows that still need to be adjusted and Tri-State is planning to get that completed this week or early 
next week. 

2. The Executive Director reported that the Locked Door Upgrade at Hillside Manor has begun. 
3. The Executive Director reported that the closet doors have arrived for Hillside and we have a projected start date 

of October 19, 2026. 
4. The Executive Director presented bids for removal of Ash trees at both Riverview and Hillside. After some 

discussion, a motion was made to approve the bid from Kolander Tree Service as follows: 3 Ash Trees Removal 
and brush at Riverview in the amount of $2,500.00, Trim trees away from building at Riverview in the amount of 
$800.00, 1 Ash tree and stump removal at Hillside in the amount of $1,250.00 and Trim 7 Ash trees at Hillside in 
the amount of $1,600.00. This will be paid from the Bank Midwest Savings Account. Additionally, the Executive 
Director will reach back to Jesse Kolander for a quote on EAB Injection for the remaining Ash trees versus removal 
and the board will revisit that process at the November meeting. (Kulseth/Pigman) 

5. The Executive Director reported that the air conditioner repair at Hillside has begun. 
6. The Hillside Sidewalk Project/Smoking Area will be completed in the Spring. 
7. The Executive Director reported that the Retirement Contributions have been corrected and money has been 

transferred from the United Prairie Bank account to the Bank Midwest main account as discussed prior. 
 

New Business consists of: 
1. The Executive Director reported that we are targeting startup of the boilers on October 26, 2026. Hartford 

Steam Boiler was here for the final inspection and we are good. 
2. The Executive Director discussed the staff and board Christmas party. After some discussion, the Executive 

Director will plan for Tuesday, November 17th with the location TBD.  
3. The Executive Director reported that Annual Contracts were mailed out and are due back October 23, 2026.  

She will present them at the November meeting. 
4. The Executive Director reported that she has requested utility consumption from the City of Windom for the 

utility allowance at Hillside Manor and will present that information at the November meeting. 
5. The Executive Director reported that there were two fire calls at Hillside due to faulty heads. Brother’s Fire will 

be onsite to replace both heads on October 19, 2026. The invoices from the City of Windom have been 
submitted to insurance. 

6. The Executive Director presented a bid for new flooring at Hillside Manor, from Scott Johnson. After some 
discussion, a motion was made to have the first floor completed in the amount of $15,958.00 to be paid with 
CFP. Floors 2 and 3 will be discussed later. (Hill/Pigman) 



7. The Executive Director reviewed the October Overview. 
8. The regular meeting was closed at 9:15 a.m., to discuss end-of-year staff gifts. (Kulseth/Hill) The closed meeting 

was opened at 9;15 a.m. (Kulseth/Pigman) The closed meeting was closed at 9:46 a.m. (Hill/Kulseth) The regular 
meeting was opened at 9:46 a.m. (Hill/Kulseth)  

 
Upcoming Board Meetings are scheduled at 8:30 a.m. on November 4th (RV) along with the Annual Meeting – Linda 
Jaakola will be absent and December 9th (HS) – LeWayne Pigman will be absent. 
 
With no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:48 a.m. (Hill/Pigman) 

 

 

Linda Jaakola, Vice-Chairman    Linda Loewen, Executive Director    



Windom Library Board Meeting 
Tuesday, October 13, 2026 at 4:00 pm 

 
Call to Order- Called to order @ 4:00 pm by John Duscher 
Roll Call- John Duscher, Steve Fresk, Jan Dehmlow, Fran Swenson, Sarah Peterson, Kari 
Scheitel, and Diane Sykora  
Council Member-  
 
Library Staff-Kari Hanson 
 
Approval of Agenda and Minutes -Motion was made by S. Fresk with second by J. Duscher to 
approve the agenda with revision and minutes; motion carried.  
 
Financial Report- August financial information was shared.   F. Swenson made the mortion 
with second by S. Peterson to approve the August financial report; motion passed.  
  
Librarian’s Report-  

1.  Total circulation was 2,919 for September. 
2. On Tuesday, Sept 15 a relative to Ameilia Earhart shared a presentation at 6:00 at the 

Historical Society.  It was an interesting program with 30 people in attendance. 
3. The new book drop is beautiful and is being used.  There is a nice soft landing inside for 

the books. 
4. Story time will continue on Thursday mornings until at least late December. 
5. Plum Creek is hosting a photo contest.  There is a poster with more details. 

 
Old Business- none 
 
New Business-  

1. 2027 SMART Goals-Kari shared these with the Library Board. 
a. Decrease the number of overdue items. 
b. Increase the number of patrons who subscribe for SMS Messaging for 

current/new patrons. 
c. The library will offer 15% more public programs across all age groups to enhance 

community engagement. 
        K. Scheitel made the motion with a second by S. Fresk; motion passed to approve the 
goals. 
 
Adjournment- The meeting was adjourned at 4:22 by John Duscher. 
 
 
 
 
 

The next Library Board meeting will be on Tuesday, November 10, 2026. 



CITY OF WINDOM, MINNESOTA                                  
PLANNING COMMISSION  

MINUTES 
OCTOBER 13, 2026 

 
1. Call to Order:  The meeting was called to order by Chairman Baloun at 7:01 p.m.   

 
   2.  Roll Call & Guest Introductions:  
 
        Planning Commission:  Jared Baloun, Heidi Bergendahl, Lorri Cole, Matt Miller, Tyler Patterson, Brandon   

 Pletcher, and Tom Tegels.  
 Absent:  Ben Byam. 

                                                                                               
Also Present:  B&Z Staff: Zoning Admin. Matt Fast and Admin. Asst. Mary 
Hensen; Daryl Tasler, Elaine Tasler, and Josh Montgomery.  
 

3. Welcome New Commissioner - Heidi Bergendahl:  Mayor Hilary Mathis appointed Heidi Bergendahl to the 
Planning Commission and the City Council approved her appointment on September 15th.  Chairman 
Baloun and the Commissioners welcomed Heidi Bergendahl as a new Commissioner to fill Carol 
Hartman’s former position on the Planning Commission.   
 

4. Oath of Office – Heidi Bergendahl:  Heidi Bergendahl took her oath of office. 
 

5. Election of Vice Chairman:  Carol Hartman formerly served in this capacity.  Chairman Baloun called for 
nominations for the Office of Vice Chairman the required three times. 

 
Motion by Commissioner Tegels, seconded by Commissioner Cole, nominating Brandon Pletcher as 
Vice Chairman to serve the remainder of the year and until his successor is duly elected and 
qualified.  Motion carried 6-0-1.  (Commissioner Pletcher abstained from the vote.) 
 

6. Approval of Minutes: July 14, 2026 
 

Motion by Commissioner Pletcher, seconded by Commissioner Tegels, to approve the Planning 
Commission Minutes for the Meeting held on July 14, 2026, as written.  Motion carried 7-0. 
 

7. Public Hearings 
A.  Zoning Application – Variance – Front Yard Setback – 1240 20th Street 
      Applicants:  Daryl E. Tasler & Elaine S. Tasler 
 
Chairman Baloun introduced the agenda item and referred to Zoning Admin. Fast for further information.  
Zoning Admin. Fast read City Code Section 152.272(A) which states “The yard and frontage limitations 
stipulated elsewhere in this chapter shall not apply to the following: in any district where front yards are 
required and where 40% or more of the frontage on one side of a street between two intersecting streets is 
developed with buildings that have front yards that are greater or less than the required front yard in the 
district, no building shall project beyond the average front yard so established”.  Basically, the fronts of all 
of the houses on the same side of the block are to line up.   
 
Zoning Admin. Fast advised that this is an R-1 Single-Family Residential District. The houses in this block 
are all closer to the front property line than the front yard setback for the R-1 District in City Code Section 
152.053.  He said that Daryl Tasler and Elaine Tasler, husband and wife, have filed a Zoning Application 
requesting a variance to allow construction of a 10’ X 10’ addition (entry) on the front of their home.   
 
The Planning Commission received copies of the Public Hearing Notice, Zoning Application, a Beacon 
aerial of the block where Taslers’ house is located, and a sketch of the proposed location of the addition in 
their packets.  

