LOUISBURG CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING
MAY 17, 2021
6:30 P.M.
1. CALL TO ORDER
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
3. CONSENT AGENDA
A. Adopt Agenda
B. Approval of Minutes of the Regular Meeting May 3, 2021
C. Approval of the Bills
4. RECOGNITION OF SCHEDULED VISITOR
A. Jessie Faircloth and Andy Nowachek (Farmer’s Market)
B. Brock Elliott – Elliott Insurance Group
C. Abrielle DeCavele & Karen Costa - Burn Site
5. PUBLIC COMMENTS: Persons who wish to address the Mayor and City Council regarding

items not on the agenda may do so at this time. Speakers will be limited to three (3) minutes.
Any presentation is for informational purposes only. Please state your name and address.
6. DEPARTMENT REPORTS
7. CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT
8.

MAYOR’S REPORT

9. ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT
A, Master Planning Review – Continued
B. Incentives Discussion – Wea Creek Apartments
C. Burn Site Review
D. Special Use Permit – 104 W. Amity (Storage and Warehousing)
E. Special Use Permit – 110 W. Amity (Storage and Warehousing)
F. Swing at Lewis-Young Park
G. Lot Split for Property near Northwest Corner of Rockville Road and West 271st
H. Dog Park Grant Opportunity

I. Paperless Packet Consideration – Revisited
J. Council Projects for 2022 & Future Years
K. Executive Session – Property Acquisition
10. COUNCIL/COMMISSION REPORTS
11. ADJOURNMENT

CITY OF LOUISBURG, KANSAS
MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING
MAY 3, 2021
The Council of the City of Louisburg, Kansas met at 6:30 p.m. in regular
session in the City Hall Council Chambers. Mayor Marty Southard presiding.
Councilmember Kevin Vohs arrived at 7:06 p.m.
Council Members Steve Town, Donna Cook, Sandy Harris, Kevin Vohs, Scott
Margrave
City Administrator Nathan Law
City Clerk Traci Storey
City Attorney Jared Anderson
Police Chief Tim Bauer
Fire Chief Gerald Rittinghouse
Communications Coordinator Jean Carder
Public Works Supervisor Craig Hufferd
Visitors Linda and Penny Kueser
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Councilmember Scott Margrave led the pledge of allegiance.
APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA
Councilmember Donna Cook asked a question regarding the bills list.
Administrator Law explained. Councilmember Sandy Harris moved, seconded by
Councilmember Margrave and carried 4-0, to approve the consent agenda to include
adoption of the agenda and approval of the regular meeting minutes April 19, 2021
and the bills list.
BUDGET HEARING FOR AMENDING THE 2021 BUDGET
The budget hearing opened at 6:32 p.m. Councilmember Cook asked a
question regarding commodities. Administrator Law explained. Mayor Southard
opened the public hearing for comments. There were no public comments for
amending the 2021 budget. Councilmember Margrave moved, seconded by
Councilmember Steve Town and carried 4-0, to adopt the amended 2021 budget.
Mayor Southard closed the public hearing at 6:35 p.m.

VISITORS
None
PUBLIC COMMENTS
None
DEPARTMENT REPORTS
Fire Department: None
Police Department: Chief Tim Bauer reported the DEA Drug Take Back program
the end of April collected 22 pounds of expired or unused medications. This has
been a very effective program.
Public Works: Public Works Supervisor Craig Hufferd said the lake has been
treated and is looking much better. Other treatments will continue next week.
CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT
None
MAYOR’S REPORT
None
ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT
Master Planning Review Continued: Included as part of the administrative
goals list is a regular review of master planning projects, goals and objectives. This
is the twelfth and final section of the City Strategic Plan, as found within the Bright
Future Comprehensive Plan.
Integrate Comprehensive Plan in preparing annual work plans and budgets:
1. Use Comprehensive Plan in preparing annual department work plans and budgets
2. Use Comprehensive Plan in preparing future Capital Improvement Plan
3. Publicize actions and initiatives that implement Comprehensive Plan

On the first item, there is staff level direction each year on plan items and
considerations each year. While that does not necessarily get called out in annual
budget requests as additional expenditures on departmental requests, they are
addressed when discussing infrastructure projects, applying for grants, or seeking
out specific Council approval on new projects. On the second item, staff considers
plan items when looking at future improvements and incorporating those plan items
that can be accommodated without seeking out additional taxes to do so. On the third
item, staff has not previously publicized when plan items have been acted on or when
initiatives are undertaken. Staff will work to do so in the future, either as actions or
initiatives are underway, or as part of the annual report discussed at the last Council
meeting. Councilmember Cook asked if we should discuss item 1 (preparing annual
department work plans and budgets). Administrator Law said it coincides with the
Master Plan.
Minimum Housing Code Violation – 302 South Elm St. Administrator
Law said the property located at 302 South Elm Street has presented a code violation
by way of a porch roof in extreme disrepair and at risk of collapse. As allowed by
City Code, the City can either repair or remove the porch and the cost of the action
can be assessed to the property through a lien.
Mr. Law asked if anyone was present to discuss this matter with Council. The
homeowner Linda Kueser was in attendance along with her daughter Penny who
acted as spokesperson. Councilmember Cook said she would like to table this item.
She may have a person/organization that can assist with repairs. Penny Kueser said
her mother is in the process of declaring bankruptcy. City Attorney Anderson said
the process is to move forward with the violation code hearing. Councilmember
Margrave moved, seconded by Councilmember Steve Town and carried 3-1, (Cook
votes no) to move forward with the code violation and hearing at a later meeting.
Fireworks Firing System: Mr. Law explained the desire to purchase an allelectronic firing system for fireworks as is safer for the firefighters and allows for
fewer firefighters to assist. Councilmember Margrave asked if there is a legal reason
to move to this system. Mr. Law said there is no state statute that requires such a
system. Councilmember Town said safety is enhanced with this type of system and
all operators are required to be state certified. Councilmember Cook asked who pays
for the fireworks. Mr. Law said in the past it has varied between the Freedom Fund
committee, the City or a combination of the two. Mayor Southard asked about the
lifespan of an electronic firing system. Councilmember Town said they can last
indefinitely. Mr. Law recommends the City purchase the firing system and then split
the costs of the fireworks with the Freedom Fest committee. The committee’s

funding comes from donations and purchasing both the firing system and fireworks
would deplete the fund. Councilmember Cook moved to purchase the system.
Councilmember Harris seconded. Councilmember Harris asked if there is a
warranty. Councilmember Town said there is a 1-year warranty. Motion carried 40. Mayor Southard asked Council how fireworks should be purchased. Mr. Law the
fireworks have been purchased at a cost of $6,674. Councilmember Cook moved to
split the cost of the fireworks with the Freedom Fest committee. Councilmember
Harris seconded and motion carried 4-0.
Aquatic Center Opening: Mr. Law suggested the Council go through the list
from last year and decide whether to keep, modify or delete. Councilmember Cook
moved to go back to pool operations from 2019. Mr. Law said pool pass cost will
need to be discussed. Discussion occurred on pass cost. Discussion also occurred
social distancing requirements, sneeze guards at the entry gate, deck chairs, the
ability to close the pool if there is a COVID outbreak and COVID signage. Mr. Law
said last year’s manager requested Council consider the number of times patrons can
enter and exit the pool going to the new playground. After discussion,
Councilmembers made the following decisions:
•

Season passes will remain $25 per person. Children 2 and under are free. Guests 65
and over also receive free entry but must have a pool pass to enter the facility. All
persons must be present for photo ID when purchasing a pass. Cash, check or
credit card is accepted. A handling fee of 2.5% is added to all credit card
transactions.

