
    CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

January 11, 2010
The Honorable Council of the City of Evansville met on regular session at 5:30 p.m. on Monday, January 11, 2010 in the City Council Chambers, Room 301 Civic Center Complex, Evansville, Indiana, with President B.J. Watts 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:  McGinn, Mosby, Bredhold, Robinson, Friend, Adams, John, Walker, Watts.

There being nine (9) members present and zero (0) members absent and nine (9) members representing a quorum, I hereby declare this session of the Common Council officially open.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

This evening the pledge of allegiance was led by Councilwoman Mosby. 
Fellow Councilmen and those in the audience, welcome to the January 11, 2010 meeting of the Common Council.

RECOGNITION OF SCHOOLS

TEEN ADVISORY COUNCIL

Katie Loehr

Kristen Loehr

David Korb

Leah Edge


Emily Hayden

Clare Sheller

Mary Arnold

Kayla Lyden

Bryant Dawnson
Claire Ehrensbeck

COUNCIL ATTORNEY

John Hamilton is City Council Attorney this evening.

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 January 4, 2009 meeting of the Common Council as written? 

Councilman Friend moved and Councilwoman Mosby seconded the motion to approve the minutes of the regular meeting of the Common Council held January 4, 2009.  Voice vote.  So ordered.

REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS

IN YOUR JANUARY 8TH PACKET:

*Agenda for the January 11, 2010 City Council Meeting.

*City Council Committee Meeting Schedule.

*City Council Minutes from January 4, 2010.

*Ordinance G-2009-36 as amended and vacation studies.

*Ordinance G-2010-3.

*Rezoning Ordinance R-2010-1.

*Resolution C-2010-2.

*Area Plan Commission Staff Reports and Minutes from December 10, 2009.

*Inter-department vacation studies and return receipts for G-2009-36.

*Schedule of meeting dates from Department of Metropolitan Development.

*Notes and minutes from the January 5, 2010 meeting of the FD Advisory Committee.

*Memorandum regarding additional information for Resolution C-2010-1.

ON YOUR DESK THIS EVENING:

*News Releases:


-January Traveling City Hall


-Utility to Take Over Water and Sewer Management Move to Expected to Save 

 Millions

-New Evansville Arena Information Meeting Date Set for Minority and Women 

 Business Enterprise Contractors

*A letter from Paul Anslinger, President, Fire Fighters Union Local #357.
*Signed Copies of Economic Development Commission Resolution 10-EEDC-01 pertaining to 

  City Council Resolution C-20101-1.
Councilman Adams moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to receive, file and make these reports and communications a part of the minutes of the meeting. 
Voice vote.  So ordered. 
President Watts:  I need a motion to suspend the rules to hear Resolution C-2010-2 on all three readings this evening.

Councilwoman Bredhold moved and Councilman John seconded the motion to hear Resolution C-2010-2 on all three readings this evening.   Voice vote.  So ordered.
CONSENT AGENDA

FIRST READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

ORDINANCE G-2010-3

PUBLIC WORKS
         
                     
         ADAMS

An ordinance vacating that portion of Sycamore Street located East of New York Avenue and West of Kerth Avenue in the City of Evansville, Vanderburgh County, Indiana

ORDINANCE R-2010-1

TO APC            


      
      A TO  C-1  

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 830 LST Drive, Evansville, IN

Petitioner:

Inland Marina, Inc.

Owner:


Ron Riecken, President

Representative:
Kelly J. Jackson and Joseph H. Langerak

District:

Constance Robinson, Ward 4
RESOLUTION C-2010-2

           

              
  COUNCIL AS A WHOLE

A resolution proposing to participate in a reorganization
Councilman Friend moved and Councilwoman Mosby seconded the motion to adopt the Consent Agenda as written.  Voice vote. So ordered. 

CONSENT AGENDA

SECOND READING OF ZONING ORDINANCES

ORDINANCE R-2009-10 as amended 
FROM APC    
   
   
   R-2 TO C-2

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 321, 319, 317 E. Delaware Street

Petitioner:

Theresa Pruitt and Debra Murty

Owner:


Theresa Pruitt

Representative:
Theresa Pruitt and Debra Murty

District:

Wendy Bredhold, Ward 3

This petition goes forward with a recommendation for approval by the Area Plan Commission, having 9 affirmative votes.

ORDINANCE R-2009-11

FROM APC    
            

R-3 TO CO-1

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 803 SE 1st Street

Petitioner:

Tricia Tominack

Owner:


Same

Representative:
Leslie C. Shively, Shively & Associates, P.C.

District:

Connie Robinson, Ward 4

This petition comes forward with a recommendation for denial by the Area Plan Commission, having 1 affirmative vote and 7 negative votes

ORDINANCE R-2009-12

FROM APC    
         
   

  M-3 TO R-1

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 1601 Fountain Avenue, Evansville, Indiana 47710

Petitioner:

Donald W. Shockley and Barbara R. Shockley

Owner:


Same

Representative:
Thomas P. Norton (Johnson, Carroll, Norton, Kent, & Straus)

District:

B. J. Watts, Ward 6

This petition comes forward with a recommendation for approval by the Area Plan Commission, having 9 affirmative votes.

ORDINANCE R-2009-13

FROM APC    
          

  M-1 & C-4 TO M-2

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 1301 W Lloyd Expressway, Evansville, Indiana 

Petitioner:

John F. Rogers

Owner:


Old Evansville Brewery Development LLC

Representative:
Morley & Associates, Inc.

District:

B. J. Watts, Ward 6

This petition comes forward with a recommendation for approval by the Area Plan Commission, having 9 affirmative votes.

ORDINANCE R-2009-14

FROM APC    
         
   
   C-4 & M-2 TO R-2

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 1813, 1821, and 1905 Shadewood Avenue 

Petitioner:

Habitat of Evansville

Owner:


Lori Reed

Representative:
Bernardin Lochmueller & Associates

District:

Connie Robinson, Ward 4

This petition comes forward with a recommendation for approval by the Area Plan Commission, having 9 affirmative votes.
Councilman John moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to adopt the Consent Agenda Second Reading of Zoning Ordinances and to accept the Area Plan Commission Report. 

Voice vote.  So ordered.  

Council now stands at Third Reading of Zoning Ordinances, which is final action.

