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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

AUGUST 15, 2005

The Honorable Council of the City of Evansville met on regular session at 5:30 p.m. on Monday, August 15, 2005 in the City Council Chambers, Room 301 Civic Center Complex, Evansville, Indiana with President Bagbey presiding.  The following business was conducted.

These minutes are not intended to be a verbatim transcript.  Audiotapes of this meeting are on file in the City Clerk’s Office.

ROLL CALL:

Present:        
Kniese, Melcher, Robinson, Koehler Walden, Watts, Jarboe, John, Kiefer, Bagbey

There being nine (9) members present and zero (0) members absent and nine (9) members representing a quorum, the President declared this session of the Common Council officially opened.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Councilman Watts led the pledge of allegiance.

Fellow Councilmen and those in the audience, welcome to the August 15, 2005 meeting of the Common Council.

SERGEANT AT ARMS

This evening there is no Sergeant at Arms.

READING AND AMENDMENT OF MINUTES

Is there a motion to approve the minutes of the August 8, 2005 meeting of the Common Council as written? 

Councilman Watts moved and Councilman Jarboe seconded the motion that the minutes of the meeting of the Common Council held August 8, 2005 be approved as written. 

Voice vote. So ordered.

REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS

IN YOUR AUGUST 12TH PACKET:

*City Council Meeting Agenda for August 15, 2005

*Committee Meeting Schedule.

*Minutes from City Council Meeting held August 8, 2005.

*Ordinance G-2005-20.

*Rezoning Ordinance R-2005-20.

*Financial Report dated June 2005. 

*Evansville Redevelopment Commission Draft Agenda dated August 16, 2005.

*Memo from John Hamilton regarding written and verbal agreements for rezonings.

*Inter-department Vacation Studies and return receipts for Ordinance G-2005-19.

ON YOUR DESK THIS EVENING:

*An invitation to Celebrate Women’s Equality Day.

*A packet from EUTS.

*Memorandum from Department of Metropolitan Development concerning 2006 CDBG 

  Entitlement amount and Public Services Allocation.

Councilman Melcher moved and Councilman Watts seconded the motion to receive, file

and make these reports and communications a part of the minutes of the meeting. 

Voice Vote. So Ordered.

CONSENT AGENDA

FIRST READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS
ORDINANCE G-2005-20

ASD 

  

       
    ROBINSON 

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A PROPERTY MAINTENANCE CODE

ORDINANCE R-2005-20

TO APC              
   

R-2 TO CO-2 

AN ORDINANCE TO REZONE CERTAIN REAL ESTATE IN THE CITY OF EVANSVILLE, STATE OF INDIANA, MORE COMMONLY KNOWN AS 3012 DEARBORN STREET

PETITIONER:  COMMUNITY ACTION PROGRAM OF EVANSVILLE

OWNER:
   STEPHEN E. CULLEY

REP:

   

DISTRICT:
   B.J. WATTS, WARD 6

Councilman Jarboe moved and Councilman John seconded the motion to adopt the Consent Agenda as written. Voice Vote. So Ordered. 

CONSENT AGENDA

SECOND READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS 

ORDINANCE G-2005-13

PUBLIC WORKS


               MELCHER

AN ORDINANCE TO VACATE CERTAIN PLATTED RIGHT-OF-WAY WITHIN THE CITY OF EVANSVILLE, INDIANA, COMMONLY KNOWN AS 1016 AND 1020 E. SYCAMORE STREET

ORDINANCE G-2005-19

PUBLIC WORKS 

  

   MELCHER 

AN ORDINANCE TO VACATE CERTAIN PUBLIC WAYS OR PUBLIC PLACES WITHIN THE CITY OF EVANSVILLE, INDIANA, COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE PUBLIC ALLEY ADJACENT TO THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT ONE VECTREN SQUARE, EVANSVILLE, INDIANA

RESOLUTION C-2005-24

FINANCE 

  


      JARBOE 

A CONFIRMING RESOLUTION OF THE COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF EVANSVILLE CONFIRMING THE DECLARATION OF AN ECONOMIC REVITALIZATION AREA FOR PROPERTY TAX PHASE-IN FOR REDEVELOPMENT AND/OR REHABILITATION OF PROPERTY AND FOR THE ACQUISITION AND INSTALLATION OF NEW MANUFACTURING EQUIPMENT (NOVA POLYMERS, INC.)

COMMITTEE REPORTS:

PUBLIC WORKS:





             CHAIRMAN MELCHER

Councilman Melcher: Yes, Mr. President Public Works met this evening and for the fourth time we have held G-2005-13 and G-2005-19 comes forth with a do pass recommendation.

President Bagbey: Is that as amended?

Councilman Melcher: Yes, that is as amended.

FINANCE COMMITTEE





CHAIRMAN JARBOE

Councilman Jarboe: Yes, Mr. President tonight your Finance Committee heard Resolution

C-2005-24 and it comes forth with a do pass recommendation.

Councilman Melcher moved and Councilman Kiefer seconded the motion to adopt the Committee Reports and move these Ordinances and Resolutions to Third Reading. Voice Vote. So Ordered. There being no further motions, these Ordinances and Resolutions are hereby moved to Third Reading which is final action.    

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS





ORDINANCE G-2005-19 (as amended) PUBLIC WORKS
  

  MELCHER 

AN ORDINANCE TO VACATE CERTAIN PUBLIC WAYS OR PUBLIC PLACES WITHIN THE CITY OF EVANSVILLE, INDIANA, COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE PUBLIC ALLEY ADJACENT TO THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT ONE VECTREN SQUARE, EVANSVILLE, INDIANA

Councilman Melcher moved and Councilman Watts seconded the motion to adopt

Ordinance G-2005-19 as amended and call the roll.

ROLL CALL:

Ayes:
Kniese, Melcher, Robinson, Koehler Walden, Watts, Jarboe, John, Kiefer, Bagbey

There being nine (9) ayes and zero (0) nays, Ordinance G-2005-19 as amended is hereby declared ADOPTED.

