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7/13/2010
Regular Town Board Meeting
Town Hall – Swiss Miss Center 1101 Hwy 69 New Glarus @ 6:30 pm


ATTENDING:	Board Members: Keith Seward, Dean Streiff, Chris Narveson (arrived at 6:50 p.m.), Robert Elkins, Jim Hoesly, and Pattie Salter

ALSO ATTENDING:	Dale Hustad (Town Counsel), and Jim McGuire

CALL TO ORDER: 	K. Seward at 6:30 PM – Swiss Miss Center.  

Proof of Posting:	Proper proof of notice was duly noted. 

Discussion/Motion: 	D. Streiff moved to approve 6/01/2010 Board of Review minutes. R. Elkins 2nd. Motion Carried 

Discussion/Motion: 	D. Streiff moved to approve 6/01/2010 regular town board meeting minutes. R. Elkins 2nd. Motion Carried 

Patrolman’s Report:	
· Village View Circle Driveway Issue – Photos were handed out showing gaps between town road and homeowners driveways. The homeowner at W5246 wants the town to repair his. Dennis took pictures of several driveways on the cul-du-sac and there were 7 other homes that have the same issue. There were an equal number of homes where the driveway meets the roadway.

K. Seward noted that it appears that the roadway was not hard surfaced until after a major portion of the subdivision construction was done so there are a number of driveways that come up short.

Dennis did not feel it was fair that the town have to pay to bring the effected driveways out to the roadway when other resident’s driveways meet the roadway.

K. Seward asked if it was fair to assume that the homes were built before the road was resurfaced. Dennis did not know, but it does appear to be the case.

R. Elkins asked who was responsible for the right of way. In Dale’s opinion, the town is responsible for the roadway but not the sections from the roadway to the driveways. 
The developer was Duane Pope, Dale suggested that we check when the town accepted the road. Were there any conditions on accepting the road? Was the CSM signed by the town chairman? Was a public hearing held or a town meeting? If there were driveway issues they should have complained at that time. 

R. Elkins suggested explaining to the residents that the gaps will be repaired when the road is resurfaced. If the resident wants something done sooner they would be responsible for the cost.

R. Elkins moved to table the issue until the next meeting when more research can be gathered. J. Hoesly 2nd. Motion carried.

· Town Garage Needs if Relocated - K. Seward handed out a draft of the proposed future needs of the Town:

Minimum:
2 3 each 19’ wide (12’ height) Garage doors x 40’ =	1,520 2,280 SF
2 each 12’ wide (12’ height) Garage doors x 40’ =	960 SF
Space between bays – 4 5 each 6’ x 40’ =                 960	1,200 SF 	
     	 3,440 4,440 SF	
1 each 20’ x 40’ Shop area	800 SF
	4,240 5,240 SF
1 each Rest room (or joint shared)	
      10’ x 10’ if separate	
Insulated – max floor/walls/ceiling
Unit heaters or infra red bay heaters
Garage door openers – automatic
Separate Heating and electric meters- yes
Hot water available for restroom and truck wash
Wash bay capability – 1 bay only
Central drain capability – all bays
Gravel screen/collection point – yes
2 – Exit doors – yes
Windows – shop area only
Building ceiling height 14’ clear inside	

Expanded Options:
Building depth 50’
Add 2 1 overhead bays 19’ x 50’                          1,900	950 SF
Add space between bays 2 1 each 6’ x 50’              600	300 SF
                                                                          1,550 	1,250 SF
Expansion capability – one end expandable 
     (Floor, roof, utilities, drains)	_______
	5,790 6,490 SF

R. Elkins asked where the drains would empty. If the building is located within the Village, the waste water would be screened and the waste would go to sanitary. If located in the town there would be some type of storm water system to collect the waste. 

R. Elkins also noted that separate restrooms might be necessary if the Village or Town had a woman driver.

D. Streiff suggested adding the additional bay to begin with. It would be more expensive to add it later. After a brief discussion it was decided to move one bay from the expanded options up to the minimum requirements.

Without objection K. Seward will follow up with the village on the modified garage needs.

· Bridge Report 
	Bridge Number
	Location
	Recommended Repairs
	Directive

	#B-23-0079
	Old Madison Road
	Consider sealing the deck surface with concrete
	County to do 2010

	#B-23-0125
	Kubly Road
	Cut brush within inlet waterway – no additional work
	Dennis cut some of the brush. Will cut more by fall.

