
In the Common Council Chambers of the Municipal 
City Building on March 16,1976 at 7:30 p.m., 
Councilpresident Blume presiding. 

Present: Councilmembers Blume, Richardson, 
Olcott, Middleton I Towell r Morrison r Young·, 
and Kinzer 

Absent: De St. Croix 

City Officials Present:. Karel Dolnick, City 
Clerk; John Komoroske, Council Administrat
or/Attorney; Leo Burke, Director of Human 
Resources Dspartment; Bill Wilson, Director 
of Parks & Recreation Department; Pat Gross, 
City Controller; Alice Kraft, Deputy City 
Attorney; Tom Crossman, Director of Planning 
Department; and Pat Patterson, Director of 
Redevelopment Department. 

Councilpresident Blume gave an agenda summa
tion for the meeting as follows: beginning 
with Messages from the Council members, intro
duction of Ordinances at First Reading includ
ing Appropriation Ordinance 76-7, and Approp
riation Ordinance 76-8, and Ordinance 76-20. 
At Second Reading we will be discussir:J Resol
ution 76-14, Resolution 76-11, Resolution 76-12, 
Resolution 76-14, Appropriation Ordinance 76-5, 
Appropriation Ordinance 76-6, Ordinance 76-13, 
Ordinance 76-15, Ordinance 76-17, and Ordinance 
76-14. Following the break at approximately 
9-9:15 p.m., there will be Petitions & Communi
cations. There will be an Annual Report from 
the Utilities Department (rescheduled during 
the meeting). Last item on the agenda is ap
roval of the Minutes of February 5, 1976, and 
March 2, 1976 (rescheduled during meetins). 

Councilmember Young thanked the Councilmembers 
and the Council staff for rescheduling the 
Council, meeting from Thursday to Tuesday so 
the Council members could watch the Indiana 
University basketball game. He indicated he 
felt it not only a fun activity, but also 
noted the I.U. team brought credit not only 
to the athletic department and the University 
but also to our fair City of Bloomington. 

Councilpresident Blume said hear, hear, and 
added he noticed the Herald Telephone had giv
en Ms. Kinzer an orchid for commenting on that, 
and I kind of thought they got their orchids 
and onions mixed up on that. 

Councilmember Towell: I have thought so many 
times. 

Councilmember Middleton announced the appoint
ment of Andrea Pecchioni, and Mary Jane Hall 
to the Commission on the Status of Women. 

Councilmember Richardson moved to appoint Ms. 
Pecchioni, and Ms. Hall to the Commission on 
the Status of Women. Councilmember 'l'owell sec
onded the motion. 

The motion was passed by a unanimous voice 
vote of the Council. 

Councilmernber Olcott reiterated Councilmernber 
Young's feelings concerning I.U. basketball 
~1t1n1c'~' n.nd ~:;c:l1c,dul5nc; t)f t"11c 111c:eLinq~ 
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Councilmember Richardson announced recommenda
tions for the Housing Appeals Board, which has 
not met for one year now. The recommendations 
are Al Towell, Louis Chuckney, Kurt Flock, and 
Michael Allen , are so moved. Councilmember 
Morrison seconded the motion. He also mentioned 
there was still one position, which people could 
apply for if they are interested. 

It was clarified that these were appointments by 
the Mayor's Office, subject to the approval of 
the Council. 

The motion was passed by a voice vote of AYES: 6, 
Nays; l. 

Councilmember Richardson also informed the pub
lic there was a voter registration drive going 
on, and students could contact the Student Assoc
iation Office at 337-6447. We are hoping to 
have a large turnout of student votes this spring, 
·in Monroe County. He also commented on the fund
ing proposals coming up (Appropriation Ordinance 
76-8) for youth services, including Big Brother/ 
Big Sister, Youth Service Bureau, and the Monroe 
County Group Foster Home. This proposal has been 
in the works for several months, and had been sent 
to them as early as August of last year; The rec
ommendations were discussed with Dr. Middleton, 
John Komoroske, Pat Patterson, and Linda Alis, 
and Will Dunn, the latter two being from the Mon
roe County Group Foster Home, and myself on Feb
ruary 19, 1976. We were promised at that time 
by Mayoral Aide Mike Corbett that they would be 
done on March 5th. I explain this because there 
was some misunderstanding on some people's parts 
that because of a certain information re.:·leased 
to the public on Thursday that somehow this mon
ey miraculously appeared out of nowhere on Fri
day. I am not opposed to pressuring different 
politicians or what ever for money, but I think 
we should it in perspective that these recommen
dations were well thought out. I have stressed 
this because the Human Resources Department did 
give this alot of thought, and secondly, I want 
the YSB people to know I want them to come here 
next Council meeting and get their money based 
on the merits, not using this as a political 
football where we say the Mayor has made some 
mistakes, or that other particular groups are 
not supporting this group or that group ... He 
mentioned the upcoming Youth Services Forum 
sponsored by the Human Resources Department on 
i\p::-il 10, 1976, which will be dealing with this 
type of programming. He noted past difficulties, 
but also a hope for future possibilities working 
closely with Dr. Middleton and the Human Resources 
Department, and various groups to make this whole 
system work in Monroe County. 

Councilmember Young asked why the Housing Appeals 
Board had not met recently? 

Councilmember Towell answered that they met when· 
they had cases, and after that the terms expired. 



3 

Gdunciiniember -Morri-son moved and councilmember 
Middleton seconded to introduce and read Approp-
riation 0£dinan_ce 76~7_ l:Jy title orily. -

-Appropriation Ordinance 76-7 was read by City 
Clerk Dolnick by title only following a unani-
mous voice vote of the Council. - -

Councilpresident Blume read the synopsis of 
Appropriation Ordinance 76'-7. -

Cbuncilmember Morrison moved and Councilmernber 
Middleton seconded to introduce and read Approp
riation Ordinance 76-8 by title only. 

- - -

Appropr.iation Ordinance 76-8 was read by City 
Clerk Dolnick by title only following a unani-
mous voice vote of the Council. 

Councilpresident Blume read the synopsis of 
Appropriation Ordinance 76-8. 

Councilmember Morrison moved and Councilmernber 
Towell seconded to introduce and read Ordinance 
76-20 by title only. 

' -

Ordinance 76-20 was read by City Clerk Dolnick 
by title only. 

Councilpresident Blume read the synopsis of 
Ordinance 76-20. 

COuncilmernber Morrison· moved and C6uncilmeniber 
Olcott seconded to introduce and read Resolution 
76-14 in entirety. 

Resolution 76-14 was read by City Clerk Dolnick 
in entirety. 

councilpresident Blume read the synopsis of 
Resolution 76-14. 

Counc1lrriernber Morrison moved and Coun~iliTiel11ber 
Olcott seconded to adopt Resolution 76-14. 

The motion was passed by a unanimous voice 
vote-of the Council. 

Councilmernber Morrison moved and Councilmernber 
Olcott seconded to introduce and read Resolution 
76-11 in entirety. 

Resolution 76-11 was read by City Clerk Dolnick 
_in entirety. -

Councilpresident Blume read the synopsis of 
Resolution 76-11. 

Appropriation Ordinance 
76-7 re: printing $900 

Appropriation Ordinance 
76-8 re: Big Brother/ 
Big Sisters; Youth Ser
vice Bureau; Monroe 
County Group Foster Home 

Ordinance 76-20 
re; Traffic Amendments 

Resolution 76-14 
I.U. Basketball 

Resolution 76-11 
re: Temporary Loan 
Police Pension Fund 
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Councilmember Morrison moved and Councilmember 
Olcott seconded to adopt Resolution 76-11. 

Councilmember Middleton, spokesman for the 
Utilities/Public Facilities Committee: At 
the Committee meeting there were presenta
tions from the City Controller, Pat Gross, 
and Jim Wray from Transportation. They 
reported to the Committee that this money 
was available, was not otherwise encumbered, 
and will not affect ~he services or use of 
this money for street projects. The Commit
tee recommended that this be approved. 

Councilmember Richardson, Chairperson of 
Public Safety/Policy & Legislative Oversight: 
Essentially for the same reasons, we recom
mend a Do Pass. 

Resolution 76-11 was passed by a ROLL CALL 
VOTE of AYES: 7, NAYS: 0. 

Councilmember Mor; .. ·ison moved and Councilmember 
Towell seconded to introduce and read Resolu
tion 76-12 in entirety. 

Resolution 76-12 was read by City Clerk Dolnick 
in its entirety. 

Councilpresident Blume read the synopsis of 
Resolution 76-12. 

Councilmember Morrison moved and Councilmember 
Towell seconded to adopt Resolution 76-12. 

Councilmember Morrison, Chairperson Planning/ 
Community Develc~ment Committee: The Committee 
gave a Do Pass recommendation, with a vote of 
2 to 1, with Councilmember Young voting against 
the Social Security phase of it. '· 

Councilmember Young indicated that this money 
should have been collected from the employees, 
and my thinking was it was up to the Department 
to collect this from the employees, not the 
City's responsibility. 

Councilmember Morrison agreed, noting that even 
when you have a person on contract, this merely 
sets the salary, it does not exempt them from 
taxes. This is where the flaw came in, on the 
interpretation of what a contract really is ... 
He noted it was an error on the part of the 
Redevelopment Department, but it has to be paid 
so we have no alternative but to pass it. 

It was questioned as to who informed the City 
they were liable for the Social Security col
lection of these contract employees? 

Pat Patterson acknowledged it was an error on 
the part of the Redevelopment Department, first 
made in 1972, but that they were not informed 
until January of this year that the. bonding of 
Public Employment Retirement Fund Office indi
cated that we had to pay it. We have paid it 

Resolution 76-12 
re: Budget Transfer 
Redevelopment Department 
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from the NDP program, and fully intend to collect 
the funds from the employees. They have been not
ified that they have to pay this obligation. Our 
problem now is, that we are trying to close out 
the NDP program, and we have to reimburse NDP be
cause they will not allow us more time to collect 
this from the employees. Arrangements are being 
worked out to pay this money on an individual 
basis, but some of these employees no longer work 
for the City. He said those on the staff still, 
can choose to seek .some kind of withholding ap
proach, and we can work.that out with them. It. 
would not work as a uniform answer. 

Councilmember Olcott asked:~if this amount was for 
both employee and employer? 

Pat Patterson answered it was strictly for the 
employee. 

Councilmember Olcott noted that in his business 
it was not their policy to withold Social Securi
ty on a contract basis. 

Pat Patterson said this was the assumption at 
the time, since the work was under services con
tractual as a line item, riot Administrative costs, 
bu.t now they realized the employees should have 
been on the City payroll, and this money should 
have been deducted. He said one employee had 
already paid back the entire amount he was respon
sible for, in the area of $500, and that he was 
sure it was likely they would get the entire a
mount fram the other people as. well. 

Resolution 76-12 was passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE 
of AYES: 6, NAYS: 1. Nays: Young. 

Councilmember Olcott moved and Councilmember 
Morrison seconded to introduce and read Resolu-
tion 76-13 in entirety. '· 

Resolution 76-13 was read by City Clerk Dolnick 
in its entirety. 

Councilpresident Blume read the synopsis of 
Resolution 76-13. 

Councilmember Olcott (Sponsor of the Resolution), 
noted he had sat on the other side of the fence 
as a member of various Boards & Commissions from 
7 to 11:30 p.m. before your part of the agenda 
comes up, and this is ridiculous. I think this 
Council, operating under the Committee system, 
with efficient direction can surely shorten this 
meeting. My proposal is that no new legislation 
be introduced after 10:30p.m .. I am sure there 
will be occasions when we have to act that even
ing, we had one that first meeting, which would 
have cost the City an extra amount of money ... 

. but there is no reason the Council cannot ad
journ to a later date if there is that much extra 
business on the floor and on the agenda. It is 
too hard to listen to so many words, and maybe 
this will get people to shorten their discussions. 

Resolution 76-13 
re: Shorten Council 
Meetings 
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Councilmember Towell remarked he had introduced 
a similar idea to the last Council last year, 
and was glad to see it come up with this one. 
He quoted an ex-Councilmember Wayne Fix, who· 
said at a certain point a Council meeting no 
longer i~ a public meeting. He noted the 
Council can go the extra mile if necessary, but 
the public cannot anticipate participating when 
meetings run so long. He noted this Council 
already has two meetings that ran longer than 
any of the meetings of the previous Council. 
He s(l.;f.d under the rules, you can carry-over a 
meeting, and might want to do that. He said 
it might be a good idea to have something worked 
out at 9:00p.m. to let people leave in order 
that they not wait until 10:30 and not get a 
chance to speak. This would be a grave insult. 
He added there was a "shakedown" process that 
every Council goes through, and that he was 
sympathetic to what they were trying to do. 
He said this Resolution would not deter the 
Council from doing anything they wanted to do, 
if they want to continue ... it does not affect 
the rules of the Council, that is a different 
matter and has to be done a different way. It 
will not really affect anything the Council wants 
to do at a giJen time. He called for a harder 
line for the Chairperson of the meeting, noting 
this Resolution would actually not help. 

