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CITY OF ANN ARBOR — PARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES - TUESDAY, JULY 19, 2005

A-CALL TO ORDER

Meeting was called to order at 4:15 p.m. by J. Satarino (Chair)
B-ROLL CALL

Commissioners Present: Berla, Berauer, Reneaud, Macomber, Satarino, Offen, Riseng,
Rodgers (8)

Commissioners Absent: Cohen (1)

Ex-Officio Members Present: Woods and Johnson (2)

Ex-Officio Members Absent: Aeschbach (1)

Staff Present: Henderson, Bemish, Kuras, Borneman, Clark and Acquaviva

C - SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS

None.

D - PUBLIC COMMENTARY OF AGENDA ITEMS

1. Douglas Song, 1290 Bardstown Trail, Ann Arbor, Ml 48103 — Representing “Skaters
for an Ann Arbor Skate Park.” Advocating for a public park devoted to skaters and
boarders. We are a coalition of parents, skateboarders, teachers and business
community leaders dedicated to a public skate park in Ann Arbor. Our new website is:
www.a2skatepark.org. About 4 percent of the U.S. population is involved in skating
and skateboarding.

Macomber — | thought we did have a skate park? (Song) — The pre-fabricated obstacles in
Buhr Park are what are currently offered in the way of a skate park. The biggest problem
there is that pre-fabricated ramps offer very little in the way of ‘skate-able’ surface area, and
pre-fab articles tend to fracture more since they are portable and moved very often. There is
also a cover charge to participate.

Johnson — Do you have any pictures of the other skate parks in Michigan? Are they on your
web page?
(Song) - Yes, we do have pictures, and there are some links to those on the web site.

Berla — So, you're advocating a permanent park with poured concrete obstacles? Are you
advocating a ‘free’ park?
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(Song) — Yes. The park would still need maintenance, but less than that of the aluminum or
plastic portable ramps. Most of the other parks are ‘use at your own risk’ and don’t cost
anything to participate in.

Berla — That is obviously an issue, as the money coming in could be used to defray the
maintenance costs.

(Song) — One of the other options is that other skate parks have a “Skate Park Steward”
program - local participants like myself who would maintain the park.

*Chair Satarino states that if there are no objections, that PAC will go to closed session after
this regular session for acquisition matters.

E - APPROVAL OF MINUTES

“Moved by Renault, Seconded by Offen that the minutes of the, May 17, 2005 Regular
Session be approved with changes.”

Vote - Unanimous
Changes: Line 194

G - NEW BUSINESS

Update on Farmer’s Market — (Agenda ltem #5)

Berauer — Maybe Bob or Wendy have gotten wind of some ‘changes’ in the Market Rules?
Can either one of you lend some clarity to this?

Johnson — We're having what we hope is the final meeting on Thursday - of our sub-
committee that includes Council Members and others. We’'ll have something that we want to
bring to Council for a vote, and that has to do with the physical facility itself. The “Rules” are
the purview of the Market Commission. There is a lot of discussion going on, but Karla may
be a better person to ask.

Henderson — | spoke to the Market Manager (Jessica Black) this morning, and there are a lot
of different proposals that are being floated around by Commission Members, citizens, some
of the vendors, but the Market Commission has not moved forward with those
recommendations. Some examples - some of the Commissioners thought they should allow
only two stalls maximum per vendor, and that caused a big uproar. There are a lot of rumors
floating around. There was also some question on a “Combined Daily Vendor List” where
they took the Artisans and folded them into the daily list instead of separate seniority. My
understanding is that this issue was voted on and they will continue with the Combined Daily
List for another year, and then reassess it.

Riseng — It's my understanding that this is what people are really concerned about. |
probably don’t have all the facts, but I've been getting various emails and I think there is
concern that there was this trial list that was put into effect and has been extended again,
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and it puts the true producers at somewhat of a disadvantage. | have some concerns about
that as it should be a Farmer’s Market.