	#B-23-0126
	Disch Road
	Good – No work
	N/A

	#B-23-0128
	Old Madison Road
	Good. No work. 
	Dennis will check on uninstalled connecting bars in flow line of west culvert

	#B-23-0137
	Legler Valley Road
	Good. No work.
	N/A

	#P-23-0075
	Disch Road
	Large amount of brush around bridge. Keep it trimmed, as well as you can
	Dennis has started – will finish by fall 2010

	#P-23-0076
	Valley View Road
	Repair small failures in seal coat surface
	Dennis completed

	#P-23-0944
	Zentner Road
	Nice condition for an older concrete box culvert
	N/A

	#P-23-0947
	Ward Creek Lane
	Highly recommend placing heavy riprap at northwest corner to stabilize wing and direct stream flow to center of bridge
	County - Dennis will get costs




Public Comments: 	Vierbicher is publishing the bid notice for Legler Valley Road in tomorrow’s paper. We added about $25,000 to the budget to repair Legler Valley Road (North side) drainage issue. The bid opening should be next week.

Vierbicher will also look into replacing one culvert with native materials to see how it winters. If it works, there are about 20 other culverts that are experiencing the same problem. 

Finance Committee Report:
Accounts Receivable Aging List was distributed. Outstanding bills include Golf Chalets at Edelweiss who owe $255 and M. Smitherman who owes $475 for plan work. Total outstanding $730.

Accounting Reports and Bank Reconciliation 
· Reports were handed out to all board members.

Approval and Payment of Bills: 
· D. Streiff moved to approve June checks: 15643-15647 R. Elkins 2nd. Motion carried.

· C. Narveson moved to approve July checks: 15648-15688 and ACH 49912, 59316, and 89056 J. Hoesly 2nd.  Check number 15652 replaces lost check #15593. Motion carried. 

Driveway Refunds: 
· Dusten Hoesly – N7490 County N D. Streiff moved to approve refund, J. Hoesly 2nd. Motion carried.
· Patrick Skala – N8185 Marty Road - Request for a refund for a driveway that was installed in 1998 and never received refund. Mike will inspect and will bring before the board next month.

Clerk-Treasurer Report:	
· Correspondence
· P. Salter presented the board with a request for a temporary “Picnic” license from Maennerchor New Glarus for Volksfest. Volksfest is scheduled for August 1 at the Wilhelm Tell Shooting Park. License approved without objection.
· Waste Management Contract – K. Seward will meet with Waste Management to ask them to explain the fuel surcharge before returning signed contract.
· SWRP Invitation – July 27, in Platteville – 5-7:30 cost $20 per person $35 per couple – Let P. Salter know if you wish to attend.
· Dane County planning development sent a notice of Public Hearing for the Town of Primrose comprehensive plan. The hearing is July 27.

Chairman’s Report:	
· Town/Village Negotiating Committee – K. Seward reported that they’ve been meeting monthly. The last meeting was supposed to have been feedback on a prior Village and Library board on the questions of what the library board sees as a financial impact of a new library. The meeting between the Village and Library board did not happen because Denise Anton Wright was out of town. They are planning to meet and get back to us by the next joint negotiation meeting on August 5th. 

· Boundary Agreement Issues – Will be discussed at their next meeting.

· Parks – Will be discussed at a future date.

· Garage – See above

· Library – K. Seward reported that he shared information given to him by Cheryl Becker of the South Central Library on the complexities of forming a joint library with the Joint Negotiating Committee. K. Seward explained that Cheryl cautioned that the biggest problems were problems that exist today and include equitability of funding. 

Wayne Duerst was also in attendance at the last Joint Negotiation meeting and shared his opinions. He felt that based on feedback gathered when they researched this issue 5-7 years ago, the Library Board would not be interested in pursuing a joint library due to the complexities of the process.

Jim Salter noted at the meeting, that he would prefer the town consider a revenue sharing approach rather than the joint library approach. K. Seward admitted that it would be a less complex approach. The problem with this approach is how the town would relate to our constituents on the question of library funding if we have no authority on the library expenditures?

· Old Town Hall Discussion of possible purchase – K. Seward noted that we notified The Old Town Hall Preservation Society that we are not interested in their offer to fix the building at this time because we are still not sure what the use of the building will be. 

J. Hoesly reported that he talked to approximately 10-20 town residents and did not find anyone who is in favor of purchasing the Old Town Hall. With that in mind, he would have a hard time voting to purchase the building unless he was convinced otherwise. 

C. Narveson has a hard time since the issue cleared the Annual Meeting he felt the issue should have gone to referendum. 

K. Seward noted that if the Town had clear direction from the Village and the Library we would have a use for the building. K. Seward noted that he encouraged some members of the library board to secure the property in the middle. If that were done, we could move on purchasing the Old Town Hall.

