
    CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

February 8, 2010
The Honorable Council of the City of Evansville met on regular session at 5:30 p.m. on Monday, February 8, 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 Olivia Lockyear.  President Watts asked a scout troop to also lead the pledge with her.  

Councilwoman Mosby:  I have Olivia hear tonight for a very special reason.  Olivia has twice donated her hair to the Locks of Love.  I thought that it was a wonderful thing for a girl of her age to have done.  I wanted to recognize her for that and bring her in front of Council and let her join us tonight.  Would you like to tell us where you go to school?
Olivia Lockyear:  I go to Helfrich Park and I am in the seventh grade.

President Watts:  Thank you Olivia.

Fellow Councilmen and those in the audience, welcome to the February 8, 2010 meeting of the Common Council.

RECOGNITION OF SCHOOLS

TEEN ADVISORY COUNCIL

Clare Scheller, Cara Kuester, Mary Arnold, Lindsey Will, James Halle, Anna Hubers and Bryant Dawson.


COUNCIL ATTORNEY

John Hamilton is City Council Attorney this evening.

SERGEANT AT ARMS

This evening Officer LaFollette is our Sergeant at Arms. 

READING AND AMENDMENT OF MINUTES

Is there a motion to approve the minutes of the January 25, 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 25, 2009.  
Voice vote.  So ordered.

REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS

IN YOUR FEBRUARY 5th PACKET:

*Agenda for the February 8, 2010 City Council Meeting.

*City Council Committee Meeting Schedule.

*City Council Minutes from January 25, 2010.

*A copy of a letter from Marco DeLucio regarding Resolution C-2010-1.

*Minutes and Agenda for January 26, 2010 EFD Advisory Committee.

*Legal Aid Society 2009 4th Quarter Annual Program Statistics.

 *Ordinances G-2010-4 and F-2010-1.

*Rezoning Ordinance R-2010-2.

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

*G-2010-3 Vacation Studies and Return Receipts.

*Schedule of February board meetings.

ON YOUR DESK THIS EVENING:

*A copy of a memo from George Fithian regarding vacation entitlements.

*A copy of an e-mail from Marco DeLucio regarding Stonehedge Apartments.
*Evansville Fire Department Advisory Committee Final Report.
*Resolution C-2010-3.
Councilman John moved and Councilwoman Mosby 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:  We will defer from regular business.  We have a motion of continuance on 

C-2010-1.  Marco?

Marco DeLucio:  Marco DeLucio; I am here on behalf of AMH Abbey Court.  We are again requesting a two week extension or continuance to have the final and third reading on the proposed resolution for revenue bonds.  We mentioned at the last meeting that we were going to try to meet with the neighbors and unfortunately we were not able to schedule until tomorrow night.  The reason for the continuance is that we want an opportunity to meet and discuss this with the neighbors to see if we can come to some sort of resolution on certain issues.

President Watts:  Are there any neighbors here who are not aware of the meeting tomorrow night?  If you would Marco, do you care to stop just outside to maybe catch them up on what is going on?  

Marco DeLucio:  For members of the council and those present the meeting is at 6:30 p.m. tomorrow night at the Carousel restaurant out near the property.  Mike Petrie from AMH Abbey Court will be there to make a presentation, listen and discuss the issues.  

President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?   It has been most cases when there has been a continuance being requested, especially since we asked them to meet with the neighbors and tomorrow is the first that they could meet, that it is customary to do this.  With that I would entertain a motion for a continuance.

Councilman McGinn:  I know there are some people here that I recognize from a previous neighborhood meeting, could we recognize the people that are here?

President Watts:  Certainly, if you are here for Abbey Court please stand up.  Are all of you aware of the meeting tomorrow night?  If you have any questions he is going to wait outside and answer those for you.  Thank you very much.
Councilwoman Mosby moved and Councilman John seconded the motion to continue Resolution C-2010-1 until February 22, 2010 at 5:30 p.m.  Voice vote.  So ordered.  

CONSENT AGENDA

FIRST READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

ORDINANCE G-2010-4

A.S.D.
           

