City Council Meeting Minutes of May 16, 2013

        Thursday, May 16, 2013
Williamsport, PA

Council President Bill Hall brought the Williamsport City Council meeting to order on Thursday, May 16, 2013 at 7:30 PM in City Hall Council Chambers.  The Cooley Studio did not televise the meeting.  The invocation was given by Councilman Randy Allison and was immediately followed by the “Pledge of Allegiance”.

  Council President Bill Hall called the meeting to order. He asked for approval of City Council Meeting Minutes dated 05/02/13.  Do I have a motion to approve these minutes?  

Mrs. Katz made the motion and it was seconded by Ms. Miele.  There were no questions or comments.  The minutes were approved with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0 for approval.  Dr. Williamson was absent.   
Limited Courtesy of the Floor
Michael Ochs, 633 Scott St., Williamsport, PA

Demolition, BroDart 5/16/2013   Every now and then I reserve time in the PA DEP file room to look at the environmental files of neighborhood corporations, as I did yesterday.  Thus some of my questions below derive from that.  I ask:

1. It could be helpful to define what occurs prior to, or concurrent with demolition, such as the mitigation, abatement, remediation, containment, removal of  hazards, pollutants, contaminants, constituents of potential concern (COPCs), etc.  And provide descriptive definitions of each of these terms, as they can be confusing.

2. Because about one-half of the over-seventy samples for asbestos were found to be positive, how will they be addressed?  They included pipe insulation, window glaze, duct tape wrap, brown and black tiles, pipe fittings, etc.

3. Are there other contamination issues, in addition to roofing asbestos and the boiler and smokestack, that need to be addressed prior to demolition, such as for lead, arsenic, mold, radioactive brick, potential odor problems, etc.?

4. Is there a plan for re-use of valuable building material (floors, beams, metals, etc.)?

5. Does the demolition contractor have experience in pest control, vermin elimination, etc.?  

6. What are the specifics to be implemented in this regard?

7. Is the pest control/vermin elimination to be sub-contracted out to a professional company specializing in that subject?

8. Do any of the animals within the BroDart eco-system have rights, such as the roosting pigeons, etc., that would allow for them to continue their lives?

9. Since the wall edifice piece dropped off on the Scott Street side recently, was BroDart still the owner then?

10.  Since then, neighbors have wondered about the viability of the building alarm systems and the sprinkler systems.  Are they in working order?

11.  Will either or both be disabled when the electricity to the building is to be terminated?

12.  Who certifies that the alarm and sprinkler systems are operational, now that the city owns the BroDart property?

13.  Is the certificate of their being recently tested and approved available for public inspection?

14.  If neither system works while demolition progresses, what protects the residential neighborhood from any fire or collapse emergency?

15.  What code sources cover such systems on private and public property in the city?

16.  There is a water hydrant in mid-block on the Scott St. side of the BroDart building; is that a public city hydrant or associated with the building?

17.  Is that hydrant in working order?

18.  When was it last tested and certified?

19.  Whose responsibility has it been to test it?

20.  Will that hydrant be available and be used for dust control as needed?

21.  What other hydrants are available for water to be used for dust control?

22.  Are such adequate?

23.  If electricity is to be turned off will the Scott St. BroDart building evening security lights be somehow replaced, or is the street to be darkened at night, thus lessening the sense of security that neighbors have had over the years courtesy of BroDart.

24.  Will all hauling of demolition debris occur off of Oliver Street, or will trucks traverse Memorial Ave., Scott St., and/or Stevens St. also?

25.  What role will the PA DEP play in the abatement (mitigation?, remediation? Containment?) processes?

26.  What is the role of the PA DEP in the demolition process?

27.  What is (or has been, or will be) the county role(s)?

28.  What is (or  has been, or will be) the city role(s)?

29.   Does a demolition work plan by the contractor need to be provided and approved?

30.  To whom?  By whom? Specifying what?

31.  How does the public access such a work plan and have input into it?

32.  Because what I saw yesterday in the PA DEP file records, on what they refer to as the BroDart Commons site, left me with questions, and because the PA DEP person assigned as the “case manager” for the project is no longer in the employ of the PA DEP, who is the responsible party there now?

33.  What BroDart Commons files in the PA DEP file room are duplicated within the city, and thus available for perusal?

34.  How may the public access the same?  The waiting period to access such at the PA DEP office can be as much as several weeks.

