Minutes of Regular Session

Proceedings of the Village of Spring Green Board of Trustees meeting on April 14, 2010 at 7:00 p.m., at 154 N. Lexington Street, Spring Green Wisconsin.

1. Call to order: Greg Prem, Village President, called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.  
2. Roll call of Village Board members:  Members present were Greg Prem, Mark Nelson, Joel Marcus, Gene Hausner, Doug Feiner, Dale Hottmann, and Vern Liegel.  Also present were Wendy Crary, Kevin Wilkins, Gwen Schwanke, Linda Schwanke, Louise Dotter, Sarah Brehm, Rick King, Bob Tennant, Jean Porter, Clay Porter, LaNell Jaquish, LuEtta Miller, Seth Alt, Mariosa, Becky Rex, Cari Stebbins, Bob Willoughby, Jean Alt, Don Kauss, Joy Kirkpatrick, Mark Baenen, Nancy Baenen, Mary Prine Bailey, Jeff Alt, Eric Ferguson, David Schinke, Jenny Pappas and Ed Lilla.
3. Approve Minutes:  Hausner moved and Nelson seconded to approve the minutes of the March 24, 2010 Regular Board Meeting.  Motion carried.

4.       Approve Agenda:  Feiner moved and Liegel seconded to approve the agenda as presented.
5.       Consent Agenda:  Liegel moved and Feiner seconded to approve the consent agenda 

      consisting of the following:

a. Approval of Disbursements

b. Approval of the following License for River Valley Players, 111 E. Jefferson Street, Spring Green, WI:
1. Temporary Class “B”/”Class B” Retailer’s License for the period 4/22/10 – 4/25/10.


Motion carried. 

6.      Old Business:

a. Prem gave a recap of the last board meeting, went over the current ordinance regarding livestock and fowl and asked for public input.  Dotter stated she would support allowing chickens, as long as roosters were banned, the number of hens allowed was specified and if a permitting process was clearly stated within the ordinance.  An audience member stated she felt chicken ownership is a non-issue, as there are many other municipalities that allow chickens.  Jean Porter stated she has an issue, because she is a business owner and does not want chickens running through her yard, or roosters crowing and disturbing her customers.  Porter stated she would be in favor of the conditional use process, so neighbors would be notified and have a chance to voice their opinions.  Prem stated he would like to see more detailed guidelines in the village’s ordinance.  Alt stated if the chickens were to be kept in a clearly enclosed container; it would not be any different than having a dog.  Brehm stated she currently owns chickens and keeping them in an enclosure is a good idea.  Tennant stated he agreed with placing detailed guidelines in the ordinance, and when the ordinance is written, caution should be exercised.  Baenen stated he has had between four and six chickens for the past several years and has no health issue concerns.  Baenen stated the State of Wisconsin has a registration process that must be followed.  Baenen stated our chickens are our pets and they are a good experience for our children.  Prem stated at the last board meeting, the apprehension was over potential health concerns.  Eric Ferguson arrived at 7:22 p.m.  Prem asked if the ordinance should cover other fowl.  Brehm suggested drafting an ordinance specific to chickens and leaving all other animals under the existing ordinance.  Feiner asked the audience what they thought of Madison’s ordinance.  One audience member stated Madison allows up to four laying hens, and suggested increasing the allowable number, possibly up to 10 laying hens.  Alt stated perhaps the amount of chickens allowed could be based upon the lot size or container size.  Hottmann asked if chickens were affectionate – and why chickens?  Baenen stated chickens are very friendly, and they are also entertaining.  Prem read a letter submitted by Harper Baenen, in favor of chickens and how they are her pets, and that they like to eat stale cupcakes.  Clay Porter stated he has two grandsons that cannot be near chickens, so he is wary of a chicken ordinance.  Prem asked the audience to submit sample ordinances to either him or the village office.  No action taken.
b. Hausner moved and Nelson seconded to approve the second reading of Village Ordinance Chapter 30.  Motion carried.

7.
New Business:  
a. Marcus stated the board could not proceed with the current ordinance as it is written, as a conditional use cannot be granted by the board.  Alt asked if he could be grandfathered as the current ordinance is basically defective.  Prem stated the issue is that the ordinance states that chickens are not permitted, so we need to change the ordinance.  Feiner asked what the time frame would be to change the ordinance.  Prem stated between meetings, hearings and publication requirements; it would take at the very least six weeks.  Alt asked if a temporary allowance could be granted.  Prem stated we can only speculate at this point.  The consensus of the board was to proceed with revising the current ordinance.  Marcus stated we have to decide how to proceed; either change this to a zoning ordinance, whereby the conditional use permit process is utilized, or revise the current ordinance.  Prem stated if the ordinance is restrictive enough, the conditional use aspect may not be needed.  Jean Porter stated she was concerned with the “coop” or “housing” aspect of the ordinance.  Miller stated it would be important to specify the type of housing, size of housing and amount of chickens allowed. Tennant stated the placement of the housing should also be addressed, perhaps limiting it to the back yard only.  Prem encouraged the audience to submit sample ordinances from other municipalities.  No action taken.
b. Lilla discussed the Targeted Runoff Management Grants and Urban Nonpoint Source and Storm Water Management Grants.  Lilla stated he and Don Greenwood spent some time looking into the grants, and they felt these particular grants were not the right fit for the village at this time.  Lilla recommended passing on these grant opportunities for now, until the village has a more defined project.  Lilla also noted Jewell would work on the application for an upcoming 80/20 street project grant.  No action taken.
c. No action was taken on Resolution R-1004, Municipal Responsibility Resolution.
d. Hausner moved and Liegel seconded to approve Crary’s recommendation to hold and maintain the current rate schedule for season passes, daily passes and lessons at the Spring Green Municipal Pool.  Motion carried.
e. Crary explained the 2010 Community Development Block Grant program, and stated if the village was awarded funds, participation in the program would not be mandatory.  Nelson moved and Marcus seconded to sign the Letter of Intent for the Community Development Block Grant housing program.  Motion carried.
8.
Information Items:   

a. Update on space needs study and capital inventory list.  

b. 2009 Village of Spring Green Recycling Report.
c. Spring Green Golf Club, Inc. Annual Meeting minutes and first quarter 2010 cash flow report.
d. Memorandum from the Wisconsin Historical Society regarding state and national register of historic places nomination.
e. Connecting Southwest Wisconsin Broadband Conference information.

f. Correspondence from the Office of the Governor of the State of Wisconsin proclaiming April 19-23
9.
General Public Comment:  LaNell Jaquish from Project Recovery gave an update on their latest grant, noting a June 15, 2010 filing deadline.  Jaquish stated Sauk County still has funds available, and the grant is for repairs to homes/basements that suffered damage due to the 2008 flooding. 
10.
At 8:33 p.m. Prem moved and Nelson seconded to convene into closed session under Section 19.85(1)(e) of the Wisconsin State Statutes for "Deliberating or negotiating the purchasing of public properties, the investing of public funds, or conducting other specified public business, whenever competitive or bargaining reasons require a closed session.”  Roll Call Vote, Ayes; Liegel, Hottmann, Feiner, Hausner, Marcus, Nelson and Prem.  Motion carried.

11.
Feiner moved and Nelson seconded to reconvene into open session at 8:41-ish p.m.  Motion carried.

12.
No action was taken on the sale of public property at 150 S. Washington Street.

13.
General Public Comment:  There was no general public comment.
14.
Feiner moved and Hausner seconded to adjourn at 8:43 p.m. Motion carried.
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