              
                     MOSBY

An ordinance amending Chapter 10.15 of the Evansville Municipal Code (Parking Fines)

ORDINANCE F-2010-1

FINANCE                 

                                FRIEND
An ordinance of the Common Council of the City of Evansville authorizing transfers of appropriations, additional appropriations and repeal and re-appropriation of funds for various city funds
ORDINANCE R-2010-2

TO APC                             R-2, R-4, CO-2,& C-1 TO C-4  

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 701-721 Columbia, 813-819 First Avenue and 812-820 Oakley Street

Petitioner:

Otha Warren

Owners:

A. H. Patch, Inc.;RMD Real Estate, LLC; John H. Smith;




Patricia Stanley, Trustee under the Illini Property Trust;




Robert A. Bohrer; D&P, LLC; James McGraw;

Scott D. Wilson, D.C.; Scott D. & Linda S.Wilson

Representative:
Andy Easley Engineering, Inc.

District:

B.J. Watts, Ward 6

Councilwoman Robinson 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-2009-16

FROM APC       
    C-4 with modified restrictions to 

                                                                           

      
      C-4  without restrictions

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as Expressway Dodge 5531 E. Indiana Street

Petitioner:

Expressway Dodge

Owner:


Robert J. Bulkley

Representative:


District:

Wendy Bredhold, Ward 3

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

ORDINANCE R-2009-17

FROM APC            


 
 C-1  TO  R-1  

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 2012 Graham Avenue, Evansville, Indiana

Petitioner:

Irene Martin

Owner:


Same

Representative:
Douglas S. Walton, Atty.

District:

Missy Mosby, Ward 2

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

Councilman Friend moved and Councilwoman Mosby 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-2009-16

FROM APC       
    C-4 with modified restrictions to 

                                                                           

      
      C-4  without restrictions

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as Expressway Dodge 5531 E. Indiana Street

Petitioner:

Expressway Dodge

Scott Elpers:  My name is Scott Elpers and I am with Custom Sign.  What we are asking for is to allow for a 35 foot pole sign and 25 foot parking lot lighting.  I think the city ordinance is actually 50 feet, however we adopted the ordinance back when there was residential property around that area which is no longer there.  All of the adjoining properties have higher signage and higher lighting, and we just want to be a little more visible than what we are.  

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?  I would note that it comes forward with a nine to zero do-pass recommendation for Area Plan Commission.  
Councilman John moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to adopt Ordinance 
R-2009-16 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-2009-16 is hereby declared adopted.
REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ZONING ORDINANCES

ORDINANCE R-2009-17

FROM APC            


 C-1  TO  R-1  

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 2012 Graham Avenue, Evansville, Indiana

Petitioner:

Irene Martin

Doug Walton:  Doug Walton; I am the attorney for Irene Martin.  This was a unanimous pass with the APC and I hope we have similar success this evening.  This real estate was constructed circa 1957.  It has been occupied by Irene Martin since its construction.  This real estate for some bizarre reason was zoned C-1 in the very beginning.  Mrs. Martin has a sale pending on this home.  She is approximately 90 years old and she has purchased a home down in Dakota, Georgia and she intends to move there.  The bank will not release the funds for the loan to close unless and until the home is rezoned residential, because if there were a catastrophe or the home was destroyed obviously as a commercial zoning it could not be rebuilt as a residential dwelling.  So I respectfully request that this be passed and she be allowed to rezone to residential.  

President Watts:  We see this a lot in the 50’s they just took blocks and blocks and made them into C-1, that will be C-4, this will be C-3 and…

Doug Walton:  It is on the cusp of some commercial properties.  It is near the Pollack and Weinbach area so you do have some businesses in that vicinity.

Councilwoman Mosby:  I would just like to add that this is in my ward and I have not received any information from any remonstrators on this. 