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

RESOLUTION C-2005-24

FINANCE 

  

  
   JARBOE 

A CONFIRMING RESOLUTION OF THE COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF EVANSVILLE CONFIRMING THE DECLARATION OF AN ECONOMIC REVITALIZATION AREA FOR PROPERTY TAX PHASE-IN FOR REDEVELOPMENT AND/OR REHABILITATION OF PROPERTY AND FOR THE ACQUISITION AND INSTALLATION OF NEW MANUFACTURING EQUIPMENT (NOVA POLYMERS, INC.)

Councilwoman Walden moved and Councilman Kiefer seconded the motion to adopt

Resolution C-2005-24 and call the roll.

ROLL CALL:

Ayes:
Kniese, Melcher, Robinson, Koehler Walden, Watts, Jarboe, John, Kiefer, Bagbey

There being nine (9) ayes and zero (0) nays, Resolution C-2005-24 is hereby declared ADOPTED.

MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS

President Bagbey: Under Miscellaneous Business we are honored to have Mr. John Dunn and Dr. Phil Fisher from the Unification Committee and I guess Marco you are here as part of that I guess. I received a telephone call from Jeff Henning later today advising that he could not be here so gentlemen without any further ado, I know there are going to be some questions but come on up and enlighten us and tell us your vision.

John Dunn: Thank you Mr. President and members of the City Council. I would start out by saying that in December of 2002 I had gotten a phone call that I had no idea would take this long to come to resolve. Councilman Kiefer called and asked if I would be willing to serve on the Committee, and I have been honored to do so. I missed the very first meeting and got elected Chairman. That is why I am here tonight. The vision of the Committee it says it is the goal of the Committee to thoroughly explore the benefits and costs associated with the Unification of Evansville and Vanderburgh County’s Governmental Bodies and to produce a report of finding and recommendations for the City Council. To the extent that the Unification effort proves beneficial to the City, it will also be the charge of this Committee to provide a conceptual process framework within which the recommendation is taken from concept phase to the valid referendum phase. We are charged to present a comprehensive review on the feasibility of City/County Governmental consolidation to address the pro’s and con’s and if consolidation is economically beneficial, and if consolidated government benefits exceed the benefits of maintaining the status quo. The City Council’s Commission Committee will make a recommendation for consolidation to the State Legislature, Mayor’s Office, and all affected City and County Offices. If consolidation is not economically conductive and its benefits do not exceed the current systems benefits, the City Council’s Commission Committee will make a recommendation not to pursue consolidation. The membership of the committee was to consist of a diverse collection of citizens who reside either within the city limits of Evansville or Vanderburgh County and it would be selected by the City Council Committee. The Advisory Committee would be broken down into various sub-committees or studies groups to review certain aspects of consolidation and that members of the City Council may serve on the Advisory Committee as well. In one of our very first meetings as I recall it was clear that the issue was bigger than just the city. So the Committee voted unanimously to include the County Council and the County Commissioner’s in its deliberation process and so nine members were selected by four of the sitting Councilmen at the time. They appointed nine people to the Committee. The County Council appointed seven people and the County Commissioner’s appointed three and after the election of Mayor Weinzapfel he asked to have representation as well and appointed two members to serve on our committee of twenty-one. We address four areas that we thought that we needed to have a good look. The first one was health and safety and we were honored to have Mr. Larry Sparks and Mr. Richard Cannon both accept co-chairmanship of that committee. The Economic and Taxation Committee was comprised of Fred Padget and Lyle Granger as co-chairs. The Governmental Structure Committee Marco DeLucio is responsible for that committee and the Government Services responsiveness was Ms. Rita Eykamp and Pat Martin. All in all we raised about $50,000.00 to pursue this effort of which the City Council contributed about $15,000.00. We were very fortunate in the very beginning to get the services of Dr. Phil Fisher who agreed to serve as our Project Coordinator and has led us through this effort for the last two and a half years. We fell a little short of the goal. If you all might remember we were supposed to come to you in the fall of 2003 with a recommendation, but again the project was bigger than any of us had envisioned and so we come before you today. I think the question is why are we 

here? As proponents of unification we ask ourselves how do we stop brain drain, not just the State of Indiana, but the City of Evansville? How do we go about retaining the youth to stay in Evansville, and how can we provide the opportunity for better jobs and higher wages? How can we grow our community and provide the quality of life that we can all be proud of? How can we ensure our children, grandchildren, and future generations have been provided with a solid foundation for economic growth to create an exciting vibrant community? I have asked Dr. Fisher to be with us again tonight to answer most of the questions. He is our resident expert on unification. He knows more about the subject than all the rest of the committee put together. We are delighted to have him and Marco of course is here along with a couple of the other members I noticed in the audience. We stand ready to answer questions that you may have and I think everybody was provided a copy of the proposal that we bring before you. At the end of the day what we would like to do is ask you to let the voters decide whether or not unification is right for Evansville. This is not an individual decision by anyone of us but one that the voters need the opportunity to be heard on. We would ask that you not support the proposal but we would ask you to support a resolution that would ask for a referendum that would allow the City of Evansville the citizens of the county and of the city to vote on a unified government. With that I will step aside and ask Dr. Fisher to come up and answer any questions that you might have. Thank you very much.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Mr. President and Council Members, for those people in the audience who may not have had the opportunity to look at the proposal I would like to review some of the most important aspects. Based on the study which included interviews with over sixty city, county, and township officials, investigations of other studies of the economic impact of unification, examination of unification in a number of other cities and interviews with officials from Indianapolis, Lexington, and Louisville, and Nashville, the committee members believe that a unified government with one council and one mayor will offer opportunities for a more efficient and a more responsive local government. What we are recommending is a form of government much like the current city government but with a deputy mayor responsible to the mayor to provide the kind of administrative assistance the mayor believes is necessary. We think that a number of cost savings can be achieved but that these are best left to the council and the mayor who can manage incrementally as the city grows. We think that the major benefits are an economic development that unity and leadership will provide a stronger voice and a more focused voice particularly in areas of economic development. Certainly the former Mayor of Indianapolis that we interviewed and the current Mayor of Nashville believe that they have had a great advantage in unified government. We think that reducing a number of taxing authorities will provide for better control over the budget, capital projects, private contracts, and so forth. One of the most difficult issues and most sensitive issues is fair taxation. We looked at how other places have handled it and they have done different things but they have all created different taxing districts. We prefer the system that not only created different taxing districts but also provided for the creation of partial taxing districts where partial services are provided and additional city services are provided but not all. For example, if a place wanted street lights but nothing else, that could be done. Not all city services would have to be provided, as is the case with annexation. So this provides a much more flexible way to manage growth. I think another advantage is that the districts will be small. The current county council districts are about 40,000 and the current city council districts are about 20,000 and the new districts will be 14,400 so we think that might put representation a little closer to the people. I think it is a big advantage for county residents because they depend upon city services and right now they do not 

have a voice in city government. With the Metro Government everyone will have a voice. With that I will open it up for questions.