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ZONING ORDINANCES

ORDINANCE R-2009-10 as amended
FROM APC    
       
  
   R-2 TO C-2

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 321, 319, 317 E. Delaware Street

Petitioner:

Theresa Pruitt and Debra Murty

Theresa Pruitt:  My name is Theresa Pruitt [Debra Murty].  I, along with my sister-in-law, Debra Murty are the property owners of 321, 319 and 317 E. Delaware St.  We are here to request the rezoning of the property at 321 E. Delaware only.  Originally, we had petitioned a rezoning of all three properties from R-2 to C-2 to eliminate the need for further zoning delays and expenses and to get our business operational as soon as possible.  At the time we did not realize the broad range of uses in a C-2 classification or the concerns it would raise and neighbor concerns were brought to our attention at the City Council meeting of November 9th.  After reviewing the C-2 uses we can understand these concerns.  We are here tonight to include a use commitment to our original request in hopes to alleviate any concerns and to represent our intention to maintain the neighborhood integrity.  Out of 110 possible uses I have chosen three: in use group seven, antiques; in use group eight, gifts; and in use group eight, jewelry.  It has been a long time dream of ours to have an antique shop.  I have an interest in this neighborhood not solely because of the ownership of this building, but my family roots are there as well.  I frequented the drugstore that was housed there as a child, as did my grandmother, mother, children and now my grandchildren.  We have owned this building for over five years and we have made approximately $10,000 in upgrades to the building in advance of this approval to show good faith in the community, and will work to continue upgrades that will serve to enhance this neighborhood.  Thank you.
President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?

Councilman John:  I would like to thank you for taking into consideration all of those uses from our last meeting.  You did exactly what you said you were going to do and we appreciate that.

President Watts:  I hope it wasn’t too confusing.  I know it is kind of hard to deal with sometimes.

Theresa Pruitt:  Area Plan was a great help.

President Watts:  Good, thank you.  Are there any other questions by members of council?
Councilman McGinn:  I know you have put some money into this.  It was in need of it.  I hope antique shop is a success.  Thank you.  

President Watts:  Are there any other questions by members of council?

Councilman Adams:  I just want to wish the best of luck.  I have followed this all the way from Area Plan and I hope it is successful for you.  

President Watts:  Anyone in the audience that would like to speak either for or against this petition?  Seeing none.

Councilman John moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to adopt Ordinance 
R-2009-10 as amended and call the roll.
ROLL CALL

Ayes:  McGinn, Mosby, Bredhold, Robinson, Friend, Adams, John, Walker, Watts.

There being nine (9) ayes and zero (0) nays, Ordinance R-2009-10 as amended is hereby declared adopted.
REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ZONING ORDINANCES

ORDINANCE R-2009-11

FROM APC    
            

R-3 TO CO-1

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 803 SE 1st Street

Petitioner:

Tricia Tominack

Krista Lockyear:  My name is Krista Lockyear and I am representing Tricia Tominack in her request to rezone her residence that is located at SE 1st Street to a CO for purposes of continuing her law office on this property.  Tricia is here tonight.  Tricia, if you don’t mind to stand.  Tricia is a single mother of three children, her two twin daughters who are ten, Hope and Faith, and Shane, her son who is nine.  Tricia practices family law and has been practicing in Evansville for about seven years.  The father of the children is unfortunately no longer living so she has a tough time to make a go of it raising the children on her own.  When Tricia moved into this home she obtained an occupancy use permit that allowed her to operate her business here.  However, under the terms of that permit it has been pointed out to her she cannot have an employee in the office that does not live in the residence.  Practicing law, traveling to court, etcetera is pretty difficult to do if you do not have an employee in the office that can answer phones, pick up faxes etcetera while you are out of the office.  That is the sole reason that Tricia has applied for this rezoning to allow her to continue her existing practice.  She is not asking to change anything, but to come into conformance with the law practice with one employee in the office.  If you have read the minutes of the Area Plan Commission you are sure to know we do have some opposition from the neighborhood.  There are members of the neighborhood and Historic Preservation Commission that don’t want to see any commercial zonings in the area.  What the Area Plan Commission did not know and I hate to see these things come down to how many neighbors are in favor and how many are not, Tricia does have a lot of her neighbors that are in support of her use.  She has done a lot of renovation to this house she lives in now.  When she moved in the porch was falling down, it had a serious mold issue and she has improved not only her property values but the values of neighboring properties as well.  For the record, I would like to pass around a petition of neighbors, friends and clients, not all of these names on here are immediate neighbors, but if you look at the first few pages you will see quite a few that are adjacent or within the immediate blocks of her property that are in support.  There are roughly 400 signatures on this petition that do support Tricia and her continued use of the property under the CO zoning.  With this zoning request I would like you to keep in mind although there is a C at the beginning of the letter there is also a use and development commitment that has been filed with this request, which restricts this property and the use solely to Tricia’s law practice with one employee, it cannot be expanded.  One of the gentlemen in his remonstrance to the Area Plan Commission made reference that Tricia may be one of the best attorneys in town and her practice may grow.  If that does happen, she can’t continue to operate in this property under this zoning we are asking you to approve.  She would have to at that time move to a different location.  The other thing this use commitment does that restricts the property more with the new rezoning then it could be used now, is that it limits the amount of parking and the amount of traffic she is going to have.  Keep in mind that this property and the abutting properties are zoned R-3 which allows apartment uses without any additional rezonings.  If Tricia can’t continue her law practice out of this property the use of this home may have to become multi-family tenant.  There is no restriction on who she rents to, the number of tenants as long as they have bedrooms.  The traffic could be greater with the existing zoning then with the CO based on the terms of the use and development commitment that is filed with this.  This area has many mixed uses, not in the immediate vicinity; her immediate neighbors are R-3.  Many of them are used for apartment complexes now and generate quite a bit of traffic.  If you look a block away in several directions there are other CO office uses in this area.  This district historically has housed many law firms, accounting areas and although the remonstrators will say the trend is away from that commercial office use to single-family, take a step back and think about what is going on in the Haynie’s Corner area and we are inviting more people to come down and invest in the area.  There is Madeleine’s Restaurant that is surrounded by single-family residences, but I don’t think anybody would say that it is harmful or detrimental to the neighborhood, it is actually very beneficial.  Penny Lane Restaurant is located in an area that is residential, but that is a good use.  I submit to you that Tricia has been acting this use in her building, she has been unobtrusive to her neighbors and the only reason we need to have the rezoning is to allow her to have one employee in the building with her that doesn’t live there.  Clearly she is living there full time with her two children so she will have an employee that she trusts there.  This is about the safest, cleanest and most desirable use of a neighborhood that you could have unless it was simply R-1 and you could not have any tenants there.  As it is R-3 this CO use with the use and development commitment we feel is as restrictive and protective of the neighborhood as the R-3.  For those reasons we ask that you would vote to approve our rezoning.  
President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?  Seeing none.  Is there anyone in the audience that would like to speak either for or against this petition?      
Tim Dodd:  My name is Tim Dodd; I live at 813 SE 1st Street which is one house removed from the petitioner’s house.  I have spoken before the Plan Commission and I appeared in December when this was continued from that date to this.  I am speaking for and on behalf of the resident remonstrators of the neighborhood.  I would like to ask those people here remonstrating against this petition to please stand.  Thank you.  We made a full presentation on two occasions to the Plan Commission and I am going to try to synthesize and consolidate it here.  Your record will reflect that the Plan Commission voted seven negative, one favorable and so it comes to you with a denial recommendation.  Some comments made by Ms. Lockyear to the extent the petitioner wants to continue the current use.  In the staff report dated September 25th the applicant was contacted by staff after a continued complaint of non-compliance with zoning.  In other words she was in non-compliance, that is what she wants to continue and that is why she needs the CO-1 zoning.  She was acting in non-compliance, it was called to the attention of the Plan Commission, the necessity of a CO-1 zoning was determined and hence this petition was filed.  For those who may have seen the Plan Commission presentation, we don’t have it here, when the graphic of the neighborhood is shown there is a sea of green which is R-3 and a dot of red in the middle and that is the petitioner’s petition to zone from R-3 to C-1.  For several blocks around there is only R-3 zoning in this neighborhood.  Penny  Lane and Madeleine’s were pre-existing uses; they were commercial before there was any zoning at all.  I remember Madeleine’s being Harold’s Riverside Market at one time when I moved into the neighborhood in 1969.  There are some commercial uses down there but almost all of those predate the zoning code.  The comprehensive land use plan for the county addresses this issue as well as any; I am going to read from page 7-8 of the County Comprehensive Land Use Plan: “The housing program shall be comprehensive in nature and tied to neighborhood dynamics.  Program policies too should be applicable to all neighborhoods, not only those experiencing high degree of deterioration.  Policies should encourage preservation of current stock and general neighborhood character.  These are for instance; stabilization and preservation are less resource intensive than new development and will reduce the need for future efforts to reverse deterioration and replacement of housing.  Zoning can be used as a means of protecting neighborhoods.  Enhancing residential areas through compatible zoning and the elimination of spot zoning helps to preserve the character of the neighborhood.”  This is spot zoning.  This is selecting one location in the middle of R-3 residential and saying, “I would like this to be commercial for my own personal use. I don’t want to go to the expense of going downtown and renting an office, hiring an employee like anyone else in my business does…” myself included.  I have an office in the Curtis Building to which I pay rent and pay employees.  So do many other people in our neighborhood; physicians, accountants, antique dealers and all sorts of people that are small businessmen like myself and the petitioner, have businesses elsewhere not operated out of their home in this residential neighborhood.   The petitioner is no stranger to the neighborhood, it isn’t as though she walked in and bought a house and said, oh my God, I didn’t realize there was all these rules and regulations.  She owned a house on Second Street and lived over on Riverside before that.  In 2005, she went in front of the Preservation Commission seven times seeking a variance so she could put up a sign.  In 2008, twice she went before the Preservation Commission seeking variances to put up a sign to advertise her business and none of those petitions having been granted.  The use restrictions which are a part of the amended ordinance are not self activating; in other words if the petition were granted and the petitioner were to walk away it wouldn’t automatically revert to R-3 someone would have to come forward and go through the expense, time and effort to get it back to R-3.  The trend in the neighborhood has been from commercial type uses to residential type uses.  The commercial uses that are there are pre-existing.  There were several commercial uses, the Absenshire Insurance Agency and the Torrian Insurance Agency that occupied what had originally been built as residential structures in the neighborhood those commercial operations are now gone and the structures which they previously occupied are used for residential purposes.  The trend is to increase residential.  This petition would go against that trend.  There are a number of people involved and I am going to ask Charlene Williamson to speak briefly.        
Charlene Williamson:  I live on the corner of 1st and Adams in the Wheeler Historic neighborhood and I am also a member of the Preservation Commission.  I have the best job of all because I work in the Visitors Center at the Pagoda.  I would like to tell you that when I am down there and visitors or potential people who want to move to Evansville come down there they are so wowed by the river and by Riverside, 1st, 2nd and 3rd Streets and the beautiful historic homes that we have.  Recently, there were three women that came in from Washington State to be part of work from one of the hospitals and they asked how are you able to keep your neighborhood so pure and restore it the way you have?  I said we work very hard at this.  We love our neighborhood, but we do have someone that is trying to have a spot rezoning.  One lady said, oh don’t, we in Washington State have this one town that allowed one person to come in and have a business and it changed the whole complexity of the neighborhood.  I ask you to please vote as Area Plan has voted against rezoning in our neighborhood.  We love it, we want to keep it and our guests to Evansville also love it.  Thank you.

Tim Dodd:  I am going to ask Dr. Neil Troost to address you.

Dr. Neil Troost:  Neil Troost; 719 SE Riverside Drive.  Were the minutes of the zoning committee are they familiar to everyone?  Were they read through?  

President Watts:  We all received copies of those.  

Dr. Neil Troost:  Did you all read through those comments?

President Watts:  Yes sir.

Dr. Neil Troost:  Is there value in me reviewing everything?

President Watts:  An executive summary is certainly welcomed if you want to do that.

