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Administrative & Judiciary Committee
of the City of Onalaska

Wednesday, August 7, 2019
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The meeting of the Administrative & Judiciary Committee of the City of Onalaska was called to
order at 6:00 p.m. on Wednesday, August 7, 2019. It was noted that the meeting had been
announced and posted at City Hall.

Roll call was taken with the following members present: Ald. Diane Wulf, Ald. Tom Smith,
Ald. Boondi lyer

Also Present: Deputy City Clerk JoAnn Marcon, City Attorney Amanda Jackson, Planning
Manager Katie Aspenson, Ald. Dan Stevens, Ald. Kim Smith, Ald. Jim Olson

Item 2 — Approval of minutes from the previous meeting

Motion by Ald. lyer, second by Ald. T. Smith, to approve the minutes from the previous meeting
as printed and on file in the City Clerk’s Office.

On voice vote, motion carried.

Item 3 — Public Input (limited to 3 minutes/individual)

Ald. Wulf called for anyone wishing to provide public input.

Mary Ann Stellick
903 Keith Place
Onalaska

Mary Ann told committee members the rear of her home adjoins the back of a neighbor’s yard,
and she said, “We’ve had problems for quite a while. The home has not been kept up. They
have six dogs. When | go out to my flower area, the dogs start barking and charging the fence.
They do not clean up from the dogs. There is no grass anymore. It’s just nothing but dirt and
feces, and it’s in really bad shape. This person has a tendency to clean up a little bit. It’s good
for a couple of weeks, and then it goes back again to the same condition. I’m not the only
neighbor who is concerned. There are two other properties that have the same problem. In fact,
one person can’t even open up their bedroom windows because of the odor from the backyard.
When they try to use their deck, the dogs just bark, bark, bark. In fact, when they have a party
people can’t believe that that’s continuing to go on. Another neighbor has children, and this
neighbor has yelled at them, screamed at them. Actually, when they were driving by, he threw
something at the car the kids were in, and they were just driving down the street. They weren’t
doing anything that was unusual. We’re frustrated. We want a change in the ordinance. We
want the number of dogs to be actually utilized in that ... He has six dogs, but he says he’s
taking care of his friend’s dog. They’re not. They’ve been living there for years. They have
German Shepherds. They have a Rottweiler. They have two Saint Bernards and another little
dog. It’sazoo. When my dog is in her own fenced-in yard and goes outside, the dogs start
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barking and he yells at my dog. We’re concerned as property owners that the ordinance isn’t
being used correctly. We need it to become effective. It’s not. Everybody seems to be afraid of
this neighbor.”

JoAnn informed Mary Ann she had reached her three-minute speaking limit.

Mary Ann concluded, “I know he has problems. But we have property, and we should be able to
use it.”

Ald. Wulf told Mary Ann that the committee may not respond to what she has said as it is the
public input portion of the meeting. However, Ald. Wulf also told Mary Ann she can follow up
with her privately regarding the dogs on the property.

Ald. Wulf called three times for anyone else wishing to provide public input and closed that
portion of the meeting.

Consideration and possible action on the following items:

Administrative

Item 4 — Approval of Operator’s Licenses as listed on report dated August 7, 2019

JoANnn noted the new report committee members received this evening has one additional
applicant. The Police Department has approved all the applicants, who also have undergone
background checks.

Motion by Ald. T. Smith, second by Ald. lyer, to approve the Operator’s Licenses as listed on
report dated August 7, 2019.

On voice vote, motion carried.

Item 5 — Approval of Special Events permits for:

a. St. Pat’s Family Fun Run, October 5, 2019 from approximately 9-11:30 a.m. starting at
St. Pat’s Playground, 11™ Avenue North, Onalaska

JoAnn noted this is a repeat event and said staff has received the Certificate of Insurance on file.
All city departments also have signed off on the event.

Motion by Ald. T. Smith, second by Ald. lyer, to approve a Special Event Permit for St. Pat’s
Family Fun Run, October 5, 2019 from approximately 9-11:30 a.m. starting at St. Pat’s
Playground, 11™ Avenue North, Onalaska.
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On voice vote, motion carried.

b. Mini Donut Half Marathon, September 14, 2019 from approximately 7-7:30 a.m.
crossing Highway 35 at Riders Club Road, Onalaska

JoANnN noted this is a repeat event and said event organizers have worked with the Police
Department to establish a route and ensure barricades will be placed where they are needed. The
Certificate of Insurance is on file, and all city departments have signed off on the event.