Johnson —There is a counter argument. The arrangement is that there are Annual people,
they have a stall, it's a permanent stall, and it's theirs for the year. There are two other
groups; Artisans and Daily Vendors. The argument is with the Artisans and the Daily
vendors. In the past, the Artisans were in a third class — the Daily Vendors got first choice
and whatever was left, the Artisans got. The present situation puts Artisans and Daily
Vendors in the same seniority pool. If there is an Artisan who has been coming for five years,
they get preference over a vendor who is just starting this year. It's clear that there is
something to be said for both sides. My personal viewpoint is that a Combined Seniority list
is probably fairer. Some of the Artisans have been coming for ten years, and it’s disturbing
that they can be bumped from a stall by a vendor even if it's a farmer who has just started.

Offen — Except it's a Farmer’s Market on Wednesday and Saturday. Isn’t there an Artisan’s
Market on Sunday? That's available to all the artisans. I've heard what you said was the
counter argument, but frankly | don’t see any justification for it. Just because they’'ve been
coming for a long time doesn’t mean that they should be in front of a farmer.

Henderson — | just want to clarify that there is a moratorium on any new artisans, so the
artisans that are there as Council Member Johnson mentioned — some of them have been
coming for twenty to thirty years, and they are on this Daily List waiting for an annual stall
because the way the Market Rules are set up is that only eight percent of the 144 permanent
stalls can go to an Artisan — so we know that there are only 12 possible stalls that can go to
an artisan on a permanent basis. A lot of these individuals come year round. The daily list
allowed a farmer to come in just for the summer or when the Market is busy to pick a stall
ahead of an Artisan who is there even throughout the winter? We didn’t feel this was fair
when we’re not accepting any new Artisans anyway.

Offen — Is this something that is really up to us or is this a Market decision? (Henderson —
Yes, it's a Market decision).

Riseng — | appreciate the counter argument, but | think that both groups of people can be
counted on for their sales. Some of the people who we’re calling ‘farmers’ are not
necessarily producers.... Making baked goods, etc.

Henderson — | know which document you're talking about, about breaking down the
“classifications” even more, but I think the Market and City Council are going to have to deal
with the Market Rules as you have some producers that are Farmers that also package and
sell baked goods... so, what category do you fall in? The Market Manager only has an hour
to assign the stalls — what category do you fall into today? The products and the issues
change as the season changes, so that will have to be addressed.

Satarino — The Market Commission is going to have a retreat with a facilitator to work out
some of these issues on August 18, 2005 in lieu of their regular meeting.

Johnson — | think that if we had 180 stalls instead of 144 stalls, a lot of these arguments
wouldn’t exist. No matter what particular design is chosen for the Farmer’s Market in the
years to come, there will be more stalls.
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F - UNFINISHED BUSINESS

PROS Plan Update — (Agenda ltem #6)

Kuras — The document is out there for comment and those are not going to be back until the
end of August. After that, the Steering Committee can get together and take a look at it,
incorporate comments and edit it. Still waiting. Status quo.

Berauer — Will the revised plan go to the same bodies that the original plan went to? (Kuras
—Yes, PAC and the Planning Commission).

Kuras — There was an article in the Ann Arbor News last week soliciting the public for
comments, but we haven’'t heard anything.

Berauer — We met on July 15" and | have everyone’s comments. I'll be compiling them and
sending them to you. (Kuras — Thank you!).

Dog Park Update — (Agenda ltem #7)

Henderson — The City received a letter from the MDEQ acknowledging the meeting that we
had on the site. It outlined the steps that we need to take for them to approve the plan. Jeff
(Dehring) is assigned to this, but when we get the new Parks and Recreation Manager, this
will be on his/her agenda to handle.

Macomber — Was their anything in the letter that was a surprise or extra expense?
(Henderson — No, just reiterated that we need to do the site testing, fencing, etc.)

Is there any timeline? (Henderson — 2006 — depends on the permit with MDEQ — they want
more detail).