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.  
Councilman Walker moved and Councilwoman Mosby seconded the motion to adopt Ordinance
 R-2009-17 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-2009-17 is hereby declared adopted.
CONSENT AGENDA

SECOND READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

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

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

COMMITTEE REPORTS:

A.S.D. COMMITTEE:



CHAIRWOMAN MOSBY

Councilwoman Mosby:  Mr. President, your A.S.D. Committee met this evening to hear Ordinance G-2010-1 and it comes forward with a do-pass recommendation.
PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE:


CHAIRMAN ADAMS

Councilman Adams Mr. President, your Public Works Committee met this evening and we are tabling Ordinance G-2010-3 until a later date.
Councilwoman Robinson moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to adopt the Committee Reports and move this Ordinance to Third Reading.  Voice vote. So ordered. 

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

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

Councilman John moved and Councilwoman Bredhold seconded the motion to adopt Ordinance 
G-2010-1 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-2010-1 is hereby declared adopted.

RESOLUTION DOCKET

RESOLUTION C-2010-3

                 

              


          
 
A Resolution to forward the recommendations of the Fire Advisory Committee

President Watts:  Councilman John.

Councilman John:  As everyone is aware for the past few months this council had appointed a committee to study and review various options regarding Hose Houses 10 and 14.  They have met on seven separate occasions, spent countless hours and several thousand dollars to find out in their opinion would be best for the City of Evansville.  The committee has come back with two recommendations both of which recommend leaving the houses open but in different ways.  Since we appointed the committee and they came with these recommendations I requested the Council Attorney to draft a resolution for these recommendations from the advisory committee to be sent to the Safety Board, who will be the ultimate decision maker in this issue.  I think each council member did get a copy e-mailed to them and there is one on their desk this evening.  

President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?  Seeing none.  Sean.
Sean Ogelsby:  Sean Ogelsby; Vice-President of Fire Fighters Local 357.  I wanted to make a few statements about this.  First of all, I wanted to thank the City Council for forming a committee to investigate the facts of the issue of station closures.  When the facts began to change I was especially glad that the committee was formed to investigate the issues.  I would like to thank those that served on the committee and the people that took time to come to learn about our job.  As you have minutes from all these meetings, we feel these facts speak for themselves, but with that said there is one fact that I would like to bring to the attention of the of the council.  The facilitators of the committee were using check off charts to narrow the options down to hopefully one.  Of the eight person committee they narrowed the options and three times the favorite option came up to build, man and equip a new station.  When we narrowed the three options the favorite was still to build, man and equip a new station.  Another option was to leave the stations as they currently are and move Rescue One to 16 to begin responding to the deficient area on the southeast side.  The last option was to move Engines 10 and 14 putting recue squads in those stations to cover a part of the current runs.  Before the last meeting the facilitators asked us to try to compromise our positions and give them a recommendation that we could live with.  The people on the committee who would like the stations to remain open knew that the Chief was being firm about moving apparatus, and seeing the options that were left we decided the middle ground was to leave stations, manned as they are, moving Rescue One to 16 to begin addressing the southeast side deficiency and at that point we pretty much all agreed that this is the middle ground.  I now wish that we would have stuck to build, man and equip a new station as our recommendation, because when we move the middle ground, their side pretty much stuck.  Your two recommendations could have had the same common ground which we previously spoke of.  Earlier I spoke of our job and our job is the business of saving lives.  When a number of the membership asked me to lead this fight against station closures this was the driving concern.  We know that if we could keep these stations open with current apparatus we will be saving lives.  The taxpayers that you and I serve expect us to save lives and I would like to ask you all to help us do our job by keeping the stations open as they are to save lives.  We truly don’t understand why we have to fight to be able to simply do our job.  I disagree with the council not having any influence over this issue as you are the financial body of this city.  The Chief is saying what he needs to do is put ladder trucks on the east side and you are the ones with the responsibility to come up with the funds to make this happen.  The taxpayers that elected you do not want you to reduce their coverage to provide to other parts of the city.  We do not move the sewer or street lights, and therefore you should not allow for this safety equipment to be moved.  Thank you very much.