President Bagbey: Thank you. Does anyone have any questions?

Councilman Kiefer: I don’t have any questions because I am somewhat familiar with it. I thank you for outlining that. Could you give a little detail on what the future expectation would be as far as referendum and the timeline and things like that?

Dr. Phil Fisher: Yes. Right now we are in the process of forming a non-profit corporation to be an advocate for unification. It is fairly complicated and I think our public hearings demonstrated that a lot of people who came to speak didn’t really understand the proposal. It is a big public education job that needs to take place. If there appears to be public support for this we hope to get legislation introduced in the 2006 session of the legislature. If they pass this in some form then the idea would be to hold a referendum in the 2006 general election. If that referendum is successful the new Metro Government would be elected during the regular municipal election in 2007 and the new government would take office January 1, 2008.

Councilman Jarboe: Phil, I know that we have had a lot of discussions about this across the fence in the back yard. One question that I got emailed to me today and the senders said they would appreciate it if I would ask this question. For the folks that just got elected in 2006 would they have to run for office again in 2007?

Dr. Phil Fisher: Yes. There is no way to make this transition without some awkwardness. We looked at different options but to answer your question yes they will have to run for office again in 2007. The county council members who are elected in 2006, county council would go out of existence at the end of 2007 so they would have to run again in 2007.

Councilman Jarboe: Okay. I guess I will go on. I was on an airplane this weekend and I read this article. It was only thirteen pages and I thought that it would be more detailed. I think that it is not the concept that I have a problem with. The one thing that I read in here is the unification offers opportunities to save money and that is a pretty broad statement. I guess as we go out into the community and people ask us about unification and they ask what kind of savings, we have nothing to tell them.

Dr. Phil Fisher: That is right. But if we told them something it would probably be wrong. We can know for sure that there are going to be four fewer elected officials and probably some support staff lost and probably somebody added at the City Clerks Office to handle a larger Council. That is just a small part of it. A lot of the savings will depend upon the actions of the future Council and Mayor. But the experience of cities like Nashville and Lexington where they have had the opportunity over time to make changes, what happens is the tax rate becomes much lower. In Nashville for example has a much lower tax rate than either Chattanooga or Memphis and part of that might be its unique position. But the Mayor there credits the unification with the ability to do that over time. In Indianapolis on the other hand, where there are very limited opportunities to make cost savings, they probably haven’t saved any money. The Wisconsin Policy Institute which looked at unification across a number of major cities including Lexington, Nashville, Jacksonville Florida, and Indianapolis concluded that there weren’t always cost savings. From our perspective, the kind of structure that we are setting up provides an 

opportunity to save money and how much is difficult. For example, there are probably some savings in combining some departments but it would depend on how that is done. Rather than say how that is going to be done, we are leaving it up to council to do it.

Councilman Jarboe: I guess that is one of the things that I thought that this study would possibly do since you had it broken down into different committees. I anticipated that the committees would look at each area whether it is Public Safety or whatever, and would come up and say we have studied and we have looked and we know that it costs this much to do this and we know that it will probably cost this much to do this, and by making this change it will probably cost this much to do this. Our recommendation, which is not binding, would be to do this. I guess that is more of the types of things that when we took this proposal out and talked to the people in the community and they asked us what kinds of things will we get out of unification, those are the kinds of things. Well there is an opportunity that we can go here or go there cause what I see now yes, this Council will make those decisions but basically they have to do all of the work. I thought the Unification Committee was going to bring forward with ideas and recommendations.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, in some aspects we did look at some of those things. For every one of those recommendations, you create a small benefit for the great number and a threat to a small number, a great threat to a small number. It was decided that since we did not have the power, we did not want the power to write this into any kind of law and handcuff the future government. It was better to just leave it alone. We know that we are going to continue to need volunteer fire departments for any time in the future that it is not feasible to provide full time fire protection to the entire county. We made a few determinations like that but in the end we just decided, or the committee decided, that this was just best left to the new council and mayor.

Councilman Watts: Mine was the volunteer fire department. How exactly did you envision?

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, I think that the vision here is that any short term savings that might be achieved through unification would be more than offset by the cost providing full time fire service to the whole county. So that anytime in the future we are going to need the suburban fire departments. We looked at the possibility of recommending a county-wide fire district to contract with these fire departments. This was actually a suggestion from one of the suburban chiefs but none of the other suburban chiefs thought this was a good idea and certainly the Trustees didn’t. So we have not made a recommendation in that area. What we think will happen is that there are certain areas that the Mayor has identified for annexation and others that should have full-time fire service now. This proposal would allow the council and the mayor with the approval of the mayor to extend full time fire service to those areas, particularly if the residents of those areas wanted full-time fire service or the property owners in the case of industrial areas. There are probably some areas that should have full-time fire service now.  Through the mechanism of the partial taxing district tax for that service, if that is what is wanted, we think in the long run that this produces a much more efficient system. It does mean that in time there will be some erosion over the territory covered by the suburban fire departments. I think it is going to happen anyway.

Councilman Watts: So will these partial districts I am assuming if they receive fire department if they don’t have it already, that will just be on their tax role?

Dr. Phil Fisher: I did not catch the last part.

Councilman Watts: The partial taxing districts. If someone chose to have a fire department, we would have to build a firehouse and trucks that would then be added on to these districts. 

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well I would think that the whole area served by the full-time fire service would pay the same rate for fire service. But there should be some efficiencies here that the incremental costs of adding should not be the same as the cost to provide the service to the areas now. There actually should be some gain.

Councilman Watts: You mentioned brain drain. How does this?