Satarino — Is this a good site or not? I’'m hoping that it will work, but | don’t think we initially
thought we would have this many obstacles. Scattered site idea more what we want? Can
we get the report that was done in 1998 for the next meeting? (Henderson — Yes).

Update from PAC/Greenway Sub-Committee — (Agenda Item #8)

Berauer — | missed the June 27" Town Hall meeting. Did PAC report on that?
Satarino — Catherine was at the meeting.

Riseng — It was really more of the same. It was a different format, and people had
opportunity to get up to state an opinion/question. Basically the same issues and opinions,
maybe more in depth.

Berauer — | wasn'’t at the last meeting, but at the meeting prior to that we had talked about
expanding our current committee of three to include 3 or 4 external members. Our By-Laws
are very clear about that, but an issue was raised about those being incorrect. Karla sent out
information from some ordinance, but it wasn't resolved. What is the status of that?

Henderson — Abby Elias has been assigned the By-laws problem and she’s still working on it.
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Berauer — Can we get that information by the next meeting? (August). We need to appoint
these people and move forward with this. (Henderson — Yes).

There has been a lot of discussion about Council Member Easthope’s two-site plan, and |
understand this is going to Council on August 1. Since we've already passed a resolution
on what we think should happen to these sites, should we discuss another resolution
specifically regarding the First and William site, offering support to Council Member
Easthope’s plan since it does not support a DDA parking structure there?

Kuras — There is a series of lectures that the City is sponsoring that are part of Calthorpe’s
obligations — they’re community oriented.

Berauer — Regarding the By-Laws, | would be very interested in what the City Attorney has to
say, as | think it is very strange that the by-laws were approved by City Council and now
they’re saying that we can’t use them. I'd like to go on record saying that | find that very
strange.

Satarino — Well, there are some questions that still need to be answered and I'm sure we’ll
get them for our next meeting. In terms of the Greenway discussion, Council is going to be
doing a studious and patient study of that whole issue, and | personally don’t think that we
should ‘muddy’ the waters anymore. Their issue with the two-site is clearly cut. | would
caution that we don’t load that on either side at this point.

Berauer — The decision that Council is facing has nothing to do with “Parks;” they’re going to
be deciding whether to approve this new ‘two-site’ plan or the DDA'’s three site proposal. |
would like to get the idea back to Council of First and William as a City park. That is very
separate from the other two. Future development downtown and the greenway are going to
be linked. | don’t think it's wise to separate those two issues out.

Riseng — | am supportive of Linda’s (Berauer) suggestion that we write a letter or craft a
resolution letting Council know how we feel, that we would like to see a park at that location.
That site is one of the few that offers opportunities to actually do something for the flood plain
and the water quality in Allen Creek.

Offen — Rather than pull that out as a separate issue, the appropriate place to put that would
be the PROS plan, as well as the items for the central area. This is something we would like
to see considered in the future, and the timing is right.

Berauer — The PROS plan has a whole section on the Allen Creek Greenway. The current
PROS plan is strong on that, but it's not ‘specific.” I'm talking specifically about one site in the
Greenway.

Johnson — | understand your wanting to be an advocate on this, this is an important issue, but
this body did write a resolution a short time ago, and it mentions the First and William
property. It seems it's already been done and I'm not sure why you’'d want to do it again?

Berauer — The difference could be that we could stipulate a time? When the surface lot is no
longer needed for overflow parking when the construction is done at the other two sites? We
didn’t get a lot of response from Council on the first resolution.
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Offen — | glanced through the PROS plan, and you’re right, the Greenway information is not
specific, and | think that as the authors of the document we can change the text to become
more specific and cite this information. If it's included in the plan, then it is up to City Council
to acknowledge this by passing it our not passing it.

Berauer — That's an interesting strategy.

Woods — To respond to your statement that you had written a resolution and hadn’t received
a response from City Council? I'm not sure what you meant. Certainly each and every
Council Member read it and understands it and Council doesn’t necessarily make
communications back to the Commissions — we have some commissions that send us
information, and never expect to hear from us, but we are certainly aware of your thinking
about this. You may want to consider if there is a public hearing whether you may want to
speak to that as an individual or a group. | just want to reassure you that indeed we do hear
and understand.