  
Chairman Baloun asked if the Applicants wanted to make any comments. Daryl Tasler said that his wife 
wanted this addition for the past 30 years and he put it off.  He said that he included an AI-generated picture 
of what the front addition would look like.  He said that the house is setback 26 feet from the front yard line 
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and even with the addition, would still be setback 16 feet from the front yard setback.  (Although the 
measurements on Beacon are somewhat different.)   
 
Chairman Baloun opened the public hearing at 7:07 p.m. and asked if anyone from the public would like to  
speak. There were no comments. Chairman Baloun closed the public hearing at 7:08 p.m.  
 
In response to a question from Chairman Baloun, Zoning Admin. Fast said that to date he has not received 
any comments from anyone concerning this application for a variance.   

  
In response to a question from Commissioner Tegels, Daryl Tasler said that the two homes he mentioned 
were on the other side of the street.  He has talked with the neighbors and one said that the addition would 
really look nice.  In response to a question as to how close the addition on the house on the other side is and 
how close is the front deck to the front yard setbacks, Daryl Tasler said that he did not know (because he 
didn’t want to go onto their yards to measure), but he thinks these projections were closer to the front yard 
setback.   
 
Information was provided that decks can project into the front yard a little farther, as set forth in Code, 
because they do not have walls or roofs.  City Code Section 152.272(A) provides that when averaging the 
front setbacks of the buildings (houses), it is the houses on the same side of the street in the same block.   
 
Daryl Tasler said that they are pretty much at the end of the street and Englehorns’ house is the only house 
past them on the same side of the street. 
 
Chairman Baloun said that he had driven down that street where Taslers’ house is located and all of the 
houses were lined up.  Chairman Baloun asked Zoning Admin. Fast to pull up Beacon on the screen and do 
some measurements.   
 
Commissioner Pletcher asked Zoning Admin. Fast if there were any recent precedents that the Planning 
Commission could reference without setting a precedent for this variance application.  Zoning Admin. Fast 
replied that since he started in this position, we’ve always taken the average for their buildout; and he 
couldn’t say that he has had anyone go beyond the average front yard setback or go into required front yard 
setback.  
 
After receiving permission to speak, Joshua Montgomery said that in his research he did find 17 houses 
with projections not in line with the front yard average setback.   
 
Admin. Asst. Hensen said that City Code Section 152.272(A) was adopted in December 2003 and many of 
the houses that Mr. Montgomery was referencing were constructed prior to the adoption of this City Code 
Section.  
 
Commissioner Miller suggested possible modification for a small initial footprint project as this project 
seems like a good idea.   
 
Zoning Admin. Fast advised that Staff had contacted the City Attorney and it was her opinion that the 
required findings of unique circumstances for the front yard of the property, neighborhood compatibility of 
the proposed addition, and harmony with the ordinance have not been met.   
 
There was a brief discussion concerning research to check other cities’ ordinances to determine if it may be 
possible to amend the ordinance concerning projections into the front yard setback.  Staff was directed to 
review other cities’ ordinances to determine if there are any exceptions that can be used based on limiting 
square footage of projection, frontage on house, etc.  
 
Chairman Baloun asked Daryl Tasler when he had hoped to start the project.  Mr. Tasler said that he 
wanted to do the cement work this fall and then construct the addition next spring.   
 
Consensus was that the addition would look nice on the house.  However, as the Code stands now, granting 
this variance would set a precedent.   
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Motion by Commissioner Miller, seconded by Commissioner Pletcher, to recommend that the City 
deny the variance application submitted by Daryl E. Tasler and Elaine S. Tasler requesting a 
variance to allow construction of a 10’ X 10’ addition (entry) on the front of their home at 1240 20th 
Street that would project into the required front yard setback based on the way the Code now reads.   
Motion carried 6-1 (Nay: Commissioner Patterson).  
 
The property is located at 1240 20th Street, Windom, Minnesota, and is described as: Lot 14 in Block 
1 of First Extension to Knauss Dynamic View Addition in the City of Windom, Cottonwood County, 
Minnesota. (Parcel No. 25-453-0051).   
 
Findings of Fact for Variance: 
  1.  As stated in the narrative herein.  
  2. The Applicants have not established that there are practical difficulties, as defined by state 
statute, in complying with the ordinance; 
3. The Applicants have not established that there are unique circumstances of the property. 
  

The motion includes that the jurisdictional documents and the findings of fact be made a part of the 
hearing record.  
 
Motion carried 7-0.   
 
Motion by Commissioner Tegels, seconded by Commissioner Miller, directing Staff to research 
possible exceptions to City Code Section 152.272(A).  Motion carried 7-0.   
 
B.  Zoning Application – Variances – 2165 Cottonwood Lake Drive 
      Applicant:  Joshua W. Montgomery 
      Re:  Garage Location, Setback, and Elevation 
 

Chairman Baloun introduced the agenda item and referred to Zoning Admin. Fast for information 
concerning the application.  Zoning. Admin. Fast advised that Joshua Montgomery had filed a zoning 
application requesting three variances regarding garage location, setback, and elevation.   
 
He further advised that an additional City Code Section concerning the application is Section 152.326(A) 
which provides that “No accessory use, garage, accessory building, gazebo, outdoor living room, pool 
enclosure, or any other structure shall be placed in the required front yard setback of a property.  Neither 
any detached garage nor accessory building shall extend farther than the front of the dwelling on the 
property.”  
 
First Variance Request:  Mr. Montgomery is requesting a variance to allow him to construct a detached 
garage that will be located in front of the dwelling on the property. (A site plan was included in the meeting 
packet.)   
 
Zoning Admin. Fast stated that there is a viable practical difficulty for the granting of this variance to allow 
construction of the detached garage in front of the dwelling on the property.  If the garage was to be 
constructed in the back yard, the amount of fill required to bring the garage, driveway, and appropriate 
landscaping up to the highest known water level plus 3 feet, as required by City Code and the DNR, would 
significantly alter the elevation of the backyard and re-direct water drainage onto neighboring properties. 
 
Second Variance Request:  Because the front yard setbacks for the buildings in this block vary, the 
provisions of City Code Section 152.272(A) prevail.  There are significant differences in the front setbacks 
of the homes in this block as some are set closer to the lake. When averaging the setbacks on this block of 
homes, the average is approximately 80 feet.  Some of these homes were constructed prior to annexation of 
that area into the City.  Many of these homes were constructed prior to December 15, 2003, when City 
Code Section 152.272(A) was adopted.  Those homes are “grandfathered in” regarding setback.   
 
Mr. Montgomery is requesting a variance to allow a front yard setback of 25 feet to the front of the garage.  
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Practical difficulties exist concerning the extent of the variations in front yard setbacks in this block. 
Several homes in this block are much closer to the lake and would distort the average setback.  Because of 
the wide range of front yard setbacks in this block, Staff is recommending that a variance be granted to 
allow the front of the new detached garage to line up with the front of the garage on the property located at 
2115 Cottonwood Lake Drive adjacent to Mr. Montgomery’s property.  This would avoid blocking 
visibility for his neighbor’s driveway.   
 
Third Variance Request:  Mr. Montgomery’s property is located in an R-2 District and also in the Shoreland 
District. The flood of 2024 significantly increased the highest known water level for all property in the 
Shoreland District. Section 152.227 sets forth design criteria for structures in the Shoreland District.  
Section 152.227(A)(1) states that the lowest floor must be placed at a level at least three feet above the 
highest known water level, or three feet above the ordinary high water level, whichever is higher.  After the 
2024 flood, the highest known water level increased to 1376.87 which is above the ordinary high water 
level.  An additional 3 feet would require the lowest floor to be constructed at an elevation of 1379.87 feet. 

Mr. Montgomery’s house was placed on the lot after the flood, but before there was any published data 
concerning the highest known water level, and is at an elevation of approximately 1379.14 feet.  Mr. 
Montgomery is also requesting a variance to allow the new garage to be constructed at the same elevation 
as the house which would be a variance of .73. 
 
To require the elevation of the garage to be raised above the elevation of the house could create runoff to 
the house.  Staff is recommending a variance to allow the garage to be constructed at the same elevation as 
the house which is stated as 1379.14.  