35.  What measures may neighbors be enabled to take to measure any potentially harmful external consequences of the demolition process---dust metering, noise pollution exceedences, diesel engines idling more than the allowed ten-minutes, photographing or videotaping of problems, etc.?

36.  How will residential neighbors be alerted for any health and safety issues that they need to be aware of, and on the look-out for, as regards matters that could impact them or on-site workers?

37.  Are there soil, groundwater and/or soil vapor issues for which exposure routes to workers and neighbors exist, such as ingestion, dermal contact and/or inhalation?

38.  How are such to be addressed (prevention, detection and emergency response)?

39.  There are many official partners in this effort beyond that of the city and county, and PA DEP, such as the USEPA, financial enabling groups, investors, a construction firm , an apartment building management team, STEP, Habitat for Humanity, etc.  Do any of these play a role in the                                                                                                                                           process about to occur, and if so, what?

40.  Might OSHA (the Occupational Safety and Health Administration) be expected to pay a visit to the site?

41.  If yes, is that routine?

42.  If no, would such a visit only be triggered by an on-site incident?  

43.  What if there were off-site incidents resulting from on-site activity?

44.  What insurance policies will take effect, and what will they cover, and not cover?

45.  What are the potential on-and off-site incidents that would be un-welcomed?

46.  Will there be a “go-to”person for neighbors to go to raise concerns, offer suggestions, etc.?

47.  Who is that person, and how will he/she be identified on-site?

48.  If there are various “go-to” persons responsible for different topics, who would they be and what oversight does each provide?

49.  What roles will the city police and fire department assume?

50.  What permits have yet to be secured, and what is the timeline for such?  For example, a city demolition permit, any NPDES permit, any PA DEP permits, etc.?

51.   Can some confusion about transfer of ownership be clarified?  BroDart, County, City, etc.?

52.  What was done under each owner in all the processes of conversion?

53.  In addition to noise being reduced by adding mufflers to equipment and sirens, why can’t some demonstration project of the use of natural gas fueled vehicles on-site be implemented?  Diesel fumes are dangerous to those exposed to such.

54.  Please note that neighbors expect the city, while it owns the building, to be a better neighbor than what BroDart was, but to date this year, under BroDart’s and then the city’s ownership of the building (as of 2:00 p.m. today) the grass hasn’t yet  been mown (it’s 18-24 inches in some places now), trash isn’t removed daily from the property, the Memorial Avenue sidewalk is still half-covered with winter anti-skid material from the street, the Scott St. temporary fencing is falling down, etc.  Neither BroDart nor the city ever pro-actively responded to the code violations, the safety issues, the graffiti, etc., I brought to the attention of each in the autumn of 2011, and subsequently.

55.   As Council and Administration know, my prior concerns have been primarily about (a.) the safety of the project, it being in a SuperFund site, and I remain puzzled as to why so much focus has been on the welfare of on-site workers and future on-site residents, while so little focus has been on the current residential neighbors, inasmuch as some neighborhood homes have to be vented because of the vapors detected in their residences.  How do current people residing in the neighborhood know that the homes they live in are safe to inhabit?  The second issue I have prioritized is (b.) the environmentally benign, or “green”, characteristics that ought to be favorably employed in this project, and time will tell as to the extent they are fulfilled during the pre-demolition and demolition and construction phases of the effort.  Then the third concern I endorsed, shared by others, was (c.) the extent to which what is being proposed is sustainably viable, and my understanding again is that time will tell if townehouse homes will be constructed, depending upon the market need for such in the future.  Today I want to conclude by raising a fourth matter, namely (d.) what I perceive as a lack by the city of encouraging public participation in this whole process.

