MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL WORKSHOP WITH
THE INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF PLUMBING
AND MECHANICAL OFFICIALSAND
REGULAR MEETING OF THE AMESCITY COUNCIL

AMES, IOWA DECEMBER 14, 2010

SPECIAL WORKSHOP WITH INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION
OF PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL OFFICIALS
The workshop was called to order at 6:00 p.m. on Decemb2018, in the City Council Chambers
in City Hall, 515 Clark Avenue, pursuant to law with Mag@ampbell presiding and the following
Council members present: Davis, Goodman, Larson, aage@r. Council Members Mahayni and
Wacha andex officio Member England were absent.

Also in attendance were Bruce Kinkade, Building Inspect8uservisor; Pat Brown, member of the
Building Code Board of Appeals; Clint Petersen, Fire Chiafl Grove, Ames Rental Association
Board Member; Doug Marek, City Attorney, David Kellem@s Rental Association Board Member;
Jim Gunning, Ames Rental Association Board Member;Bumtl Schroeder, Property Maintenance
Appeals Board Member.

Mayor Campbell recalled that, at their meeting of Nober 23, Council members had directed that
staff bring in an expert on the Uniform Plumbing CodP Q) to discuss the applicability of different
dates that relate to its adoption and other techrsisaés. She introduced Bill Schweitzer, North
Central Regional Manager for the International Assb@n of Plumbing and Mechanical Officials
(IAPMO).

The Mayor noted that Mr. Schweitzer had been briefe@itystaff as to the pending technical
issues.

Mr. Schweitzer provided the Mayor and Council with @as sections of the UPC as well as
diagrams explaining different kinds of plumbing traps and mgnsystems. According to Mr.
Schweitzer, the “heartbeat of a plumbing system”esvimt. He stated that the Uniform Plumbing
Code has never allowed S-traps and does not allow trabsuvvents. Mr. Schweitzer gave
examples of incidents that had happened throughout the gadn@n plumbing had been improperly
installed. He talked about the dangers of methane gas\gagkiand bacteria forming in improperly
installed traps.

According to Jim Gunning, the first edition of the UP&sin 1945; however, it was not adopted in
Ames until 1992. He stated that there are hundreds, thoasands, of S-traps currently existing
in Ames buildings, and it appeared from documentation provagiede City’s Inspections Division
that S-traps were allowed by the Ames Plumbing Code thietil960s. Mr. Gunning believes that
at some point, the Code would have stated that allf&-thad to be removed if they are so
dangerous. Bruce Kinkade advised that Ames’ Code is presgeripteaning that it states how it has
to be done, but does not necessarily specify everythiagis not allowed. According to Mr.
Kinkade, there is no way that an S-trap could be iestalhd have it meet the Code. Mr. Schweitzer
pointed out that a lot of plumbing fixtures that werevadid 30 years ago are not allowed today. He
again noted that S-traps were never allowed by the UPC.

Council Member Larson stated that the Council wantedtarpretation of dates pertaining to what
was allowed when. He said that the Code followed by#basically states that, if something had
been lawfully installed, it would be grandfathered oova#d until the time there was a major



remodeling or when it needed to be replaced. Mr. Scheveitted the “Existing Conditions” section

of the UPC documentation that he had given the CowicilLarson pointed out that the City of

Ames, prior to the adoption of the UPC, never spec#iedrtain type of trap; it just required a trap
system that was properly ventilated.

Mayor Campbell asked City Attorney Marek to commentla current Plumbing Code and its
relationship to plumbing regulations previously in effedcthe City of Ames. Mr. Marek noted that
the history s significant because the current Codevalhon-compliant plumbing systems on existing
buildings to remain in place when such work was instalietimaintained in accordance with law in
effect at that time. According to information providgaMir. Marek, Ordinance No. 179 was enacted
as the first Plumbing Ordinance on May 16, 1907. Specificalted was that Section 12 of that
Ordinance required that every fixture be “separately #adtaally trapped.” Ordinances No. 269
(in 1914), 313 (in 1919), 386 (in 1928), and 542 (in 1941) were summarizdd. hjarek. The
entire Plumbing Code was updated in 1956 as Chapter 52, and in H®&des Municipal Code
included a separate Plumbing Code at Chapter 28.

Mr. Marek said that he had also been asked to contaat ctles to inquire how the “existing
buildings” provisions of th&niform Plumbing Code (UPC) were being interpreted and applied. He
advised that he had received a comprehensive respomsth&®es Moines City Attorney; however,
did not get responses from the other three cities. ilaog to Mr. Marek, the City of Des Moines
adopted its first plumbing code some time in the 20's; Aadespted its first code in 1907. The 1907
Code provided rules and regulations for plumbing fixture$ atraictures, and it specifically provided
that every fixture be trapped. The traps had to haeast 2-1/2" inches of water seal, and the traps
had to be prevented from syphonage by being ventilatsgdwyjal air pipe taken out of the crown
of the trap. Any anti-syphon devices had to be approvethédCity Sewer Committee or City
Engineer. S-traps with the crown vent would have bb@ned at that time; however, that changed
in 1928 when the mechanical alternative was specifipediizibited. In 1941, there was a major Code
update, and ventilation for every individual trap on evigtyre was required. The 1956 Code was
prescriptive; however, there were four kinds of trapsweae specifically prohibited, including S-
traps. According to City Attorney Marek, the plumbing ps@ms of theMunicipal Code have been
regularly updated since that time. The state adopted itsiPigr@ode in 1983, and at that point,
Ames adopted the State Plumbing Code. He noted thatf time important state code provisions
to keep in mind is that the City may not set standardsgquirements that are lower or less stringent
than those imposed by state law. The City may imptaselards that are more stringent, however.

City Attorney Marek said that the current state lathé2009 Uniform Plumbing Code, and it does
allow for lawfully installed and maintained fixtures tii@ not comply with the current Code, but did
comply at the time they were installed, to continuessithey pose a health and/or safety risk.

Discussion ensued over the City of Des Moines’ intégpian. Mr. Marek noted that, according to

the Des Moines City Attorney, any non-compliant treyen if it complied at the time when it was

installed, is required to be updated immediately. City AtgrMarek noted one major difference
between Des Moines’ interpretation and what was pdsgélde Ames City Council on November

9: Des Moines does not require showers and wash tulesttagped separately and run into a floor
drain. In Ames, since 1907, every fixture is required tedmarately trapped.

