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                        Williamsport, PA
Council President Bill Hall brought the Williamsport City Council meeting to order on Thursday, June 25, 2015 at 7:30 PM in City Hall Council Chambers.  The Cooley Studio did televise the meeting.  The invocation was given by Councilman Jonathan Williamson  and was immediately followed by the “Pledge of Allegiance”.

         Approval of the June 11, 2015 City Council Meeting minutes were approved upon the motion of Dr. Williamson and Mrs. Katz second and a roll call of five yes votes.  The vote was 5 to 0. Ms. Miele had not yet arrived.   Mr. Smith was absent.
Limited Courtesy of the Floor

Chad Lomison, Green Tree Development, 914-916 Vine Ave., he stated he will be talking about this item later on the Agenda.
Mr. Hall changed the order of the agenda.

Resolution #8469
Resolution Mayoral Proclamation – Qayyim Ali
The City Clerk read the resolution.

Mr. Hall asked for a motion to adopt the resolution.

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

  Mayor Campana stated before you I have the resolution recognizing a young man who has achieved a great deal at the Williamsport Area High School.   His name is Qayyim Ali.  With him is his wonderful coach, Sam Bell, and Sean McCann, athletic director along with family and friends.  He was the State champion by winning that PIAA class Triple A high jump gold medal.   Today I would like to recognize this to be Qayyim Ali day.     He stated that the Williamsport Area High School produces great students.    
  His father said his son has come a long way and he is proud of his son and this City.  Qayyim thanked everyone for recognizing him.
 The resolution was carried with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.
Resolution #8470
Resolution Authorizing the Williamsport Bureau of Police to Hire Three (3) Officers
The City Clerk read the resolution.

Mr. Hall asked for a motion to adopt the resolution.

Mr. Noviello made the motion and it was seconded Dr. Williamson.

  Chief Foresman stated the resolution that I have submitted for your consideration is to hire these three candidates for the Williamsport Police Department. Along with my resolution, I submitted a letter of recommendation to Council for the consideration and a copy of the current hiring list. If the resolution is passed this evening, the candidates will start their employment with the City of Williamsport effective July 13, 2015. All three of these candidates have passed all the requirements set forth by the Williamsport Bureau police hiring procedures. Any remaining requirements will be accomplished over the next couple of days. Two of the three candidates, will be attending the police academy at the Harrisburg Area Community college as cadets, which that will also be contingent upon them passing a required exam. Candidate Andrew Stevens is already an Act 20 certified officer and will be assigned to the patrol division. I request that these three candidates be approved for hire. Sgt. Jody Miller will give a brief biography of these candidates.

Sgt. Jody Miller gave a brief biography of each candidate.   The names of the candidates are, Clinton Gardner, Andrew Stevens and Benjamin Hitesman.  

Mr. Hall asked if there were any questions or comments.

  Mr. Allison stated he would just like to welcome all three candidates and we are pleased and thankful to have them. We are grateful for their willingness to serve the City of Williamsport and its people.   
The resolution was carried with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.
Mr. Hall stated to protect and serve.
TABLED
Certificates of Appropriateness – 410 Market St. – Keystone Realty Enterprise

Mr. Gerardi stated this is a certificate of appropriateness request. They are requesting to replace two ground sign with one ground sign.  The color and material and the size and shape are shown on the picture. The Planning Commission did review this on Monday, June 15 and they recommended approval. The building is located in the central business district.  There is no representative here.  He contacted the owner .

Mr. Hall asked for a motion to table.

Dr. Williamson made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Noviello.

The motion to table was carried with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes
Certificates of Appropriateness – 349 Pine St  - HIP Development LLC

Mr. Gerardi stated this is a certificate to erect a retractor awning. Color and style is shown. The awning will be large enough to cover the existing platform. It is located in the central business district. The Planning Commission did review this on June 15, with a positive recommendation. We do have a representative here. If you have ever been down the Pine square, there is an area where there's a stage and employees and it shows you where they would put the retractable black awning.
Mr. Hall asked for a motion to approve the certificate.

Dr. Williamson made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Allison.

The certificate of appropriateness was carried with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes
Bill # 1648-15
An Ordinance Adopting a 6 Year Capital Projects Budget for the City of Williamsport for Fiscal Years Ending June 30, 2016 to June 30, 2021 (first reading)
The City Clerk read the ordinance.  
Mr. Hall asked for a motion to adopt the ordinance.

Dr. Williamson made the motion and it was seconded Mr. Allison.

  Mr. Nichols stated essentially this document serves as the planning for the City, the first two years are more of an action plan or priority plan that the administration is pursuing. This programming document is one of three steps in the consideration of the city capital project. The second step is to budget this is part of the city's annual budget and the third step is the actual award of a contract after funds are secured. Also as noted in the city's administrative code is a living document and it is subject to revisions by the administration in Council. This document also serves a regulatory requirement related to Penn Dot's capital program for River Valley transit so that is what this document serves as well. There are four sections to the report.  The first section is a status report that gives us an update on current projects and whether they and completed or in progress or are being rescheduled.   The second section is the proposed capital project budget by department for the six-year time frame. The next section gives you more detail on potential funding sources and then the last section provides you with projects descriptions and narratives and justifications by department. On Tuesday the Finance committee reviewed the program and provided a favorable recommendation to Council subject to three revisions. A week ago Monday, the Planning Commission reviewed the program and also provided a positive recommendation. The total six-year capital project approximately $90 million, the first two years are projects on that we are prioritizing for possible funding.  Mr. Nichols read line by line of the capital budget.  
  Dr. Williamson stated this line by line recognizing that there is not funding in place for most of the $90 million over the next six years.  For that matter even amongst the next two years there are significant chunks that are still undetermined to the degree that they stated undetermined over the next couple years. So some of that is very clearly in the works, and most the time we on Council are fairly aware of what is in the works, although surprisingly, not always. In terms of specific areas, originally the street resurfacing rehabilitation line did not have for the next years any general fund dollars, and we felt that we should set the bar a bit higher than zero and so recognizing that this year's budget was pretty much set, we ask going forward that at least hundred $50,000 be put in. That is what we put in there, and we would always want to find ways to make that higher in coming years. Secondly, it is important to note that the funding for Graffius Run is there but not secured, while we are working with engineers to determine a long-term solution, we also need be working with consultants to identify funding to be able to get that fixed as soon as possible because we know as we know that neighborhood is always on the verge of being flooded. The levee improvements, we found, that we are looking at roughly the end of the year more or less an incident beginning of next year to determine potential costs going forward and we need to begin to secure our funding or what we do know much less the unknowns. We also had some discussion about position we are in stores that in your program we have in the parks. We do not have any identified funding in place for the next phases of Lose Park, Young Woods, that were particular concerns expressed at the meeting, or Newberry Park or Shaw place so we have to work on finding those funding. We talked a little bit about Bowman field and we have expended the money that we borrowed to do upgrades . There is a large chunk showing in 2015, 2016, there was a very unexpected in a very short window for RCAP funding to be put in with a different emphasis past grant opportunities. One that could be used for stadium complex like this, so they had submitted bit and hopefully we will find out later on in the year we will be able to do some upgrades that we were not able to do. Finally, as it relates to E. 3rd St./Old City, the expenditure amounts we did not touch at Finance, it was estimated $15 million over six years. It was very important to recognize the hard work that the Old City commission has been focusing on for the last number of months. We have seen a draft of the report and they will be submitting a final report here shortly. I think we would've done a disservice to the hard work that they have done and a disservice to the funding that Council has put into place, Lycoming College has put into place and that the DCED has placed to pay for consultants to make that research and planning, redevelopment strategy happen. If our plans capital budget did not sync up with the plan that they were moving forward, and of course we have seen the drafting of that. So I appreciate the administration clarifying that in a way that ties it more closely to the recommendations that will be coming our way and in the future. So with that fairly sensitive discussion we had, we passed this to the full body of Council with a positive recommendation.
  Mr. Hall asked for questions or comments from Council.