Dr. Neil Troost:  The few things I felt most strongly about after hearing the presentation at the zoning board was first there is an interest to me that someone would work so hard to assure their own limited success.  We heard tonight, that don’t worry I’ll only have one employee we will only get so big.  If I started a venture I would certainly hope that I would grow, be successful and see a future.  If she just wants to have a boutique practice and never expand, only have one employee and have a limited success in this I think that is an interesting thing to fight so hard for.  I don’t think she can guarantee that she won’t be one of the most successful lawyers in Evansville.  I don’t think the people around her want to take that journey with her and I think that is part of the point.  This is a real neighborhood. It’s not a Disneyfied version of what a little historic district would look like.  They are real homes and real families.  No one is looking to turn it into a backdrop for a commercial district.  If she was willing to say I will never do that well I will just have my little practice and I don’t hope to be that successful, but I don’t know who would promise that type of thing.  Ms. Lockyear spoke about how don’t worry she will only have one employee and we promise we won’t ever expand.  I would hate to have her agree to that.  I wish her all the success in the world.  I just don’t know that this is the place for her to have it.  I am very upset about a flavor of bigotry in all of this that people don’t realize is being demonstrated.  It is this white collar bigotry, well don’t worry it is a little law practice.  What if it was a hair salon, a daycare center or a guy that was a mechanic and we were going to have banging, clanging welding?  I think the law is for everyone.  Everyone should apply to it and be equal.  I don’t want to see a white collar or blue collar differentiation between who can do this here and who can’t.  If a decision was made to grant her this saying well this is nice white collar business so that fits in there, that is okay I don’t like where that is going.  This is an inclusive neighborhood.  It may be a great personal burden both financially and an effort to restore those homes but it doesn’t mean every home is a millionaire by any means.  They are people with very reasonable lives and they have put themselves into these homes to make them what they are, but it doesn’t mean it’s a country club.  To say her and her upper-crust business should be allowed space there…if you are going to allow a law office, then tomorrow you should be able to allow all other nature of businesses.  I don’t think people down there want that and I think it needs to be universal.  I think if you were going to zone this to commercial, then we should change the entire neighborhood and it should be a blanket proposition.  I ask what you would do to the nature of the neighborhood.  This is not a pretend neighborhood.  I have seen areas where you drive down the street and at first glance this is a nice historic district, but you look and there is a sign or placard on every building and it is a law office, accounting office or a doctor and you realize it is a fake.  Nobody would want to pick the one residential house wedged in between all the businesses.  I with children would not want to move in and know that I could be guaranteed that I am not going to have real neighbors and that there will not be other kids on the street.  I hear don’t worry it is just this one person, well I don’t think that is realistic because American law works on precedents.  If you give this woman the zoning to let her business be there you have set precedent and I think anyone would be a fool to assume that no one else would come and ask with this same request.  I don’t want a very real neighborhood to be eroded because people realize it’s a cute backdrop for their business.  That is not why people have with their own calloused hands torn down every piece of wallboard in the house and redone it, or why they have sanded the entire outside of an old wooden home to make it a Disney version of a town so you can put in an accounting office and have an interesting, kitschy building rather than have it in a business park.  At the zoning meeting it was mentioned that they were doing us a favor because by having a business moved into a home it turns it into a single-family situation rather than what has happened to some of those homes in the past that have been cut up into boarding houses.  Well, thanks but no thanks.  If you walk down those streets what you see are those old changes that happened around World War II when there was an influx of workers and they needed apartments that has been converted back over the years.  It’s been done by individuals buying those homes and converting them back all by themselves. In fact, I think whatever benefit might be guarded from this; I think it is facetious at best, I think the damage to the neighborhood would be far outsized to that.  I ask you again to follow the recommendations of the zoning board and deny this request.  Thank you very much.

Tim Dodd:  A request such as this would not be viable in a neighborhood like Brentwood, McCutchanville or other subdivisions because they have restrictive covenants.  When you buy a house in those subdivisions there are restrictive covenants that allow the owners in those subdivisions to enforce the rules and regulations.  The neighborhood we are talking about here does not have any restrictive covenants. It was all subdivided in bit and pieces in the 19th century and we don’t have restrictive covenants.  The zoning code is our restrictive covenant.  The subdivisions have architectural committees that pass on what people can and cannot do.  We don’t have that in our neighborhood.  The zoning board and City Council is our architectural committee because changes have to go through you.  I ask on behalf of the neighborhood and the remonstrators that you act as the protector of this neighborhood and deny this petition as recommended by the Plan Commission.  
President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?  Seeing none.

Krista Lockyear:  Tricia has a couple of people that are here in support of the petition in addition to the names on the petition I sent around, would you please stand?  What do I say to you City Council?  Why should you approve this petition when the remonstrators are up here saying it is spot zoning, we don’t do spot zoning and it’s a bad thing?  I talked to some of the remonstrators and said is there a way we can make this work out?  The answer is no, we just don’t want CO zoning.  You heard the remonstrators, its vote against rezoning and the slippery slope theory.  If you rezone this then when a mechanic comes in and he wants to have a shop in his home then you need to approve it, or the next attorney comes in and wants to have a law firm then you have to approve it.  That presupposes that you folks can’t listen to the evidence and make a decision on whether this rezoning itself is going to be harmful.  In the standard you look at whether it is injurious to the health, safety welfare of others, or harmful to property values this petition enhances property values.  Tricia Tominack has put a lot of money into this home and made it a better property than what it could have been.  I believe she bought it in a foreclosure sale.  Yes, they are beautiful homes and there are protections like an architectural review committee in your Brentwood subdivisions that Mr. Dodd alluded to.  There is the Historical Preservation Commission and these people can’t do anything physically with the structure of their property without getting approval.  You drive down the streets and they are beautiful homes, but then you see one that is falling down because no one can afford to renovate it, another that has for rent and college students.  This use is good for the neighborhood.  Disregard the fact that there is a CO on the map in the Planning Commission office that almost nobody ever looks at and when you drive down the street and see this property that Tricia is working out of you look at it and say that is a beautiful home.  There is not traffic coming and going at all hours of the night because Tricia practices there with one employee and lives there with her three children.  This is a home and a good use for the neighborhood.  I would be happy to answer any questions and I would appreciate your vote and support of Ms. Tominack.  
President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?  Seeing none.  
Councilman John moved and Councilman Adams seconded the motion to adopt Ordinance
 R-2009-11 and call the roll.

ROLL CALL

Ayes:  Walker

Nays:
McGinn, Mosby, Bredhold, Robinson, Friend, Adams, John, Watts.

Councilman McGinn:  If this is zoned for this attorney, I don’t see how this council or any future council cannot rezone for the next attorney or doctor or whoever comes, so I vote no.

