
    CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

July 12, 2010
The Honorable Council of the City of Evansville met on regular session at 5:30 p.m. on Monday, July 12, 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, John, Walker, and Watts.
Absent:  Adams
There being eight (8) members present and one (1) member absent and eight (8) 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 Councilman McGinn.
Fellow Councilmen and those in the audience, welcome to the July 12, 2010 meeting of the Common Council.

COUNCIL ATTORNEY

John Hamilton is City Council Attorney this evening.

SERGEANT AT ARMS

This evening there Officer McQuay is our Sergeant at Arms. 

READING AND AMENDMENT OF MINUTES

Is there a motion to approve the minutes of the June 28, 2010 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 June 28, 2010.  
Voice vote.  So ordered.

REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS

IN YOUR JULY 9TH  PACKET:

*City Council Agenda for July 12, 2010 meeting.

*Committee Meeting Schedule.

*Minutes from June 28, 2010 City Council Meeting.

*Ordinances F-2010-8 and F-2010-9.

*Rezoning Ordinances R-2010-6, R-2010-7, R-2010-8, and R-2010-9.

*Amended Rezoning Ordinance R-2010-4 with Use and Development.

*Legal Aid Society Financial Statements 2009 and 2008.

*Copy of an e-mail regarding Vigo County park department eliminating four full-time 

  positions.

*A letter from Making Cities Livable Conferences.

*June 2010 Evansville Redevelopment Commission Meeting Minutes.

*May 2010 Financial Report.

ON YOUR DESK THIS EVENING:

*Area Plan Commission letter regarding Ordinance R-2010-4.

*Notice for the next Traveling City Hall Meeting July 15, 2010.

*A copy of an E-mail from Jerry Kennedy regarding funding for sewers and storm water 

  system.

*A memorandum from Thomas Barnett regarding the capture of 2010 TIF.  
*City Ordinance 10.10.190 Operation of mini-bikes.

Councilwoman Bredhold:  I have a question for Madam Clerk.  We also had Chapter 10.10 of the City Code on the Operation of mini-bikes with no explanation of why?

Clerk Matlock:  Councilwoman Bredhold we have a gentleman that is here tonight and there seems to be a, uhm…John do you want to jump in here?

John Hamilton:  You just mentioned that when I asked you about it that he was going to speak to us on this issue, so I guess we will find out under miscellaneous.  

Clerk Matlock:  Yes on this issue that is why it is here.

President Watts:  So we need to add that to “on our desk.”

Clerk Matlock:  Uh-huh. 

Councilwoman Mosby moved and Councilwoman Bredhold seconded the motion to receive, file and make these reports and communications a part of the minutes of the meeting. 
Voice vote.  So ordered. 
CONSENT AGENDA

FIRST READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

ORDINANCE F-2010-8

      FINANCE
                                
        FRIEND

An Ordinance of the Common Council of the City of Evansville authorizing transfers of appropriations, additional appropriations and repeal and re-appropriations of funds for various city funds 

ORDINANCE F-2010-9

      FINANCE
                                
        FRIEND

An Ordinance of the Common Council of the City of Evansville authorizing transfer, 

re-appropriations and additional appropriations of funds within a city department (DMD)

ORDINANCE R-2010-6

TO APC              

               
   C-4 to CO-2 

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 1706 Pollack Avenue

Petitioner:

James A. Haynes

Owners:

Patrick Haynes

Representative:
Rebecca Mason

District:

B.J. Watts, Ward 6

ORDINANCE R-2010-7

TO APC              

                 
      C-4 to R-4 

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 500 – 506 SE Tenth Street

Petitioner:

The Michaels Development Company

Owners:

Evansville Housing Authority

Representative:
Krista B. Lockyear

District:

Connie Robinson, Ward 4

ORDINANCE R-2010-8

TO APC              

                
     M-3 to R-4 

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 1437-1505 N. Third Avenue

Petitioner:

Evansville Housing Authority

Owners:

Robert L. Hart, III and Mary Hart

Representative:
Krista B. Lockyear

District:

B.J. Watts, Ward 6
ORDINANCE R-2010-9

TO APC              

                 
      C-2 to C-4

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 6225 Waterford and 849 Kimber Lane

