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                        Williamsport, PA
Council President Bill Hall brought the Williamsport City Council meeting to order on Thursday, November 5, 2015 at 7:30 PM in City Hall Council Chambers.  The Cooley Studio did televise the meeting.  The invocation was given by Councilwoman Liz Miele and was immediately followed by the “Pledge of Allegiance”.

         Approval of the October 22, 2015 City Council Meeting minutes were approved upon the motion of Mr. Noviello and a second of Mr. Allison with a roll call of seven yes votes. The vote was 7 to 0. 
Limited Courtesy of the Floor
There was no courtesy of the floor. 
Presentation – Penn Strategies Quarterly Report






        

  Mr. Jason Fitzgerald congratulated all the members of Council who won the election and welcomed Councilman elect Joel Henderson.  He stated to Council President Hall, that he has enjoyed working with him and thanked him for his service.  He reports that Penn Strategies stays up to date on the progress of Bowman Field. We do have a grant out there for 1 1/2 million dollars, and there is no state budget as of now.  He still is communicating to all Council members and the administration and stated they are staying active in pursuing that. He will be sharing some pictures and a support letter to Gov. Wolf.  As soon as the state gets a budget, hopefully we will be in position to be awarded the application.  He has been working with RETTEW and the Water Authority, hoping to maintain communications between the city and the authority as members of Council consider potential storm water authority. The other thing he wanted to discuss is they will continue to try and work with them as they enter budget sessions coming up. We have talked to other third class cities and looked at some of the issues throughout Pennsylvania. It is becoming clear in their opinion that the perception of the city in particular the City of Williamsport does have an economic effect and impact on the ability to create jobs and encourage development in the city. I want to let members of Council know that we will be willing to look into grant sources as you continue to prepare for the budget process.
  Mr. Hall thanked Mr. Fitzgerald for the report and for all the reports he has been giving them.

  Dr. Williamson asked for clarification as to the city’s new football stadium and Bowman Field RCAP applications…are they two different?  

  Mr. Fitzgerald answered, they are in the same round, and it appears there is an interest in both projects moving forward and we are working on the RCAP application with the Arena.  But the City of Williamsport and the school district are not competing.
Public Hearing -  Conditional Use – Alpha Housing LLC
Mr. Hall stated the public hearing is a chance for anyone who wants to speak their mind for or against the conditional use.
  Mr. Hall declared the public hearing open.

  Mr. Knarr stated he is presenting a conditional use hearing request from Alpha Housing LLC. located at 941 W. 3rd St., it is the former Newport Business Institute, and they want to convert into multifamily housing. According to the zoning ordinance 1333.02 and .05 which deals with uses, multi-family housing is a conditional use requirement, it does require a public hearing, legal advertising and neighbor notices have been submitted according to the Pennsylvania Municipal Planning code section 609.  He will be glad to answer any questions.

  Mr. Hall stated if anyone does wish to speak they will be asked to go to the podium and speak in the microphone clearly. So he asked if anybody is here who wishes to stand up and address in favor of the application for conditional use for Alpha Housing, LLC?  

  David Hendrick, Alpha Housing, LLC, I am the developer. I am here and present and I'm open to any questions.

  Mr. Hall asked if there was anyone else here to speak in favor.  There were none.

  Mr. Hall asked if there was anyone who wanted to speak against the conditional use.
  Mr. Ed Lyons,  office at 960 West Third St. stated, I am here to say that there is trouble in the planning commission whose primary function is to make developers responsible for the proposed developments and adhere to the plan that would give a positive recommendation to increase the density of the housing around the area Penn College. There is no mention in a comprehensive plan that this is sparked development to increase multi-unit housing in the City. It is no secret, as clearly part of Williamsport's comprehensive plan is to survive and prosper. We need less density housing, compatible mixed-use, and single-family homes. As chairman of Preservation Williamsport, and I spent the last 15 years supporting initiatives to protect our historic district in our city's historic assets. A key component to the survivability of our neighborhoods is to assure that the area it is an attractive place to live, work and raise a family. My company, Cochran’s Holding Group has spent millions of dollars renovating the buildings around Penn College and creating larger apartments to attract families and young professionals. This proposal plan is in direct conflict of what a smart development will cause irreversible harm to the area of taxpaying property owners. If this plan is approved, it would be a slap in the face to area residents, and landlords who rely on the city's leadership to do what is right for our neighborhoods. It wasn't that long ago that the city, in an effort to reduce overcrowding, the houses around Penn college, stopped issuing boarding house permits. This move by the city helped turn the tide of overcrowding and unsafe living conditions and paved the way for developers within the city to develop attractive and livable communities. I distributed to each member of Council, a letter that highlights each criteria, members must consider before granting a conditional use. This development is contrary to most if not all of the criteria. One only needs to spend a few minutes on the W. 3rd St. corridor between Maynard Street and Park Street to witness the noise and congestion that already confirmed residents of our neighborhood each and every day. From my office window, I have been an eyewitness to at least one traffic accident, because vehicles are crammed to the curb, locking access to parking lots and restricting line of sight for pedestrians. This is probably the busiest intersection in Lycoming County. I have anticipated and brainstormed many meetings with County Planners, City Council members, Penn Dot, members of the community and Penn College to address this serious safety hazards. I can tell you that no one at any of the meetings that I have attended all have suggested increasing the density of the housing and adding dozens of residents and cars to the already congested area. Granting a conditional use to make an overcrowded and unsafe neighborhood were overcrowded and unsafe, is a bad idea. Thank you for your time.