Councilman Adams:  The words spot zoning and precedent do have credence with me, I am sorry nay.  
There being one (1) aye and eight (8) nays, Ordinance R-2009-11 is hereby declared denied.

Krista Lockyear:  May I ask that this council if possible give any direction that my client. Obviously, she will need time to find some place else to work, is there anything we can do to prevent council from enforcing…

John Hamilton:  I don’t think this council has any means of doing that.  Area Plan is the actual enforcement body.

Krista Lockyear:  So we could talk to the Area Plan Commission about granting some time for her to try to make other arrangements?

President Watts:  I would get with Brad.

Krista Lockyear:  Okay, thank you.  

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ZONING ORDINANCES

ORDINANCE R-2009-12

FROM APC    
         
   

  M-3 TO R-1

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 1601 Fountain Avenue, Evansville, Indiana 47710

Petitioner:

Donald W. Shockley and Barbara R. Shockley

Tom Norton:  My name is Tom Norton and I am the attorney representing Donald and Barbara Shockley.  Donald and Barbara are brother and sister, not husband and wife.  I bring this up because this was their childhood home and were raised there by their parents.  It is currently zoned M-3 and they are seeking to downzone it to R-1.  The story behind that is that this property was zoned back when the zoning code went into affect in the 60’s and this house has been here before the zoning code went into affect and it is basically a nonconforming use.  The question becomes then why are you seeking to downzone it at this point?  It is because Donald and Barbara want to sell and move on, and not take care of a property quite like this.  They decided to put the property up for sale.  It had been listed a while without a lot of activity and the realtor contacted industries in the area to see if they had interest in the property and there appeared to be none.  Under advice by the realtor the reason needed to downzone it is for FHA and VA financing or any type of financing that will not accept a nonconforming use as part of the financing.  Where this house is opens them up to a much broader market and they basically took the property off the list until they could get to this zoning procedure and get it down zoned to R-1 then it will go back on the market for sale immediately if we get your indulgence this evening.  The only thing I have seen in some questions I have had is what will this do to the value of my property, and I don’t think that is anything you can take any stock in at this point.  We are not rezoning anybody else’s property. They will still be M-3 and can sell to an industry if they wanted.  If an industry big enough came to this area and wanted to up zone this property it could easily be done at that time.  I don’t think there is anything there that gets in the way of it.  Area Plan gave it a do pass at nine votes and that was all the votes there that evening.  At this point I ask you agree to accept it as an ordinance.
President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?  

Councilwoman Mosby:  So they are basically trying to sell this property and so they are trying to get it rezoned to do that?

Tom Norton:  Correct, as a residence.

Councilwoman Mosby:  As a residence, yes.  I am in financing and that is very true that they cannot finance if it is not in a residential.  

Tom Norton:  I would defer to your expertise.  I know that is the advice they are getting from their realtor at this time.  

Councilwoman Mosby:  Yes, you cannot finance at FHA or conventional without it being an 

R-1.
President Watts:  We are under this a lot and you are right the spot zonings of 10 to 20 blocks that were M-1 in 1950 are part of it.

President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?  Anyone in the audience that would like to speak either for or against this petition?
Councilman John moved and Councilwoman Mosby seconded the motion to adopt Ordinance 
R-2009-12 and call the roll.

ROLL CALL

Ayes:  McGinn, Mosby, Bredhold, Robinson, Friend, Adams, John, Walker, Watts.

There being nine (9) ayes and zero (0) nays, Ordinance R-2009-12 is hereby declared adopted.

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ZONING ORDINANCES

ORDINANCE R-2009-13

FROM APC    
          

  M-1 & C-4 TO M-2

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 1301 W Lloyd Expressway, Evansville, Indiana 

Petitioner:

John F. Rogers

John Rogers:  I am John Rogers; I reside at 447 S. Roosevelt.  A lot of our property, particularly the ones that affect access and presence has been taken by the Lloyd Expressway.  In addition, we have sold parts of it for the relocation of water lines and gas lines.  So I am here to ask you to just zone us back to where we were before.  That is the only reason I am up here and I didn’t think that I needed legal help.  

President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?  Anyone in the audience that would like to speak either for or against this petition?

Councilman John moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to adopt Ordinance 
R-2009-13 and call the roll.

ROLL CALL

Ayes:  McGinn, Mosby, Bredhold, Robinson, Friend, Adams, John, Walker, Watts.

There being nine (9) ayes and zero (0) nays, Ordinance R-2009-13 is hereby declared adopted.
REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ZONING ORDINANCES

ORDINANCE R-2009-14

FROM APC    
         
   
  C-4 & M-2 TO R-2

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 1813, 1821, and 1905 Shadewood Avenue 

Petitioner:

Habitat of Evansville

Matt Wallace:  My name is Matt Wallace and I am with Bernardin, Lochmueller and Associates.  I am the engineer of record for this subdivision Shadewood Place.  I have with me Lori Reed, the Executive Director of Habitat for Humanity of Evansville.  These three properties are currently unoccupied.  There are existing buildings on them and are about to be razed in the next month or so.  We have filed a subdivision with the Area Plan Commission called Shadewood Place.  It is a 23 lot residential subdivision that all the homes would front onto Shadewood Avenue between Sweetser and Bayse.  We need this rezoning to take these properties down to be consistent with the rest of the subdivision and to allow for residential use on it.  

President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?   Anyone in the audience that would like to speak either for or against this petition?  Seeing none.

Councilwoman Mosby moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to adopt Ordinance R-2009-14 and call the roll.

ROLL CALL

Ayes:  McGinn, Mosby, Bredhold, Robinson, Friend, Adams, John, Walker, Watts.

There being nine (9) ayes and zero (0) nays, Ordinance R-2009-14 is hereby declared adopted.

REGULAR AGENDA

SECOND READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

RESOLUTION C-2010-2

           

              
  COUNCIL AS A WHOLE

A resolution proposing to participate in a reorganization
John Hamilton:  This is a resolution adopted substantially identical to the one adopted by the County Commissioners in response to a petition they adopted a resolution requesting the city and county participate in a reorganization process.  That process involves each body adopting a nearly identical resolution.  If the council adopts a nearly identical resolution, which is what is in front of you, and then there are several more steps that would be followed including the formation of a committee.  That committee has up to one year to formulate a comprehensive plan at which time it comes back to this council and to the County Commissioners for further action.  Eventually, if adopted by both entities, it goes to a public referendum.  If you do not adopt a substantially identical resolution, then it goes back to the County Commissioners and there is a different procedure that is followed.  There are lots of things I could detail and I sent everyone a short memorandum last week attempting to take you up to through this procedure.  I will be glad to answer specific questions.  The different options, before you deny, it are to reject the resolution, adopt the resolution, or to adopt a different resolution where you could require a separate threshold for city and county.  Those are basically your three options this evening.  
John Hamilton:  Are there any questions for John by members of council?  