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, I think this is the motivation for the whole thing. Again, this is kind of an intangible thing. Companies seeking to locate here or companies that might need some type of assistance in staying here or growing will have one place to go whether they are in the city or the county. Right now there is generally very good cooperation between the city and the county. But there is a certain amount of competition about whether the new site is in the City or the County. It becomes a non-factor in a unified government plus the county is governed by three part-time people. I think it is a lot less effective in dealing with a prospective CEO than a strong mayor who can talk to them one on one. The former Mayor from Indianapolis and the current Mayor of Nashville both think this is a terrific advantage for them. The can speak for the whole area and deal with CEO’s on a one-to-one basis, something that Commissioner Crouch referred to those Commissioner’s as the three-headed mayor cannot do. No corporation or organization that I know of that has its choice of how to be governed would be governed by a three-person executive. I think Russia tried it for a couple of years and abandoned it but it just does not work. 

Councilman Melcher: It is from my understanding about annexation is once we annex something we are responsible to take care of everything, so then the tax rate would then be the city taxes.  

Dr. Phil Fisher: That is right. But this proposal gives you the opportunity if the council and presumably the property owners want it to extend some services and not others.

Councilman Melcher: But if we annex it, then we have to.

Dr. Phil Fisher: If you annex it, you have to do it all within a year.

Councilman Melcher: I think that is what Indianapolis did.  It was easy for them.  They just annexed the whole county right off the bat. I guess my questions are going to get back to and I am going to go back on record and say that fifteen is too many, way too many. Eleven is better. (INAUDBILE) It is my understanding that the City Council and the County Commissioners will hold a hearing and we are the ones that are going to be responsible for the (INAUDIBLE). They have to be in place before the November referendums.

Dr. Phil Fisher: That is right.

Councilman Melcher: There is some kind of legal I think it is Thursday’s before November of that year they have to be in place. I don’t know how that works. (INAUDIBLE) That might have to be a state deal.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, if the referendum fails, it would revert back.

Councilman Melcher: Well, I don’t know that so I think that is something that.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, okay. The law can be written so that is clear.

Councilman Melcher: That is what I am saying. We are going to have to write the law somehow so that if it reverts backs. (REST IS INAUDIBLE.)

Dr. Phil Fisher: That is what we thought too. That is what the committee thought.

Councilman Melcher: I still never understood everything you did and I was at every meeting but two. The two meetings that I missed were the meetings that you had the unification. I want to know where it went from twelve to fifteen. I mean you talk about reducing it but.
Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, I can tell you that there were a number of concerns. One of them was adequate minority representation. That adding that many voters outside the city limits will reduce the number as a percentage of minority members who were a part of the voting population. Going to twelve districts provides a good opportunity that minorities can have the same representation that they have now as a proportion and that was a compromise worked out with some of the minority members of the committee. There are other reasons. We had calls as you know for it to go up to sixty and Louisville I think went to twenty-nine or some big number.

Councilman Melcher: Twenty-six.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Twenty-six. I think that is part of the explanation for why they did some of the things that they did cause they had a lot of inexperienced people on the council. I would expect that this new council will be composed mostly of members of the two councils and the commissioners, some combination of people. There may be a new face or two but there will not be many. The people that are going to be making decisions under the new system are going to probably be the same people but under a different system.

Councilman Melcher: (INAUDIBLE) When you start adding more and more and more that is what happens.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well that is why we didn’t consider it. But the newspaper published it at a trial when it went to twelve districts saying that we should do more. The debate in the committee ranged from eleven total with the at large to fifteen. We ended up with fifteen or maybe seventeen at some point. But we did end up with fifteen. I would hope that would not be a make or break issue for you.

Councilman John: As I have watched, this evolved into a not real specific plan but at least an idea that is on the table now. I can tell that the major focus is on economic development.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Yes.

Councilman John: In most instances, when we start talking about consolidation we talk about Louisville and Lexington and Nashville and Indianapolis. One big difference that I can see about Evansville and those communities is something that I think everybody in this room should have 

been fighting for and that is a North/South Interstate. Until such time as we get that and have a North, South, East, West like these other cities that have been successful in expanding I think we will still have a problem. This may be a step in the right direction but until we get that I think we will have a difficult time meeting our goals as far as economic development.

Dr. Phil Fisher: My personal opinion is that probably I-69 is a bigger economic boom than this is. But in either case I think this will be a benefit. I think it will allow a unified government to take advantage of I-69 more rapidly or more efficiently than the current system. The thing about I-69 is this is something that we can do for ourselves.

President Bagbey: Well, I have a lot of questions. First of all I want to thank you publicly, you and Jeff. John, I am sorry that you could not be there but coming out to my office and sitting down we had a very good discussion for a least and hour and twenty-five or thirty minutes. I came away with a little better comfort level. I understood some of the thought processes that went into this conceptional plan is what I referred to it. The thing that and I think this is an inadvertent mistake on page eight under sub-section six dealing with county offices, and Councilman Melcher pointed this out about a week ago. There is no listing about the Prosecutor’s Office and no listing about the Courts, the Circuit Court and Superior Court and Juvenile Court because they do have impact on the county government. They are not totally funded by the state. I think maybe we need to go back and visit that and put that in there because that is part of the equation. 

Dr. Phil Fisher: It probably should be included. We can still do that. This proposal does not anticipate any change in the court system. We already have a unified prosecutor so we did not have to do that.

President Bagbey: But, we are talking about the financing of it.

Dr. Phil Fisher: They would relate to this Metro Council the way that they do the County Council now and the County Commissioners.

President Bagbey: Those of us that sit up here Phil, those of us that sit on the city side we are not exposed to that county side of the budget dealing with the courts.

Dr. Phil Fisher: So that would be new to the Metro Council.

President Bagbey: Right. I think if this is going to go out into the public and I am sure that it is I think we need to address that.

Dr. Phil Fisher: I think we can do that. It was just something that we decided that the committee decided not to change. 

President Bagbey: Some of the questions that I am going to ask this evening are mostly what we discussed privately and I told you that I want them on the record. This little presentation is on the record. The way I look at it, it looks like we were talking about township government. You heard me talk about if we are really going to go into cost savings, what are we going to do about the assessors and trustees. It looks like when we read this, and correct me if I am wrong, that 

the committee is allowing the Metropolitan Council or Metro Council to give that authority to that Council?

Dr. Phil Fisher: That is the wish of the committee. That was the intent of writing the proposal that way. Now whether or not that is going to be the way the legislature will write the law is outside of our control. But, that was the intent of the committee.