Motion by Ald. lyer, second by Ald. T. Smith, to approve a Special Event Permit for the Mini
Donut Half Marathon, September 14, 2019 from approximately 7-7:30 a.m. crossing Highway 35
at Riders Club Road, Onalaska.

On voice vote, motion carried.
Item 6 — Approval of Fireworks Display Permit for Spielbauer Fireworks Co. for wedding

event at La Crosse Country Club, October 12, 2019 at approx. 8 p.m. (alternate start time 9
p.m.) on the 9" tee box

JoANn noted the application included in committee members’ packets does not show signatures
for the Police and Fire Departments signing off on this request. However, both departments have
signed off on it, and the Certificate of Insurance is on file. JoAnn told committee members such
requests are made perhaps once a year or once every other year.

Motion by Ald. T. Smith, second by Ald. lyer, to approve a Fireworks Display Permit for
Spielbauer Fireworks Co. for wedding event at La Crosse Country Club, October 12, 2019 at
approximately 8 p.m. (alternate start time 9 p.m.) on the 9" tee box.

On voice vote, motion carried.

Item 7 — Approval of First Amendment to the Joint Municipal Court Agreement

Amanda said she had been asked by Municipal Court Supervisor Hildie Mclntyre to update the
Joint Municipal Court ordinances. After examining the ordinances, Amanda said she had
discovered a few areas that needed editing. Amanda noted there had been changes in the law
with respect to the bonding of the judge, and she told committee members the city may now do
insurance in lieu of bonding. Amanda said she also had discovered the original agreement had
never been amended, noting different municipalities have joined, left, and/or rejoined the JMC.
Amanda said she believed it would be prudent to have a short amendment to clarify the
membership of the JMC, and also to update the provisions regarding the bonding and the
insurance. Amanda said, “There really are only two changes to the original agreement.”
Reviewed 8/12/19 by JoAnn Marcon
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Ald. T. Smith asked if the City of Onalaska had previously had insurance.
Amanda said no.

Motion by Ald. lyer, second by Ald. T. Smith, to approve the First Amendment to the Joint
Municipal Court Agreement.

On voice vote, motion carried.

Item 8 — Discussion reqarding requlations for a new Property Maintenance Ordinance

Ald. Wulf said property maintenance — including weeds, grass, boats, and abandoned vehicles —
is the one topic about which citizens have contacted her the most during her time in public
service to the City of Onalaska. Ald. Wulf stated there are citizens who believe they are being
harassed in terms of property maintenance, and she told Katie she believes she is the one
alderperson who has had the most exposure to her department working with property
maintenance on behalf of constituents.

Ald. Wulf told Katie she has always found her department to be very professional and
responsive, and she said, “It’s not an easy job ... but it [dealing with property maintenance] is an
unfortunate task that has to be done by someone at City Hall. | know that we can’t make
everyone happy. | am, though, seeking relief on people like Mary. | have a number of Second
District constituents who have had a lot of issues, and | know every community is going to have
those chronic offenders. | am going to continue to stay on Council and still speak on behalf of
those people who feel they are being put upon by those offenders. In the talks I’ve had with
Katie, I’ve always been very appreciative that the City of Onalaska takes more of an educational
point of view. | hear the City of La Crosse [tends to levy more fines] and you don’t get notices.
We have more of an educational component. | would much prefer that way, and once people
know they’re doing something wrong and they’re not willing to comply, then we fine them. ...
The goal is for compliance; that’s what we’re after.” Ald. Wulf told committee members
residents along 8" Avenue have had to deal with property maintenance issues for 15 years, and
she said both she and Ald. Stevens, who also represents the Second District, want to deliver a
resolution that addresses the chronic offenders and also find a niche that does not cause issues for
law-abiding citizens.

