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Present: James Acxerman, hubert Uav1ﬁ,-'
WayhesFix, Sherwin Mizell, Jacx Morrlqon,
Alfred Towell, Charlotte Zietlow, Richard
Bahen (Mr. Behen left the meeting after
the discussion of Resolution Vo. 72-65) .

Abgent: ' Brian De St. Croik;was;out_ﬁf .

Ted Najam, Assistant to the Mayor; o CITY OFFICIALS. PRESENT
Grace Jchnson, City Clerk; Martha Sims, ' . ;

. Con trallmr,.Larry Owens’, City Attorney;

- James’Regester, Corporate Counsel; Marvard

Clark, Assistant City Engineer: James

Wray, Director of Transportation; Tim'

Hadenfield' Aide to the Board of Public

Works; Bruce Wacowski, Human:Rights Attorney

and Eaual Fmployment: Offlcer Carl ' :

Chamuers, Chief of Police.:

About 25 peoPle, lncludlﬁg membar% of " OTHERS PRESENT
the press. ' S : L '

Councilman Morrison moved that_ﬁhe“minutes MINUTES
of October 19, 1972, and Octobear 2%, 1972, T
be approved as distributed.  Councilman . _
Davis seconded.the'motion: Coleome TR ©10/19/72; 10/26/72

Lounc1lman Dav1s moved that the :

minutes of Octecber 19, 1972, be’ aﬂended

as follows: on page 16, the fourthline in the
next to the last paragraph the words “before
November 15" be striken and the words

adeguate time" be:substituted in their. glace.
Councilman Behen seconded the motion. The moticn.
to amend was carried by a ROLL CALL VOTE OF

Ayes 5, Nays 1, Abstentions 2 (Mavs.*'Behen,'
Abstentions: Morrison, . Towell)

Councilman Davms moved that the minutes Cf the
meating of October 26, 1972 be-amended as
follows: on page 1, "Wednesday .should be
changed to read "Thursday":; and on-page one, the
eighth paragraph, "majority" should-be stricken
and "unanimous® put in. its place. Councilman
Ackerman seconded the moticn., The motion was
carried by a unanimous voice vote.

Coun01lman Morrison MOVED TQAT THE MINU”ES oF THE
MEETINGS OF OCTOBER 19, 1972; and OCTOBER 26, 1972,
BE“APPROVID AS AMENDED. Councilman Behen seconded
the motion. The motion was carried by a unanimous
voice vote. . : '

None. | | 1=_ -'ff . OLD BUSINESS

None. e EXAMINATION OF CLATHMS
None. __ o  :_$:.'f' | MESSAGE FROM THE MAYOR
Nome. o PETITIONG AND

- L BT A COMMUTICATIONS

None. , f;'  ER REPORTS FROM CITY

OFFICIALS AND
DEPARTMENT HEADS




Tim'iafd“fseiu, Aide to bhe
rublic Uorks, addressed Eh

He said that pPlaclk and Veat
-'would be sending the final

REDORTES

the«n_- Board of Public Works -

'tO thﬂ nrlnter on ﬂonﬁav,,_ 1972.
ey, estimated it would tak_

to fave it printed and sen

Councilman Mizell said be nad
about the force main on 10tk - He said
" he checked with one of ths , of the
Board 2f Public Vorks whﬂ$1ﬂlof-tgo opinion
that the force main on 10th Street is still , _
in private hands and was not purchased by - _ ;
the City. He askad Mr. Hodenfield to get Lo L
a copy of the contract. Councilman Mizell o
said that he feels that Mr. Walkenshaw's ' '
- policy should be implemented and that
there should be no privately cwned severs
in the City. Mr. Hodenfield said ‘he would
get the contract for him.
Mr. Hodenfield said that the City is also
moving f£or the purchase of the water line
in that area. He said the legal staff is
working on it now.

questlon

Councilman Towell said that he wanted REPORTS FROM STANDING

to thank people that helped with all of COMMITTEES

the work of the Cable TV Committee and

the Housing Committes, in preparing the

Cable TV resolution and the Landlord- - Al Towell - Cable TV
Tenant Relationshin Ordinance which -and Landlord-Tenant
are before the Council at this meeting. '

The Cable ™V rates resolutlon was prepared
by the committee which consisted of
Councilman Towell, Richaré Fee, a member of
the Board of Public Works, and Vernone
Sparkes, a citizen member of the committee.

Cable TV'Coﬁmittee —

Councilman Towell noted that under the
first readings of ordinances, uhéLandlord-
Tenant Relationship Committee will be
forwarding an ordinance to the Council.
Councilman Towell said he wanted to thank Landlord-Tenant -
everyone who participated in the numerous Ordinance Drafting
meetings held since January; including a number Committee

of landlords, particularly in the spring, and the

drafting committee: John Irvine, Fred Ball, and

- Ed Pinto, and the numersus members of the public who have
@ntributed testimony and ideas that have gone intc the

ordinance. Councilman Towall said that the committee

has had criticisms from numerous people in the communlty

and the committee has tried to meet each of those

criticisms, conSLder them and 1ncorporate them into tne

draft. : o

Housing Committee =

Councilman Towell said that the ordinance, which is guite
lengthy,represents an enormous amount of work. The special

- committee on housing thought that it would take care of that o
matter first and then go on to other matters and for 10 months = |
the committee has done nothing but landlord and tenant relation - :
subjects. Councilman Towell. said he feels the ordinance is very
worthwhile and also an imnortant part of Hoosier history if we
go -ahead with it. Councilman Towell said he did not intend for
this to be an emotional argument; he just wanted to thank everyone
who has worked on the ordinanca ' , S e :

© Councilman Towell said. he 'is very sorry that when the landloxds = -
Fformed their orqanlaaulan that thmy chose to withdraw and pass
a resolution in oprosition to this instead of taking up particular
points in the ordinance aﬂd letting their arguments against these
points in the ordlnanCL.L Councilman Towell: said that, as far .as
he can judgae, there wer e'na specific crit 1C1cﬂﬂ in fhazr Dtatement -
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rospecifig: eriticisms of specific points in the ordinance.
Councilman Towell said that he.thereby judges that the ‘
argumentegiven bv the landlord organization are ideslogical
rather than dealing with substantive matters.of ths, OrdlnaPCE.
Councilran Towell said this is his own perﬂonal gpinion.
Councilman Towell sa‘d the committee asked for input which

would be from a landlord standpoint and we've had a distinguished
‘Witness, Dean Nicholas White from the Law School, trying to
consider every way in which the crdinance could possibly be
unfair to landlords.. He gave the committeen lengthy -meme which
the ‘committee took into consideration at the last mesting.
Councilman Towell said he wanted to thank Dean White publicly

for his service;in the absence of real input from landlords

we had to have someone who would try to put himself in the
landlords' shoes and be as fair asg 90551b¢e and give criticisms.
Councilman Towell said he would just report that the committee
has had extensive hearings, all kinds of citizen input, lengthy
drafiting gessions, and finally the committee has taken a further
step of getting outside peoples to put themselves in the landlords’
shoes and try to consider their arguments in the absence of their
constructive inputs. Councilman Towell said the result, for
better or for worse is Ordinance MNo. 72-76 which could be given

a public reading tonight, itfs a very long ordinance and Councilman
Towell said he thought it is important to read ordinances but with
such a lengthy one it mlgnL bn better to distribute it atound the

community. RN
None. - SR REPORTS FROM SPECIAL
IR COMMITTEES
Councilman Mizell made an announcement '~ MESSAGES FROM COUNCILMEN
about the proposed zoning ordinance. and Sherwin Mizell
" land use map: We have made tentative Planning Commission
arrangements to have the first pubklic : Zoning Ordinance

hearing scheduled for November 27..
Councilman Mizell said ha thought they
would probakly need more than one day for
those hearings. The first hearlra will he
on television on channel 30, originating from
studio 5, which will allcocw us to have telephone
input from those people who choose rnot to come
down to the public hearing - .they will be able
to get in touch with the plan comimission and ask
guestions by telephone. This will continue through
as many of the nights of that week that are necessary
to get a full public viewing of the ordinance and _
the maps. Also, in anticipation ©of the public hearings,
arrangements are being made for inserts to be carried in
the local newspapers which wzll contain the entire '
~ordinance so that everyone will have an OPDQrtunlty to
read and study the proposed.ordinance before it is ’
actually brought forward for a public hearing. The landuse
maps have been reduced - all of the 216 guarter sections
which are under the city's jurisdiction have now been
' reduced to 16 raduced scale maps. These will be reproduced
and made available to interested people. Councilman Mizell
said the plan commission certainly wanted to make sure that _ oo
the neighborhood assnc1atzons, the realtors' association, the
home kuilders' associatiosn, jete.  have copies of the ordinance
and the landuse maps. So thése will Dbe available before the
public hearing and the hearlng w1ll be the week of November 27.