Reneaud — | agree with Sam (Offen) that we need to put it into the PROS plan

Berla — My highest priority in this area is to have more greenspace downtown, which | feel is
a critical need, whether it’s at this spot or not. I'm very concerned — for us to make a specific
recommendation to put greenspace in a property that’'s ‘paved’ — I'm not sure how expensive
that’s going to be and whether that will be an obstacle. From my perspective | think it's too
early in the process to say “this” is where we want to have our greenspace that is needed
downtown. Having another “Liberty Plaza” doesn’t seem very useful — I'm talking about park
area where there’s grass and kids can run around on it, and I'm concerned that it's not going
to be the right spot to do that. Although it's on the greenway that we want to create, | feel
that it's premature.

Macomber — I've heard both sides, and I'm not convinced one way or the other. It might be
helpful for the people who are interested in making the resolution to compose it and bring it to
our next meeting. It would be easier for me to make a decision if | saw language laid out.

Rodgers — | think we should pursue both. [ think we should have another resolution and it
should be included in the PROS plan.

Berauer — | want to respond to Tim. We had decided within the sub-committee that the
location was important for various reasons — It’s in the narrowest part of the floodplain,
environmental water quality, safety in terms of flood mitigation, a whole host of reasons and
not just location.

Berla — I'd like to see a list of potential properties that would be appropriate as downtown
greenspace, including that one. Some discussion about which are better, and for what
reasons.

Berauer — | thought we had gotten beyond that point because we had listed the parcels
owned by the City that were potentially not as attractive to development because they're in
the floodway/floodplain and our resolution was about those three. As to the cost of removing
concrete downtown, that cost will be associated with every parcel downtown.
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Satarino — | think we’ll leave it at including it as a part of the PROS plan with PAC approval.
The other issue regarding the resolution should be addressed with your sub-committee.
Maybe we should wait a bit and let Council take the lead on this.

Update on Park Security — (Agenda Item #9)

Henderson — In response to several emails and communications from the public on various
issues at the park, we have now adjusted the hours for the Park Ranger. His hours were
formerly 6 to 2, Monday through Friday, those are now 2 to 10, Tuesday through Saturday.
The green cards that were passed out to you are the same as those given to the Park ranger,
and we’re sending him out to parks that we know we’ve received complaints on for off-leash
dogs and we hope to educate the residents on what the rules are. That seems to be the
number one complaint. That is a short-term solution. We’re looking at long-term changes as
well.

Macomber — Dogs running off-leash only emphasizes the need for a dog park, and | know
many people here support it, but | hear there are possible problems coming up with this park
that many people have been waiting for for years — Swift Run. We must continue to work on
a viable dog park system here, and that underscores that need.

Riseng — | wasn’t here the last meeting, and there was a statement in the minutes that |
disagree with so | wanted to have the alternate point of view in these minutes, which is —
You're (Satarino) very upset with people who pile rocks up in the parks, and that you find that
detracting of the natural beauty of the areas. | feel the opposite. | find them to be an
expression with people’s environment and their art. | think it's one of the most primitive art
forms that humans have ever had. Everywhere | go in the world, there they are, both an
expression of communication and artwork. | respect your point of view as well, but just
wanted that on the record.

Berla — Park security - Is there anything going on in particular at these parks? Bigger issues?
Which parks in particular? What level are our problems at? How many are nuisances as
opposed to real danger? If what we’re talking about is off leash dogs and rocks, and I'm not
belittling that, | just wonder if there’s something that we’re missing?

Henderson — Difficult to answer, as the email | received from the father of the boy who was
bitten by an off leash dog indicates this is a huge priority. The firecrackers at Leslie Park,
that’s a huge issue.

Berla — Is there some sort of report that is compiled over a period of time?

Henderson — Depends on the incident — the police might track that.

Offen — Do the park rangers report incidents?