Councilmember Middleton read a note from Council
member Kinzer (arriving later): I would vote nay 
for this Resolution if I were here. My reasons 
are, we can vote for adjournment when necessary. 
A better way would be to have more detailed re
ports from the Committees, and if necessary a 
time limit on a person to speak to certain leg
islation. By limiting time this would make 
everyone plan what they had to say ahead of time. 
I feel this is an administrative in-house problem. 
He continued with his own thoughts on this, say
ing he favored the type of Committee reports 
that include deta.ils, but indicated overall sup
port of the Resolution. 

Councilmember Olcott noted at the previous meet
ing two Councilmembers left at 10:30p.m.; it 
is unfair to people, and we have brought people 
back here for much less than a time limitation. 
We are not operating effectively after that hour, 
and we are not doing a job, for the City. 

Councilpresident Blume agreed with Councilmember 
Kinzer in that this would not make a great deal 
of difference, but said it would give them a 
target to shoot for ... reminded the Council it 
could cost them more money through advertising, 
through all the copies that have to be made, 
and put a little more pressure on him to sched
ule things better predicting time of discussions 

·and to lean a bit heavier on the gavel. 

Councilmember Young echoed these sentiments, 
again noting it gave them a target to aim 
towards. He supported the Resolution, saying 
if it did not work they could try something 
else. 

The motion to adopt Resolution 76-13 was passed 
by a ROLL CALL VOTE of AYES: 6, NAYS: 1. Nays: 
'rowell. 

' 

•. 
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Councilmember Morrison: I move that Appropriation 
Ordinance 76-5 be introduced and read by the Clerk 
by title only. 

Councilmember Middleton: Second, 

·Appropriation Ordinance 76-5 was theri read by 
title only by Clerk Dolnick. 

Councilpresident Blume then read the legislative 
synopsis for Appropriation Ordinance 76-5. 

Councilmember Middleton: I move that Appropriation 
Ordinance 76-5 be considered under divided question 
so that we might consider each of the three sections 
separately. 

Councilmember Olcott: Second. 

Councilmember Middleton: The corrunittee report 
on the Human Resources section of this ordinance 
states that Councilmember Olcott recommended a 
Do Not Pass on the Middleway House VD Clinic, 
noting that there are duplications of services 
and that non-city residents are served by the 
Clinic. I recommended a Do Pass on the Clinic. 
VD is a problem that has tremendous implications 
for Bloomington. Right now, this is the only 
VD control program that is operating, however 
unefficiently or efficiently it might be. It 
is only reaching about one fifth to one sixth of 
the people that are actually involved. It is 
certainly something that we need. There is a 
definite need for a free facility. It should be 
noted that the Public He'°'lth·Nursing Services 
will provide free medication to individuals who 
have been diagnosed by a physician. The Student 
Health Service can also utilitize the same type 
of facilities but their cost is such that some 
individuals do not feel that they can spend their 
money in that fashion. Ny reconunendat:(:on was 
simply based on the fact that we are faced with 
a problem and this is the only way I can see to 
solve it at this time. 

Councilpresident Blume: I went over and visited 
this place and talked to some of the people 
there. It is a little bit of a different service 
than other services that are available. As 
indicated by its name, Middleway, it reaches 
those people that really wouldn't be reached 
otherwise. They are a little reluctant to go 
to a public health service because of embar
rassment, ignorance or whatever. This group 
has been quite successful in reaching out and 
helping.those people who won't help themselves. 

Councilmember Middleton: One, Middleway didn't 
start out this way, I helped set it up a few 
years ago as an interface between the drug 
culture and the community and between the 
conununity services and other things that are 
available. The pattern of problems change, 
Middleway fortunately changed with it. It 
has a very good board, Dr. John Niller heads 
it up. They have good consultation now from 
quite reputable physicians, Dr. Greenly from 
Univrirsity Student Health Services. I think 
we can provide additional help from the com
munity if we do have the recognition of this 

APPROPRIATION 
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particular facility as a very valid part of the 
community. Middleway has come a long way from 
the days when it was in a little house up on 
Cottage Grove. It still has a long way to go 
and still se.rves about the same type of clien
tele. Their needs have changed, and we have 
to change with them. 

Councilpresiden:o Bl urne: I would also· like to 
point out that most of this money, $4,478, 
is to go to the salaries of a doctor and a 
nurse. 

Councilmernber Middleton: Also twenty percent 
of the Director's and the Assistant Director's 
salary comes out of the.'.: kind of budget. Most 
of it does go to veneral disease control. 

Leo Burke: The nurse's salary is ~n-kind. 

Councilmernber Richardson: I don't know if 
the public knows, but we often times get a 
number of support letters attached to our 
ordinances. In this case, we received several 
of them. I think the best letter that des
cribes why we not only should but need to 
support this was from Dr. John Miller, who is 
the director of the Student Health Center. It 
is only three paragraphs long so I would like 
to read it so that you can appreciate the 
kinds of data that we have received to help us 
make our decisions on this matter. (He then 
read a copy of the letter, ·which is attached 
to the ordinance). 

Leo Burke: The Human Resources Department 
evaluated the Middleway proposal. I would 
like to echo Dr. Middleton's statement that 
we do indeed as a community recognize that 
we do have a problem with veneral disease. 
The statistics that one can can compile can 
be called into question but in any event, 
VD is increasing at a tremendous rate; 
This organization has proved effective to a 
certain clientele that does need the help. 

Appropriation Ordinance 76-5, Human Resources 
Section, was then adopted by a ROLL CALL VOTE 
of Ayes: 6, Nays: 1. Nay: Councilmernber 
Olcott. Absent: Councilmernbers Kinzer and 
De St. Croix. 

Councilmernber Richardson: I would like to 
thank Jeff Blumegarden, who is the current 
Director of Middleway House, for helping 
many of us through this proposal by showing 
us through that house and explaining the 
program so thoroughly. 

councilmernber Middleton: I move that 
the Parks and Recreation section be adopted. 

Councilmernber Olcott: Second. 

Councilmember Middleton: That is also in 
the Community Resources committee, and I'll 
let Lloyd Olcott give the committee report. 

Councilmember Olcott: This calls for an 
appropriation.to update the Master Plan 
for Parks and Recreation within the City 
mainly because of federal and state funding 
which must be passed on. We have completed 
five or six years on the first plan and we 
are ready to move into the second phase 
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and a second Master Plan to be eligible for 
land and water development funds. We do need 
an updated, current Master Plan. This wi.11 
allow the contracts to be made by the person 
who is now representing a new firm, but the 
same man who did it, Tony BCl.U.er, will continue 
on the :second master plan. I think it is . 
money well spent because we will get our funds 
back in matching dollars in the next five years. 
We recommended a unanimous Do Pass. 

Councilmember Towell: I support this proposal 
and have read i.t carefully. I hope the public 
input sections are adhered to somewhat because 
they are very extensive, and if they are adhered 
to totally, I'm not sure that we will ever get 
the job done. I would like to point out that 
since the last Master Plan, there has been 
considerable discussion in the community about 
various proposals and you might say that a new 
direction has been given. Discussion should not 
be ignored at this time when we are updating 
the Master Plan. One particular phase of it, 
which has been given a good endorsement in the 
community, is the community park system, the 
idea of having a park to go to within a five 
minute walk from wherever you live in the City.· 
I would like to see that continued and updated. 
Another point was that community centers may 
be needed in areas that did not come up under 
the previous plan. I know we have discussed 

·that but I want to bring it up at the right 
point so that it is remembered. 

Bill Wilson: I realize the endorsement and I 
appreciate it. There are two things that I 
would like to answer. One, yes, definitely 
the neighborhood meetings will be adhered to 
as much as possible and will be very extensive. 
We feel that this is probably the top priority 
of the entirs plan and we will push this to 
the ultimate to make sure that it does get done. 
The other point is that I might read just·a 
paragraph of Mr. Bower's cover le.tter, which 
you do not have a copy of. It says "although 
we have not specifically identified the community 
center as an item of consideration, I can assure 
you that it will be an integral part and of · 
first priority consideration of our review of 
the total park and recreation program and 
facility needs. We will focus in on the com
munity centers early in the study. 

Appropriation Ordinance 76-5, Parks and Recre
ation Section was then adopted by a ROLL CALL 
VOTE of Ayes: 7, Nays: O. Absent: Council
members Kinzer and De St. Croix. 

Councilmember Morrison: I move that the 
Board of Works Section of Appropriation Ordi
nance 76-5 be adopted. 

Councilmember Middleton: Second. 

Councilmember Morrison: The committee report 
from Planning/Community Development gave this 
a Do Pass. This is for a drainage system off 
of Monroe Street going between two buildings 
in the 1400 block where the fill, when they 
built Crestmont, about a thirty to forty foot 
fill with sidewalks behind the building and 
consequently with the mudslide, the ground 
has shifted because of the drainage problem. 
It has undermined the walks and the buildings. 
It received a Do Pass with the specifications 
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of the gat<}'! requirements on the plastic pipes on 
the proposed road. We also wanted clarification 
on maps as to which pipeline is solid and which 
is perforated. Councilman Young brought up the 
point of the size and gai<}'! of the plastic pipe 
used. He asked about the size, which we thought 
was four inches, and also about the gauge. We 
were to ask Norman Perry to ask the specif ica
tions on the drainage. 

Councilmember Towell: I have a question about 
our relation to the Housing Authority as far 
as financing this. I understand that the Housing 
Authority is one' of the few solvent ones in 
Indiana and perhaps in the nation. They have 
powers to issue bonds and they have in the past 
for $30,000 that I know of for upkeep and improve
ments. I am wondering why bonds are not being 

. issued this time and then defray the expenses out 
of rent or other income. Why is the City asked 
to foot the bill this time? 

Councilmember Morrison: During the primary, the 
Mayor stated that he would furnish the money for 
the drainage system and HUD is to furnish the 
money for the ;:-etaining wall. The initiation on 
this part was by Mayor Mccloskey. 

Councilmember Towell: I don't want to correct 
you .•.. 

Councilmember Morrison: You: don't have to, because 
I was there. 

Councilmember Middleton: Is HUD holding up on 
the part about the retaining wall? 

Councilmember Morrison: Yes, they will furnish 
the money for the retaining wall. We could 
have probably gotten the money through HUD for 
the Housing Authority. It is probably one of 
the best, well-kept solvent housing authorities 
in the entire United States, as Councilman Towell 

·has said. We received a letter from HUD commending 
our record of his expertise in the keeping of the 
Housing Authority. In 1964 the City gave it about 
five years before it would look like the former 
Pidgeon Hill. The west-side people have proved 
them to be wrong. They are good housekeepers. I 
feel that when the promise .was made to furnish 
the money for the drainage system, which is good 
business because those two apartment houses are 
worth much more than $1,300 and the sidewalks 
behind them. It is a very nominal fee for the 
City to install the drainage system. I think 
it is probably the only time in the nine years· 
that I have been on the City Council that the 
Housing Authority has asked the City to appropri
ate a dime for the hill up there. 

Councilmember Towell: That is why I find it 
curious. 

Councilpresident Blume: As I understand it, if 
we don't do this, we might lose those two houses. 

Councilmember Morrison: This is true. They are 
settling at a fast rate as far as apartment 
houses are concerned. The evidence is very noti
cible if you would take the 'time to walk behind 
the two buildings and see the inch or two cracks 
in the stone veneer. To me, I still say that it 
is a nominal price to pay for $50,000 worth of 
property. 

Cc)1Jnc·ilrncnd;c::c ().lcott~.· J 1 \/C: })ec...,·n l)0ck_ l:J1c:rc' i1 
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couple times. Hasn't that been temporarily 
repaired a couple times? 

Councilmember Morrison: That is true. If 
you will notice, the trees that used to be 
on the first level are now on the second . 
level. 

Councilmember Middleton: 
repair the cracks in the 
foundation settling any 

Who is going 
building? Is 

now? 

to 
the 

Councilmember Morrison: ,The cause of the 
__ ; settling is the water around the foundation 

and the mudslides. The Housing Authority 
will repair the cracks. Once we get the 
drainage in there, we can get the money from 
HUD to build the retaining wall. 

Pat Patterson: In answer to Al Towell's ques
tion; because of the nominal amount, I don't 
think it would be practical to raise funds 
through bonds for a $1,300 bill. 

Councilmember Towell: 
other bond and thought 
we were solvent. 