Councilman Mizell said he wanted to make a comment

about the construction work that hag been going on

along East Third Street. He said he thought the

State and the contractor are o _be congratulated for
really_daing the excellent job that' they have done

in that area. The most recent development is the placing

of sod along the curbing of ‘that road which makes it really
a finished job; it appears: almost as if nec construction were
done at all except that all of usg know that we do now have a.
four-lane road there Councilman: Mizell zaid he thought it
was an excellent ]Qb andg thcv des:rva to be commended for it.




- Councilman Towell said he Wanbed L Alfred Towell
ask the pleasure of the C“un61l on th : ' o

hearing of the landlord-tenant ‘relationship

ordinance. He asked whether the Council would.

rather have a special meeting. Councilpresident

Zietlow said she thought it would be advisable.

Councilman Towell asked if: rT‘hm':s::ﬂaj, November 9,

was an. acceptable date for a special meeting . for

the second readlng of the ordlnance.

Caunc1lman Morrison askedfwhy-ltwwas such a hurry-up
affair. Councilman Towell:said it was not a matter
hurry—up - after ten month: Councilman Fix said that
since it is being distributed- ‘throughout the City

it might be better to have mors than Jjust one wesk.

Councilman Beéhen asked if it would be read in its
‘entirety or by title only for the first reading.
Councilman Morrison suggested tbat it be read by
title ' only and then posted around the City.

Councilman Towell said that the Mayor has expressed

a preference for the second reading of the ordinance
at a regular meeting of ths Council rather than a
gpecial meeting. Councilman Towell said he thought the
impact this would have cn the council agenda of a
regular meeting should be considered.

‘Councilman Towell said he would like to have the

opinions of the members of the Council of this

question of a special meetiny for the second readlng.
Councilpresident Zietlow said that, as precedence,

it should be noted that the Human Rights Ordinance

had a special meeting for the second reading because it was s0 long.

Councilman Fix said he was in favor of a special meeting .
but he did not think one week would be enough time for
people to get through 25 pages. Councilman Morrison said
he did not think one weeks gives a person enough time to
understand it. .

Councilman. Behen suggested that there be a special meeting

after the next regularly scheduled Council meeting. Grace
Johnson noted that that particular Thursday is Thanksgiving.
Councilman Davis said that Thursday, November 9 wounld be

bad for him but that he did not have any strong feelings one’

way or the other as to whether there .should be a special meeting.
Councilman Behen said he assumed the Council had agreed that

it should be a special meetlng and it was just a matter oi flndlng
an agreeable date.

Amy Mann reported that the days that the Council Chambers were
free are November 15 and November 22. She noted that the

Chambers are the best location if the meeting is to be taped.
November 15 is a. Wednesday - Councilman Fix said he was not
asailable on Wednesday evenings; November 22 is the day

before Thanksgiving when people may be out of town. The following
weeks is the week the zonlﬁg ordinance hearing is scheduled.

Councdélman Mlzell noted that the only items other than the
Landlord-tenant ordinance which would be scheduled fox second
reading would be threes annexation ordinances. He noted that
these have not, in the past, taken much time.

Council ‘president Zietlow said that it looked tc her as if the
best meeting would be the next regularly scheduled meeting of
the Council on November 16, 1972. 'She said the agenda should
be considsred verv carhfully for that meeting. Councilman

Fix said there should be an attempt to keep the agenda light.
cQun01lpr951dent Zietlow announced that the second. reading of
Ordinance No. 72-76 will be at the rggular meeting on

November 16, 1972 and there will be a. consc1eut10us attempt to
kcep the agenda Very nght-' :
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Councilman Morrison moved that. Resolution  RESOLUTIONS
No. 72~84 by introduced and read kv the .
Clerk. Councilman Teoewell sezcopded fhe moh on Resoﬁuhloh No. 72-64
The motion was haLL;‘d 7 a unanimous voice Transfer of funds

_vote.

Grace Johnson read R;solutfdniNo.?72*64. ' ’

Coungllman Morrison moved that ?eSﬂlutlor

NO. 72-64 be adopted. Counc1;man leell
seconded the motion. . L

Councilman Mizell asked what the repairs

were that will require $6,000.00. ~Jim ,

Wrayv szaid that the line item for fleet L
maintenance was under budgeted: for 1972,

by $6,000 to $8,000. Mr. Wray”qaid he .

‘had put a realistic dmovnt in'next year's

budget.
The question was called.

RESOLUTION Mo. 72-64 WAS APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY.
ROLL. CALL VOTE: Ayes 8, Nays 0. - = :

Councilman Morrison moved that Resvlution - Resolution NO. 72-65
Ko, 72-65 be iﬂttuduced and read by the - Cable TV Rates
Clerk. Councilman Towell secoaded the motion :

and the motion was carried by _ ﬁanlmous voice

vote. : FoE ‘

Grace Johnson read P8801uul01 QF 72 65,

Councilman Towell moved bha Recalu ion MNo. 72-65
be approved. Councilman Morrlson seconded the motion.

Councilman Towell said that tbe Poard of Public

Works recommended that, Druv1dai the conditions of

a letter from the company were satisfied,

that the things in the resolution would be recormended
and approved by the City. On consultation with the
Corporate Cecunsel for the City of Bloocmington, Mr.
Vernone Sparkes, a member of the joint committee,we

have the recommendation of the legal department that

all of this be put in. the form of a contract, so

that ir this resolution a contract is mentibned. I take
it this will be scmewhat of “a revelation to the company,
although at the hearing a draft of this contract was
read and presented. The provisions of the contract are
basicly  that the franchise would bhe amended to raise
the. amount given to the City from-3% to 4%.

The company offered a very-generctis $5,000 for the first
yvear and succeeding years which would be more than 4% in

- most years that we can foreses in the future. Councilman

Towell said he thought they were Lasicly in agreement with-

this provision which was discussed with them and negotiated

with them. The second provision of the contract is that

the company shall "mmed1a+ely upon receiving FCC permission

for carriage of WGHN in Chlﬂago notify the FCC that by mutual
consent, the City and the ¢ompany are amending the

franchiﬁe, concerning this 3 and 4 per cent; that at least

25% of all monies received by the'ci;y from the company as
franchise fee by designation of City ordinance go dlreutlv

into the Cable Television trust fund to be used solely for .
the purposes of facilitating the use of Cabkle T.V. in Bloomington
in the best public interest of the community and be controlled
by the Bloomington telecommunications Council, such Council

being approved by the Mavor of. the Mity with the concurrence

of the majority of the ﬁcwmgn Council The above amendment shall
become effective with the passage’ of the ordinance to that
effect and failure of the amendment For whatever reason

will result in cancellation OF iho rate incre=ases. I think.




that in substance all of thw 2 thlﬂas were agrazed uwpon; the
" difference is the form thch th Scity! s_legal_department is
'recommendlng. : : ' '

Councilman Towell said thqt he personally believes ond hopes

that there is no difference: of opinion-about this. he said he would
request anyone who has othur lnformatlon to testlfy to that at

this tlme. ,

Mr o Regesuer addressed the Council: as I listened to the
resolution introduced, I think it.is self-explanatory; Mr. Sparkes
did call at my office and. dlscuss ‘this in detail and I told him '
that it seemed - he sugqe¢ted -~ that it would not be a good thing -
at this point for the city to intérvene in the now~pending :
application hefore the FCC if that would delay the processing of
that application. In lileti of that a resolution might be passed
and a different contract entered into agreeing to this increase if-
these other agreements in the contract that were set up in the
resolution were complied with. My opinion was that that was an
effective way to get after this. What #would happen if. the cable’
peOple did not comply with what was suggested in this resolution
is that it would sxmply result in-a violation by them of the
contract for the increass; it would seem to me this would be
without . 1nterven1ng 1n the pendlng application before the FCC.