C. Narveson noted that we cannot buy the property until next year because it is not in this year’s budget.

Jim McGuire noted that there were enough people at the meeting to support buying the Old Town Hall because that’s the way the vote went. He reiterated that the library portion of the decision is important but maybe the Town should consider using the building for its Town Hall again.

K. Seward clarified that at the Annual meeting we received authorization to buy the Old Town Hall if we choose to buy it. The legal interpretation of that is we are not required to buy it. The other side of the motion tied the purchase of the Old Town Hall with the concept of working with the Village for a library on that site. 

Jim McGuire was under the impression that directive from the annual meeting was to buy the Old Town Hall. K. Seward re-read the original motion and explained that the final motion stated a two part authorization to purchase the old town hall site and pursue with the best interest of the community the development of a library in that area. 

R. Elkins reiterated that the motion gave the town the authority to purchase the building but did not require the Town Board to do so. He suggested that if there was a community feeling towards preserving the building as a monument without a particular use, then that should be decided in a referendum. K. Seward confirmed that the Town could do an advisory referendum or a binding referendum. K. Seward asked for clarification, was R. Elkins saying if the Village decides not to use this site for a library, should the Town ask the constituents via referendum to purchase the building for a future town hall? R. Elkins expressed concern that he hasn’t seen much movement from the Village and Library Board direction to take positive steps in nailing the property down. Without that input a referendum would get the desire of the populace. K. Seward felt that the Village and Library Board had shown interest in the location, but just haven’t met yet.  

· C. Narveson moved to table the issue until we have feedback from the Village and Library, D. Streiff 2nd. Motion carried. 

Parks Commission Report:
· C. Narveson explained that they are having a hard time getting a quorum at the Parks meetings. They have several people gone during the summer and Pete Shaffer’s appointment is expiring. C. Narveson suggested appointing a couple alternates to the parks commission. Pete Shaffer has volunteered to serve as an alternate. They still have two open seats on the parks commission. C. Narveson moved to appoint K. Seward and Pete Shaffer as alternates on the parks commission. J. Hoesly 2nd. Motion carried.

Plan Commission Report:
· Maximum Residential Development along a Private Road/Drive – K. Seward explained that the plan commission had a subcommittee working on the question of number of homes/residents on private drives, similar to what the county has done. The question was raised as to how it would affect the ETZ areas. Consider it for a similar policy or ordinance for the entire township including the ETZ. The sub-committee recommended that the maximum number of homes on a private drive, within the ETZ be the same as the County. You would be able to have 6 homes on a private drive but once the 7th home went in, the road would have to be a public road. The question was raised what if you have a commercial development. The sub-committee is still working on that question and is not ready to make a recommendation. For the remainder of the Town, the sub-committee suggests the same format of maximum of 6 homes on a private drive. R. Elkins clarified that within the AT zone of the ETZ, once the 5th home was built, they would have to connect to publicly owned sewer and water.

C. Narveson was concerned with the length of the roads. The longer the road, the more expense it will be for the residents and the harder it will be for rescue and fire to get to. Plus if you have multiple residents, they will probably one day want bus and trash pick up services. If the residents try to get the town to take over the road we wouldn’t be sure that it has been built to town code. 

K. Seward noted that the Roesslein development is in the process of doing this right now. The residents are trying to go together to build their private road to town code and ask that the town take it over so they can have bus pick up and garbage services.

· Deb Carey has now filed her CSM and $10 temporary occupancy permit
· Authorization to send a letter to property owners whose property has been split beyond the available residential building potential – K. Seward explained that there are a number of properties within the town that there are splits taken and recorded without respect to the ordinance. They are substandard lots. The town’s legal council has advised the town board to write to the property owners and notify them that they may not have a building site. 

After some discussion, it was decided that the plan administrator should identify those lots that were divided after date of ordinance, are substandard lots and that they were signed by the town board. If the lots were signed off by the town Chair, it may imply that they have a buildable site. The properties that were divided after date of ordinance, are substandard but did not come before the board and have no signed CSM would not have a buildable lot.

Without objection K. Seward will work with J. Wright to identify the problem and report back to the town board.

August 3rd – 6:00 Marvin and Colleen Smitherman Public Hearing

August 3rd - 6:30 Regular Town Board meeting 
                   Agenda Item - village/library board discussion
  
8:40 K. Seward moved to adjourn, C. Narveson 2nd. Motion Carried. 

Adjourn
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