  Mr. Allison stated that Dr. Williamson really did a great job of summarizing the highlights of the things that we addressed. He wanted to piggyback on the Old City, the whole Gateway commission and we also have money being committed to a new traffic study coming up. It just would be premature, without any idea how to anticipate what the traffic study is going to say, we don't have studies done just check a box off, we use them as guiding documents is much as possible to facilitate the development, so there is some cohesion to it and interactions between the different components in some interest. It all melts together into a nice flowing process. As time goes on, it may be a 10 or 20 year process but it is important to start on the right foot. Because if you don't get the right start, you definitely are not going to hit the mark. There has been a lot of good cooperation input from all the different stakeholders and we want to see that continue, that there is communication and a lot of it.

  Mrs. Katz stated there have been so many studies and so many projects, that usually wind up in the basement of City Hall or the County building and nothing comes to for fruition.  I am excited about listening to this one because you have the input of citizens, the input of college, you have the input from the other entities this one and it is exciting. I think it is going to be filled to the fullest at this point and that to me is exciting. Because every time I hear a study I cringed because most of them don't get fulfilled and sometimes to me it is such a waste of money and time. This one does not seem to have that effect so I give everybody kudos that is on that commission and working on that.
  Ms. Miele, I would like to agree as well. This is a rare time, that we have seen the government work with the college institutions and other members, as well as the number of private developers for recommendation and to solicit input from the entire community. I think it is the really good time to listen to the recommendations that we have before us and we can move forward obviously quickly so we can see things happen slowly enough so that we do right.  And to make sure we are not throwing money at the wrong projects, in pursuit of something that doesn't gel with what we would like to see down there.

  Mr. Hall stated that page one, there is nothing there for Reach Road.

  Mr. Nichols stated there is nothing new.
  Mr. Hall answered because it is done, congratulations, Mayor Campana was on Council when it was first on here and now it is off.
 The ordinance was carried on first reading with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.
Resolution #8471
Resolution To Approve a Transportation Alternatives Program Federal-Aid Reimbursement Grant Agreement for the Pathway to Health Phase III
The City Clerk read the resolution.

Mr. Hall asked for a motion to adopt the resolution.

Mr. Allison made the motion and it was seconded by Dr. Williamson.
  Mr. Grado stated this is a standard resolution, federal reimbursement agreement for federally Highway funded projects. The City was awarded a $1 million federal grant under the transportation alternatives program for the third phase of the pathway to health. That work includes the streetscape enhancements with period style lighting, a portal entrance along Maynard Street, and traffic signal improvements at the intersection at Third & Maynard. We are already under design, final design, the city funded that with community block grant funds and also a participation with the County under their aA ct 13 funds. So this $1 million is 100% construction funds so there are no additional costs as far as the city being required to cover. This design work has already started, we will be leading the project late this year and the work should be completed in the 2016 construction season. This reimbursement agreement was reviewed by the Finance Committee.

  Dr. Williamson stated at our review, we did recognize this is a standard agreement based on the projects that we were already aware of. One item of note is this reimbursement agreement doesn't require us to pay our contractors and then take on debt service and then get paid back, we send bills directly to the federal government and they take a little bit of time and pay the contractors directly.   He stated he appreciates Mr. Grado’s diligence in keeping us straight. We passed this to the full body of Council with a positive recommendation.

  Mr. Noviello stated I am glad to see this coming to fruition, I think we are going to see in this section some more the visible aspects of what we've been talking about with this project overall. Streetscape, obviously something that's going to be very visible, lighting is always something that is warranted and certainly traffic signals in that area because it being such a highly traffic area is going to be an advantage in the long run as well. We also are going to have some period lighting there, as during one of the meetings with the pathway committee, he said this will be somewhat of a tie into what might be taking place along the Ways Garden as well. So there are number of advantages that are going to be taking place, and I'm glad to see it's finally coming to a point where we're going to see the final aspects of these. I thank all those members on the committees and certainly Mr. Grado who has had his thumb on this for quite some time. We appreciate his efforts as we always do. Thank you.
  Mr. Hall stated this one we started in 2005, so we're here 10 years now.

The resolution was carried with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.
Resolution #8472
Resolution Real Estate Refund
The City Clerk read the resolution.
Mr. Hall asked for a motion to adopt the resolution.

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

  Mr. Grimes stated the reason why the two disabled veterans are separate is that this one has already paid his taxes and sometimes it takes a little while so this process was started before the 2015 tax season. He is a disabled veteran so we do have to refund his taxes on that property.

  Mr. Hall asked if there were comments or questions, hearing none
The resolution was carried with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.
Resolution #8473
Resolution Real Estate Exoneration
The City Clerk read the resolution.

Mr. Hall asked for a motion 

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

  Mr. Grimes stated this property is also for a disabled veteran and the property taxes were not paid for 2015. We just need to take his assessed value of the property down so that he owes zero taxes for the year 2015.

