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BALDWIN TOWNSHIP REGULAR MEETING
January 4, 2005
Present - Supervisors Jeff Dotseth, Lester Kriesel, Bryan Lawrence, Jess Hall and Eleanor Rittenour.
Call to Order/Reconvene– The Baldwin Township regular meeting of January 4, 2005 was called to order at 7:01 p.m. by Chairman Jess Hall.

Pledge of Allegiance – All present recited the Pledge of Allegiance.

Additions/Corrections to Agenda – None.  The agenda was approved as presented.

OLD BUSINESS:

 Wilderness Shores 2nd Addition Update – Kathleen Heaney, Sherburne County Attorney, wrote the Township and said the agreement is null and void.  According to Bryan Lawrence, Heaney stated that the Township is in a better position since Baldwin showed good faith in instituting an agreement.  Jess Hall said that the proof of how much gravel that was put down would be determined by Bob Gross of Bogart, Pederson & Associates in the spring.  The contractor quit graveling at the culvert.  There still is a question about buried stumps.  Wilderness Shores 2nd is now at a standstill, and the Township is waiting to sign a developer’s agreement and receive escrow money.  The County will not issue permits on a private road, therefore the ball is in Springman’s court.  Even though the Township can’t stop the construction of a road, the Township does not have to accept the road.

 Approve/Disapprove Leasing New Copy Machine – A motion was made by Bryan Lawrence and seconded by Lester Kriesel to approve a 60-month lease through IKON Office Solutions on a new Savin copy machine.  Motion carried.

NEW BUSINESS:

Discuss Revising Resolution #2002-05, Amending By-Laws for the Regulation of Dog’s Relating to Animals Disturbing the Peace – Jess Hall read Baldwin Township Resolution No. 2002-05 which states:

Baldwin Township

Resolution No. 2002-05

A RESOLUTION AMENDING SECTION 300.34

 OF THE BALDWIN TOWNSHIP BY-LAWS FOR THE REGULATION OF DOG’S RELATING TO ANIMALS DISTURBING THE PEACE  

THE TOWN BOARD OF BALDWIN TOWNSHIP ORDAINS:

Section 1:
Section 300.34 (Animals Disturbing the Peace) of the Baldwin Township By-Laws for the Regulation of Dogs is amended to read as follows:


Subd. 1 Habitual Barking.  It shall be unlawful for any person to keep or harbor a dog which habitually barks or cries.  Habitual barking shall be defined as barking for repeated intervals of at least five minutes with less than one minute interruption.  Such barking must also be audible off the owner’s or caretaker’s premises.

Section 2.
This Resolution shall be effective following its passage and publication.


Adopted by the Baldwin Town Board this 1st day of July 2002.








Baldwin Township


                                                                            s/s Jess Hall, Chairman
Attest:

s/s Cathy Wirtanen, Clerk/Treasurer
Roland Thompson, the Baldwin Township Animal Control enforcer, was present and proposed a change to the resolution.  His change is not to include the sentence, “Habitual barking shall be defined as barking for repeated intervals of at least five minutes with less than one minute interruption.”  Jess Hall indicated that he liked the idea of a timeline in case an incident was taken to court.  Thompson said if a judge asked how it was determined a nuisance; it could be by the number of complaints.  Hall said that he would like to see a standard set.  It was suggested to look into the ordinances of other municipalities.  It is not a problem to have the sheriff’s office enforce the barking ordinances.  The ordinance that Baldwin Township has was actually written by the sheriff’s department, and the Township adopted it.  It was suggested that Rod Thompson get an opinion from a deputy before any final decision is made about the dog ordinance.  Eleanor Rittenour suggested a written opinion.

Discuss Adopting Excavation and/or Obstruction Permit Fee – An example of Livonia’s ‘Resolution Adopting Fee Schedule’, and the ‘Application and Agreement for Excavation and/or Obstruction Permit’ was discussed.  Jon Bogart mentioned that there has been a couple of incidents where such a resolution may be appropriate.  Bryan Lawrence wanted to know if this would be specific to township right-of-ways.  There were questions about the terms ‘obstruction permit’ and ‘delayed penalty fee’.  Bogart will talk to Bob Gross to determine what they mean.  Bogart said that he would like to see specifications that all townships follow.  A motion was made by Bryan Lawrence and seconded by Jeff Dotseth to table since it’s not convincing that the township has enough incidents as well as it’s not convincing that a resolution such as this would solve any problems.  Dotseth felt that a set of guidelines to follow rather than adding additional fees would be more appropriate.  Bogart said that a written standard procedure sent to all utility companies to follow in any rural area could be accomplished.  Bogart further commented that it would be helpful to bring this issue up at the joint township meetings to see if other townships would on a standard procedure.  Bogart said that he would write up a specification sheet for the utilities, and meet with them to let them know what is being proposed.

Discuss Revising Developers Agreement to Include Development Time Limits – It was recommended to Bogart about revising the Developers Agreement to include adding time limits.  Dotseth asked if the county had some standard that would address time limits.  Bogart said that once a plat has been approved by the county board and it gets recorded it becomes lots of record.  He said he doesn’t know if there is a time limit on the recorded part of it, but after the preliminary plat there is one year to get final approval.  Bogart said that he is not sure if there is a time limit set after the final approval.  In the case of Rum River Bluffs, the County Zoning said that there was no time limit to begin construction.  Jess Hall asked if it would be best to attack from the county level instead of the township level.  Bogart responded that it wouldn’t hurt to get further ammunition from the county such as – ‘so many months to enter into a developers agreement with the township to obtain final plat approval’.  Bryan Lawrence thought that technically the Township has its bases covered because the developer’s agreements are tied to current engineering standards.  Bogart with contact Kathleen Heaney, Sherburne County Attorney and Nancy Riddle, Sherburne County Zoning, to ask if the county will consider some type of language that would include a time line.  Bogart thought that it sounded better if something were worded like ‘a plat can be approved but it cannot be recorded until after the developers agreement is signed.  Bogart said that he will talk to the people at the county and then will come back to the Township with a revised developer’s agreement for the Town Board to review.
PLATS:

Section 24, 3 New Lots, Preliminary Plat - No action.  David Gruhlke was not present.

ANY OTHER BUSINESS:
Bryan Lawrence talked to Bob Essig.  Essig’s son is interested in helping with the snowplowing.

Eleanor Rittenour questioned when the County Association of Townships meeting will be held.  It was thought to be scheduled for January 19, 2005 at Baldwin.  The Clerk will contact Janice Anderson to verify the date and time.

Adjournment/Recess – A motion was made by Jeff Dotseth and seconded by Eleanor Rittenour to adjourn at 8:29 p.m.  Motion carried.   

Respectfully submitted,

Cathy Stevens

Clerk/Treasurer

Attendees:  Sue Peterson, Roland Thompson, Jon Bogart