•

Season passes will only be sold at City Hall. Passes will be sold from 9 a.m. to 3
p.m. Saturday, May 8, 15 and 22. On opening weekend May 29-31, passes will be
sold at City Hall from 11 a.m. to 6 p.m. After June 1, passes can be purchased
during City Hall’s regular business hours of 7 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. Monday through
Friday.

•

Daily admission and a 10-day punch card can be purchased at the pool. Daily
admission is $4 and the punch card is $30.

•

Daycare passes will be available for $100 plus $10 per child.

•

No residency restrictions.

•

Children under 12 must be accompanied by an adult. Guests are not allowed to
loiter at the entrance.

•

A full concession stand will be available this year. The seating area will be open to
guests.

•

Water fountains will be open.

•

Deck chairs will return to the pool deck, although guests are welcome to bring their
own chairs. Deck chairs will be cleaned daily.

•

Lockers will be available for daily rental. The rental fee deposit is $5, which is
returned when the key is returned.

•

Guests are asked to shower in the pool bathhouse before entering the water.

•

Surfaces, including high-touch surfaces, will be sanitized daily.

•

In the event of a weather delay or closure, guests must leave the facility. Walkers
and bicyclists will be asked to shelter in the bathhouse until either the storm passes
or a ride is available to pick them up.

•

Signage will be posted at the pool reminding guests not to enter the facility if they
are experiencing COVID-like symptoms.

•

If a positive COVID case is confirmed at the pool, the City will communicate that
information to the best of its ability.
Councilmember Town moved, seconded by Councilmember Scott Margrave and
carried 5-0, to approve as presented.
Final plat of Wea Creek Apartments of Summerfield Village Phase II:
Mr. Law said the Planning Commission recommended Council approval of the final
plat of Wea Creek Apartments of Summerfield Village Phase II after their meeting
the previous week. Councilmember Cook asked if this was platted the first time and
if it were for 36 units. Mr. Law said it was not platted previously and yes the project
is for 36 units. Councilmember Harris asked about erosion control and asked if there
are penalties if there are violations. Mr. Law said there are no penalties currently as
part of the process but he can bring information back to a future council meeting.
Councilmember Cook asked for clarification of the parkland fee stipulation. Mr.
Law said a development can either build a private park or can pay in lieu of building
a park/greenspace. Councilmember Harris moved, seconded by Councilmember
Kevin Vohs. Councilmember Cook asked if there is an erosion complaint who
follows up. Mr. Law said Staff will make sure it is addressed. Motion carried 5-0,
to accept the final plat of Wea Creek Apartments of Summerfield Village Phase II
as recommended by Planning Commission.

Meeting Livestream Needs: Mr. Law provided information on equipment
costs to livestream meetings with an estimated cost of $5,200. Councilmember Town
asked if we move to livestreaming if people would stop coming to meetings.
Councilmember Harris said people would still need to attend meetings to address the
Council. Mayor Southard thinks livestreaming would be a good idea.
Councilmember Cook asked where the money comes from. Mr. Law said while this
isn’t a specific budgeted item it is such a low cost it would not be a concern.
Councilmember Harris moved, seconded by Councilmember Town and carried 5-0,
to purchase a mid-level single camera with upgraded microphones and start with that
livestreaming option. Mr. Law said adding additional camera(s) and a switcher could
be discussed at a future meeting after we all become comfortable with the singlecamera set-up.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilmember Vohs: Councilmember Vohs said the LRC Board voted to
pursue a proposal to look at building ballfields at Lewis-Young Park. Moving
forward and having a committee meeting will be great. Councilmember Cook will
also serve with him.
Councilmember Harris: Councilmember Sandy Harris asked about the
pumps at the lake. Hufferd said Mr. Whitham has been working on that.
He would like to tour the wastewater treatment plant. Mr. Law said once the asphalt
is finished a tour can be scheduled. Staff is also considering a public video tour of
the operation.
He attended the Planning Commission meeting and said recommendations will soon
be coming for Council approval.
Councilmember Cook: Councilmember Cook inquired about the stormwater issue
at the S. First and Vine area and if it will be completed this summer. Mr. Law said
it is still in the engineering phases and that will use up most of the available funding.
He said once we get cost estimates then a discussion will need to occur on how to
pay for the projects. Cook asked about the N. Broadway sidewalks. Law said those
plans are in development as well.
She asked how many trips have been made to Osawatomie with leaves. Hufferd said
they take loads 1 to 2 a week when possible.

Councilmember Margrave: Councilmember Scott Margrave said he
received an email regarding the Zoom meeting option listed on a previous agenda.
Administrator Law said this was an oversight, apologized for that, and stated it will
not happen again.
Councilmember Margrave asked if the Council has ever considered going
green and eliminating all the paper packets and would encourage that action. Mayor
Southard said that had been discussed and included technology for councilmembers
but at that time Council did not want to spend the money for that. Councilmember
Margrave said he didn’t necessarily think Council needs laptops but thinks gong
green will appeal to younger residents. Mr. Law will provide information at an
upcoming meeting.
Councilmember Town: Councilmember Town asked how much more work
for the north lagoons. Mr. Law said it should be finished around the end of July or
first of August.
ADJOURNMENT
At 8:11 p.m. Councilmember Harris moved, seconded by Councilmember Kevin
Vohs to adjourn the meeting.
From the audience Abrielle DeCavele asked if there is anything new with the burn
site. It has now been 3 years she has asked about it. Administrator Law stated with
all the health concerns, his opinion is to close it. That would likely lead to more
burning on Friday and Saturdays in town, which would lead to additional concerns.
Mayor Southard said we will bring this back to the next meeting. Motion carried 50, to adjourn at 8:18 p.m.
Approved:
______________________________
Marty Southard, Mayor