I knew about the 
it could be done since 

Appropriat~on Ordinance 76-5, Board of Public 
. Works Section was then adopted by a ROLI, CALL 

VOTE of Ayes: 7, Nays: O. Absent: Council
members De St. Croix and Kinzer. 

Councilmember Morrison: I move that Appropri
ation Ordinance 76-5 be adopted as amended. 

Councilmember Middleton: Second. ·• 

Appropriation Ordinance 76-5 was then adopted 
as amended by a ROLL CALL VOTE of Ayes: 7, 
Nays: 0. Absent: Councilmembers De St. Croix 
and Kinzer. 

, . 
.Councilmember Morrison: I move that Appropri
ation Ordinance 76-6 be introduced and read by 
the Clerk by title only. 

Councilmember Towell: Second. 

Appropriation Ordinance 76-6 was then read by 
Clerk Dolnick by title only. -.. 

Councilpresident Blume then read the legislative 
synopsis for Appropriation Ordinance 76-6. 

Councilmember Morrison: I move that Appropriation 
Ordinance 76-6 be adoptec. 

Councilmember Middleton: Second. 

Councilmember Morrison: The committee report 
for Planning/Community Development gave this 
a Do Pass. It is money to phase out the NDP 
program and to pay interest on it and the parking 
lot at Sixth and Morton Streets. 

Appropriation Ordinance 76-6 was then adopted by 
a ROLL CALL VOTE of Ayes: 7, Nays: 0. Absent: 
Councilmembers De St. Croix and Kinzer. 

APPROPRIATION 
ORDINANCE 76-6 
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Councilmember Morrison moved and Councilmember 
Middleton seconded to introduce and read Ordin
ance 76-13 by title only. 

Ordinance 76-13 was read by City Clerk Dolnick 
by title- only, foll>wing a unanimous voice vote 
of the Council. 

Councilpresident Blume read the syn-opsis for 
Ordinance 76-13. 

Councilmember Morrison moved and Councilmember 
Middleton seconded to adopt Ordinance 76-13. 

Councilmember Morrison offered an amendment, 
to renumber Section 2 to Section 3, and the 
new Section 2 would read, " That a 15 foot 
buffer zone be established along the west bank 
of the creek, extending west." Councilmember 
Middleton seconded the motion. 

The amendment was passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE 
of AYES: 7, NAYS: O. 

Councilmember Towell pointed out, as acting 
Parliamentarian, that in order to override 
the Plan Commission decision, it would require 
a favorable vote of 7 Councilmembers, and there 
are exactly 7 members here tonight. He sug-· 
gested if there are uncertainties it might be 
politer to table it, until later. He continued 
with his personal observations, questioning 
the rationale of having any building on a 
floodplain. 

Councilmember Middleton asked .for a definition 
of a floodplain, referring specifically to this 
area noted most of the land in question was a
bove any perceivable floodplain. 

Councilmember Towell mentioned the 100 ye_ar 
floodplain designation changes as there is 
development due to the runoff from roofs 
a!ld so forth. 

Tom Crossman explained the 100 year flood on 
the zoning ordinance was specified by the 
Department of Natural Resources, by ten foot 
intervals. The.re is consider _,able interpre
tation there. The ordinance does specify 
that the drainage way on 50 feet either way 
from the center line of the stream be pre
served as a stream flow area, which is basic
ally the SC zone. This guarantees nothing 
will be built in that area. It also includes 
a provision for SC hyph<;i1ated another desig
nation to provide for other uses, which would 
have to be approved through the Department 
of Natural Resources. This would involve 
determining the elevation of the flood plain 

_in that area, and make sure any building would 
be two feet above the maximum flood elevation. 
It does not restrict building in the area com
pletely, but it does seek to insure that any 
building be above the maximum level of flood
ing. 

Councilmember Middleton mentioned that there 
was construction 150 down from Mr. Campbell's 
property that is literally in the creek bed, 
and this would have an effect on his property. 

Ordinance 76-13 
re: Howard Campbell 
Trailer Court rezoning 
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Tom Crossman explained that the subdivision 
further down was platted and the streets were 
on the map as long ago as 1969. The approval 
was prior to that at some time. The plat of 
the subdivision would not be approved under · 
today's regulations. Regarding the house 
obviously under construction, he said he did 
not know when or how the permits were issued 
in what was obviously a flood plain area. He 
said there were problems up and down stream. 
He said they were trying to do their best to 
preserve the flood plain areas within the 
City of Bloomington. 

Councilmember Olcott asked for an informal 
vote or consensus of opinion, noting there 
was no point in further discussion, if they 
were again going to table this action, to 
allow input from the two missing Council
members and be fair to the petitioner. 

Councilmember Towell indicated he had not 
made up his mind at this point. 

Councilpresident Blume said he had been on 
the Plan Commission when this came up, and 
voted for it, al though it did fail. E'·e> 
said his opinion had not changed. 

Tom Crossman told the Council his office 
did not issue any permits for building 
of the house dovJnstream tha-c was in ques
tion, and that this must be checked with 
the Engineering Department. 

Councilmember Richardson called for more 
focus on the merits of this proposal, rather 
than dwelling on other problems nearby. 

Councilmember Young asked if Mr. Campbell 
had complied with the Plan Department re
quireme.nts prior to this application. 

Tom Crossman said he thought there were 
4 to 6 pads for trailers installed which 
did not have permits. 

Councilmember Morrison said he was almost 
positive that those pads were in there 
prior to the new City zoning ordinance. 
He said be believed those trailers were 
pre-existing to 1973. 

At this point Mr. Campbell tooks a series 
of maps up to the Councilmembers to look 
over and discuss. 

Councilmeinber Young asked if this was 
passed, would the rest of the trailer 
court be asked to come up to present stand
ards? 

Tom Crossman answered they were not in a 
position to make decisions retroactive, to 
previous actions, however things such as 
roads ans access points could very well 
be required to be brought up to standard. 
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We do have density requirements and area require
ments in the current regulations; I don't think 
we could make that applicable. 

Councilmember Richardson recommended that the 
Council adjourn for the recess and have a chance 
to look over the maps in the break. 

The Council meeting resumed at 9:15 p.m., and as 
scheduled Councilpresident Blume called for any PETITIONS & COMMUNICATION 
Petitions and Communications at this point. 

Mary Valentein asked for those people who were 
smoking to please stop because she has a respir
atory problem, and the ventilation in the room 
was very poor, and the air conditioning was not 
on, and the room gets very smokey quickly. 

Elizabeth Dougherty, representative from-the 
Coalition to End Campus Complicity with the CIA: 
She read a petition to the Council (included at 
the end of the minutes) which she asked the 
Council to endorse as a group or as individuals. 
She emphasized the endorsement was for a "teach
in" to discuss as many sides of the iseue as 
possible. She said she was not asking for an 
endorsement of the Coalition or of their work, 
but just the teach-in itself as an educational 
tool. She also invited presentations from 
the Council at the teach-in, as well as anyone 
else present. 

Councilpresident Blume asked Ms .. i::iougherty 
just what she wanted the Council to do, and 
why? 

Ms. Dougherty said she wanted an endorsement 
by the Council so that the teach-in would. re
ceive recognition as a valid tool by those 
who mig~t react to it as something else. She 
said they were approaching a number of people 
for endorsements of the teach-in. 

Councilmember Olcott recommended this matter 
be referred to a Committee for consideration, 
because he felt no one on the Council felt 
ready to make an evaluation of this right now. 
Councilmember Middleton seconded the motion. 

Councilmember Richardson said he didn't think 
it should go that far, since the teach-in was 
on April 1st , and so was the next Council 
meeting .. rt would not do you any good to get 
an endorsement that day. He said he had no 
pllblem with endorsing this kind of a forum, 
but had questions as to who was conducting 
it, who was speaking at it etc ... He suggested 
she contact them individually when they could 
provide some more information. 

Ms. Dougherty said she would accept this idea, 
and further invited anyone who had something 
to share about the CIA to attend. 

Councilmember Middleton introduced a petition 
reagarding taxicab license renewal, subject to 
Council approval. This was from George Mc Neeley 
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of the Yellow Cab taxicab company, which oper
ates in the community. He said the petitioner 
has complied with the ordinance, and brought 
the proper references which were studied in the 
Committee, and had submitted an application 
with a list of the cabs and licensing, fand 
identification, insurance liablilty, further 
a communication from the Chief of Police that 
he has had the necessary inspection, and they 
are all in proper order. The Committee recom
mended that the license be renewed. The Council 
is in receipt of a letter sent to the Chamber 
of Commerce, and is aware of several comments 
about the cab company's prices, not that we 
are in any position to dictate prices. There 
was some question as to how clear this policy 
of pricing was ... I think this has beeH made a 
part of the report. We have discusses this 
with Mr. Mc Neeley, and he has agreed he could 
clarify the pricing procedures a little bit 
better. Regarding service from the airport, 
it was clarified that this was done as a ser
vice to the community, and is an unprofitable 
procedure, and admittedly is costly to the 
rider. Mr. Mc Neeley is aware of the problem. 
Councilmember Towell seconded the motion to 
accept renewal of the license. 

The motion to j'lenew the taxicab license was 
passed.by a unanimous voice vote of the Council. 

It was announced that the vacancy on the Women's 
Commiss.ion would be announced at the next Council 
meeting on April 1st, and that the Council Office 
was accepting applications. 

This completed business under Petitions & Commun
ications, and the Council returned to the discus
sion of Ordinance 76-13, regarding rezoning of 
Howard Campbell's trailer court. 

Councilmember Morrison clarified that the maps 
submitted to Engineering before the new zoning 
ordinance did include those plats of the·new 
trailers in question. 

Councilmember Richardson again called for a 
closer focus on the merits of this case, and 
said he felt this type of thing would be taken 
care of as they go through the various steps 
of approval for the development. 

Councimember Towell said he was still looking 
for some kind of redeeming virtues in this 
proposal, saying he did not think it was a 
very good proposal. He said he would like 
to see the standards brought more into line 
with what are the ideals of the present zon
ing standards. At this same time he did not 
want to penalize someone for the machinations 
of government. He asked what the procedure 
would be if this were passed. · 

Tom Crossman said all they would do if affirm 
that the zoning is adequate, so that a mobile 
home park could submit an application for Plan 
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Commission approval. This is within the 
framework of the Planned Unit Development, 
and thi's would involve another go-around 
both from the Plan Commission's viewpoint 
and the Council. He aC.knowledged that 
Trish Higgins had submitted to the Council 
a copy of those pages which list the space 
requirements etc. that go along with these 
standards. Mr. Campbell would have to meet 
those standards on this new development. 
In addition to that, before we could start 
the thing it would be required that the 
thing between the Department of Natural 
Resources and the trailer court and devel
opment be resolved. The action tonight 
simply gives him the green light to begin 
this sort of processes. 

Richard Wilder, Attn. reiterated the ef
fect the Council action would have ... 
He said this was zoned properly in 1968 
when he had it zoned as a mobile home court. 
He said they had in the past licenses from 
the State Board of Health to operate a 
11\0bile home court there, the first one 
being issued in 1969, and renewed each year 
thereafter. He said getting the zoning 
restored to what it was in 1968 was only 
the first step. He said he had been in 
contact with Micheal Schaeffer, who is the 
Deputy ~ttorney General in charge of legal 
matters for the DNR, and also was in con
tact with the appropriate official with 
the State Board of Health. They have af~ 
firmed the proper step is to get .t,he cor
rect zoning first. This is all we are 
trying to do. 

Councilmember Towell then indicated he 
would vote against this. 

Mr. Wilder, Attn.said all they wanted all 
along was not to be treated arbitrarily 
or capriciously, since another trailer 
court up the way is in existence, and covers 
the same general area •.. and two blocks up 
there is a housing division with the same 
sort of topography. I fail to see how we 
differ, or why we should be treated differ
ently. 

Councilmember Towell asked what they were 
supposed to do the next time someone came 
to them with another request like this? 
Where does it all stop? 

Mr. Wilder, Attn. said it all should have 
been stopped in 1968 when the original 
zoning was granted. 

Councilmember Richardson expressed misgiv
ings about the processes that have been 
followed in this matter, and also am up
set about the kind of mentality that we 
hear it happening next door, and across 
the street, and therefore it should happen 
here. It is a classis case of someone who 
had some property· and planned to build a 
trailer court, and is not a fat-cat. He 
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just did not have the money when he zoned that 
properly in 1968, he had plans to expand and· 
simply could not afford to do that, and was 
unable to do that. I think what Mr. Wilder's 
point is, if he would have had the money at 
that time, this would not even be before the · 
Council. I think that is the distinguishing 
point. In the next case if this comes up, for 
the same reasons I would vote against it. This 
case is really an exception, and should be con
sidered as such. 