Councilman Towell said that as he remembered tbere were other:

things in the letter - that the company promised to extend service
throughout Bloomington to people who wanted it and other things, and
a guarantee of a certain cguality of service. The important point
was the contingency of the rate increase upon additional service
and upon the funding of a c¢committee which would ke szet up to aid
community participation in.'the. communlcatlans media provided by
cable T.V. oo

Councilman Towell gcaid that while it was a surprise to him - A
and he thought to the Becard of Public Works he did not see any I
change except in form. - ' o ' o

Mr. Shively, a representative. of Monroe All-Channel, addressed
the Cpuncil: the contractual agreement that has just been
mentioned is a sueprise to us; we had not been aware although.
we had discussed many of the points that seem to be now put into
contract form. We're not totally unaccustomed to surprises

but we would have appreciated it if we would have had time to f
check with our counsel too. As we represented to the Board of §
Public Works and to the Cityv Counsel on several occasions, our L
main efforts are toward getting additional service, principally WGN. i
The FCC rules which became effective in March of this vear reguire o
- application for a certificate of compliance which was timely filed §
by Monroe All-Channel and which has been opposed by Indianapolis
television stations. Any alteration in our application would, in

our attorneyv's opinion, further delay the processing; we have been

in Washington within three times within the last six weeks, pressing -
for this so that we can provide this additional service. We have '
informed both the Board of Pubklic Works and the CATV Committee that

we thought it would be a majer deterrent to the rapid acguisition

of new service to in any way alter a franchising arrangement or

enter into any new contract because that would be a form of an
amendment., So this comes as a real surprise and I don't bkelieve
that it is in the best interests of either the City or Monroe All-~
Channel and certainly in the interest of getting additional

service to the citizens of entering into a new contract.

We: have done evervthing, to the best of my knawledqe, that the

CATV Committee reqguested, wa even have, as Councilman Towell has
peinted out, been more than generous,in'offering in excess of the

roney that was regueste’ to fund this committee, the telecommunications
council. One other point that is raised in my mind is that I don't
believe that-Monroe All-Channel is a party or should be considered

a party to whatever is betwesen the City of Bloomington and the
telecommunications council., I don't see how we could enter into a
contract that would say the City of Bloomington would pay 25% of

what we give the City to the telecommunications council . I don't |
think that is really any of our concern. : '




-

tre Vernone:sSparkes addressed the Council: I think the record
aoes. need to be corrected on a number of points. First of all,
the. contract that we have introduced is not all that much of
a surprise- - to the company - in our last committee meeting it was
-generally agreed that this kind of a. maneuver would be very
acceptable all around and that, furtherm@re, the company themselves
would produce a draft contract._ "Thev failed to do this at the’
meeting with theBoard of Public Works where the rate schedule was
acted upon and in lleu of this" fallure we have taken the move
curselves., The letter itself I suppose can be considered a type of
contract bhut we did not think -'and expressed at that time, that
it was totallyv sufficient to’ the ends we were concerned with.
With the point of the WGN we feel that we have played guite  fair.
and nicely with the City and the Company in being sensitive to the
point that the WEN certificate would be interfered with and
we have separated the actions. It was precisely to facilitate these
double actions that we went: to the contract arrangement. - I might
- point out too, by the company’s own admission, the letter containing
the £5,000 offer is in itself eguivalent to a type of :
c¢hange in the relationship between the city and the company and
therefore not really all that much less of a problem than the
contract we're proposing which in some ways is less of a problem
itself. Because the point that I've been trying to make is that
$5,000, while a lovely sum could raise more problems with the
FCC than the 1% increase which we have asked for. We have
consulted with the PCC in conjunction with their rules which state,
in effect, that 3% of subscriber revenues ig maximum desirabl '
franchise fee unless it can be demonstrated that an increase
beyond that would be to the benefit of teleccmmunications
¢cable operations in a community., We are requesting an additional 1%
and we could have gone up to 5% by FCC rules; we saw no nead for
~that - we don't know exactly. what_ﬂerv1ces will develop and we
think that this is a minimal and workable suggestion. I would also
like to corrsct the statement with regard to the 25% - I keep trying
to tell the company that we put this in for their protection and
this hasn't somehow sunk home.- We want to guarantee tc the company
that this manej will be used for the company's advantage, as well
as the Citv's. . We want this money protected so that it is pumped
back into cable televisicon and not just put into the general fund
of the City or shuffled off into someother point for patchwork
in some other area of citypperations. We want the company's
interest protected. We would like to see this money guaranteed in
a manner that would put it back intc the company, alkeit in
somebody else's control.

Councilman Behen spoke to the resolutimn: We've been offered

a resolution here that most of us can interpret as to what it is
and all of a sudden we're exposed to conversation on contracts
that many of us have no knowledge of.. These are all totally
different from what we are beirng asked to pass a resclution on,
we couldn't possibkbly have background knowledge on this.  The way
this ‘is written it looks as if Monroe All-Channel Cablevision is
asking for an increase in their rates. And now conversation has
come forward to bring us ahreast of contracts that many of us
aren't even aware of.

Councilman Morrison said that if you look at the resolution it is
a bit deceiving in the way it is written to the géneral consumer.
Number one, it says initial installation $15, primary service $5,
and now secondary installation-is something I don't think that the
average consumer would understand what this really is. And in goed
rlain language what this really is is hooking up the second T.V.
set. They are charging $5 labor and $1 per menth for the service
so that actually if you have two ;.V. sets, the primary :
- installation would be $20. - A

CouncilmanTowell said that the Company has never charged
installation and they might someday and it is perfectly within
their power to do so. The committee considered where extra charges
should go and they thought in some ways a €liding scale would be
worthwhile. That is, that a lot of people depend on their T.V. for
news and awareness of the community, included are people that can't
pay very well for such services. The nroposal which was initially
made by Dick TFee and agreed to by the company was that the
additional services would be heavier than the initial.




Mr. Shively sald. 2 thglaht mﬂvhe the record should be

corrected that the $15 iz not.an increase - the $15 is what

is inthe priginal franchise and the company in order to get the
mest revenue for the company and tha city by means of getting more
subsrrvbmrs has chosen not to. charge'it, wh;cb is somewhat normal
in the industry. The increase that we are reguesting 15 1n the
seconda“v connectlon for both v1deo and F.M. ST

-s.au.-

_In reSponse to a questlon from Counc;lpre51dent Zletlow, Mr.
Shively said that the increase is from 50¢ to $1.00 on the.
secondary connection for video (for a_television); I don't believe
fthere was any FM seccndary connectlon at all sothat would be from
zero to one. There is no increase in the amount of money that the
company would have the right to charge if it so chose for installat! 1.
I would like to respond to Mr. Sparkes: we did not understand that
the ‘letter that we sent was not sufficient for the purposes pf the
telecommunications committec or the CATV committee. OQur counsel in
Washington told us and helped us draft the letter, sothat it would
be acceptable to the FCC and would not be a so-called amendment

to. the franchise which wiuld have to be timely filed with

them and then would interfere with the processing of the appllcatlcn.
The same thing was the case with the §$5,000 and that was worded
by our counsel so that it wouid not result in a modification. It is
a rather touchy point and we have consulted our counsel in every
case in order that we could bring'the service in as promptly as
possible. Again, I would.like 'to say that, as far as the 25%

goes, we have encourdged the CATV-committee - we want to se2 the
access channels used - in our last public meeting, there were

" maybe half a dozen people there that -said.that they would use them
and we have attempted toc gei the channels used in the past -

and we welcome this kind of help-— that is why we are- W1lllng to
come up- with this kind of money-to see _that the ‘channels are used.
But I take the position that we can't enter into an agreement on-
the City spends its money even th vough it may be for cur benefit.