56.  Thus, to support my point of view, I note that as early as several years ago a BroDart Redevelopment Stakeholders group (also known in August 2010 as the BroDart Revitalization Council) and meeting occurred where, although Textron as a corporate neighbor was invited to attend and participate, no neighborhood home owner or resident was invited, to my knowledge.  More recently, in March of 2012, the city administration had an opportunity to convene a Public Involvement Plan, and declined, if I am reading the documents in the PA DEP file correctly.  If there ever was any public meeting about any conditional use matter, or land development matter, it was well-hidden from the public, in my view.  Yes, there was a re-zoning hearing, I grant you that, held immediately after a public meeting on the same subject.  More recently, last month, a neighborhood meeting was convened, but it was made clear then that the intent of the meeting was not to hear what neighbors had to say, that their input was not being sought then and there, but that the focus of the meeting was to have the neighbors hear from various partners in the project .  So our experience then was devoid of any “rejuvenation” (name tags for us were not provided so we might re-meet one another after a long winter inside our homes), there was no “revitalization” (we weren’t given the opportunity to stand and say who we were, and where we lived), nor was there any “reinvention” inasmuch as we were not encouraged to form any ad-hoc committee to have our voices heard.  No rejuvenation, no revitalization, no reinvention, although those are the very words used to describe what the so-called Brodart Neighborhood Improvement Program (BNIP) is all about.  (The acronym seems appropriate, as any encouragement to have our neighborhood better organized was “nipped” in the bud, thus the “bud-nipped” (BNIP) in early spring).

57.  So I ask, and wonder, what other opportunities will the public, especially the residential neighbors and home owners,  have to participate in the processes that will impact their lives?  Got participatory democracy, anyone?  It occurs to me that there’ve been missed opportunities and that the process can be largely characterized as a “top-down, bureaucratic” one, with decisions being made without neighborhood input being sought.  Even I , trying to keep informed and involved, have been kept out-of-the-loop of Council committee meetings, despite my avowed interest in trying, at Council meetings, to represent and articulate concerns shared with me by neighbors and the general public.  I’ve previously addressed Council on several occasions, raising questions that have often gone unaddressed.

58.  It is not, in my estimation, to the credit of Council and the city administration that participatory democracy is discouraged locally.  Even such a simple matter of routinely listing Council members’ phone numbers, and e-mail addresses, as is done regularly in the Sunday edition of the Williamsport Sun-Gazette in two columns on the letters-to-the editor page, for various regional elected officials, would potentially contribute, in a positive way, to dialogue between the people and their government.

59.  Similarly, quarterly Mayor’s Town Meetings, and Council members visiting neighborhoods and having “office hours” there to hear concerns (such as Assemblymen Mirabito and Everett do) would be helpful.  Thank you.

Ordinance # 6233
Bill # 1600-13
Ordinance Amending Article 902 of the City’s Codified Ordinances Relating to Brick Pave Streets &

Removing Certain Streets from those to be Preserved under the Ordinance (final reading)
The City Clerk read the ordinance.

Mr. Hall asked for a motion to approve this ordinance.

Mr. Allison made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Noviello.
Mr. Pawlak stated this is an ordinance on second reading and  I have nothing further to add.
The ordinance was carried with five yes roll call votes. Ms. Miele voted no.  Dr. Williamson was absent.  The vote was 5 to 1.
Resolution # 8228
Resolution Awarding a Bid Award for Demolition of Bro-Dart Property & Site Project

The City Clerk read the resolution.
Mr. Hall asked for a motion to adopt this resolution.

Ms. Miele made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Smith.

Mr. Pawlak, stated this resolution is to approve the award of contract for the demolition and remediation of the Bro-Dart site to Shea Industries.  Shea Industries was the lower bidder of the 15 bids we received at a public bid opening on May 2. Funding for this project is coming from a grant that was issued to the redevelopment authority in the amount of $973,333. Which will allow 75% of the total project costs budget. Additional funding is also coming through County act 13 funding, CDBG funds, and developer funds. This agreement is scheduled to be executed by the Williamsport redevelopment authority on May 22, in the packet you received, there was a letter recommending approval from L.Robert Kimbell, along with the bid tabulations from the bids received. Tonight we have Gary Hoover with with us to get a brief overview of the technical specifications within the bid and address any questions that Council may have related to the bid responses. It was reviewed by the finance committee, and also reviewed that the public works committee but no action taken.

Ms. Miele, finance did review this and we had a few questions, concerns about the people performing the project, and the specifications, we had questions on ad, alternate one and the elements of the bid concerning pest control.  We did send this to the full body of Council with positive recommendation.

Mr. Allison stated the funding for the project as was stated before has been they ISRP funding grant and when you add in that County acts 13 funds, private developer funds the total was $1.3 million to finance that.  We did have some questions and I think they are generated out of a concern, or the desire we all have that this is a big project and it is important that get started correctly in the first phase of it should be done correctly. Not only the physical demolition itself, but how the people in the neighborhood that are directly affected by that and we want to make a good project and have it from the beginning to the end so that is the desire to dig a little bit deeper into the company that's going to do the demolition, in the fact that we had no previous contact with them or relationship.