Chief Petersen stated that if it is unknown whethdixtare met the requirement when it was
installed, the City must assume that it did. It woulchtbeme down to having to meet the criteria
as to if it were a health hazard or unsanitary. MtePsen believes that that judgment could be made
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by the Inspections staff on a case-by-case baslse lbroperty owner is aggrieved by the decision,
it could be appealed to the Appeal Board. He, however, mutdeel that the City has that option
on unvented S-traps as they are much more limited t®/ itquirements.

Pat Brown expressed her disappointment in the debatewre¢her S-traps should be allowed. She
said that it amounts to a basic health and safety getlé,appears that people are more concerned
about the financial investment. Ms. Brown pointed bat tenters make up 50% of the City, and the
Code is in place to protect that 50%.

Mr. Schweitzer explained how the Uniform Plumbing Cadereated versus how the International
Plumbing Code is written. Council Member Orazem ackedged that those Codes differ as to
whether auto vents are allowed. He asked Mr. Schweithie was stating that the International
Plumbing Code was allowing an unsafe device becausestallogv auto vents. Mr. Schweitzer
explained that those associated with theiform Plumbing Code have found that those are
mechanical devices that only allow negative pressiusehédwaste moves through, there is no place
for the positive pressure to go. Since it has to go s, it could blow a trap out, and after that
has been done a few times, the seal in the traptisita free air would be blown through. Some of
those meet the standards for which they were builtdbutot meet the Code.

Council Member Larson asked Mr. Schweitzer to commenthe other four issues other than S-
Traps. Mr. Larson noted that the Ames Rental Assaridtad requested that a time frame be
allowed for changes to be made or for the device oistaace until remodeling was done. It was
stated by Mr. Kinkade that the unvented trap is the ohasgjerous as far as health and safety. Mr.
Schweitzer said that any unvented trap is a problemLason asked Mr. Schweitzer to prioritize
the five issues from the most to the least dangerousSéhweitzer said that S-traps would be the
No.1 priority due to airborne bacteria and methane géswied by the rest.

City Attorney Marek advised that, at the November 9, 201&ting of the City Council, discussion
was held on issues pertaining to the current Plumbing Gadeits relationship to plumbing
regulations previously in effect in the City. Thoseieswere significant because the current Code
allows non-compliant plumbing systems on existing buildiog®main in place when installed and
maintained in accordance with law in effect priorhe effective date of the new Code except when
it is determined to be dangerous, unsafe, insanitarg, rarisance and menace to life, health, or
property. Mr. Kinkade advised that unvented S-traps areidened unsanitary, and unsanitary
conditions must be corrected.

Chief Petersen noted that it must be determined abadbtive degree of the hazardous is. Part of his
concern in the administration of the Code is the lengtime that the hazard would be allowed to
exist before being addressed. He pointed out that the Ga@tacprevious meeting, was considering
a period of up to five years. He asked Mr. Schweitzeotament. Mr. Schweitzer reiterated that
S-traps are very hazardous because of the bacteriaedhdma gas. He suggested that S-traps be
corrected within a week'’s time.

Mr. Keller noted that the UPC allows for certaimi if they are properly installed at the time and
continually maintained, to exist indefinitely. Mr. Safitzer said that the UPC is very specific about
existing conditions: if they are not life safety issuihey are allowed; however, S-traps have never
been allowed.



Council Member Larson pointed out that there are afldtffering opinions as to what was lawful
prior to the adoption of the UPC by the City of Ames.

Dan Craig, 1612 Reagan Drive, Ames, said that he is a Bdardber of the Ames Rental
Association; however, the questions he posed tonightdazeilcoming from him personally. He
asked how many illnesses or deaths had occurred irstfIstears due to S-traps. Mr. Kinkade said
that the City does not collect that data. Mr. CrailgeddMr. Schweitzer to comment on the illnesses
and deaths from the SARS Epidemic. Referring to theradtih of Hurricane Katrina, Mr.
Schweitzer noted that many of the illnesses and disaasre caused by water-borne diseases from
human waste. Mr. Craig said that hours of time had bgent on these issues; however, there has
been no evidence that there even is a problem in AHesaid that he was confused how the
epidemics occurring in China, India, and other countries@uesafe plumbing conditions given by
Mr. Schweitzer were applicable to Ames, lowa..

Council Member Goodman said that there had been mualsdisa over safety; that is a core piece
of what is being done; however, the “Code is still heends up.” The safety debate is to inform
how the City decides to enforce that Code, i.e., hggvessive it will be enforced and how long the
City will tolerate the issues. He defended why he sugdesiat legally installed and properly
maintained S-traps be allowed to remain for five yddrs Goodman based that suggestion on how
S-traps have existed in Ames; “five more years indbehundred years seems reasonable” to him.

Pat Brown reiterated that she was very disappointedtibaenters were so under-represented.

Council Member Davis asked whether owner-occupied dwelwmsd eventually fall under the
same criteria as rental units. City Attorney Mareiltest that whether it is in a private home or rental
home, an illegally installed fixture is illegal. Theussis that rental units come to the attention of
inspectors during the course of requesting a Letter of Gamgpl Mr. Gunning again stated that
there are hundreds of existing S-traps, and the UPC dbsperifically state that S-traps should be
immediately removed; the costs to do so would be signific The Code does allow for the
inspectors to find problems and require them to be dmaebut if there is no problem, nothing
should be required. Mr. Marek stated that it is clear $atraps were specifically prohibited since
at least the1956 Code. He advised that the City, at timg gan decide what the appropriate time
frame is for those to be remedied.

CouncilMember Orazem asked if an existing properly fonaig auto vent is unsafe. Mr. Schweitzer
stated that he cannot say whether it is safe or eisathas never installed one and they have never
been allowed by the UPC.

Mr. Orazem noted that the City cannot adopt lowerdsteds. He asked if allowing existing properly
installed S-traps would be an alternative standardawerlstandard. Mr. Schweitzer said he could
only address what was allowed by the UPC. Mr. Kinka@eeshinformation that he had received
from the state of Wisconsin, which is the only goweental jurisdiction that is known to have
required testing of air-admittance valves as they atelied. He had talked to a representative from
the State Department of Health in Wisconsin whoectdl the testing data. The gentlemen told Mr.
Kinkade that the valves had been failing at a rate amtiag 30%; they are not functioning as
designed. That person also told Mr. Kinkade that his jatisti regrets ever allowing them.