The other. thing is -that- we've appeared. before-the Boaxd of Public
Works con several occasions in public meetings and before the

CATV committee; we thought that the requests that they had made

had been answered by us and we are surprised that a contract form = -
is now mentioned in this hearing. .We thought the resolution is cne
tblng, to me, the.contract now makes it a whole new ballgame.

CounCLIman lowell sald he thought 1t should be clarlfled that
substance has not been altered and that form is what lS being
discussed. And that the vontract 1s what the company 8 objectlon

Mr.-thvely :ald therprcblem has alwavs been wbat wsuld hapnen - -
to -our anpllcatlon, in-order-to-get addltlonal service and -
promptly and we were taking the-advice of our attorney -on

language.for letters that were written to-both.the . :

Egard_gﬁ‘Pub11CHWOrks and the- CAEV_commlttee,- We - thought )
- general - agreement had-been.reached and-thexrefore-are urprlsed
today that we'.aze now back to a ccntractual form,,or a. request
fer BAME. -~ - - - cr moe sl o oo seo e e .

Counc1lman Towell Sald that this - supports what he has been saylng,

we are in substantial agreement on every point; except- ‘whether

a contract will affect-the applicatien or not and whether a contract
should be required by the City.- It is a new development that we

have been-advised this week-by-our corporate counsel-that-a- -
contract would ke desirable. .I-think that originally  in ocur
discussions-the main point was that a contingency agreenent

of some kind would not. interfere, we hoPed with the company’ s _
“application and that . kind . of wording is in the. contract. __. -
' This seems to be a legal matter: wh;ch there is no. pOSalblllty

of our resolv1ng tonlqht ) o S S e

Councmlpreszdent Zietlow asked 1f there was. dlscu551on at. the tlme
of the Board of Public Works meeting as to whether or not the

- contract would affect the application. Councilman Towell said they
“understood. that  _the company was going to Washington to speak _

with their counsel and come back with some kind of aqreement i"hat
would be something which we could pass, that would make these
provisions possible and at the same time not interfere with their
application. It sezemed to me in the discussion that it took us.
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some time to get them to bring out the letter which they
introduced then. They seemed somewhat reluctant to put this

in a form which was written and signed by parties and so on. That
there would be this attitude toward a contract is very surprising
to me. ' o : o o
‘Mr. Shlvelv said tha* they were requeqted to write a letter, they
did go to Washington, thev wrote the letter, they had it with

them at the meeting and thuv presented at the ytime they thought
it was requested. Mr. Shlvely said they wouldhave been qlad to

: send it out in. advance.

Councilman Fix sald "I am becomlng ‘more confused here as to why
we are actuallv hav1ng this resuldtlon‘"-

Councilpresident Zietlow sald tnat the resolutl@n was necessary
for the rate increase to go - into effect :

- In response to a question from Counczlman Plx, Mr. Shively said
that it would be to the company's advantage to have the

esolution passed at this time w1tn respect to the rate.
1ncreasea for secondary services. Mr. Shively said that the
last paragraph of the resolution: the part stating that approval
shall ke contingent upon the mutual sidning of a recommendad
contract by the City of Bloomington and the company - Mr, Shivaly
said that this is the section that would reguire legal advice
on béfore they could agree to it. : He said that that is the part
that might put the possibility of getting the Chicago signal
months behind. oL _ o

Councilman Fix asked Mr. Shlvelv if the detrimental effect of
the delay in getting the Chlcaco signal would be offset by the
benefit of not having the rate increase on the secondary
service. Councilman Fix s&id he wanted to know if Monroe
All-Channel would be willing %o forgoe the increase for awhils

and if they recommended that tbe resolutlon be voted on at ‘
this time. ‘ =

Mr. havely said: "My answer to your guestion is Monrue All-Channel -
in terms of its existing valid franchise made a request f£or a

rate increase and the terms ©f the franchise say that the rate
increase may not be unreasconably withheld. This has been going

on ina matter of neogtiations for a number of months now and

what we want to request ia that the. Board of Public Worke
recommendauion, which I understand is in the form of a two step

rate increase - with the secondary increase now and the increase

in the primary rate at such tlne as the WGN signal is avallable -

be adopted.

Councilman Fix asked if this could be done as a separate contract
between cable television and the City without being a part of

the resolution. Mr. Regester said that it was his opinion that

a8 separate contract between cableTV. and the City of Bloomlngton
would be independent of the application. Mr. REgester said that
“he strongly recommended to Mr. Sparkes that the City certainly
not intervene with the present application because that would
glow down action on the ampllcatLQn.

Mr. Shively said that, in FCC,practlce, we are regquired to file

with FCC any franchise or contracts and if there were a new contract

in existence we would have to file that and make it part of the
zcord in our cass number for our certificate of compliance

and that would put it back in the processing line. He said that

it would constituta an amendment to the application. Mr. Regestsr

said that it was his opinion that a separate contract would

- be an independent matter, outside of the scope of the application.

Vernone Sparkes said that he thought it should be bro ught cut.
that the committee was not calling for the amendment per se but

a promise by the companvy tc pursue the amendment, so that the
actual amendment witii the franchize is pursued with the FCC aftexr
WGN is received. It would be a matual agreeément between the City
and the company that "ves, we will go after'this additional
amendment after WGN comes through, we won't 40 it now because

we don't want to int erfare with wWenN."
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Mr. Shively.said that exact point was posed to their counsel who
said that the very sighing of the ‘contract to pursue must be
filed with the PCC and that would~affect the processing..

Vernone Sparkes asked why (it is that the letter, 51m11arly,
isn't @ contract. ¥  said the problem with the letter’is that
it has no binding aspect to it.  He said that he thought that if
the contract would have tq be flied with PCC, the letter should
.also be flled.

Councilman lOWPll said that we are requlred to agree to a rate
increase; I think the committee agreed that at this time, the
‘rates of the cities we have to look at for comparlson ~ their
average - we were not requ1red t0 have a rate 1ncrease. But
we were predicating the rate increase upon additional services
of the kind which are specified here which we thought would be
better for the community and would be worth it.

Mr. Shively said "There are two distinct situations in the rate
increase - one on the secondary service and, I think, Mr. Towell,
you will admit that we are eminently entitled::to that immediately.
“And all we are asking for prior to the new service is thsa
secondary rate increase which we are entitled te. OUr request

- is less than the average currently on secondary servicss in the
other markets named in the original franchise. Aand we are asking
for the primary rate increase only atsuch time as we are able

with FCC consent to provide additioral service."” Councilmen Towell
fsald that is exactly what we are willing to agree to. :

Mr. Shively suggested that the Counc;l at this meetlng approve
- the requested rate increases in the secondary service and
Monroe All-Channel would pursue its application for service - .
cf WGN. He said that at such time as the WGN signal is brought
to Bloomlngton, Monroe All“Channel would come back and ask for
" a primary rate increase.

Councilman Fix said'that_he would prefer to have the anticipated
future even occur and then vote on the primary rate increase,
‘rather than act on the resclution as worded, in anticipation

of future changes in the service provided.

Councilman Towell said that:the impasse about~the application

- seemed to be broken in the negotiations when someone mentioned

a contingency agreement and that is what both of these purport

- to be; contingency agreements contingent upon. certain things
happening, then other things will be recuired of theparties, etc.
Councilman Towell said he thought further legal advice was needed
and. he would move to table the: resolutlon untll the matter can

be resolved. :

Mr. Shively said that under the terms of the existing valid
franchise, Monroe All-Channel is entitled to a rate increase

on Sﬂcondary services and of that there has been no dispute.

