TOWN OF NEW GLARUS
Parks Commission Meeting
November 20, 2014
Minutes



ATTENDING: 	Chris Narveson, Dana Emmerton, Chris Reis, Harry Pulliam and Susan McCallum, Deputy Clerk.

ABSENT:	 Andy Elkins

ALSO ATTENDING:	 Frank Fetter and Sally Jarosz (both left at 7:52 pm), Adam Ingwell (left at 8:20 pm)

CALL TO ORDER:	C. Narveson called the meeting to order at 7:07p.m.

AGENDA:

1. Proof of Posting:  S. McCallum attested that the agenda was properly posted.

2. Discuss and consider October 16, 2014 minutes: 
      H. Pulliam moved to approve the October 16 minutes, 2nd D. Emmerton. Motion carried.  
     
3. Public Comments:  None.  

4.    Update 2015 budget:  C. Narveson reported that $2,000 was removed by the Town Board during the budget process. The commission will review the 2015 budget in January to reallocate monies per line item. 

5.   Discuss and consider 2014 budget and expenditures; $300.00 Paul Jennrich, Arbor Day
      Trees, $7.24/ $36.07 Roys- recruitment/workshop, $54.44 Hoesly’s Meats, $500 G.Cty
                                                                                                                       Land/Water Dept.:  
    D. Emmerton moved to spend $300 for the Arbor Day program to Paul Jennrich, 2nd by C. Reis. Motion carried. H. Pulliam moved to approve payments for Roy’s and Hoesly’s, 2nd D. Emmerton. Motion carried. C. Reis moved to spend $500 for the trout stream map update with Green County Land and Water Department, 2nd D. Emmerton. Motion carried. 

6.   Update and discussion: Trail along Spring Valley creek, DNR representative: 
      F. Fetter asked the commission what their plans are for trails. C. Narveson explained that their concept was for mowed walking trails within the easement along streams. F. Fetter stated that mowed trails rarely need any authorization from the DNR. He handed out a map, from the surface water generator website, which showed wetlands around the Little Sugar River and Spring Valley Creek. This includes wetland layers, hydric soils and partially hydric soils, the area outlined in yellow is a mapped wetland, done around the 1970’s, and the people doing the mapping were confident the areas were /are wetlands. He explained that because there are hydric soils, from NRCS survey, it doesn’t mean there are wetlands, but that the soil is right. Green County Land Conservation and NRCS are tasked with protecting soils; DNR and the Core of Engineers are the regulatory on wetlands. DNR defines wetlands with three criteria: hydric soil, wetland plants (50 %+ 1) and wetland hydrology (ponded or shallow water table per a certain time of year). If you had wanted to put in a paved or crushed limestone path along the creek you would require a permit from the DNR. He further explained that he can’t do wetland identification after growing season because plants are gone. You can mow wetlands, they can also be tilled, and only nonagricultural activities need a permit such as excavating or depositing materials. C. Narveson asked about bringing a backhoe in to level trees and banks. F. Fetter said DNR would need to determine if wetlands are present before grubbing out, you can cut them down. There are a couple things you could do without coming to us again, route mowed trail around trees or cut the trees to the ground and treat the stump. This is because converting a forested to an open wetland is okay, but disturbing soil would need a permit. The treatment could be required every so many years, maybe every 10 years or less. If you want to grub it out, you would need to talk to the DNR and we would need to determine in the spring if it is a wetland. He feels it is a great idea; it has a net benefit to the resource. Right now if you cut and treat trees and mow path you don’t need to contact us. S. McCallum presented pictures she had taken of Spring Valley creek from Hwy 69 along the corn field edge. F. Fetter stated that navigability is defined as; bed and banks and enough water annually to float the smallest of watercrafts.  He looks at a number of things when determining navigability; watershed size (from Little Sugar River is 765 acres), how much hard surface- three grades of land cover: worst is impervious-concrete, roof tops etc, second is tilled land, plant matter takes water in), vegetated land cover and then topographical maps. This is a pretty large watershed, could mean navigable. He would not make a navigability determination by photos, he would need to come out and take measurements. He would mark ordinary high water mark; representative straight part of stream, then measures and if it is 30” wide and 4” deep for normal high water mark. He would give out permit for a foot bridge, which is simple to do, stream has to be less than 35’ wide, peers cannot be in the stream bed and must be anchored on one bank, so it doesn’t wash out, this could be as simple as tying to a tree. If any monies for a project come from a state or federal source the fee is waived and can waive for wetlands if the fed or state is doing the project. He would be happy to walk the area if you start grubbing and would need to determine wetland once we have a growing season, although he could not delineate the area you would need to hire someone to do that, leveling ground would need a permit (land disturbance). C. Narveson and H. Pulliam relayed their observations when they walked the area including a pond. F. Fetter will forward a name for state trail funding. He also suggested you could designate another spot outside the stream area and create a meandering path. C. Narveson said what about areas needing a small amount of leveling. F. Fetter said anywhere that in the past that land was moved and mounded (side cast) to straighten the stream or dig a pond, then that area may no longer have hydric soils. There are General Permits for wetland disturbances for recreational trails, no mitigation is necessary and it is a gp so no public notice; one headache is that it includes a lot of writing. It is called Practible Alternatives to putting this trail where you want and includes alternate location with pros and cons to both, ultimately pros for your plan. As long as you are not disturbing more than 10,000 sq ft for area within the wetland, then it would require a general permit. We have 30 days to respond, otherwise you get the permit, he says rarely more than ten days. In the end he and whomever is assigned to this area if not Sally, we will work with you to succeed with your project. They will forward the trails grant person’s name and the link to the surface water viewer mapping tool to S. McCallum.