Katie told committee members this is a project both she and Amanda have been working on for
some time. Katie noted the city has been doing property maintenance for decades and said
deficiencies and inconsistencies have been discovered in how property maintenance is addressed
in the city. Katie said city staff begins with education and utilizes a three-step process for most
of the Property Maintenance Ordinance:

Reviewed 8/12/19 by JoAnn Marcon
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Staff sends a first letter informing a citizen he/she has a property maintenance violation.
Staff cites the code section, and the property owner must be given time — typically
between seven to 10 days — to accommodate it. Property owners also are informed they
are welcome to contact the city and speak to staff if there are extenuating circumstances.
In most cases, Katie said the additional time they seek is less than what she would offer.

o0 Katie said that while seven to 10 days seems like a sufficient amount of time to
address the violation, on average it takes four days for a letter to reach a
homeowner. In reality, homeowners then have three days to accomplish a task.
By comparison, the city typically gives a homeowner 10 days to address outdoor
storage, boats, or vehicles, which might need to be stored or removed from a
property. Katie said those citizens only have six days to complete the action if a
letter takes four days to reach them. Katie told committee members many of the
property maintenance pieces come from people who, for example, reside in
California or Florida. As a result, letters citing violations could take up to a week
to reach their destination.

o0 Katie said city staff members do not perform surprise inspections, nor do they go
to a property before the day property owners are notified they will be inspected as
it undermines the city and the level of trust it has with its residents.

If property owners do not address the violation in the set timeframe, the city’s second
step is to inform. Staff then sends a certified letter to the property owner, which Katie
said can upset the property owner as he/she must sign for it. Katie said whenever staff
sends a second letter, it also is sent regular mail as a property owner could refuse to sign
for a certified letter. A property owner again is given seven to 10 days to address the
violation, but in this instance staff pulls out the section of the code and states how the
property owner can come into compliance. A new deadline is established, and dates are
bolded and highlighted. Staff includes photographs of the violation, sometimes with the
violations circled.

The city enters the citation process if a property owner still does not comply or contact
the city. Staff works with the Police Department, which issues citations on behalf of the
Planning Department. Violators receive a letter and a copy of the citation from the city.
Katie said the citation is approximately $280, and she told committee members the goal
still is compliance. Katie said if a property owner cleans up the property after receiving
the citation and city staff recognizes he/she has complied, he/she works with city legal
counsel and enters deferred prosecution. This means the city agrees to waive the citation
if the property owner agrees to keep his/her property clean for the next six months. The
property owner does not get to waive the citations if the city receives new complaints.

Katie acknowledged there are “bad” properties in the City of Onalaska, and she said staff sets up
meetings with property owners every two weeks and informs them they are coming. Katie said
she also personally reminds property owners a day or two in advance she is coming to their
property. Staff performs a full inspection of the property every time, and Katie said the only way
violators earn additional time to address violations is by working and making continued progress
Reviewed 8/12/19 by JoAnn Marcon
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and effort. Katie told committee members she brings photographs from the previous meeting so
that she can justify her willingness to grant additional time and extensions based on the level of
work that occurred over a two-week period.

Ald. lyer asked if a resident has to register a complaint regarding a property maintenance
violation before staff investigates it.

Katie told Ald. lyer the city is historically a complaint-based property maintenance program,
noting the reason for this is due to a lack of staff. However, Katie also noted the city began
systematic code enforcement this summer. This means that in addition to complaints, city staff
will go to every single residence in the City of Onalaska and check them against the ordinances.
Katie said residences either pass or fail, and property owners receive a letter if their property
fails. Katie said going neighborhood to neighborhood is a slower process because if staff cites
15 properties and sends 15 letters, not all of them have the same timeframe. Katie said that in
addition to the complaint-based violations, staff also must return to all the previous locations and
inspect them, and they might discover other properties with violations in the process. Katie said
as a result, the city creates the continual process of property maintenance.

Katie said, “The purpose of the systematic code enforcement is to ensure that everyone gets a
fair look, and that we’re not targeting people and individuals. Even if we do get a complaint on
Rolling Oaks Drive, we’ll cruise the neighborhood. ... What we typically find is that two houses
down it’s the exact same issue, but those neighbors get along. The city never takes a side when
it comes to property maintenance. We are equal enforcers.”