  Mr. Hall asked for questions or comments hearing none.
The resolution was carried with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.
Certificates of Appropriateness – HARB
ALL ITEMS ARE RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL        EXCEPT AS OTHERWISE NOTED

Item 2.
Trinity Episcopal Church

844 West 4th Street

A. Install a glued, black rubber roof over the metal roof on the southeast one story (Baptismal) area.  Include black flashing and drip edge as needed.

Item 4 Martin Reeder

600 West Fourth Street

A. Install black rubber roof over flat roof areas.  

Item 5. Michael Morrone

746 West Third Street
A. Repair and retain the existing wrought iron fencing.  

B. Construct a new wood fence on both sides of the property.  Run North – South, from the front corners of the house (not the porch) to the rear of the lot.  

C. Construct fence with wood, flat top pickets max 6’in height, 3 rails.  Stain a brown similar to house.  Anchor fences with 2, 2’ x 2’ brick columns, each maximum 72” high and capped with slate.  

D. Retain or install salvaged wrought iron fencing from the new brick piers south, toward the front sidewalk on W 4th.  Connect to repaired front wrought iron fence.

Item 6. Ben Luna Mia Trust ITEMS A. THROUGH F. RECOMMENDED TO BE DENIED AT THIS TIME 
334 Campbell Street

A. Remove slate roofing from mansard roofs.  Remove metal ridge caps.  Install dark gray/black architectural shingles.

B. Install bronze aluminum bent stock around the tower soffit/fascia area.  Replacing existing metal boxing.

C. Install bronze aluminum around other soffit and fascia areas.

D. Wrap tower window sills & casings (wood areas rounded windows) with bent stock

E. Wrap other sills, casings on roof with same aluminum material.

F. Install rubber roofing on flat roof areas.

Item 7.  Joseph Chenault

1044 West Fourth Street

A. Prepare and paint building.  

Colors: Base – Valspar Woodlawn Juniper -   5001-48

Accent – Valspar Oatlands Velvet Night -  4001-8B

Trim – Valspar Lincoln White – 7004-14

Item 8.  Green Trees Development LLC   

914-916 Vine Avenue ITEM A RECOMMENDED TO BE DENIED AT THIS TIME 
A. Remove all third floor arched windows.  Install beige vinyl replacement windows in all the arched windows on 3rd floor.  Replacement windows will have 3 sections with a glass arch.  Retain, repair or rebuild trim as original.  Recommended A for denial as other options are available.  

B. Remove all first and second floor windows from rear and sides.  Replace with composite or vinyl double hung windows of same pane configuration as existing.  Replacement windows to fit existing openings without enlarging or reducing the opening.  Retain all trim and repair to original.   Match Grid style:  Color: beige

C. Remove all first and second floor front windows.  Replace with composite or vinyl double hung windows of same pane configuration as existing.  Replacement windows to fit existing openings without enlarging or reducing the opening.  Retain all trim and repair to original.   Match Grid style:  Color: beige

.

Item 9. GAP Fellowship 
A. Demolish the masonry handicapped ramp on south west of building.  

B. Construct ramp in same location.  Use Trex 6” composite deck boards, brown or black.  Vinyl railings, spindles, 4” on center maximum with 3 ¼” space between spindles, standard top and bottom rail.  Tan, dark, or khaki color.  Enclose bottom with tight weave 1” framed privacy lattice.  Painted to match railings.

Mr. Hall stated we are going to deal with these into three different sets. The first set to vote on is going to be item 2, number four, number five, number seven and item number nine.

The next set will be item number six by itself and because we have here someone who wishes to speak on item number eight, do with that on its own.

 Mr. Hall asked for a motion to approve the first set of items.

Mr. Allison made the motion and it was seconded by Dr. Williamson.
The certificates for HARB were carried with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.

Mr. Hall stated we are now looking at item number six…HARB is recommended that items A through F be denied at this time and as common we want to have a motion in the positive and that the motion is to recommend that HARB’s  be followed.
He asked for a motion to support the HARB’s recommendation.

Dr. Williamson made the motion and it was seconded by Ms. Miele.

Mr. Hall asked for a vote on the motion.  The reason was no representative.
The certificates for HARB were carried for denial with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.

Mr. Hall stated the next item listed is number eight and we do have representative here to speak on this issue.

  Mr. Chad Lomison, 1004 Almond St stated the property in question is 914/916 Vine Ave. I am here to discuss the window issue on the third floor. What I was proposing and we have gone back and forth with this board since the beginning of January in about four or five meetings. It is not an issue of whether it is vinyl or wood, it was originally approved for vinyl but we couldn't get the windows made with two sections. What I'm able to do is get the windows made with the third section with a divider bar slightly below the arch of the window. The cost of that window is $300. To do that window into two sections, the cost becomes $1700, there are 16 of those windows with the cost differential of $24,000 to do the windows as they currently stand without the divider. Budgetary wise, I cannot make up to $24,000 difference on the 16 windows, my bank had a closing on a $326,000 loan to improve the property which has been abandoned and vacant for roughly 8 years. There was extensive fire damage on the also and in on authorized edition, structural issues which kinda consume the backup budget of 10%. So where it stands today, with the bar I could move forward on the project, without the bar, it doesn't make sense to the bank or for me looking over this numbers in the last seven months and we could not move forward with the duration of the property. What I'm asking is that we okay window with specifications that are currently there. We just have the divider bar that is in the picture that is in front of you.

Mr. Hall stated we have three different things here, A,B and C and HARB’s recommendation is that we approve B and C. so I will take a motion to do that.

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

Mr. Hall asked for any questions or comments.
 The certificates for HARB were carried for items B & C with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.

Mr. Hall stated now we are looking at section A which is what the comments are related to, I will need a motion to support HARB and their recommendation that this section A be denied. 

Dr. Williamson made the motion and it was seconded by Ms. Miele.

  Dr. Williamson stated he is looking at the minutes from June 16, one of the comments that says proposing to place third floor windows with three pieces that, it is glass on the top and the purchase made the same material as the frame, and needs a divider bar.  HARB noted that this will change the appearance that drastically and the applicant stated that “Codes will not allow a non-functioning window”

Mr. Gerardi, if it is a bedroom unit it must be emergency exit and you have to be able to raise and lower it.

  Dr. Williamson asked Mr. Lomison if that was going to be a bedroom..