 
Chairman Baloun then asked if Joshua Montgomery had any comments.  Mr. Montgomery said that he 
wanted to see how the lot worked out with the water and the neighbors before constructing the garage.  He 
has talked to the neighbors and he said that there is a view corridor in the back that they would like open; he 
wants to leave the trees onsite; he is afraid that the big cottonwood tree might drop branches on the garage 
if he constructs it in the backyard; he said since it’s not a dwelling he could build below the elevation if the 
he had the appropriate flood proofing materials and installed outlets 3 feet above the highest known water 
level.  He said that he would like the grade to line up between the garage and the house, but there will need 
to be a step up.  He said that if the garage was attached to the house (as originally shown on the plan), he 
would be parking his car outside of the neighbor’s window.  
 
In answer to a question by Commissioner Tegels, Zoning Admin. Fast replied that the City adopted the 
DNR’s model floodplain ordinance and is responsible for implementing this ordinance.  A copy of the 
information concerning the proposed variances was sent to Tom Kresko, but Mr. Kresko has not responded.  
A detached accessory structure of not greater than 576 square feet can be placed below the required floor 
elevation if it’s properly flood-proofed and has auto opening vents, etc.  

 
Mr. Montgomery commented that he might need to change the elevation for the garage. In response to a 
question, Admin. Asst. Hensen said that the Planning Commission is voting on the variance requests and 
information submitted in Mr. Montgomery’s application and not any comments he has made at this meeting 
concerning any changes.  Zoning Admin. Fast said that any new proposal would need to go back to the 
DNR for review.  

 
In response to Commissioner Miller’s question, Joshua Montgomery replied that the distance between the 
new garage and the front of the house would be approximately 50 feet. He said that he might have to add a 
stormwater detention area between the garage and the house and talked about potential drainage plans in the 
backyard.  He talked about a neighbor’s driveway that has a culvert and the driveway is built up.  

 
Chairman Baloun opened the public hearing at 7:44 p.m. and asked for public comments.  There were no 
comments.  Chairman Baloun closed the public hearing at 7:45 p.m. 

 
In response to a question from Chairman Baloun, Zoning Admin. Fast replied that he had not received any 
comments from the public.  
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Commissioner Tegels asked Joshua Montgomery that if the City approves the variances, are you going 
ahead with the plans as submitted or are you going to change your plans.  Mr. Montgomery said that he 
didn’t know. He said that affordability is an issue for him.  He purchased a shed that he would like to install 
on the property to house materials while he works on getting a garage built.  He commented on his 
difficulty to obtain financing without a certificate of occupancy and he won’t receive a certificate of 
occupancy until he has completed a garage on the property. He doesn’t know if he wants to build a 24’ X 
36’ garage or a 24’ X 24’ garage.  In response to a question, Zoning Admin. Fast confirmed that the 
variance requests do not cover the size of the garage but only the placement, setback and elevation of the 
garage.  Zoning Admin. Fast further confirmed that the size of the garage is covered in City Code.  Mr. 
Montgomery could construct a garage the minimum size required by City Code or up to the maximum size 
shown on the plan submitted with his variance application. If the size is within these parameters, Mr. 
Montgomery would not need to come back for a variance on the size.   
 
Chairman Baloun asked Zoning Admin. Fast how he calculated the average setback of the homes on that 
street.  Zoning Admin. Fast explained how he used Beacon from the front setback of each lot to the front of 
the house on the lot.  The average was approximately 80 feet. However, many of these homes were 
constructed before annexation of the property into the City.  

 
Commissioner Miller asked if Mr. Montgomery’s house is a new build.  Zoning Admin. Fast replied that 
the house was brought onto the lot.  Mr. Montgomery had drawn an attached garage on the site plan so that 
he could obtain a building permit for the project.  Commissioner Miller asked if the original plan was to 
build an attached garage and now we need a variance because the original plan was not followed?  Zoning 
Admin. Fast responded that in order to receive a building permit to construct or place a house on a lot, the 
Applicant needs to satisfy the covered parking requirements in City Code.  There needs to be a garage on 
the site plan.  Commissioner Miller said that he is uncomfortable with the reason there’s a hardship is 
because the original plan was not followed and it seems like a back door way to get past the Code.  Mr. 
Montgomery said that there was already a concrete foundation on the lot he wanted to use, but there isn’t 
room to construct an attached garage on the side of the house and he would need a side yard variance.   

 
After receiving permission to speak, Daryl Tasler said the garage would be better out front so the neighbors 
can see the lake. 

 
In response to a question as to whether he has contacted the neighbors about placement of his garage in the 
front yard, Mr. Montgomery replied that they are comfortable with the front yard placement of his garage 
including the adjacent neighbor.   

 
In response to a question from Chairman Baloun, Zoning Admin. Fast replied that Tom Kresko did not 
respond to him concerning the information he had provided Mr. Kresko concerning the variance application 
regarding the elevation of the garage. Zoning Admin. Fast briefly recapped prior discussions with DNR 
concerning mapping of the flood plain around Cottonwood Lake.  He does not believe there would be any 
changes in the floodplain ordinance.  The only changes would be if there was a mapped flood plain for that 
area.  His opinion is that DNR probably would not appeal this proposed elevation variance because of the 
limited variance from the code requirement.   

 
Commissioner Pletcher confirmed with Zoning Admin. Fast that the front yard setback is to line up with the 
front of the garage to the south and that there should be no concerns with public utilities in that area. 
 
Zoning Admin. Fast read proposed conditions for the granting of these three variances which have been 
approved by the City Attorney and are set forth in the motion below.  
 
Zoning Admin. Fast read the requirements for granting of a variance pursuant to City Code Section 152.565 
(and Minnesota Statutes) and read the definition of “practical difficulties” as follows:  

 
“Practical Difficulties”, as used in connection with the granting of a variance, means that the property owner 
proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted by an official control; the plight of the 
landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property not created by the landowner; and the variance, if 
granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality.  Economic considerations alone do not constitute 
practical difficulties.    
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Motion by Commissioner Pletcher, seconded by Commissioner Patterson, to recommend that the City 
Council approve the variance application, submitted by Joshua Montgomery, to allow him to 
construct a detached garage that will be located in front of the dwelling on the property; to allow the 
new detached garage to line up with the front of the garage on the property located at 2115 
Cottonwood Lake Drive adjacent to Mr. Montgomery’s property (as recommended in the conditions 
set forth herein); and to allow the new garage to be constructed at the same elevation as the house 
which is approximately 1379.14 feet; and that the following items be approved as conditions for the 
granting of these variances:   
 
1.  Construction of the detached garage shall be completed within one (1) year of the approval by the 
Windom City Council of the variances for the front-yard construction of the detached garage.  

2. The detached garage shall be constructed so that the front of the garage lines up with the front of 
the garage on the property at 2115 Cottonwood Lake Drive. 
 
3. The detached garage shall be constructed of new materials pursuant to City Code Section 
152.325(C) and shall be constructed at the elevation of the house which is 1379.14.  

  
4. Pursuant to City Code Section 152.327(A), the type of construction and building materials for 
the detached garage shall be similar to the principal building (house) on the lot and shall be approved 
by the City’s Building Official.   

  
5. Because of the size of the lot, the height of the detached garage shall not exceed 20 feet. 
 

The property is located at 2165 Cottonwood Lake Drive, Windom, Minnesota, and is described as: 
Part of Lot 10, all of Lot 11, and Part of Lot 12 of Warren Beach in the City of Windom, Cottonwood 
County, Minnesota. (Parcel No. 25-831-0061).   
 
Findings of Fact for Variance: 
  1.  As stated in the narrative herein.  
  2.  The Landowner (Applicant) proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner. 
3.   The Applicant has established that there are practical difficulties, as defined by state statute, in  
  complying with the ordinance; 
4. The unique circumstances of the property were not created by the landowner; 
5. The variance is in harmony with the general purposes and intent of this subchapter; 
6.  The variance is consistent with the comprehensive plan; and 
7.  The variance will not alter the essential character of the locality.  
 
The motion includes that the jurisdictional documents and the findings of fact be made a part of the 
hearing record.  
 
Motion carried 7-0.   
 