Mr. Gary Hoover, L. Robert Kimball, as stated, we reviewed the 15 bids that were resented and we recommended Shea industries. In their bid packet we had ask each of the bidders to give the qualifications. Shea Industries have been in business since 1995, their most recent project was a demolition in a borough first $35,000. They list numerous projects here in the city of Scranton. Their first project was 13 properties for $150,000, the second project in the city of Scranton and was for hundred $22,000, for Penn Dot, they did the Pike County demolition project for $231,000, also in the city of Lebanon, they did the building demolition for $350,000, Lackawanna Avenue redevelopment project for $500,000, and Susquehanna County building demolition for $125,000.  John Grado had contacted various cities and found out that they were quite satisfied on the work that Shea had done for them. Shea also list numerous equipment, all of the equipment that would be used for demolition projects. They list in their bid that they will be using . He described other materials that this company would be using.  
Mr. Hall said so you are giving these guys a positive reference?

Mr. Hoover's stated yes.

Mrs. Katz commented on all the examples that were given were a lot lower bids them what this project is. Are they going to be able to take care some of issues that were brought up by Mr. Ochs tonight?

Mr. Hoover, as contract administrator of this contract, our company L. Robert Kimball, will make sure that they follow their contract and they follow all the site protection measures that are needed and even far is pest control issues.  We gave them a very aggressive schedule to get this done and they agreed that they could do this work and in their bidder qualifications, they have never failed to complete an assignment that was awarded to them and they have never defaulted on a contract.
Mrs. Katz stated her concern for the neighbors and the neighborhoods.

Mr. Smith stated he wanted to make a comment because he has been contacted by some of the neighbors, and he wanted to comment about the pest control, so he was provided with a bidders contract stating, something is written in the contract about the pest control and he wanted to make the public aware of it. He read that part of the contract.  

Mr. Hoover stated all the contractors were aware and they all knew that this was going to be a point that we were going to stress, rodent and pest control was a big part of the contract.

Mr. Noviello stated that is rather general in the response.  His fears are that he does not expect to and exterminated commission on Friday morning and then be done by Monday morning, so he was asking about a timeline.

Mr. Hoover answered prior to the physical demolition of the project, there will be a month-long remediation during that remediation the pest control and extermination will take place, it will not be a one-day operation will take place over a month.

Mr. Hall stated so we are talking June 1 and then it's a month from this remediation for pest control? The whole thing starts and ends September 30.

Mr. Hoover stated yes it is a very aggressive program. He did asked the contractors can you do that amount, for that amount of money, and in that amount of time. Their answer was yes.

Mr. Allison stated that Mr. Grado said that Shea will present a plan and he expects to see a plan as soon as possible to give Council an opportunity to look at it.  He also asked about equipment and if there are sufficient numbers of vehicles, size of vehicles.
Mr. Hoover stated he really doesn't see anything missing from the list.

Mr. Allison asked if they had physically seen the building?

Mr. Hoover replied yes they have had two opportunities to walk through the building.

Ms. Miele asked about savage some of the building.

Mr. Hoover said of course this still will be salvation, all the brick will be crushed and will be used as clean fill on the site. He explained what will be re-utilize. He does not think there will be any salvageable wood of the project although there is some very nice themes in there, most people will not take a secondhand beam because of the metal that may be contained in the beam.
Mr. Hall state article 3 in the contract talks about 90 days up to 105 days for this to happen, and it doesn't happen from the day commences so then, accordingly to the owner, that is us, gets paid by the contractor $1000 per day each calendar day that it goes past the date of 105 days. There is a 10 day window that you can just play with. The contract says that we can extend that or not because it might not be the contractors fault. Most of it will be in the summertime. If there's no other questions, Mrs. Frank on the resolution.
The resolution was carried with six yes roll call votes. Dr. Williamson was absent. The vote was 6 to 0.

Mayor Campana stated also for accountability purpose, since this is the first time our wonderful city be working with Shea Industries, the administration is going to recommend that there will be a town meeting before the demolition occurs so the citizens will know who is performing the work.

Resolution # 8229
Resolution
Authorizing the Execution of Agreements for Use of Bowman Field

The City Clerk read the resolution.
Mr. Hall asked for a motion on the resolution.