  Mr. Lomison answered some of the third floor windows in questions are in bedrooms on front of the house. The current layout is for bedrooms. Dr. Williamson reconfirmed the rules from Codes…They are 20” wide and 20” tall, so it would meet it under the requirements. As design, the original windows, were they operable?

Mr. Lomison replied, the bottom half was. The current windows are fixed from the bottom half with the arch.  
 Dr. Williamson stated will the operability is not what the issue is, Mr. Visco is the architect, one of the things we often respect and trust HARB because they put years and years in the recommendations they make. What about the composite wood that they talk about?
  Mr. Lomison stated I have already hired Mr. Visco, they have approved the composite which is in section 3 there and they have approved the vinyl on three sides of the building, composite on the front first and second floor, ultimately we have worked back and forth together over the last three years. Ultimately, to me it is just a budgetary concern of making up the $25,000. Most of the windows are un-restorable and the costs etc….

  Dr. Williamson stated well you said the $1700, they are suggesting, the composite window would be about 

$350, he also said an alternative is they have wood stabilizers, it is called here patch and repair, and in arch storm window, did you look into that?
  Mr. Lomison answered yes we looked into all of that and we visited the restore option which is after pursuing, most of them are un restorable, the four that are approaching $1200 to restore without paint and then the interior or exterior storm Windows is so roughly $150 installation. The cost isn't significant glass.

  Dr. Williamson asked him if he has looked at the similar spirit of solution, meet their standards on the six Windows on the front, and then your solution on the remainder.

  Mr. Lomison answered, well we have come to a compromise as far as the vinyl, that is fine for them on the side and they have recommended the compromise it on the front for two stories, that is also fine with me even though that is more expensive I have agreed to that. Ultimately it is just the difference of the divider for the third section of the window.

  Dr. Williamson stated one of their priorities is the street from because of the value of the historic district. I was sitting here and asking if there is some middle ground because of the costs involved.

  Mr. Lomison stated, I believe there were roughly 10 windows in the front of the building,  there are even some that are no longer arch this party giving new Windows, ultimately myself and HARB are not very far apart any of it… I hundred percent understand their aspect of the originality which is why we have gone 99% of the way to originality with them. Functionally over six months of talking to window restorers and window manufacturers., there is no solution other than a three-part window or buying a window for $1700. Of the nine window manufacturers we went to, only two places could give us a price on those.  That is YBC and Lowes, most places told us they can't make them like that.  So basically you would have to have a custom when you're done.
  Mr. Hall asked Mr. Gerardi, how long does something have to be here before it is deemed without action?

  Mr. Gerardi stated he will check on that.

  Mr. Allison if we are talking about the third floor windows on the front, 
  Mr. Lominson stated, all windows are the third floor, are arched, that is their only concern, the third floor windows and there are 16 of them, maybe a total of 18 if we put the other two back in.

  Mr. Allison asked if there was a discussion about treating the sides in the back of the third floor windows, treating them differently than the front?

  Mr. Lominson answered, for the other floors, yes they have okayed  vinyl on the sides and back and they want to composite wood on the front, which we already have agreed upon. That is a compromise we have come to after over about four or five meetings with HARB.  The contention is a three piece versus the two on the third floor for the sides and the back and they way they have addresses, it would be all of the windows and not just the front, so even if I were able to find a way to save six windows on the front, they are still not okay with the three-piece windows on the sides or the rear. Which I understand 100%, but to me it is just a huge budgetary gap that I cannot close. It makes the project unviable.

  Mr. Allison stated I know this is been vacant for a while.

  Mr. Lominson stated yes it has roughly 8 years, and there was a fire there, I bought the one next to it that was vacant for 15 years, and we fixed it up about two years ago. It was an adventure, and the one next to it was vacant so Stonehurst approach me about it, and they've helped with the finance, and the bank approach me about a loan and we have been putting a budget together and it is that about nine months. The last hurdle we have to cross is the window approval and they will proceed with the closing and we can get started.  There are 16 arch top Windows on the third floor, there are no issues on either side.

  Mr. Hall asked about the bank closing. 

  Mr. Lominson stated we are waiting for approval to be able to put a finger on the total budgetary amount. Basically we have a blank spot in the window category right now. It currently sits at $34,850 for windows, to do it according to the specs that they want, the budget would be over roughly $22,400 in the bank is not willing to go above 75% of value. And I don't have the difference to make up to by the windows that they want ultimately.

  Mr. Hall, so HARB has everything they want from this project on the first floor and the second floor?

  Mr. Lominson stated they have everything they want on the whole project except for the windows, but this is ultimately a $24,000 difference for the difference.

  Mr. Hall stated so if you can't do that then you get no financing?

  Mr. Lominson, answered, I get no financing, and they understand that. So the building will sit as it is.

  Ms. Miele the comment that HARB has everything that they want is somewhat inaccurate. They have compromised for the first and second floor and permitted vinyl windows on three sides and composite on one side, which is an bit of a deviation of which they allow. I think HARB and Mr. Lominson have come to an agreement  and I would like to see us if possible to take two weeks to try and figure out whether or not there are any other options and discuss that with Ms. Rucinski in City Hall, and try to understand their logic on this part. It does seem like a shame to prevent redevelopment from a fire damage for third story windows and on the other hand if we talked to some members from HARB, there might be another option that hasn't yet been explored. 
Mr. Gerardi stated basically it says Council has, Council shall render its decision no later than 30 days from receipt from written recommendation of the Board.
  Mr. Hall asked with the date of the recommendation was, It was June 16 according to the minutes. So we are looking about July 16 so we have time if you are asking for a motion to table, to try to see what other compromise to come with, to help him now and to give HARB time see if they want to compromise versus having nothing. We have to do it before the next meeting or otherwise the 30 days are in effect.

Ms. Miele made a motion to table…

Mr. Hall asked for a second

Dr. Williamson and seconded…..
  Mr. Noviello stated he is fine with the tabling motion, it seems like the logical step. In the past, at least during his time in Council, we have pretty much always go with the suggestions and the desires of our committee. I am less inclined to go against any other committee, because they usually do the leg work and the decisions they make. In this particular decision, I am a little concerned about a couple of things. Number one, this is Mr. Lominson’s money, it involves money it doesn't come to him by way of his own pocketbook. I'm also concerned about the discouragement that might take place if we decide to accept HARB’s expectations here. When people are inclined to bring properties of this nature back to restorable place, primarily with their own monies, and their own labors, I am not inclined to discourage them. I think we discourage them here, it is something will be a ripple effect and we will discourage other people who would want to work on similar projects. Many of which are much needed obviously and that's why we have a HARB to take care of the things. I am perfectly fine with the concept of tabling it, but I'm a little concerned of what we see in the minutes and just how much more HARB would be willing to consider at this point in time. It seems to me that most of what we've been talking about has been fairly exhausted.