Chairman Baloun advised that the Planning Commission’s recommendation will come before the City 
Council for final approval of the variances on Tuesday, October 20th.  Admin. Asst. Hensen advised Mr. 
Montgomery that he would not be allowed to speak at the meeting unless he filed an Agenda Request.     

8. Unfinished Business:  None. 
 

9. New Business:  Zoning Admin. Fast advised that the Planning Commission will need to review, add any 
new goals, and approve the proposed S.M.A.R.T. Goals for 2027 at the November 10th Meeting.     
  

10. Planning Commission Comments, Concerns, Suggestions:  There was a brief discussion concerning 
possibilities for amending the average setback provisions in the City Code.    
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11. Adjourn:  The meeting was adjourned by unanimous consent at 8:18 p.m. 
 
 
Attest: __________________________________       ____________________________________    
            Matthew Fast, Building & Zoning Official       Jared Baloun, Acting Chairman     

 



TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION MEETING 
City of Windom Council Chambers or City Hall 

September 21st, 2026 
 
I. Call Meeting to Order. The meeting was called to order by Pres. Abraham at 6:01PM 
 
II. Roll Call:​  
President:            Dirk Abraham​ ​ City Staff: ​    Steve Nasby 
V President:        Josh Peterson (Absent)​ City Staff:​    Jeff Dahna 
Secretary:           Kegan Hofferbert​ ​ Council Liaison: Jayesun Sherman 
Commissioner:   Tim Hiley​ ​ ​ Council Liaison: Dennis Esplan 
Commissioner:   Jake Voth (Absent)​ ​  
​  
 
III. Approval of Minutes from June 22nd, 2026 and August 17th, 2026 meeting 
 
Motion by Commissioner Hiley, to approve minutes from the June 22nd, 2026 and 
August 17th, 2026 meetings. Seconded by Commissioner Hofferbert.  Motion 
approved 3 to 0. 
 
 
IV. Project Updates: Dahna updated the commissioners on various projects: 

-​ Techs have been doing locates and porting phone lines over to the GigTel service. 
Techs have also come across come subscribers that have a 10 Base T wiring 
system instead of the industry standard 568B, which does not allow the higher 
data speeds to travel properly. Techs work to fix the wiring issue as they come 
across it as there is no map of the affected properties. 

 
V. Manager’s Report: Dahna reports: 

-​ Metaswitch migration to GigTel - Test VoIP lines have been working well. About 
90 lines have been ported into the GigTel system. 

-​ There are three customers left of the Metaswitch service due to their PRI T1 
connections, which are not available on the GigTel service. The customers will be 
notified to upgrade their connections to allow the GigTel connection to work 
before the Metaswitch decommission at the end of the year. 

-​ One of the exterior NOC building floodlights was replaced when all of them were 
to be replaced. 

-​ Phone system sub count went down due to the system not being able to see them 
yet, which is the same issue affecting the Business 500 package members. 

 
VI. New Business: 

-​ G.M. was looking to set a price recommendation to give to the City Council in 
regards to the GigTel phone system. Pricing would be as follows: Residential 
starting at $25 a month. For businesses, pricing would start at $30 a month going 
up to $37 a month depending on which addons would be requested. This pricing 
structure matches with Federated’s pricing structure. 
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Motion by Commissioner Hiley, to Recommend to the City Council the Gigtel 
Phone System Rates. Seconded by Commissioner Hofferbert. Motion 
approved 3 to 0. 

 
 
 
 
VII. Old Business: 

 
 
VIII. Commissioner’s concerns and questions: 

-​ Commissioners discussed what would be going on in the next City Council 
meeting in regards to the Federated Purchase Agreement, such as WindomNet 
completing inventory by October 30th, city rack space, and the assets for sale. 

-​ Commissioners also discussed the future of the Telecom Commission, which will 
be up to the City Council to disband or continue the Telecom Commission Board. 

 
IX. Set Next Telecom meeting: October 19th, 2026 at 6:00 pm at the City Council 
Chambers or City Hall. 
 
X. Adjourn: Meeting adjourned by unanimous consent at 6:25 pm. 
 
 
​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ______________________________________ 
​ ​ ​ ​ ​ Dirk Abraham, Telecom Commission President 
 
​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ______________________________________ 
​ ​ ​ ​ ​ Kegan Hofferbert , Telecom Commission Secretary 
 
 
Attest: ____________________________________ 
​ Jeff Dahna, Telecom General Manager 
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                      CITY OF WINDOM 
                           444 9th Street 

                                                                                                                                                                       Windom, MN 56101 
                                                                                                                                                                Phone:  507-831-6129           
                                                                                                                                                                      Fax:      507-831-6127 
                 www.windom-mn.com 
 
TO:    CITY COUNCIL 
FROM:         MATTHEW FAST, BUILDING & ZONING OFFICIAL 
CC MEETING DATE:        OCTOBER 20, 2026  
RE:            RESOLUTION ORDERING ABATEMENT – 1048 DRAKE AVENUE 
DEPT:          BUILDING & ZONING 
CONTACT:  MATTHEW FAST (matthew.fast@windommn.com) (507-832-8660) 
  
 

Recommendations/Options/Action Requested 
 

Staff recommends that the City Council take the following action concerning the attached Resolution: 
 

1. Adopt the “Resolution Ordering the Abatement of a Hazardous Property and Structure and 
Public Nuisances located at 1048 Drake Avenue, Windom, MN” prepared by City Attorney Pam 
Whitmore. 
 
 
Issue Summary/Background 
 

The City Council adopted Emergency Ordinance No. 214, 2nd Series, entitled “An Emergency Ordinance 
Ratifying the Emergency Demolition of the Unsafe Structure and Authorizing the Immediate Securing of 
the Property at 1048 Drake Avenue”, (“the Property”) on September 21, 2026, concerning an incident that 
occurred on September 19, 2026, at the Property.   
 
This Resolution recaps the events of September 19th and subsequent thereto concerning the Property.  In the 
Resolution, the City Council adopts the factual findings set forth therein and confirms that the condition of 
the Property constitutes a public nuisance pursuant to Minnesota Statutes and the City Code.  In the 
Resolution, the Council directs the City Attorney to prepare an Abatement Order (similar to the example 
attached to the Resolution as “Exhibit B”). The Resolution further authorizes the City Attorney to serve the 
Resolution and Abatement Order on the Property Owner’s Representative (as the Property Owner is 
deceased) and also on the Tenant. If necessary, the service of the Resolution and Abatement Order may be 
made by posting said documents on the property and publication in the official newspaper of the City for 
four weeks.  
 
The Property Owner’s Representative has the period of 20 days to serve an answer (respond) to this Order.  
This process is followed to allow the Property Owner’s Representative a period of time to secure the 
Property, coordinate with utility providers, remove the demolition debris and other waste, and grade and 
restore the site, or submit a written abatement plan establishing a schedule and standards for such 
procedures that are acceptable to the Building Official.   
 
The Resolution also states that all costs incurred by the City related to the Property may be assessed against 
the Property or otherwise recovered as authorized by law. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 ACTION ITEM 

http://www.windom-mn.com/
mailto:matthew.fast@windommn.com
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If the Property Owner’s Representative does not file an answer to the Abatement Order or make necessary 
arrangements to abate the nuisances on the Property within 20 days after service of the Resolution and 
Abatement Order, the City Attorney will file a lis pendens against the Property.  A court date will then be 
scheduled before the District Court Judge.  The City Attorney’s Office will prepare the documents for the 
judicial proceedings to allow the City to abate the nuisance violations on the Property.   
  
 
Fiscal Impact 
 

There should be no fiscal impact to the City to adopt the Resolution attached hereto. However, there may 
be costs incurred by the City if the City is authorized by Court Order to abate the nuisance violations on the 
Property.  Those costs may be assessed against the property pursuant to Minnesota Statutes or otherwise 
recovered as authorized by law.    
 
  
Attachments 
 

1. Resolution Ordering the Abatement of a Hazardous Property and Structure and Public Nuisances 
located at 1048 Drake Avenue, Windom, MN. 
 