Councilman John:  In the event it is adopted we have 30 days to work with the County Commissioners to appoint a committee whether it is three by each entity or four or five, that will be determined?  

John Hamilton:  Yes, with any other resolution this has to be signed by the Mayor and certified by the Clerk.  Upon that certification by the Clerk those 30 days actually starts.  The statute provides there are two methods of appointment of a committee.  One method is that the executive of the city and the executive of the county, which is the County Commissioners each appoint three members not more than two can be members of the same political party, or the city and county can formulate an agreement and agree on how they are to appoint such a committee in terms of numbers and other details you could include in that.  The way the statue is written if that is not being done expeditiously then the statute says each executive appoints three and keeps on moving.
Councilman John:  This committee makes recommendations on what changes should be made to local government and that is what would appear on the ballot for a referendum?

John Hamilton:  Yes, that committee has up to one year and the statute provides that the county and city can allow them to employ consultants, experts such as accountants, attorneys and so forth if they choose.  They have up to a year to bring back a comprehensive plan to the two bodies.  The two bodies would have to again accept an identical plan before it would move further.  If either body rejected it or wanted to modify it then it would goes back and forth until you adopt an identical plan.  
Councilman John:  Then it is that plan that is voted on; not whether or not we are going to merge, consolidate or unify.  It is a specific plan.  

John Hamilton:  Yes, the question would be should we adopt this plan of reorganization.

President Watts:  That comes back to us before it hits the ballot?

John Hamilton:  Yes.

Councilman McGinn:  If in fact there is a delay in putting together a plan and it misses the November 2010 election, is the plan still viable and it is on the next general election which I guess is 2012?  

John Hamilton:  Yes it certainly could be.  Unless, one body or the other doesn’t want to.  
Councilman McGinn:  Or 2011, there is an election in 2011.  It’s on the ballot in ten months or 22 months if it is passed here?
John Hamilton:  Yes.

President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?  Anyone in the audience that would like to speak either for or against this petition?

Roberta Heiman:  Roberta Heiman and I am President for the League of Women Voters of Southwestern Indiana.  We are the group that presented this petition to the County Commissioners.  The petition was signed by more than 3,300 residents of Vanderburgh County and the City of Evansville.  We were required by the state legislature’s bill to obtain 2,642 signatures of registered voters and we went over that.  The 2,600 who were certified by Susan Kirk, County Clerk, a little more than 800 of them lived in the county outside the city limits.  We had a broad representation of that.  Our petition is a neutral petition; it is not taking a stand for or against consolidation.  It is a stand that let’s begin this process, take a look and see if we can develop a plan to improve on local government’s efficiency, day to day operations and accountability to the voters who put you there.  We think this is a time to do it.  We have gone through this process three times before, the timing is appropriate now because of the financial challenges that both city and county government are facing.  You are aware of these financial challenges and we think that it’s time for us to consider every possible way to improve upon the situation we have.  This is a citizen’s petition; those 3,300 signatures were not of any special interest group.  The league members got these by going everywhere you can think of.  We went to bookstores, garage sales, concerts, bridge club meetings, outside the Civic Center, the Rotary Club and other civic groups.  This is a people’s petition saying come up with a plan, put it on the ballot and let people decide.  I understand there are some protesters here, people against this; they were at the County Commissioner’s meeting too.  I would suggest maybe the reason some of them are here is because they are upset with the government that we have.  I was a reporter for 42 years and in the last decade or so it seemed that people became more upset and angry. There is a spirit out here that did not exist some 45 years ago when I started reporting on local government.  This is an opportunity for all of us to come with a local government structure that people won’t be angry with; people will feel it really works for them.  This is an exciting opportunity to take what we’ve got and make it better.  If we can all work together I think we can do that.  I know some people think we cannot get this done in six months, but I think we can if there is a committed, hard-working committee that will conduct its meetings open to the public and take the three reorganization plans that have already been developed by other study committees, if we start from there I think it could be done in time to put it on the ballot in next fall’s elections.  I don’t think it is a process we should rush through, but if we act with expediency and do our work I think we can get it done by then.  I would encourage you to act quickly to make your recommendations of who should be on that committee so they can get started.  I thank you very much.  
President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?  Roberta, I do commend you. I don’t know how this will come out but I think any group should look at themselves, evaluate and see if there are ways of doing things better; so good for you for pointing that out.  Anyone in the audience that would like to speak either for or against this petition?

Mike Mayham:  Mike Mayham; 1140 E. Gum.  I speak from a neutral position.  I think there needs to be some clarification on how this committee is going to be picked.  I was at County Commissioner’s meeting also and I heard slight variances on how the committee were going to be picked.  I also heard a representative from the Chamber of Commerce of Southwest Indiana speaking on their position that they had some proposals of who should be on the committee.  My only thought is that there should be careful consideration of who is on this committee.  Of the partial information out there saying there should be a doctor, lawyer or college professor and so forth there was no mention of a retired or senior citizen in this committee.  So take careful consideration from everybody expressing their opinions.  Thank you.
President Watts:  Anyone in the audience that would like to speak either for or against this petition?  Seeing none.

Councilwoman Mosby moved and Councilman Walker seconded the motion to adopt the Regular Agenda Second Reading of Resolution C-2010-2 and move it to Third Reading.  
Voice vote.  So ordered. 

CONSENT AGENDA

SECOND READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

ORDINANCE G-2009-26

A.S.D.
(MOSBY)

           
         
         ADAMS

An ordinance amending Chapter 2.10 of the Evansville Municipal Code

ORDINANCE G-2009-36

PUBLIC WORKS

  
        
         ADAMS

An Ordinance to vacate certain public ways or public places within the City of Evansville, Indiana, commonly known as a portion of Buchanan Road, Evansville, Indiana

ORDINANCE G-2010-1

A.S.D.
  