  Mr. Lominson, we have been to every HARB meeting since January discussing Windows. It did approve all vinyl windows for the property next door and again it is a compromise. It is pretty much a necessary one to get things moving on it. I am appreciative that they have compromised and I have tried to meet them halfway where I could.
  Mr. Noviello said obviously this has a number of components in my estimation for what it is worth, it goes beyond the aesthetics of third-floor window somewhat particular building, so I would struggle with that. I do appreciate and would be happy to see a two-week table.

  Mr. Hall, thank you and I heard a motion to table and almost earnest second over there at which point there is no further discussion the table, we either do or we don't, so I have a motion and I have a second on the tabling, the vote please Mrs. Frank.

The item number was tabled with six yes vote call votes.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison, voted yes, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes. Mr. Smith was absent.  The motion to table was carried with six yes roll call votes. 

Mr. Hall stated this item was tabled for two weeks and during that time will probably have some people from Council in direct contact with HARB expressing their opinions and we will see if there's a compromise available.  That is the best we can do tonight.
Accept for filing: 



Finance Committee Minutes 06/09/15



Public Works Minutes 04/14/15 & 4/28/15



Recreation Committee Minutes 05/25/15 



Financial Statement May 2015
Mr. Hall asked for a motion to accept these for filing.

Dr. Williamson made the motion and it was seconded by Mrs. Katz.

The minutes were accepted for filing with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 0.  Mr. Smith was absent.  Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith was absent, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.

Announcements

   The next regularly scheduled City Council meeting will be held on Thursday, July 9, 2015 at 7:30 PM, in City Hall Council Chambers.   There will be a Police Pension Board immediately following this meeting. (Enter through the police department at rear of building for meetings after 5:00 PM.)
 
~ Upcoming Meetings:



          Monday, June 29
 
               12:00 PM  Planning Commission



          Friday, July 3

               CITY HALL CLOSED


 
          Tuesday, July 7

               12:00 PM  Public Safety








    1:00 PM  Public Works 








    3:30 PM  Finance Meeting



          Wednesday, July 8

    3:30 PM  O & E Pension Meeting 


 
          Thursday, July 9

                 7:30 PM  City Council Meeting


[Meetings Held in Council Chambers Unless Otherwise Noted – [scr] = William Sechler Community Room]



Mr. Hall asked if there were any questions or comments or remarks from members of Council.
  Dr. Williamson said I have a question for the Mayor related to insurance issues. The first one is the one that's been bouncing around a little bit longer, the organization that is running this Skate Park came to a number
of members of Council saying the circumstances as it stands today related to liability insurance covering the skate park is different than their understanding. Council asked the administration to come back with a recommendation on what to do for this year's insurance and I guess a recommendation going forward. I guess there wasn't an opportunity for your staff to come to a recommendation for whatever reason, so I would ask you directly for what you recommend that we do and then of course Council will have to act on it as it involves spend sure of funds. 

  Mayor Campana responded, when the Genesis of the skateboard Park came about, the administration was 100% supportive. My personal philosophy is pretty simple. We can work together to put $1 million into a complex, a swimming complex for children and families and we're dealing with a budget that's over $23 million, I think there somewhere that the city can find to us with this organization with their insurance needs.
  Dr. Williamson answered so does that mean, what does that mean?

  Mayor Campana answered, what that means is they are crying that they don't have the monies to be able to do that, so my suggestion is that we assist with the insurance needs. The first year, we did pay and then several years it was their responsibility to come up with the insurance, but frankly speaking, I have had several conversations with the young men and women, they can come up with the dollars. So we really have a choice, obviously. They can come up with the money, so they either has to come up with the dollars, or the City comes up with the dollars, or we close the park. It is as simple as that. They need insurance. The City has to have insurance at that site for we are going to have a liability issue. My position right now is they don't have it, and I think that City Council and the administration need to work together to help fund it, the insurance needs.

  Dr. Williamson answered so by helping fund it, can we be more definitive? Can we say it is the recommendation of the administration, obviously of it involves spending money, Council would have to approve this…

  Mayor Campana answered I would like to discuss that at the next Finance meeting in the per Council's position is on it as well and hopefully the administration and City Council can come to an accord.

  Dr. Williamson said so just so that we can have a chance to talk about it in the meantime, I believe the number is about $3000 a year for the liability insurance. When you say some assistance, do you mean $500, a thousand dollars, or $1500? The whole bill if they say they can't come up with any?  Can you be more specific?

  Mayor Campana stated my specific answer is that we request them to come to the next Finance meeting, they can speak to City Council and the administration at the same time and see exactly what they can contribute. They should have a skin in the game. I think the City should have skin in the game as well, we have to determine that the next Finance meeting, what this final numbers are going to be. I think we have an open dialogue with them.

  Dr. Williamson stated good I will make sure that they are invited to the next meeting and I look forward to having you there as well.

 Mayor Campana said good, I will be there. Can I ask a question as well?

 Mr. Hall asked, the skateboard Park, is part of Memorial Park?

  Ms. Miele stated it is Elm Park.

  Mr. Grado stated it is Memorial Park.

  Mr. Hall asked and that we have insurance for things in Memorial Park?

  Mr. Grado answered, generally for the Park, I am not sure about this skate parks facility.

  Mr. Hall stated but the skate park is part of the Memorial Park. So why can’t we have insurance?

Mayor Campana stated our current policy does not cover such. They said from the beginning we would need additional insurance. That was stated several years ago.
  Mr. Hall asked, can we get a quote on that? Just find out what it is?

Mayor Campana answered sure. 

Dr. Williamson stated the other thing that we had asked, and I assume that this will eventually relate to the other question that I have, is to go back to our insurance consultant and see whether it can be folded into our existing insurance, where maybe before it was built they made have been reluctant to do that before there is any record. So I would asked the administration again, by the time that next Finance meeting comes, that we have that consultation with our existing insurers to see if it can be folded it in some way that is less-expensive that is standalone politics that I understand is in place now.