MF:mah 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2026- 
 

 INTRODUCED:  
 SECONDED:  
 VOTED: Aye: 
   Nay: 
           Absent: 
 

RESOLUTION ORDERING THE ABATEMENT OF A  
HAZARDOUS PROPERTY AND STRUCTURE AND PUBLIC NUISANCES  

LOCATED AT 1048 DRAKE AVENUE, WINDOM, MN 
 

WHEREAS, the real property located at 1048 Drake Avenue, Windom, Minnesota 56101, 
Parcel ID No. 253520870, and legally described on Exhibit A attached to this Resolution (the 
“Property”), was formerly improved with a single-level residential structure that was demolished 
as an emergency measure on September 19, 2026; and 

 
WHEREAS, Cottonwood County property-tax records identify Joyce B. Carey as the 

record owner of the Property1, and the occupant at the time of the September 19, 2026 incident 
was not the record fee owner, and  

 
WHEREAS, the City’s review of property records showed no recorded mortgagees or 

lienholders affecting the Property; and 
 
WHEREAS, Windom City Code, section 90.04(D) states that all structures dilapidated or 

so out of repair that they are dangerous, unsafe, unsanitary or otherwise unfit for human use 
represent a nuisance; and 

 
WHEREAS, Windom City Code, sections 90.04(I) and (J) states that all excavations 

accessible from any public street, alley or sidewalk; and accumulations in the open of discarded or 
disused items, including, but not limited to, machinery, household appliances, household furniture 
and flooring, consumer electronics (i.e. computer equipment, cell phones, TVs, other audio and/or 
visual equipment), any materials not designed for outdoor use, motor vehicle bodies or parts, tires, 
batteries, unused and/or discarded construction materials; accumulations of any materials in a 
manner conducive to the harboring of rats, mice, snakes or vermin; or the rank growth of vegetation 
among the items so accumulated; or accumulations in a manner creating fire, health or safety 
hazards, represent nuisances; and 

 
WHEREAS, Windom City Code, section 90.05, incorporates nuisances defined by 

Minnesota Statutes, section 561.01, and Minnesota common law, and  
 
WHEREAS, Windom City Code section 90.06 prohibits an owner or occupant from 

permitting a nuisance to remain in or upon the premises and Windom City Code section 90.07(E) 
provides that nothing in city code shall prevent the City, without notice or other process, from 
immediately abating any condition that poses an imminent and serious hazard to human life or 
safety and that if the City abates a nuisance that posed an imminent and serious hazard to human 
life or safety, the City shall have the right to recover all costs, including administrative costs, to 
abate the nuisance; and 

 
1 Court records establish that Joyce B. Carey is deceased, with personal representative listed as Merle Carey. 
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WHEREAS, Windom City Code, section 150.30, defines unsafe buildings to include 

buildings or structures that are structurally unsafe, lack adequate egress, constitute a fire hazard, 
are otherwise dangerous to human life, or, by reason of inadequate maintenance, dilapidation, 
obsolescence, fire hazard, or abandonment, constitute a hazard to safety, health, or public welfare; 
and  

WHEREAS, Windom City Code, section 150.30, declares all unsafe buildings to be public 
nuisances; and requires abatement by repair, rehabilitation, demolition, or removal under the 
procedures in that subchapter; and 

 
WHEREAS, on September 19, 2026, at approximately 3:50 a.m., the Windom Fire 

Department responded to assist with an active-shooter incident at the Property and remained on 
standby until approximately 1:30 p.m.; and 

 
WHEREAS, after the incident concluded, the Windom Police Department requested 

assistance securing the substantially damaged residence, and Fire Chief Ben Derickson and First 
Assistant Chief Jordan Bussa identified serious concerns that the remaining structure was 
structurally unsafe; and 

 
WHEREAS, Building Official Matthew Fast was contacted at approximately 2:00 p.m. 

and inspected the Property at approximately 4:00 p.m. with Fire Chief Derickson, Assistant Fire 
Chief Bussa, and Windom Police Department personnel; and 

 
WHEREAS, Building Official Fast observed missing foundation supporting the floor 

assembly; exterior load-bearing walls that were missing, destroyed, or shifted off the foundation; 
compromised shear-wall support; and damaged roof trusses with missing members and inadequate 
support; and 

 
WHEREAS, the remaining structure could shift or collapse at any time, damage the 

neighboring single-family dwelling, and damage the natural-gas riser beneath a displaced wall 
section, potentially causing a gas leak that could not be shut off promptly; and 

 
WHEREAS, Building Official Fast concluded that the Property constituted an unsafe 

building, structure, appendage, equipment condition, or use under Minnesota Rule 1300.0180 and 
that continued use was dangerous to life, health, and safety; and 

 
WHEREAS, because of the emergency, vacation of the Property and disconnection of 

natural-gas, electric, and water service were ordered, and  
 
WHEREAS, the utility providers were notified on September 19, 2026, and the area was 

barricaded with the Windom Police Department on site; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to the authority in Windom City Code section 90.07(E), City 

officials determined that the damaged home was an immediate danger to public safety as it stood, 
and the structure was demolished and barricaded pending removal of the demolition debris; and 

 
WHEREAS, Section 3.05 of the Windom City Charter authorizes emergency ordinances 

and resolutions when immediately necessary for the preservation of the public peace, health, 
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morals, safety, or welfare and requires the emergency measure to state the facts constituting the 
emergency; and 

 
WHEREAS, Section 3.05 of the Windom City Charter permits an emergency ordinance 

or resolution to be introduced and acted upon as an emergency measure without following the 
ordinary ordinance-adoption sequence when the Charter’s emergency requirements are satisfied; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council adopted an emergency ordinance ratifying the emergency 

demolition and authorizing immediate measures to secure the Property and abate the remaining 
emergency conditions; and 

 
WHEREAS, conditions remaining after demolition—including unsecured access, 

demolition debris, possible exposed or damaged utilities, and other hazards resulting from the 
incident and demolition—constitute a continuing public emergency, an imminent and serious 
hazard to human life and safety and nuisance conditions under state law and city code; and 

 
WHEREAS, based on the Building Official’s investigation report and the photographs, 

the following nuisance conditions remain on the Property after emergency demolition and require 
permanent abatement: 

 
1. Debris from demolition, discarded materials, damaged household items, loose building 

components, rubbish, combustible materials, and other waste creating fire, health, or 
safety hazards. 

2. Unsecured access to the Property, possible dangerous utility conditions, and site 
conditions that may require grading, stabilization, and restoration to eliminate injuries, 
trespass, drainage issues, utility issues, fire, or other hazards. 

 
WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, section 609.74, and Windom City Code, sections 

90.04(D), 90.04(J), and 90.04(Q), recognize as public nuisances affecting peace and safety 
buildings or structures that are dangerous, unsafe, unsanitary, or otherwise unfit for human use; 
accumulations of discarded construction materials or other materials creating fire, health, or safety 
hazards; and other conditions likely to cause injury to the person or property of another; and 
 

WHEREAS, Windom City Code, section 90.05, incorporates nuisances defined by 
Minnesota Statutes, section 561.01, and Minnesota common law, and section 90.06 prohibits an 
owner or occupant from permitting a nuisance to remain in or upon the premises; and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Windom City Code, sections 90.07(B) and (C), the Chief 

Building Official has determined that nuisance conditions continue to exist, and the Council’s 
direction to the City Attorney to serve an Abatement Order satisfies the requirement to provide 
written notice to the Owner and gives the Owner 20 days to request a hearing before the Nuisance 
Board; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council, pursuant to Chapter 463 of Minnesota Statutes, has 

reviewed the photographs and the reports of the Chief Building Official and finds the remaining 
debris on the Property a nuisance for which the City Attorney shall serve an Abatement Order to 
give the Owner notice and opportunity to be heard before the City Council; and 

 



4 

WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, sections 463.16 and 463.17, authorize the City Council 
to order the owner of hazardous property to correct or remove hazardous conditions; and 

 
WHEREAS, the hazardous and nuisance conditions remaining after emergency 

demolition are ongoing and must be permanently abated by maintaining effective access controls, 
safely addressing utility conditions, removing and lawfully disposing of demolition debris and 
waste, and filling, grading, stabilizing, and restoring the site under all permits and inspections 
required by the Windom City Code; and 