Henderson — If the police are called in, yes, but not every incident.

Macomber — | understand in the past and in some parks still that drug dealing has been a
problem? Is that totally out of the purview of a park ranger or?

What role does parks have in that sort of problem?

7



343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
353
354
355
356
357
358
359
360
361
362
363
364
365
366
367
368
369
370
371
372
373
374
375
376
377
378
379
380
381
382
383
384
385
386
387
388
389
390
391

Henderson — That would be handled by the police department.
Macomber — Drug dealing? Off leash dogs? Who deals with what?

Henderson — The park ranger is not a law enforcement officer, he’s not ‘sworn in’, but he is to
enforce the park rules. We wouldn’t expect a park ranger to respond to an illegal drug
complaint, but if there is illegal parking, that is something a park ranger can address.

Satarino — Wouldn't expect a ranger to handle that problem. Are you saying that drugs are a
bigger problem than the dogs off leash?

Macomber — As a member of PAC, | would like to know if there is a drug dealing problem in
the parks, or any other kind of illegal activity going on that may not fall under park rules. Is
there any way for us to know about that?

Woods — If you have a concern about any particular park, you can probably get in touch with
Chief Oates. He has a number of officers that could give you a general idea. The police
department is very open for obtaining that information. As a committee, we might think about
having an officer come to speak and give us overall information about problems within the
parks.

Rodgers — Can the park ranger issue fines for the off-leash dogs? (Henderson) It is my
understanding that they can.

Do we know how many they’ve done? (Henderson) No, | don’t know off hand.

Anytime at all within the last year? (Henderson) | can’t answer that.

If a citizen is attacked by a dog or sees a dog, who do they contact? (Henderson) The police -
Community Standards can go out and issue tickets, and | know that that has been done.

Offen — What is the fiscal year for the City? (Henderson) July 1% to June 30™.

We need a report that is a year long about incidents that have required some sort of a ticket
or enforcement by the police or park ranger. | don’t know that there’s anything that’s going
on, but we need the data to determine that.

Woods — | think that’s a great idea, and if Karla could ask Chief Oates to do that? (OKk).
Berla — Would it be better for someone to come here and give us a report? Or both?

Johnson — | think that’s a terrific idea, Sam. | think we should do that. In response to Tim,
we should take a look at the data and decide whether or not we should bring someone in - we
should be thoughtful about using staff time.

Rodgers — I'd like to support that, as safety is an important issue.

Satarino — At the last meeting, | asked if people would do an ‘informal’ survey — walk through
park areas and take notes of how many dogs off leash, etc., but it may have been a bad time
as it was the fourth of July weekend, and there weren’t as many people in the parks. | don’t
know what anyone else’s experience was. Sam, did you get a chance to go out?

Offen — Yes, my wife and | walked in a number of parks. Burt Hills - we came across one
person with a dog not on a leash, and when we informed that person that the dog should be

8
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on a leash their answer was “Don’t worry, it's friendly.” They had a leash in their hand, but
the dog was not on the leash. We walked at County Farm park (not a city park) and we
encountered two people with dogs without leashes, in fact one twice. We told one individual
the first time, and then again a second time, and he ignored both comments. We
encountered another person at either Gallup or Furstenberg, | can’'t remember which one, but
they did have a dog on a leash. Also, at Huron River days there were lots of dogs there and
they were all on a leash. | believe that most of them were from the Canine Social Club.

Bonding Proposal for Open Space and Parkland Preservation Millage — (Agenda Item #10)

Gerry Clark — The staff and Tom Crawford, the city’s Chief Financial Officer are hoping to get
a bonding proposal to City Council for their review and approval by August 15", 2005 for
expenditure of funds from the open space and park millage. Before that, we’d like you to
review and recommend something to City Council.