President Watts:  Are there any questions by members of council?    
Councilman Walker:  No, but I have a comment.  I also have a resolution I would like to present tonight on this subject.  I won’t be able to read it all, but I also have one that would like to present here.  
President Watts:  Since we are in one now, we will go through this one, and then you can do yours. Is that okay?
Councilman Walker:  Well it’s fine, unless you want to tack them together.  
Councilman Adams:  You can amend this uh…

Councilman Walker:   I can amend his or ours?  

Councilman Adams:  You can amend this resolution that is on the floor right now if you wish to.

Councilman Walker:  I would like to amend it to this one.

Councilman Adams:  So you are amending the initial resolution?

Councilman Walker:  Yes, if possible.  I am not that verse on…

Councilman Adams:  Oh, it is possible.  It’s part of the Robert’s Rules of Order.  

Councilman Walker:  Okay.

John Hamilton:  You can make a motion to amend.  You cannot have two resolutions in the same discussion.  

Councilman Adams:  Yeah, excuse me.  

President Watts:  You understand that we are supporting both recommendations?

Councilman Walker:  Why yes, I understand that…fine.  I would like to pass mine, but I will let you people read it.  I can read the copy myself.  

Councilman McGinn:  May I add something on this also, Mr. President?
President Watts:  Certainly.

Councilman McGinn:  I spoke briefly with some you.  Some people I have spent a considerable amount of time talking to over the past five or six weeks.  I know the gist of the resolution proposed by Councilman Walker, and I am fully in favor of it.  I believe this body is the representatives of the people of this city and should take a position for or against the closing of these stations and not submit a recommendation that does not take a point.  We should state our positions, we should vote whether we are for or against these rather than send a document to a body that may have the power to do whatever it pleases.  It doesn’t give our views.  It says to a committee that we can’t make up our minds, but as a body as a whole this council has not had the opportunity or the chance to tell the public and to tell that committee what this council’s position is and not the committee.  

Councilman John:  Each council member has the opportunity to do that at the Safety Board; they can appear, they can give their recommendation and their stance on it.  My concern is that we had a committee that we appointed and I would hate to look at half of that committee and say I know your recommendation carries as much weight as the other but I am not going to pay attention to yours.  That is why I have done this resolution that the committee’s recommendations, the two of them, go forward for options for the Safety Board.

Councilman McGinn:  I appreciate that.  I am not saying that half the committee is right and half of it is wrong.  I want the opportunity to vote on this as a City Councilman and I think we all should.  Not on the committees reports, but I want to give my opinion on whether or not these stations should stay open.  

Councilman John:  You can and you have.  

Councilman McGinn:  I think his amendment, if Mr. Walker’s is read into the record we could look at that as an amendment and it would eliminate one of the alternatives selected by the committee.  If it takes a motion to allow him to amend or second, I…

President Watts:  John would like to look at it.  Council if I may, there are people on that committee that know ten times more than we will ever know about fighting fires because they do it for a living.  So that is why I have a problem, I am not an expert at this.  I don’t know what should be where.  Since we are not the ultimate body in this they need to take their stance up with the Safety Board who will make that decision.  That is why I think passing on both recommendations which is what we were asked to do, to form a committee and we did that, I think it is unfair to say to either side thank you for your time but we are not going to listen to what you are going to say. 
Councilman McGinn:  If it is put that way that does appear to be unfair, but that is not what I am getting at.  We know the committees position on this, it is listed in the document in the committee report.  Half of the committee said this and half said that.  I believe in addition to that this body has some authority and we are the legal representatives of the voters of this county who have received input other than what was received by the committee members.  So as the legislative body and representatives of the people I feel incumbent upon us as a council to make our positions known.   
President Watts:  There has been a motion to amend to Councilman Walker’s resolution.  Do we…

John Hamilton:  Are there enough copies for everyone?  I think everyone needs to read it.  This is the first opportunity I have had to read it and…

Councilwoman Mosby:  Yes, this is the first opportunity I have to read it too.  

John Hamilton:  It also provides for an additional study group and another fire advisory…

President Watts:  Folks we are not going to yell from the audience.

John Hamilton:  So it’s more than just a resolution in favor of something.  
Councilman Adams:  Madam Clerk, can you do me a favor?  I don’t feel great tonight, would you be kind enough to read into the record this amended motion?