Lad Grove asked Mr. Schweitzer if there were any jutigais that are requiring S-traps to be
removed. Mr. Schweitzer explained what had occurredpeka, Kansas; they are required to be
removed. He said that he cannot speak for all jurisdistibut as far as the cities that he represents,
the majority make them be replaced or repaired. Mr. Kiakhat the City of Des Moines requires
correction of unvented traps.

City Attorney Marek reviewed the most-recent requesth@ARA. He said the first one was for

the Council to take action that would bring unvented Bstimato compliance with the Code, have

it considered a technical violation in the Plumbing Caahel allowed to continue as long as they are
noted and the technology is maintained in a non-unsaf@en. Mr. Marek advised that S-traps are
not compliant with thdowa Code unless there had been an approved mechanical anti-syphoned
feature on it and it continued to be maintained. He @&t his review of the Municipal Code
indicates that they were not ever lawfully installidekrefore, the UPC would not allow them.

In response, Mr. Grove said the important thing to labks whether the unvented S-trap is
unsanitary or unsafe; that is the standard. He noteadthtbaUPC has conditions that existing
conditions may continue: (1) the device was lawfullyaitsd under a previous Code and (2) it is not
unsafe or hazardous. In his opinion, the critical stahdahat it is not unsafe. Mr. Marek said that
the UPC requires both of those.

Addressing the second request of the ARA at change reque<t8d00(3) [to substitute the words
“repaired or replaced” and add the word “new,” Mr. Marel siaat the current Code provides that
plumbing items repaired or replaced shall comply with ctCerle. He again noted that if there are
things that were lawfully installed at the time, theyuld be allowed to remain as long as they are
not creating an unsafe condition. Mr. Grove respondecthieat/PC provides for the item to be
replaced with a “like kind.”

The third proposal by the ARA is for Section 13.400(4) teelthe word “plumbing” removed in two
places to make it consistent with the change requestE8l800(3). Mr. Marek said that this is the
basically the same issue, but is at a different lonati the Code.

According to Mr. Marek, the fourth and fifth proposals\agy similar, but at two different chapters
of the Code. He reported that, currently, the Rentalsithgg Code and the Building Code provide
for the Building Official to have the authority to ent@ode modifications in very specific
circumstances. If the relief is not granted, the camg be appealed to the Building Code Board of
Appeals or to the Rental Property Board of Appeals. Mov& summarized his interpretation of the
appeal process. He asked that language be added, as folowsarit a Code modification when
strict compliance with the Code is impractical.” Thatuld make it clear to the Building Board or
the PMAB that they have the power to do “what theddugl Official should have done.” The Boards
currently have the authority to reverse, nullify, tirma, but do not have the power to grant a Code
modification. City Manager Schainker advised that théiBig Board and PMAB currently have that
power; perhaps the City Attorney needs to provide instnu¢d the members of the Boards.

Council Member Larson said the purpose of this meetirggprecisely to find the interpretation of
the date issue. He believes that the issues have ésmned.

Moved by Larson, seconded by Goodman, to direct theARlibrney to prepare the Ordinance in
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accordance with the motion that was made at the Nboeef 2010, meeting.
Vote on Motion: 4-0. Motion declared carried.

The workshop adjourned at 7:42 p.m.

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE AMESCITY COUNCIL
The Regular Meeting of the Ames City Council was cdledrder at 7:52 p.m. on December 14,
2010, in the City Council Chambers in City Hall, 515 ClaskeAue, pursuant to law with Mayor
Campbell presiding and the following Council members pte$eavis, Goodman, Larson, and
Orazem. Council Members Mahayni and Wacha@ndfficio Member England were absent.

Mayor Campbell announced that two items had been putied tihe Agenda by City staff: (1)
Item #15: plans and specifications for City Hall Heat Piaplacement Project and (2) Item 23:
a new Class B Native Wine Permit for Finesse SparSal

CONSENT AGENDA: Council Member Orazem requested to pull ltem #14 (Agreewidmt
Wellmark Blue Cross and Blue Shield for the purchase gfiweoom equipment for the
Community Center ). Council Member Larson asked to perthi#12 (request of ICAP for
reimbursement of processed liability claim).

Moved by Davis, seconded by Goodman, to approve thevialipitems on the Consent

Agenda:

Motion approving payment of claims

2. Motion approving minutes of Special Meetings of Novemlite2010, and November 30, 2010,
and Regular Meeting of November 23, 2010

3. Motion approving Report of Contract Change Orders foreNwer 16-30, 2010

4. Motion approving renewal of the following beer permitg)e permits, and liquor licenses:

Class C Liquor & Outdoor Service — The Café, 2616 Northidgkway

Class C Beer — Swift Stop #7, 2700 Lincoln Way

Class C Liquor & Outdoor Service — Aunt Maude’s, 543-547 Muaieeb

Class C Beer — Swift Stop #6, 125%treet

Class C Liquor — Tip Top Lounge, 201 East Lincoln Way

Class C Beer — Casey’s General Store #2298, 428 Lincojn Wa

Class C Liquor & Outdoor Service — Mangostino’s Bar 8l,&04 East Lincoln Way

Class B Beer — Pizza Pit, 207 Welch Avenue, Suite 201

Class C Beer — Casey’s General Store #2560, 3020 South {ritia

Class B Liquor — Quality Inn & Suites Starlite, 2601 EE3t Street

5. RESOLUTION NO. 10-544 approving appointment of Council Merveithew Goodman to
ACVB Board of Directors

6. RESOLUTION NO. 10-54%pproving designation of City representatives eni€al lowa
Regional Transportation Planning Alliance (CIRTPA)

7. RESOLUTION NO. 10-54@stablishing new reimbursement fees for Police Deyeantt

8. RESOLUTION NO. 10-547 approving agreement with Youth &lt8hé&ervices for Police
overtime to enforce underage drinking laws