That is what we are asklng for at this time. We will defer action
on any primary rate increase untll a later date. '

Mr. Hodenfield said " as I understand it,-Monroe All-Channel is
asking the Council to amend the resclution and strike the primary
service of $5.50 per month and strike the whereas clause about
primary service rates and the next paragraphs. It would seem to
me when the importation of WGN ig finalized that the Cable vision
would come back to the board of works and would come back to the
council and ask for a rate increase then of $5.50 and at that

time we can then instituts the contract that we are asking for and
then, perhaps, would be the best time to ask for a three to four

per cent increase rather than the 35,000 figure and that is the time

when we could work all of these thlngs out.

Mr, Hodenfield reported tba* gince- 1966 the C;ty has recmlved

$24,000 from Cablevision. _ -
Councilman Ackerman moved that Resslﬁti@n\ﬁﬁ; 72-65 be amended
by striking the third and fourth "whereas clausges®, putting a
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period after "All Channel Cablevision, Inc.' in thé
Hereby clause and deleting tLe rest of the Hereby clauses.

Vernone Sparkes said: the Sdgg?“tlﬁn hy Mr. Shively. ﬂtrtkes
me as being eminently reasonable. that the sacondary rate
services do be granted and that ‘the whole matter of the
primary rate increase plus tnm c@nunectlpq contlnﬂencycof
the franchise amendment be- pautpaqcn until post-WaN.

Coun011man TOWﬂll seconded the4mot;en-made.by Councilman
Ackarman S Al

Fred Robbins asked when the resclution was completed. Councilpresident
Zietlow said that it was comp*@tea on Tuesday and was available
on W@dnesday

Fred Robbins said: It would appear that the company should have
at least been- informed of the hereby paragraph. He said that -
at the Board of Public Works meeting, the couestion was nct .

put in the same way and he wondesred why the company was not
consultaed about the exact wara*nq.

Councilman Towell said that a ccntract was in existence at the
public hearing and was shown to: people at that time. He said. that
at that time tnej were without such 1egal adv1ce so they went with
the letter. :

Councilman Towell said that some resblution would have had to
be introduced and no resoluticon was - in existence at the time.
He =aid that he thought that if %there had been no disagreement
- about the contract the wording ﬁF the resolutlsn would not have
been in dispute either.

Mr. hodenfield gaid he wanted to clarify that the Council

is approving the secondary service: on television to $1.00 per
month, secondary installation, also the FM service increases -
from zero to £1.00 and FM installation increase from $1.30 to
$5.00. R ' : '

The motion to amend the resg 1ﬁti5n was CARRIED BY A
UNANIMOUS VQICE VOTE. P '

In response to a questiocn from the audience, Mr. Vernone
Sparkes explained that the present franchise fee is

3% of gross subscribers revenues and we're requesiting

a 1% raise to 4% but the company offerea instead the figure
of 85,000 instead of the 1%.. :

Councilman Morrison moved tﬁat=fe$slutinn No., 72-€5 be
adopted as amended. Councilman Mizell seconded the
motion. RESOLUTION No. 72-65 WAS ADOPTED BY A ROLL CALL
VOTE OF Ayes 3, Havs 0. S

(Richard Behen left the meetlnq at thls break in. the

business).
Councilman Ackerman moved thatVRésolutibn Resolution NO. 72-66
No., 72-66 be placed on the agenda and ' Budget Transfers

considered at this time. The motion was
seconded by Councilman Mizell..

Councilman Towell asked why it i3 necessary
to include this on the agenda at this time.
Mr., Wray explained that UMTA called from
Washington and said that the City is very
close on the technical atudy and they wanted
some confirmation of the status of the city's
share, preferably by telegram as soon as possible.
Mr. Wray said that the call £rom UMTA was
.one of urgency and that he felt that this
night was the night that it should be done
if at all poussibkble.

L
The “otlon was carried by a unanimous voice
vote.
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Councilman MOrrison moved that Resolution NO. 72-66
be introducsed and read by the CTlerk. CounC1lmun
Mizell seconded the motion. Tre motion was

carried by a unanimous voice vote.

Grace Johnson read R-solution NO. 72-66. IR .

Councmlman Morrison moved t1at Resnlutlon No.72-66
be adopted. Counc1lman Mlzell seconded the motion.

Jim Wray explalned that the Cltv beqan wcrk on mass

transit through UMTA in the Dﬁpartmﬂnt of Transportation,
last Mav,for a technical atuav in preparation for asking

- for a capital grant for @bout one quarter of a million
dollars for a mass tran51u qystem. In the last two days

I have been informed that our application is in the final
stages., The Board of Wcrks and The Council did pass
resolutions stating that they would like tohave such a _
study done in RBloomington but in one of the whereas clauses
we indicated we were w1lllng to make the financial commitment
S ircluding prov1510nursv1alﬁns £or the local share project
costs but didn't put a dollar wvalue in. So tonight after
some work with Bill Black at the University who we hope to
enter into a third party contract ‘with within the next week or
so, to do this study, we now. need to fund it andwe need to
indicate to UMTA that we do have the funds in our budget and’
available for this study which will be starting January 1
.and continue for 3 to about & menths. The only change I would
recommend that be made 1s that since we are going to be

doing it with Indiana Unlver51ty - it will cost $30,000

but $5100 of thelocal share will be in-kind contributisn

in the form of services from myself and pecple within my
department and within the planning department. So instead
of $10,000 on the resolution, I would like to amend that
to read 349200 and we'll still constitute the 510,000 local
share. This is at Mr. Black's recommendation and in fact
the whole budget approximatieon should bhe pretty accurate by
this stage. They are ready to move very quickly and they
wanted a telegram today - I'll send a telegram first thing
in the morning. Mr. Hodenfield has consulted with members of
the Board of Public Works and they have agreed to this
transfer and will act ro*mal;y on it at the next meeting
Monday, NOvember 6, 1972.

In response to a question from Councilman Davis, Mr. Wray

said the money is coming from the insurance line item of the
Board of Public Works budget. Mr. Wray said that as he
understood there was a surplus in this account because utllltles
is payving the insurance on their vehicles this year. &

The total cost is $30,000 on a 2/3 federal and 1/3 local .

share.

Councilman Mizell moved that Resclution NO. 72-66
be amended to read $4,900 instead of $10,000 in both
instances. Councilman Ackerman seconded the motion.
The motimn was carried by a unanimous voice vote.

Councilman Towell said that'he,jfor one, believes
that we need mass transportation in Bloomington.

In response to a question from Councilpresident Zietlow,
Mr. Wray said that the technical study will take approx1matelv
8 months. :

Councilman Morrison mﬁved'that”Resolution No. 72-66
be adopted as amended. Councilman Ackerman seconded
the motion. . '

‘ The gquastion was called.

RESCLUTION No. 7° 66 WAS" ADOPLED BY A ROLL CALL
VOTE OF Aves 7, Nays 0. -
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Councilman Morrison moved that Ordinance " ORDINANCES - SECOND

No. 72-68 b~ advanced to second reading - BREADTING

and read bv the Clerk by title only. o o

The moticn was seconded by Councilman

Mizell and carried Hy a unanlmous voice vote. No. 72 68
ﬁnnexatlon Fee Lane

Grace Johnson read O ilnance No. 72*68
by title only. ' -

Councilman Towell moved that Ordlnance
No. 72-68 be amended by substituting the
amended version before the Council =
' tonight. Councilman MOrrisomn seconded
- the motion. The motion was carrled by
a unanimous voice vote. : ___~_ S ‘ _ o :

Grace Johnson read the ;r:ea\,rn.s;e'q Ordanance
No. 72- 68

Councilman Morrison moved. that Orﬂlnance
No. 72=t8 be adopted as amended.

The motion was seconded by Counc11man
Mizell.

Mr. Owens - explained that this is a voluntary
annexation of a property at 1606 North Fee Lane.

The questlon was called,

Ordinance No. 72-68, as ampnded_ was
~adopted by a ROLL CALL VOTE OF
Ayes 7, Nays 0

Councilman Towell moved that Ordinance No.72-73 - Human
No. 72-73 ke advanced to second reading Rights Amendments
and read by title only. councilman o

Morrisson seconded the motion. The motion

. was carried by a unanimous voice vote.