Petitioner:

Aaron Kindall

Owners:

Lotfi Hadad (Evansville Medical Building B LLC)

Representative:
Aaron Kindall

District:

Wendy Bredhold, Ward 3

Councilman John 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-2010-5

FROM APC             


     
      R-1 to C-1 

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 5400 N. First Avenue

Petitioner:

Evansville Vanderburgh School Corporation

Owners:

Same

Representative:
Pat Tuley

District:

John Friend, Ward 5

This petition comes forward with a recommendation for approval from the Area Plan Commission, having 11 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-2010-5

FROM APC             


      
      R-1 to C-1 

An Ordinance to Rezone Certain Real Estate in the City of Evansville, State of Indiana, more commonly known as 5400 N. First Avenue

Petitioner:

Evansville Vanderburgh School Corporation
Marco DeLucio:  My name is Marco DeLucio.  I am here this evening on behalf of the Evansville Vanderburgh School Corporation; and with me is Paul Neidig.  The purpose of this rezoning is to rezone approximately 50 square feet of real estate along First Avenue immediately adjacent to the existing sign at Central High School.  EVSC is going to be removing an existing sign and putting up an electronic message board and the city ordinance requires that area to be rezoned a C-4, which we are asking for this evening.   We have a use and development commitment that limits use strictly to the message board for EVSC.  I’ve talked to several neighbors that have called to ask questions about it and once they understood what it was I don’t think there is any opposition to this.  We would request your approval of this rezoning request.  Mr. Neidig and I are happy to answer any questions that you may have.  

President Watts:  Any questions by members of Council?  Anyone in the audience that would like to speak either for or against this?

Councilwoman Bredhold:  I was just thinking, isn’t the current sign a gift from a certain graduating class?  It says a gift of…what happens to that class’s gift to the school?  

Marco DeLucio:  I don’t have a clue.  Maybe Mr. Neidig can answer that question.  

Paul Neidig:  We’ve contacted the people and the intent is we are going to put a plaque on the new sign that still acknowledges that original gift from that class that gave the sign.  

President Watts:  Thanks Paul.  Any other questions?  

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

R-2010-5 and call the roll.

ROLL CALL

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

Absent:  Adams 

There being eight (8) ayes and zero (0) nays, Ordinance R-2010-5 is hereby declared adopted.

CONSENT AGENDA

SECOND READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS

ORDINANCE G-2010-17

      A.S.D.

                
         
         MOSBY

An ordinance amending Ordinance G-2009-30, Granting Certificates of Convenience and Necessity for the Operation of Taxicabs for the Year 2010 (Dave’s Taxi Service)

ORDINANCE F-2010-7

     FINANCE
 (FRIEND)             
         
         MOSBY 

An Ordinance to amend the sewer rates and charges for the City of Evansville, Indiana

RESOLUTION C-2010-14

      FINANCE
                                
        FRIEND

A Resolution by the Common Council of the City of Evansville Ratifying, Confirming, Authorizing and Approving an addendum to the Master Labor Agreement Between the City of Evansville and Chauffeurs, Teamsters and Helpers Local Union No. 215.

COMMITTEE REPORTS:

FINANCE COMMITTEE:



CHAIRMAN FRIEND

Councilman Friend:  Mr. President, your Finance Committee met this evening to hear Ordinance F-2010-7 as amended and Resolution C-2010-14 and they both come forward with a do-pass recommendation.

A.S.D. COMMITTEE:



CHAIRWOMAN MOSBY

Councilwoman Mosby:  Mr. President, you’re A.S.D. Committee met this evening to hear Ordinance G-2010-17 and it comes forward with a do-pass recommendation.

Councilwoman Bredhold moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to move these Ordinances and Resolution to Third Reading. Voice vote.  So ordered. 

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS 
ORDINANCE G-2010-17

      A.S.D.

                
         
         MOSBY

An ordinance amending Ordinance G-2009-30, Granting Certificates of Convenience and Necessity for the Operation of Taxicabs for the Year 2010 (Dave’s Taxi Service)

Councilwoman Mosby moved and Councilman John seconded the motion to adopt Ordinance 
G-2010-17 and call the roll.