President Watts:  This is the proposed amendment to Resolution C-2010-3.

Clerk Matlock:  Ladies and Gentlemen, I am about to read the proposed amendment.

A RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF MAINTAINING THE STATUS QUO OF THE PRESENT FIRE STATIONS UNTIL ONE YEAR’S DATA 

ON THE VARIOUS CHANGES ARE IN PLACE

WHEREAS, Stations #10 & #14 are two of the busiest fire stations in the City, with run totals of approximately 1000 runs per year and 700 runs per year, respectively.

WHEREAS, Station #10 serves roughly 8000 homes; Station #14 serves approximately 6000 homes and an additional 4000 students; and that the “deficient” area identified on the Southeast side of the City serves no more than 200 homes, requiring less than 10 dispatched Fire Department runs per year.

WHEREAS, the redistribution of fire equipment to existing fire stations, which was recommended by the Fire Department administration, will neither address nor improve the stated fire service response time or geographic deficiencies on the Southeast side.

WHEREAS, by removing equipment from Station #10 and Station #14, the response time from these two fire stations to their surrounding core areas may go up as much as two or more minutes, resulting in an unacceptable reduction in fire service for the taxpayers in these areas.

WHEREAS, in some of the older surrounding neighborhoods, which would be negatively effected by these changes, a two-minute increase in response time could result in a one-house fire spreading to two or more adjacent houses due to the age, flammability and the proximity of the structures.

WHEREAS, there was no consensus by the Fire Advisory Committee on the accuracy or reliability of the data or logic used to justify shutting down these stations or assigning only Rescue Squads to these stations.

WHEREAS, by manning these stations with only Rescue Squads, the firefighters assigned to these apparatus may have to wait more than two minutes after their arrival at a burning structure for the arrival of water carrying fire engine support, forcing them to either wait outside the structure and not address immediate rescue needs or incur greater risk to their own lives by entering the burning building without hoseline support.

WHEREAS, as they are currently staffed and equipped, Rescue Squads will require additional fire trucks to be dispatched to insure that enough manpower and equipment is on scene to adequately address the majority of emergency runs to which they will be called upon to respond, thus resulting in even larger gaps in coverage throughout the city limits.

WHEREAS, staffing and equipping these proposed, relocated Rescue Squads to allow them to more capably address the majority of emergency runs they will be called upon to respond would require expenditures on personnel overtime and additional fire equipment which could potentially cost City taxpayers hundreds of thousands of dollars.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by The Evansville City Council as follows:
a. That in light of the potential for fire station equipment changes to endanger firefighters and/or decrease public safety response to certain areas of the City, none of the manpower or apparatus moves suggested by the Fire Department Administration should be made.  

b. That a study group be created to help determine a long-term strategy to provide fire protection to our growing city.  This group should consist of representatives from the Evansville Fire Department Administration (EFD), non-administrative members of the EFD, individuals appointed by Firefighter’s Local 357, and individuals from other City agencies that may be affected by decisions within the fire department (e.g., Water Department, Public Works, Evansville Police Department, etc.).   Members of the public in effected areas may also be asked to provide input or serve as members of this study group.

c. That the study group review data to help determine what, if any, changes need to be made to the existing EFD structure, facilities, or apparatus to meet the fire protection needs of our growing city.  This data should include, but not be limited to:  apparatus response times, run volume, types of emergency runs, projected progressive increases of revenue from annexed areas, impacts of an improving or worsening economy, new sources of grants and all revenue sources for public safety.

d. That NFPA 1710 be studied completely during this period so that its complex recommendations can be fully understood.

e. That adoption of all or any part of NFPA 1710 should be done with the understanding that the recommendations within that standard address minimum acceptable standards, and that the citizens of Evansville both deserve and expect for the city to provide public safety services that exceed those minimum standards. 

f. That the City Council not be asked to support NFPA 1710 until they have had a full explanation of its potential impacts on our community, including any financial and public safety delivery issues that may result from adopting all or portions of that standard. 

g. That another fire advisory committee be reconvened in a year to review the results of this study and make recommendations to the City Council. 