Ald. Stevens asked if the city has a mechanism in place to have enhanced compliance for
property owners who, for example, remove a television from the boulevard after receiving notice
from the city, but commit another similar violation, say, a year later.

Katie said the city utilizes an annual basis and told Ald. Stevens if staff sends a first letter for a
violation committed in April and the same violation is committed in August, it then sends a
second letter (both certified and regular).

Ald. Wulf said she feels like the situation to which Mary Ann Stellick had referred in public
input starts over all the time.

Mary Ann said, “They move it from the side of the garage to the back, and then from the back
they put it in the garage. Then they can’t close the door on the garage, then they bring it back
out again.”

Ald. Wulf noted the homeowners to which Mary Ann had referred “have been making marked
improvement” based on the photographs she has seen and said they must earn their way to
another two-week reprieve.

Reviewed 8/12/19 by JoAnn Marcon
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Katie told committee members properties similar to the one Mary Ann has described tend to
come into minimum compliance, and she said some items (ATVs, boats, recreational vehicles,
patio furniture, wood piles) may be stored outside. Katie said that while those items are not
always visually appealing, they are meant to be stored outside. Katie also said citizens are
allowed to accumulate items.

Ald. Wulf referred to a letter to the editor she had read in the La Crosse Tribune regarding a City
of La Crosse citizen who was upset he/she was cited by the City of La Crosse because he/she had
utilized a non-conventional item for a flower pot. Ald. Wulf said, “That’s the fine line we have
to balance on.”

Katie said the Property Maintenance Ordinance encompasses 12 to 15 different city ordinances,
and she told committee members the city’s Property Maintenance Ordinance is its Code of
Ordinances, which each ordinance having different implications. Katie said, “The purpose of
what we have before you this evening is every single piece of the Property Maintenance
Ordinance that we tend to deal with on a routine basis will now be located at one location so that
when somebody calls us we can point them to one particular area because a lot of times people
want to know, what are the rules? ... The problem when it’s scattered is that if someone makes
an ordinance amendment and it changes the section on us and we didn’t catch it or it became an
‘f” instead of an “e’, now you’re referring to the wrong ordinance and you’re detracting the
authenticity and accuracy of your own letters. That was one of the big reasons why we decided
to pull this all together and put it into one particular location.” Katie told committee members
this will be one ordinance. Katie referred to licensing of animals, which Mary Ann Stellick had
mentioned during public input, and noted licensing and the number of animals one may own are
not included in the Property Maintenance Ordinance. However, Katie noted animal feces will be
part of the ordinance.

Katie noted the Property Maintenance Ordinance includes the following:

o Citizens who wish to register a complaint against a property owner may remain
anonymous, per the ordinance.

e City staff may not enter one’s private property unless the property owner has granted
his/her permission, or a property owner grants staff permission to enter his/her property
so that city staff may examine something on a neighbor’s property.

e Special inspection warrant language, which allows city staff legal access to one’s
property (exterior and/or interior).

e Penalties range from $50 up to $1,000 per offense.

e Razing structures that are dilapidated.

e Section 16-1-2 is “Clean, Safe, Sanitary, and Attractive Maintenance of Exterior
Property.” This section covers vegetation and landscaping.

Reviewed 8/12/19 by JoAnn Marcon
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Katie noted the shaded portions of the code in committee members’ packets either mean it is
brand new language; language on which the city has been operating, but has not been formalized,
and also items for which staff is seeking feedback. Katie referred to a shaded section that reads
“where the parcel of land is located within a subdivision where more than 70 percent of the
parcels are unbuilt/vacant,” and she noted there once were large subdivisions in the city, but
parcels were built one by one. As a result, the grass on the other properties would grow long,
and Katie said it would be difficult to request that the property owner mow the grass because
construction has begun on one or two houses, but not others. Katie said the general rule of
thumb in the City of Onalaska always has been if 70 percent of the parcel is built, all the parcel
owners must mow the lawn.

Ald. Wulf said it also ties into sidewalks.
Katie told Ald. Wulf “this is more lawn” and said sidewalks either are shoveled or not shoveled.

Ald. Wulf said she was referring to installing sidewalks and told Katie she believes it would be
logical to have them possibly tie in.