Councilmember Middleton moved to table the 
Ordinance, but withdrew the motion as it was 
indicated that Councilmember Towell was now 
going to vote for it. 

Bill Weddle, of the Environmental Commission, 
stated that the Commission had passed a Resol
ution the night before upholding the decision 
of the Plan Commission, and in effect speaking 
against the Ordinance 76-13 passage. (Copy 
of Resolution attached) Adding a personal 
note he said he had lived in trailer court 
down the road, and could attest to the flood 
problems that do exist. 

Councilmember Richardson said he resented being 
put in the positions of being anti-Plan Commission 
if voting a certain way, just as was the case of 
-Sare Road being an anti-growth versus growth 
issue. He said his vote in no way reflected 
his opinion of the Plan Commission or the Plan 
Department. H~Lsaid he thought they had done 
a good job, an~uad looked at this very closely. 
He said what the Plnr1 ·Cona-nission had befOre 
when they looked at this. was a different propos
al, and if they looked at it again there may be 
a different vote. 

Mr. Weddle said he thoµght they did not mean 
to imply the Council would be anti-Plan Commission. ,. 

Councilmember Richardson quoted from the Resol
ution, "in order to maintain the integrity of 
the Plan Commission". 

Councilmembers Morrison and Middleton concurred, 
and voiced the opinion that they felt this Resol
ution was putting them in a spot. 

Mr. Weddle acknowledged this Resolution was done 
before the new amendment was offered at the 
Council meeting, however he said they still 
felt very strongly about floodplain development. 
He said he was glad this was not intended to be 
set as a precedent, but that he was sure other 
people would try to get -them to do just that. 

Councilpresident Blume said he thought that 
this man had been shafted, and that was why he 
had voted for this in the Plan Commission, and 
we ought to do something to fix it." 

Councilmember Richardson noted that one of the 
staff members of the Environmental Commission 
had said the Commission was going to become 
much more active in this typ2 of process, and 
suggested they attend things from the Committee 
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meeting level on, when these questions are 
coming up. If they don't call up the Depart
ment of Natural Resources, then you call them. 
In this way you could provide a real service. 

Ordinance 76-13 was passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE. 
of AYES:· 8, NAYS: ·o, as amended. 

Comments were made during the voting as follows: 
Councilrnember Towell: Yes, but I will never 
vote for anything like this again. 
Councilmember Young: Yes, I think it is a very 
poorly designed and poorly built trailer park 
and I think if I had my chojce of living in 
that one or the one up the street, I would live 
up the street. I only hope by rezoning it, that 
yqu would bring it up to standards, and make it 
more desirable for people to live in it. 
Councilmember Richardson: I would like to pre
face my vote by saying this is no reflection on 
the Plan Commission or the Plan Department. I 
think they have bent over backwards, especially 
Mr. Crossman in helping us revise this proposal. 
I would also like to say, echoing Al (Towell) 
that this is the last time I will vote for this 
type of exception also. My hopes are too that 
this whole development will be improved, and 
that the exiscing trailers and pads are in com
pliance with the law. 

Councilmember Middleton moved and Councilmember 
Morrison seconded to introduce Ordinance 76-15 
by title only. 

Ordinance 76-15 was read by City Clerk Dolnick 
by title only, following a unanimous voice 
vote of the Council. · 

Councilpresideffi: Blume read the synopsis of 
Ordinance 76-15. 

Councilmember Morrison moved and Councilmember 
Middleton seconded to adopt Ordinance 76-15. 

There was a brief procedural discussion on 
how to delete a provision of the Ordinance, 
but before it was totally resolved the Committee 
report was called for by Councilpresident Blume. 

Councilmember Morrison, chairperson of the Plan
ning/Community Development Committee, said the 
Committee had given a Do Pass recommendation of 
Ayes 4, Nays 1, with extra members attending 
Towell, and Richardson). He asked Councilmember 
Richardson to read his comments. 

Councilmember Richardson read his comments, that 
he would like to delete the provision for the 
exclusion of screen ddors for units that are 
centrally air-conditioned, since he felt that 
by not requiring screen doors we are depleting 

·our natural resources. He said what it was 
saying was close your door and keep your air
conditioning blasted. He felt the screen door 
provision should stay in fortlis reason. 
Councilmember Middleton seconded the motion. 

Ordinance 76-15 
re: BOCA amendments 
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Councilmember Young pointed out there is a 
requirement for screens on windows on any 
building, plus a requirement of a certain 
number of inches per square feet, which al
lows adequate ventilation. Personally, as 
an apartment owner I see no reason to put 
screen doors on apartments, particularly 
ones that are air conditioned centrally. 
There are bugs in every town ... 

Councilmember Kinzer supported councilmember 
Richardson); point about screen doors, fore
seeing a problem if the air conditioning 
goes out. I think if the doors are open 
this gives you the greatest ventillation in 
an apartment building. 

Councilmember Richardson stated he wished 
to encourage people not to use air condition
ing when it is not necessary. 

Councilmember Young said he did not under
stand why apartments were required to have 
screen doors, when houses were not, noting 
he did not have screen doors on his home. 
He said they were discriminated against all 
the way down the line, for example on the 
mortgage, yo~ are required to pay more in
terest on the mortgage. Concerning City 
services, it was pointed out that apartment 
owners are required to hire their own scav
enger services. He said he did not under
stand the reasoning. 

'""-- C.ouncilmernber Morrison said he· did not eith~ 
er, because he sold air conditioners ... 

Councilmember Richardson said the whole BOCA 
code is directed towards rental units, not 
towards privately owned units. 

It was clarified that the BOCA code applies 
to all living units, but inspections are 
applica ble only to rental units, so the 
code is only enforceable in this area. 

Councilpr~sident Blume declared this Ordin
ance was prepared at the request of the En
gineering Department, in order to make the 
code more enforceable, because they felt 
these two provisions were not necessary. 

The motion to delete the provision for the 
exclusion of screen doors on centrally air 
conditioned units was defeated by a ROLL CALL 
VOTE of AYES: 1, NAYS: 8. Nays: Morrison, 
Towell, Young, Middleton, Kinzer, Olcott, and 
Blume. 

Ordinance 76-15 was passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE 
of AYES: 8, NAYS: 0. 

Councilmember Morrison moved and Councilmember 
Middleton seconded to introduce Ordinance 76-17 
by title only. 

Ordinance 76-17 was read by City Clerk Dolnick 
by title only, following a unanimous voice vote 
of the Council. 

Councilpresident Blume read the synopsis of 
Ordinance 76-17. 

Ordinance 76-17 
re: Two hour zones 
Traffic Amendments 
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Councilmember Morrison moved and Councilmember 
Middleton seconded to adopt Ordinance 76-17. 

Councilmember Morrison, Chairperson of the 
Planning/Community Development Committee, gave 
the Committee report of a Do Pass. He said 
the recommendation was given because it was 
determined between College and Rogers Street 
on the North side there are several businesses 
on that street and people are parking their 
automobiles there all day while using car pools 
to go to Indianapolis to work. This consequent
ly ties up the parking there all day long. This 
is the reason why it was brought before the Council. 

Ordinance 76-17 was passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE 
OE AYES: 8, NAYS: O. 

Councilmember Morrison moved and Councilmember 
Middleton seconded to introduce Ordinance 76-14 
by title only. 

Ordinance 76-14 was read by City Clerk Dolnick 
by title only, fellowing a unanimous voice vote 
of the Council. 

Councilpresident Blume read the synopsis of 
Ordinance 76-14. 

Councilmember Morrison moved and Councilmember 
Towell seconded to adopt Ordinance 76-14. 

Councilmember Richardson, Chairperson of the 
Public Safety/Policy & Legislative Oversight 
Conunittee, b2gan by thanking the Council Aide, 
John Komoroske for his work on the Ordinance, 
and asked him to speak to it if the need arises. 
He asked the Co,mcil if they had copies of the 
minutes of the meeting, and of the proposed a- ... 
mendments after a three hour meeting. He said. 
he felt they had addressed most of the problems. 

Councilmember Morrison moved and Councilmember 
Towell seconded to amend Section 7.08.030 as 
requested by the Mayor's Office, to change the 
third sentence to read, "these powers shall 
specifically include, but not be limited to the 
power to enter a private real property in fresh 
pursuit of an animal to enforce this title". 

John Fitzner, resident, asked for clarification 
of the "fresh pursuit" clause, asking if this 
meant the Humane Officer could enter a private 
residence. 

Councilmember Morrison said this would allow 
the Humane Officer to enter the property to 
pursue an animal believed to have bitten a 
child, or perhaps thought to have rabies or 
something of this nature, but would not include 

.the right to enter a private residence. 

John Komoroske said that would require a search 
warrant or permission of the owner. 

Ordinance 76-14 
re: Animal Control 
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Councilmember Morrison said that dogs were 
private property that are licensed, and are 
taxed, and it takes a strict law to enter 
private property or any enclosed building 
without the consent of the owner .. He said 
he would not sit and vote for a policetype 
Ordinance to be forced on the citizens of 
Bloomington. 

Clarification in legal terms was asked for, 
and John Komoroske responded to this, saying 
the doctrine of fresh pursuit as defined in 
the cases referrs to a police officer cross
ing the jurisdictional lines in immediate 
pursuit of a felon. '.L'his is a little bit 
different, this is not a felon but a dog. 
It is not defined anywhere specifically; I 
spent several hours in the library on this. 
He indicated fresh pursuit is more appropriate 
than hot pursuit, hot pursuit carries the 
conotation of a police car screaming after 
a speeder or something. 

The amendment to Section 7.08.030 {in fresh 
pursuit of an animal to enforce this title) 
was passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE of AYES: 8, 
NAYS: 0. 

~·L 
Councilmember Olcott'and Councilmember 
Morrison seconded to adopt the amendments 
suggested by the PS/PLO Committee in their 
entirety. 

Councilmember Middleton moved and Council
member/rowell seconded to consider amendments 
number 3 and 10 separately from the other 
amendments. 

Councilmember Richardson recommended that 
the Council could reword the original motion 
to vote for approval of all those sections 
with unanimous approval in the Committee, 
which would be Sections 1,2,4,5,6,7,8 and 
9, with permission of the mover and seconder. 

Councilmember Olcott and Councilmember Mor
rison agreed to this. 

The motion to adopt amendments 1,2,4,5,6, 
7,8, and 9 was passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE 
of AYES: 8, NAYS: 0. {These amendments, 
and the rationale are included at the end 
of the minutes.) 

Councilmember Middleton moved and Council
member Towell seconded to delete the phrase 
"with the advice and consent of the /,nimal 
Control Commission" and submit thereto the 
"Common Council". 

Councilmember Towell said his reasoning for 
opposing this amendment was that the idea 
at the beginning of the last admi~stration 
was to try to bring the Humane Society and 
other interested people in to work on these 
things in the City. Things were at an im
passe at the time the new administration 
came in. We respected the expertise of 
these·persons and gave them responsibilities 
in exchange for concessions the City wanted. 
I would be willing to continue that situation 
and would be opposed to putting it in the 
hands of tho City Council. 
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Councilmember Morrison concurred with Counci"i
member Towell on this point. 

The motion to delete (Amendment #3) the phrase 
"with the advice and consent of the Animal Control 
Commision" and submit "Common Council" lias defeated 
by a ROLL CALL VOTE of AYES: 2, NAYS: 6. Nays: 
Morrison, Towell, Young, Kinzer, Richardson, and 
Blume. 

Councilmember Kinz'er moved and Councilemmber Mor
rison seconded to adopt amendment 4110, Section 
7.36.010 Physically Altering Animals, to be deleted. 

John Komoroske clarified that this section was 
already by State law under prohibition to cruelty 
to animals, and consequently since it is covered 
by the state the City is proscribed from legislat
ing on it. If there is no cruelty, there is no 
strong City interest in getting into the physically 
altering animals field. He added it is difficult 
to draw a legal definition of what "surgical" 
means. He noted he had looked this up in the books 
and spent an evening on that, and he said surgery 
is not defined anywhere, with any specificity. It 
does not say you have to enter the animal with a 
knife. Under a broader definition you may be able 
to catch things like trimming nails and cutting 
hair. It is a difficult, slippery term to define. 
Summari~ing he said there were two reasons why 
they should not include this, one the state law 
says that we can't do it, and two, it is an ex
tremely difficult thing to define surgical, as 
we read it here, and think of it is not the same 
in terms of the lav;. I don't know· how to· define 
it in terms of how we think of it. 

Carlos Ortigoza, asked for this section to remain 
part of the proposed code, regardless of whether 
it is covered by the state laws of Indiana. He 
said his reasoning was, that if it was in the book, 
then we could prevent many sad occurances among 
youngsters in their biology classes which are 
really cruel. He asked for it to remain as it is. 