A copy of this Resolution shall be sent to the Evansville City Fire Administration, The Mayor and Firefighters Union 357.

John Hamilton:  I have a comment after hearing it read. I am not sure I understand the motion if it is an amendment…I am not sure it’s an amendment.  It appears to be a completely separate and different resolution.  You would have to specifically say what part of the other one you are keeping and what…
President Watts:  Can we vote on separate ones?

John Hamilton:  Well that would be my recommendation.  I don’t understand what you are amending other than throwing out one and replace it with a second.  In that case it is a separate resolution.  

President Watts:  C-2010-4, can we do that as of right now John?

John Hamilton:  Yes, the Clerk can assign it as a separate number.

President Watts:  Can you assign it as C-2010-4?  We had three and now we have four.

Clerk Matlock:  Yes I can.

Councilman John:  I do have one question for you Don; I mentioned how mine came about…who drafted this?  There are a lot of facts, figures and assumptions in here and I am just curious where they came from.

Councilman Adams:  I did.  I spent the last four months studying this and one of the most frustrating things about this committee is that questions were asked and answers were not given.  It just was a very frustrating thing to ask, and the public asked questions too, and answers were selectively not given.  It was very frustrating for the last four months.  I went into this committee honestly skeptical, but hoping that I would be able to be convinced with the logic that would be brought forth about how this is coming.  It wasn’t there.  This is why I just spent time going over my notes after the study of the last four months putting this all together and trying to come forth with something that I thought made sense from this.  It has not been easy. 
Councilman John:  I am curious if it increases the liability with some of the statements in there.

John Hamilton:  Either resolution, if you pass either one of them, you are adopting the facts in the whereas clauses, as well as the resolution.  

President Watts:  So your fear is…

Councilman John:  One of my fears is if we are saying that it is increasing time and it increases liability that if for some reason this is not done, or even if it is done, that it increases liability on the city’s part because there will be constructive knowledge of what could occur if we adopt this.  
John Hamilton:  Someone could certainly try to use it for that purpose.  

President Watts:  Well, we have two resolutions on the floor.

Councilman Adams:  Well let me just ask the point, is there anyone in the audience who wants to challenge these facts?  

Councilman John:  I am not challenging the facts.  I am just saying that some of the comments in there are saying if we do this then we are putting the city and residents at risk, increasing response time and some other comments that could fall back and bite us.  

President Watts:  Okay, we have two resolutions on the floor.  We have C-2010-3 and C-2010-4.  C-2010-3 forwards on both recommendations from the hose houses.  Madam Clerk, would you please call the roll on…I am sorry a motion from…

Councilman John moved and Councilwoman Mosby seconded the motion to adopt Resolution 

C-2010-3 and call the roll.

President Watts:  This is the resolution that was sponsored that sends both recommendations forward to the Safety Board.  Everybody on the same page?  Okay.  Madam Clerk, please call the roll.

Councilman McGinn:  When can we discuss these though?  Isn’t it usual after a resolution is presented that there is discussion?

President Watts:  I asked for questions, but if you have something.

Councilman McGinn:  I don’t have questions, but I have something’s to say.  I know that the rules of the City Council state that if you are discussing a vote that you are allowed one minute, but you are also allowed five minutes if you are discussing the math.

President Watts:  As you vote feel free to say anything about it.  
Councilman McGinn: To save some time Madam Clerk, my comments pertinent to both against this resolution and for the next resolution so if you would, rather than me repeat myself, if you would let the record reflect that these comments are adopted and incorporated into the second resolution also.  Does that make sense?

Clerk Matlock:  Yes sir.

ROLL CALL

Ayes:   Mosby, Bredhold, Robinson, Friend, John, Watts.