Attest:
_____________________________
Traci Storey, City Clerk

BILLS 5-17-2021
JARED ANDERSON
APPLE ELECTRIC INC.
CCL SUPPLY LLC
CK POWER
DELTA DENTAL OF KANSAS
FAMILY CENTER OF PAOLA
FELD FIRE
GERKEN RENT-ALL, INC.
GRAINGER W.W.INC
GREENER EXPECTATIONS
HEARTLAND COCA COLA
HEARTLAND LAKE MANAGEMENT
HEARTLAND PRINT & DESIGN
HICKEY, KRAIG
HOME DEPOT CRC
INDELCO
KANSAS NARCOTICS OFFICERS
KS DEPT OF ADMINISTRATION
LINCOLN AQUATICS
LOUISBURG ANIMAL CLINIC
LOUISBURG ATHLETIC CLUB
LOUISBURG BARBERSHOP
LOUISBURG FORD
LOUISBURG HIGH SCHOOL
LOUISBURG MUNICIPAL UTILITIES
MALLORY SAFETY & SUPPLY
MAYFAIR CLEANERS
MIAMI COUNTY AUTO
MIAMI COUNTY KANSAS
MO-KAN DIAL, INC.
NAPA AUTO PARTS
NPG NEWSPAPERS
OLSSON ASSOCIATES
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS
PAOLA HARDWARE
PEREGRINE CORP.
PRICE BUSINESS ENTERPRISES
PRICE CHOPPER
PYROMATE, INC
ROMANS OUTDOOR POWER
RURAL WATER DISTRICT #2
SCARECROW FARM LAWN CARE
SHEAR BEAUTY
SHRED-IT USA

1,290.00
228.50
308.11
240.00
2,708.14
119.24
126.48
145.00
518.81
2,115.00
475.63
688.00
438.46
200.00
413.94
556.34
60.00
150.00
137.31
75.00
186.50
3,053.29
12,886.67
145.00
2,338.66
60.00
261.46
20.13
25,287.50
1,501.99
160.73
1,567.13
24,780.00
517.57
64.87
1,109.59
393.75
23.02
5,985.00
57.50
63.45
1,740.00
2,359.03
88.74

CITY ATTORNEY FEES
SERVICES - BULK STATION
SUPPLIES - POLICE
GENERATOR SERVICES - POLICE
INSURANCE - ALL
SUPPLIES - PUA
SUPPLIES - FIRE
SUPPLIES - PUA
SUPPLIES - PUA
LANDSCAPE SERVICES - ALL
CONCESSIONS - POOL
SERVICES - CITY LAKE
PRINTING/SHIPPING/SUPPLIES
MONTHLY STIPEND - CEMETERY
SUPPLIES - PWD
SUPPLIES - PUA
MEMBERSHIP - POLICE
BUDGET WORKSHOP
SUPPLIES - POOL
ANIMAL CARE - POLICE
MEMBERSHIPS - ALL
CDBG - SPARK GRANTS
VEHICLE MAINTENANCE
AD FOR YEARBOOK
CITY UTILITIES
SERVICES - FIRE
UNIFORM CLEANING - POLICE
TIRE REPAIR - POLICE
METCALF 2.0
TELEPHONE - ALL
SUPPLIES - PWD
ADS
STORMWATER PROJECT 020-3040
SUPPLIES - ALL
SUPPLIES - PUA, PWD
UTILITY BILLS
COMPUTER SERVICES
SUPPLIES - PUA
EQUIPMENT - ADMIN
MOWER REPAIR
WATER - PARKS
CEMETERY MOWING
CDBG - SPARK GRANTS
SHRED SERVICES - POLICE

SI FUNERAL SERVICES
SK DESIGN GROUP INC
THE UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS
TRI-FOXCO USA INC
USA BLUE BOOK
VERIZON
WALDRON MICHAEL
WALKER CORPORATION
WALTER APPRAISAL
WASTE MANAGEMENT
WATCH GUARD DIGITAL
WHITE'S AUTOMOTIVE
WYCOFF'S LOCKSMITHING
CLAIMS TOTAL

447.33
28,900.00
300.00
252.60
510.49
1,480.02
55.00
100.00
500.00
7,468.57
730.00
198.00
66.45
136,654.00

OPEN/CLOSE SERVICES-CEMETERY
AMITY STREET TRAIL
TRAINING - POLICE
LIFEGUARD WHISTLES - POOL
SUPPLIES - PUA
TELEPHONE - ALL
REIMBURSEMENT - POOL
CAR WASH TOKENS - POLICE
APPRAISALS - K68/METCALF
CITYWIDE CLEANUP/TRASH SERVICES
SUPPLIES - POLICE
TIRE/REPAIRS
KEYS - POOL

City of Louisburg

Memo
To:

Louisburg Governing Body

From:

Nathan Law

Date:

May 13, 2021

Re:

Master Planning Review Continued

Background: Included as part of the administrative goals list is a regular review of master planning
projects, goals and objectives. This is the first section of the Bright Future Comprehensive Plan but the
thirteenth section of master planning review. The comp plan may be found at https://www.louisburgkansas.gov/DocumentCenter/View/366/Louisburg-Comprehensive-Plan-12-4-17.
Louisburg Neighborhoods:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Create a Traditional Neighborhood Conservation Plan
Develop property maintenance programs
Prepare a Neighborhood Design Manual for infill housing
Establish Traditional Neighborhood sidewalk capital improvement program
Conduct a historic resources survey
Extend/enhance built-out incentive program for new development
Update subdivision regulations to encourage high-quality residential design and public space
enhancements
8. Rezone land identified as Multi-Family Residential on the Future Land Use map to accommodate
multi-family development
These eight initiatives are discussed in greater detail on pages 130-133 of the comp plan document.
On the first item, there is currently a home renovation program established for façade improvements, but
this could be expanded to include establishment of a Neighborhood Revitalization District for the areas
outlined in the plan document. Council directed to look into this option previously, for which staff is
continuing to work towards returning for consideration. Staff has not pursued a Traditional Neighborhood
Design Manual as discussed in this section of the plan.
On the second item, there is discussion of additional approaches to ensure maintenance of residential
properties, including within the Traditional Neighborhood area. Not specific to the Traditional

Neighborhood area, staff provides regular notice regarding property maintenance through newsletter,
Facebook, and website. Previously staff researched options for vacant property taxes and fines but noted
the State of Kansas would have to accommodate a change in law, and Miami County would have to
follow suit. Staff does offer a regular clean-up/green-up day, trying to coordinate volunteer groups
willingness to spruce up parks or other properties and needs of properties.
On the third item, staff has not as of this writing prepared a Neighborhood Design Manual for infill
housing, instead allowing for the market to accommodate such housing.
On the fourth item, staff has taken steps to finalize a master sidewalk and trails plan and works regularly
to advance the initiatives of that plan when grants or other funding is made available. Currently staff has
included with a list of 2022 budget request items the Traditional Neighborhood area for sections of
sidewalk replacement, which will advance the connectivity goals of both the comp plan and the trails plan.
On the fifth item, staff has assisted the Historic Preservation Commission to obtain information regarding
ages of buildings within the City of Louisburg. That list will assist with helping to identifying areas where
historically significant aspects of buildings may qualify the structures, use, etc. for commission review.
On the sixth item, staff is currently discussing with Council and developers the need for incentives that
overlap this section of the comp plan, which includes accommodating infrastructure build-out to increase
the ability of steady housing development.
On the seventh item, staff has not pursued reviewing subdivision regulations, but believes this should be
reviewed along with the zoning regulations when looking to align current regulations with the comp plan
recommendations for zoning classifications and change in focus of future development.
On the eighth item, staff discussed options for multi-family or mixed-use with Council during the
administrative goals workshop.
Financial Consideration: None.
Legal Consideration: None.
Recommendation: Discuss as desired and direct accordingly.
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City of Louisburg