Mr. Allison made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Noviello.

Mr. Justin Simpson, stated before you is a standard resolution for the conditional use of Bowman field. This was approved and sent to the full body of Council by the recreation commission, the Bowman field commission, and the finance committee.

Mr. Allison said that pretty standard agreement, the first two are repeat users, the new one is the American cancer society, and it is a worthy cause and we sent this to the full body of Council with positive recommendation.

Mr. Hall asked for questions or comments.

The resolution was carried with six yes roll call votes. Dr. Williamson was absent. The vote was 6 to 0.
Lot Consolidation – Susquehanna Health
Mr. Knarr before you I bring of lot consolidation plan requests from Susquehanna health system in order to construct a new facility at the low series of tax parcels. All zoning concerns have been addressed. The Lycoming County planning commission reviewed the request on April 22, 2013 and made a positive recommendation. The proposal was reviewed planning commission meeting on May 6, 2013. It is in the institutional zoning district, the current use is a parking lot. The first step is to consolidate those lots. An order to develop the site, it requires a lot consolidation.  
Mr. Hall asked for a motion to approve this.

Ms. Miele made the motion and it was seconded by Mrs. Katz.

Mr. Noviello is there anything particularly exceptional about this request?

Mr. Knarr answered basically what the hospital is doing is consolidating all parcels that they actually have acquired over the years into their footprint and in order to develop this one, and now all of their entire parcels are actually consolidated under the subdivision. Once it is approved it will go to the County and be recorded in deed as such.

Mr. Hall asked how this impacts the pilot program.

Mr. Pawlak stated there is no change on that if it was included in the pilot it stays in pilot.

Mr. Smith stated that area that we are currently talking about, that is currently a paved parking lot. As I understand it, in demolition, they have one year to come forward with a land development plan or they have to plant grass in the site.  The question I have is a mess the timeframe would be appurtenance, why did they spend all that money paving the lot, that is the question, knowing that there will be a building here.

Mr. Knarr answered in order to accommodate, they basically paved those areas under the subdivision land development ordinance, and they feel that it is necessary to create a building within their footprint. This will support their needs.

Mr. Smith said so they could have kept that as a gravel lot.

Mr. Knarr answered no according to the ordinance it does require to be paved. In building the parking lot would classify as a land development so they did meet others requirements at that time. Rate now they currently feel that this four-story building would be better suited in that area in order to be developed.

Mr. Smith asked, how many parking spaces are going to be lost?

Chris Keiser, Larson Design Group, there will we possibly 92 spaces that are being lost. Since 2007, the hospital used someone to do a study, and when they started their said they always knew that they were going to build this.  The numbers spaces that the hospital needs about 1335. The facility that we're going to be building needs another 420 spaces. They are well within their parking numbers.
Mr. Smith said so the thought is losing the 92 spaces, there is so better be enough?

Mr. Keiser stated yes, they did studies and we will be well within that number, I drove by yesterday and there were spaces left.

Mr. Smith, ask if this is going to generate more employees?

Ann Pepperman, solicitor to the health system. This land is currently owned by the Williamsport Hospital, and not Susquehanna health system. This land is to be consolidated and subdivided and though be a new company formed control by the health system to who a portion of this footprint will be conveyed upon in which the medical building will be built. One of the reasons that it was paved when it was, is it is always been the hospitals plan in terms of recruiting people to the area. Attractive finances have come up to market tax credits, and now is the time to do it. This is always been the footprint for where this building would be. I do not have a number if this will generate more employees, it will be occupied primarily, but not exclusively by operations within the health system that currently exist. It is not necessarily going to create enormous employment opportunities, it will be better facilities for what it does provide. Parking should not be a problem, some of the functions that are going to be transferred there is OGBYN, orthopedic surgery, the pharmacy will be moved over there so this will not generate significant employment. There are no specific plans for some of the space. We don't anticipate any problem at all with parking.

Mr. Hall asked in that institutional zone is there a legal number of parking spaces that are required?

Ms. Pepperman stated yes.

Mr. Hall said and you meet that requirement?

Ms. Pepperman stated yes.

Ms. Miele, the design is quite attractive, the new building will be basically fit into the overall design. 

Ms. Pepperman, the footprint contains multiple tax parcels we are not going to be using all of those tax parcels, we are just consolidating all those tax parcels that could potentially be involved in and subdivide, the core of the space where we're going to have the Susquehanna health innovation center.