Grace Johnson read Ordinance NO ?2 73 by
title only. ‘

Councilman MOrrison moved that Ordinance NO. 72~-73
be adopted. Councilman Towell seconded the motion.

Councilman Towell moved that Ordinance No. 72-73 be
amended irn the following manner:

"The sentence beginning on line 19 and ending on line

22 of section 4{f) should read as focllows: 'Whenever such
Commissioner is named for the purpose of reviewing a request

for reconsideration by the Complainant, said Commissioner

shall be disqualified from any further participation in that

case, except as a witness at a public he:zing on the o W
cgomplaint.’." Councilman Morrison sedonded the motion. ‘
THE MOTICON WAS CARRIED BY A UNANIMOUS VOICE VCTE.

Councilman Morrison moved that Ordinance No. 72-73
be adopted as amended. Councilman Towell seconded the
motion. ' :

Bruce Wacowski, Buman Rights Attornej and Egual Employment .

Officer, addressed the Council. He explained that the
proPOSed ordinance no. 72-73 was intended to correct
various clerical imperfections in the human rlqhts ordinance
prev13usly adopted. He said that he added a proviso that
gives the commission jurisdiction of complaints which are

-~ filed only with the equal opportunity commission or the Indiana.

- Civil quhts Commission or both; he said the commission does

‘refer complaints to the state civil rights commission and, they
have t2ld him that are colng to, as a matter of policy, refer.
complaints within Bloomington's jurisdiction to the city commission.
He said the proviso would ensure that complaints are not lost because
of the 20 day limitation of the ordinance; a problem could '
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come up with the various referrals through the different
aqﬁnciés.  Mr. Wacowski said that other changes clarified
the question of who would be gualified to hear different
complaints.’ Mr. Wacowski presernted the following menorandum
to- the Council, noting the various changes involved:

Memo to: Common Council M

cnbhors :
From: Bruié Wackowski, EXO and Human R1J“tq Attorney. _ \
Concerning:s The Ordinanci to amend the Human Rights Ordinanece,

No. 72-15

In section 2{a) #he dci1n1t10n werd Yeonplainant” is incerrectly
spelled, and thus in conflict with the word a5 it appears throughout
"tha2 remainer of ihe Ordinance.

In section 2(h}, the category of "race' was 1ﬁadvertently _
onitted in lines 14 and 15 on page 3. Also to be consistent with ‘
established civil rights legislation, the proviso on bona fide
eccupational qualifications should be inserted here,- ratner than
misleadingly uvnder the definition termi "sex", That is why this lunbuage
is nov being omitted in section 2{r), - _

In sections 2(j),(k), and {(m}, the quotation marks omitted should
encircle the def3n1t1cn wordg, ”employer" “employee”, and "labor
organization” respectively.

In sectlons 4{e), a provizo has been added which is 51nllar
to that in the 1964 Civil Rights Act, in that the Commission now
would not losze jurisdicition over a complaint exzceeding the 90 day
time limit just because of a coemplainant's initiel reluctance to
see uzs for whatever raason,

The small re-wordings and insertions in sacticn &(f)_are intended
to clear up procedural confusien and plainly reflect the fact that
a Commigsioner whe has investigated a cunpla4nt er participated in-
an attempted concilation can not take part in a final decision, and
the fact that a heaving date is set prior to the manditory attempted
conzilation, _

In section 4{h) the only change has been the lewering of 15 darvs
to 10 days, so as to conform with the Indiana Rules of ClVll Procedure,
Trial Rule 65(b), which controls in this instance. ‘

Finally the phrase "but not linited te" has been inserted in
section 5{(a), to do away with the negative implicaiicn that methods
not == c1f*ca11y mentioned in thnt section are forever barred Trom
affirmative action programg. Such an implication could put a
damper on our legal creativity 4o deal wiih unicue situations.

There was no discussion from the floor.
The guestion was called.

ORDINANCE NO. 72-73 WAS ADOPTED BY A ROLL CALL VOTE OF
AYES 7, NWays 0.

Councilpian Towell moved that Ordinance No. 72-75 _

No. 72-75 be advanced to second reading Bicycle Reculations
and read by the Clerk by title only. : '
Councilman Morrison seconded the motion.

The motion was carried by a uranimous

voice vote. )

Grace JOhnson, City Clerk, read Ordinance

No. 72-75 by title only. “ :

Councilman Morrison moved that Ordinance
No. 72-75 be adopted. Councilman Towell
seconded the motion, '

Councilman Davis said that this revision of the present

bicycle ordinance comes out of a very careful series of meetlngs,
meetings at which very careful work was done on the present
section of the Municipal code to update that and there are not

a lot of substantial changes in this. There are a few.- - It is
much cleaner than the present ordinance which, for instance,

is aimed mainly at kids, where . the penalty clauce in the
present ordinance provides primarily for the confiscation of

the vehicle for 30 days and we felt*that was an inappropriate
kind 2f penalty to be levied at the kind of bicycle riders that
do predominate in Bloomington. " There are 2 few things that have




beﬂn made more us=ful - for instance, the old ordinance
equired hicycles to stav s the righthand side of the road;

Hls ordina.ce requires a bicycle to stay on the side of the
road, recognizing that a bicvcle might be riding down the left
side of a one way strest appropriatély. It dees regquire lights,
it reguires bicvcles to okev traffic laws, as the older ordinance
does. Lhere are same sllqht changes- inth2 reguirements for

‘lights and how they .re to bhe attached tc the bicycle Bbut nothing

substantial. It does change the- roalstxatlon procedure -~ in the
present ordinance we have a two year regi istration period for
which we charge twenty cents; we have changed this to a one year
pariod that runs from September one to September one. Our object
is to make it a uniform registration both on campus and in town
and the academnic vear runs Ler september to september rather
than from January to January. . so, by next septexber we do intend
to have instituted a uniform registration procedurs whereby .you
will get the same decal whelher vyou register your bike with the
City or on campus. We felt that this is crucial to do this.

In the penalty clause section, there are really two penalty
clauses: anytime that a bicycle is being operated on a

roadway it is subject to the same laws that a car is subject to,
therefore, if a person is arrested for going the wrong way on

a oneway street, he is in violation of the meoving vehicle code;

there are a number of things in the ordinance which are not

covered by that - liks if you park your bicycle in such a way
that you impeds the flow of pedestrian traffic it is not a

moving vehicle viclation but you are in violation of this
ordinance - we have done that 5o that it is a $2.00 fine for

the first infraction within twelve months and five dollars for
any subsecuent infractions within a twelve month perlod - That is
the penalty clause that is in this crdinance.

Councilman Davis added that ths 0ld ordinance did have the
requirement of a bell; our feeling was that very few people
did this - the use of the bell is mainly to warn pedestrian‘
traffic and the feeling was that most people used their voice
for that and therefore thprb is not any useful reguirement
for a gound-making device 1ike a bell or a horn on a bicvele.
He said that the committee did discuss the guestion of a

bell and gecided that they would net make it a rgquirement
because mosnt peonle do use their voice. Councilman Davis said
that for warning an automobllb, neither & voice cor a bell

is effective. : :

Councilman Davis added that the cne thing that is not

enforced az much as he would like to see it enforced is the
requiremenrnt for a light at night ard we do intend to encourage
the police to arrest people for the improper operation of a
moving vehicle when they operate without a light.

Councilman Mizell said that, in reference to the light, he
would like tc have a phrase inserted into section 135.52.140;
the second line which savs "shall be equipped with a lamp..."
I would like to add "at the front"” and then continve "which
shall emit a white light and with". Councilman Davis

said he had no complaint with that. ' :

Councilman Mlzcll moved that the ordinance be amended to

insert the words "at the front" between the words "lamp"” and
"which" in the sscond line of section 15.52.140 so that

the line would read:"shall be equipred with a lamp at £he front
which shall emit a white line and w1th' Councilman Towell
seconded the motion. :

The amendment to section 15.52.140 was approved by a-
unaninous voice vote. ' ; :

Councilman Towell said that he wanted to stress that he thought
it was verv important to have a light on bicycles; his perspective
is that of an autohile ériver - he has been driving at night
when bicyclists have been in the same street, without lights
and he has not always been able to see where they are once
they leave the light of the street lamps.
_ .