President Bagbey: Okay, let’s go to the State Legislature. We talk about, and Steve Melcher has been up here through a lot of battles that I have shared, we have talked about Home Rule. Councilman John talks about the Interstate. There have been tongue and cheek things for over the years that we have talked about seceding from the State of Indiana or as some constituent told me maybe we need to develop the fifty-first state of Southwestern Indiana or Southeastern Indiana. What do we do if legislature doesn’t give the Home Rule and what is the commission going to do if we don’t have that?

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, I suppose that it could be that the law could be written in such a fashion that those people that are supporting it would say no this is not something that we want. I think our stance should be that if it isn’t going to provide the council with significant powers to reorganize then maybe we should leave well enough alone. Then we would be in the position that Bart Peterson in Indianapolis is in now. Their form really did not permit them to save some money. Now he wants the powers to save some money and whether he is going to be able to get it from the legislature or not is still an open question. They have put him off for a year and part of that I think is politics. There might be a point that when those of us that are supporting this might say, well this isn’t worth having.

President Bagbey: You and Councilman Kiefer have heard me talk about my concerns about public safety. These would be fire and sheriff and constitutional duties of the sheriff and the Evansville Police Department. I have been really studying what is going on in Indianapolis with Sheriff Anderson. My question would be, and we addressed this last Wednesday, it looks like when I am looking at your conceptional plan you are going to allow the council to have the authority to look at the sheriff and a Metro Department, but that power to do that will be left to the council members. Is that correct?

Dr. Phil Fisher: The council with the approval of the mayor. That is right.

President Bagbey: Okay. But there are still constitutional duties that the sheriff must perform.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Yes. That is correct. It is our opinion and this term is in the preamble that the most efficient way to manage this is not to create a disruption by trying to do this all at once but to do it incrementally.

President Bagbey: I think you need to repeat that again cause that was something that I thought was an eye opener for me. We are not just going to come in and just splash new paint all over the place. 

Dr. Phil Fisher: I think that gets back to what I said about the Louisville Council having so many new members. They did some things that probably could have been done more efficiently if a different group of people would be making those decisions. I think in this Metro Council that 

will be elected it will be made up mostly of experienced people who have background in either city council or county council. 

President Bagbey: On our desk tonight we received a memo from Mr. LaMar talking about a further cut in the Community Block Grant. Councilman Melcher was talking about the number on the Metro Council. You were talking about the dilution of the minorities. If we have a Metro Council and we have a Community Block Grant formula which is based on low to middle income and then now we spread that county wide, where at one time we were told more federal dollars, now we even lessen the federal dollars coming in. That is a concern that I see here.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, it might. Louisville managed to hold onto theirs. Mitch McConnell was their former Judge Executive. We do not have anybody like that. It is possible. But, Louisville did manage to hang on to their block grants and somehow got them to apply to the Metro area. You will have this general full-service district. Perhaps you can get the federal government to look at the full-service district as the place to place these grants.

President Bagbey: I think we need to be cognizant of that fact. We talked about increase and decrease as far as taxes were concerned verses the city taxpayer verses the county taxpayer. We have several departments that are jointly funded. We take those jointly funded, Central Dispatch two thirds city and one third county, we come into this Metro Government concept, and my residence is in the Second Ward, and the way that I am looking at this they are going to see a tax decrease. Here is my thought process. I am paying city and county now.  If I go in this new format, I think I should have a reduced rate within the city, the old City of Evansville, and if I am the rate payer in the county, I am going to see an increase. Am I wrong?

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, no I don’t think that you are wrong. On the other hand, I don’t think this is going to be that material when it is looked at the total budget. We hope that this will be as tax neutral in terms of that as possible. But, you are right, city residents pay for city services and county services. As long as we continue to get county services, for example the Sheriff’s Department, we’ll continue to pay for that. Something like Central Dispatch though, it covers the whole thing, we’ll probably go to one tax rate. In the long run, however, I think that cost savings that can be achieved by a more efficient type of organization will offset that. What has happened in these successful unifications is that over time they have been able to reduce their expenses and their taxes.

President Bagbey:  And I think that’s a key point.  It’s over a period of time.  Has your committee looked at what period of time outside the largest cost of government, public safety, take that and just put that over here? Have you looked at what the committee feels could be cost savings? What period of time it will take to reach some cost savings?

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, of course it will depend on how quickly the council acts and what the council does, but certainly within a year I think some savings could be realized.  There are some departments that are crying out for unification and I think that could be done quickly and without much dispute.  It would probably involve some renegotiation of contracts and the amount of saving reached would depend on the outcome of those negotiations, but if they’re successfully carried out, I think this could be done within a year.  Other savings might take longer to achieve.  

President Bagbey:  Does anyone else have any questions?  Joe.

Councilman Kiefer: Mr. President, I just want to make a comment, just like CDBG a year ago we were threatened that Congress was going to eliminate them all together.  There are many things that can happen and we’re not ever sure of what the future holds, but I do agree with the Mayor whole heartily. I noticed in today’s Courier it said “It’s just a new day.” Weinzapfel said. “You can’t conduct business as usual in local government anymore.”  And with that I do whole heartily agree.  Thank you, Dr. Fisher and committee for your presentation today.

President Bagbey: Well wait a minute, Joe, we’re not ending this.  I guess Joe your going to come over to the democrats now.  Phil, I really appreciate all the hard work you guys have done and I would like to see if there is anyone in the audience that would like to add any comments.  Is that okay with you?

Dr. Phil Fisher: Yes, but before I go I would like say that I sat in on about half the interviews that were done and talked to the people, the committee members, and volunteers.  We had 21 committee members and almost that many volunteers that worked with us.  Public officials were unfailingly courteous and cooperative and provided the information that we asked for.  And one thing, I knew very little about local government when this began.  I don’t think I know more than the rest of the committee put together, but I’ve been favorably impressed with the dedication and the knowledge and the competence of our public servants.

President Bagbey: That’s good to hear.

City Clerk Matlock: Dr. Fisher, may I ask why, at first I understood that the City Clerk’s office was going to be excluded.  May I ask your reasoning for keeping me?  

Dr. Phil Fisher: One of the places we started with, you know that in 1991 there was a study of local government and that recommended eliminating the City Clerk.

City Clerk Matlock: Somebody didn’t like me, did they?