ROLL CALL

Ayes:  McGinn, Mosby, Bredhold, Robinson, Friend, John, Walker, and Watts.
Absent:  Adams
Councilman McGinn: I would like to congratulate Dave for a lot of hard work that he’s able to hire a new person and help the economy.  Dave, are you still here?  I am very happy for him and I vote aye.  

There being eight (8) ayes and zero (0) nays, Ordinance G-2010-17 is hereby declared adopted.

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS 
ORDINANCE F-2010-7 as amended   FINANCE
 (FRIEND)             
         
         MOSBY 

An Ordinance to amend the sewer rates and charges for the City of Evansville, Indiana
Councilwoman Mosby moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to adopt Ordinance 

F-2010-7 as amended and call the roll.

ROLL CALL

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

Absent:  Adams

Councilman McGinn:  Councilman John, I will do whatever I can to help and support you in anything to do a rate study before the big project.  I am optimistic, or I hope that the possibility of lack of representation by the council for county residents that may be resolved in the 2011 or 2012 election with this consolidation.  Since we are here voting on what I think is an extremely important project, it’s a major project and something that existed when I moved to Evansville in 1974.  I went to a friend’s house when there was a rainstorm in ’74 in the southeast side and it had been there for years and years before and its years and years after, and we need to do something about it.  I vote aye.   

Councilwoman Mosby:  Let’s move these projects forward.  I vote aye.

Councilwoman Robinson:  This is a needed project and I am going to vote aye.  However, I hope I am able to cast that same vote when it comes to Bee Slough, let’s not forget Bee Slough.   
Councilman John:  As I stated during the committee hearing, before any additional increase is given to either the city or county rates after this I would like to see, first of all a freeze put on the percentage increase across the board.  Second, I would like to see a study done that justifies the 35%, or if adjusted so be it, but I’d like to see some verification of why there is that disparity; with that I vote aye.   
Councilman Walker:  I voted no against the sewer increase at the last meeting and since then I’ve seen what it could do to the southeast side, so I vote yes on it. 

President Watts:  I applaud Jim and everyone that has worked on this.  I know the projects that I have in the 6th Ward are much needed, but pale in comparison to those on the southeast side.  Anytime we can do something…you know nobody wants to increase rates, but anytime we can do something that is going to improve the quality of life for people that live in our community it’s a good move; so with that…

There being eight (8) ayes and zero (0) nays, Ordinance F-2010-7 as amended is hereby declared adopted.

REGULAR AGENDA

THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES OR RESOLUTIONS 
RESOLUTION C-2010-14

      FINANCE
                                
        FRIEND

A Resolution by the Common Council of the City of Evansville Ratifying, Confirming, Authorizing and Approving an addendum to the Master Labor Agreement Between the City of Evansville and Chauffeurs, Teamsters and Helpers Local Union No. 215.
Councilman John moved and Councilman Friend seconded the motion to adopt Resolution 

C-2010-14 and call the roll.

ROLL CALL

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

Absent:  Adams
There being eight (8) ayes and zero (0) nays, Resolution C-2010-14 is hereby declared adopted.

MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS
There will not be a City Council meeting next Monday, July 19, 2010. The next City Council meeting will be Monday, July 26, 2010 at 5:30 p.m.  Committee meetings will begin at 5:20 p.m.

President Watts:  Anybody have anything under miscellaneous business?  Anyone in the audience have anything under miscellaneous business?  Yes sir, come on up.