Katie next addressed natural landscaping, noting it has become more popular to have native
grasses, butterfly gardens, rain gardens, and natural pollenating flowers.

Ald. Wulf asked Katie to return to Section 16-1-2(2)(a) (“Vegetation and Landscaping”), which
reads: “Exposed soils, except exposed soil that is associated with a garden or cultivated
farmland, shall be vegetated, landscaped, or paved consistent with this Ordinance to prevent soil
erosion.” Ald. Wulf said that while she understands the whole purpose of it, she noted there are
citizens who are purposely killing right-of-way grass, leaving behind barren soil. However, no
soil erosion occurred, even during significant rainfall. Ald. Wulf said City Engineer Jarrod
Holter has asked her how this can be enforced, and she stated it is illogical to her that citizens are
allowed to kill the right-of-way grass and have barren soil. Ald. Wulf asked if something as
extreme as citizens along 2" Avenue removing the right-of-way and the pathway to the Great
River Landing before the ordinance is changed. Ald. Wulf also asked if citizens can be told they
cannot purposely kill their grass.

Amanda referred to Section 16-1-2(2)(a) and said the three options are to vegetate, landscape or
pave exposed soils to prevent soil erosion.

Ald. Wulf said she was told the city cannot enforce the ordinance if there is no soil erosion.

Katie returned to natural landscapes and noted there used to be extensive ordinance language
addressing how citizens had to maintain natural landscapes. Katie said the regulations were
unnecessary, telling committee members citizens may, for example, vegetate their entire
Reviewed 8/12/19 by JoAnn Marcon
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backyard and have a butterfly garden. Katie noted natural landscapes are becoming more
popular on Commercial properties because it is used as stormwater retention. Katie said the
following language has been added to the ordinance: “Where a natural landscape abuts a
property or right-of-way that does not have a natural landscape, the property owner with the
natural landscape shall provide an adequate grass lawn buffer or other acceptable buffer
between the natural landscape and the adjacent property or right-of-way so as to prevent the
natural landscape from being a nuisance or hazard or encroachment.” Katie said the buffer is
not specified, noting it is three feet in some cases, five feet in others, and 10 feet in others. Katie
told committee members this is meant to be a discussion topic and said the discussion may
continue in September.

Ald. Wulf asked Katie if the end of 2019 is her timeline to complete the ordinance and have it in
effect.

Katie said yes, stating the goal is to have it in full effect come spring 2020.
Ald. T. Smith asked if this ordinance will replace the existing ordinances.

Katie said, “We’ll essentially be removing it from all the different sections, so that is another
thing [the Administrative and Judiciary Committee] will see. Every single time we’re cutting
from an ordinance as we create the new, it will be delete, delete, delete, delete — new ordinance.”

Katie next addressed brush, noting it currently is treated as a nuisance. Brush is addressed in the
ordinance as follows: ““Piles of brush (tree branches, yard waste, etc.) shall not be allowed to
accumulate and/or be stored on parcels of residentially zoned land as said brush becomes
habitat for vermin and other associated animals and can become a public nuisance.” Katie next
addressed natural lawns, which are addressed as follows in the ordinance: “Natural lawns shall
not be removed through the process of burning unless approval is received from the Fire Chief
or their designee and a written permit to burn issued by the Fire Chief or their designee. The
Fire Chief shall establish a written list of requirements for considering each request to burn
natural lawns, thereby ensuring the public safety. In addition, the property owner requesting
permission to burn the natural lawn shall produce evidence of property damage and liability
insurance identifying the city as a party insured. A minimum amount of acceptable insurance
shall be $300,000.”

Katie told committee members Section 16-1-2 (3) (“Noxious Weeds, Nuisance Weeds and
Invasive Species”) has been reduced to three paragraphs, noting the ordinance refers to State of
Wisconsin Statutes, natural resource guidelines, and administrative code as to what is a nuisance
and what is noxious. Katie said this will allow the city to enforce the most up-to-date code.
Katie told committee members she is seeking feedback on Section 16-1-2 (4) (“Composting”),
noting people have become more intrigued by composting. Some of the rules for composting
staff has put into ordinance form include, but are not limited to, the following:

Reviewed 8/12/19 by JoAnn Marcon
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e Composting shall be conducted within an enclosed container or containers not to exceed
a sum total of 150 cubic feet per parcel. A compost container shall be made of durable
material such as wood, block, plastic, or sturdy metal fencing, and shall have been
constructed exclusively for composting.

e Compost containers shall not present an aesthetic, health, or odiferous nuisance to
neighboring properties.

e Compost containers are prohibited in any front or side yard, nor can they be located in
drainage swales. Compost containers must be located a minimum of three feet from
parcel lines, five feet from an alley right-of-way, 10 feet from a principal structure, and
three feet from another neighboring accessory structure.