Nays:   McGinn, Adams, Walker.
Councilman McGinn:  I do thank the committee and all the people who gave their time there.  I also want to thank the Chief and his staff.  Chief Jarboe spent as much time as I wanted with him, he also offered more time if I needed it.  I know he did the same for other people.  I know he believes in his plan for his reasons.  He has spent as much time on it as those who are against the plan.  Chief, I thank you for your courtesy and your time. I was at every one of these meetings; I didn’t miss a minute of these because I wanted to be well aware of what was going on.  I went into these meetings with a pre-existing opinion that I was against the stations being closed.  I was hoping that there would be something that would convince me that I should change my mind.  I would like to tell you what I have gleaned from this.  First of all, response time is extremely important in this city and to the Fire Department.  To give you an idea how important it is Ms. Lockyear continued her street vacation today because Chief Weaver wanted to have an easement so the fire trucks could get through that alley she is proposing to vacate because the delay into the hydrants is an increase in response time.  I read in between the lines that this is unacceptable to the Fire Department.  The plan that the Chief has talked about several times, this is step one of a plan.  He has viewed this Fire Department as an ever changing animal that constantly has to be tweaked every time there is a change.  I agree with that, but the Chief is asking that we vote to close two fire stations as step one of a plan, and we don’t know the rest of the plan.  I submit that it is impossible at this time to determine, to make that plan.  The timing is wrong to do anything and I say that for several reasons.  One, no matter how many times I listen to everyone, how much research I did or how many calls I made the bottom line of this is response time to the homes around Stations 10 and 14 has increased.  Bottom line, there is no decrease in response time to any building in the City of Evansville, if we close these two stations.  No decrease.  Why are we doing this?  I don’t know what the overall plan is, but there are certain items and certain documents that tell me what part of it is.  Number one, the eastside and the westside annexation clearly call for services to be provided to the annexed areas within one year and capital improvements within three years.  They also state that each one of those, the westside fiscal plan and the eastside fiscal plan state $1.6 million will be spent on a fire station.  I don’t know the location of that station that should be decided before we close 10 and 14 by the way.  There is no money whatsoever for new fire fighters.  One reason I can glean they want to close these stations is to spread the fire fighters around so that we can cover the annexed areas without having to hire new fire fighters.  If it is a valid reason we deserve and should know that.  If it is a financial reason, we can outweigh this financial crisis.  I know we can because things are getting better. The other thing is that all things being equal everyone should have the same response time.  The Chief’s plan wants to have minimal response times for everybody.  I submit that all things are not equal.  The homes on the eastside of town have side yard restrictions and set back lines; 25 feet on the side of house on the far eastside is not so you can park your Winnebago or have a garden.  It is because of a building code and a fire safety code that prevents the house next door from catching on fire if mine catches on fire.  The houses around 10 and 14 were built under building codes that have long expired.  They did not have flammability standards for wallboard, they are dried, they are tendered, and they are three feet apart and if anyone has walked in that neighborhood when there is a wind blowing it is a wind tunnel, which adds oxygen to the fire.  By increasing the response time to the homes in 10 and 14 by even two minutes a single-family dwelling could become three, five or seven.  I believe no one in this audience can contradict me on that.  So we are increasing risk to some people; we are not decreasing risk to anyone else.  Our fire protection is sufficient.  This Council twice in the past year, both times when Chief Jarboe was on this Council votes and said that our fire protection is good.  We are within the National Fire Protection’s Safety Act 1710, because within four minutes from the initial dispatch we have a still unit on presence, we have a fire suppression apparatus there within eight minutes 90% of the time.  That is the standard that we comply with.  This body approved that because we said it’s good enough for our city, its good enough for the eastside and westside annexation.  It is in the fiscal plans that this body adopted.  So if it’s good enough then, good enough for the people that we are going to take into the city then why isn’t it good enough for the 200 houses in New Haven and the few in this other area?  I recognize that improvement of the Fire Department is something that we all should strive for and the Fire Department personnel that want to do that I commend and applaud you.  But by reducing services to one area so that we cannot increase services to the other area, not only is it not logical, but it is unkindly.  If we do step one of this plan right now, what is going to happen if the township trustees are voted out in the next election?  There is over $1 million of money that is paid to either McCutchanville or Knight Township to the city millions of dollars in fire protection and several stations that will have to be considered if township trustees are voted out on a referendum.  We are going to have to re-do the plan if that happens.  We are going to have to re-do the plan if our consolidation effort also calls for the same thing.  I think the second resolution to leave things as they are until we can figure out if we will have more tax money, going to consolidate, going to eliminate volunteer fire departments and then have a bigger burden to provide for them.  I think we should wait for that.  I am not in favor of reducing services.  So on this I vote no on the recommendation with two alternatives.