David Bosecker:  My name is David Bosecker and I live at 8531 No.6 School Road in the County.  What I want to talk about is that I recently purchased a 50 cc scooter for my son who lives on 32 West Eichel here in the city.  It was a stop-gap measure; he’s in the process of getting his driver’s license.  He has a learner’s permit right now and now there is a six month wait between getting your learner’s permit and getting your driver’s license.  So my wife and I did a lot of investigation, both on the internet, talked to the BMV and talked to the Sheriff’s Department to find out what type of transportation he could have legally to get back and forth to work.  According to the BMV, Sheriff’s Department and everything we could find on the internet a 50 cc scooter with the proper lighting and mirrors was legal to drive without an operator’s license, plate or insurance.  We went ahead and purchased it.  It was used so we purchased it from an individual, and we did not get it from a dealer so we did not talk to an official dealer.  He started driving it and has gotten stopped several times, which we told him that might happen because apparently there has been a lot of scooter thefts recently for them to check the serial number on the scooter, which has happened.  Every time it’s happened, he’s been let to go on his way.  The last time it happened he was given a citation because of the ordinance 10.10.190, which has come from what I understand it’s been on the books since the 1970’s and is concerning mini-bikes.  We are in the process right now of permitting the scooter with the city controller, which is a process where you get the scooter checked by the Police Department, like a vehicle check if it were from out of state.  We also are trying to get the bill of sale, which we got from the seller to comply with the ordinance showing that it is 50 cc’s, two-horsepower, and cannot go over 25 miles an hour.  I basically have two requests; one is that the ordinance be revisited for the use of scooters, which really didn’t exist in the ‘70’s.  These are a lot more visible.  They are set up to be driven on streets.  They have turn signals, lights, brake lights and rear view mirrors.  This ordinance has been on the books for a long time.  For a lot of people this is their only way to get around until they can get a car.  In my situation this is the only way he can get around, or one of the easiest ways for him to get to and from work.  It’s not being used for entertainment.  It’s being used for transportation.  The least that I could ask is that if this ordinance is on the books and it’s going to be enforced, that the BMV be involved in this so typically a law-abiding citizen will go to the BMV when they are trying to license a vehicle and assume that the information they are getting from the BMV is what you should do to license it, how to license it or if it needs a license or not.  They don’t know anything about it, so those are my two requests.  Thank you very much.
Councilman McGinn:  John, this doesn’t apply to a vehicle that is to be licensed?  A 50 cc bike is called a moped is it not?
John Hamilton:  Right and I think that was the intent of the ordinance was that if it can be licensed under the laws of Indiana then it’s regulated by them and we can’t regulate it.  If it can’t be licensed by them and you’ve prohibited its operation I think law…this has been revisited within the last five to ten years I can remember some discussions on it.  
Councilman McGinn:  The bike you are talking about you say it’s a 50 cc motor?

David Bosecker:  Yes, it follows…
Councilman McGinn:  Does it have regular size bicycle 26 inch or so wheels?

David Bosecker:  Well, they are actually smaller.  They are probably 14 inch.  

Councilman McGinn:  But this has lights, turn signals and brakes.

David Bosecker:  It has high and low beam, it has just everything you would need to be visible, actually a lot more visible than what a bicycle would be.    

Councilman McGinn:  I think you ought to go back to the BMV and tell them what you have.

John Hamilton:  What makes it not eligible to be licensed by the State of Indiana?

David Bosecker:  The fact that it is 50 ccs or lower they don’t require it to be licensed or the person to have a driver license.  If it’s over 50 ccs, it’s like a motorcycle.  You have to get a motorcycle endorsement; it’s just like a regular motorcycle.  
John Hamilton:  I think the intent of the ordinance was a safety thing, recommended by law enforcement that if it wasn’t eligible to be licensed by the state that…

President Watts:  I know that is the case strictly because I have been asked by one of the judges to look at this because they have been dealing with folks that had lost their license and were using this to get to and from work…what size of bikes were eligible?  It’s off on Robby Hahn; the 50 cc is as high as you can go.  He said that is probably something probably needs to be revisited because like you said in 1974 50 ccs was probably all that you could get.  That doesn’t really answer his question.

David Bosecker:  They go up to 250 cc and that is still considered to be a scooter.  According to the BMV, to their regulations, once you go over 50 cc it’s a motorcycle and you treat it just like…you get a motorcycle endorsement, you can take the abate course, or go take the…but it’s the same as a motorcycle.  That is their break off point as far as the state is concerned.  
Councilman McGinn: Do we want young kids on these motorized bikes on city streets?  I am Dad and I have scars from motorcycles from the 1960’s.  If we revisit it then you may not get your result.  
David Bosecker:  Right now, even if I get the permit, from what I understand which I should have it tomorrow; I think he can still be stopped and each time he is stopped it can be $25 just because it’s on the street.  He was not stopped for violating any speed limit or law, it was the ordinance violation.  I have the ticket right here it was just “operating a mini-bike ordinance 10.10.190” is the reason for the ticket.  I paid it and that is fine, but I just thought if I get the permit, he just goes back and forth to work and then he get’s the wrong person then he’ll just keep getting tickets.  Maybe that is what we will have to deal with, but…