  Mr. Hall thanked Mr. Lyon and asked if there was anyone else here who wished to speak against and oppose this conditional use. There was no one. Mr. Hall asked for a motion to close the public hearing.
Mrs. Katz made the motion and it was seconded by Ms. Miele.

Mr. Hall asked for a vote to close the public hearing.

The public hearing was closed with seven yes roll call votes.  The vote was 7 to 0.

Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith voted yes, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.  

Mr. Hall changed the order of the agenda to discuss the Conditional Use.
Conditional Use – Alpha Housing LLC 941 W. Third St.

  Mr. Knarr stated this conditional use is a vacant land and the former use of the Newport Business School facility. It is located in the in institutional zoning district. The facility is also in the historic district and also changes would be required prior to approval. The proposed plan is to convert the vacant building into 16 multifamily dwellings.  Fourteen of them would be one bedroom, and two of them would be two-bedroom units the facility would have an on-site business offices for that use. Required parking is 28 for the units and two spaces for the office. This currently shows 37 spaces.  The facility is located on two separate tax parcels, 650-0533 and 65005331. Parcels would be required to be consolidated which they are in the process of consolidating them to the County Planning. Providing conditional use is granted by City Council, the project will be required to continue to meet all Zoning and Bureau of Code requirements. Both the applicant and City Council have been provided with the seven criteria. And I can answer any questions at this time.
  Mr. Hall stated thank you and asked for a motion to approve the conditional use?  Mr. Hall asked the question again, do I have a motion to approve the conditional use? 

There was silence from all members of Council.

Mr. Hall asked the solicitor if this dies for lack of motion? The answer from the solicitor was yes, it dies for lack of motion.

There was no action taken on this item because there was no motion by City Council.

Ordinance # 6289 
Ordinance Forty Second Year (2016) Community Development Block Grant (final reading)Bill#1654-15

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

Mr. Allison made the motion and it was seconded by Dr. Williamson.
  Mr. Grado stated he has nothing to add from two weeks ago.

  Mr. Hall asked if there were any more questions.

  Mr. Noviello stated he wanted to make a comment that he didn't see any of the representatives here from those that are going to be receiving these grants. That was a little disappointing to him because he would like to have some questions addressed.
  Dr. Williamson stated that two weeks ago they were all here at the finance meeting and they asked if they should attend and we told them no so the blame should be ours.

 Mr. Grado stated each recipient will come before Council with a sub recipient agreement when those funds are allocated in 2016 and there will be an opportunity to ask questions.

  Mr. Hall asked for a vote on the ordinance in final reading.

The ordinance was carried in final reading with seven yes roll call votes.  The vote was 7 to 0.

Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith voted yes, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.  

Resolution #8499
Resolution to Approve Assignment of Agreement

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

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

  Solicitor Chris Kenyon, stated  DAG is selling 175 Pine St to DANKO holdings.  As part of that transaction, Citizens Northern has requested the city to sign a consent, that is not a requirement under the existing DAG, but as an abundance of caution as banks often do, a request that the city is under the understanding that this is happening and that you to approve it.

  Mr. Hall asked if there was any questions. 

  Ms. Miele, all of this, who initially refers to an agreement which the city did make with the alliance group in 2011 with Kohls, in which in exchange for a small portion of the alliance agreements property, the high mark parking area, and a receptacle parking agreement with Kohls, the city granted DAG, a series of different parking rights in other areas of the city or free parking rates for 99 years. And this obviously was specific was made in somewhere to go with the deed to the property?
  Mr. Kenyon answered it was made as part of the original lease agreement and it is part of an addendum when all of that was occurring. Part of the William Street had to be relocated there wasn't sufficient parking so we had to move some spots and this agreement came of those transactions.

  Ms. Miele stated she understood all that but in some ways because of that now, if that development alliance group property is sold to another owner, this particular arrangement must proceed to the new owner. In this particular case, I understand this owner will be DANKO, however they are passing the parking arrangements to Citizens Northern Bank.

  Mr. Kenyon answered yes as part of the collateral, they are acting as the funding agent and they have requested that the assignment be transferred to them.

  Ms. Miele stated so the parking becomes the equity part of the sale. So Citizens and Northern are taking advantage of the generous parking arrangements that we offered back in 2010?

  Mr. Kenyon answered yes, hence why in the consent form, it actually says that any notices actually go to Citizens and Northern and not DANKO property owner.

  Ms. Miele stated she understood, but where she begins to lose a little bit of track of multiple references to the assigners responsibility.  Citizens & Northern are now the owners of the parking lot.