Memo
To:

Louisburg Governing Body

From:

Nathan Law

Date:

May 13, 2021

Re:

Incentives Discussion – Wea Creek Apartments

Background: This conversation encompasses discussions and presentations occurring recently. Council
was approached in 2020 about two multi-unit townhouses and potential development of a future
subdivision phase. At that time staff was directed to put together information for discussion of options to
incentivize development. What followed was staff presentation to Council of incentive options at a
workshop in February of this year, outlining generally how costs of new infrastructure is repaid with
various incentive options. Council next received information in a workshop on May 6 to discuss the
increased costs of construction materials over the past year and the resulting additional costs and
implications to development in Louisburg. This memorandum comes from the most recent workshop and
a resulting notion that some form of incentive may be needed to encourage Louisburg development.
Staff is returning consideration of incentives for Wea Creek Apartments following the workshops. As
presented before, to make Louisburg development feasible, as opposed to other potential communities,
this group is seeking incentives. The request received from Mr. Sandir on behalf of Commercial Group,
Inc. is for a waiver of half of the initial fees associated with the full scope of this project, as well as a 10year tax abatement/return of 100% of taxes calculated. The reason for the initial fees is to get the project
started, particularly due to recent price increases for materials. The reason for the 10-year tax incentive is
primarily two-fold: 1) the state funding is a 15-year term, and 2) the costs of construction and operations
of these apartments are passed through to renters, and anything that can help secure rental pricing for
the quality of build intended, the better for all involved.
A waiver of one-half of permit fees may be accommodated by regular ordinance specific to a request.
Such an agreement does not necessarily set precedent for future development. For this consideration,
such ordinance will fall outside of any established policy for incentivizing housing development, unlike the
existing policy for commercial development established in 2017.
A 10-year tax incentive may be accommodated by a number of incentives previously discussed at
workshops, including: Tax Increment Financing (TIF), Neighborhood Revitalization Program (NRP), Rural
Housing Incentive District (RHID), or Industrial Revenue Bonds (IRBs) with associated tax abatement. Of

these options, the most appropriate may be IRBs for expediency of the project and for the type of
financing likely in place for this project. Staff has already spoken with bond counsel about the options for
moving this project forward, with the outcome based solely on Council willingness to consider the request.
There are still several next steps that would follow with any incentive considered by Council. Mr. Sandir
and his group are looking for willingness of Council to partner on this project and move it to those next
steps. Council is asked to partner with the goal of ensuring the benefit of incentives is a direct benefit to
the eventual senior, fixed-income occupants of these apartments.
Financial Consideration: Waiver of half of City fees would amount to $64,004.80 for the 36-units. These
include $10,229.80 building permit fees, $14,175 water connection fees, $36,000 sewer connection fees,
and $3,600 parkland fees.
Bond counsel costs can be significant for tax incentives. The current incentive policy of the City includes
that all fees are paid by the developer, and the City may select the bond counsel to utilize.
Tax incentive value on this development is hard to quantify at this time. This information would have to be
included with a development plan and agreement that would come before Council as part of this process.
The intent of tax abatement is to state that no amount of local taxes will be collected, whereas
incremental financing means that taxes collected are returned. After the incentive term has ended,
property taxes return to being collected and distributed to the various taxing entities. As a reminder, the
current taxes collected on this property total approximately $4,000 and may continue to be collected and
distributed, depending on the incentive utilized.
Legal Consideration: None currently. There are several legal steps and considerations to follow this
discussion.
Recommendation: Discuss this request for incentives and direct staff accordingly.
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Landscape Plan

Landscape Plan

122 N. WATER STREET
OLATHE, KANSAS 66061
PHONE: (913) 764-1076
FAX: (913) 764-8635

14 W. PEORIA
PAOLA, KANSAS 66071
PHONE: (913) 557-1076
FAX: (913) 557-6904

CIVIL ENGINEERS
LAND SURVEYORS - LAND PLANNERS

PLANT LIST

City of Louisburg

Memo
To:

Louisburg Governing Body

From:

Nathan Law

Date:

May 13, 2021

Re:

Burn Site Review

Background: Much of this information was presented in October of last year in part due to the same
complainant as the current discussion. Staff at that time provided the City was notified of a complaint
regarding the burn site, filed with the Kansas Department of Health and Environment. KDHE point of
contact Pat Simpson has asked that the City of Louisburg consider options for the burn site to lessen the
conditions that have caused the complaint. The complaint is regarding smoke carried from the burn pile
identified in the image below. City employees push trees and brush into the burn pile typically early in the
work week, with some exceptions occurring when a large amount of trees or brush are dumped midweek. The reason for any deviation is in order to avoid so much volume of trees and brush that pose risk
to the next planned burn or poses an uncontrolled fire hazard.

Burn Pile

Leaf Dump

At this point the items to consider are:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Move the location of the burn site to some other city-owned property
Add a forced-air system to the burning operation to lessen the degree of smoke and ash
Contract for hauling away of trees and brush and not burn at the location
Gate off the burn site and schedule for unlock times, closing when reaching a certain quantity
Further limit who is able to dump at the site
Close the site and no longer offer a burn site, but allow select burning inside City limits

Move the Location
No other city-owned property provides the appropriate combination of proximity to neighboring residential
properties and security of the site. City-owned properties that afford enough space for such an operation
is limited to one, Lewis-Young Park, and that location has deficiency in oversight, security and would
require additional equipment. Moving the location does not seem to be feasible at this time.
Forced-Air System

Any system that adds forced air to a burn pile is required to be permitted every year by the State of
Kansas, at a cost of $3,000 each year, along with monthly checklist inspections by the City. The cost of a
forced-air system can range from $100,000 to $180,000 for combined air and box units. There are likely
smaller or less expensive units to be found, but may not include the fire box.
An issue with the notion of digging a pit and utilizing a non-boxed forced air system is the flood zone in
which this burn site is located. The image below shows the extent of the area surrounding the burn site.
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Contract Hauling
Unknown cost at this time, but would require equipment the City does not currently have to load trees and
brush into a large container truck, haul to a landfill, and would occur at an unknown frequency.
Alternatively, the City could find a suitable location, perhaps the current burn site, and pay for roll-off
containers through current waste provider contract to allow for residential waste to be off-loaded directly
into containers and hauled to the landfill on a regular basis.
Gate Site
This option does not have a significant infrastructure cost, but would require coordinating staff time to
monitor the burn site on those days when the site is unlocked to ensure only a certain quantity of trees or
brush are allowed to collect before closing off for purpose of scheduling a less frequent burn operation.
Further Limit
Through additional time monitoring the burn site, an option is to limit the currently allowable function of
commercial tree operations performing work for Louisburg residents to offload trees at the burn site. This
falls within the posted restrictions at the burn site. There is undoubtedly some tree and brush taken to this
burn site that does not come from within the City proper, but would take full-time monitoring to determine.
Close Site & Allow Select Burning in City Limits
The City could eliminate the offering of a burn site. The permit for this site could lapse for lack of renewal
and the residents could utilize yard waste services through current trash hauler, could contract
individually for tree and brush removal, or can haul trees and brush to a landfill directly. A closure such as
this will lead to additional in-town burning on allowable dates, which will increase the number of
complaints previously received.
There could be established certain times of the month or year to allow for open burning inside City limits,
limiting the times of burning and associated complaints. The volume of burning and complaints will likely
increase, but those will be limited to the timeframe set by Council.
Financial: None.
Legal: None.
Recommendation: Discuss burn site consideration and direct staff accordingly.
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City of Louisburg