9. RESOLUTION NO. 10-548 approving 2011 Agreement with Wellmark Bhaess Blue Shield
for flexible benefits administration

10. RESOLUTION NO. 10-549 approving COTA Spring Mini-Grants

11. Staff report on City Wi-Fi services

12. RESOLUTION NO. 10-551 approving a contract to RSM McGlafinethe implementation
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

of the mandatory and optional backup server virtualizatimhstorage area network at a cost
of $99,189
RESOLUTION NO. 10-553 approving preliminary plans and spatdics for City Hall Heat
Pump Replacement Project; setting January 26, 2011, as bid éuendatebruary 8, 2011,
as date of public hearing
RESOLUTION NO. 10-554 approving Change Order Nos. 1-4 for 2008t@@igAiStreet
Pavement Improvements (North Dakota Avenue)
RESOLUTION NO. 10-555 approving Change Order Nos. 1-3 for 2008tréh Sewer
Outlet Erosion Control Program (College Creek)
RESOLUTION NO. 10-556 approving Change Order Nos. 1-5 for 2008/68orAi
Improvements (Rehabilitation of Runway 13/31) and acceptingpletion
RESOLUTION NO. 10-557 approving Change Order Nos. 1-3 for 20082 @®0/10
Collector Street Pavement Improvements and acceptmgleton
RESOLUTION NO. 10-558 approving change in guaranteed &cky-amount for Wheel
Loader used at Power Plant Coal Yard
RESOLUTION NO. 10-559 approving Plat of Survey for 311 Peaksenue
Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Resolutions declared adopted unanimaighed by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.

REQUEST OF ICAP FOR REIMBURSEMENT OF PROCESSED LIABILITY CLAIM:

Council Member Larson asked for an explanation oflidimlity claim. City Attorney Marek
advised that Agenda Item #12 related to reimbursement t& GWared-risk pool) for a claim
filed against the City. For different types of losshere are different deductibles. In this case, for
general liability, the City’s deductible is up to $100,000. Thig's policy with ICAP gives them
authorization to settle cases on the City’s befalt case in question was a slip onthe ice at Ada
Hayden Heritage Park during the winter before last slilted in a fairly serious injury at a time
when there was ice packed on the trail. The case meddgb@rough deposition and discovery,
after which ICAP recommended settlement in an amdwattas less than the City’s deductible.
The City has the prerogative to decline that; howeakiidoes, the City would assume all risk,
including the risk of going to trial. In this case, atleetent was reached in the amount of
$75,000 with the City not admitting to any liability.

Mr. Larson noted that the ICAP representatives hadimgpto lose in settling the case as long
as it was under $100,000. He wondered how well the City wag tepresented by ICAP. Also,
Mr. Larson is very concerned about the precedent betrigyghis case. He is unsure how many
times the City is being sued on slip-and-fall cases;gvew he is concerned that the multi-use
trails are being kept open for the public’'s use in veryeeyweather and are creating a huge
liability. According to Mr. Larson, the Council may leato start discussing whether the trails
should be closed. City Manager Schainker advised thaCitlgecan clear a trail and within
minutes, it can be iced-over. He said this might leaddiscussion between the City Council and
ICAP as to whether the trails and bike paths shoulddsed under those conditions; it might
lead to a decrease in the level of service to proedCity from this type of liability. Mr. Larson
said that it would be sad if the City would have to classas such as Ada Hayden due to a
person suing the City after choosing to go there undersalgenditions.

Council Member Larson said that he was not even agfdhés case. The Council is accustomed
to being briefed on cases before they reach thesetit mode. Mr. Schainker said that the City
has authorized insurance carriers to settle on tlyes®ehalf.



Council Member Davis stated that this was a substaotieern to him due to the amount of the
settlement for a slip-and-fall case. He feels ietsiisg a very dangerous precedent. In his opinion,
common sense should have been used when choosing t@nvalknulti-use trail during the
winter in lowa in an ice and snow environment.

Council Member Larson noted that the City is obligatedeimburse ICAP. He asked if the
Council needed to provide staff with future direction.

Mr. Marek stated that ICAP enlisted the servicesdiffarent law firm that the one used in the
past on the City's cases. Itis Mr. Marek’s opinibatithe work was very high quality; however,
periodic briefings were not provided to the City Counciiluhe conclusion of discovery. He
stated that he will speak to the lawfirm about recgiuipdates on future cases. Mr. Marek
offered to provide more details on the terms of thdeseént to the City Council in a closed
session. The terms of the settlement are confidevitathe exception of the reimbursement of
$75,000 to ICAP with a denial of liability. According to Mdarek, there is no question that this
is a good settlement for the City.

Council Member Larson reiterated that this settlenreast a “done deal” since the Assurance
Pool has paid it, and the City is now obligated to reirsé the Assurance Pool. However, he
would like to have more information on settlementsidpgiroposed on claims against the City
in the future. Council Member Davis wants more comgation upfront whenever there is a
proposed settlement that is going to exceed the $25,000 tltesho

Moved by Larson, seconded by Goodman, to adopt RESOLUNON10-550 accepting the
request of ICAP for reimbursement of processed liatmlaym.

Council Member Davis said that he was not going to fatéhe motion as a matter of principle.
Vote on Motion: 3-1. Voting aye: Goodman, Larson, Onaz¥oting nay: Davis. Motion failed.

It was noted by the Mayor that the case had bedadbit ICAP, and the City had the obligation
to pay the deductible.

Moved by Davis, seconded by Goodman, to reconsider.
Vote on Motion: 4-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

Moved by Goodman, seconded by Orazem, to adopt RESOLUNONLO-550 accepting the
request of ICAP for reimbursement of a processed tiabiim.

Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Resolution declared adopted unanimosigiged by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.

Moved by Larson, seconded by Davis, to direct stafirtmvide Council a recommendation
related to the effects of this liability settlememnt the City’'s multi-use public trail systems,
including bike paths.

Vote on Motion: 4-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

Moved by Larson, seconded by Davis, to direct staffievelop a procedure for advanced
notification of any pending liability action that woue in excess of $25,000.
Vote on Motion: 4-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.
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AGREEMENTWITHWELLMARK BLUECROSSAND BLUE SHIELD FOR PURCHASE

OFWEIGHT ROOM EQUIPMENT FORCOMMUNITY CENTER: CouncilMember Orazem
explained that Wellmark has agreed to contribute $500 to APseks and Recreation
Department for every field goal made by lowa State and&@38ach three-point shot for ISU
Men’'s and Women'’s Basketball Team. Wellmark’s ontyuest is that the City community how
the monies would be used. Mr. Orazem asked staff to comate how the money would be
used. Parks and Recreation Director Nancy Carroll dsthigg the money would be used to
provide cardiovascular equipment for the Community Centezight room. It is anticipated that
the amount will be approximately $15,000/year. Wellmark ¢@amitted to continue this
program for at least two years.