                                
         MOSBY

An ordinance amending the City of Evansville’s ordinance concerning Central Dispatch and the Board of Directors of Central Dispatch and amending Title 2, Chapter 2.155, Section 2.155.10 of the City of Evansville Municipal Code

RESOLUTION C-2010-1

FINANCE
  
 
                    
        FRIEND

A Resolution of the Common Council of the City of Evansville approving and authorizing certain actions and proceeding with respect to certain proposed economic development bonds.

COMMITTEE REPORTS:

FINANCE COMMITTEE:



CHAIRMAN FRIEND

Councilman Friend:  Mr. President, your finance committee met this evening to hear Resolution C-2010-1 and it comes forward with a do-pass recommendation.

A.S.D. COMMITTEE:



CHAIRWOMAN MOSBY

Councilwoman Mosby:  Mr. President, your A.S.D. Committee met this evening and Ordinance G-2009-26 is being held in committee and Ordinance G-2010-1 will be heard on January 25, 2010 at 5:25 p.m.  
PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE:


CHAIRMAN ADAMS

Councilman Adams:  Mr. President, your Public Works Committee met this evening to hear Ordinance G-2009-36 as amended and it comes forward with a do-pass recommendation as amended.

Councilman John moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to adopt the Committee Reports and move these Ordinances and Resolutions to Third Reading.  Voice vote. So ordered. 

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

ORDINANCE G-2009-36 (as amended)
PUBLIC WORKS

         
         ADAMS
An Ordinance to vacate certain public ways or public places within the City of Evansville, Indiana, commonly known as a portion of Buchanan Road, Evansville, Indiana
Councilman Adams moved and Councilman Walker seconded the motion to adopt Ordinance 
G-2009-36 as amended and call the roll.

ROLL CALL

Ayes:  McGinn, Mosby, Bredhold, Robinson, Friend, Adams, John, Walker, Watts.

There being nine (9) ayes and zero (0) nays, Ordinance G-2009-36 as amended is hereby declared adopted.

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

RESOLUTION C-2010-1

FINANCE
  
 
                    
        FRIEND
A Resolution of the Common Council of the City of Evansville approving and authorizing certain actions and proceeding with respect to certain proposed economic development bonds.
Stan Wheeler:  All of this has gone on today and nobody has asked from the public if they had an opinion for or against this; Mr. Friend did not and you are going to vote on it now?

Councilman Friend:  That’s right I didn’t; you are absolutely correct. 

President Watts:  There was no public…

Councilman Friend:  We should have asked the public.

Stan Wheeler:  Nobody has asked and this is now the third reading which I assume you were going to vote on before the public opinion.

President Watts:  Yes, it was an oversight and I apologize to you.  Do you have comments that you would like to share?

Councilman John moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to suspend the rules and allow public comment.  

Stan Wheeler:  My name is Stan Wheeler and I live at 3800 Keck Avenue.  I am also a union carpenter.  This bond issue that you are talking about, correct me if I am wrong but it is going to cost the taxpayers $75,000 a year in tax revenue coming into the city?  The contractor stood up here and said he was open-shop; going to pay substandard wages in this area, so that means he will hire and bid this stuff out to people, pay them on a 1099.  You will lose tax money there rather than pay a standard wage, which you will have local union people here in the community working on this jobsite.  The contractor said there is no carpenter work on the exterior of the building and then he talked about re-roofing the whole building…it sounds to me like he doesn’t know what carpenter work is.  As a union carpenter and a taxpayer it seems that this is a non-profit deal somebody is going to make some money off of or they would not be doing it and they are asking us to cut tax revenue by $75,000 a year.  The work they are going to do I can almost guarantee that has to be licensed through the city that will be only thing done with standard wages in this area.  Thank you.
President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?  

Councilwoman Bredhold:  I do have a concern about the loss of tax revenue and I am sorry that I didn’t ask Tom Barnett while he was here during committee hearings about…why there is a greater benefit to this city to issue the bond?  Maybe another council member who has decided that they think it’s a greater benefit could explain to me, other than beyond just fixing up the apartment complex.

President Watts:  Mr. Wheeler you have certainly raised good points.

Stan Wheeler:  If you drive by the apartment complex they have been doing renovations to it.  The little overhangs that can’t lever out to the second story…

President Watts:  I am going to have to defer to Mr. Hamilton or Curt.

Councilwoman Bredhold:  It’s not unusual for us to have discussion sometimes when we vote.

President Watts:  No, I think we want to hold this…

Councilman John:  I would be hesitant to vote on this tonight with the new information we just received and the applicants not being here.  

Councilman John moved that Resolution C-2010-1 to be continued until January 25, 2010.   

President Watts:  If I cut you off, I apologize I was trying to give us more time.  
the motion to adopt Resolution C-2010-1 and call the roll.

Councilman John:  I don’t think it would be fair for this gentleman or the to the petitioner’s if there was a vote tonight.

President Watts:  It was an oversight I do apologize committees.  That is our mistake.  

Councilman Friend:  Stan, I realized that after I did it that I‘d had missed that.

Councilwoman Bredhold:  Thank you for pointing that out.

President Watts:  John, tell me how this works, just a motion and a second is all it requires and voice vote to hold it in committee?

John Hamilton:  Well not to hold it in committee, it would be third reading at your next meeting.

Councilman John moved and Councilman Adams seconded the motion to hold Resolution 

C-2010-1 until January 25, 2010.  Voice vote.  So ordered.  

President Watts:  Madam Clerk, would you please make sure to contact Marco DeLucio?  I can do that also and he can contact the rest of his group.  Thanks Stan; sorry about that.  

Councilman McGinn:  There has been some question why they are not here and I think possibly they misunderstood.  He did ask if we needed them.

President Watts:  Yeah, we did say go ahead and go.  It will be next week when we will go through it again.  The 25th; I apologize we are off next week.

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

RESOLUTION C-2010-2

           

              
  COUNCIL AS A WHOLE

A resolution proposing to participate in a reorganization
Councilman John moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to adopt Resolution 
C-2010-2 and call the roll.

ROLL CALL

Ayes:  McGinn, Mosby, Bredhold, Robinson, Friend, Adams, John, Walker, Watts.

Councilman McGinn:  I think just the discussion of how a committee gets appointed shows how complicated we are today.  I would strongly encourage everyone to vote for this.  Also, when the committee is appointed that some of these men and women that have years of experience on previous boards and panels be a part of that committee, it will absolutely save a lot of getting up to speed by rookies.  So yes, yes, yes.