Memo
To:

Louisburg Governing Body

From:

Nathan Law

Date:

May 13, 2021

Re:

Special Use Permit – Storage and Warehousing/Mini Warehousing – 104 W. Amity

Background: The Planning Commission has discussed this proposed Special Use Permit, of which the
resulting recommendation requires City Council confirmation and approval by ordinance. For this
item/discussion the appropriate public hearing process was followed, with a hearing notice published on
April 7, 2021 and the hearing held on April 28, 2021. All property owners within a 200-foot radius were
given direct notification of the same. During the hearing, no public comment was received.
Planning Commission members discussed language within the zoning regulations as well as discussion
of other factors.
The Planning Commission recommends Council consideration of the SUP with no added stipulations.
This recommendation was given by a vote of 6-0-1, one member abstaining from the vote.
Attached is a copy of the Planning Commission item for this request. This item includes information on
setbacks, property zoning classification, neighboring property zoning classification, and additional factors
considered.
Financial: All necessary fees for the application process and all other associated costs have been paid.
Cost to publish ordinance.
Legal: The ordinance must be published once in the official newspaper. No protest petition has been
received.
Recommendation: Consider approval of the attached ordinance for a Special Use Permit under Case No.
21001-SUP, for property located at 104 W. Amity, establishing a Storage and Warehousing/Mini
Warehousing use within an existing facility.

SPECIAL USE PERMIT
CASE NO. 21001-SUP
ORDINANCE NO. _____
AN ORDINANCE GRANTING APPROVAL OF A SPECIAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW
STORAGE AND WAREHOUSING, ON CERTAIN LANDS LOCATED WITHIN THE CITY
OF LOUISBURG, KANSAS, UNDER THE AUTHORITY GRANTED BY THE ZONING
REGULATIONS OF THE CITY OF LOUISBURG, KANSAS.
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY
OF THE CITY OF LOUISBURG, KANSAS.
SECTION 1: That having received a recommendation from the Planning Commission, and
proper notice having been given and hearing held as provided by law and under the authority of
and subject to the provisions of the City of Louisburg Zoning Regulations of 2010, as amended,
particularly Section 509, paragraph C.12, allowing for storage and warehousing. This Special
Use Permit shall allow for the use of this property for storage and warehousing, excluding
products of a highly explosive, combustible or volatile nature.
SECTION 2: The property to which the application for this Special Use Permit applies is located
at 104 West Amity, legally described as follows:
Beginning at the Southeast corner of Cook's Subdivision in the City of Louisburg, Miami
County, Kansas, thence West 160 feet, thence North 367 feet, thence East 160 feet, thence
South 367 feet to the place of beginning. Subject to any part thereof in roads.
EXCEPTING:
All that part of the Southeast Quarter of Section 30, Township 16 South, Range 25 East, in
the City of Louisburg, Miami County, Kansas described as follows:
Commencing at the Southeast corner of the Southeast Quarter of said Section 30; thence
South 87°57'46" West along the South line of the Southeast Quarter of said Section 30, a
distance of 418.96 feet; thence North 02°08'58" West, a distance of 208.01 feet to the point
of beginning; thence North 02°08'58" West, a distance of 197.98 feet; thence South
88°05'53" West, a distance of 160.00 feet; thence South 02°08'58" East, a distance of 198.36
feet; thence North 87°57'58" East, a distance of 160.00 feet to the point of beginning, subject
to that part in roads or easements. Being a part of Cook's Subdivision in the City of
Louisburg, Miami County, Kansas.

SECTION 3: This Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its adoption by the
City Council and publication in the official City newspaper.
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PASSED and approved by the Governing Body this 17th day of May, 2021.

_________________________________
Marty Southard, Mayor
ATTEST:

______________________________
Traci Storey, City Clerk

(seal)
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Item #7
21001-SUP (Special Use Permit)
Storage and Warehousing/Mini warehousing
104 West Amity
Parcel ID: 109004007015000
Owner: MBB, LLC
Applicant: MBB, LLC
Meeting Date: April 28, 2021

The Applicant wishes to convert a portion of the existing building into a mini warehousing
facility. Storage units will be climate controlled and available to the public for rent.
This property is currently zoned within the “C-3” General Business District”. In accordance with
section 509, paragraph C.6, “storage and warehousing and/or Mini warehousing” is an allowable
use within this Zoning District if a Special Use Permit is approved by the Planning Commission.
Adjacent Property Zoning:
North – General Business District “C-3”
South – General Business District “C-3”
East – General Business District “C-3”
West – General Business District “C-3”
The Applicant has provided written notice of this public hearing to all property owners within
the required 200-foot radius of the subject property. Staff has also placed a public notice in
newspaper to advertise this hearing. This ad appeared in the newspaper on April 7, 2021.
All Planning Commission recommendations will be forwarded to the City Council for additional
review and consideration. This item with Planning Commission recommendation will be
presented to the City Council on May 17, 2021. Property owners within 200 feet of subject
property described above, wanting to protest the proposed SUP will have fourteen (14) days after
the Planning Commission makes its recommendation to submit a protest petition to the office of
the City of Louisburg City Clerk. If a valid protest petition is filed with the City Clerk prior to
the deadline, the change shall require approval by a 3/4 majority vote of the City Council. Protest
petitions are available in the office of the Codes Administrator for the City of Louisburg.
Items to be discussed by the Planning Commission. This is not a comprehensive list of
discussion items. Other items may be discussed during the meeting:

1.
2.

Items Specifically addressed in the Zoning Regulations
Hazardous materials - No explosive, combustible or volatile nature materials shall be
stored on the property.
All storage shall be within enclosed buildings except for boats, campers, and other
vehicles which may be outside if properly screened.
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3.

4.

5.
6.

7.
8.

9.
10.
11.

12.