Moved by Orazem, seconded by Larson, to adopt RESOLUTMOIN 10-552 approving an
agreement with Wellmark Blue Cross and Blue Shield ®ptirchase of weight room equipment
for the Community Center contingent on available fugpdin2011/12.

Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Resolution declared adopted unanimosigiged by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.

PUBLIC FORUM: Richard Deyo, 505 Eighth Street, #2, Ames, asked to defeoimments until
the end of the meeting. Mayor Campbell advised Mr. RDigoPublic Forum is the time for him
to speak. Mr. Deyo stated that he hoped that the ©iym€l members would not be treated as
he had been by the police.

CLASS C LIQUOR & OUTDOOR SERVICE FOR THUMBS BAR: Moved by Goodman,
seconded by Davis, to approve a new Class C Liquor & OutSeiwice for Thumbs Bar, 2816
West Street.

Vote on Motion: 4-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

CLASSC BEER PERMIT FOR SWIFT STOP #8: Moved by Davis, seconded by Goodman, to
approve a new Class C Beer Permit for Swift Stop #8, 70534éet.
Vote on Motion: 4-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

STORM SEWER CONCERNSINNORTHRIDGE PARKWAY SUBDIVISION: Public Works
Director John Joiner stated that there was recoadliftig in August 2010 that impacted much
of Story County. It ranked as the second wettest surameng 138 years of records, second
only to 1993. Extensive flooding and flash flooding was agpeed throughout Ames. One of
the areas that went through flash flooding was Northriglgkway Subdivision. After several
Northridge residents spoke at the Town Budget Meeting inl§act staff was directed to brief
the Council on the results of meetings on this topicesiL994.

Mr. Joiner presented a chronological summary of thieractaken by the City Council since
1993. The issue of upgrading the storm sewer system inridigiglParkway was considered by
the City Council five times over a 22-month period. Heere after working with the residents
and developing a number of options to mitigate the situatioralternative was found to be
acceptable to the residents or the City Council.

George Covert, 3000 Northridge Parkway, Ames, stated tadiath-flooding in August 2010
went up to Valley View Road; at one intersection,aswhree-feet-high. He said that water also



filled up at the terminus at the open pit. Mr. Coverd $hat the climate appears to be changing
and the flash-flooding is happening more frequently. Hesadvihat at the north end of Valley
View, there were six houses that had water in bassmahwere in proximity to the detaining
ponds. Mr. Covert quoted specific comments originally mad€arolyn Bolinger and Suresh
Kothari.at the January 25, 1994, Council meeting. Mr. Caagain asked the City Council to
address the flooding concerns at Ridgetop Circle and title end of Valley View Drive.

Jim Cannon, 2406 Ridgetop Circle, Ames, stated that he thernsuse at the “terminus.” The
basement of his home filled with approximately fivetfef water while he and his family were out
of state last August. Mr. Cannon paid tribute to the 30 pasbb had stepped in and salvaged
as many of his family’s belongings as possible. Htbait he needs to feel some sense of security
that the same situation will not occur every few geltr. Cannon urged the City Council to take
the steps necessary to increase the capacity offdira sewer system in question.

Carroll Marty, 2802 Ridgetop Road, Ames, recalled that despaken on this same subject in
1993. He said that he had stated many of the same thimg&ehwill be saying tonight.
According to Mr. Marty, there is an existing 54" pipe tgaes into three pipes. Mr. Marty
contended that the center pipe of the three is filléd miud and dirt so that there are only four
inches of clearance. One problem is that the Citg do¢ keep its pipes clean. Another problem
is that when the parking lot was installed in Moore&Piawas made to drain towards the homes.
Holes need to be drilled in the parking lot, so thatairgrto the southwest. He also suggested
that the three pipes be replaced with another 54" pipe.

Scott Jones, 3519 Valley View Road, Ames, noted thainfbemation goes back to 1993;
however, the one thing that has changed since tlehd®n all the development to the north.
There has been significant development from Aspen todawer. Mr. Jones requested that the
City Council expand the scope of its study on this issug.tW. Carver.

Mayor Campbell noted that there have been areagaltie City with similar issues. She hopes
that all areas will be considered when the Capital Imgmmeants Plan (CIP) is discussed in
January. City Manager Schainker pointed out that no hastsbeen determined for CIP projects
to correct this problem.

Council Member Goodman said that he hopes that thasesisgll cease to appear in new
developments.

WOODVIEW DRIVE UTILITIES: Operations Manager Corey Mellies recalled that, on
September 8, 2009, the City Council requested that stafftimg on the potential costs to serv
e the Woodview Drive area with City sanitary sewet water services for those properties that
currently do not have City utilities. He advised thatdfaew Subdivision currently consists of
15 lots on Woodview Drive, which were originally develdpe the County. In 2004, a portion
of the Woodview Subdivision was involuntarily broughtwirihe City when the Ringgenberg
Farm was annexed under the state’s “80/20 Rule.” The ptbhperties were annexed earlier in
1976. Currently, four lots are on City water and ten areesl by private

wells. Three lots are connected to the City’'s sansawer system, and 11 have private septic
systems.
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According to Mr. Mellies, Public Works staff met withoddview residents to provide cost
estimates and to answer questions regarding serving therpes with sanitary sewer and water
main. The following options were presented to the propantgers on how they could be

provided with these City services:

Option I Set up a connection district for the services whetled property owners would pay
a connection fee at the time they are connectduktsdrvices. This option would require the City
to up-front the cost of the project, likely through téguance of bonds.

Option 2.Set up a special assessment for all benefited progpefties option would follow
regulations outlined in State Code, which requires thatebe be based on “equitable cost of
extending the utilities.” For a developed area such asdwew Drive, this would mean using
the area of the lot, front footage of the lot, ocambination of both to assign costs. With a
special assessment, the costs could also be equallgedgroviding that all properties agree to
those amounts. This option would also require the Citypfoont the cost of the project, likely
through the issuance of bonds.