  Mr. Hall stated that's where I was going with this.

  Ms. Miele, my observation about this would be in a number ways, I believe the Skate Park has been submitting bills to the City for insurance for the last couple years and receiving no response, to see if we intend to pay it, so it would perhaps be wise however we choose to handle it, it seems perhaps unwise to to have insurance on something that receives use from a large segment of the population in the hands of an organization that may or may not be able to afford it. Maybe the city can bring it under an umbrella, so we know every year that that's been executed and so we don't have to wait their contribution.

  Mrs. Katz asked if it is insured now as of today? Is there policy on this today?
  Ms. Miele answered it is insured and they are waiting, obviously I think it might've come out of someone's private funds, but the money was not generated by the skate park, it came from individual.

  Mr. Noviello, stated I have been in favor of Skate Park when we first started it and still in support of it. But we were promised by a number of individuals of that organization that there is currently some supervision there and there is going to be some maintaining of the safety factors. I go by there routinely a dozen times a week if not more, I have yet to see, much of a large segment of our society using that Park, most of the time it is empty.  When I do see it, they do not wear helmets, I see bicycles that are not designed to be used on that type of facility, and I see no supervision whatsoever. So if we're going to be insuring this thing, we better make sure that there is some means by which we can accommodate some measure of security on our own. If the city is going to take on this, financially speaking, we need to take a bite of this when it comes to safety factors. In my mind that means making sure the kids are wearing helmets.  We have had helmet laws for nine-year-old kids riding bicycles on the streets, let alone on the facilities as dangerous as this can be, we are talking about concrete here. We are also talking about sites that are part of that facility. I think it behooves us to make sure that there is some supervision that is going to be routine and continuous and up to par before we consider spending much more money on this particular project.

  Mr. Grimes stated……at the last Finance meeting, it was discussed about…….inaudible…..

  Dr. Williamson stated and I think there was some agreement both by the city and the organization that the layout of the Park and equipment is more desirable doing it this way and insurance was found, but once again we may be able to go back to our insurance and say hey we have a record without its current arrangements, or maybe not but it is at least worth pursuing.

  Mr. Hall asked and who is our insurer?

  Dr. Williamson stated we are not insured, we are named under the insurance that is taken out and paid for

  Mr. Hall then asked who is our insurance for Memorial Park?

  Dr. Williamson answered I assume that is under the broker, Henry Dunn, the liability insurance,….

 Dr. Williamson stated the next question Mayor, and maybe for the public, we received several e-mails over the course of the last week or so talking about other parts of our insurance program. The way it normally works as I understand it, I have seen this go through a couple cycles, we have a variety of insurance products that we take out just like a homeowner has home insurance, life insurance, car insurance. We have a range of different insurance products and you can buy them all from one place or spread them out based on cost and convenience. As I understand it, most of our insurance, was purchased through a broker, the Dunn Insurance Company, and most of the insurance, and they go out like most brokers do and find insurance companies that actually back the insurance. Some of our insurance which indicates what I'm talking about tonight is workers comp insurance, is done through the Sims insurance company, which once again is a broker that I assume shops around and find the best deal, so they had their business and we get the lowest price possible. And that process, following the legal steps that we go through requires every once in a while some, bidding process or RFP, based on we shopped around and make sure we get a good price. We don't do that every year because it is fairly involved and we have to get new actuarial assumptions, brokers have to spend the money to be able to get the proposals together so it is every few years. We have hired a consultant, for as long as I've been on Council to help guide us in what we need for insurance, and help make sure that the process of shopping for insurance is done correctly and appropriately. That’s the background as I understand it. In this particular case we have received a number of e-mails which one indicated that the Mayor, in the middle of a contract year as it relates to the workers comp insurance, according to the e-mails that showed a letter from the Mayor to the end insurance company changing the broker of record, i.e. who represents us from the Sims Insurance Agency to the Dunns Insurance agency. I have seen in this e-mails, but I have not confirmed that on the advice of council to the city, the solicitor has indicated that it is not appropriate, possible, legal or whatever the right word is to do that in the middle the contract year. Also from various conversations and e-mails, I understand that in response to the inappropriate change of broker record in the middle of the year, which I am trying to confirm and don't know any more than I said, that our insurance consultant that we had for a number of years is indicated that it is her intention to no longer work with the city. So my first question to you Mr. Mayor, is two questions, do I have any of that wrong and did you received that advice from our solicitor that it was not appropriate to do it in the middle of the cycle? When we are shopping around, yes but in the middle of the insurance year…..
  Mayor Campana answered, first of all, I will be brief. I did not have that comment from our solicitors stating that could not be done. Number one. Number two, we planned on not renewing Zigmund’s contract. That is number two. Number three, I would like to refer to our HR director.

  Alan Anderson stated it is my understanding that Zigmund’s account is with this at the beginning of August and it was up for renewal. That's what I know about that. As far as changing the contract, in midstream we are still going to have the same Workman’s Comp insurance. It is my understanding so I was going to ask for executive session not too kind of get all of this out into public but just to talk about some of the issues that you are bringing up so that we can confirm some rumors that have been out there and also address some of the other issues. But at this particular point in time Ameri-Health is still going to remain, we are just changing brokers.
  Dr. Williamson stated and AmeriHealth is our workers comp

  Alan Anderson replied right now, I thought this might, but just for the record, Henry Dunn line coverage is our property and when I understand it's in-land Marine,   EP general liability, commercial and public officials liability, endorsement, professionals liability risk and now workers comp and that is as of June 25 now.

  Mayor Campana stated in regards to this and the administration would like to discuss this in executive session in the matter of personnel and we are willing to do that tonight.

  Dr. Williamson asked and it deals with issues of personnel, you said?

  Mayor Campana answered yes because we are dealing with some of the insurance is and they deal with our employees so it does pertain to that.

  Dr. Williamson stated specific an issue of the use of the insurance I could see with personnel but the actual purchasing of the insurance I don't know how that is a personnel issue.

  Mr. Hall that we have a contract with who?  Do we have a contract with the broker or do we have contract with wood of the program found for us or insurance?

  Alan Anderson replied my understanding is we have a contract with our broker.

Mr. Hall replied in the contract with broker is presented to us in the year 2014, after bids because that's how it works. Because out for bids and then the contract that we approve as Council is good for a year. What is different about this?

Mr. Anderson replied we are switching brokers.