  Michael Casale, 1500 Sycamore Road, Montoursville.  He is a member of the Delta Alliance Group. The assignment to the bank is a standard collateral document. They do not own the parking. It is for the, in the unlikely event that they would ever close, they take ownership of the parking rights. 

  Ms. Miele stated she understands that, but what responsibilities do lie with DANKO as part of the agreement?
  Mr. Casale answered whatever responsibilities that DAG had, DANKO now has.  

  Ms. Miele, stated it rather expressly states that the bank is not responsible for filling out those responsibilities,

  Mr. Casale stated what would happen the bank ever did take control, if they wanted to keep the parking rights, they would have to fulfill the responsibilities. But they are not obligated to.

  Ms. Miele stated that they have the ability to force DANKO to fulfill responsibilities that they might have clear. So we are not in any way leaving it out there where they would not be taking care of things in that area. Okay good. Excellent .  That is what I and making sure of, that the city will not end up with the responsibilities.   I was pretty much a new person here in Council when we made the Kohls Agreement, and I would now state that this was not a great deal for the City, the parking agreement that we made with DAG.  I am not questioning anybody's ability in making a deal, but I do want to point out and make it clear that this is not given the sale of the property, the opportunity that the city can take advantage of two renegotiate these terms. If it was a bad deal, it continues to be a bad deal, and there's not much we can do about it.  I called our legal counsel to clarify that so I did not want us to be missing an opportunity. 

  Dr. Williamson stated he was a little bit more involved in this, and we want to remind ourselves that even that was only five years ago it was a little bit different era.  There were a lot of different economic requests here in the city. One of the other things that complicates the original arrangement that is specific to the parking, if I remember correctly, DAG actually has a long-term lease of the land for the parking ?

  Mr. Casale answered not anymore.  

  Dr. Williamson continued what complicated the original transfer of all of these rights in various ways, and original 99 year lease that is probably already 10 or 15 years in, then transfer the actual deed of that actual property to DAG, so some of that language still gets captured of that change from prior deal somewhere in all of the arrangements so that makes it hard to follow. Essentially this is to all to document for the legal record but to reassure the bank all of the transfer of an existing arrangement, and in the end a position of the city is unchanged entirely.

  Mr. Hall stated if I remember because I was there for the whole thing, the whole deal, who owned the land with the parking before you got the rights?  The City did.  And the City had a deal for a 99 year to rent all the spots out for 99 years.

  Mr. Casale answered not really, this agreement has nothing to do with the on-site spaces. We own those. The 99 year lease had to do with the building and the parking.

  Mr. Hall stated the building and the parking. Because not only did the City have control of the parking, the City owned the land upon which High Mark is built.  And you paid rent to the City, and only for a number of years you didn't because of some mess up…

  Mr. Casale answered we never got the bill.

  Mr. Hall stated he never got a bill from the City so you had several years of rent, did you ever pay that?

  Mr. Casale answered yes.

  Mr. Hall stated well, thank you Mike.  But the City gave up all that control of parking for 99 years and all the income that it could generate, and gave you the land under the High Mark building and you still got parking out of it just so we could count that parking to have enough parking spaces per Kohls. That is what happened back then.

  Mr. Casale answered, well you also got William St.

  Mr. Hall stated we had William Street, well, we wouldn’t have had to move it if we didn’t get Kohls, but the vote at that time was 6 to 1. And I was on record voting against all of that transaction because it was a bad deal and it remains a bad deal. Thank you for your time. Are there any other comments or questions?  Hearing none, he asked for a vote on the resolution.

 The resolution was carried with five yes roll call votes.  The vote was 5 to 2.

Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith voted yes, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Dr. Williamson voted yes.  Ms. Miele voted no and Mr. Hall voted no. 
Resolution to Ratify Resolution #8340 –Resolution to Approve Submitting Grant Application to Commonwealth of PA Office of the Budget

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

Dr. Williamson made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Allison.
  Mr. Hall informed Mrs. Katz that this was the time to ask the questions she needed to ask.

  Mr. Nichols, stated as we get ready to submit our first RCAP requisition for reimbursement for Destination 2014 Town Ctr. and Trade and Transit Center project.  They ask us to submit the resolution was a requisition. It simply ratifies the previous action made on May 15, 2014, which is resolution 8340. So I guess this is just. We were asked to submit this to make sure that everything is continued to be the same. Which it does. We would ask you to approve this resolution for extraneous paperwork.

  Mrs. Katz stated one of the problems that has arisen this past week, has been the wall that was put on the green. I met with John Grado, and we saw that we did not realize that that wall was supposed to be as high as it is.  In the pictures, it looks like you could sit on the wall. Now, what we are seeing is that this is like a 6 foot wall which the aesthetics of this really is not attractive at this point. To me, it is also a safety issue because people can hide around that wall. It hides whatever is going on around it. We were not explain to that that wall was supposed to be that high. At this point we want to know how tall the clock is.  

  Mr. Grado stated, the clock itself is 15 feet, but what it is on is this 6 feet high. That is the base.

  Mrs. Katz stated when we are getting a lot of complaints from the citizens, that it is not attractive at this point. We messed up here, Council, by not seeing the plans correctly. I am just letting you know that there are a lot of people that are not happy with that right now.