Any side of the building providing doorways to storage areas shall be set back from the
property line not less than thirty-five (35) feet. Since indoor storage will be provided in
an existing structure, this item does not apply.
All driveways, parking, loading and vehicle circulation areas shall be paved with
concrete or asphalt. All one-way driveways which provide direct access to cubicles
shall provide for one 10 foot-parking lane and one 15-foot travel lane. All two-way
driveways which provide direct access to cubicles shall provide for one 10-foot parking
lane and two 12-foot travel lanes. Adequate bumper guards or fences shall be provided
to prevent the extension of vehicles beyond property lines.
All lights shall be shielded to direct light away from adjacent properties.
No activities such as miscellaneous or garage sales or the servicing or repair of motor
vehicles, boats, trailers, lawn mowers, and other similar equipment shall be conducted
on the premises. Also, no manufacturing, assembly or processing of any product shall
be permitted.
The area shall be properly policed by the owner or operator for removal of trash and
debris.
Two copies of a plot plan showing ingress and egress, widths of driveways, off-street
parking, loading areas, and on-site traffic circulation shall be submitted to the Planning
Commission for their consideration with the special use permit application. Indoor
storage will be provided in an existing structure. Driveways, loading areas and traffic
circulation have previously been established. This item does not apply.
One residential dwelling may be erected in conjunction with the facility to allow a
watchman to reside on the premises.
The Planning Commission or Governing Body may attach such other conditions as
deemed necessary to provide for compatible development.
A solid or semi-solid fence, hedge or wall at least six (6) feet, but not more than eight
(8) feet high, and having a density of not less than seventy (70) percent per square foot,
shall be provided adjacent to an adjoining residential district unless the adjacent
residential district and the commercial development are separated by a street rightof-way. Said fence or wall shall be maintained in good condition by the owner or
owners of the property in the "C-3" District. This commercial lot does not adjoin a
residential property.

Additional Items the Planning Commission may Consider
The property owner shall submit the following prior to leasing storage units:
➢ A drawing illustrating the overall interior layout of the building.
➢ Change of Use/Life Safety Application - The purpose of this two-phase inspection
process is to ensure that all commercial buildings are periodically inspected
checking for fire and safety issues. The City Fire Marshall and the City Building
Inspector will be conducting two separate inspections of your building(s). The fee
for both inspections is $50. This inspection process is initiated every time the
ownership or change of use of a commercial property has occurred.
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Eight Golden Factors to Consider
In 1978, the Supreme Court of Kansas handed down a decision in the Golden vs. City of
Overland Park case that established the basis for considering and reaching a decision on zoning
changes. The decision should be made based on the evidence submitted and the factors
considered. The eight Golden Factors emerged from this case and have become institutionalized
in the consideration of zoning changes in Kansas. A more recent court case determined that
Special Use Permits were, in reality, a land use change and should be considered by the same
factors.
The factors must be considered by the Planning Commission and Governing Body in order to
determine whether granting or denying a zoning change, including a Special Use Permit, is
reasonable. It is not necessary that findings on all the factors be favorable to approve or be
unfavorable to deny the zoning change or Special Use Permit. Also, not all the factors carry the
same weight and the weight may vary from case to case.
1. The character of the neighborhood: Factual description of the application area and
surrounding property as to land uses, density, intensity, general condition, age of structure, etc.
2. The zoning and uses of property nearby: Factual listing of the zoning surrounding the
property along with the specific abutting uses.
3. The suitability of the property for the uses to which it has been restricted under its
existing zoning: How is the property currently zoned and what uses are allowed on the property?
Are these uses suitable given surrounding zoning and site criteria? Are the current allowed uses
the only ones which might be appropriate for this property?
4. Extent to which removal of the restrictions will detrimentally affect nearby property:
Can the uses allowed in the requested district be good neighbors to existing development? This is
a subjective question. The focus should be on facts, not fears, and should be based on issues that
zoning can address (e.g., allowed uses, minimum lot sizes, height, setbacks, traffic, etc.)
5. Length of time of any vacancy of the property: Factual information, but its importance can
be somewhat subjective. A property might be vacant because the current zoning is unsuitable,
but there may be other reasons not related to zoning. Some examples might be a glut of available
property of the same zoning district, financing problems, speculation, lack of available services
or other development problems.
6. Relative gain to the public health, safety and welfare by destruction of value of the
applicant’s property as compared to the hardship on other individual landowners: The
protection of the public health, safety and welfare is the basis for zoning. The relationship
between the property owner’s right to use and obtain value from their property and the City’s
responsibility to its citizens should be weighed.
7. Recommendation of professional staff: Should be based on the evidence presented, the
factors, adopted plans and policies, and other technical reports (e.g., Capital Improvement
Programs, facility master plans, etc.) which speak to the topic and staff’s best professional
judgment.
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8. Conformance with the Comprehensive Plan: Does the request agree with the adopted plan
recommendations? If not, is the plan out-of-date or are there mitigating circumstances which
speak to the nonconformity?

4|Page

5|Page

City of Louisburg

Memo
To:

Louisburg Governing Body

From:

Nathan Law

Date:

May 13, 2021

Re:

Special Use Permit – Storage and Warehousing/Mini Warehousing – 110 W. Amity

Background: The Planning Commission has discussed this proposed Special Use Permit, of which the
resulting recommendation requires City Council confirmation and approval by ordinance. For this
item/discussion the appropriate public hearing process was followed, with a hearing notice published on
April 7, 2021 and the hearing held on April 28, 2021. All property owners within a 200-foot radius were
given direct notification of the same. During the hearing, no public comment was received.
Planning Commission members discussed language within the zoning regulations as well as discussion
of other factors.
The Planning Commission recommends Council consideration of the SUP with no added stipulations.
This recommendation was given by a vote of 6-0-1, one member abstaining from the vote.
Attached is a copy of the Planning Commission item for this request. This item includes information on
setbacks, property zoning classification, neighboring property zoning classification, and additional factors
considered.
Financial: All necessary fees for the application process and all other associated costs have been paid.
Cost to publish ordinance.
Legal: The ordinance must be published once in the official newspaper. No protest petition has been
received.
Recommendation: Consider approval of the attached ordinance for a Special Use Permit under Case No.
21002-SUP, for property located at 110 W. Amity, establishing a Storage and Warehousing/Mini
Warehousing use on currently undeveloped property.

SPECIAL USE PERMIT
CASE NO. 21002-SUP
ORDINANCE NO. _____
AN ORDINANCE GRANTING APPROVAL OF A SPECIAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW
STORAGE AND WAREHOUSING, ON CERTAIN LANDS LOCATED WITHIN THE CITY
OF LOUISBURG, KANSAS, UNDER THE AUTHORITY GRANTED BY THE ZONING
REGULATIONS OF THE CITY OF LOUISBURG, KANSAS.
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY
OF THE CITY OF LOUISBURG, KANSAS.
SECTION 1: That having received a recommendation from the Planning Commission, and
proper notice having been given and hearing held as provided by law and under the authority of
and subject to the provisions of the City of Louisburg Zoning Regulations of 2010, as amended,
particularly Section 509, paragraph C.12, allowing for storage and warehousing. This Special
Use Permit shall allow for the use of this property for storage and warehousing, excluding
products of a highly explosive, combustible or volatile nature.
SECTION 2: The property to which the application for this Special Use Permit applies is located
at 110 West Amity, legally described as follows:
Beginning at a point 670.00 feet West and 40.00 feet North of the Southeast corner of the
Southeast Quarter of Section 30, Township 16 South, Range 25 East, Miami County, Kansas,
said point being on the North right of way line of Kansas State Highway 68, thence North
135.24 feet, thence East 10.00 feet, thence North 461.36 feet, thence West 298.80 feet,
thence South 396.60 feet, thence East 120.00 feet, thence South 200.00 feet to a point on said
North right of way line, thence East 168.00 feet and along said right of way line to the point
of beginning, subject to any part in roads, in Miami County, Kansas.
SECTION 3: This Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its adoption by the
City Council and publication in the official City newspaper.
PASSED and approved by the Governing Body this 17th day of May, 2021.