Clerk Matlock:  Officer?  Could you step up here please?  We need some help here sir. 
Officer McQuay:  Officer McQuay with the Evansville Police Department.  There are several misconceptions…I really wish the City Council would revisit the statute because it is a huge thorn in the side of law enforcement.  Obviously, I cannot speak for the all of the Police Department that’s not my place.  As a street officer working the southeast side we have a great many problems with these.  To address your concerns, once he has that sticker in place, a 50 cc or lower vehicle that does not exceed 25 miles per hour and complies with the current city ordinance, then he should not get stopped solely for that violation.  If he violates any other traffic regulations then he can.  How old is he?  

David Bosecker:  19.

Officer McQuay:  Yeah, if he violates any other traffic regulations.
David Bosecker:  Right like any kind of regular traffic…
Officer McQuay:  The problem with these vehicles is there is a whole in the state law that they are exempt from some traffic regulations, for instance habitual traffic violators.  Somebody can be adjudicated by the state as a felon for driving a motor vehicle, but he can get on one of these and drive these for no apparent reason other than they just decided that one law didn’t apply to it.  Now, the insurance thing…I’ve actually gotten the Prosecutor’s Office looking into it right now, because on the face of the state law he does have to have insurance.  If it is a motor vehicle operated on the state highways, it has to have insurance.  That is what I am reading out of the state law, and they are going to give me a ruling on that if it does or does not have to have insurance.  As I read it now, it does and I have written several of them because it doesn’t make sense for someone to operate a motor vehicle and do 25 miles per hour on city streets, run into a brand new car and not be able to make good on it.  
David Bosecker:  Well, I’ll get that too; I was going off what they told me. 
Officer McQuay:  If he gets the sticker and complies with the city ordinance then he would have to violate some other traffic regulation to be stopped or fined for it.  

David Bosecker:  That helps a lot, I appreciate that.

President Watts:  Thank you very much.

Councilwoman Bredhold:  Officer, do I hear you correctly that suppose someone had their license taken away because they had been arrested for drunk driving, so they lost their license after two, three indents or is it the first one?  

Officer McQuay:  That depends.

Councilwoman Bredhold:  So they lost it.  They can operate one of these?  They have the ability to drive one of these sorts of vehicles?

Officer McQuay:  Currently, what we have been told by the Prosecutor’s Office is that yes they can.  If a driver’s license is suspended they are allowing them to operate scooters.
John Hamilton:  It has to meet that definition of not going faster than 25 miles per hour.

Officer McQuay:  On the face of the law, yes that is correct.   The problem that we get is the way that they are getting around this they are stamping on the titles that it cannot exceed 25 miles per hour…it specifically says on the title, design speed not to exceed 25 miles an hour.  Most of the vehicles, because a 50 cc motor now a days is a pretty high tech little deal, they’ve got a governor wire that they can go in and clip these things.  Even though the title says it won’t do over 25 miles an hour, if they can do a little bit of tinkering with the engine then they will do 35 or 40 miles an hour.  I’ve clocked them in my vehicle before doing that and then they show me the title that says it doesn’t exceed 25 miles an hour.  That’s where we run into this really nasty legal interpretation that the Prosecutor’s Office has to go over, because they are saying that the vehicle does comply and it’s obvious to us that it doesn’t comply.  

John Hamilton:  I think one of the issues that have come up before was whether if we could even as a city to regulate something that is clearly in the province of the state under its own rule, the regulation of motorized vehicles.  This was just put on my desk this evening and I will be glad to look at it again, but I think that is an issue we have run into before.  
Councilman McGinn:  Theoretically then a 12 year old could get on one of these things and drive it.

John Hamilton:  I think it says 15 years of age, the state statute does, okay.

Officer McQuay: They have to carry a picture ID with them, wear a helmet, and eye protection.  

John Hamilton:  They have to go slower than 25 miles per hour, because the vehicle is not supposed to go faster than 25 miles an hour.  

Clerk Matlock:  Officer McQuay, it’s a pleasure that you’ve been here this evening.