If there is a way that we could have a special meeting prior to the City Council meeting? We
can talk about the bonding proposal and go to closed session regarding details — dollar
amounts and specific properties. The urgency is that it will take a couple of months to cobble
together the bond proposal and sell the bonds and get the funding. We want to have some
cash on hand to buy properties before the end of the calendar year. Owners often want to
sell before the end of the year due to taxes and things like that. We’ll have more information
for you in a couple of weeks. Can we take a straw vote to see who's going to be here?

(show of hands - Two will be gone)

Parks Millage Discussion (Agenda ltem #11)

Satarino — I've been repeating this for the last two meetings. We have to do something about
the two separate millages which run out in 2007. By March or so, we have to have a decision
made. We have two millages now — one for development (essentially new projects), the
other for repair. It was set up that way so that when they expire together we could do the
combined millage. It's a lot of effort to do the preparation for a millage, so we didn’t want to
do it twice. It's important to think ahead to prepare for this. — Long range — will we continue
to seek general funds from the city or do a combined millage that would take us off the
general fund?

Berla — When might the election be?
Satarino — November 0f 2006, they will both expire in June of 2007.

Berauer — Need someone to explain the pros and cons between keeping them separate or
combining them.

Henderson — Will talk to Jayne about this.

Berauer — John, you mentioned a combined millage — is this going under the assumption that
parks wouldn’t be getting any more general funds?
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Satarino — No. The question is whether we feel it's more advantageous to operate fully off of
a millage and not have to rely on general funds. By percentage, the general amount of funds
we’'ve been getting has been reducing, where this would keep the amount status quo.

Berauer — For us to be able to make decisions on that, we’'d have to see the numbers and
what the projections are over the next 5 or 10 years of general fund money, and what kind of
millage we would need to look at. We’ll need to see that in dollars for comparison.

Satarino — I've been asking for this information for a while, and I’'m sure it won’'t be much
longer before we get that. This is a very crucial issue — basically whether the parks are going
to exist or not. If we don’t show some depth about this, it will come back on us.

Rodgers — Regionalization — making parks a separate district is a possibility.

Berauer — Maybe we should establish this now, and write the resolution. We should establish
a timeline so that Karla’s staff can prepare this information. Early September or October we
can have a report from you?

Offen — Write the resolution now so that it gets on the ballot in November of 2006. Not
enough information and consensus for a regional park district, but we should move ahead on
the bonding and millage issues.

Satarino — Also have to think about the length of the millages.

City Council Iltems Update — (Agenda ltem # 12)

Kuras — | have the feasibility study for the railroad tunnel. I've talked with the County, Parks
and the Washtenaw Area Transportation Study, trying to find ways to get funding because
one project is a two million dollar endeavor. We’'ll apply for grants, get help from partnering
with other people, but | will need PAC to look at this and supply a supportive resolution to get
the matching dollars for the project.

Rodgers — Which tunnel is this?

Kuras — The one connecting Bandemere to Barton. The one connecting Arboretum to Gallup
is really something that | would expect the University to assist with.

Woods — | wanted to mention some things on the City Council updates. Last night Council
approved the resolution for the construction at Mushroom Park. Also, regarding a new
development which will take place on the N.W. corner of W. Liberty and Maple road — It will
be called West Towne. As part of the development agreement, the developer is making a
parks contribution, specifically to Hanson and South Maple parks. Council also voted to
postpone a rezoning on the South Pond Village proposal. Many of us on PAC have looked at
previously in terms of a park.

Riseng — What's happening with the pond on that site? Liberty and West Maple? (West
Towne)

10
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Johnson — It will be unchanged except for a 25-foot buffer. It will get some run-off from
rooftops to maintain the water level.

Kuras — One of the things | negotiated in addition to the fund was to get a walk-around that
pond, in addition to some overlooks.

Riseng — | think Dave (Borneman) told me that was one of the few places he has found fairy
shrimp. Pretty significant so, it will be good to save the quality of that pond.