Councilwoman Mosby:  I guess I am confused as to what we are voting on.  Am I voting on C-2010-3 right now or am I voting on both of them?

Clerk Matlock:  Yes, just three.

Councilwoman Mosby:  Just three?

Clerk Matlock:  Just three.

Councilwoman Mosby:  Okay.

Councilwoman Bredhold:  I am sorry I was just discussing with Councilman McGinn whether this resolution necessarily contradicts this resolution since I have only just taken a look at this, I am not sure that it does.  As the co-chair of this committee and someone who is wrapping up seven weeks of work I vote aye to send these recommendations onto the committee. 

President Watts:  Before I vote I do have to thank Councilwoman Mosby and Councilwoman Bredhold for chairing this committee, as well as, Dan Adams, Keith Jarboe, John Riggs, Dan Brown, Shawn Ogelsby and Ken Zuber.  Anytime that you take on an effort like this and commit your time it is commendable.  Those sides didn’t always agree and I do hope some good things came of it, with that I vote aye.

There being six (6) ayes and three (3) nays, Resolution C-2010-3 is hereby declared adopted.

RESOLUTION C-2010-4





         

     WALKER 
A resolution in support of maintaining the status quo of the present fire stations until one year’s data on the various changes are in place

Councilman Walker moved and Councilman McGinn seconded the motion to adopt Resolution C-2010-4 and call the roll.

ROLL CALL

Ayes:  McGinn, Bredhold, Adams, Walker.

Nays:  Mosby, Robinson, Friend, John, Watts.

Councilman McGinn:  For reasons previously stated and incorporated by reference, yes.
Councilwoman Bredhold:  This simply reiterates my position on the council with the recommendation that I passed onto the Safety Board in my vote just a moment ago, and so I vote yes.

Councilman Adams:  I vote yes; I will be glad to sit on the committee a year from now and I will even chair it.  

There being four (4) ayes and five (5) nays, Resolution C-2010-4 is hereby declared denied.

MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS
There will not be a City Council meeting next Monday, February 15, 2010.  The next City Council meeting will be Monday, February 22, 2010 at 5:30 p.m.  Committee Meetings begin at 5: 20 p.m.
COMMITTEE REPORTS:

FINANCE COMMITTEE:



CHAIRMAN FRIEND

Re:
F-2010-1




Authorizing transfers of 
Date:
February 22, 2010



appropriations, additional 
Time:
5:20 p.m.




appropriations and repeal and 
Notify:
Jenny Collins




re-appropriation of funds for 
various city funds

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE: 

CHAIRMAN ADAMS

Nothing scheduled at this time.

ASD COMMITTEE:



CHAIRWOMAN MOSBY

Re: 
Ordinance G-2010-4



An ordinance amending Chapter 
Date:
February 22, 2010



10.15 of the Evansville Municipal 
Time:
5:25 p.m.




Code (Parking Fines)
Notify:
John Hamilton
Youth Leadership Grant Meeting - Chairman Watts

Date:
Monday, February 22, 2010 

Time:
4:00 p.m.

Room:
318

Members:  Mc Ginn, Walker, Bredhold, Friend

Youth Sports Grant Meeting – Chairwoman Robinson

Date:
Wednesday, February 24, 2010

Time:
4:00 p.m.

Room:
301

Members: Mosby, Watts, Mc Ginn, Adams
ADJOURNMENT

Councilwoman Mosby moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to adjourn.    
Voice Vote.  So Ordered.  Meeting adjourned at 6:25 p.m.

_______________________


________________________

 President




Alberta Matlock, City Clerk 
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