Option 3 Have the neighborhood itself act as a developer ¢attlirdesign and contract for the
installation of the utilities according to City standiar

Option 4 Have no utilities installed, and the properties woulttiooe to use septic systems and
private wells for service.

Mr. Mellies advised that the feedback staff receivethfattendees during and after the meeting
leaned toward a preference for the special assesspigon,csince it would allow them to pay
back the costs over time and would not require all promertyers to agree. They also asked
staff to re-evaluate the estimated cost as theyitfellas very high. Staff did look at bid
tabulations received near that time, and refined teesdmsed on actual bid prices.

According to Mr. Mellies, on September 29, 2010, the Cityrted referred a request to City
staff fromresidents of Woodview Drive requesting ugitbe installed through special assessment
to the benefited properties. That request was signed butafvo of the affected properties.
However, since that time, letters have been recandidating that the other two property
owners are now willing parties, which means thet®@ voluntary participation in the project.

City Manager Schainker advised that should the Coundilssghto move ahead with this project,
the improvements could be programmed into the FY 2011-12 buddedegign to occur in FY
2010-11. He stated that General Obligation Bonds would be issusmler the costs of the
project.

Moved by Goodman, seconded Larson, to proceed with tleabpssessment option.
Vote on Motion: 4-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

REZONING PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1013 AND 1025 ADAMS STREET TO

ESTABLISH HISTORICOVERLAY DISTRICT (O-H) AND DESIGNATE PROPERTY AS

LOCAL HISTORICLANDMARK (deferred from September 28, 2010): Planning and Housing
Director Steve Osguthorpe noted that, on September 28, 2@&1Cjty Council conducted a
public hearing for this rezoning proposal. The firstinegof the ordinance was delayed until the
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Design Criteria for the proposed Local Landmark could tieed and brought back to the City
Council for further consideration.

Gloria Betcher, 531 Hayward Avenue, Ames, spoke as thér Ghahe Ames Historic
Preservation Commission. She noted an error i€thencil Action Form. She asked that the
record reflect that the house was constructed oveli@dpEmine years, from 1949 to 1958, and
represents design principals that were very unique atitfet

Peggy Baer, 1810 Waterbury Circle, Ames, spoke as presiddm Aimes Historical Society.
She urged that the Council vote to establish the Og#ibi. The said that the house has been
vacant for five years, and action needs to be taken.

According to Mr. Osguthorpe, the proposed rezoning to “Oatlh the associated Design
Criteria has been revised in accordance with diregronided by the City Council and is now
ready for further consideration. Analysis by City Skedids to the conclusion that the rezoning
is consistent with adopted laws and policies.

Moved by Goodman, seconded by Orazem, to pass ondasing an ordinance rezoning
property known as proposed Lot 1 (1013 Adams Street) and mohos 2 (1025 Adams
Street), of the Mary Adams Subdivision, to establishQHd (Historic Preservation Overlay)
District and designate the property as a Local Histamdmark, with the following conditions:

a. That the proposed rezoning adopting the Overlay be agpomiein conjunction
with the approval of the Final Plat of Mary Adams Suisiw.

b. The rezoning adopting the Overlay shall not be effecintil the recording of the
Final Plat of Mary Adams Subdivision.

c. That Design Criteria for this property be approved oaoeatly with the approval of
the rezoning.

Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

KELLOGG/CLARK CORRIDOR LUPPAND REZONING: Staff Planner Jeff Benson reported
that, on August 24, 2010, City Council reviewed a staff repothanging the land use policies
and zoning standards for the properties on both sid&gllmigg Avenue between the Union
Pacific Railroad and Lincoln Way. The land use poliaied zoning standards for this area are for
Highway-Oriented Commercial development, as on Linddiay and South Duff Avenue.
However, most of the existing development along thesldack is more similar to the buildings
on Main Street, which is zoned Downtown Servicest@erlthough current zoning standards
no longer allow this type of development, the sizeheflbts and existing buildings make it
difficult to redevelop these sites in a manner con#istéth the current policies and standards.

Mr. Benson stated that the City Council had been derisig making the properties on Kellogg
Avenue eligible for the Downtown Fagade ImprovemengRrm. Because the design guidelines
for the Program are based on the characteristicsai Btreet buildings, if the Downtown
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Facade Improvement Program is to be extended south bhiba Pacific Railroad, the Land
Use Policy Plan Map and the zoning should first be clihtméhe designations that apply on
Main Street: Downtown Services Center.

It was recalled by Mr. Benson that the City Counal llirected staff to find out what Kellogg

Avenue property owners thought about changing the Qiglgies and standards. Of 11

property owners, staff has spoken with seven, plus granteOf the seven owners, five also
owned the business in the building. The other three propemers have not responded to
letters, e-mails, and/or phone messages. Mr. Bensomazed the results of the discussions
with the property owners.

According to Mr. Benson, zoning non-conformities Wwél present on this block with either of
the zoning options. Current non-conformities includk @adequate parking, lack of setbacks,
lack of landscaping, and floor area ratio and building agetarger than permitted. Only one
property appears to meet the current standards. If thegzisrchanged to Downtown Services
Center, only two buildings will conform to the requirerntrat all buildings have at least two
stories and the minimum floor area ratio of one. Heewein the downtown area north of the
railroad, with Downtown Services Center zoning, manydings exist that do not meet these
standards. Such nonconforming buildings can be maintaieethdeled, enlarged, and even
rebuilt, unless they are destroyed resulting in loss atrtltan 70% of value. It is possible to
amend the zoning text to allow one-story buildings anldibgs that do not meet minimum floor
area ratio and building coverage requirements if builtreefte date the ordinance was enacted.
This technique permits pre-existing duplexes in the Citygsidential Low-Density zoning
districts.

Mr. Benson presented the following options:

Option 1: Maintain current Highway-Oriented Commerciahiig Currently the zoning map
follows the railroad as the logical boundary line betw the zoning of pedestrian-oriented
commercial area along Main Street and a vehicle-tmikoommercial area along Lincoln Way.
Properties along Kellogg Avenue can be consolidated andedevelopment can occur that will
provide more viable retail uses, oriented toward Lind@ay and providing their own adequate
off-street parking. This process has been the pattekincaln Way and South Duff Avenue.