Councilman Davis moved that secticn 15.52.140 be amended

-

by reversing the order of the terms Ybicvcle® and “bicyele rider”




in the .first line of the scction so that the first line reads:
"Every bicvcle rider and or bicvcle when in use at nighttime..."
Councilman Ackerman. seconded the motion.

THE MOTION WAS CARRIED BY A UNANIMOUS VOICE VOTE.

A member of the audience said that section 15.52.150 should -

be clarified to specify rear brakes. Councilman Davis said

that the committee did ccnsider this question carefully and

his concern was with the gtandard kind of hand brakes that =
might not permit the bicycle to skid. He said that the feelings
of bicycle shop owners was that it would be possible to skid
with -hand brakes. He said the committee did not come up with
the concern that the rear wheel only be specified and he was.

not sure they would have thouasht it necessary.

The person in the audience said that he thought it should
specify thﬂ rear wheel for safety reasons.

Pounc1lman Towell asked how the languaqe concerning the sklddlng
- on level, dry pavement would be effective. He thought maybe it
could be in a set of suggestions for people who want to make
sure their bicycles are safe.  Councilman Davis said that,
thecretically, as they register their bike each year, the

bike is not inspected but. they. would be given a set of
requlremcnts which the blke sheuld meet and this would be
included in them,

Councilman Towell suggested that the ?hrase "safe brakes" might
- be sufficient. Councilman Davis saild that it was the feeling
of the committee that "safe brakes” was too general.

Councilman Davis said he thought the ordinance could be-
interpreted that if theére is a brake on a wheel that wheel has
to be able to skid. He said that he thought that anyone
operating a bicycle with only a front brake is ill-advised.

Councilman Davis said he thought the way 1t was wordad could
- mean that both wheels have to have brakes.

Councilmsn Mizell moved that sectlon 15.52.150 be smended
by changing the phrase "brake wheel” to "rear wheel”. Councilman
Ackerman seconded. the mofion. '

Councilman Davis said that he would prefer to make the first
"brake? plural and to change "brake wheel” to "brake wheels".

Councilman Ackerman objected that this would make bikes with

a brake on only one wheel illegal. Councilman Davis $aid this
would not be the case, as the criteria of a brake applies only
to "brake wheels" - not to non-brake wheels.

Councilman Mizell withdrew his amendment.
Councilman Ackerman withdrew his second.

Councilman Davis moved that Ordinance N0. 72-75 be amended
by changing Section 15.52.150 to read "Every bicycle shall be
equipped with brakes which will enable the operator to make
the brake wheels skid on dry, level, clean pavement."
Councilman Ackerman seconded the motion. '

In response to a question from the audience, Councilman Davis
sald he wss concerned with brakes on the front and rear or on
the rear,. CouPCLlpr9%1dmnt Zietlow said that this wording
meant that, in any case, the rear wheel would be included

in the brake wheels. '

The guestion was called. -
The motlon was carrled by a unanimous voice vote.




Dave Condor addresszed tie Council. lie said he had
cuestions about the number of riders prrmitted on a
bicycle. Hd said he hag a carrier on the back. of

his bicycle and wondered if he would-iegally be able to
ride & passenger on this carrier under the proposed
ordlnance, section 15.52.050.

Chief Chambers said .aat he-understood that, according’
to state law, a seat and feet supports have to be
provided for each passenger on a ' bicycle.

Courcilman bavis said that é7bibycle with one seat is
considered to be eguipped for;one person.

Grace Johnson explained that the state statute does
requ1re a place for each’ pasﬂenqer to put his-or her = .
feet in addition to a seat. ' C '

Councilpresident ?lmtlQW'pulntcﬁ out that children's
carriers do have bars for the fazt.

A question was raised by a member of the audience concerning
separate lahes for bhicveles —~ section 15.52.080. Councilman

Davis said that this was th'lntnnﬂed te impede a bicycelist

in crossing the street - obvicusly if you have to_”ross the

street, vou have to c¢cross it. He said the concern of the committee
was, to the extent vossible. to szparate chycle traffic from
pedestrian and automobile tvaffic.Jv

Councilpresident Zietlow noted: that separate bicycle paths

is presentlv a hope rather than a reality.

Grace Johnsen, City Clark sald sha wanted to clarify the fact
that most of the provisions of the ordinance are covered

under state statute and people are presently beinag ticketed

for bicyecle viclations under the state statute. Thae fine for

the first offense has been $10.00 and she said she nﬁught it
would probably remain that; for the second offense, 1t is $29.00
She said that the $32.00 and $5.00 fines in the ordinance would be
in. addition to the $10.00 court costs so that the two and five
dollar finés would actually_be 12 00 and $15.00 fines.

In response to a guestion Frun Cour011man Davis, Mrs. Johnson
said that even if a trial is not.recuired, the court costs

would have to be paid. She'said she did not know what the
procedurse was for parking tickets but that all traffic viclations
entail the payment of court costs whether there is a trial or not.

Councilman Davis said that the committee was thinking that the
bicycle citations would be similar to parking tickets.

In response to a question from . Councilpresident Zietlow, Councilman
Davis said that not many decals have been sold. Councilman Davis
said that the decals presently being sold will ew :pire in January

and we would be allowing those to remain in forcs until next
september at which time we will have a uniform reglstrablon sticker.
Councilman Davis said that the cost of the license is not yet
specified. He said that he. *@x:ccteﬂ that the decals would be

free on campus because they have underwritten by :

but the decals sold by the Clty would be sold for a small

charge-to cover costs.

In response to a question fronr ths audience, Grace Johnson
said that bicYcle violations will NOT result in points

on a driver's license.and identification wnﬂlo rldlng

a bicycle will not be nandato*y.

Councilman Davis szid that befcre citing Dmonle for failiing

to register their bikes, we will have a "drive" to get people

to register their bikes. But, it will be a vinlation to :
have an unregistered bike, and it will be subject to a $§2.00 and
then a $5.00 fine. :

*

f there is any charge to the
alen and loﬁataa by the lelCE.
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In response. to a cue,tlﬂn from Counc1lpre@1dent Zlctlow,

Chief Chambers said that when a bicycle that has not

heen ragistered is found by the police it is very

difficult for the police to locate the owner; so many

bicycles are identical in physical description

~that the only means of identification is by the serial number.
- The street department has been storing bicyecles. and there

has not been any charqe to the owner who claims a . _
bicycle. o o o E J

Councilman Davis said we do hope to set up a-bicycle

‘lost and found ocffice that will be for use by bhoth

city residents and the residents on campus so that when

a bicycle is stolen they will have somewhere to go

that will be a centralized registration file. And if a
bike has been reglctermd they will have a better chance

of finding it. One of cur problems is that for good _ -
bicycles there is a ring operating that will steal bicycles
~here and sell them at Ball State or Purdue or Indiana State
and we are trying to set up a procedure whereby there is a
bicycle finding ring that is set up to cocunter the bicycile
stealing ring, that would at least go to nearby campuses.

In response to a guestion raised by Councilman Ackerman
concerning section 15.520,270, Councilman Davis said that

the owner of the Bike Rack and the owner of the Bicycle:

Mart were both on our committee which locked at this.

‘Their feeling was that it would ke a lot easier toc work

with them to get registration done. There will be a prcblem
when you start considering the fact that X-mart ard Sears and
Wassons, Ayr Way, etc. do sell bicycles alssc but at least for the
‘major outlets of bicycles they would like to cooperate with
the City. Councilman Ackerman noted that the section regquires
that all places where bicycles are so0ld must have a
registration facility. '

. Councilman Davis said that at present copies of the regulations
‘are not being distributed when chvcleg are registered but that
thls Wlll be done in the future.

Councilman Davis said that a bicycles rider is to be treated

as a motorist when riding the bicycle and as a pedestrian when
he is walking the bicycle. He noted that pedestrians do have
the richt of wavy.