 
WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, section 463.17, subdivision 2 states that an abatement 

order shall be served upon the owner of record, or the owner’s agent if an agent is in charge of the 
building or property, upon the occupying tenant, if there is one, and upon all lienholders of record, 
in the manner provided for service of a summons in a civil action; and 

 
WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, section 463.17, subdivision 2 authorizes the City, if the 

owner of a hazardous property cannot be found, to effectuate service upon the owner by posting 
such order at the main entrance to the building and by four weeks' publication in the official 
newspaper of the City if it has one, otherwise in a legal newspaper in the county; and 

 
WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, section 463.161, as well as, Windom City Code, sections 

90.07(C), 90.07(D), and 90.07(E)(2), authorize the City, after the owner of record has failed to 
comply within a reasonable time and the district court has entered judgment sustaining the City’s 
order, to correct or remove the hazardous conditions and recover abatement cost, attorneys fees 
and administrative costs; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Windom finds that the condition of the 
Property, as summarized in this Resolution, is hazardous, unsafe, a danger to the health, safety, 
and general welfare of the citizens of the City, and a public nuisance, and therefore, said conditions 
must be abated in accordance with applicable state and local laws; and 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City of Windom, Minnesota as 

follows: 
 

1.  The City Council adopts, as factual findings, all of the above recitals. 
 

2.  Based on the foregoing findings, the photographs, and the professional opinion of the 
City’s Chief Building Official, the Property is hazardous within the meaning of Minnesota 
Statutes, section 463.15, subdivision 3, and the remaining conditions present serious 
dangers to public health and safety. 

 
3.  The condition of the Property also constitutes a public nuisance within the meaning of 

Minnesota Statutes, section 609.74; and Windom City Code, sections 90.01, 90.02(D), 
90.04(J), 90.04(Q), 90.05, and 90.06. 

 
4.  The City Attorney shall prepare an Abatement Order substantially similar to that attached 

hereto as Exhibit B (the “Abatement Order”). 
 

5.  All costs lawfully incurred by the City in securing, correcting, removing, or otherwise 
abating the hazardous and nuisance conditions, including enforcement, publication, 
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service, contractor, professional, and legal costs, may be assessed against the Property or 
otherwise recovered as authorized by law. 

 
6.  The City Attorney and City staff are authorized to take all necessary legal steps to 

effectuate service of this Resolution and the Abatement Order in the manner required 
by state or local law, including, if necessary, by posting it on the Property and 
publishing in the official newspaper of the City for four weeks. 

 
 Adopted this 20th day of October, 2026. 
 
 
ATTEST: 
       ___________________________ 
       Hilary Mathis, Mayor 
 
  ______________________ 
Steven Nasby, City Administrator 
        
 
(SEAL) 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

Legal Description of the Property Located at 1048 Drake Avenue 
 
Lot Three (3), Block Eight (8), Hutton & Collin Subdivision, Cottonwood County, Minnesota. 
 
Parcel ID No.: 253520870 
 
Abstract Property 
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EXHIBIT B 
 

ABATEMENT ORDER 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA DISTRICT COURT 
COUNTY OF COTTONWOOD FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
________________________________________ Case Type: Other Civil 
In the Matter of the Hazardous and Nuisance 
Property and Structure Located at 1048 Drake 
Avenue, Windom, Minnesota 

ORDER FOR ABATEMENT OF 
HAZARDOUS AND NUISANCE 
PROPERTY AND STRUCTURE 

________________________________________ 
 
TO:  All owners, occupants, and lienholders of record. 
 
The City Council of the City of Windom (the “City”), having ratified the September 19, 2026 

emergency demolition and authorized immediate securing of the Property, hereby orders all 

owners, occupants, and other responsible persons, within 20 days after service of this Abatement 

Order, to permanently abate the hazardous and nuisance conditions remaining after the demolition 

of the structure on the real property located at 1048 Drake Avenue, Windom, Minnesota, legally 

described on Exhibit A attached to this Abatement Order (the “Property”). This Abatement Order 

supplements and does not suspend or supersede the emergency access-control, utility-protection, 

debris-control, and site-securing measures previously authorized by the City.  

The City, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, chapters 463 and 609; Minnesota Rule 

1300.0180; Windom City Code, sections 90.01, 90.02(D), 90.04(D), 90.04(J), 90.04(Q), 90.05 

through 90.07, 90.40(A)(3)(d), 90.56, 150.02, and 150.30 through 150.35; and all other applicable 

building, zoning, nuisance, and land-use requirements, has determined that the following 

hazardous and nuisance conditions exist on the Property: 

i. The September 19, 2026 incident caused catastrophic structural damage to the 
principal structure, including missing foundation and load-bearing wall sections, 
displaced walls, compromised shear resistance, and damaged or missing roof-truss 
members. Before demolition, the remaining structure presented an immediate 



 

B-2 
  
  

collapse danger to persons, the neighboring dwelling, and the natural-gas service. 
The structure was demolished as an emergency measure, and the remaining 
demolition debris, unsecured access, and possible exposed or damaged utilities 
constitute hazardous and nuisance conditions requiring permanent abatement. 
 

ii. These conditions, which need abatement, are shown in the photographs in the 
nuisance packet and specifically include: (1) debris from the demolition, discarded 
materials, damaged household items, loose building components, rubbish, 
combustible materials, and other waste creating fire, health, or safety hazards; and 
(2) unsecured access to the Property, possible dangerous utility conditions, and site 
conditions that may require grading, stabilization, and restoration to eliminate 
injuries, trespass, drainage issues, utility issues, fire, or other hazards. 
 

Accordingly, it is hereby ORDERED that, within 20 days after service of this Abatement 

Order, the responsible owner or other responsible person shall: (1) maintain fencing, barricades, 

warning signs, and other access-control measures required by the City; (2) coordinate with the City 

and utility providers to verify that natural-gas, electric, water, sewer, and other utility services are 

safely disconnected, protected, capped, relocated, or restored as appropriate; (3) remove and 

lawfully dispose of all demolition debris, loose building components, rubbish, combustible 

materials, and other waste; (4) grade, stabilize, and restore the site, if necessary, so that the 

Property does not present drainage issues, utility concerns, risk of fire, trespass, or other hazards; 

and (5) before commencing regulated work, obtain any permits required by Windom City Code, 

section 150.02, any zoning permit required by section 150.04, and any other approval required by 

applicable law, and pass all required inspections. Alternatively, within that twenty (20) days to 

answer, the responsible person and the City may enter into a written abatement plan establishing 

a schedule and standards acceptable to the Building Official. If the responsible person fails to 

comply, the City may perform or arrange the authorized work and recover or assess its costs as 

provided by law, including Windom City Code, sections 90.02, 90.07, 150.33 and 150.34, where 

applicable, and Minnesota Statutes section 463.21 and 463.22. 



 

B-3 
  
  

The Owner shall apply for and obtain all permits required by the City or any other entity 

having jurisdiction before commencing any work for which a permit is required. This Abatement 

Order is not a permit. All work performed under this Abatement Order is subject to inspection by 

the City’s Building Official, Fire Inspector, or other authorized City staff as necessary to determine 

compliance with applicable laws, regulations, permit requirements, and this Abatement Order. 

Each person or entity served with this Abatement Order is advised that, unless the Owner 

completes the required corrective action or a person or entity entitled to contest this Abatement 

Order timely serves an Answer on the City within 20 days after service of this Abatement Order 

on that person or entity, the City may move the District Court for summary enforcement of this 

Abatement Order. 

            If the Owner fails to comply with this Abatement Order and the City is compelled to take 

corrective action as authorized by law, all costs lawfully incurred by the City in enforcing this 

Abatement Order may be assessed against the Property pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, section 

463.21. Windom City Code, sections 90.07(C), 90.07(D), and 90.07(E)(2), separately authorize 

recovery of nuisance-abatement and administrative costs under the circumstances stated in those 

provisions. In connection with an assessment under Minnesota Statutes, chapter 463, the City 

intends to recover all expenses authorized by Minnesota Statutes, section 463.22, including filing 

fees, service fees, publication fees, attorneys’ fees, appraisers’ fees, witness fees, expert-witness 

fees, and City travel expenses incurred from the time the order was originally made. 