Johnson — I'm not sure we're going to. I'm interested in the question of how good mitigation
is. Jean Carlberg put a couple of amendments into the development agreements saying that
if you have natural features or if you have mitigation, you have to make up a detailed plan
about how they should be maintained and make sure the condominium association knows
them. That's a start.

| think we’re doing mitigations and we’re doing actions that we hope preserve natural
features, but we don’t know if any of them work. I'm becoming more and more an advocate
of “government ought to pay attention to the outcome of what it's doing...” So, I'm not sure
how to implement the “Fairy Shrimp” question. We can’t very well go on private property now
and ‘take a look.” I'd like to think about some way we can find out if the mitigation efforts
we’ve taken actually work or not.

Riseng — So, the State requires five-year evaluation of a pond, and the consultant that comes
in and actually bills the mitigation is not the one who does the evaluation and the reports.
When | used to do consulting, they aren’t ever really ‘read.” One way to address that might
be to have the City ordinance require a more longer term mitigation, as most of the research
I've read says you can’t really tell if something is working until at least 10 years or longer. It
might be a good idea to have some specialists look at the pond, for instance, the invertebrate
community or the herpst community.

Woods — We're using the terms “Ponds” and “Wetlands;” are they synonymous or are they
two different things.

Riseng — They have a description based on size and depth, and | can't recall what those are
right now, but if you have water that is not much deeper than 6 feet it's a wetland, but if it has
open water people tend to call it a pond, so you get in that mix, but technically, I'd consider
that a wetland.

Report from Manager of Parks and Recreation Services (Agenda Iltem # 13)

Henderson — Congratulated Huron River Days volunteers — 25" Anniversary event. An
announcement to make - Jermel Stevenson has accepted the position of Community
Outreach Coordinator. He will be supervising Bryant and Northside Community centers,
along with our outreach program. He has previously served as the Interim District Recreation
Manager for the City of Detroit, and had previously worked for the cities of Kentwood,
Kalamazoo and Warren where he held a variety of responsibilities.

A note — Our revenue for our pool passes are up 30 percent over last year!
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Mentions open space memo that is listed on agenda as: 19-a (Transmittals)

Report from the Recreation Advisory Commission (Agenda ltem # 14)

No report. Don’t meet in the summer.

Report from Environmental Commission (Agenda ltem # 15)

Riseng — None.

Report from Greenbelt Advisory Commission (Agenda ltem # 16)

Johnson — We have seven grant applications out for different properties. The most important
thing we did at our last meeting was to establish a ‘strategic plan.” Not appropriate to go into
details, but it's focusing on particular areas around the city where we’ll focus our efforts to
acquire farmland.

Woods — Council approved Dr. Gill Omen as a new member of the Greenbelt Commission.

Report from Manager of Parks and Recreation (Agenda ltem #17)

Berauer — We never did approve our By-Laws, and | guess they’re on hold now until we get
further information, but | do think we need clarification from the Attorney’s office on the
protocol on getting conservation easements and deed restrictions and when each are in
order. | don’'t know if Karla could tell us if the attorney’s office can tell us, or if we should
address this at the LAC sub-committee and ask Gerry to coordinate? (Henderson) Yes

High School Site

Karla, you also mentioned that you were going to give us an update with your discussions
with the schools? Is that still in process? (Henderson — Yes — Unless Dave (Borneman) has
something specific to talk about the new High School site?)

Borneman — We did meet with the schools approximately a month ago to talk about details on
what’s happening at the new school site and details on the wetland there. The bigger issue
we spoke on was that Randy Trent from the schools was interested in working out some
other arrangements between NAP staff and some of the school properties. We’ve worked
with them on a pilot basis in the past to look at Mitchell Scarlett Woods area, which is owned
by the schools, with Scarlett Mitchell park on either side of it. We’re doing management on
park property, and it makes sense to do it on adjoining school property, so we've set up a
pilot to do some of those activities at that location as well as others — Places like Eberwhite
Woods and Pioneer Woods that are natural areas that we’'ve not been involved in because
they’re not City Park land. We want to put together a proposal to be able to accomplish that.

Offen — The schools would compensate your staff at the City for its services?

Borneman — | don’t know about that. They didn’t seem real excited about that portion of it.
How the funding gets worked out is something we have to discuss.