  Mr. Hall stated but we have a contract with the broker here. Mr. Anderson said asked me what is different about this and I said we are switching brokers. That is what is different.

  Dr. Williamson stated so we are switching brokers, I am just trying to understand, switching brokers makes sense to me if we have a contract that goes from date x to date y, and we want to switch brokers, one, usually have a good reason for it so that would be one of my questions, but two, you switch brokers when your contract is up. Given that we have a contract with the broker, if you contract with somebody and they are three fourths of the way done, and nobody's violated the contract, you can't switch to a different company, you have to wait until the contract expires or there has been a legal process for extricating yourself from contract. 
  Mayor Campana stated if I made this is different than having a contract fixing your home because the broker has the ability to shop prices. You can't wait to the end of the year to go ahead and change your broker. Because then that new broker won't have the ability to shop prices the beginning of the year.

  Dr. Williamson stated before you go too far, I'm trying to understand that. But say we are brand-new city and the first time ever we get insurance, we have no broker, how does the broker get insurance or proposal when we asked for insurance proposal,  they would be able to get bids, correct?

  Mayor Campana stated this is what I'm going to say right here.

  Dr. Williamson replied which is what you always say when you don't want to answer questions.

  Mayor Campana answered I am not in the city in a liability like you may, there are certain things that you don't expose your city to. In regards to these questionings, I am going to answer questions, but I'm here to protect the office of the Mayor and here to protect the city just like the legislative branch as well. I am not going to respond anymore to any more questions raised here and now. You have the other questions, I am going to answer them in executive session. Because the more that we say, it puts the city at risk. That is all I'm going to say.

  Dr. Williamson replied I can see how the city might be at risk, and one of my first questions and executives session is ask the solicitor is it legal under the allowed uses for executive session. The one thing I am hearing, I can see a representative from the Sims insurance agency is here and it is a public meeting. I would encourage that the general public if they have any comments on their interpretation on the facts in this case that they get up and make his comments.

  Mr. Hall asked if there were any more comments from Council,

  Ms. Miele asked just so that I understand the procedure, is there a reason why our legal counsel can't confirm now whether or not we can have an executive session?

  Brett Southard, solicitor stated to me it seems that it is a very tangential relationship related to personnel if it is related to personnel at all based on what we are hearing here. It seems the Mayor probably knows things that we don't know, but based on what I'm hearing now it does not seem relevant to personnel. It is not appropriate for executive session.

  Ms. Miele, that is my concern, I would rather not see us going to executive session this evening only to discover that this is a discussion that we should've been have open all along. I would say if the Mayor has any would fall and personnel, that we should perhaps clarify that now rather then and executives session so we could all know before we discuss this any further. She asked Mayor Campana why is it that he feels that there should be executive session, because we are all discussing insurance coverage.

  Mayor Campana answered because our city employees are impacted by the host of insurances that are on the table.

  Ms. Miele, but we are discussing the brokerage firm not the actual insurance coverage. The brokerage firm does not have personnel at  all. So what we are discussing the broker, that seems to me to not be impacting adult city employees. I would be afraid that we would violate the law Sir. And it seems that that should be a discussion we should be having now.
  Brett Southard, solicitor stated that is his view. 

  Mr. Hall stated them when I'm hearing when I'm hearing from our legal counsel, we would not have executive session and we will talk about it here and now. Although it may be a one-sided conversation, it is what it is. It seems to me that it is a matter of a contract, we've had a contract with an agency and they've given no reason as to why that agency ought to suddenly have their contact dropped to be replaced by someone who never even made a bid for this particular thing.

  Dr. Williamson stated given that we're going to continue, usually the public would speak at the end, but usually when the public speaks in the end it's not a dialogue, so would it be appropriate to ask questions of our prior agents.

  Mr. Hall asked if that is okay with the solicitor and the solicitor answered yes.

  Mr. Jeff Sims, Sims agency.

 Dr. Williamson stated I guess it is my understanding before the exchange between the Mayor and I, is my understanding of the sequence of events correct from your perspective?

Mr. Sims answered yes.

  Dr. Williamson asked Mr. Sims to respond anything he would like to add.

Mr. Sims stated the bid process has been done in prior years, 90 to120 days out prior to January 1. They put the business out for all the property and casualty which is Henry Dunn has, we have workman’s comp.  The bid process is set up that anybody who is a licensed agent with the company can get a bit from that company, you don't have to be the broker record otherwise she could never get any bids. So there is some misrepresentation thing that you have to be the agent to get competitive quotes. Every year, we shut the market as with any other agency request for proposal and then we came back with the most competitive pricing, coverages that were better than some the other competition.

  Dr. Williamson stated my next question is do we have a written contract, does the City of Williamsport have a written contract with you on that issue?

  Mr. Sims replied no we do not have a written contract. We are offered the bid to provide the insurance for the city when you voted on it back in December.

  Dr. Williamson stated so the alternative course is this went through council under resolution I suppose voted to accept your bid. which was for the calendar year 2015.

Mr. Sims replied yes January 1, 2015.

  Dr. Williamson stated assuming that is true, let me ask the solicitor if Council asked for Sims to be that broker for compensation insurance for 2015, would it require Council to take action to change who were broker providing 2015 workers comp?

  Brett Southerd, Solicitor answered I understand your question and it makes sense to me that if Council had the duty and the authority to approve the bid in the first place, they also have the duty and the authority to alter.

  Dr. Williamson stated so if there is no written contract, and if it is at least possible that we could change horses, brokers of record midstream, then it is your interpretation that it would require Council action? 

  Solicitor answered yes.

  Mr. Noviello asked out of curiosity, this is out of my forte, what is the difference between an oral agreement and of written contract, I thought they were both equally binding.

Solicitor answered they are.

  Mr. Noviello stated so we have an oral agreement with Mr. Sims, is that correct? So that is approval to a contract backed by resolution.

Mr. Hall stated yes and then budgeted in an ordinance by law.

  Dr. Williamson stated to me it is really two parts, one what you are calling an oral agreement which is to say we have committed to him, and not somebody else, maybe that is the gentleman's agreement, I don't know we have to get deeper into that in no if that's legal, but that is keep our number one. Part number two, is to is authorized to change horses, is it the Mayor at his discretion, which is a possibility, or because it required Council action, is it our responsibility?

The solicitor answered I have to reconfirm, if the Council has the authority to get on the horse, then the Council as the authority of the contract that allows it to get off the horse.  