It was briefly discussed that activities such as 
trimming nails and cutting hair could have a case 
made as interpreted to.be surgery. A request was. 
made for a copy of the state law. 

Councilmember Towell moved and Councilmember 
Olcott seconded to table action on this amendment 
until a copy of the state law could be produced. 

Councilmember Olcott moved and Councilmember 
Middleton moved to adopt amendment #11, Section 
7.36.040 Motor Vehicle Accidents Involving Animals, 
to delete this section. 

Councilmember Towell spoke against deleting this 
section, mentioning his own dog had been hit by 
a car, and that he felt this was·a worthwhile 
standard to try to achieve, and it gives the animal 
owner some recourse. 

Councilmember Olcott noted that no one was against 
this type of section, but that they had been in
formed that it was unenforceable, and also take an 
undue amount of time of police officials and others. 
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He continued, that he had no problem in sup
porting the concept, with the understanding 
that it is a panacea, and I don't think we 
will ever see it. 

The motion to delete Section 7.36.040 (amend
ment #11) was defeated by a ROJ"L CAI,L VOTE of 
AYES: 0, NAYS: 8. Nays: Morrison, Towell, 
Young, Kinzer, Middleton, Olcott, Richardson, 
and Blume. 

At this point, the.Council resumed discussion 
of amendment #10, regarding physically alter
ing animals. 

Councilmember Kinzer commented, that in reading 
the state law, she was not sure that this covers 
what is in the City Ordinance. She said she 
thought they could take care of the problem 
of defining surgery so as not to include such 
activities as clipping nails etc. 

Councilmember Middleton noted the difference 
between cruelty <end surgical intervention. 
It was clarified that the way it is written 
now it would prohibit the people in the labs 
over at I.U. from this. 

Councilmember Kinzer pointed out the Ordinance 
as written, rules out surgery other than by 
a veterinarian. She said she thought this 
section was written to exclude the use of ani
mals in things such as lab experiments. 

Councilmernber Richardson said 'this section as 
interpreted by the Committee was taken in 
light of the intent, of mischief activities, 
not considering exclusion of surgery involving 
lab experimentation. 

Councilmember Kinzer reiterated that the. state 
law does not cover this surgery concept, "and 
that the question was, do they want to prohibit 
surgery of animals in Bloomington? 

Councilmember Richardson said no, we want to 
prevent cruelty. 

Councilmember Kinzer said they might be some 
question on that. 

Sheri Sheridan, Animal Control Commission, said 
they had looked at the state law, and it did 
not cover certain borderline areas such as cut
ting vocal chords of dogs. abviously on one 
hand cruelty is covered by certain mutilations, 
and trimming of nails is not considered cruelty 
to us anyway. But we feel there are certain 
surgical means that could be borderline cruelty 
and we are not sure these are covered by the 

.state law. Pat Riggins, veterinarian, was sup
posed to be here to speak, but broke his leg 
today. He could probably explain it a little 
better. 

Councilember Kinzer and Councilmember Middleton 
expressed the feeling that this amendment to 
delete should be voted down, and then hopefully 
to come up with someting to take care of what 
was the intent original!~. 



-_- ::_- ~' 

2~ 

The motion to delete Section 7.36.010 was passed 
by a ROLL CALL VOTE of AYES: 6, NAYS: 2. Nays: 
Young, and Olcott. 

Comments were made during the voting as follows: 
Councilmember Kinzer: Well, I vote yes, but I 
strongly urge that an amendment be introduced 
as soon as possible that would take care of this. 
Councilmember Richardson: Yes, with the same 
reservations that Ms. Kinzer just made. 

The Council took a break at 11: 00 until 11: 15 f'lll· 
Councilmember Young and Clerk Dolnick left. 

Councilpresident Blume took a poll of the Council 
and. determined that the Utilities Annual Report 
be heldover until the next meeting, and be 
placed at the beginning on the agenda. This was 
determined by a unamimous voice vote of the Coun
cil. 

Councilmember Towell moved and Councilmember 
Olcott seconded to delete from Section 7.01 defin
itions, the section on "grooming shops" since it is 
not mentioned in the Ordinance. 

The motion to delete "grooming shops" was passed 
by a ROLL CALL VOTE of AYES: 7, NAYS; 0. 

Councilmember Towell moved and Councilmember 
Olcott seconded to that under restraint in the 
definition (7.01) we have the words "accompanying 
owner within 15 feet" added at. the end of the 
first sentence. 

John Komoroske clarifed this intent was to estab
lish that the a;limal was under control of the 
owner, and reworded the amendment to read, " or 
accompanying the owner within 15 feet, and under 
the control of the owner". This was accepted by 
the mover and seconder. 

The motion to amend the restraint definition 
(7.01) to read "or accompanying the owner within 
15 feet, and under the control of the owner" was 
passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE of AYES: 7, NAYS: 0. 

Councilmember Towell moved and Councilmember 
Olcott seconded to reduce fees under section 7.12 
Licensing, from $1.00 to $.50 for neutered animals. 

It was determined that the tags cost .05 of a 
cent in the Controller's Office. 

The motion to reduce fees under Section 7.12 
from $1.00 to $.50 for neutered animals was 
passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE of AYES: 7, NAYS: 0. 

Councilmember Towell moved and Councilmember 
Olcott seconded to amend Section 7.24 to in
sert the word "licensed" between "except" and 
"cats" in the first sentence. 

The motion was passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE of 
AYES: 7, NAYS: 0. 

Councilmember Towell moved and Councilmember 
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Olcott seconded to amend Section 7.32 impound
ment under animals to .be impounded, period of 
impoundment, "except licensed cats" to be in
serted between "at large animals" and "nuisance 
animals". It was clarified that in the addition 
there would be a comma to differentiate this 
from the rest of the sentence. 

The motion was passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE of 
AYES: 7, NAYS: .0. 

Councilmember Towell moved and Councilmernber 
Olcott seconded to amend Section 7.36 the 
animal care fee or penalty to be raised from 
$25 to $100 for poisening animals. 

The motion was passed by a ROLL CALL VOTE 
of AYES: 7, NAYS: 0. 

Councilmember Towell made comments on the area 
of animal control, on things not covered by 
the Ordinance. He mentioned animal population 
control, suggesting humorously a bounty on 
amateur breeders as defined in the Ordinance. 
He thought they should license litters, and 
then have different fees according to what it 
done with a member of the litter. He also 
said he was wondering about the $5.00 fee 
for excrement in Section 7,28. He sai·~ a 
number of people had pointed out this would 
do is set up an unenforceable crime or of
fense, and it will be the sort of thing that 
the only time it will be enforced is when 
somebody is mad at their neighbor. I think 
that is true; it is probably worse having 
this, than what it is trying to prevent. I 
would like to move to strike Section 7.28.020 
on page 13. Councilmember Morrison seconded 
the motion. 

'l'he motion to delete Section 7. 28. 020 was 
defeated by a ROLL CALL VOTE of AYES: 2, 
NAYS: 5. Nays: Kinzer, Middleton, Olcott, 
Richardson and Blume. 

Carlos Ortigoza, PALS organization, began 
by rnting he was sorry the meeting had taken 
so long because his students had finals and 
had to leave fifteen minutes earlier. He 
thanked them for the time they spent in this 

'useless manner". He read an amendment propos-
al from PALS. {Included at end of minutes.) 
The amendment asked for the definition of 
kennel to add "also specifically excluded 
are groups of cats and/or dogs all of which 
are altered and cared for within the premises 
of any nonprofit humane organization". 

It was questioned why this amendment was not 
offered at the Committee level, and it was 
determined the idea was presented but in a 
slightly different form . 

. Councilmember Kinzer asked how to define 
a HumaneOrganization? 

Carlos Ortigoza said it could be used as 
defined by animal shelter, which he said 
his home had been more of than anything 
else. He read the definition: any facility 
operated by a Human~Society, or Municipal 
agency or its authorized agents for the 
purpose for impounding or caring for animals. 
He said he did not want to impound animals, 
but 11c felt it: 'iVcnt })c;tt(;r under there tl1an 
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under the kennel definition. He said it would 
be feasible to change his own proposal to read 
animal shelter rather than Humane Society. 

Councilmember Towell moved and Councilmember 
Kinzer seconded to add under kennel, "also 
specifically excluded are groups of cats and/or 
dogs all of which are altered and cared for with
in the premises of any nonprofit animal shelter". 

John Komoroske spoke to this amendment. He 
mentioned that he and Councilmember Richardson 
had been out to see Mr. _Ortigoza's operations 
that day, and that the thought Mr. Ortigoza 
was one of the kindest, humane individuals he 
had ever met. The problem was stated as one 
of control of this type of organization. There 
is nothing in the Ordinance to deal with Animal 
Shelters except in terms of impoundment, but 
it does not indicate who is run it, or what kind 
cif authority it is to come under. The problem 
is that incorporation merely involves going to 
the state for humane incorporation papers, as 
Alice Kraft will testify, and there is no control 
exercised over that sort of organization that 
we can find, imposed by the state. The City 
would have to set up regulations to tell Mr. Ort
igoza what he could and could not do in the oper
ation of his animal shelter, and I am .10t sure 
he is ready for that sort of intimate interfer
ence in his day to day operation of his organi
zation. I believe the vitality of his organiza
tion comes from the difference from his organiza
tion and the pound. What we are talking about 
is creating a new pound on 414 East Cottage Grove 
Avenue. He indicated he was against the amendment. 

Councilmerr~er Towell amended the amendment to 
add "certified by the Animal Control Commission", 
which was seconded by Councilmember Kinzer. 

Carlos·Ortigoza asked for the amendment to be 
changed from the Animal Control Commission to 
the Corr,n1on Council and the Mayor's Office. He 
said his reasons were that the Animal Control 
Commission member were appointed four years ago, 
and the membership was fading. 

John Komoroske offered an amendment for this, 
to change it to "certified by the Animal Control 
Commission and approved by the Common Council". 

The total amendment was restated, to add under 
definitions 1. Kennel, "also specifically excluded 
are groups of cats and/or dogs all of which are 
aletered and cared for within the premises of 
any nonprofit humane animal shelter, certified 
by the Animal Control Commission, with the approval 
of the Common Council." 

Alice Kraft informed the Council if they were to 
add something like this dealing with certification, 
then there must be provisions stated for what 
standards or guides are indicated to receive 
certification. 

The motion was defeated by a ROLL CALL VOTE of 
AYES: 1, NAYS: 6. Nays: Morrison, Kinzer, Middleton, 
Olcott, Richardson, and Blume. 
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Comments were made during the vote as follows: 
Councilmember Kinzer: I think I am too worried 
about the specific wording of this. 
Councilmember Middleton: I am also confused, no. 
Councilmember Richardson: No, with the hope§' 
that we will have some rewording later on_, _and 
we can discuss this at another time. 

Councilmember Kinzer moved and Councilmember 
Middleton seconded to delete under definitions 
1. Kennel, the last sentence, "specifically 
excluded are groups of qats etc". 

John Komoroske stated the purpose of this as he 
saw it was that cats altered and kept on the 
premises may meow and make some noise, but 
this would be the extent of their disruption 
of neighborhood activities, whereas dogs kept, 
or other animals would make alot of noise that 
would be disturbing to neighbors. So I think 
the noise is the only real mischief we are aimed 
at here, excluding the aristocats or whatever 
in town. 

The motion to delete the last sentence under 
defeinitions 1. kennel was passed by a ROLL 
CALL VOTE of AYES: 5, NAYS: 2. Nays: Towell, 
and Olcott. 

Councilmember Kinzer moved and Councilmember 
Middleton seconded to adopt Ordinance 76-14 
as amended. 

At this point Controller Pat Gross explained 
to the Council that she had several amendments 
that had to do with the licensing sections of 
the Ordinance. She said she would be glad to 
come back in two weeks with this, to consider 
the changes. 

Ordinance 76-14 was adopted as amended bya 
ROLL CALL VOTE of AYES: 6, NAYS: 1. Nays: 
Morriso:r.i. 

Councilmember Olcott moved and Councilmember 
Morrison seconded to adjourn the meeting, there 
being no further business. 

The motion was passed by a unanimous voice 
vote of the Council at 11:58 p.m. 

(Minutes of February 5, and March 2, 1976 
were held over until the next meeting for 
approval.) 