Woods — Dave, you have a substantial group of volunteers, right? (Yes)
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That's where you get your “Woman Power!”

Riseng — | went out and helped the herpetologists put the salamanders back. This
salamander is actually a hybrid. This breed has actually never been recorded in the State of
Michigan, and this hybrid line has been in existence since the glaciers receded. | hope that
you can follow it to see if it can become a pure line or not.

Macomber — Will you use these opportunities to involve the School of Natural Resources or?
(Borneman) — Yes, and we talked about ways that high school students could do data
collection as well.

Berauer — In terms of the mitigation and the follow up on how successful these are, is NAP
solely responsible for that? (Borneman) — No, we’re not taking sole responsibility. They'll be
monitoring these things through the DNR permits.

Satarino — Any patrticular issues that anyone would like to see included on the next agenda?

Johnson — | received an email from a resident regarding the brass plaques in Gallup Park. Il
just read the first sentence for you. “I walk daily in Gallup park, and have become aware of
the inordinate number of brass plaques commemorating deceased loved ones on the rocks,
the trees, the bases of trees and the benches in the park.

These plaques interrupt the appreciation of natural elements, and frankly make the area look
like a cemetery.” I've always had that feeling myself, but | haven’t brought it up because |
don’t think that my personal feelings should enter into this, but now that it seems there is a
wider feeling that this is maybe not the best use of parks, I'd like to bring it up as an issue. |
think people should be able to make a dedication to the park, but the way it's been
implemented has been detrimental to the park, and my own opinion is that we should find a
better way, and | would like PAC to think about that.

Berauer — | agree. | feel the same way. | think the person who emailed suggested that if a
person wants to make a dedication maybe they can do tree plantings, with or without a
plaque, maybe we can brainstorm other ways for the public to make that dedication.

Henderson — Jeff Dehring is the staff person that handles our park memorials and
contributions and I'm sure he would love to have this discussion. He’s said that park benches
are the number one request for Gallup Park, and we’'ve stopped doing park benches. Now
we’ve shifted to trees, and | understand what you're saying about the plagues. He would love
to entertain whatever options you can come up with.

Satarino — We should put that item on our next agenda then — (Henderson) Yes.

Macomber — | sent an email about this, but I'd like this in the public forum. Someone called
me and spoke about the issue of Edison’s tree trimming crews trimming trees along
easements away from power lines and the fact that the job being done was pretty insensitive
and extreme. This was in the Independence neighborhood area, and given the City is about
to lose a large chunk of their trees due to Emerald Ash Borer infestation, it might be an issue
we might pay more attention to. Just F.Y.I.
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Berla — | have some items I'd like updates on.

1. What is the status of the fields at Olsen Park?

2. Dixboro Bridge? An update — the park is still closed off.

3. Expansion of the parking lot at Brown Park? There was a load of dirt dropped off in it,
but other than that, | don’t see any changes.

4. Can we have another disk golf course? At some occasions there are 30 to 40 cars
parked on the street, and the course is really crowded.

5. Update on the Airport property?

Offen — A gentleman asked me who was responsible for the maintenance of the bike paths

along Huron Parkway between Fuller and Plymouth Road. We were told it was a Parks area.
Is that true? If so, he wants to know why it’s in such poor shape?

G - PUBLIC COMMENTARY GENERAL

None.

H - OTHER COMMISSION PROPOSED BUSINESS

None.

"Motion to Close the Public Session and go to Closed Session by Satarino, Seconded
by Berauer.”

On a Roll Call Vote, the vote was Unanimous

“Motion to Return to Regular Session moved by Berla, Seconded by Macomber to
return from Closed Session back to Regular Session.”

On a voice vote, the Motion passes.

“Motion to Adjourn by Berla, Seconded by Macomber.”

On a voice vote, the Motion passes.

Meeting adjourned at 6:54 p.m.

Submitted by: Brenda Acquaviva
Administrative Service Specialist IV
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