  Mr. Nichols stated well, it is not completed.  Obviously the stones need to be completed and there is more work. If you check with Gary, it is right on the original plan which I think he has with him.  I think it'll be attractive once it is completed.

  Mrs. Katz stated well it is the height of that is kind of frightening.

  Ms. Miele said and dangerous and not at all pedestrian friendly. 

  Mr. Nichols, I did not design it. Again that was designed and brought before Council.  The RCAP grant is not going towards that.

  Mr. Hall asked Mr. Knarr if the design says 6 foot wall?

  Mr. Knarr answered, on the design it says 5’10”, and what you're seeing, is the lower end, one that is graded and level is going to be 5 foot 10. It looks a lot taller than what it is. It does meet requirements.

  Mr. Noviello stated he admits a bit of remiss there in not catching this, but he wanted to ask Mr. Grado the change before it goes along any further?

  Mr. Grado answered what you're asking for is a delay, and it was going to be completed by the end of next week with anticipated completed date. It was based on the land development and L.R. Kimbell design and Mr. Visco was the architect that designed the wall.  On the site were Fourth Street is, there is going to be a 10 inch curved, so it's not going to stick out, the way it does now which is the foundation.

  Mr. Noviello, I understand Mr. Knarr's comment, but upon completion, it is still going to be higher than we had anticipated in my concern is it obscures the view. Again I admit being remiss in not catching those plans but at this point I was wondering if it could be addressed before it goes any further.

  Mr. Nichols, the project will still be ongoing next spring, I mean once it's completed, something can be changed.

  Mr. Noviello I have laid block in my own past so I am aware that can be dismembered before it goes any further.

  Mr. Grado, there are electrical convents too, so we would have to send it back to the engineer.

  Dr. Williamson stated that is his biggest concern, the idea that we are trying to construct a pedestrian friendly downtown and when somebody walks from the arena to a restaurant, to parking, and thinking about somebody walking through that area not knowing what's behind there, that is the concern.  I looked at the plans myself this weekend, yes it says 5'10", and we missed it.  But the last set of plans completed all of the plans that we looked at, basically until the final day in which we were asked to approve something entirely different. In the earlier sets of plans, when the agreement was quite a bit larger, when you asked to maintain the economic value of the parking, in that area and reduce the size of the green, in some perspective, a wall with a massive clock that probably won't be working in five years, made more sense in a larger space. But I think one of the reasons it stands now, it is in a much smaller space but the wall and the very large clock tower will not scale down to fit the space that was suggested for the parking. Now is the time to make the change, not when all the other expenditures have been made to the wall. To me, it is a safety issue, people will be nervous passing a wall that will hide people.  The other thing is, from a pedestrian friendly stand point, where people can gather and converse, see each other and be around each other, it would be more conducive if we had a wall that they could sit on. And until Tuesday, as I was driving from one point to the next, I happened to see how big it was, I had no conception of how tall it was going to be. To the degree that that was my mistake as well and I apologize.
  Mr. Hall asked how expensive it would be to take down some?

  Mr. Grado, answered the 5 foot 10 height is probably for two thirds of the wall, even that is probably higher than what you would see, which is generally the height of the chair.

  Mr. Allison stated, the architect that designed it, where did he get his input? How did that happen?

  Mr. Grado, I'm not sure but if you look back at almost a year and a half ago when the original renderings were being done, it was a similar wall.

  Mr. Nichols stated the original rendering was done by a greenfield architect. It was the city's architect at the very beginning of the project.  Tony Visco, who is Dan Klingerman’s architect was the one that went from the conceptual drawings to the construction documents.

  Mr. Allison stated well, going forward in the future, any project that the city is going to be involved in, I think there should be more control over those kind of things. It is such a visible part of that whole project. It is separate from the Liberty Arena and that whole project. This is part of the public venue of that area. I think it would behoove Council to ask for a committee for input from the public since it is the public's land. I have a they are now, seeing the scale of things and hearing the scale, it is going to stick out like a sore thumb on that corner. Really to some degree it will detract from the whole project. So lesson learned for sure. 

  Mr. Smith asked if the developer is paying for the wall.  

  Mr. Nichols stated that is correct.

  Mr. Smith continued, when we go back to this greenfield outfit way back, was there a wall there, I don't remember the prints and was it the same height?

  Mr. Nichols answered yes.  Again it was conceptual rendering and yes it was the same height.

  Mr. Smith, but the final architectural prints, showed this wall, so he asked if they were qualified as an engineer and architect, why would you do that?  How can we make the developer change it?  Then we are stuck with the 10 1/2 a wall.

  Dr. Williamson stated one, it is land that we own, and part of that agreement with the developer was we would agree with that. I guess the answer is the developer would say okay fine, you pay for the changes.

