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MINUTES     

 

Pursuant to open meeting notice, the Hay Creek Planning Commission met on May 4, 2022,  

7:00 p.m., at the Town Hall for a re-organizataional meeting.   

Members present:  Scott Halverson, Jim Maybach, Ross Deden, David Tincher, Rick Peterson, 

Todd Avery and Sue Reed.   
 

Agenda Item 1:  Jim Maybach, Chairperson, called the meeting to order at 7:03 p.m.     
 

Jim Maybach explained how Scott Halverson as an ex-officio member would be now a planning 

commission member, and Ross Deden as a planning commission member would now become an 

ex-officio member.  The reason for switching is Ross Deden is now a member of the town board, 

having replaced Scott Halverson.  Jim Maybach suggested Scott Halverson attend the next board 

meeting on May 11, 2002, and request formalization of the switch by the board.   
 

Agenda Item 2:  The planning commission members present introduced themselves.  
 

Agenda Item 3:  Jim Maybach proceeded to give a summary and explanation of the planning 

commission by-laws, explained the process of electing officers, and declared a quorum present 

for the meeting.   

 

Agenda Item 4:  The members proceeded to the election of officers.  Jim Maybach respectfully 

declined to be chairperson.  Scott Halverson nominated Todd Avery to be chairperson.  Todd 

respectfully declined.  Sue Reed made a phone call to John Tittle inquiring if he would accept the 

position of chairperson, and he respectfully declined.  There were no more nominations or 

inquiries made for chairperson.  
 

Motion:  Jim Maybach proceed to nominate David Tincher for vice chairperson and Scott 

Halverson for secretary.  By unanimous ballot vote David Tincher was elected vice chairperson 

and Scott Halverson secretary.   
 

Vice Chairperson David Tincher then proceed to conduct the meeting.   

 

Agenda Item 5:  The agenda was approved with no amendments or additions. 
   

Brad Koberg, Hay Creek Township Treasurer, left W-4 forms for the planning commission 

members to fill out and get back to him.   
 

Agenda Item 6:  Geoffrey Griffin from G-Cubed engineering company gave background 

information for the proponent concerning a mining ordinance amendment.  He provided the 

planning commission with a map using every house in the township and drawing circles with a 

half-mile radius, which resulted in five places in the township where mining could occur.  There 

was also a G-Cubed map that was an overhead view of the proposed mining with red lines 

showing a circle using the 1,000-foot setback and the half-mile setback.  Also provided was a 

copy from the Winona County Zoning Ordinance Amendment of definitions involved in a case 

that went to the Supreme Court.  Geoffrey Griffin recommended taking out the phrase “bedding 
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sand for livestock operations” from the construction minerals definition for clarity, as silica sand 

and regular aggregate sand can both by used for bedding livestock. 

 

Geoffrey Griffin shared that at the Wojcik mining site they plan to have an explosion once a 

year; sand would be screened and then hauled out.  That would be the process.  He recommends 

changing our ordinance for the setbacks using our amendment procedure rather than granting a 

variance.   

 

Agenda Item 7:  Consideration of whether the Hay Creek Township Mining Ordinance should 

be amended.  There was discussion on the definitions used for sands.  Jim Maybach suggested 

using the terms “calcium and magnesium carbonate” for aggregate, sand, and other road 

materials and then “silica” for silica sands.   

 

 7(a).  Board request for decision on amending.  Rick Peterson’s suggestion we report 

back to the town board that our mining ordinance should be amended was met with approval. 

 

 7(b).  Review of Mining Ordinance and request for amendment.  After discussion the 

following Motion was put forth to present to the town board:   
 

 The Planning Commission recommends amending Ordinance 2013-01 to change the 

setbacks for calcium and magnesium carbonate mines to 1,000 feet from occupied dwellings,  

which is a change from the current 2,640 feet; a 50-foot setback from the property line, which is 

a change from the current 1,000 feet; and 600 feet from a designated trout stream, which is a 

change from one mile.       

 

 The motion passed six in favor and one against.  

 

7(c).  There was discussion on the whole matter of the mining ordinance, including definitions 

and setbacks. 
 

 Scott Halverson suggested we ask the town board to approve hiring an attorney to help us 

with the final language and writing the proposed amendments.  No one voiced an objection. It 

was felt we should focus on amending the ordinance, using the terms calcium magnesium and 

carbonate mines versus silica sand mines.   
 

Agenda Item 8:  Opportunity for members of the public to comment or ask questions re mining. 

There was no public comment.  
 

Agenda Item 9:  Consideration of proposal to repeal the Hay Creek Township Conservation 

Subdivision Ordinance. 
 

 Preceding discussion on this item, 
 

 Marilyn Schilling, Hay Creek Town Board Clerk, (who was present this entire meeting), 

brought to the planning commission’s attention that we have a cable franchise ordinance, and the 

township should look at ordinances within 20 years.  As there is grant money becoming 
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available, our cable ordinance may be a hindrance to getting companies to work with us.  The 

cable ordinance seems to have achieved its intended purpose and, with current changes in 

technology and communications, it may well be time to consider rescinding it.   
 

 The matter was tabled.  
 

 9(a).  Comparison of Goodhue County Conservation Subdivision Ordinance and the Hay 

Creek Township Subdivision Ordinance.  There was discussion on this matter. 
 

 9(b).  Discussion.  Dave Tincher gave a summary and history of our subdivision 

ordinance, which is a conservation subdivision ordinance.  It has been suggested that the 

county’s subdivision ordinance is now more restrictive than ours.  This might mean ours is not 

applicable anymore.   

 

 Jim Maybach thought our ordinance did have features that were more restrictive and 

passed out a sheet comparing both subdivision ordinances and their differences.   

 

 This matter was also tabled.   
 

Future meetings were discussed and it was felt that we should wait until an application was filed,  

either for an amendment or an interim use permit; but, in any event, have a meeting in June.  

When an application is filed we will need to follow our protocols as set out in our flow charts, 

which it was felt we should look over.   
 

Adjournment:  At 9:07 p.m. this meeting was adjourned.   
    

 

 

 
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 