Option 2: Change to Downtown Services Center Zaniing properties along Kellogg Avenue
are not suited for vehicle-oriented commercial developrdae to lack of exposure to Lincoln
Way and lower traffic counts. This is why these prapsrhave not already been purchased,
consolidated, and redeveloped. The existing pattern of lgslagsnalready similar to the Main
Street streetscape, and Kellogg Avenue serves as devahid pedestrian entrance to the
downtown area from the major arterial street in Anfd® Downtown Services Center zoning
will help preserve these characteristics and, wittbinentown Facade Improvement Program,
provide an incentive for redevelopment that improvetokglAvenue as a traditional retail block
and as an entrance to the downtown.

Option 3: Apply Downtown Services Center Land Use desmoméb the Larger AreaOne block

of Kellogg Avenue, separated from the Main Street Culfdisdtict and its off-street parking by
distance and the railroad, can never be a viable pedestiented commercial district on its own.
It is questionable whether any redevelopment andimfilis one block will be sufficient in scale
to draw traffic off of Lincoln Way. However, the g@r area between the railroad and Lincoln
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Way is well-situated to serve as an expansion aredgofentown and as a transition between the
Main Street district and the South Lincoln Neighborhoadpedestrian-oriented mix of
commercial and residential uses. The redevelopmeragger area north of Lincoln Way could
provide the mass and scale for a viable commercialtarenake this transition, and the visual
impact needed to connect the Main Street environngetlhé commercial corridor and the
neighborhood to the south.

Mr. Benson recalled that the Main Street Culturalfiis{MSCD) originally proposed that the
Kellogg Avenue corridor be included in the downtown facgag@ovement program. At the
MSCD’s request, the Council also expanded the Kellogg Avetreet reconstruction project
to include sidewalk and lighting features that tie intodbentown area. Reaction from existing
property and business owners was mixed. It also appedrshould the facade improvement
program be expanded to the area, there are currentlyrtherf building improvement projects
imminent. While rezoning of this corridor may have ede impacts on those property owners
who desire to remain under HOC zoning, it may ben#iieioproperty owners who may prefer
to make incremental improvements to single parcelsvduld also be consistent with the
streetscape improvements recently completed by thetl@itywisually tied this corridor to the
downtown.

Moved by Larson, seconded by Orazem, to direct tha®ldrening and Zoning Commission to
hold a public hearing on a change to the Land Use Helieydesignation for properties on both
sides of Kellogg Avenue between the Union Pacific Radrand Lincoln Way from Highway-
Oriented Commercial to Downtown Services Center.

Council Member Davis stated his desire for the Plan&izoning Commission to hold a public
hearing to determine the public sentiment concerningrbgpect of rezoning the area. It is his
opinion that if there are strong objections, thenrégzoning should not move forward.

Vote on Motion: 4-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

INTERMODAL FACILITY: The bidding schedule was reviewed by Transit Directori 8lyeas.
She described the three bid alternates. Ms. Kyrasdnibiat the land lease agreement and the
operating agreement are being negotiated by the City déansith University officials. Mr.
Schainker reiterated that there is some risk thag thdlbe a deficit in the operating costs; those
issues will need to be negotiated.

Director Kyras stated that the City was not awardeg funds through its Tiger2 Grant
application. She noted that the grant application for $300,00MHdartland has been
recommended for approval.

Council Member Orazem asked if the bike path would contomu® College Creek. Ms. Kyras
said that it would not; it is to extend from SheldonHenyward.

Moved by Larson, seconded by Davis, to adopt RESOLUTIODI NO-560 approving
preliminary plans and specifications for the Intermdehdility; setting January 18, 2011, as bid
due date and February 8, 2011, as date of public hearing.

Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Resolution declared adopted unanimpsigiged by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.
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CYRIDE BUS PURCHASE: Transit Director Kyras advised that the buses wouldurehased
through an existing bid award with Gillig Corporation agsuit of an RFP completed by the
Akron, Ohio, Transit System. CyRide was named in Rf&® and can purchase vehicles under
that bid per Federal Transit Administration regulations.

Ms. Kyras noted that seven buses will be requesteei2@h1/12 budget.

Moved by Davis, seconded by Goodman, to adopt RESOLUTNON 10-561 approving
CyRide bus purchase for six buses to Gillig Corporati@miamount not to exceed $2,344,000.
Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Resolution declared adopted unanimgsigiged by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.

HEARING ON AMENDMENT TO SECTION 3113 OF MUNICIPAL CODE

ESTABLISHING DESIGN CRITERIA FOR LOCAL HISTORIC LANDMARK FOR

PROPERTY AT 1013AND 1025 ADAM SSTREET: Director Osguthorpe reported that this issue
was referred back to staff to look at the design caitfer the landmark designation, particularly
as it pertained to landscaping on an historic landmarktendite as a whole. The Council was
concerned that the proposed criteria were too broad dmbtprovide enough information to
potential buyers on what types of vegetation would begable.

Council Member Orazem asked if a fence could be eretteel there is public access along the
side of the property. Mr. Osguthorpe said that it wouldlbevad; preservation of the knoll was
the main thing.

Mayor Campbell opened the public hearing.

Gloria Betcher, 531 Hayward Avenue, Ames, advised thag thed been a lot of testimony at

the Historic Preservation Commission meeting whenissue was discussed. After reviewing

pictures and the testimony, it was evident that the®mwo intent to keep the landscaping of the
property in any certain manner.

Peggy Baer, 1810 Waterbury Circle, Ames, concurred withBdt&cher.
There being no one else wishing to speak, the Maysedlthe hearing.

Moved by Davis, seconded by Goodman, to pass on firginga@an ordinance making an
amendment to Section 31.13 Mtunicipal Code establishing design criteria for local historic
landmark for property at 1013 and 1025 Adams Street.

Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

HEARING ONAGREEMENTWITH CITY OFNEVADA TOESTABLISH ANNEXATION

MORATORIUM AND DIVISION LINE BETWEEN CORPORATE BOUNDARY LINES:
The hearing was opened by the Mayor. Rick Brehm, reptiag Lincoln Way Energy, 59511
West Lincoln Way, Nevada, asked that the City Coumsérad the Moratorium Agreement to
exclude the property that lies between'5S@reet and 580Street. Lincoln Way Energy owns
property at that location and wishes to maintaingragperty within the current city limits of
Nevada.
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Jerry Gull, Mayor of the City of Nevada, stated tHs Moratorium Agreement had been
unanimously approved by the Nevada City Council at itsingebeld December 13, 2010.