_________________________________
Marty Southard, Mayor
ATTEST:
______________________________
Traci Storey, City Clerk
(seal)
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Item #8
21002-SUP (Special Use Permit)
Storage and Warehousing/Mini warehousing
110 West Amity
Parcel ID: 1093004007015000
Owner: MBB, LLC
Applicant: MBB, LLC
Meeting Date: April 28, 2021
The Applicant wishes to establish a “storage and warehousing/Mini warehousing” facility at 110
West Amity (MBB Business Park).
This property is currently zoned within the “C-3” General Business District”. In accordance with
section 509, paragraph C.6, “storage and warehousing and/or Mini warehousing” is an allowable
use within this Zoning District if a Special Use Permit is approved by the Planning Commission.
Adjacent Property Zoning:
North – Single-Family Dwelling District “R-1”
South – General Business District “C-3”
East – General Business District “C-3”
West – General Business District “C-3”
The Applicant has provided written notice of this public hearing to all property owners within
the required 200-foot radius of the subject property. Staff has also placed a public notice in
newspaper to advertise this hearing. This ad appeared in the newspaper on April 7, 2021.
All Planning Commission recommendations will be forwarded to the City Council for additional
review and consideration. This item with Planning Commission recommendation will be
presented to the City Council on May 17, 2021. Property owners within 200 feet of subject
property described above, wanting to protest the proposed SUP will have fourteen (14) days after
the Planning Commission makes its recommendation to submit a protest petition to the office of
the City of Louisburg City Clerk. If a valid protest petition is filed with the City Clerk prior to
the deadline, the change shall require approval by a 3/4 majority vote of the City Council. Protest
petitions are available in the office of the Codes Administrator for the City of Louisburg.
Items to be discussed by the Planning Commission. This is not a comprehensive list of
discussion items. Other items may be discussed at the Planning Commissions discursion:
Items Specifically addressed in the Zoning Regulations
1. Hazardous materials - No explosive, combustible or volatile nature materials shall be
stored on the property.
2. All storage shall be within enclosed buildings except for boats, campers, and other
vehicles which may be outside if properly screened.
3. Any side of the building providing doorways to storage areas shall be set back from the
property line not less than thirty-five (35) feet.
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4. All driveways, parking, loading and vehicle circulation areas shall be paved with concrete
or asphalt. All one-way driveways which provide direct access to cubicles shall provide
for one 10 foot-parking lane and one 15-foot travel lane. All two-way driveways which
provide direct access to cubicles shall provide for one 10-foot parking lane and two
12-foot travel lanes. Adequate bumper guards or fences shall be provided to prevent the
extension of vehicles beyond property lines.
5. All lights shall be shielded to direct light away from adjacent properties.
6. No activities such as miscellaneous or garage sales or the servicing or repair of motor
vehicles, boats, trailers, lawn mowers, and other similar equipment shall be conducted on
the premises. Also, no manufacturing, assembly or processing of any product shall be
permitted.
7. The area shall be properly policed by the owner or operator for removal of trash and
debris.
8. Two copies of a plot plan showing ingress and egress, widths of driveways, off-street
parking, loading areas, and on-site traffic circulation shall be submitted to the Planning
Commission for their consideration with the special use permit application.
9. One residential dwelling may be erected in conjunction with the facility to allow a
watchman to reside on the premises.
10. The Planning Commission or Governing Body may attach such other conditions as
deemed necessary to provide for compatible development.
11. A solid or semi-solid fence, hedge or wall at least six (6) feet, but not more than eight (8)
feet high, and having a density of not less than seventy (70) percent per square foot, shall
be provided adjacent to an adjoining residential district unless the adjacent residential
district and the commercial development are separated by a street right-of-way. Said fence
or wall shall be maintained in good condition by the owner or owners of the property in
the "C-3" District.
Additional Items the Planning Commission may Consider
12. All buildings shall meet the Design Standards outlined in section 618 of the Zoning
Regulations.
13. The property owner shall submit the following prior to construction:
➢ Stamped Site-plan for Planning Commission review
➢ Stamped construction plans
14. Property owner shall maintain stormwater stream located on the northside of the property
to prevent erosion.
15. Property owner shall provide KDOT traffic study/certificate/letter approving access to
K68 Highway.
Eight Golden Factors to Consider
In 1978, the Supreme Court of Kansas handed down a decision in the Golden vs. City of
Overland Park case that established the basis for considering and reaching a decision on zoning
changes. The decision should be made based on the evidence submitted and the factors
considered. The eight Golden Factors emerged from this case and have become institutionalized
in the consideration of zoning changes in Kansas. A more recent court case determined that
Special Use Permits were, in reality, a land use change and should be considered by the same
factors.
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The factors must be considered by the Planning Commission and Governing Body in order to
determine whether granting or denying a zoning change, including a Special Use Permit, is
reasonable. It is not necessary that findings on all the factors be favorable to approve or be
unfavorable to deny the zoning change or Special Use Permit. Also, not all the factors carry the
same weight and the weight may vary from case to case.
1. The character of the neighborhood: Factual description of the application area and
surrounding property as to land uses, density, intensity, general condition, age of structure, etc.
2. The zoning and uses of property nearby: Factual listing of the zoning surrounding the
property along with the specific abutting uses.
3. The suitability of the property for the uses to which it has been restricted under its
existing zoning: How is the property currently zoned and what uses are allowed on the property?
Are these uses suitable given surrounding zoning and site criteria? Are the current allowed uses
the only ones which might be appropriate for this property?
4. Extent to which removal of the restrictions will detrimentally affect nearby property:
Can the uses allowed in the requested district be good neighbors to existing development? This is
a subjective question. The focus should be on facts, not fears, and should be based on issues that
zoning can address (e.g., allowed uses, minimum lot sizes, height, setbacks, traffic, etc.)
5. Length of time of any vacancy of the property: Factual information, but its importance can
be somewhat subjective. A property might be vacant because the current zoning is unsuitable,
but there may be other reasons not related to zoning. Some examples might be a glut of available
property of the same zoning district, financing problems, speculation, lack of available services
or other development problems.
6. Relative gain to the public health, safety and welfare by destruction of value of the
applicant’s property as compared to the hardship on other individual landowners: The
protection of the public health, safety and welfare is the basis for zoning. The relationship
between the property owner’s right to use and obtain value from their property and the City’s
responsibility to its citizens should be weighed.
7. Recommendation of professional staff: Should be based on the evidence presented, the
factors, adopted plans and policies, and other technical reports (e.g., Capital Improvement
Programs, facility master plans, etc.) which speak to the topic and staff’s best professional
judgment.
8. Conformance with the Comprehensive Plan: Does the request agree with the adopted plan
recommendations? If not, is the plan out-of-date or are there mitigating circumstances which
speak to the nonconformity?
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To:

Louisburg Park & Tree Board

From: City Staff
Date:

May 13, 2021

Re:

Swing at Lewis-Young Park

At its February Park Board meeting, commission members stated their support to add a parent/tot swing
and an inclusive swing to a City park. The Park Board decided to wait for a recommendation until after
playground inspections that occurred in April. Just prior to that inspection the swing at Lewis-Young Park
failed and swings have been removed for safety purposes. Staff sought out and received bids from two
vendors for a replacement swing at LYP.
The Park Board is recommending the Council approve the low bid from AB Creative for a single-post style
swing with 2 regular swings and the Konnection, a parent/tot swing, (below left) and a Freedom allinclusive swing (below right).

Financial:
AB Creative - $5,200
Recommendation: Discuss approval of a replacement swing set at LYP and direct staff accordingly.

City of Louisburg

Memo
To:

Louisburg Governing Body

From:

Nathan Law

Date:

May 13, 2021

Re:

Lot Split for Property near Northwest corner of Rockville Road and West 271st

Background: The Planning Commission discussed a proposed lot split of undeveloped property located
near the northwest corner of Rockville Road and W. 271st Street. The proposed split would allow for two
lots to be created, both of which will greatly exceed minimum lot size requirements, with no known
intended use as of this time. Attached is a staff rendering of the lot split. The Commission received the
request at its meeting Wednesday, April 28.
Lot splits are an administrative process that do not require a public hearing. Planning Commission is
tasked with making a recommendation of approval, or otherwise, of such splits to Council for finalizing the
decision. If approved, the appropriate documents are filed with the County Register of Deed.
After receiving the presentation and asking questions of staff, Planning Commission voted 7-0 to approve
the lot split and recommend City Council approve the same.
Financial: All necessary fees for the application process and all other associated costs have been paid.
Legal: Council approval is required.
Recommendation: Approve the lot split of undeveloped property located near the northwest corner of
Rockville Road and W. 271st Street and direct Mayor to sign.

Tract 2
18.67
acres

Tract 1
35.00
acres
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To:

Louisburg Park & Tree Board

From: City Staff
Date:

May 13, 2021

Re:

Dog Park Grant Opportunity

Background: The 2016 Council had listed a dog park as a budget priority but it was later cut during the
budget process. Staff then took the request to the Board. In August of 2017 in a Park Board discussion
item, Staff had researched potential costs to construct a fence and adopt rules for a potential dog park. At
that time, the proposed 7-acre site was south of the observatory at Lewis-Young Park. The cost of the
fence was estimated to be about $5/foot and was approximately 300 ft x 965 ft or $12,600 to build the
fence. In June of 2018, within the budget year of the priority, staff presented information and pricing to
Council for consideration. At that time the size of the area identified at Lewis-Young Park was reduced to
1.22 acres due to the contractor pricing obtained bringing the estimate to $17,000 for the smaller space.
At the time it was requested to garner additional community feedback. In 2019 staff conducted a series of
surveys as part of a Master Parks Plan process, and based the items listed by the Park & Tree Board, which
did not include a dog park as an optional item for surveying purposes.
At Monday night’s Park & Tree Board meeting, a Louisburg resident representing a small group of citizens
who are just beginning to form, asked about the possibility of constructing a dog park somewhere in the
City of Louisburg. While the Park and Tree Board were not opposed to a dog park, some voiced concern
about taking money from other projects listed on the Master Parks Plan. The Park & Tree Board
suggested that the group should try to fund raise the money for the park.
Staff has located a Bark for Your Park grant by PetSafe. The grant will award five $25,000 grants for
selected communities to construct a dog park. Since the Park & Tree Board suggested to the resident that
a dog park would only get constructed by the City with a grant, Staff is seeking permission to pursue this
grant. Applications opened May 1 and will close June 30. Potential park locations included Lewis-Young
Park near the flag football fields, southwest corner of Ron Weers Park and east of the Aquatic Center.
Some requirements include:
•

Letter of support from civic leader

•

List of ways community will benefit from a dog park

•

Availability of land

•

“PetSafe” must be included in the name of the park

Financial: None
Recommendation: Discuss and direct staff accordingly.

City of Louisburg

Memo
To:

Louisburg Governing Body

From:

Nathan Law

Date:

May 13, 2021

Re:

Paperless Packet Consideration Revisited

Background: All that follows was compiled and presented to Council in January of last year.
Staff was asked to provide additional information regarding possibility of providing both searchable pdf
versions of agenda packets and cost considerations for technology to help eliminate paper agenda
packets. Cost of a range of technology is as follows:

Specs
Pros

Cons
Price
Estimate

Surface Pro 7

HP Chromebook

iPad Pro

12.3" Touchscreen, Keypad
and Pencil

15.6" Touchscreen laptop,
no Pencil

12.9" Screen, with add on
Keypad and Pencil

Powerful processor, can be
used as tablet
Light and portable
More expensive than
Chromebook

Simple, lower cost, larger
screen

Lightweight and portable,
tablet

Cloud based, not a tablet

Highest total cost, not
everyone familiar with Apple

$999

$329

$1,329

Financial: While not specifically budgeted for in 2020, funds for technology may be made available within
the General Fund.
Recommendation: Discuss paperless packet technology options and direct staff accordingly.

City of Louisburg

Memo
To:

Louisburg Governing Body

From:

Nathan Law

Date:

May 13, 2021

Re:

Council Projects for 2022 and Future Years

Background: An item presented to Council in the past is a consideration for projects that should be
focused on as priorities for the next budget. Staff sent direct communication to Councilmembers
requesting items to compile for this consideration. This list is taken into consideration during project price
estimating, weighed against departmental requests for projects in the same budget year, and used to
estimate budget expenses. A budget workshop is used each year to discuss these projects compared
with departmental requests and included within a draft budget.
The following is a list of Council member submitted items that, if approved, should be considered City
priority when discussing budgeting and funding of projects.
Mayor Southard:
•
•
•

Keep improving walkability of the community – repair old sidewalks and new ones as needed
Continue to explore long-range items: Ballfield improvements, community center, pool expansion
Figure out a plan to fix the city lake issues

Other Projects:
•
•
•
•
•
•

______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________

Recommendation: Discuss the requested projects and direct staff on desired projects to advance to a
budget workshop.