  Mr. Hall stated so anything that happens under contract in the middle of the year, it has been voted on the resolution and ordinance and it is in the budget process, by this Council, can only be changed by about from this Council.

The solicitor stated assuming the contract allows for change in the first place.

  Mr. Hall stated so if it's not there and we choose to do nothing about it, then the process starts 120 days out for next year which would be September 1. Then the whole process starts all over again which in this case Council may choose to change the broker of record, but I am wondering what is the hurry for it now? What have you done that has been so bad Sir?

  Mr. Sims answered well we give excellent service, it is not an issue, and I don't know the reasoning behind it. We have done a lot different issues that the city has had, we have address safety issues, let me make a comment though, you will send out requests based on the companies to the broker, that you send them out 120 days or 90 days prior to the renewal date and that the time we get all the information to the carriers and then the carriers respond back to us with a proposal. And we present that you would ever the deadline might be. For a January 1 effective date.

  Mr. Hall stated and you present that in the form of a bid because at that point somebody else is doing it too, and that from that list we decide who is doing what.  And from the letter that you received from the Mayor's office, has no standing?

 The solicitor answered based on the terms of the contract, it depends on the letter.

  Dr. Williamson stated in the letter was sent to the insurance agency. 

  Mr. Sims stated the letter was sent to Ameri-Health on 17 June to change brokers and we had five days rescinding to keep it back but the current agent, and that ended yesterday.
  Mr. Hall stated and Ameri-Health assumed that because they received that letter, that it had legal standing and so they took action based on the letter received and it really did not have any legal standing ?

  Mr. Sims answered correct, but they would not have known.

  Dr. Williamson stated then two other things, one, is not an issue that we need to settle on tonight, but one of my questions will be, whether it is our consultant that indicated she will no longer work with the city. Or if the administration is saying that they will no longer work with the consultant, one of my questions would be is that we were told for years that one of the advantages of having our consultant is significant savings on our insurance premiums because of the efforts the consultant takes to lead our safety committee. So when my questions is what will happen to her safety committee and the resulting discount when we get to that step of the process? The other comments I have is really a question, if Ameri-health assumed that the Mayor acted in authority, and we have determined that that is not the case, what is the process by which Council would send a counter written  letter indicating that we are the authority and we rescind the prior letter, if that all turns out to be true based on some research from the solicitor's office .
The solicitor answered that would be an issue that would be piled on top of the research that you will be sending the solicitor's office.

  Mr. Hall stated and that has to happen sooner rather than later. I would assume because you have a letter that says you no longer can provide service.

  Mr. Sims stated yes I am in limbo right here.

  Mr. Hall asked so this is something we could talk about tomorrow?

The solicitor stated it is my understanding that it has already spoken about with the assistant solicitor, who might be a lot more familiar with the issues than we are, we will deal with tomorrow in my office, just get us. material and it will be dealt with tomorrow.

  Mr. Hall answered you will get the appropriate material and Mr. Smith will give you a call tomorrow. He asked for any other questions or comments.

  Mr. Allison asked Mr. Sims how long has this agency represented us?

  Mr. Sims answered about five or six years.

  Mr. Allison asked if we have had any problems in that period of time, any concerns?

  Mr. Sims replied no we have not. We have had no issues at all.

  Mr. Allison asked how long we have had our consultant?

 Mr. Nichols answered 20 years. 

 Mr. Allison stated at the last meeting he remembered with her being present, that she was just wonderful.
  Mr. Hall stated she indicated that she was happy with the bidding process, and she actually recommended we should hire for what and we agreed to. And from that we drafted a resolution that said yes we will hire these guys for this, and these guys for that, I have had no concerns or any issues addressed to me.

  Dr. Williamson stated the administration has always represented to us that she more than pays for her fees, like things like the safety committee and helping to bid out for the insurance.

  Mayor Campana stated there is something that I would like to add as well. Council, when it comes to our it would be the agency we did not have an umbrella. And I think I will be very careful how I say this, because we did not have an umbrella in regards to the liabilities, we are going through a lawsuit right now and the general fund will have to pay for it. The city taxpayers will have to pay for that difference because we only had a half $1 million worth of coverage and I personally feel that the consultant should have informed us to have an umbrella to cover the citizens of Williamsport and she did not. So please take that into consideration. We are at a liability right now, and that was her responsibility. Thank you.

  Mr. Hall asked if there were any other comments or questions.

  Ms. Miele stated I think that is a discussion that we should have and we should have regarding the insurance consultant, but if we do feel as though she did not offer us the best possible service on this issue, then we do need to find a new one, it would seem as though we are going to need to do that relatively soon, especially since we need continuity within certain programs that are consultant helps us with. So that the city can keep discounts. I don't know Mr. Anderson if you have looked at all into other options on the performance of other consultants, if we been contemplating terminating this arrangement prior to the last meeting, it would seem as though given that the contract is up in August, we would have some options on the table.

  Mr. Hall asked who deals with liability insurance? Who is our agent for that?

The answer was Henry Dunn.

  Mr. Hall asked why he did not they offer an umbrella?

  Mayor Campana replied it is my understanding it is not recommended from the consultant. That's what I was informed and the consultant needs to do that, is try to save us some money and make recommendations and she never did and now we are in the situation.

  Mr. Hall stated I knew the situation you were talking about Gabe, and it is a nasty one, but the insurance guy that handles our liability insurance right now, also could make sure that we have additional liability insurance even down to the details of our historic lighting on Fourth Street, and the Poles and all that, point, about not having to correct liability, it would be the agency's in charge of liability insurance. But that is neither here nor there.

  Ms. Miele stated it would also seem that this is the conversation that we should have with our insurance consultant before we reach any conclusions. And to look into the record and see our communications with her, that is a harsh term that somebody is the direct cause of the city being not covered under the circumstances and I would hate to think that we were making this accusation is with outstanding.

  Dr. Williamson stated that sounds to me like that would be a topic that would be appropriate for executive session because it relates to things, negotiations, litigation, etc. So I would encourage president Hall to invite our insurance consultant to the future executive session.

Mr. Hall asked if there was any other comments or questions from Council, general public,, motion to adjourn
Adjournment
Mr. Hall asked for motion to adjourn.


Meeting adjourned upon motion by Mr. Allison and second to motion by Dr. Williamson.
  Motion carried by unanimous ‘ayes’ at  9:23 PM.
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