Dr. Phil Fisher: No, no, I don’t think so.  This was in 1991.  I think from a first glance it looked as if the two jobs were similar and could be taken over by the County Auditor who is the constitutional officer, so if it had to be one of the two, it would be the constitutional officer.  When we talked to people like Mr. Bagbey, Mr. Jarboe, and some others we realized that unlike the county council and the city council which have paid staffs appointed by the councils, the city council relies on the city clerk. And then there is the whole question of the auditor who dispenses but does not collect funds.  You collect funds, so that was a problem. The metermaids…

City Clerk Matlock: Oh Lord, no, it’s meter police.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Yes, I apologize from the depths of my heart.

City Clerk Matlock: They’ll run you down and give you ticket for that.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, they already have a couple of times.  We just decided that it was best to probably…and then we talked about having an appointed person rather than an elected person and decided that probably the independence that an elected official has would better serve any party minorities. So whether republicans or democrats are in the majority in the council, if they 

appointed their staff, then the staff might give more service to the majority party than to the minority party.  We thought an elected city clerk was independent and could probably do a better job. So that’s some of the reasoning.

City Clerk Matlock: That’s smart reasoning.  

Dr. Phil Fisher: Thank you.

Councilman Jarboe: Phil, I too would like to thank you and your organization.  I know that after two years you’ve put a lot of hard work into this, and this community and this committee owes you a great gratitude.  I think that we have a responsibility, office holders and people in the community, to try to make Evansville the best Evansville we can have.  To make government the best that it can possibly be, is why I ask the questions because it’s hard for us to go out here when people are asking us, and it happens every day, people ask us “what’s this going to do for me?”  And when you’re looking at a 65-year-old retiree and you’re telling him “well it’s going to bring new jobs”.  There’s not many 65-year-old retirees looking for a new job.  That’s why I ask the questions I ask.  What is it that is going to bring to the average citizens of the City of Evansville that will make their life better?  

Dr. Phil Fisher: I’m a 67-year-old retiree.  But I of course spent my career trying to help young people prepare for a more successful career.  I think there are a lot of us that care for our young people.  I moved here after my children were grown so they don’t live here, but if I had children and grandchildren who lived here, I wish they lived here.  I wish my grandchildren lived here.  That’s one thing that I would say to the 65-year-old retirees.  We’re trying to make more opportunities for their children and their grandchildren so that they can stay here and find good paying jobs, interesting jobs that come with economic growth.

Councilman Jarboe: I think we are all heading in the same direction.  We all want the same things. Its just that I’m glad you’re putting the committee together to sell this only because, once again I’ll say I don’t think there is enough detail in here to go out here for us as elected officials to try to sell this program.

Dr. Phil Fisher: Well, the details are a two-edged sword.  

Councilman Jarboe: It’s hard to go out there and go “I don’t know, I don’t know. 

Sondra Matthews: I’m Sondra Matthews, Editor and Publisher of Our Times Newspaper. I live at 605 South Evans Avenue.  I have a couple of concerns.  One of the entities that I look at when we talk about the merger, I look at the Vanderburgh County School Corporation as kind of like 

an example of what possibly might be the situation if we were to have a merger in the City/County.  It is very difficult as it is constituted for us to get an African-American elected to the school board.  We squeaked one in this last time around and if an African-American out of our side of town, Fourth Ward, Second Ward, is not aligned with the coalition that we think might reduce our concerns for our area, it’s almost impossible to get an African-American to the school board.  So I’m wondering just how difficult, even though Dr. Fisher talked about efforts to include, I’m concerned about Blacks, but there would be Latino’s as well coming along, how difficult would it be with the new system, the Metro Council, to get African-Americans, not just one token, but African-Americans elected to the body?  I would think that going into something 

new should be better, not less than what we have already.  The other concern that I have is that you probably know that for some time I have been trying to get an African-American State Representative for our area, and it’s been extremely difficult.  But by redrawing the lines, how would that impact upon efforts at some time or another from this part of the state, having an 

African-American in the State Legislature of which we haven’t had since 1941.  The other concern, I remember that we thought that in the city, under the previous administration, that there was going to be a rate reduction for the water because of the extension of the lines to the county.  And then the corporations kind of formed and did a law suit because they didn’t want to pay a higher rate.  They were out in the outlying areas.  I don’t remember all the details of that but the bottom line is that the rate reduction didn’t take place for the city citizens after all that was done as I remember it.  Those are just some of the things that I would be concerned about and that I’ll be looking at as the Editor and Publisher of the Black Newspaper here in the tri-state.  Those are things I want to ask.  How hard is it going to be?  Is it going to be more difficult than it is already to have representation?

Richard Clements: I also would like to thank the committee for all their hard work.  I understand what it takes to go into setting something of such complexity.  Real quick.  My name is Richard Clements.  I live at 818 S. Lombard, life-long city resident.  Just a quick government lesson.  Why is it that we have a city and a county government?  Well, we live in a complex republic and because none of us are angels, we need rules and guidelines from which to conduct our daily lives.  Otherwise, why would we have this building?  But once we give up our rights and invest in individuals we also have to have checks and balances.  That’s why we have a division of power.  That’s why you don’t also have an executive position and you don’t sit in judgment of court cases.  We divide those powers.  The other is a federalism that we have a federal government, a state government, county, and municipal government.  Why do we have that?  Well, you talk about Home Rule and your concerns about Home Rule.  Well, the reason we have federalism is to guard from majorities having power over the minorities and driving whatever interest they may have down the throats of the minority interest in the community.  That’s why, should we take the argument that we can have cost savings by unifying government,  why we don’t put it all into Indianapolis?  Certainly we could have a great deal of cost savings by having Governor Daniels go ahead and run everything for the rest of the state.  Think of the buying power.  But we don’t do that because we have separate interests.  We don’t speak with one voice from this state, let alone from this county. So the reason we have a county and city government is to allow that voice, the separate voices in the community.  That’s why we have those.  To address a couple issues really quick, we talk about cost saving from unification.  The problem with that issue is that often times once we empower a unified government, they begin to pursue activities neither of the two governments would have done before.  For example, we are talking economic development, both entities have some degree of involvement in economic 

development.  I can’t imagine that once we consolidate into a larger entity that the administrative 