7.   Recap on Fall Workshop:  Well attended- 20, new people, a couple neighborhood kids, a lot of fun and firewood was very wet, only did one pile. Hot dogs went well. Two speakers from Audubon, they had a remote speaker with a loud Blue Jay sound and a local woodpecker responded. Parking was good, most everyone parked on north side of road. C. Narveson spoke about the possibility of creating a parking pull-off area filled with gravel along the road. There was discussion regarding doing this more often. H. Pulliam spoke about his recent discussions regarding promoting events.  
        
8.   Discuss and consider BBRC activities:
          
          a.  A. Ingwell tree removal. A. Ingwell said the original budget (met with Stroks) was to clear all box elders at north edge of park and to use USFWS funds and town’s to clear them all, the USFWS liked the idea because it removes habitat for bird predators. The neighbor felt the total removal was not what he wanted as it would remove too much of the screening they provide. C. Narveson suggested arborvitaes as a screening possibility. S. Fabos of Indigenous Restorations also recommended replanting with oak trees, which could be ordered through the tree sales program. A. Ingwell will also speak to him about putting large logs at the top near the road and put a Free sign on them. The commission reviewed the BBRC maintenance plan and the 2014 budget and remaining monies in line items BBRC, Projects and Trail Development. H. Pulliam moved to spend up to $1,900 for tree removal at the BBRC in 2014, 2nd C. Reis. Motion carried. A. Ingwell will contact S. Fabos and communicate with commission as to what and when the work will be done. After the commission reviewed the rest of the 2014 expenditures, D. Emmerton amended the motion to spend up to $1400 for tree removal at the BBRC in 2014, 2nd by H. Pulliam. Motion carried.

          b.  Signs, E. Woerpel. Was not present.
       
          c.  Entry marking. Will revisit during 2015, as commission member is not able to attend meetings through the end of the year, possibly six months. 

9.    Discuss and consider purchase of storage shed and camera: C. Reis moved to spend up to $200 for a camera, 2nd H. Pulliam. Motion carried. It was decided to wait for a shed determination when the Town decides where and when new hall will be located. 

10.  Schedule Next Meeting and Set Agenda, discuss annual Holiday Open House:  Wednesday Dec. 10th 6:30 pm, Open House (everyone will bring a dish, a mix of desserts and other, S. McCallum will purchase drinks) and tree sales. S. McCallum handed out tree information on those native to our zone and information on Green County’s program for 2015. 

11.    Adjourn:  C. Reis moved to adjourn at 9:05 pm, 2nd by D. Emmerton.  Motion carried. 	
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