Katie next addressed Section 16-1-2 (8) (“Storage of detached truck toppers”), asking committee
members if the city should regulate this. Section 16-1-2 (8) reads in part ““No person may leave
or store a detached truck topper in any front yard. All detached toppers shall be stored inside an
enclosed structure, or they shall be stored in a rear or side yard in a manner that does not create
a hazard or an aesthetic nuisance.”

Ald. Wulf asked to address Subsection ‘¢’ of Section 16-1-2 (6) (“Animals, animal enclosures,
and feces”), which reads ““Domestic animal feces shall be removed and properly disposed of
within 24 hours.”

Katie told Ald. Wulf that rule has been in the books for several years and said she is not
proposing any changes to it. Katie said, “You have to look at it from a matter of enforcement,”
and she asked those in attendance how many of them a dog who has defecated outside during a
snowstorm that has lasted three days, and also how many of them had picked up the feces within
24 hours. Katie noted the feces do not emit an odor during the winter months and are covered
when it snows, and she pointed out there are several City of Onalaska residents who do not
follow this rule. However, Katie asked if the rule should be changed, and she also asked how the
rule should be enforced.

Ald. Wulf told Katie her constituents who live on 8" Avenue have told her dog waste on
neighboring properties prevents them from enjoying time outdoors, and she asked how the city
could approach this problem.

Katie said staff can continue to look into this and propose potential options at the September 4
Administrative and Judiciary Committee meeting.

Ald. Wulf stated she believes something different needs to be done, but the solution needs to be
logical for city staff and also enforceable. Ald. Wulf also said any violations have to be reported.

Katie noted city staff cannot be everywhere and said some violations will be more complaint-
Reviewed 8/12/19 by JoAnn Marcon
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based.

Ald. T. Smith asked if city staff keeps citizens who register complaints apprised of the situation,
telling Katie he has been told by citizens who registered complaints the city has not taken any
action even though he knows that is not true.

Katie told Ald. T. Smith city staff does not always return citizens’ telephone calls and said the
burden typically falls on the property owner to contact the city. Katie said the reason for this is
city staff attempts to do property maintenance for the entire city, and she reiterated a resident
may contact staff at any time and inquire where the city is at in the process.

Katie next addressed Section 16-1-2 (11) (“Graffiti”) and noted it is existing language that would
be moved into this particular section. Regarding Section 16-1-12 (12) (*Firewood Storage”™),
Katie noted firewood storage originally could be no higher than six feet from grade. However,
some citizens burn more wood during the winter, and Katie said she is proposing increasing the
height to eight feet. Katie addressed Subsection “e’, which reads ““Not more than 20 percent of
the side and rear yard may be used for storage of firewood at any one time. When a rear yard is
used for firewood storage, such storage area shall be counted in computing the rear lot coverage
requirements in Section 13-6-7 (c) (2) (3),” and asked how this could be tied to the 25-percent
amount of the rear yard lot coverage. Katie said she does not necessarily believe this is fair and
told committee members this can be a discussion topic. Regarding Section 16-1-2 (13) (“Fuel
tanks™), Katie said they would not be allowed in the front or side yard. Katie addressed
Subsection ‘b’ (“Litter from Conduct of Commercial Enterprise”) in Section 16-1-2 (14)
(“Dumping and littering”) and said staff has seen littering due to overflowing refuse cans. Katie
addressed Section 16-1-2 (17) (“Vehicles”) and said this addresses the parking and storage of
vehicles in all Residential zoning districts. This section includes the following rules:

e Vehicles shall be kept fully operational, licensed and used on a regular basis. Oil and
other vehicle fluids shall not be permitted to spill onto the ground, which may create an
aesthetic nuisance and/or migrate into the city’s right-of-way or utility systems.

