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Mertz, Dysart deny recall charges at library meeting
BY MATT ERICKSON
MERICKSON@THEWORLDCO.INFO

tative.”
“There was no collusion with the three
of us to fire Mark Loughry,” Dysart said,
referring also to council member Fred
Box, who cast the other vote to fire
Loughry in September.
A city’s elected governing body is
allowed under state law to discuss matters related to non-elected employees in
an executive session, said Kim Winn,
deputy director of the League of Kansas
Municipalities.
“From a legal standpoint, it’s always a
good idea to have those discussions in
executive session,” Winn said.
Trudy Stonacek, a member of the committee seeking to recall Mertz and Dysart,
told the Sentinel on Wednesday she did
not believe that the council had discussed potentially firing Loughry during
an executive session because of the shock
expressed by other council members
after the vote.

At a town-hall meeting Sunday, Basehor City Council members Dennis Mertz
and Iris Dysart again said they never
broke open-meetings laws before they
voted to fire former city administrator
Mark Loughry last September.
Mertz told about 40 people at the gathering at Basehor Community Library
that the council had discussed issues
related to Loughry’s firing during an
executive session earlier that month,
echoing a statement he released late last
year.
Such a discussion is lawful, Mertz said,
and the proper way for a governing body
to discuss city employees’ job performance.”
That is exactly how you take care of
employee-employer relationships,”
Mertz said. “You don’t do
them in the open.”
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The council voted on the matter
because of a deal between the city and
CrossFirst Holdings, which owns land
surrounding Basehor Boulevard. The
firm had offered for the city to choose a
spot of up to 5 acres to use for a future
city hall at an uncertain point in the
future. In September, the council voted
to select the spot at 155th and Basehor
Boulevard over four other possible sites,
3-2, with Fred Box voting for the choice
along with Dysart and Mertz.
At the meeting Sunday, Mertz said he
had voted for that site because he want-

ed city hall to remain on the city’s “main
street,” because it would allow for quicker departures for emergency vehicles and
because it would just be appropriate.
“City Hall has always been on 155th
Street, and I think that’s the proper place
for it to be,” Mertz said.
In September, Martley told council
members the site on 155th would come
with an additional cost ranging from
$70,000 to $100,000 to demolish various
structures. In a memo to the council, the
city staff recommended a different site
farther east because of a lower cost; howSEE COUNCIL MEMBERS, PAGE 8