  Mr. Smith stated in looking at hindsight, in a project like that, or maybe the in a project like Brandon Park, we should ask to see an actual scale model of the this scale and see what it is going to look like. If it is done properly it would at least give us some kind of a concept.
  Dr. Williamson stated to tie together what Mr. Smith and Mr. Allison just said, Council, in dealing with projects like this really focuses on the finances, and the macro level uses.  Because we spend our time focused on those big picture things, yes we approved 5'10" wall, but that is not where our attention was. Maybe that is our mistake, but as a lesson learned, we need to make sure that there's a design specific committee, of which Council might be a part of, in doing a project like this to deal with the specific issues of design on projects that we are involved in. But that gets us back to what we do in this specific instance?

  Mr. Noviello asked Mr. Grado, could we not raise the walking area higher, to meet the level of the base of the clock? We could still cut down on the height of that wall if we raise the floor.

  Mr. Grado, that would be on the back side, on the front side is a 10” inch curb that is not in place yet. So that 5'10" would be reduced to 5 feet. And then there'll be landscaping and the front. There is a small curb in front of that, it will not look as drastic. Even on the backside, that is not what you're concerned with, it wasn't the intent as a seat wall.

  Mr. Hall addressed Mayor Campana and stated many people are screaming about the size of this wall, it is 5 foot 10, and this you have x-ray vision, you cannot see through it, stuff goes on, cops can't see, can you talk to Dan, and get it down like 3 feet? We have money in legislative contingency to pay for it.

  Mayor Campana answered, I will have a discussion with him, I am not an engineer, and I am not an architect, but there is one thing by speaking to a few public safety officials, I think all of this should keep in mind, is it my understanding that Council wanted that to be a wall that people sit on? This is the first time I heard that.  
  Mr. Hall stated for the record, Mayor, we saw four different renditions, and in the last one there was something there that made it look like wall but nobody caught it, had we caught it, it would not have been 5 foot 10, but we had four different renditions and then when we voted on we just received that night. So everyone missed that, so now Dan has a wall that is 5'10" and the downtown community is upset about.

  Mayor Campana answered my only concern about it is, that it is Dan Klingerman's responsibility and it might have to come out of his pocket, and he plans on having a ribbon cutting on the 14th of this month. There is another thing that I think we need to take into consideration if it is much lower , I don't think anybody wants skateboarders going up on the wall, I don't think anybody wants vagrants sitting on the wall, they get hurt, guess who is going to be sued. The City and also the developer. Lastly, that is really something we should think about, that size, when it came out I didn't pay a lot of attention to the height, that is not my job to do that, I rely on architects and engineers and I felt at the end of the evening that everybody was okay with it. We will have further discussions, I have not heard from anybody, maybe they feel  comfortable talking to the Council members, but I have not gotten a call in my office in regards to that. I can see it from my third story window every day and I go over, I was quite surprised how large the height of it, I think it will look fantastic once it is done with the stone that had adds some presence. But, it is quite large and the other thing is when I think all of us decided that this would be a positive thing for downtown, we don't want a grants hanging out down there, we don't want people sitting on it, and I think the developer does not want anybody getting hurt because he will be sued will, and we will be sued as well. But, we will take a look at it again and I will talk to the developer to see what he has to say.
  Mr. Noviello stated he appreciates those comments and he recognizes that there is a developer there. I think we're going to be equally if not more liable if someone be accosted there, or someone be shot or hurt there, more so than the damage that might occur with the skateboard. So I think I would add that into your comments as well.

  Mayor Campana asked when I speak to him as the administrator, what is the height that Council wants? You are saying it is too tall but I will have to give him an answer on what do you think is the appropriate height of this thing.

  Mr. Hall answered 2 1/2 to 3 feet.

  Dr. Williamson stated there easily design elements already related to skateboard facilities, sitting on a wall and being part of the community is not something I would have a problem with, obviously vagrants can be dealt in a different way. They're going to be benches in that particular area anyway through the design, so that is not an issue. But having people gather and interact with each other and the city setting is the original point. If you are afraid to do that, because you don't know what's hiding behind the wall, to approach or move through an area, I think it should be a gathering point for pedestrians, a 6 foot wall, when you don't know what's behind it is not very inviting.

  Mr. Hall stated okay, the understanding is that Mayor Campana will talk to Mr. Klingerman, and we are looking at a wall about two and half to 3 feet tall, if worse comes to worse, and there is money involved, you do have money in legislative contingency to deal with issues like this.

  Ms. Miele, however, it would seem to me there should not be much more money involved because we are decreasing the materials that we are going to need to finish the wall. I don't imagine the electrical consequences will be difficult to do. The perspective that I may bring to this table more than anyone is, I will walk past that wall on my way home from here, and I will walk past that wall will probably three or four times a day and I can definitively say if it were at three feet, I would feel, A. Safer and B. More welcome in the community then walking past a wall.   The safety thing is the major issue, and 6 foot high wall that doesn't have a door leading to a store or leading  to something, is not welcoming from a pedestrian perspective. I think that we do one encourage as muscle possible, people to congregate in that area. It not only benefits Mr. Klingerman’s business but it will and the downtown as well for people to feel safe walking into and out of that lot. I don't think there's anything to gain from maintaining a 6 foot high wall between us and that parking area.
  Mrs. Katz stated, Mayor, I think this is which are checked it was as far as the green, you wanted it to be pedestrian friendly, you wanted people to go stand and have lunch, we did go to Norristown to see a similar area and the people did sit on the wall.