e Vehicles and trailers that are less than 25 feet in length not required by the State of
Wisconsin to be licensed or registered shall not be parked on front yards (excluding
corner properties) unless parked on a driveway or parking area described pursuant to the
provisions of this Ordinance and set back a minimum of 15 feet from the curb. Such
vehicles may be parked in the rear yard and/or in the side yard if the side yard has a
minimum 25-foot setback.

e Except as permitted on State of Wisconsin property, no person shall park any
unregistered, unlicensed, or inoperable vehicle upon any public street, alley, highway, or
public property.

e Regarding the responsibility for parking violations on premises, the registered owner of a
vehicle shall be responsible for any violations of the parking provisions of this

Ordinance. Katie noted individuals who rent a home to someone who does not obey the
Reviewed 8/12/19 by JoAnn Marcon
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parking rules are responsible for property maintenance.

Katie noted the city currently allows RVs, boats, snowmobiles, and ATVs in a homeowner’s rear
yard. Citizens who own corner lots typically have front yards that are set back 25 feet from the
boulevard to the house, and they are allowed to keep vehicles on the side yard as they do not
have a rear yard. However, Katie noted several residents own boats that are tucked in on their
side yard and said she would like to discuss this. Katie also noted some citizens keep multiple
vehicles in their driveway — and they are allowed to do so — and she said some create more
impervious surface for storage so their vehicles sit on an approved hard surface. Katie said there
also are citizens who wish to fence in their side yard and backyard and create a new space. Katie
said she knows the intent of the 25-foot setback is to protect corner properties and told
committee members she sees nothing wrong with it. However, Katie also said she wishes to
discuss addressing side yards for citizens who do not own corner properties. Katie noted some
citizens have fenced-in side yards and cannot fit an RV through a gate that might only be five
feet. Thus, they must install a gate at a significant cost.

Amanda noted the Police Department had requested that Subsection “f* (*Parking or storage of
unregistered, unlicensed, or inoperable vehicles on public property”), Subsection ‘g’
(“Abandoned vehicles”), Subsection “h’ (“Storage of machinery, implements and equipment”),
and Subsection ‘i’ (“Responsibility for parking violations on premises”) be included. Amanda
noted Assistant Police Chief Troy Miller had requested the inclusion of Subsection “f* due to
complaints the Police Department has received.

Katie told committee members the city’s department heads had examined the draft copy of the
ordinance before the committee this evening. Katie also noted concerns have been raised
regarding vacant homes and said it is staff’s intent to include language in the ordinance that will
address this.

Item 9 — Miscellaneous licensing reporting

Motion by Ald. T. Smith, second by Ald. lyer, to place on file the miscellaneous licensing
reporting.

JoANnN noted there are four additional applicants from the listing included in committee
members’ packets.

On voice vote, motion carried.

Judiciary

Item 10 — Ordinance 1651-2019 — to amend Article E of Chapter 3 of Title 2 of the Code of
Ordinances of the City of Onalaska relating to Joint Municipal Court (First and Second
Reviewed 8/12/19 by JoAnn Marcon




504
505
506
507
508
509
510
511
512
513
514
515
516
517
518
519
520
521
522
523
524
525
526

Administrative & Judiciary Committee
of the City of Onalaska

Wednesday, August 7, 2019

13

Reading)

Motion by Ald. Wulf, second by Ald. lyer, to approve Ordinance 1651-2019 — to amend Article
E of Chapter 3 of Title 2 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Onalaska relating to Joint
Municipal Court (First and Second Reading).

Amanda said that pursuant to the Joint Municipal Court agreement, the JMC Ordinance must be
approved by all the governing bodies that are members of the JMC. Amanda also noted the
member communities, including the Village of Holmen and the Town of Campbell, are
examining the same ordinance.

On voice vote, motion carried.

Adjournment

Motion by Ald. Wulf, second by Ald. lyer, to adjourn at 7:12 p.m.

Ald. T. Smith noted the meeting was adjourned.

Recorded by:

Kirk Bey

Reviewed 8/12/19 by JoAnn Marcon