The Mayor closed same after no one came forward t@kspe

Council Member Larson asked the City Manager to explamthe moratorium would work if

a new boundary needed to be established. Mr. Schainked steat the boundaries could be
modified if both parties (City of Ames and City of Neleg agreed. He said that there would be
three options: (1) The City of Ames would agree to arthe property and extend utilities to
that area. (2) The boundaries of the Moratorium coulthdified to allow Nevada to provide
services. (3) The City of Ames could deny annexation.

City Attorney Doug Marek advised that the Moratorium Agneat in question would prevent
the City Development Board from approving an annexatia tloes not conform to the
Moratorium. By joint resolution of the Cities of Amaad Nevada, the boundaries could be
modified. Mr. Marek reiterated that State Code allowsHe Agreement to be modified if both
cities agree. Once approved by the two cities, the @#velopment Board must accept the
modified Agreement.

At the inquiry of Council Member Orazem as to why loimcWay Energy would prefer to have
its land annexed to Nevada, instead of Ames, Mr. Bisghdithe City of Ames would have quite
a distance to bring its services for what might be a i®ilibn project. It would be very
expensive and could possibly be delayed.

Moved by Davis, seconded by Orazem, to adopt RESOLUTNON 10-562 approving an
Agreement with the City of Nevada to establish amexation Moratorium and division line
between corporate boundary lines and for joint exedofig@vernmental powers.

Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Resolution declared adopted unanimgsiglged by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.

HEARING ON AMENDMENT TO CAMPUSTOWN URBAN REVITALIZATION PLAN
TO ALLOW FOR FIRE SPRINKLER RETROFITTING: The public hearing was opened by
the Mayor.

Carleen Brewer, Manhattan, Kansas, representing nivetdity Towers at 111 Lynn, said that
nearly $1 million will have been invested in that prapéo install sprinklers.

The Mayor closed the hearing when no one else askguetk.

Moved by Davis, seconded by Larson, to adopt RESOLUTMIDI 10-563 approving
Amendment to Campustown Urban Revitalization Plarlvovéor fire sprinkler retrofitting.
Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Resolution declared adopted unanimpsigiged by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.

HEARING ON ZONING TEXT AMENDMENT RELATED TO PARKING AREA AND

PERIMETER LANDSCAPING REQUIREM ENTS: Director Osguthorpe explained that the issue
is that when someone proposes to divide land acrosgisim@ parking lot, such a division
creates a landscaping nonconformity because there watlder the required perimeter
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landscaping along the new property line. Currently, tHg way to address that is to either
remove pavement to facilitate required landscaping or taeigwnership of the property
through a horizontal property regime.

Mayor Campbell opened the hearing and closed same aftatencame forward to speak.

Moved by Davis, seconded by Orazem, to pass on fading an ordinance making a zoning text
amendment related to parking area and perimeter landscapimgements.
Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

HEARING ON 2009-10 CONSOL IDATED ANNUAL PERFORMANCEAND EVALUATION

REPORT (CAPER): Housing Coordinator Vanessa Baker-Latimer explained that t h e
Comm
unity
Develo
pment
Block
Grant
(CDB
G )
regulati
o ns
require
that,
within
90 days
from
the end
of its
fiscal
year,
t h e
City
must
prepare
a
Consol
idated
Annua
Perfor
mance
and
Evalua
tion
Report
(CAPE
R ) .
T h e
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CAPE
R was
to be
submitt
ed to
HUD
on or
before
Septem
ber 30,
2010;
howev
er, due
to the
heavy
worklo
ad on
flood
recover
y
efforts,
staff
request
ed, and
w as
granted
, an
extensi
on until
Decem
ber 31,
2010.

Ms. Baker-Latimer stated that the CAPER reports acdshmpénts in relation to the goals and
objectives identified in the City’s 2009-2014 Consolidated Péquirements for the use of
CDBG funding and in the Annual Action Plan. Accordirgy Nls. Baker-Latimer, HUD
regulations require that the CAPER be available for daygsublic review and comment period,
which occurred November 30, 2010, through December 14, 2010. n\oerds were received.

The Mayor opened the hearing. No one requested to spebtheahearing was closed.
Moved by Orazem, seconded by Larson, to adopt RESOLUTNON10-564 approving the
2009-10 Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation RE€pARER).

Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Resolution declared adopted unanimpsigiged by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.

HEARING ONNUISANCE ASSESSM ENT: The public hearing was opened by Mayor Campbell.
She closed same after no one asked to speak.
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Moved by Larson, seconded by Goodman, to adopt RESOLUMNON10-565 assessing the
costs of mowing and weed removal and certifying asseggmétory County Treasurer.

Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Resolution declared adopted unanimosiglged by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.

ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING PARKING REGULATIONS ON NORTH 4™ STREET:
Moved by Goodman, seconded by Davis, to pass on fasling an ordinance pertaining to
parking regulations on NortH"4treet from North Riverside Avenue to North Maple Aue.
Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

ORDINANCE MAKING A ZONING TEXT AMENDMENT PERTAINING TO FENCE
REGULATIONS: Moved by Goodman, seconded by Davis, to adopt ORDINANICE 4052
making a zoning text amendment pertaining to fence regnfati
Roll Call Vote: 4-0. Ordinance declared adopted unanimaosiglyed by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.

COUNCIL COMMENTS: Mayor Campbell announced that the City Council wilt neeet on
December 28, 2010.

City Manager Schainker noted the letter dated Decemb@014, that had been placed around
the dais from G K Development asking for a six-montleesion of time to meet the terms of its
Adaptive Reuse Agreement for the Streets of North Grand.

Council Member Goodman noted that Roy Cakerice hadspsaking at Council meetings for
years private monies could be leveraged for a privatefppgatinership to keep Carr Pool open
for limited hours during next summer. Mr. Goodman noted thace the Pool would be
demolished, the City could not get it back. He feelmfimnversations that he has had with
citizens, there is an appreciable difference betweefrtirman Aquatics Center and Carr Pool.

Moved by Goodman to place the Carr Pool issue andvhealging of private monies towards
its operation on an upcoming meeting.
Motion died for lack of a second.

ADJOURNMENT: Moved by Larson to adjourn the meeting at 10:21 p.m.

Diane R. Voss, City Clerk Ann H. Campbell, Mayor
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