Mr. Hall stated any more questions.

The lot consolidation plan was approved with six yes roll call votes. Dr. Williamson was absent. The vote was 6 to 0.
Land Development – Susquehanna Health Innovation

Mr. Knarr, what we are bringing before you is a land development from Susquehanna health systems the current use is a parking lot and the proposed land development would eliminate the parking lot and would be replaced with the four-story principal building to be connected with the walkway existing. The plan meets all land development and subdivision requirements in accordance with the city's ordinances. The Lycoming County planning commission did review it on April 22, 2013 to made positive recommendation. The planning commission reviewed it on May 6, 2013 and made positive recommendations.
Mr. Hall asked for a motion.

Mr. Allison made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Smith.

There were no questions.

The land development plan was carried with six yes roll call votes. Dr. Williamson was absent. The vote was 6 to 0.
Land Development- Gulf Stream Services, Inc.
Mr. Knarr stated this is a request from Gulf Stream Services for a Land development approval for the proposed construction of an accessory building at the facility.  This is the MH zoning district. The proposed includes the land development and storm water management plans that are provided in accordance with all zoning regulations. The Lycoming County planning commission reviewed the request on April 22, 2013 and made a positive recommendation. The planning commission meeting was on May 6, 2013 and reviewed request and made a positive recommendation.
Mr. Hall asked for a motion to approve this land development.

Ms. Miele made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Smith.

Mr. Smith asked if this was a locally owned company. Mr. Knarr answered they are out of Indiana.
The land development plan was carried with six yes roll call votes. Dr. Williamson was absent. The vote was 6 to 0.
  Accept for filing:

Veterans Memorial Park Commission Minutes  04/08/13

Codes Report 02/13

ERC 04/21/13

Finance Committee 04/02/13

Williamsport Municipal Water Authority 03/27/13, 1/23/13, 2/27/13

Williamsport Sanitary Authority 03/27/13, 1/23/13 & 2/27/13

Mr. Hall asked for a motion to accept the minutes.

Ms. Miele made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Allison.
The meetings were accepted with six yes roll call votes.  Dr. Williamson was absent. The vote was six to 0.
 Announcements

   The next regularly scheduled City Council meeting will be held on Thursday May 30, 2013 at 7:30 PM, in City Hall Council Chambers.  (Enter through the police department at rear of building for meetings after 5:00 PM.) 

 
~ Upcoming Meetings:



   Monday, May 20

               12:00 PM   Planning Commission


   Tuesday, May 21

                 9:00 AM   Housing Needs Committee



                10:00 AM    Blighted Property




                 4:00 PM   Board of Health




                 7:00 PM   HARB


   Wednesday, May 22

                11:30 PM  Redevelopment Authority




                 4:30 PM   Bid Opening/RVT


   Thursday, May 23

               10:00 AM   Williamsport Welcome the World


   Monday, May 27

                 CITY HALL CLOSED – MEMORIAL DAY


   Tuesday, May 28

               12:00 PM   Public Works




                 3:30 PM   Finance Committee


[Meetings Held in Council Chambers Unless Otherwise Noted – [scr] = William Sechler Community Room]
Ms. Miele asked about the Housing Needs Committee if anything was on the agenda.

There was nothing so the meeting could be canceled.

Mr. Hall asked if there were any more comments from Council, there were none, from the administration, there were none.

Scott Miller, 822 Tucker St. One of the things I've noticed in the newspaper, I've noticed in the newspaper often alleged criminals, alleging crimes, and alleging criminal activities are identified currently in the city of Williamsport. But when you look at the addresses, you find out that they are not in the city of Williamsport and I will encourage the city Council and the Mayor to speak with the local newspaper about making sure that they identified the correct township or borough as we do not need our reputation spurts in the press. We have enough problems of our own and do not need any additional problems attributed to the city.
Mr. Hall said that is been one of my pet peeves that I have been on for 10 years now so I'm glad to have you as an ally.

Mr. Michael Ochs, just a PS, to have the demolition occur in the summer is the worst time for neighbors when our windows are open, it is the worst time possible.

Mr. Hall asked for a motion to adjourn.

Mr. Allison made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Noviello.
All were in favor


 Adjournment













Janice Frank

City Clerk   8:45 PM
Also, Present: 
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	Sol. Austin White
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	Don Noviello, Councilman 
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