In response to a guestion from the audience, Councilman Davis

said that licensing is presently being handled by the Controller
but that it is not spelled out in the ordinance before the Council,
and. has to be worked out, as to where the licenses will be sold
and by whom. He said it cannot simply be left in the contrcller's
office if it is to work effectively.

Councilman Morrison moved that Ordihance NO. 72-75, as'’
-amended, be adopted. Councilman Towell seconded the
motion. ' '

ORDINANCE No. 72-75 WAS ADOPTED BY A ROLL CALL
VOTE OF Avyes 7, Nays OC.

Councilpresident Charlotte Zietlow Appropriations

noted that the Council had already - Ordinance No. 72-7 -
approved Appropriations Ordinance |
Me. 72-7 at the meseting of October 19, : o ]
1972, hut that this action had actually : '

been premature as the ordinance had not been

given sufficient legal advertisement. She said

that the vote taken on October 19, 1972, was

voided by the fact that there had not been

sufficient time for legal aavertlsement on two

dates, B

Councilman Ackerman moved that Appropriations Ordinance
No. 72-7 be introduced and placed on®the agenda at this
roint. Councilman Morrison seconded the moticn. The
motion was carrisd by a unanimous voice vote,
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Councilman Towell moved that Appropriations
ORdinance NO. 72-7 be advanced to second reading

and read by title only. Councilman Morrison seconded
the motion. The motion was carried by a unanimous
voice vote. ' '

'Graca E Johnson Cl*y Clerk, read approprlatlons'

orddnance NO., 72- 7 by tltle onlg.

Councilman Towell moved tbat Anprcwrlatlonv
Ordinance NO. 72-7 be adopte Counc;lman MOrrlson
seconded the motion. D :

There was no discussion.

Appfoprlatlbns Ordinance No. .72-7 was adODted
by a ROLL CALL VOT“ QF Ayes 1, Nays 0

Councilman Towell said he wanted to thank

the bicycle committee for the detail with whlch
theyconsidered these guestions which I think
are wery important in our city at this time.

Councilpresident Zietlow asked Councmlman Davis
to take the commendation of thn Counc;l back

 to the COmmlttee.

Councilman Towell moved that o INTRODUCTION OF

Ordinance NO. 72-76 be introduced . GENERAL AND SPECIAL
and read by the Clerk by title only - ORDINANCES - '
and distrituted arcund the City as o
required kv ordinance. Councilman 72-76 - Landlord

Morrison seconded the motion. - B Tenant Relationship
The motion was carried by a unanlmous ' : -
voice vote. - :

Grace Johnson said that anyone who wanted

to have a copy of the ordinance can obtain

it from the Board of Public ¥Works and Council
office in the Municipal Building bstween the
hours of 9 and 4, at the cost of $1.00.

£he said that anyone who wants to read it
free can find them at the Chamber of Commerce,
the Public Library, the Clerk's office in the
Police Station or the Maycr's office.

Amy Mann noted thatva revision sheet is available
for people who have received an earlier draft of
the ordinance. That is available free of charge.

Councilpresident Zietlow said that the second reading
of the Orxrdinance 72-76 would be at the next council meeting.

Councilman Ackerman moved that - 72-77 - Annexation
Ordinance NO. 72-77 be introduced and _ (East Tenth Street)
read by the Clerk by title only '

and posted around the City as reguired

by ordinance. Councilman MOrrison seconded

the motion. The motion was carrled by a

andnlmoub voice voke. '

Grace JOhnson read Crdinance ho. 72-77

by title orly.

Councilman Mlzell moved that Ordinance - 72-78 - Annexation
0. 72-78 be introduced and read by. {20th and Lincoln)
the Clerk by title only and posted’ ' '

around the City as reguired by ordinance.

- Councilman MOrrison seconded the motion.

The motion was carried by a unanimous
voice vote, '




srace Johnson read Ordinance NO. 72-78 by -

“Councilman Mizell moved. that Ordinance HNO

72+79 be introduced and read by ‘Lhe
Clerk by title only and posted arsund

"the City as_required by -ordinance. -
- Councilman MOrrison seconded the motion.

The motion was carried by a unanlmous
voice vote.. : : :

Jitle. onlv.

72-79 - Annexaticn
(Whitehall Pike)

+

Grace Johnson read‘Qfdiﬁance-NO. 72-79 by title only.

None.

HONE.

At 10205 p.m. CouncilmanTowell move that
the meeting be adjourned. Ths motion was
seconded by councilman MOrrison and

carried by a unanimous volices vote.

The meeting was adjourned at 10:06p.m.

E.5.T.

REMONSTRANCES AND
OBJECTICNS TROM THOSE
AFFECTED BY PROPOSED
PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS

- UNFINISHED AND
MISCELLANEOUS
BUSINESS

ADJOURNMENT

N T

ariotte . Zietlow, President

ATTEST:

e _
Amy %fj?b/p/ SEcretary




RESOLUTION No. 72-64

November 2; 1872

" BUDGET TRANSFERS .

"3F IT HEREBY RESOLVED by th¢ Common Council of the City of o
Bloomington, Indiazna, that the {ity Controller of said City may
~adjust the appropriations of the following budgets, to-wit: '

‘PA RKS & RECREATION

______ FROM #56 - Premiums on foic;é1 Bonds % 10.00

TO 463 - Grants aad Subsidies $ 10,00 '_

FROM #55 - Subscriptions & Dues ' § 59,40
TO  #36 - Office Supplies § 59.40
FROM #62 - Retiremént & Soc. Séc. . ' _
' : " City's. Share $§ 221.05
3 #54 - Clothing Allowance. _ 180.00

" TO #51 - Insurance - $ 401.05 | - - g
FROM #54 - Clothing Allowance - ~§ 92.92

TO #33 - Institutional & Medical $ 92.92

MOTOR VEHICLE HIGHWAY FUND
FROM #37 - Other Supplies = se 000.00

TO #25 - Repairs ' - $6,000. 00

!

Charlotte T. Zletlow, Presicent
Common Council, City of Bloomington

" APPROVED: 5ﬁg;g¢1géifgglfﬁ?37:lh'

T 2. 7. @4&

Francis X. McCloskey, “ayﬂr
City of Bloomington, Indlanar,'

ADOPTED: jké;;,%, oD ﬁ?ﬂﬂa~f

ate I




Reéélution'NO;-72-65

WHEREAS Monroce AllfChanﬁel_Cablevision,.Inc. has

fate schedule, and

WHEREAS the City of Bloomington Board of Public Works has

petitioné&-the City'of Bloomington for alterations in the Company's

recommended, in accordance with the franchise between Monroe

All—Channel_Céblevisicn; Inc. and the City of Bloomington,

the following rate structure:
Initial Installation . . .
.Prihary Service . . . o
Secondary Serviéé . . .:.
Secon&ary Installatién v .
FM Service . . + + « « « &

FM Installaticn . . « « «

$15.00

$ 5.00 per month

'$ 1.00 per month

$ 5.00

$ 1.00 per month

'$ 5.00

HERERY be it resolved that the Common Council of the

City of Bloomington approves the rate structure increase

ADOPTED: ﬂ%}z%pﬂ/ 2 /77~

Fra ¥ Bir

' " Zietlow,
Common Cquncil

of the Monroe All-Channel Cablevision, Inc.

{

Francig X. McCloskey, Maygﬁ" _

x|

A

A R




o RESOLUTION No. 72-66
November 2, 1272
BUDGET TRANSFERS

-BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of
Bloomington, Indiana, that the Cit? Controller of said City may
adjust the-appropriations‘Of the following budget, to-wit:

BOARD_OF WORKS

From 5 Current Charges o
' 51 Insurance Ny - - -.$4,800.C0
To. 2  Services Contractual - |
270 vUrban Mass Transit '
Technical Study o 54 900,00 .

'C&&aiﬁybﬁf 7\ m%%)

Charlotte T. Zietlow, President
COmmon Council, City of Bloomington

'APPROVED.

:ZWM z U Ca%

- Francis X. McCloskey, Mayor dﬁf/{
City of Bloomington, Indiana

ADOPTED: November 2, 1972
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