costs would not go up.  The other issue is parity in pay and salaries.  I don’t believe both entities have the same pay scale and that when we unify them, I’m certain that both organizations would want to have parity in their salary.  And that is again, a cost increase that we would have to bear on this community. To look at just a couple of other studies that were out there, I am not sure if the committee itself looked at the 1999 study from Carr and Fieock that looked at Tampa and Jacksonville from the perspective of economic development, which is one of the issues that they proposed. Over the course of pre-consolidation and post-consolidation there was zero impact upon the economic development of the community post-consolidation looking at Jacksonville, Florida verses the rest of the state of Florida and Tampa in particular. Fleck and Fieock also did 

another study across the whole hostess cities Anchorage, Jacksonville, Columbus, Muskogee County Georgia, Indianapolis, Lexington, and Fayette County, Silverbowl Montana, and Carson City also zero impact if not some negative impact upon the economic development. Why is that? Simply understanding business. What is business? Business is the free market. It upholds two 

things, uncertainty and interference.  And I can’t imagine once you have an empowered Metro Mayor with the role of economic development that we won’t have excessive interference within the free market place. And the other is, we talk about efficiency. None of this addresses issues of efficiencies, ever talks about what is costs for the city or the county on a per-unit basis to provide a service. We don’t know these things and to make claims that it would become more efficient is, I think, irresponsible. The other is just taking a look at development, Area Plan Commission and Zoning. Just a simple re-examination of the zoning method that we use that basically treats the whole community as a homogenous single area, lays down a map and says “okay we will zone this area and this area”. And then, as many of you know, I was here before this committee and had to go through the process of rezoning. It is not the easiest process and maybe we need to look at performance zoning which takes a lot of that uncertainty out of rezoning and promotes development which this community certainly needs. My ultimate concern is that a lot of this unification study is distracting from what we really need to focus on. That is improving the government services that we have or simply just looking at the ordinances that we have in the city. For example, we still have an ordinance on the books that makes it illegal for a taxi driver to wear a T-shirt or to use fowl language. Those are relics that need to be re-examined. I appreciate your time and thank you for the opportunity.

President Bagbey: Thank you. Does anybody have any questions? Please state you name.

Larry Zuber: Mr. President and Council, Larry Zuber, Vice President of the Evansville Professional Firefighters Local Union. I have one question. I am taking it that the recommendations aren’t specific in regards to fire service. Who decides the townships if they decide that they want no streetlights or sidewalks, they want fire service? Who decides what fire department that they get?

Dr. Phil Fisher: If the proposal is written in the law, the Metro Mayor and the Metro Council would make that decision.

Larry Zuber: Mr. President if I could, the gentleman that eluded to Bart Peterson’s plan or Indy Works, the problem with Bart Peterson’s plan in saving money right now is that he has a twenty-headed plus monster in Indianapolis right now and their township paid departments. If any of you are on that Common Council or Metro Council I am sure that you would do the right thing. But, leaving that into the Council or the Mayor’s hands allows the same thing that Bart Peterson 

has now, which he does not want to appear. By closing that loop hole in the recommendation to recommend city fire doesn’t allow the problem that Bart Peterson had and that is the problem with any works on the fire side because he can’t do anything about those twenty some departments. He can’t consolidate them and that is the problem with Indy Works as far as the fire side. By closing that loophole, you all would make the right decision, but closing that loop hole and keeping one fire department for those people that choose, you would not have that problem and you would be able to reap the savings that Bart Peterson claims he can get by not having those twenty some departments around there. Thank You.

Councilman Jarboe: Just to kind of explain a little bit, Larry. I think what Larry in talking about is that in Indianapolis what started out as volunteer departments turned into paid departments. So, when Indianapolis started out they had one Indianapolis fire department with a lot of volunteer departments around that eventually turned into paid departments and that is 

where Mayor Peterson is at right now. He has all these different departments, is that not correct Larry?       

Larry Zuber: Yes that is correct.

Paul Anslinger: Paul Anslinger, Vanderburgh County resident but also President of the firefighters local. I had a notebook with a lot of other notes in it. I think Councilman Jarboe must have had it because he addressed almost every issue that I had written down originally. I thank you for bringing those issues up. I am not here to say that I am supporting it or against it, but there are a lot of unanswered questions. We discussed saving money but if you live in the county you don’t currently have some of the services but if you want to pay more to get the services, we are talking about saving money and we are talking about taxes going up or saying taxes won’t go up but if you are going to pay taxes for more services then your taxes are going to go up. Not having a specific number we are talking about, if we go with paid fire protection, is that going to increase my taxes? Well, maybe the city taxes will stay the same of go down because you have more people paying the tax then it would be easier to take something back on a referendum. I think that everyone has addressed that there is not enough information in the study to get a good solid vote on it. It is like buying something sight unseen. To me it would be hard to push for it. We talk about the taxing districts. What I want to know is who is going to establish the boundaries? I live in Scott Township. Actually I live in Darmstadt. But is part of Scott Township going to have full, or part of it going to have partial taxing, or all Scott Township going to have it. And who draws the lines to decide which boundaries are what? Then also in dealing with that with the Trustees. Currently if we had a Metro Council what would the Trustees job be? Is it just going to be relief or are they going to have any kind of power if the Township Trustee would rather maintain a volunteer fire service but the Metro Council wants it to be paid out there. Who is going to take this back to the township residents to make the decision on it? Is it the Metro Council or Township Trustee, or will it take a referendum vote to get it? One of the last things that I have to question is now it is talking about pushing this thing through in 2007. We currently have a contract that is valid until December 31, 2008 and we have language in our contract that states that we will transfer or contract out any services currently being provided as city employees as fire protection. 

President Bagbey: Let’s let Phil see if he can address some of your concerns.

Dr. Phil Fisher: I would like to address some of those in reverse order. In your last question, the proposal states that if this is enacted into law all contracts and obligations of the city will be obligations of the full service district. I think that should take care of that. Going back to Mr. Zuber’s concern, and we talked about this at some length when we met with the Executive Committee of the Firefighters Union, we can’t imagine that the Council would allow what happened in Indianapolis to happen. We think this should be a matter for contract negotiation rather than to put it into the proposal. We did think about it, but in the case of Indianapolis, the Mayor and the City Council didn’t have any choice. They couldn’t prevent that from happening. 