Councilwoman Bredhold:  I am glad to have a small part of it, and aye.

There being nine (9) ayes and zero (0) nays, Resolution C-2010-2 is hereby declared adopted.

President Watts:  I would say as John mentioned that we will have 30 days from the time the Mayor signs it and Alberta certifies it to appoint the committee.  If you have ideas on members you’d like to see get those to either Alberta or myself.  He explained that it has to be in agreement between us and the commissioners, or the mayor and the commissioners.  I would like to have that done in maybe the next week or so.  If you can this week put some thought to it and submit some names.   

MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS

The next City Council Meeting will be held Monday, January 25, 2010 at 5:30 p.m.  

Committee Meetings will begin at 5:20 p.m.

City Council Board Appointments for 2010 

President Watts:  City Council board appointments I believe there are two that have been changed and Councilwoman Mosby can no longer serve on the Commission for the Homeless.  Do we know if that has to be a council member or can it be an appointment?  Has everyone else had time to review all the other appointments?  Anybody have questions on those?  It does have to be a City Council member.  Missy, when does that meet?

Councilwoman Mosby:  They meet the second or third Thursday at 10:30 a.m., and it conflicts with another meeting I have. 

President Watts:  Does that work for anyone?  Check your schedules if you can and let me know.  We will just leave that one.  Councilman Kniese is appointed to the WNIN Board.  Councilman McGinn do you want to take that one?  Don’t tell me tonight, we will find out when it meets and check that one.  Those two we will leave blank.  Are there any other questions about board appointments for 2010?  Any other changes by members?  We will come up with an appointment for the Commission on Homeless and the WNIN Board once we find out when those meet.  

Clerk Matlock:  Is Councilman Kniese going to be on the WNIN Board?

President Watts:  No that is going to be Councilman McGinn.  It would be awful hard to serve from Ohio.  

Clerk Matlock:  That’s what I meant.  I am sorry, but you’ve got me there now.  McGinn will be on the WNIN Board.

President Watts:  The Commission on Homeless we will wait and come up with an appointment.  

Clerk Matlock:  All right, what about the rest of this?

President Watts:  Everything else stays as is in the column on the left.  

Board



2010  Appointment



Term Expires
    
Area Plan Commission

Councilman Adams


December, 2010
 
Building Authority Trustee

Ralph Kissinger


June, 2010
 
Central Dispatch


Councilwoman Bredhold

December, 2010    
Legal Aid



Councilman John


December, 2010    
Museum Board


Councilman Friend


December, 2010   
Solid Waste Board


Councilwoman Mosby

December, 2010

WNIN Board



Councilman McGinn


December, 2010    
Construction & Roofing Review
Carl Shepherd 


 
December, 2010
Electrical Examiners Board

Jim Dewig



December, 2010
EMPO




Stephen Melcher, Jack Corn            
December, 2010
Evansville Redevelopment Comm.
Greg Elpers



December, 2010  






Kevin Kirkwood


December, 2010

Fire Merit Board


Jim Nunning, II


July 31, 2012        
Haynie’s Corner Art District

Heidi Krouse



December, 2010
Advisory Commission

Jill Kincade



December, 2010
Home Inspection Board

Bill Kattman 



December, 2010
Housing Trust Fund


Moreane Eakins


December, 2011





Luzada Hayes



December, 2011





Jeff Stratton



December, 2011





Lori Reed



December, 2011
Human Relations

            Marcus Watkins


December, 2010

              
John Herring



December, 2010
HVAC  



Steve Bryant 



December, 2010


ITAC




Randy Brown, Jr. 


December, 2010
MBE/WBE



James Mosley



December, 2010
Pigeon Creek Advisory

Wendy Bredhold


December, 2010


Police Merit Commission

Rev. Adrian Brooks


December, 2010
Social Status of 


Rev. Gerald Arnold


December, 2010
African/American Males

Brad Hill 



December, 2011
             
Rev. W.R. Brown, Jr.


December, 2011



Dr. Anthony Hall,


December, 2011





Moreane Eakins 


December, 2011
Anna Morrow-Owsley,

December, 2011  





Charles Hall



December, 2011





Watez Phelps



December, 2011  





Matory Bailey



December, 2011
Tree Advisory Board


Larry Caplan



December, 2011





David Ballew



December, 2011

Urban Enterprise Zone

Stephen Melcher

Mesker Park Zoo


Marty Friend



December, 2010
Councilman John moves and Councilman Friend seconds the motion to adopt the Board Appointments.  Voice vote.  So ordered.

President Watts:  Anything else under miscellaneous business?  

Councilwoman Bredhold:  I have noticed that the rezoning for Inland Marina has my name as if is in my ward, it’s not in my ward.  That should be Connie.  I am listed as the councilperson in the top right of that so.

President Watts:  Okay, we will fix it.  Anything else under miscellaneous business?  Anyone in the audience have anything under miscellaneous business?  Seeing none.

COMMITTEE REPORTS:

FINANCE COMMITTEE:



CHAIRMAN FRIEND

Nothing scheduled at this time.

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE: 

CHAIRMAN ADAMS

Re:
Ordinance G-2010-2



A petition to vacate that U-shaped 
Date:
January 25, 2010



Alley located in part of Block 3, 
Time:
5:20 p.m.




Eichel and Loewenthalls second 
Notify:
Krista Lockyear



addition to the City of Evansville
Re:
Ordinance G-2010-3



An ordinance vacating that portion 

Date:
February 8, 2010



of Sycamore Street located East of 

Time:
5:20 p.m.




New York Avenue and West of 

Notify:
Krista Lockyear



Kerth Avenue 

ASD COMMITTEE:



CHAIRWOMAN MOSBY

Re:
Ordinance G-2010-1



An ordinance amending Title 2,

Date:
January 25, 2010



Chapter, 155, Section 10 of the

Time:
5:25 p.m.




Evansville Municipal Code

Notify: Josh Mastison




regarding Central Dispatch Board

ADJOURNMENT

Councilman John moved and Councilwoman Mosby seconded the motion to adjourn.    
Voice Vote.  So Ordered.  Meeting adjourned at 6:55 p.m.

_______________________


________________________

 President




Alberta Matlock, City Clerk 
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