[remainder of page intentionally blank] 
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Dated _________________, 2026  KENNEDY & GRAVEN, CHARTERED 
 
 
 
      By:             

Pamela J.F. Whitmore (#232440) 
       700 Fifth Street Towers 
       150 South Fifth Street 
       Minneapolis, MN 55402 
        (612) 337-9300 
       Attorney for City of Windom 
 
 
 
 
 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
 
The undersigned acknowledges that costs, disbursements and reasonable attorney and 

witness fees may be awarded pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 549.211, subd. 2, to the party against whom 
the allegations in this pleading are asserted. 

 
     

   Pamela J.F. Whitmore
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EXHIBIT A TO ABATEMENT ORDER 
Legal Description of the Property Located at 1048 Drake Avenue 

 
Lot Three (3), Block Eight (8), Hutton & Collin Subdivision, Cottonwood County, Minnesota. 
 
Parcel ID No.: 253520870 
 
Abstract Property 
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EXHIBIT C 

NUISANCE PACKET 
 

The Nuisance Packet consists of the Building Official’s investigation report, photographs 
documenting the conditions at the Property before and after the emergency demolition, and the 
records relied upon by the City Council in adopting this Resolution and authorizing the Abatement 
Order. 
 



































                                   
                      CITY OF WINDOM 
                           444 9th Street 

                                                                                                                                                                       Windom, MN 56101 
                                                                                                                                                                Phone:  507-831-6129           
                                                                                                                                                                     Fax:      507-831-6127 
                 www.windom-mn.com 
TO:  City Council 
FROM:       Building & Zoning Office 
DATE:            October 20, 2026 (City Council Meeting Date) 
RE:          Planning Commission Recommendation – Application for Variances 
DEPT:        Building & Zoning 
CONTACT: Matthew Fast, Building & Zoning Official, at 832-8660 or  
                        matthew.fast@windommn.com 
 
 

Recommendations/Options/Action Requested 
 
Approve, by Motion, the variance application, submitted by Joshua W. Montgomery, for variances to allow 
construction of a detached garage in the front yard, to line up the front of the garage with the garage on the 
neighbor’s property at 2115 Cottonwood Lake Drive, and to construct the detached garage at the same 
elevation as the house which is approximately 1379.14. 
 
______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Issue Summary/Background 
 

Variance Application: 
 

Applicant/Owner:          Joshua W. Montgomery                    
 

Address of Property:      2165 Cottonwood Lake Drive, Windom, MN 
 Description:                      Part of Lot 10, all of Lot 11, and part of Lot 12 of Warren Beach in the City of 

Windom, Cottonwood County, Minnesota.  

Parcel ID#s:                   Parcel No. 25-831-0061    
 

City Code provides that no detached garage or accessory structure… shall be placed in the required front 
yard setback of a property.  Neither any detached garage nor accessory building shall extend farther than the 
front of the dwelling on the property.  The Planning Commission determined that a viable practical difficulty 
existed, concerning drainage in the backyard due to the amount of fill that would be needed to construct the 
garage, driveway, and appropriate landscaping at the required elevation, to approve this variance. 
 
City Code Section 152.272(A) provides for an average front setback if the homes on a block vary in 
setbacks.  Because of the significant differences in the front setbacks of the homes in this block, the Planning 
Commission determined that the front of the new detached garage should line up with the front of the 
adjoining neighbor’s garage. 
 
This property is in the Shoreland District.  The detached garage would need to be constructed to the highest 
known water level which greatly increased because of the 2024 flood.  The house was set on the property 
prior to the publication of the highest known water level and is at an elevation of approximately 1379.14.  
The Planning Commission determined that there was a practical difficulty to allow the garage to be 
constructed at the same elevation as the house.  
    
The Planning Commission recommended that these variances be approved upon the following conditions: 
 

1.  Construction of the detached garage shall be completed within one (1) year of the approval by 
the Windom City Council of the variances for the front-yard construction of the detached garage.  
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2. The detached garage shall be constructed so that the front of the garage lines up with the front  
of the garage on the property at 2115 Cottonwood Lake Drive. 
 

3. The detached garage shall be constructed of new materials pursuant to City Code Section 
152.325(C) and shall be constructed at the elevation of the house which is 1379.14.  

  
4. Pursuant to City Code Section 152.327(A), the type of construction and building materials for  
      the detached garage shall be similar to the principal building (house) on the lot and shall be  
      approved by the City’s Building Official.   
  

5. Because of the size of the lot, the height of the detached garage shall not exceed 20 feet. 
   
The Minutes from the Planning Commission Meeting of October 13, 2026, set forth the discussion, motion, 
and findings of fact concerning the Planning Commission’s recommendation to approve these requested 
variances.   
 

Fiscal Impact 
 

There should be no fiscal impact for the City to approve these variances.    
 

Attachments 
 

1. Zoning Application for Variances and attachments,                                                
2. Planning Commission’s Public Hearing Notice.                         

























                                     
                      CITY OF WINDOM 
                           444 9th Street 

                                                                                                                                                                       Windom, MN 56101 
                                                                                                                                                                Phone:  507-831-6129           
                                                                                                                                                                     Fax:      507-831-6127 
                 www.windom-mn.com 
TO:  City Council 
FROM:       Building & Zoning Office 
DATE:            October 20, 2026 (City Council Meeting Date) 
RE:          Planning Commission Recommendation – Variance Application –Front Yard Setback   
DEPT:        Building & Zoning 
CONTACT: Matthew Fast, Building & Zoning Official, at 832-8660 or  
                        matthew.fast@windommn.com 
 

Recommendations/Options/Action Requested 
 
Deny the Variance Application, submitted by Daryl E. Tasler and Elaine S. Tasler, requesting a variance to 
allow the construction of a 10’ X 10’ addition (entry) on the front of their home because it does not comply 
with City Code Section 152.272(A).      
_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Issue Summary/Background 
 

Variance Application: 
 

Applicants:                     Daryl E. Tasler and Elaine S. Tasler   
 

Address of Property:      1240 20th Street, Windom, MN 
Description:                      Lot 14 in Block 1 of First Extension to Knauss Dynamic View Addition in the  
                                        City of Windom, Cottonwood County, Minnesota.      
  

Parcel ID#:                      25-453-0051  
 
The Applicants filed an Application requesting a variance to allow the construction of a 10’ X 10’ addition 
(entry) on the front of their home.   
 
The property is located in an R-1 District.  The existing front yard setback is less than required by City Code 
Section 152.053.      
 
Code Section 152.272(A) states: “The yard and frontage limitations stipulated elsewhere in this chapter shall not 
apply to the following: in any district where front yards are required and where 40% or more of the frontage on 
one side of a street between two intersecting streets is developed with buildings that have front yards that are 
greater or less than the required front yard in the district, no building shall project beyond the average front yard 
so established”.  Basically, the fronts of all of the houses on the same side of the block are to line up.   
 
The Applicants are proposing to construct an addition that would project into their required front yard setback and 
would project beyond the average front yard setback on their side of the block.     
 
Following published and mailed notice, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on this application on 
October 13, 2026.   
 
Following review of the application information and code requirements, the public hearing, comments from the 
property owner, and additional code information provided by Staff and the City Attorney, the Planning 
Commission approved a motion to recommend that the City Council deny this variance application.   
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It was the consensus of the Planning Commission that this would be a good project. However, pursuant to the 
Code, to grant this variance would set a precedent.   
 
The Planning Commission approved a subsequent motion directing Staff to review ordinances from other cities 
for potential future amendments to the Code to include possible exceptions to City Code Section 152.272(A).  
However, at this point in time, they cannot recommend approval of the variance as it would be in violation of 
City Code and would set a precedent.  
 
The reasons for this recommendation are set forth in the Minutes from the October 13th Meeting and include, but 
are not limited to, the following:  The Applicants have not established that there are practical difficulties, as 
defined by state statute, in complying with the ordinance and have not established that there are unique 
circumstances of the property.    
 
The Minutes from the October 13th Meeting set forth the discussion, motion, and findings of fact concerning 
the Planning Commission’s recommendation to deny this Variance Application.   
 