W1c1a a 4wu,f 

~_)_/.-L// 
·c1em---zr:--B1:ume, President 
Bloomington Common Council 

Patricial\.--:-Hlgglns, R'('.__'BJaicT1 Ass' t 

,;.,.· 
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MlNUTES O:" 10 MARC)!, 19'16 I'UD!,IC Si\l'ETY/i'OLlCY & u::crsLATIVE 
ovr:R.:.!GllT Cml/.\lTT!:F., held at 7:30 p.m. in the Oldor A1norican 
Center with Co:-r.r.iittec Chairman Jeff Richardson prest<Jinq. 
Aqonda: Resolution 76-11, 1'e;r.porary Lo;;n, re: $32,500 to 
Police Pensions: Ordinance 76-14, Aniir.nl Control Ordinance, 

"Present: Councilmeml.:>crs RichL>.rdson, -rowell, Olcott; Debbie 
Mantell, Assistant to the Mayor; s~cvc Richardson, City 
Attorney; John Ko;noraske, Ccuncil iidr:iinistriltor/Attorney. 
'Ihere were approxirnat.<ily twenty-five others present, inclu
ding m\':rrl:iers of tho press and Animal Cont:rol (:orno.1ission, 

Councilrnember Richardson began the meeting at 7:38 p.ro. by 
introducing Resolution 76-ll, Temporary Loan from Local 
Road and Street Fund of $32,500 to the Police Pension runO. 

t•at Gross, City Controller, explained that -this was just a. 
temporary lo:i.n to n:eet operating expenses for the Police 
Pension Fund until their next fax draw in June. She noted 
that the funds are avai.lable from the Local Road and Street 
Fund, and that the loan will b~ paid back by Decerr~er 31, 
1976. 

. Councilmerrhers Richardson, Towell and Olcott gava an unani
ll\OUS Do Pass recommendation on Resolution 75-ll. 

. Councilrne~er Richardson then introduced Ordinance 75-14, 
the Anircal Control Orclinance. He suggested that John Komar~ 
oske. go through the amendments t..~at he had proposed with 
Steve Richardson. • 

.:'ohn Ko:noroske then went through his 11r-.cndments, chapter by 
chapter (copy of proposed amend~cnts attached}. 

f~~ Definition:?_: 

Carlos Ortigo::a col!'.--r.ented that itcr (1}, Kennel dcfinition, 
discriminated against dogs by saying Mspecifically excluded 
are groups of c<1ts all of w"ich <ire altered and all of 
wl1ich are confined to the owners prcnises". IiC! suggested 
that the definition be chang1Cd to C.efinc excl.-sions as 

- follows: ~specifically excluded are groups oI cats and/or 
dogs, all of which are altei:ced and cared for by a non··profit 
humane society or organization~. 

·"l ···-· 

John Komoroske explained that the reason for. the discrepancy 
was that cats do not present as great a health hazard to the 
corm:1unity as far <ts frightening or biting citizens, they do 
not make as n:uch :1oise as dogs, and they do not leave as 
much excrc~ent on lawns. He also explained the proposed amend
-~ent to deleto "humane society" from definitions, as it is not used. 

Carlos Ortigoza answered t.~at it was flagrant favortism 
towards people.that own cats, 

CouncilmeclJer Richardson inquired as to why the clause wai;i 
included in the ordinance. 

Pat Riggins of the Animal Cont.rel Commission answered that 
he didn't know. He reiterated John Ko"1croske's statc!flent 
>lbout cats being less of a danger to ~~e public. He noted 
that t..~ere might be a problem in defining "non-profit 
hur:ianc organization". 

Steve Richardson agreed that there would be a problem in 
dC!fining "non-profit hu."'!lane organization". 

Sherri Sheridan of the Animal Control co~.mission commented 
that this was intended to protect the animals and citizens, 
and that 7he nu.'l\ber of dogs or cats allowed without gettinq 
a kennel license has been raised from two to four. 

:councilmember Towell noted that nuisance is provided for 
!~i~~c~~dinance, and asked what do do9s fto to present 4 
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P1>t !liggins answered that you have to look at things which 
are likely to happen. He said that protection has to 
be included to take care of the unforseeable, i..e. nuisance. 

Stev7 Richardson.cor.irnented that the clause governs the 
conditions of pr1vate ownership. He said that with dogs 

·you can ha.ve a kennel operation whereas with cats you cannot. 

Carlos OrtigO:za said that the nui~ance dllfi~ition says 
dogs and not cats should be under restraint. He said that 
cats also b1te ch1ldren and tha~ they can also be a 
nuisance by scratching cars, etc. 

Councilmemher Richardson ~oved t~ accept Carlos Ortigo:za's 
amendment, but the rr,otion died due to a lack of a second. 

J~ck Tracy asked why the number of dogs that are all~Nable 
has been raised from two to five dogs. He said that anir:lal 
psychology dictates that when you have rr.ore than two dogs 

·together, they make more noise by reinforcing each others 
b;)rkinq. 

·.·Glen Ludlow of· the Animal Control Cmmn.ission answered that 
there is no magic number and that any number would rer;-.ove 
ri9hts from some people, but they wanted to push the number 
to the UP?Cr limit rather than being harsh on people. 

Councilrnember Olcott asked who checks to see if i person 
has too many dogs? 

Stev~ Richardson answered that that can be determined by 
looking at the number of licenses and complaints receiVed. 

Chapter 7.04 Animal Control Cow~ission 
.i 

.John Komoroske ~entioned that the only changes in the chapter 
\.'as in striking 7.04,060, Compensation. lie noted that most 

·city boards and commissions do not give compensation, and 
• that there is a problem in finding funds to pay every board 

member, · · 

The co;nmittee voted unanimously to strike 7.04.060, Compen
sation. 

.•;Chapter 7,08 Humane Officer and Staff 

John Komoroske n?ted that this chapter had been substantially 
reworked. He said that the Hu."'llanc Officer and st;iff would 
be able to go onto a person's property to retrieve an animal 
that w;is not under restraint. He emphasized that the HUJ!\ane 
Officer would not be able to enter a person's dwelling imit 
vithout a search warrant and a ~olice officer unless the 
owner is' willing to allow him to enter the dwelling unit. 
He also noted that the Senior Hu.T.ane Officer will not be 
able to carry .a gun or make arrests •• 

Sherri Sheridan asked that 7.08.010, Position Created -
Appointment not be deleted as 1ecomrnended in the proposed 
amendments. She co~~ented that the Animal Control Commission 

•[sh~uld be able to give its advice and consent to the Senior 
Humane Officer appointment, noting that Mayors come and go 
llnd there is no guarantee that the Mayor will appoint a 
competent person to th~ position. 

· Steve Richardson added that there is a problem in having the 
City granting powers. He noted that it is the Com1:-.on Cow.cil 
that defines powers and that parhaps the section could be 

. amended to state "with the advice and consent of the Common 
council•. · 

·coun"cilmerr.ber Olcott move.:.i that ~t be chatiqed to •with the 
advice and consent of the Ccmmon council". 

';. 

Sherri Sheridan added that she believes that the Animal 
control Commission is more knowledqable in th±s area than 

L-.-.....: --,, - ·~ ··~ --i-. -~ ... -.---p 
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the Common Council • 

Council~e~~er Olcott noted that the Animal Control Corrmis~ 
.&ion mcrnhcrs are also appointed by the Mayor. 

·.Councilmernher Richardson answered th~t this was being 
changed to have the Council appoint three members. 

Councilmernher Towell remarked that he :::-err,er.ibe:cs when the 
Co:nroission was being forrned, and that this issue was a 
compromise. He stated that he favored having t.'1e advice 
and consent of the Animal Control commission in the ordi
nance. There was no second to this suggestion. 

~t was asked by an unidentified person why tickets cannot 
be issued for violations rather than having the dogs picked 
up. 

John Komorosko answered that that was the most dasircable 
solution; however, the city is prohibited from doing so 
by -state law. 

J"ack Tracy asked why t~e Humane Officers staff couldn't 
bo deputized and given the power to make arrests for vio
lations. 

Steve Rich<irdson answ;::o:red that they are not allowed to ca~ry 
a 9un or rn~ke arrests because they arc ¥iolations, not crJ.meli 
being committed. 

Dale Martindale, Senior Hurr.ane Officer, stated that he did 
not want to carry a gun, and that to carry a gun and wear a 
uniform would be more of a detrirr,nt than a help as far as 
dealing with people is con_cerned. 

· Chapter 7 .12 Licensing 

· J"ohn Komoroske explained that the proposed umendments in 
this ch<ipter would i~volve a cl~.us& where no petson who 
ha!> been convicted of ctuelty to <iniraals in rr.diana could not 9et 
a license without review by the Aniroi"ll Control Commission. 
lt also includes a cl;;i.use "'here ;;i.ny l i. cense issued 11pon false: 
or withheld inform;;i.tion shall be null and void. 

Carlo~ Ortigo:::a noted that PALS spay and neuter animals. 
lie asked why the number of euthanized aniir.als at the shelte.r 
hns varied so rauch. He noted it has varied between 180 
to 500 euthani:::ed anii:1als per r.lOnth. lfo s,i.id that in 
Jl.ugust of.1975, 502 ani;r.als were killed. He Co'1'pared that 
figure to the 800 to 900 per mont.h in 1972 ~nd 1973. H7 
sugges~ed that the fees for licensing be ralscd. He sal~ 
that it used to be $20 for dogs i"lnd SlS for cats and the 
new ordinance suggests SS for dogs and $3 for cats. He 
&Uggested waiving t:ie license foe for persons who spay or 
neuter their animals. He noted ~hat there were fifty to 
sixty dogs licensod in 1971, and last year there were over 
one thousand licensed anir..als. He cC'ntcnded that the reason 
that more animals were registered was because the fee was 
fifty cents. tie noted that the .new amendrne.°lts suggest . 
raising the fee to $l.OO. He said that the fifty cents lS 
enough to cover the cost of the tag and the labor according 
to the Controller's Office. He stated that if the fee is 
raised to $1.00, poor people wouldn't be able to afford it. 

John Komoroske retorted that if the fees are raised to $15 
or $20 ~~ ~r. Ortigoza suggests, it would be extremely 
prohibitive to low-income people. 

Steve Richardson reiterated :rohn Komoroske's co1M11Jnt that 
if the spaying and neutering fees are too·high, people 
would not have the operations done. 

Jack Tracy agreed with Carlos Ortigoza. He stated that 
,. 
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· fitcve Richardson cxplain;:,d th-1!: one to four dogs 
' is acceptable, OV(lr four dogs necessitates a Kennel 
i'cnnit. 

Councilmember Towell suggested that a bounty of $25 
be offered for each a.'11at_eur b.;:ee<Jer turned in to the 
i.ulhorit.ies. 

J"ohn l<omoros/o;e explained th;!.t t.'"iere is a difference 
betwucn a•breeder and an operator. An amateur 
breeder is anybody that has dogs or cats that 
hreed. The animals can either be kept and licensed
or given to the animal shelter. 

Councilrnember Towell asked how the ordinance will.be 
· enforced. 

Carlos Ortigo:::a answered that the problem with 
-enforcement has been that there has been no law on ··j.::_.:.:,:..:.:.:, ___ , the books. 

·I 
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The committee, voted unanimously to accept .:rohn Komoroske's 
amendments • 

1:1.! Restraint 

John l<omoroske explained the proposed amend~ent 
under General Requirements. He suggested deleting 
the second sentence, noting that it is already 
covered in another sectio:-i. He exolained a new 
amendITicnt to add "license&" between· ~exceptH and 
•cats" in the first sentence. This would allow 

.licensed cats to roam free. 

A question was raised about the case of obedient 
-dogs that don't need a leash. 

Councilrnernber Richardson explained that the Senior 
Humane Officer and his staff will Ube discretion 
on those matters. ·He noted ti'at they will not 
snatch your dog off t.~e sidewalk if it is walking 
beside you. · 

Sherri Sheridan added that this provision was also 
.protecting dogs. 

John Kornoroske mentioned that there is a legal problem 
in defini.ng •restraint'". 

The committee voted unanirnousl{ to change 
of ~restraint~ to read that the animal be 
·restraint if it is within fifteen feet of 

the definition 
considered under 
the owner. 

!J 
···~~-·-.-. ..-:7.2s Nuisance. -.---

-.- :.::.~- ... 

1'. 
; . __ ;, •f· 

John Kornoroske explained the proposed amendment, 
stating that the word "public" should be inserted 
before •nuisance"~ to conform with the definitions 
in the ordinance. ' 

The corr~ittee voted un. animously to approve John Komoroske's 
· a.mendme.n t, 
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only way to deal with the problem is to have all animal11 
altered. He added that there are services available, 
i>Uch as PALS, that provide financial assistance to those 
!"'•"'"'" '1ho r'>nn'>t. 1>ffor<1 lo hnvo th,-,ir p<>ts sraycd 0?.' 
ncutcl'.cd. He '-'t<>t<:d thµt it. lS a t.>llacy th"t l'"';ple hJ>VO 
n right to own a dog, an<l thJ.t most peorlc thut h3Ve< dogs 
prob.'\b_ly shouldn't have th<'m. 

councilrr.e~er Towc1i.- -inq~i~ed a~- 't~ ·h~w -th-e Ani;,,.il 'co'ntrol 
Co!nillission plans to address the population problem. 