 Mayor Campana stated he understands and he agrees with counsel that it is not aesthetically as pleasing as what he would've thought that he will approach the developer and see what he has to say.

  Mr. Hall stated and in terms of Council, Mrs. Katz, since you were the one that brought this up for you be in touch with us directly about it and let us know so we all know in terms of what is going on.

  Dr. Williamson stated to return us back to the resolution, finance passed this to the full body of Council with the positive recommendation. 

  Mr. Hall asked if there were any comments or questions, hearing none.
The resolution was carried with seven yes roll call votes.  The vote was 7 to 0.

Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith voted yes, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes,  Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.
Resolution #8501
Resolution of the City Council of the City of Williamsport Approving the Fiscal Year 2016 Annual Action Plan
The City Clerk read the resolution
Mr. Hall asked for a motion to approve the resolution.

Mr. Allison made the motion and it was seconded by Mrs. Katz.

  Mr. Grado this is the annual action plan for Community Development for HOME program for 2016. This is basically the narrative part of the budget that City Council has recently passed. It is a required plan that needs to be submitted to HUD in order to receive our funds. We did have the appropriate public hearings and advertising to put this action plan on this agenda and it was reviewed by the Finance Committee. 
  Dr. Williamson stated at our review we noted that this is a routine part of the process, on the other hand I think Mr. Grado and Stephanie Young and his office put a lot of work into giving us very detailed descriptions of the various projects, where they come from, where they stand, and where they are headed, and in that regard it helps us understand how each of the pieces fit together in regards to pursue the goals that we have that we identify as the local community and fitting with the overall goals of the HOME and CDBG programs.  I encourage members of Council, and the public as well to understand how we very carefully allocate the funds and the leverage of those funds to effectively accomplish the goals that we have laid out for ourselves. Finance committee sent this to the full body of Council with a positive recommendation.

  Mr. Hall asked for questions or comments, hearing none.

The resolution was carried with seven yes roll call votes.  The vote was 7 to 0.

Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith voted yes, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes,  Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.

Resolution  Authorizing the Purchase of VHF Mobile Radio

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

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

  Chief Foresman stated not too long ago, City Council passed a resolution for the city police to buy two vehicles for the police department, with one exception to that resolution was the purchase of the radio for these vehicles. This resolution is basically to satisfy what we had promised to come back to Council, when we came up with the proper radio that we were looking to install. With that I am asking permission to purchase these mobile radios.

  Mr. Smith, on Tuesday of this week we looked at this.  As acting pro bono, chief communications for the City, I thought the radio was the old analog radio, it was going to be not capable of doing digital in the coming years. We took out $890 per radio, which would be $1780.  Then I looked at sticking out a radio that we could get grant money for in the future because this federal compliance, meaning it would do not only the digital the new type that the County may be going to in several years. So the police Department in communications is going to be way ahead of the other departments and colleges have already gone into the digital realm. To sum it up, we took out to $890 radios and replace them with two radios each costing $768 and under PA state contract which will take us to the future and should we at some point receive grant money, these radios won't meet that contract. So we actually save some money and we're going into the new age of communications. We sent this to the full body of Council with the positive recommendation.
  Dr. Williamson stated we also approved this and as a step in the direction to learn more about it, there is a chance that we would change directions to some other tech knowledge he that emerges in the world and in doing so making this decision, it is not costing us anymore. There is little to no risk. We sent this to the full body of Council with a positive resolution.

  Mr. Noviello stated this is another opportunity that the Public Safety committee has had to do its best and enhance the capability and provide new technology and that enhances the safety of our community overall. We hope to continue to do this as time goes along. I would like to thank Mr. Smith for his expertise and his knowledge base, he really does have his thumb on the pulse of things, and we are very fortunate to have him on the safety committee to keep the apprised of new technologies and we are in fact in some cases where technology has begun to fail us.

  Mr. Hall asked if there were any other comments or questions, hearing none.
The resolution was carried with seven yes roll call votes.  The vote was 7 to 0.

Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith voted yes, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes,  Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.

Demolition
624 Spruce St. – Susquehanna Health
Mr. Knarr stated this request is from the Susquehanna Health System and they are requesting to demolish 624 Spruce St. It is within the R3 zoning district. It is a vacant structure. If no permit is applied for within three months, it would be grassed and seeded depending on the weather, that may be in spring.

There is a representative here.

Mr. Hall asked for a motion to approve the demolition.

Mr. Noviello made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Allison. 
  Ms. Miele asked if it could be possible at some point, it would be good for members of the administration and members of Council and administration from the hospital to sit down and have a discussion exactly what the hospital is paying with these areas that are not within the designated institutional zoning. We are seeing ourselves losing more and more properties in what used to be a residential area was designated as a move over to an institutional. I do think we're all of us should discuss with the hospital's intentions are and whether or not we can work together on something to move forward. It concerns me in losing various neighborhoods. And I think we need to know what will be there.  If the administration could be so kind to arrange that once the holidays are over, I think all of us would have more free time in January or February to open a discussion.
Mr. Smith stated our pilot program with Susquehanna Health ended two years ago next month. This Council has not seen a new contract for the pilot program. Does anyone know where it stands?