 

Fiscal Impact 
 

There should be no fiscal impact for the City to deny this variance.    
 
 

Attachments 
 

1. Zoning Application for a Variance with attachments;   
2. Planning Commission’s Public Hearing Notice. 
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RESOLUTION #2026- 
  
INTRODUCED:    
SECONDED:          
VOTED: Aye:      
  Nay:           
         Absent:          
   
RESOLUTION DECLARING THE COSTS TO BE ASSESSED, ORDERING THE CITY 

ADMINISTRATOR TO PREPARE AN ASSESSMENT ROLL,  
AND CALLING FOR A PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE  
“2026 MISCELLANEOUS SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS” 

 
 
WHEREAS, there are invoices for city services, such as fire calls, mowing, snow removal, or 
rubbish removal by the City to correct nuisance violations, that have not been paid by the 
property owners; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is necessary to assess the benefited property for all of the costs of these services 
pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF WINDOM, 
MINNESOTA, AS FOLLOWS: 

 
1. The costs of such services to be specially assessed are hereby declared to be a maximum of 

$12,220.72. 
 
2. The City Administrator shall calculate the proper amounts to be assessed per parcel for such 

services and shall file a copy of such proposed assessments at City Hall for public inspection. 
 
3. Such assessments shall be payable with real estate taxes in equal annual installments 

extending over a period of one (1) year at an interest rate of five percent (5%) per annum 
from the date of certification. 

 
4. A public hearing shall be held before the City Council at the City Hall in Windom, 

Minnesota, on the 17th day of November, 2026, during the regular City Council Meeting 
commencing at 6:30p.m., to consider and vote upon such proposed assessments.  At such 
time and place, all persons owning property affected by such services will be given an 
opportunity to be heard with reference to such assessments. 

 
5. The City Administrator is hereby directed to cause a notice of the hearing on the proposed 

assessments to be published once in the official newspaper at least two weeks prior to the 
hearing.  The notice shall state the total cost of the services.   

 
6. The City Administrator shall also cause notice of said hearing to be mailed to the owner(s) of 

each parcel, described in the assessment roll, not less than two (2) weeks prior to the hearing.  
The notice mailed to the owner(s) of each parcel shall specify the amount of the proposed 
assessment for that particular parcel.  

 
Adopted by the Council this 20th day of October, 2026. 
 
       ___________________________ 
       Hilary Mathis, Mayor 
Attest:_____________________________ 
 Steve Nasby, City Administrator 



RESOLUTION #2026- 
 
INTRODUCED:      
SECONDED:   
VOTED: Aye:     
  Nay:     
         Absent:   
   
RESOLUTION DECLARING THE COSTS TO BE ASSESSED, ORDERING THE CITY 

ADMINISTRATOR TO PREPARE AN ASSESSMENT ROLL,  
AND CALLING FOR A PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE  

“2026 STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJECT” 
 

 
WHEREAS, costs have been determined for the improvement and said total is the maximum 
sum of $5,877,000.00; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is necessary to access the benefited property for all or a portion of the costs of 
these improvements pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF WINDOM, 
MINNESOTA, AS FOLLOWS: 

 
1. The costs of such improvement to be specially assessed are hereby declared to be a maximum 

of $1,592,730.00. 
 
2. The City Administrator shall calculate the proper amounts to be assessed for such 

improvement and shall file a copy of such proposed assessments at City Hall for public 
inspection. 

 
3. Such assessments shall be payable in equal annual installments extending over a period of ten 

(10) years at an interest rate of five and seventy-one hundredths percent (5.71%) per annum. 
 
4. A public hearing shall be held before the City Council at the City Hall in Windom, 

Minnesota, on the 17th day of November, 2026, during the regular City Council Meeting 
commencing at 6:30 p.m., to consider and vote upon such proposed assessments.  At such 
time and place, all persons owning property affected by such improvement will be given an 
opportunity to be heard with reference to such assessments. 

 
5. The City Administrator is hereby directed to cause a notice of the hearing on the proposed 

assessments to be published once in the official newspaper at least two weeks prior to the 
hearing.  The notice shall state the total cost of the improvement.   

 
6. The City Administrator shall also cause notice of said hearing to be mailed to the owner(s) of 

each parcel, described in the assessment roll, not less than two (2) weeks prior to the hearing.  
The notice mailed to the owner(s) of each parcel shall specify the amount of the proposed 
assessment for that particular parcel.  

 
Adopted by the Council this 20th day of October, 2026. 
 
       ___________________________ 
       Hilary Mathis, Mayor 
Attest:_____________________________ 
 Steve Nasby, City Administrator 







RESOLUTION #2026- 
 
 
 
INTRODUCED:    
SECONDED:     
VOTED:  Aye:  

 Nay:  
                     Absent:  
 

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING RATES, CHARGES AND FEES FOR  
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ENTERPRISE FUND 

 
WHEREAS, City Code Section 3.02 authorizes the City Council to establish rates and charges for 
municipal utilities (including, but not limited to, services, permit fees, connection and meter reading and 
checking fees, disconnection fees, reconnection fees including penalties for non-payment); and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council periodically establishes rates and fees for municipal utilities; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Windom Telecommunications Commission recommends to the Windom City Council 
to establish the monthly rate for the following Telecommunications services; and  
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interests of the City of Windom and its citizens to operate the city enterprise 
funds in a cost-effective manner.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Windom, Minnesota, as follows: 
 

Voice – Residential Service (VoIP GigTel Platform)  $25.00/month* 
                          Includes Enhanced Calling Features: 
Caller ID 
Call Waiting/Call Hold 
3-Way Calling 
Call Return 
Last Number Redial 
Anonymous Call Rejection 
Caller ID Blocking 
Call Forwarding 
Do Not Disturb 
Voicemail 
Long Distance 
Includes unlimited Long Distance throughout the US & Canada. 
 

Voice – Commerical Service (VoIP GigTel Platform)  $30.00/month* 
                          Includes Enhanced Calling Features: 
Caller ID 
Call Waiting/Call Hold 
3-Way Calling 
Call Return 
Last Number Redial 
Anonymous Call Rejection 
Caller ID Blocking 
Call Forwarding 
Do Not Disturb 
Voicemail 
Long Distance 
Includes unlimited Long Distance throughout the US & Canada. 
 
* Applicable taxes, fees, and federal universal service charges will be added to monthly billing. 

 
 
 



 
 
 

VoIP Business Phone System Services 
 
Admin Seat (One Required): $29.95/seat, per month 

 
Basic Seat (Extension Numbers): $14.95/seat, per month 

 
Direct Inward Dial (DID): $2.00/per phone number, per month (First number is free) 

 
E-Fax: $27.00/month/user 

 
Traditional Fax: $42.00/month One-time purchase of ATA Converter for $115.00 plus 
installation cost. 
 

Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) Customers & Session Connection to Business Phone 
System 

 
Admin Seat (One Required): $29.95/seat, per month. 

 
SIP Sessions: $18.00/session, per month. (SIP Session Quantity is based on how many inbound 
and outbound calls you would want at a time. The average is about 10-13) 
 
Direct Inward Dial (DID): $2.00/per phone number, per month (First number is free) 
 

 
Adopted this 20th day of October, 2026. 
 
 

____________________________________ 
                                                                              Hilary Mathis, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Steven Nasby, City Administrator 



 
RESOLUTION #2026- 

 
INTRODUCED: 
 
SECONDED: 
 
VOTED: Aye: 

Nay: 
Absent: 

 
A RESOLUTION APPOINTING AN ADDITIONAL ELECTION JUDGE 

FOR THE FORTHCOMING GENERAL ELECTION IN 2026 
     

WHEREAS, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, a General Election will be held on November 3, 2026; and 
 

WHEREAS, it is necessary that an additional election judge be appointed. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF WINDOM, 
MINNESOTA, AS FOLLOWS: 

 
1. The following additional election judge is hereby appointed to serve at the above-mentioned 

election. 
 

   Kathy Kretsch    2372 Douglas Street 
 
Adopted this 20th day of October, 2026. 

 
 
 
 

Hilary Mathis, Mayor 
 
 
Attest:        
 Steven Nasby, City Administrator
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