John Komoroske stated that th3t is ti,ken care .:>f by the 
Anl.ateur Bre~der's License. 

·Carlos Ortigoza added that the license fee for animals 
that aren't neutered an.d spayed is less than the cost 
of spaying. Be· asked why should people have their 
pets spayed as long as they only have to pay $3 or SS 

-:-- . to ha'Je their animals lice!lSed. 

The committee voted unanimously to accept the amendlr.ents 
and change the fee from one dollar to fifty cents for 
nclltered or spayed animals. Councilrr.ember Towell noted 
that he approved the motion unO.er t.he condition that fifty 
cents is enough to cover the cost C•f the license. 

Steve Richardson <::orrunented that. the l\.-uateur Breeder's 
License penc<lizes o">Jer!; of dogs t-hat have offspring, 
thereby h_oping to control the population. · 

- ·-··-

Councilrr.eir.ber Richardson moved to ·accept the amendments and change 
$1.CO to fifty cents for neutered or spayed animalS. 

COuncilme:ilber Towell seconded the motion on the con-
dition that fifty cents does cover the cost of the 
license • 

Steve Richardson nentioned that there is a problem 
in givinsr money back to persons Who are refunc:!cd 

::·the d.if.'.:ere:-1ce i:-1 licen"e. fees between a.nim<J.ls that 
· are .spayed and thos" thut · ilre not. If you refund 

=ncy to peopl<; once their animill:> are spuyed, it 
creates a probler.i in having to rnaintLlin an operating 

- balance. He noted that money Cilnnot be appropriated 
to a cash fund. . 

Councilmember Richardson suggested that Pat Cross 
Pe asked about what complications would result if 
"i:hot section were to be <J.dopted. 

2.:1.§. Cor;i;nercial Anir;ial Establish~ent Permits. 

John Ko:r.oroske · cornrr.ented that thi" section has 
also had a cruelty to anir:ials clause <::l.ded .regarding 
licensing and a new section regarding reclassi~ication. 

Carlos Ortigoza suggested that grooming shops be 
oniittcd ·from the definitions because they .'I.re not 
JUCntioned in the ordinance. 

The co~~ittee voted unanimously to delete letter (i), 
Grooming Shops, from Chapter 7.01, Definitions. 

------- 1 --
~ Non-coll'.'l',eroial Animal Permits. 

John Komoroske noted the distinctions between Cornrnercia1 
and Nonco=iercial ,\."1.imals Permits. lie said that wit.'l. 
.a COrnrneroial Animal Permi.t, the Humane Officer can enter 
the dwelling unit wnare with a Noncommeripal Animal Permit 
he cannot. He corrmented .that an Amateur Breeders Permit 

· ..... 

is for two dogs, ii he is a breeder, he must have a Breede=s· 
Perinit. 
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h'.!! ImPoundment. 

.J<'~'" K""''''"'~"k" ''"l'l-~ln"'<l th<> "n'""""'""t ,,t:>.tinq 
t..hat "- cL:iui;e h.i.d. b(.'cn i!ddtld. !or not.i t~·inq 
owner~ of clogs <ind cat:i bcfor'~ being cuthanized. 
lt al}(,wr> the cwncr three d;iy~; to claim his animal. 
lie also "ugsested a new amcnd1c.ant under section 
7.32.010 to read ~At large an~mals excent licensed -
~ a~d ~uisance animals shall be •••• " 

-~ ·--·--· -·- .. 
The com..~ittee voted unanimously to ~pprove the a.me.nd=ent 
offered by John Komoroske. 

John Komoroske explained the proposed amendments 
of C!elcting 7.36,010, Physically Altering Animals, 
and 7.36.040, Motor Vehicle Accidents Involving 
Jlnimals. He explained that the word "surgery~ 
is hard to define and that mutilation of animals 
is already covered by state law. He recommended 
deleting 7.36.040 beoa.use of the time and effort 
involved in enforcement. · 

Sher~i Sheridan and Carlos Ortigoza recommended that 
7.36.040 not be deleted,. noting that it would help 
c~nSiderably in contacting owners, etc. 

The committee voted unanimously to delete only section 
7.36.010. 

...... ;• 
carlos Ortigoza suggested that the fine for poisoning 
animals be raised trom $25 to SlOO, noting the seri

-· ~-----'·· _;;iusness of the violation. 

:j 

' ' r 
1· 
• 

The committee voted unaniTt10usly to raise the fee for poison<ng 
animals from $25 to $100. 

There were no suggested amendments to Chapters 
7.44, Rabies; 7.4B, Adopted AnimalSJ and 7.52, 
General Provisions. 

~he meeting was then ~djourned at 10;15 p.m. 
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' 1) 

/ 
2) 

3) 

Change: 

Amendments 
and Conunon devel?ped by the City Attorney 

Council Administrator/Attorney 

In 7.01.0l?, Definitions, delete 
H1um~ne ~ociety~ and reletter the 

owing it. 
definition (k) 
definitions foi-

·Rationale: No definition 
not mentioned !s needed.because Humane ~ociety is 

nywhere in the ordinance. 

Change: Dele~e ?-04.060, ·compensation f 
Commission Members. · 0 Animal Control 

Rationale: The C · • 
sions~~~s~~~~'ulike m?s~ other boards and commis
will h P Of citi~en-volunteers• the city 

Change: 

ave no money to pay members. • 

In 7.08.0lO, Position of Senior H . 
delete the phrase "with th d umane Officer, 
of th A · e ;:i. vice and consent . e nimal Control Commission" · 
lowing "Mayor". directly fol-

Rationale: 

Section 7.12.020 is d 
7 i 2 a.me~ ed to read as follows: 

. .020 Obtaining a L~cense. Applications 
for a license shall b 
Officer or the Ci e made to tne Senior Humane 

;~!h~~~ilc~~f~cd !~P;~~~f~~~e~;st~!f~~~~~s~~X. 
the name a'nd a~dr~~= ;~r t~nimall,. shall include 
cri ti f . · e f'IPP icant, a des
fic;t.,, o7s~ue~h~ animal, ~ cu::rent rabies certi
wheth~r the appii~a~~t~rin~r .. an and. information 
cruei t t . . as. een convicted of et ;e; o animais un~~r Indiana Code 35-1-107-1 
fies an. ·Ii the ~pplicant witnholds or falsi-
1. Y in ormation on th~q;plicati:on no 
1cense shall be issued a d l · 1 

~p~n fa~se ~r withheld inf~rm~Ioni~~~~~sb!s~~~f 
c~uer~1 • No.person who has been convicted of 
et s;Y to~ an~mals.under Indjana Code 35-l-l07 _1 ~- ~n.al~ be issued a license without. review 
f;r a e1~.nimal Control Cornmis~:ion. Application 
the age i~~n:~xrr.(~f ~~ ~~de when the animal reaches 
an animal older than ~ix s { 6 J When ~ persoi; obtains 
must be applied for within tw:~~~ [2o] ~~=~se 
;e~~i~~ 0 7-10b6.0~0.is umended to read as follows· 

• · ta1n1ng a Permit A l' • apply for ~--..~~~~· PP icants must 
. per mi ts required by this cha ter w. th 

the City Controller or the Senior Tluma~e Off7 
~he appl~catior. must contain, in addition toicere 
.l~formation whether the applicant h b 
victed f · · as een con-
35_1_ 1 ° cru~~ty to animals under :ndi~n~ Cod~ 