  Mr. Nichols answered well you will be seeing it very shortly within the next couple of Council meetings. We are it is not adding additional institutional areas are but clarifying it.   
  Mr. Knarr included that he is having a talk with Lycoming County Planning as far as a comprehensive plan to take a look at a residential urban area, and reuse of parts of that area. Once we have something final with that pilot program I will move forward and bring it to Mr. Nichols.

  Mr. Smith stated one of my questions and this 624 Spruce St is in the R3 and not in the institutions so they don't have to pay taxes on the pilot program. Am I correct?

 Mr. Knarr answered under the new pilot program, part of the RU area, they would change that and then it would follow that pilot program under this designation of the zoning map amendment.

 Mr. Smith stated that they don't today. They don't have to pay taxes on that.

Mr. Knarr stated that is correct.

  Mr. Smith stated he thinks that we are in Council look forward to seeing all of the pieces to this apparently new pilot program that we have kinda been without for two years. Have they been still paying on the pilot program?  Even though the contract expired.

Mr. Nichols answered yes they have agreed to continue, I think there is no problem they intend to pay taxes or at any properties that need to be added to the pilot program.

 Mr. Smith added well I guess the question is why are they going out into the R3 zoning district that is outside the institution of area?

  Mr. Grado answered well, the intent is to protect the Pathway to Health properties. It is the approach to the hospital, Walnut St., South Park Avenue, the institutional zoning stops after Park Avenue. There are a lot of units located in that that are in poor condition.  We have been working with them to change that to residential urban, it is a plan development that Council would have an approval on. The agreement would be that we would proceed with that. We still have to go through public hearings for zoning map change, and the area of Spruce St, is that area that we worked with them to protect the integrity of that corridor. We would have to go to the public hearing process. We did do is notify the County for comments for we really wanted to proceed with presenting that zoning map amendment.
  Mr. Smith stated we look forward to seeing this contract.

  Dr. Williamson stated strategy in this area is to allow for mixed use, because the advantages for mixed areas and developing community and partner development, and making really strong neighborhoods, so we are talking about that potentially there and in other areas. I look forward to being part of the discussions, but not just with the County discussions, they should also be discussed with City Council, so we can be a part of those discussions and have input of those discussions. I would encourage that. One of the things we could do as Council is reach out to the hospital and maybe other institutions as well to have an opportunity to be invited to discuss the plans.  

  Mayor Campana stated we would besides having additional discussions, one committee that has not met two often, is the  Housing Needs Committee.

Dr. Williamson stated we have met as needed.   
  Mayor Campana stated if you would like to set up a meeting in the next couple of weeks, we would be glad to sit down with you and discuss some of the additional ideas that we have.. 

  Dr. Williamson answered, sure we will set up a meeting with the city clerk.

  Mr. Hall asked for a vote on the demolition.
The demolition was carried with six yes roll call votes.  The vote was 6 to 1.

Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith voted yes, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes,  Dr. Williamson voted yes.   Mr. Hall voted no. So
Demolition
732 Park Ave – Susquehanna Health
Mr. Knarr stated this request is from Susquehanna South.  The structure is located at 732 Park Ave. It is with the institutional zoning district and is currently a vacant property.
Mr. Hall asked for a motion to approve the demolition.

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

Mr. Hall asked if there were questions or comments, hearing none.
The demolition was carried with seven yes roll call votes.  The vote was 7 to 0.

Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith voted yes, Mrs. Katz voted yes, Ms. Miele voted yes,  Dr. Williamson voted yes and Mr. Hall voted yes.

Accept for filing: 
Recreation Commission Minutes 10/22/15

Public Works Committee Minutes 10/6/15

Finance Report Sept. 2015

Dr. Williamson took over the meeting and asked for a motion to accept these for filing.
Mr. Noviello made the motion and it was seconded by Mr. Allison.

Dr. Williamson asked for a vote on the minutes.

The minutes were accepted with seven yes roll call votes.  The vote was 7 to 0.

Mr. Noviello voted yes, Mr. Allison voted yes, Mr. Smith voted yes, 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, November 19, 2015 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, Nov. 9 


