SPECIAL MANTORVILLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
MONDAY AUGUST 15, 2011
6:30 PM

1. Call to Order – Mayor Nash called the meeting to order at 6:30 pm.
Members Present: Luke Nash, Chuck Bradford, and Don Swanson

Members Absent: Jim Maxson and Sherry Roth

Others Present(that signed in and were decipherable): Bryce Gunderson, Kay Gunderson, Meg Lambert, Caroline Plank, Jennifer Wolforth, Ryannon Frederick, Ann Bradford, Lynette Nash, Dewey Larson, Diane Larson, Brian Sandstrom, Kathy Sandstrom, Hilary Blair, Charlene Hasz, Cresta Melcher, Marilyn & Bob Lermon, Randy Carlson, Terry Eckstein, Scott Kitzerow, Sonya Kitzerow, Karen Hofstad, Jim Jensen, Ken Frank, 

2. Pledge of Allegiance - Done
3. Public Discussion: Proposed Mantorville Dog Park
The City Council held a special meeting for discussion of the proposed Mantorville Dog Park.  These minutes are a summary of the meeting, not all inclusive, and discussion took place as follows:

Cresta Melcher – President of the Mantorville Park Board

The Park Board has heard about the dog park item for the past 5 years.  The Board felt there was a need in the community but asked the group (dog park committee) to do a lot of homework before they endorse the idea.  They asked for them to confirm there is a need by doing a survey not just in Mantorville but throughout Dodge County.  They also asked them to do research about how area parks are run, who cleans them, is noise a problem, parking a problem, etc.  The Park Board felt the group went above and beyond what they were expected to do and that is why the Park Board endorsed this idea and supports the Council decision to designate the land by the water tower for this use. 
On a separate note she stated that her sister owns a doggy day care facility in IA about the same size as Leashes and Leads and she can tell you that this kind of facility is amazing for the community and amazing for pet owners.  Personally she is also endorsing this as well as on behalf of the Park Board.  
The Park Board, at their last regular meeting, officially created a dog park group sub-committee of the Park Board.  They have agreed for ongoing maintenance and a park board liaison will sit in on both committees.  There has not been a dollar amount set for maintenance of the Dog Park.  

Ryannon Frederick – asked if any input was gathered on distance of dog parks from residential neighborhoods in Rochester?  That was not asked as the board was more concerned with the ongoing maintenance of the dog parks.  

Caroline Plank – noted a lot of concerns because it is close to her house and her children.  Safety is the first biggest concern. Other concerns she has are dog bites, unwanted persons, noise, distraction, traffic, smell from the bathrooms, flood lights, who is going to monitor if the dogs are licensed, and the decrease in property values, She loves dogs and wants one but doesn’t want a dog park in her back yard.  Who is going to do the snow removal, take care of the parking, and the clean up?
Cresta replied that this would be considered a Mantorville Park and would be maintained just as the rest of the current parks are maintained; the garbage is picked up, the lawn is mowed, the plowing, it would be done the same.   
A comment in response to this is that because it is being maintained by the City, the tax dollars would be allocated to it is that correct?  Cresta replied that it is correct however, there would be a “pay to use” or registration fee collected.  The current dog registration fee will go towards this.  Discussion is still taking place as to what to set the fee at for use of the dog park.
Kathy Sandstrom – is not against a dog park but is concerned about the safety.  

Meg Lambert – the concerns stated are valid and common concerns.  Traffic, noise and cleanliness are the biggest concerns nationwide with any dog park. If traffic is already a concern in that neighborhood, it should be addressed by the Council.  The neighborhood is concerned that traffic is going to increase.  A solution by the dog park committee is to have a sign put up.  
Dewey Larson – why wasn’t one resident in that area approached on this?  The Committee responded that it was published for input and it wasn’t originally planned to be in Mantorville; they were taking suggestions.  
A resident that was present stated they filled out the survey but had they known it was going to be in their back yard, they would of stated things differently.

A new survey is being proposed.  The neighbors would appreciate if a question was asked on the survey if they would like this in their back yard or adjacent to your property.

Other questions or comments made are as follows:

· Was goat island ever considered?   

· What other locations have been considered?  

· There are 28 children on Chestnut Street.  
· How was the survey presented to people?  
· Who is going to police this?  
· Who is going to check to make sure the proper registration has taken place?  
· Have any area’s in the County been considered or looked at?  
· Who is picking up the City Insurance?  
· Is there going to be extra police in the neighborhood?  
· There should have been a letter in the mail being asked about this to all the residents that surrounded the proposal.  
· What are the hours going to be on this?  
· What happens when a bunch of dogs show up during the day all barking and wake up that whole neighborhood?  
· Safety from strangers coming in to the neighborhood; safety from additional cars.

· Items from articles were noted, research on various things from location of dog parks, dog bites, information from location of Rochester dog parks, information that some cities have set footage between the dog park and residential neighborhoods.  
· Why weren’t other area’s looked at? It was answered that none were proposed.  
· If someone has another proposal they should bring it forward.  
· Suggested hours are from 7 am – 8:30 pm but it is not set in stone.  Concerns were stated that children are in bed well before 8:30 pm.  
· Suggestions that barriers of vegetation and whatnot can be put up.  
· Suggestions to reconfigure the proposed area closer to 9th street was suggested.  It was noted that the area under the water tower is unusable and that’s why it was proposed.  The proposed lay out was shown but doesn’t mean that changes can’t be made.  
· A couple of developers and realtors were contacted about developing next to a dog park.  The residents on Chestnut received input that was more negative towards developing next to one versus the answers that Committee members received. 
· If people want a dog park, they are going to report those people that are not properly licensed, people that don’t pick up after their dogs, etc. or the dog park will be gone.

· Suggested to look for places farther away from residential area’s that would be more tolerant of noise, smell, traffic etc.  Where there won’t be concerns of it being taken away after raising funds and spending the money etc.

· City ordinances and codes to consider such as the Nuisance Ordinance, which was read.  
· The location is the greatest concern.  It’s going to drastically change their lifestyle.  
· Their home was bought for the peacefulness of the area and next to an empty field.  
· Suggested to do another survey directly to the Mantorville residents to see if it is a need in Mantorville or in Dodge County in general.  
· Statements were listed from other cities where they have standards listed before putting in a dog park which includes public meetings taking place, environmental worksheets being done, etc.  
· Is the plan going to bring in enough revenue to pay for it?  
· Is there time to continue to figure stuff out before the Council passes the resolution to reserve the land around the water tower as park land?  The residents would like for all of their concerns to be addressed before the City designates the land.   

· Find where there is a dog park that is less than 200 feet from a residence.  
· Request to table the resolution for 3 months so the citizens can work with the dog park committee to find an alternative location.  They would also like to survey the City of Mantorville residents.  Each resident should have an opportunity to comment on what is going on in the City.  
· Concerns that the City Council is minimizing the peace of mind of the resident who pays taxes on their homes.  

Further discussion took place on resurveying the entire City to get their input.  The neighbors to the proposed dog park would feel better knowing that all the residents of Mantorville had a say even if the majority feel it is a good idea and they are ok with the current site location.  
It was suggested that a question be included in the survey that asks if the people that walk their dogs will use the dog park versus walking their dog.  Will they still walk their dog and use the dog park?

Mayor Nash wrapped up the meeting by stating that they would give the group a chance to create a survey and get adequate staff to get this done.  If it is a dead process, the City needs to make a decision one way or the other.  The information will be discussed at the September 12 Council meeting.  
4. Adjourn – Motion made by Member Bradford, second by Member Swanson to adjourn the meeting at 8:10 PM.  Motion passed unanimously.  