President Watts:  Thank you.  Anything else under miscellaneous business? 
COMMITTEE REPORTS:

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE: 

CHAIRMAN ADAMS

Nothing scheduled at this time.




 
ASD COMMITTEE:



CHAIRWOMAN MOSBY

Nothing scheduled at this time.  

FINANCE COMMITTEE:



CHAIRMAN FRIEND

Re:
Ordinance F-2010-9



An ordinance authorizing transfer,

Date:
July 26, 2010




re-appropriations and additional

Time:
5:20 p.m.




appropriations of funds within

Notify:
Jane Reel




a city department (DMD)
Re:
Ordinance F-2010-8



An ordinance authorizing transfers 
Date:
July 26, 2010




of funds, appropriations, additional 
Time:
5:25 p.m.




appropriations and repeal and 
Notify:
Jenny Collins




re-appropriations of funds for 

various city funds
Re:
City/County Joint Budget Hearings

(All members of City Council)

Date:
July 28, 2010

Time:
3:30 p.m.

Room:
301

Re:
City Budget Hearings



(All members of City Council)


Date:
August 9 – 12, 2010

Time:
3:30 – 5:30 p.m.

Room:
307

Re:
CDBG/ESG/HOME



Agencies Presentation

Date:
September 8, 2010



(All members of City Council)

Time:
4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.

Room:
301
Frank Peterlin:  My name is Frank Peterlin and I am the owner of US Incubator, the small business incubator located at 815 John Street.  I am seeking to erect three residential windmills in front of my business to reduce the amount of coal burnt to generate electricity for the clients at US Incubator.  What Mr. Dennis Conwell is passing out, he’s President of American Green Energy, is a newspaper report from the Daily Miner.  The Daily Miner is published in Kingsmen, AZ.  On the first page you will read that on 11/6/2008, the story was wind turbines standards sweep through the council.  We presented this to you today so that you will have an example of how city councils across the nation have been updating their zoning ordinances.  The last time we were here we passed out the copy of the model ordinance.  At your suggestion we have met with Brad Mills, the Executive Director of Vanderburgh County Area Planning.  He’s been very helpful and we have reviewed that model zoning ordinance together.  As you review through this, basically it reads that after Kingsmen City Council on Monday finally voted to establish a new development standard for wind turbines within the city limits.  The council voted four to three.  The first time they changed their zoning ordinance it barely passed.  The split vote came more than after an hour of discussion of public testimonies.  It goes on to read that they allowed for ten kilowatts, no higher than 60 feet, and no louder than 6.2 decibels.  They talked about minimum setbacks and it’s pretty informative and entertaining.  The councilmen, mayor and vice-mayor all had legitimate questions about setbacks and zoning.  They go through and include all of that in here.  Councilwoman Robin Gordan argued against minimal lot sizes believing that the city should make turbines available to as many people as possible and that they would be rare enough that concerns of many turbines packed together would be unfounded.  She noted that a lenient restriction on turbines could gain Kingsmen a reputation of a green city which would attract environmentally conscientious new residents. There are a number of comments here, both pro and con.  Also, included are reader comments…all very legitimate concerns.  Four months later on 3/4/2009, the city council revisited the issue and it reads, City Council Turbines Riding High on Council Vote.  After they had had experience with them they further relaxed the restrictions on the turbines and allowed them to be made higher.  It’s important to note that the exact model and manufacturer of the turbines that they referenced in the article, the skystream turbines, are the same ones that we hope to put in front of the Incubator.  These are rated for 190 miles an hour.  I learned something new in reading this that they actually have a magnet-clutch system which locks the turbines from spinning unless there is electricity then it unlocks the.  So the default position is to lock them safely.  I won’t read into it any further, but I did want to pass it out for your review.  It’s an excellent example of how a city council looked at the situation and was able to update their zoning ordinances and eventually allow them in their city limits.  Thank you for your time.  

President Watts:  Thanks Frank.

ADJOURNMENT

Councilman John moved and Councilwoman Robinson seconded the motion to adjourn.    
Voice vote.  So ordered.  Meeting adjourned at 6:50 p.m.
_______________________


________________________

 President




Alberta Matlock, City Clerk 
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