
Joint Village/Town Negotiation Committee Minutes

September 29, 2011
 

1. Meeting was called to order at 6:00 PM by Chair Jim Salter. Town representatives present: Bob Elkins (arrived 6:15), Keith Seward, and Gof Thomson (arrived 6:05, departed 7:00).  Village representatives present: Jim Salter, Kevin Budsberg, and Dan Gartzke.  Also in attendance: Town Clerk-Treasurer Pattie Salter and Village of New Glarus Planner Mark Roffers.

2. Announcement: All cell phones are to remain silent during the meeting.  

3. Approval of Agenda: Motion by D. Gartzke to approve the agenda as presented; 2nd K. Budsberg.  Discussion: As G. Thomson and R. Elkins were not yet present, the Roffers issue will be postponed until their arrival; without objection. Motion to amend the agenda carried.  

4. Approval of Minutes of 9/07/11 Meeting: K. Budsberg moved to approve the minutes of August 11, 2011as presented; 2nd D. Gartzke.  Motion carried. 
5. Presentation by Mark Roffers Regarding Possible Planning:   Postponed until members Thomson and Elkins arrive.


6. Discussion/Action: Dissolve the Joint Town/Village Negotiation Subcommittee: Chair Salter moved to dissolve the Joint Town/Village Negotiation Subcommittee; 2nd K. Budsberg.  Motion carried.


7. Discussion: Recommendation from the Joint Negotiation Subcommittee on 8/24/2011 re Language for Cooperative Boundary Agreement (as reformatted 9/07/2011): Without objection the document will be referred back to the Village Board.
8. Discussion: Administrator Owen and Village Board Concerns:  Chair, Salter led the group through Nic Owen’s list of concerns and the group suggested the following:
a. Section 2- Establishment of JPC 
i. 2.4 - Terms will be 2 years staggered.

b. Section 4 – Annexation – Will be reviewed at the next meeting.
c. Section 5 – Revenue Sharing

i. 5.12 – If a new library is not built, the Village would be paid $10,000 per year.

ii. 5.12.d – Change the wording to state “in excess of 2011 contribution.”
d. Section 6 – Commercial and Industrial Development
i. 6.1.3 – Forego the attorneys and use wording “Decisions must be unanimously agreed upon by both the Village and the Town” and add “agreement shall not be unreasonably withheld.”

ii. 6.1.5 – Get clarification from Village Administrator Nicholas Owen
e. Section 7 – Utility Extensions - Chair Salter explained that this section is for informational/educational purposes.
5. Returned to Presentation by Mark Roffers Regarding Possible Planning – Mark Roffers introduced himself and gave a brief explanation of his experience. He also mentioned that he and his wife Dana have formed their own consulting firm, MDRoffers Consulting.

 Mr. Roffers handed out a document establishing his scope of the process and expected costs (see attached).

Coordination of map would be a necessity


K. Seward asked how M. Roffers would deal with serving both the Town and the Village. M. Roffers answered that he would have to have the two entities agree up front on how those issues should be resolved. K. Seward stressed that the consultant that works with the group would need to be non-biased. 

The process would cost approximately $8,900. Timeline from the Joint Public Hearing would be 9-12 months. 
9. Discussion: Attorney Selection:  K. Seward summarized the reply from Attorney Chris Hughes of Stafford/Rosenbaum dated September 27, 2011 to the letter sent by the Committee by K. Seward dated September 12, 2011 (see attached).  No resolution.
10. Discussion: Member Keith Seward Statement re: Stormwater:  K. Seward presented two options in the attached document. K. Seward was concerned that if option I were pursued, would they be taking on too much when considering areas along the Sugar River.

K. Budsberg expressed concern with the legal ramifications of prior knowledge.

J. Salter proposed going with option II, whereby the parties would meet to identify Storm Water Study Areas. 
11. Discussion: Legler Valley/14th Avenue:  It was noted that neither the Village section nor the Town section of this road has been maintained.  Furthermore, the jurisdiction for law enforcement is an issue.  There was brief discussion of possible annexation of the Town portion by the Village in the area near the trailer court, possible de-annexation of curved portion by the Village to the Town, and a possible agreement for resurfacing.  K. Seward noted that the section of the road in question is approximately ¼ mile in length. J. Salter suggested that the Village look into what it would cost them to de-annex the road to the Town. K. Budsberg suggested that someone put together a proposal on the issue. Without objection J. Salter and K. Seward will work together on both issues defined in items 10 and 11.
12. Discussion: Language for Sewer and Water Extensions:  Without objection this issue will be reviewed at the next meeting.
13. Comments on Community Development Authority (CDA) Vision Document: Without objection, J. Salter will discuss this issue with G. Thomson who departed prior to discussion of this item; Salter will report back at the next meeting.
14. Set Next Meeting Date and Agenda Items: The next meeting will be Monday, October 10, 2011 at 6:00 PM at the Village Hall Boardroom.  K. Seward noted he plans to be gone from October 12, 2011 until November 21, 2011.  Agenda items to include: Proposal by Sarah Pittz, Vierbicher Associates for planning services; Village Board Response to Draft Cooperative Boundary Agreement; Discussion: Advisor Selection; Report: Seward/Salter Regarding Priority Stormwater Locations; Discussion: Draft Proposal Regarding 14th Avenue; Discussion: Language for Sewer and Water Extensions as Reflected in Village Ordinances; Continued Discussion: Administrator Owen and Village Board Concerns; and Comments on CDA Vision Document.
15. Adjournment: Motion to adjourn by K. Seward; 2nd Kevin Budsberg.  Motion carried at 7:37 PM.
Revised 111006
2