O?-l et seq., a staterrent that th 1 • 
c~nt complies and will compiy with the r: ~i~-i
~~~ns promulgated under authority of 7.oa:o20 of 
S .l~ code, and.t~at he authorizes the Senior and 
ta f ~umane Orficers to inspect his faciliti 

~~d ani~~ls. The permit shall be issued when ea 
ti~n=P~e~~=~:i~~i::Pti~_s _w~th the laws and regu1a-
pays the ~ ~ssuancc of permits, and 

Ree req~ t£ the applicant with-
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Rationale: 

-2-

holds or falsifies any information on the eppli
catlon, th<> r•:rmlt shall not he issued, <1n_d any 
pe,mit issued upon fal~.".1! or witl1h1.•ld in[(-Jt'l11:'i(lon 
shall be null <J.nd vord~ermT"tto oper.JTe
a commercial animal establishment shall be 
issued to an applicant who has been convicted 
of cruelty to animals under Indiana Code 35-1-
107-1 ct seq. without review by the Corru1ussion. 

Section 7.20.020 is amended to read as follows: 
7.20.020 Obtaining an Amateur Breeder Permit. 
Applications for an Amateur Breeder Permit 
shall be made to the Senior Humane Officer or 
the City Controller's Office or any authority 
deemed appropriate by the Commission. The 
application shall include, at a minimum, the 
name and address of the applicant, and informa
tion whether the applicant has been convicted 
of cruelty to animals under Indiana Code 35-1-
107-1 et seo. If the applicant withholds or 
falsifies any information, no permi.t shall be 
issued, and any permit issued upon false or 
withhelG information shall be null and void. 
No person who has been convicted of cruelty to 
animals under Indiana Code 35-1-107~1 et seq.· 
shall be issued a permit without review by the 
Commission. An owner must apply for an amateur 
breeder permit within twenty [201 days of his 
becoming an amateur breeder. 

Section 7.20.040 is amended to read· as follows: 
7.20.040 Obtaining a Kennel Permit. Applicants 
must apply for Kennel Permits with the City Con
troller. The application must contain, in ad
dition to whether the applicant has been convicted 
of cruelty to animals under Indiana Code 35-1-107-1 
et seq., the number, breed, color and sex of each 
dog or cat held and the location in the city at 
which the animals will be housed. If the appli
cant withholds or fal~ifies any information, no 
permit shall be issued, and ~ermit issued upon 
false or withheld information shall be null and 
void. No person wno has been con•1i..c;:ted of cruClty 
to"'a"nirnals under Indiana Code 35-1-107-1 e~. 
shall be issued a permit without review by the Com
mission. If the proposed or existing site of the 
kennel is not located in an area zoned for kennels, 
the Controller shall not accept the application. 
If not accepted because of zoning, th~ applicant 
must then within a period of two months apply to 
the Board of Zoning Appeals for a variance and if 
such variance is granted, and all other requirements 
are met, the controller shall accept the application. 

There are two basic changes proposed here for 
these chapters: to specify the particular ~cru
elty to animal" violations that are to be put 
on the application and to provide that any li
cense or permit issued on inaccurate information 
is void. The first change is made so that people 
are put on notice exactly what constitutes "cru
elty to animals", and also to protect them from 
losing their right to own animals because of too 
harsh laws in other states. The second change, 
which deals 'wi1;.h licenses being void," is .made 
to clarify the point that false .•.nformation not 
discovered at the time of the application cannot 
be used to gain a valid license-

._, 
·'.' 

..... · 

f 
I ' 

... ·· 
i ' 
I • 
' ,. 
; 
' I 
I 

' 1·· 

I 
\ 

I ~ 
I 

I 
,, 
.•. -

·' 

,' • 

. I'·~ 

' " .. _. 

;:. 

, I- - -- -

' 



I 

I 

S) 

GJ 

7) 

/a) 

Rationale: 

Change: 

Rationale: 

Rationale: 
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Amend 7.16.060 to read as follow~: 
7,16.060 Reclassification. Any person who 
has a change in the category under which the 
Commercial Animal Establishment Permit was 
issued shall reoort the chanqe to the city and 
~z!~r th~::'......P'~nnit reouired.~opri
ate chanqcs, incluaino ore rata er-edit for 
the previous oer~it, shall be made by the city. 

Amend 7.20.070 to read as follows; 
7.20.070 Reclassification. Any person who 
has a change in the category under which the 
Noncommercial Animal Permit was issued shall 
report the chanqe to the city and apply for 
the ne~ oermit required. Aoprooriate changes, 
includi~g pro rata crcdi~ for the previous per
mit, shall be mad~ by the city. 

These changes put an affirmative duty on a per
mit holder to report that he has a change in 
classification and to apply for a new permit~ 
By 'shifting this duty to the permit holder, 
instead of relying on constant inspection by 
the huntane officers, it will be easier to en
force these sections without working undue hard
ship on the permit holders. 

Arnehd ?.24.010 to delete the second sentence. 

The second sentence of this section -iz deleted 
because it deals with a dut:r already required, 
in more specificity, in 7.28.010. 

In section 7.28.010, place "publicn in front 
of "nuisance" each time it appears. 

The tern1 "public nuisance" is defined in the 
ordinance while "nuisance" is not. This was 
due to an oversight. 

Amend 7.32.030 to read as follows: 
7.32.030 Notice of Im~oundment - Reclaiming. 
If by a license tag or other meaas the owner Of 
an impounded animal can be identified, the 
senior hurr,ane officer shall im..rnediately upon 
impoundrnent notify the ow:ier by telephone or 
mail. Animals whose ownecs are not idc:>ntifi
able or cannot be notifie<i after reasonable 
e!for.t shal.f be held for five davs from imrJound
mcnt before beconino the oroperty of the city. 
An.irr,als whose o',;"":ers are :-.ot.ified shall be held 
for three dc:vs from 2ctual notice to the owner 
before beco~ino pronerty of the city. Animals 
that are prooerty of the city m~be placed for 
adootion or humanely euthanized. An onwer 
claiming an impounded dog or cat shall pay a 
board fee of·five dollars [$5.00} plus two dol
lars [$2.00J per day each day the animal was 
impounded. Any owner reclaiming an impounded 
dog or cat shall. pay a board fee and daily charga: 
in. keeping with the size and needed care of the 
animal. 

Rationale: These changes clarify that the impounded animals 
will be held a sufficiont time before being 
euthanized for 1) the identified owner to be 
contacted anj claim his animal and 2) for the 
unident~fied cw~er to realize that his animal is 
gOne and may l - - -}~ animal shelter. 
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Rationale; 
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Rationale: 
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Delete section 
~i_!nill !.!_. 

7 _36 .0lO,_ Physic,:illy Altering 

b t k for two reasons; 
This section should e s rue "mutilation• · 
first State law already covers that 

~ 1 . 1 c 35-1-107-1 et seq. so 

~~ea~~~~ ~s
1

~re~~~ded fr~m ;~g~~~~~l~io~n~~t. 
Second there exists no eg , 
" i~al" to distinguish between a spi:ying 
o;~~~tion and trimming of nails and hair. 

De}:ite section 7.36.040 
Involving Animals. 

Motor vehicle.Accidents 

To enforce this section will take.an ~~~~~i-
nate arnoun~t~fnal~~a~~f1~~~~~v~o~~~; t?.r:port 
Further, p wouid probably require showing.of 
on a. person ll' city' interest than reducing '~ · 
a more.compe .ing . 
the suffering of animal~a 
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To Blo0m1nKton City Common Council Members: 

PAL<=; (Peooles• Animal Lovers Society} is nn all-vollinteer, 

privete, nonprofit hu:-nr.ne orgoniz1:1tion, scpArate from, and not 

committed to 8.r1y city, co1Jnty, state, or fec1eral agency, or any 

other humane society. Our policy for membership is that anyone 

who loves animal~ is a PALS member. There are no dues for 

membership. Our sole com.~itrr.ent is to the lives of abandoned, 

sick or mistreated animals. Our sole gaol is to put an end to 

the cause of t'.1is situation by elterir,g as many animals as 

possible - - as opposed to killing the surplus~ 

?~'3 purpose has been 8ince its foundation. three anC._ one 

hRlf year~ ago to serve the community by giving economic aid 

to thu.<: far an im•Jressive 991 pet ov-:ners vrho have had their 

animal2 spHyed or neutered. BPcause of PAL-°> Rervice, the number 

of surplus animals killed at the City Animal Shelter every Y.ear 

has drastically been reduced~ 

Our contributions to animal control has been more substantial 

and long lasting than any oth,er previous or pre.sent effort on 

this regarC. In addition to our altering program, PALS has 

p:fovided shelter' for a limited 'number of homeless, unadootable 

'or hard-to-Dlace animals, and to fi.nd pe:rmanent. homes for young 

dog:::: and cats while educating the community about the animal 

oooulation explosion and its 9olution~ 

There is no chErge for our services but our adoption p,olicy 

is that no younr-; pet leaves PALS home without the prospective 

O\,:ners of the pet paying in a.dvance for i tl" neutering or s 1)aying. 

If i.t is en adult :iet, the new owner wjll piCk it up at the 

hospital l-:herr- -~--"'" -.~·as altered. 

--.~~;:_=== 

page 2 

A very imoortant note appenrs in the Directory of Community 

Resources oublished by the Community Service Council, which 

reafs: 

petf!o II 

11 We do not provide kennel se~vices for the boarding of 

Nor do we orovi de an~. of the other • services mentioned 

in the Cefini ti on of kennel·, Thi · s is a crucial distj.nction 

:which nullifies PAL~ as a kennel or a kennel · operation. (Please 

J...... or h s import2nt Ree 11kennel 11 under De.,finit:lons of .,.,~tle 7). F t i 

difference and beca_Use we hove to hi:ive a legal status with the 

city we 'Want to propose an amendment to the definition of kennel 

and after the clause "'o if" 11 ~~ec 1ca y excluded are groups of cats 

all of which are altered and all of hi h w c are confined to the 

owners premises. 11
; add 

11 Also specj fically excluded are groups of cRts and/or 

dogs all of which are. altered and co.red for -..ri thin the premises 

of any nonprofit humane organi ze.t:.on. 11 

Respectfully 

Carlos 
PALS Chairmen 
411+ East Cottage Grove 
Bloorr~ngton, lndiuna 47401 



CITY OF BLOOMINGTON 
"' ' ~) < / 

/0~n~erdeplirtmental Me1no 

Common CoUncil bf f ice smu: -~~-da Item for Feb. 19th 

FROl\1: Pat Gross/coritroller 
·~~~~~~~~~-

February 5,. 1976 
DATE: 

This is to regu7st Council action aS .described in Chapter 4.24 

TAXICABS of Bloomington Municipal Code. 

Mr. George McNeely of the Yellow Cab Company has subrn~tted to 

this office (1) a signed application, duly swOrn td, {2) a list of 

his cabs, their _make, model, . factory number; and· state -licerise numbe·r, 

{3) a letter f:Corn Brinegar Insurance ,Agency describing- 'the irisurance 

carried by Yellow. Cab .. 

The Chief_ of Police is now conducting· the safety check of each 

motor vehicle 'in the Yellow Cab fleet and will send a letter report-

ing_ on that inspection in the next few days. 

I believe these are all the documents relevant to Mro McNeely's 

license. 
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' D35 l1 ~DI BRINEGAR INSURANCE 

-' . ' ' I COMPLETE INSURANCE SERVICE 

AGENCY 
, 

January 28, 1976 

City· Controlier 
City of Bloomington 
220 E. '.1.hird Street 
.-filoomington, Indiana 

near Sir: 

70G N. Coll.,a• Av•., !", O. !Jo~ ii:'.>!\, lllo<>mJ1>11ton, Ind, '47401 

Telophoneu (Cl12) 339·1l0:5 

Please_ be advised we are insuring the taxi cabs operated by 
the Yeilow Cab Ccimpany of Bloomington, Inc. for the following 
coverages: Bodily Injury $15, 000/30, 000; Property Damage 
$10,000 and Uninsured VDtorists $15,000/JO,OOO. 

i';B are also carrying an Excess Limits policy for $)00,000. 
lbdily Injury and Property Damage for the Cab Company whi_ch 
applies to tbs taxi cabs. 

If a.ddi tional information is needed, please contact our 
office. 

JFB:dmb 

r 

~ ; .. 

/'., r ~. ·:·~~ 1 ""' '"*" ·"· .. "': ,-r· ···· "'~>:·.:-• . ...1· .. ,·· ••. .J. •• ··>' 11 

I/ or we hcr·~by 1~1:ikc application for :i ii<:t'n-1: to <J:>•'r<1tt' ;i. T:ixi Cah bu:.inc~s in the City of U!no111i11~tc·:~, 
1nclian:1, und·~r th(' ordin;111l:e of ~aid r.ity fr•r th•• n•;;ut1~inn, control ;n1d liccn~i:-1g.Qf Taxi C:1b~ as adopted by tE:.• 
Co,1•111')'1 Cuunu! ol '-'ld ut. on the .~!,t ._. .. \·of }),·cu ,b ... r, l~i-S. 

=-"'" 10 ru11 ... }/.0)•::! ···014.v!~··.Jd.c; .. r. .................................................................... . 

Acdrc" .................. .«.C.. .. Z .. C:. . ... ~ .. 6.. .. . ·.--= ..................................................................................................... . 
. . .. - . .-

X:unes :ind .-:ddre5-c:o: of thC pcr~on~, p~rtnCr,hip- or corporation on ·whose behalf t.i'1is ~pplication is rr:.::C·! .. 

(Xamc each individu:d) 

.. ~~~f};i!//Jf :f;f:: ;;~22:==2:·~~~-~:-~::·=2 
jhe appf{cant certifies' that· he is fi~2.ncially able _to ·rcnde'r Taxi C;;b- ~erdce as. petitioned for and_ .ha~ !.l-i<: [_.)}• 

lowiP..g resources and - financial- backing, including li:ibilit!e;, to.wit: -

......... b. .. 'J.
1
s.o.c ..... A0;;;§,;t~ ......................... ~ ... -A.1=.~J.:::., ... :'t.f __ Q.,_L:,_ .... _ .................... ::.-·: ·. 

I J or 've are sole owners of the- following described Ta.xi Cabs, and intend· to, and will opero.te only suc:t 
. cabs in such s'ervice: (Give niake, model: factory number and State of Indiana licen;;c number of each :r.otcr 

vehicle to be used and driven as a Taxi Cab. c--, . . . 
'····-······:::?.:>:.:£... ....... ~c<!.-:,i.~ .. <'-... :~\: . .?.m ........................................... c ............. , .......... .-........... : 

----.. :. ·-·---· ..... : •.. ·-·---· .. -··--··---------·-·-- -- .. ····-.... --- ............... --·-... ·--. ·-· -- ·-.. -·-- ...... -.... -- ·----·------- --...... -·- .. ·····--

---~-·---··-·----·---~-············.-·-··---------··-·····-···--- ····-····--············--·-0(--·c~l-----·-rfi- ·;7 7;..~:z:·· ··/ 
~:;~-~~~;;;:~;··~;-~~-~~;\:·~~:~;'.:··::~;·;;::~·~;·:;~~::;·~·;~;~:;~~:-~;~-;z.:-~;~·-~·;;::~1~:~-~.~~1~·:·;;,~~: 
pose of securing a license to operate a Taxi Cab business in .-~aid city under the ordin::tn.:c governing the saml', 

-- :·~-:Subm;b,·d and swm~ to bdocc me this .,.i.O.th ... day of_. ..... anu r:y ... : ... ~ ................. I~ 

- :...,..-~~t~~::'r~i1s,"i~~7~xpire~ . ~ _ · -· · . ··:· .... '.~;;/. .. ~~~#~··········· .. ··· 

' -

\\'e, the. und<'r~ignc-d n1cmbr.rs of th<.' Common Council of th cir of Bloomington,. Indian.l. h:iving exan:inL·d 
thi~ :ipi!i,·.-ulon,·· rccofnmt.'nd ti1;t :i. -liccn$C be (be nOt) f;r;u1tt·d. 

-·--··· .. ········-············-··········-·····-············································· 
--.-·-·· .. ··············--··········-················-········ .. ···············~··········· 
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city · of· bloomington . 
box 100 municipal building, bloomlngton, lnaiana.47401 ' . . 

police department 
(812) 339-4477 . 

' .. " 

. . Common Cou~cil 
City of Bloomington 
BloOmington, Indiana 

· February 5 i 19 76 

. ·': ·: . 
.~ . 

This is to certify Yellow Cab Company of Bloomington, I1:diana 
of 217 West 6th Street, operated by B. E. McNeely, ~ylvia . . 
McNelly and Thelma McNelly, has complied with the city ordinance, 
The twenty-five (25) vehicles described on the attached.sheet 
have been inspected by Sgt. Robert Souders of the Blo.omington. 
Police Department and do meet the required standards as prescirbed 
in the ordinance. 

CLC/yd 
Encl. 

Carl L. ·Chambers 
· "Chief of P'?lice 
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Murch JG, 1976 

On 11.pril 1st, 1976, the Coalition to end Campus Complicity with 

the C.I.A. is planning a teach-in to educate I.U. students, faculty, 

staff, and Bloomington residents about the activity of the C.I.A. , 

both past and present, in domestic and foreign af:'"::i.irs. In light of 

the recently publicized scandals of the C.I.A., and because of the 

confusion which many people feel about the value of the C,I,A., we 

feel that ther~ is a great need for education in this area. We would 

appreciate your endorsement of this teach-in. 

I hereby endorse the planned teach-in on the subject of the 

C.I.A!~ role, past and present, in domestic and foreign affairs. 
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