If this proposal is written the way we want, this Mayor and Council would be able to prevent that from happening. I can’t imagine that they would let it happen. As to who decides, initially the current city limits are the full service district and everything outside is the general service district. Expansions of the general service district or creation of partial service districts is a matter for the Council and the proposal outlines the procedures for doing that. 

Rick Winters: Rick Winters and I am a city resident at 1816 Monroe Avenue. The only question that I have is I want to be the one that you are selling to. It is like buying a pig in a polk I have no idea what we are getting. You are going to end up with lawsuits because the fire department, police department, public officials is not going to like it. Like I said, you said it would be a fifteen-member council and I have a mistrust of politicians, to be honest, like the majority of the people, to do the right thing. There are several things that I keep noticing in the city and the county in the last ten or fifteen years hadn’t done right. I won’t mention those, but how are you going to sell it to me if I have no idea? It is like the lady “where’s the beef?” That is where you are going to have the trouble and I am not for it and I am not against it. I have got an open mind but until I hear more of what is going on I would suggest that they might recommend tonight for a resolution to pass it to a referendum. This is what you have got to do to sell the city and the county and until you do that it won’t pass and it will end up peeving a lot of people off. That is all I got to say.

President Bagbey: Anybody have any questions for Rick? Thank you. 

Dr. Phil Fisher: I would like to address a couple of points that were raised. First of all the issue of minority representation is one that did concern the committee. I think that Karen Ragden and Roy Sutton have proved that African Americans can win in larger districts. These districts are going to be smaller. There are roughly 14,000 African American residents. That is the size of one district. They won’t all be in one district but there could be two districts with substantial African- American voters, and it was our intent. Right now there is one member on this council and one member on the County Council. It was structured that hopefully there could be two out of the fifteen who would represent the concerns of that community. I don’t think the numbers are so as important as the presence because I think this is a community where we all want to be successful. I think that every citizen can benefit from economic development. When you study economic development and whether or not something is created, economic development opportunities are not. You look at periods of time when everybody is growing and there are periods of time that no one is growing and so these studies have to be very complex. Also, social science is full of people with ideology and to some extent the results of these studies depend on who did it and how the study was structured. We are going partly on the experience of Mayor’s and places like Kansas City, Kansas, which shows that it can happen. We are not going to say that it is inevitable that it will happen. It really depends on the quality of leadership as well as the structure. Also, 

what we have now is you have three layers of government covering the same territory. We have the Township, the County, and the City and we are relatively a small compact area and we think eliminating one or more of those layers would be a benefit and that this government will be just as responsive as any because the districts are smaller. Council Members are going to be listening to a smaller number of people. 

President Bagbey: Anybody have any questions? In closing this, does anyone in the audience want to say anything? First of all, I want to thank you Phil and John and I think Marco left and Larry are you still here? I want to thank you for all your hard work. I think there has been some 

good questions and some good comments and I think you have heard some concerns. You have heard some concerns from other folks and ones that I have communicated as well. But I think this community has to make a decision. This community, political leaders, appointed people have to put aside their turfs and start paying attention to our community, our city, and our county. We sit in a very unique situation in our state. I have watched our city lose people and I have seen some very talented folks go to other places and I am not saying that unification is going to be the 

cause of all of this. I think it is in a proper time for discussion and I think you have your work cut out for you. I will be interviewing after budget each member of this Council to see where they are at before we bring a resolution to the council floor. I will look very closely what happens with the County Commissioners because empowerment is great. Sometimes empowerment can bring a sleeping lion to a roaring lion. And I think we have got some issues, not only here locally, but as we go up the line, because what you are asking from a political side is for people to give up power now that they have total control of local government, state government, and have a sitting governor. That is going to be an uphill battle. That is the way that I look at it. The other thing is that I just don’t see how this short session of the legislature will address this. If they do, that is great. My big concern is that as you go and talk to our community in greater length, people like Rick and Richard and our firefighters are going to be asking very pointed questions. What we have here is food for thought. There is some truth to “where is the beef?”  I understand much more clearly after meeting with you on Wednesday but I am one person out of a hundred thousand that you are asking to vote on this change. I call upon the community to embrace thinking about change. One thing that always marvels me about Evansville- Vanderburgh County is they can be against something, be so ridged against something, and then as it develops and it goes, and I always use Roberts Stadium because my dad taught me a lesson as a little boy. There was a Mayor here by the name of Roberts and I remember my dad coming home from his office and talking about well they are going to make fun of old man Roberts again. They are going to call it his folly. Just look how important that facility is to this community and look how important that facility is to the entire tri-state. I think we have some uphill battles but I appreciate your endeavor and I hope that we keep our eyes and ears open. Folks, I will agree with what Jonathan said today, I am glad to see that Mr. Kiefer is coming to our side. Things are not like they were in yesteryear and you have got to be progressive. It is going to be a difficult charge that you have and I wish you the very best. We will be getting back telephonically after I have interviewed the Council people to let you know where we are at, to let you know what we are going to do, and I guarantee you this, you will have a vote on this floor. It is not going to be in September but you will have a vote on this floor. Any other questions or comments? Thank you all very much. Okay, under Miscellaneous there will be no City Council meeting next Monday because we will be in budget. The next regular Council Meeting will be September 12, 2005. August 29th is the 5th Monday and September 5th is Labor Day. We have a meeting with County Council on the 17th at 3:00 p.m. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS:

FINANCE CHAIRMAN 







       JARBOE

Councilman Jarboe: Yes Mr. President, on August 17, 2005 we have City/County joint budget hearings at 3:00 p.m. in room 301. On August 22nd through the 25th in the Mayor’s conference room we have budget hearings and September 19th approving the budget for 2006.

ASD CHAIRWOMAN







 ROBINSON

Councilwoman Robinson: Mr. president your ASD Committee will hear Ordinance G-2005-20 September 12, 2005 at 5:20 p.m.

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 






   MELCHER

Councilman Melcher: Mr. President your Public Works Committee will G-2005-13 for the fifth time on September 12, 2005 at 5:15 p.m. 

ADJOURNMENT

Councilman Watts moved and Councilman Melcher seconded the motion to adjourn.  

Voice Vote.  So Ordered.  Meeting adjourned at 7:00 p.m.

___________________



PRESIDING OFFICER

__________________
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