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A TRANSCRIPT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF A WORK SESSION OF THE 

HUBBARD COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS HELD ON FEBRUARY 14, 

2017, AT 9:00 A.M. 

 

 A work session of the Hubbard County Board of Commissioners was held on 

February 14, 2017, with Commissioners Massie, Christenson, and Smith and Coordinator, 

Debbie Thompson present.  Commissioner Stacey and Johannsen were absent. 

 

 The Pledge of Allegiance was said by all. 

 

 The agenda for the work session included the following:  Development of Hubbard 

County Easement Policy; LEC staffing levels; PrimeHealth proposal; and the County 

Attorney’s staffing levels. 

 

 Development of Hubbard County Easement Policy:  Land Commissioner, Mark 

Lohmeier provided . 

 

 Mr. Lohmeier provided a draft Easement Policy including language for discussion 

with the Board.   

 

 Commissioner Stacey arrived at the meeting at 9:02 a.m. and stepped away from 

the meeting at 9:03 a.m. 

 

 He provided information regarding Easement Policies developed by other counties 

that he had reviewed.  Mr. Lohmeier explained the policy language provided was very 

similar to language found in the Department of Revenue Red Book. 

 

 Commissioner Johannsen arrived at the meeting at 9:03 a.m. 

 

 Specific language highlighted in the draft policy language provided was discussed 

with the Board.  The current procedures followed for approval of private easement requests 

were explained.  They are approved as long as there is no ‘alternative available’ and ‘no 

impact to the environment’.  Historically there has not been an issue of concern.  

Discussion followed regarding a potential concern as the county realizes increased 

subdivision of property.  The proper procedure in the event an easement is provided to a 

single property owner who later chooses to subdivide the property or sells to another party 

who chooses to divide the property is in question.  The subdivision of property could result 

in an impact to the environment due to the easement. 

 

 Mr. Stacey returned to the meeting at 9:04 a.m. 

 

 An example of an issue was provided as follows:  a subdivision of a piece of 

property was completed; the roadway included in the subdivision was represented by a 
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separate parcel and then forfeited and is currently in the TFL inventory.  The deeded 

properties reflect access however that access is tax forfeited land and as such can be used 

for public access however does not represent legal access.  As a further complication there 

is TFL beyond the forfeited TFL road and if the forfeited parcel were to be sold by the 

county, as is the usual procedure for TFL, who it gets sold to and secondly, if sold the 

county could lose access to the TFL beyond where the road parcel ends.  It was noted that 

most mortgages written now require a legal access.  Becker County also requires legal 

access when citizens obtain a building permit.  The question of procedure regarding an 

easement recorded on a single property and later divided has been raised and discussed 

with the Recorder and the County Attorney.  Does the single easement then go with each 

of the subdivision owners? 

 

 Another example of a potential concern was shared as follows:  a $10,000 easement 

fee was assessed to a single property owner.  The owner has now sold the property upon 

which the easement exists to a party living outside the state.  If elected the new property 

owner could subdivide this property into up to 60 lots.  The travel on the road access 

easement would significantly increase if it provided access to 60 lots which could then 

create a ‘potential natural resource impact’ as well as making an ‘effect on the 

management of the land’ located around the subject property. 

 

 The timber rights of property provided in an easement have historically been 

maintained by the County.  It was explained that if multiple property owners are using the 

same access road, it has been questioned as to who should be held responsible for the 

timber removal, so the timber rights have been maintained by the county.  Another 

example discussed was for a request received to remove trees for installation of a modular 

home.  In this example there are 30 other lots using the road easement along which the 

trees are to be removed.  The question becomes who should pay for the trees that need to 

be cut, only the owner installing the home or should the expense be shared by all the 

adjoining property owners. 

 

 Currently if an easement is approved, it remains with the property and transfers to 

the respective heirs and assigns so it is unclear if the property is inherited and then 

developed and split how should the easement be treated.  It was explained that in some 

counties the easement is given to an individual and there is an established fee ($500 as an 

example) to transfer it.  These counties have not encountered the multiple split issue yet.  

These easements are non-exclusive easements so the public can use them as well as being 

used for forest access and/or recreational purposes.  Generally, the roads do not meet 

township specifications and in many cases are not capable of servicing emergency 

vehicles.  When property is purchased and the buyer realizes this lack of access, a request 

is made to the township to take over the road and improve it and townships are unwilling 

to take on the financial burden.  The requirement of a disclaimer by the developer when 
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selling property was discussed.  This would not address all transaction issues.  Various 

options were reviewed however if enforcement comes back to the county, it would be 

difficult. 

 The actual number of private party requests for easements by the county was 

estimated at 50 to 60 over the past 5 to 6 years with commercial requests for utilities to be 

around 20.  It was noted that the easement requests have increased as financial institutions 

began requiring proof of legal access to property prior to financing purchases etc. 

 

 The approval of a township easement vs to individual property owners that was 

attempted previously was reviewed. An example of a Becker County issue similar to this 

discussion was provided.  The final resolution was not known. 

 

 The Land Commissioner was encouraged to continue to work on development of a 

policy for review by the Board to provide an outline of criteria on which the county 

approves/denies an easement request, whether private or commercial.  It was suggested he 

work with the Environmental Services Office for any existing policy to be considered and 

the County Attorney for language concerns.  It was acknowledged that it will be 

impossible to create policy to address every situation but the goal would be to develop a 

policy that could be updated in the future as needs are addressed. 

 

 Commissioner Johannsen stepped away from the meeting at 9:37 a.m. 

 

 LEC staffing issues:  Sheriff, Cory Aukes and Jail/Dispatch Administrator, Joe 

Henry provided information regarding the number of part time positions currently 

maintained to address an additional position required by Department of Corrections 

regulations as well as filling full time, time off requests and potential overtime shifts. 

 

 Mr. Johannsen returned to the meeting at 9:40 a.m. 

 

 Discussion followed regarding the expense to the county to fill 2 full time 

positions.  The wage schedule is the same for full time or part time however the additional 

benefit dollars is the financial impact for consideration. 

 

 Prime Health:  Ms. Thompson provided a comparison of the current health benefit 

vs. the Prime Health option.  It was explained that efforts were underway for the Local 49 

to present their health plan to the benefit committee in March.  The Prime Health 

representative has also been contacted to provide a presentation to the committee as an 

update of the plan proposed. 

 

County Attorney staffing level:  a review of the information provided by the 

County Attorney was completed.  Options were discussed. 
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   /s/Vernon Massie 

   Vernon Massie, Chairman 

ATTEST: /s/Debbie Thompson  Hubbard County Board of Commissioners 

 Debbie Thompson, Coordinator 

Hubbard County Coordinator 

  

 

 

 There being no further business before the Board, the meeting was adjourned at 

11:13 a.m. 

 