    4:00  PM  Recreation Meeting








    6:00  PM  Citizen’s Corp



        Wednesday, Nov. 11

VETERAN’S DAY – CITY HALL CLOSED



        Monday, Nov. 16 


  12:00  PM  Planning Commission








    6:00  PM  Citizen’s Corp Training



        Tuesday, Nov. 17

               12:00  PM  Public Works








    3:30  PM  Finance Committee







                 4:30  PM  AD HOC Committee-Amusement 








    7:00  PM  HARB Meeting



       Wednesday, Nov. 18

    3:30  PM  O&E Pension



       Thursday, Nov. 19


  10:30  AM  Zoning Hearing Board








    4:00  PM  Board of Health

    7:30  PM  City Council Meeting


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

Dr. Williamson asked if there were any comments from members of city Council.
  Mr. Smith stated he wanted to make a comment that we had an election on Tuesday, without getting political, our incumbents were returned to Council. As we sit here this evening, and we say don't you remember four years ago when we did this and five years ago when we passed this resolution, the point I'm trying to make it so many times especially on the federal level, we see the constituents saying I wish these old people would go. They been here 50 or 60 years and all they are here is for check and a pension.  Well, we don't get a huge paycheck or a huge pension on this Council. What I am trying to say is there is a wealth of knowledge the people on this Council. The people that have been on the committees, and continue to serve on this committees, also contribute and remember certain situations, for example, in the Public Works committee, when we have the excavation and Street reconstruction ordinance that we passed, most of us are very familiar with what is it that ordinance. We have people coming in and asking for waivers of that ordinance. Most the time is waivers are granted. But with longevity on the Council, there is a very strong board and we are available when decisions have to be made, when budgets have to be set and a lot of people say well history is worthless.  Well, it really isn't worthless because there are circumstances that we can look at and say, we made that decision a few years ago and we made in the right direction. Or we made a decision a few years ago that we now see it as an improper selection that we may be doing an ordinance or resolution. It should not have been done that way, but of course hindsight is always good. We all have that, but I guess in summing it up, I would say that the people that serve on city Council, I really feel, and I'm not tooting my horn or anybody else's, but I feel that the people on this Council worked very diligently, I think you're very dedicated to the job.  It is not about money, it is not about getting a pension, and I believe everyone on this Council is about working for the residents of this city and what is best for the residents of the city. I really think there are cases where longevity pays off on.  Maybe not on the state and federal level, but that is not why we're here. We are not here for that. I just wasn't working with the incumbents that are going to be here again, I feel we have a very good Council. Thank you.
  Mrs. Katz stated I would like to indulge everyone for a couple minutes here, a couple weeks ago we had a spook-ta-cular in Brandon Park. The Mayor started these traditions with the Easter egg hunt and the Halloween extravaganza, the parade, but these are traditions. With these are also creating a fantastic memories for the families and kids, as we all here as we get older, remember when, and that is what we are doing, we are creating the remember whens with all of these special events.  I would also like to thank all the people that were involved in this because it does take a village. We have the Williamsport parking authority, Lamarr, cross cutters, VFW, Ted's Farm & Greenhouse, Helminakc’s Greenhouse, George Hutchison, the Chamber of Commerce, McCormick law firm, Dunkin' Donuts of Newberry.  They all help sponsor. Then we had our volunteers. The volunteers were incredible, they give their time. She read all the volunteers names. So it did not take just one person to put all of this together, and I really want to thank Justin Simpson all, because he did an incredible job. The candy does not fall on the tables by itself. It takes some running around getting all of this organized.  So I would really like to thank him, because it was a great event.

  Mr. Hall stated there was an election this week, and I heard of all the people who have won and have been congratulated, but there has been hundreds of thousands and millions of people, were born, lived, raised and have died in the City of Williamsport and in the area. Of those million or so since the city was founded, really only a handful of them have actually ever put their name on the ballot out there for the community to  accept them or reject them.  So even for those who've lost, they are part of the special group of people who have least have had the guts to do that. Whether if it was for Council, or Mayor, school board or for anything like that. If there's any consolation for losing like that, is that you had the courage to do it in the first place.  Not a lot of people have the courage to do that. And if I might say something to the solicitor, as you know most the board up here probably has a “R” behind their name when they get elected, so our preference is lawyer are Democrats, and solicitors are Republicans. 

  Dr. Williamson asked if there were comments or questions from the Mayor or administration, there were none. He asked for comments from the public.

  Mr. Scott Miller, 822 Tucker St.  More police, pensions, medical and other benefits portions of the pensions.  Graifus run flood mitigation project, MS4 Storm Water mandate and the dike certification and repairs. They are all big-ticket items. Are we the city putting enough money aside for all of these projects? Are we going to whistle past the cemetery and act shocked we have to pay for all of these things in one year? The other thing I noticed is as of recent there is concern about the city's website how this paid for, when I was paying my water bill, they included informational stuff and I know that the Mayor appoints people to the board for both the water authority in the Williamsport Sanitary Authority. I'm going to read this. Take a look at our new site, the Williamsport Municipal Water authority and the Williamsport Sanitary Authority is proud to announce the launch of a newly designed website. After an extensive search and interview process, long time locally owned Impact Advertising was selected to redesign the programming site. Well that was the same company that did the cities website, the City Council brought up questions and reservations about how we came to.  I wonder what the search and excessive interview process was, was it something public? Am I allowed to find out who all inquired about that? Because to me, I wonder as of rate payer, am I getting the best bang for the bucks because there were questions raised about whether the city got the best bang for the buck the website that we got. I would appreciated if Council would look into that and that me know. Thank you and have a great evening.
Meeting adjourned upon motion by Ms. Miele and a second by Mr. Allison
Motion was carried by unanimous  9:07 PM “ayes’ .
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