MINUTES OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF FOSSTON, POLK COUNTY MINNESOTA
JUNE 2, 2025

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a special meeting of the Council of the City of Fosston,
Polk County Minnesota was held in council chambers on Monday, June 2 2025 at 7:00 p.m.

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Offerdahl with the following members present:
Pearson, Dufault, Mulry. Members absent: Anderson. Others in attendance were: City
Administrator Cassie Heide, Accounting Specialist Nikki Juve, City Attorney Stephen Larson,
Dan Ekre (contract animal control officer), Dyana Dunnigan, PD Chief Juve, PD Sergeant Juve,
Cohen Curfman, Jordell Curfman.

Mayor Offerdahl called the meeting to order and stated the purpose for the meeting was an
appeal hearing of a dangerous dog designation for the dog Loki.

Offerdahl introduced Chief Juve and asked him to give history on this situation. Chief Juve
shared the following:

On or around November 30, 2023 Loki bit a person unprovoked on a neighbor’s property.
Sergeant Juve reported after investigation and evidence collected the dog was given a potentially
dangerous dog designation. The victim went through rabies shots series since evidence proved
Loki was not vaccinated. Chief Juve shared that Curfman was served with the potential
dangerous dog designation notice from the November 30, 2023 incident on November 30, 2024
and again, separately, on October 28, 2024 and that Curfman did not appeal the potential
dangerous dog designation from that November 30, 2023 dog bite incident. Chief Juve shared
since Curfman did not appeal the designation nor did he comply with the requirements of the
designation, that designation of a potentially dangerous dog stands.

On or around May 17, 2025, Loki bit a person unprovoked on a neighbor’s property. Chief Juve
made contact with Curfman on a public street, asking to speak to him about the second dog bite
occurrence. Curfman refused to speak to Juve and denied the bite happened. He would not
accept or sign the dangerous dog designation form and refused to allow Loki to be boarded. A
copy of the designation and the narrative was left for him.

On May 21, 2025, an administrative search warrant prepared by Fosston City Attorney Larson
was executed, and upon entrance Loki barked, growled and was aggressive with the officers to
the point of requiring a mild tranquilizer to remove the dog from the home. Curfman arrived at
his residence as the dog was being removed. On or around May 23, 2025, Chief Juve gave
Curfman another copy of the dangerous dog designation along with a copy of the Fosston City
ordinance that relates to potentially dangerous dogs and dangerous dogs. He also was given a
copy of the appeal application.

On or about May 27, 2025, Curfman came to Fosston City Hall and appealed the designation and
paid the appeal fee. On or about May 30, 2025, Sergeant Juve delivered notice of the appeal
hearing to be held Monday, June 2, 2025.

Offerdahl next asked Curfman to share his evidence. Curfman proceeded to state he’s raised
Loki since he was a puppy and does not see him as an aggressive dog. Cohen maintained that he
raised Loki to be a good dog and Loki is his best friend. Cohen further maintained that he did not



agree with the first potentially dangerous dog designation. He said there was no call to the police
about the second incident, that it was not true. Curfman brought and read two letters in support
of Loki.

Submission letter #1

To Whom it may concern

I’m speaking on behalf of Cohen and his dog Loki. I was the one that got bit, but I seriously
don’t agree with the dog being taken away or put down. I think with the neighbor’s dog (Mary)
running at large and me having 3 cats it spooked the dog causing him to protect Cohen. Yes, I
do agree it should have been on a shorter leash (but it was leashed) but that’s an easy fix and he
should not be punished in this matter. I’'m begging for Loki to be returned home to Cohen.
Thank you. Dawn Iverson For questions call please call me.

Submission letter #2

I Jamie Eric Helland live at 415 1% St E in Fosston MN 56542. On multiple occasions I have
been around Loki at his home, and at my home he’s been around all my kids and around my dog.
I have never had any issues, Loki has never come close to biting anyone. He’s a happy and
playful dog. I truly hope Loki will be able to go home to his owner Cohen Curfman were he is
very well taken care of by Cohen Curfman. Iknow for a fact that Cohen and Loki love each
other and are a true man and dog best friend relationship. If any dog deserves another chance, I
believe Loki does. Sincerely: Jamie Eric Helland” (letter notarized)

After the letters were read, Heide stated she spoke with Cohen last week at the Fosston City Hall
office. In that conversation she brought up the fact that he had told someone in the office after
the first dog bite incident that Loki was no longer alive. Curfman did not dispute he had said
that. She also reported that it was true, the call did in fact come into the city office regarding the
second dog bite, Accounting Specialist Juve took the call and directed it to the PD.

Offerdahl requested Ekre give his insight. Ekre reported he was present at the time of removing
Loki from the residence and confirmed the dog was quite aggressive then. He currently had
boarded the animal for over a week, and in that period of time observed the dog to continue to be
aggressive. Ekre stated he’s boarded animals for multiple years, and in his experience after a
few days they become comfortable with him because he is feeding and watering them. Loki had
not relaxed at all but continues to be aggressive and only retreats if sprayed with water. Ekre
shared he is concerned the constant aggressive behavior is either caused from a traumatic
experience or that it’s a trained behavior. He does not believe this dog belongs in town.

There was discussion at length between Curfman, Chief & Sergeant Juve & council members
relating to both the first incident and the second incident.

Larson reminded council to keep in mind in order to uphold or deny the dangerous dog
designation two main questions need to be answered:
1. Was the dog previously deemed designated as a potentially dangerous dog.
2. Did the dog aggressively bite, attack or endanger the safety of a human or another
animal, unprovoked.



Motion was made by Mulry, seconded by Dufault to affirm the designation of dangerous dog
based on the evidence presented at the hearing. Motion carried by unanimous vote.

There being no further business to come before the council, motion was made by Dufault,
seconded by Mulry to adjourn. Motion carried by unanimous vote.

Cassie Heide, City Administrator



