
REGULAR MEETING 

Tuesday, Februarj' 7, 195fi 

THE CO!!Jl!ON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RLOOHINGTOH, INDIA'TA, met in the 
Council Chamber in City Hall, on Tuesday, February 7, 1956, at the 
hour of seven-thirty o'clock (7:30 P.JI.) in regular session, with 
Mayor Lemon presj ding, The meeting was onened with a prayer by 
Rev® Robert J. Hazen~ 

Members nresent: Cook, Chitwood, Englenan, Miller, Sinpson, 
Sikes, and Van Meter 

Members absent: None 

The mi. nutes of the last meeting were approved as rec;d on mo ti on of 
Councilman Hiller, seconded by Councilman Chi brood. 

11ayor Lemon exnressed his anpreciation for the number of persons 
attending the meeting, and asked for remonstrances and objections 

••\ 

for those affected by miblic imnrovements, snecifically in connection with 
the advertised public hearing on Ordinance No. 1, 1956, In answer 

C<1 to Mayor Lemon's question, the Clerk-Treasurer advised she had Proof 
lO of Publication of the notice of hearim; in both the local newspapers. w L 

~-,-'.( 

,,,-_:( 

Mr. Arthur E. Kirtley, Assistant Vice President of' The F'irst lloston 
Corporation, Chicago, was introduced as a representative of the 
syncU ca te which hou,ght the Sewer Works Revenue Bonds, August, 1955. 
Mr, Kirtley asked that his letter addressed to Mayor Lemo11 under 
date of ,Tanuary 4, 1956, be read to the Council as follows: 

"The Honorable Thomas Lemon 
Mayor of the City of Bloomington 

Janua r·r 4 'l 0~ 0 J ' ....... J 

Bloomj ngton, I 

Dear Sir: Under date of Aur,ist 23, 1955, our firm headed an under
writing group, which at comnet:itive bidding nurchased $2,000,000 par 
value City of Bloon1ington~ Jc;diana'.!J .se11age 11/orks Re .. venue l1onds, n1aturing 
1958-94. 

A 11 bidders, at a date well in advance of tb e sale, were furn hed 
a 46-oage Official Statement containing; resolutions, ordinance, 

sewage rates, connection charges, and other data which in total represented 
a comnlete file on which to base the creclit and market value of these 
revenue bonds. 

Our d was the winner at an interest cost of 3~235%, tanning tl1e 
second bid of 3,297%, and that spread incidentally represented an interest 
savings of $31, 787 over tht> life of the bo rid issue--wi th out any ref ere nee 
to othe:r~ sulJor>dinated lJ.i(lS 'hrhich :r,anged 3@327{; to 3s37% inte.r·est cost$ 

The official inf orma tio n furnished to us was renroduced in ure« 
senting the bonds j n our offering to investors. " 

. . . 

One of the Inst i tut nal buyers, who reviewed our nresen tat ion am! 
the official nrosnectus issued by the C:ity uf Rloomingtc1n resulting in 
his purchase of $200,000 of bonds, has written us exryressing concern re
gardin~ sugges ans made for the reduction of the new con·1Pction char 
from $2 to S50. Th has not ved in published form at our office, 

ting you merely on above mentioned report coning to us. 
any basis to this report, may we take the 1 erty of sug

ges n~z the llcl'tving to l'»e our i:nt:-)ressio11s for conside:r"atioiu bef'o.re 
a,ny o:ff· 1 action .is t21kene 

Cities, even with f standing of Bloomingtun, in creat1ng an 
ordinance to sunnort revenue bonds must live with it for the life of the 
bond issue in this cnse the final maturity o i;inally scheduled for 1994, 
Should hin;~ occur redtici tl1e or·ir;ina1 tectior1 on ivhich .investo~rs 
based the r judgement, nothing bene cial in credit rating could result. 
On the cont , there could be nroduced a negative reaction which would 
reflect on the City's borrowing status for many to come, The 
standing of revenue obligations has a dJrect bearing on general obli
gation ban ()f the same issuer among investors@ 



rr1~1e (lmount of t Se1\•a,?;e Re"•iFerriue 011ligation ($2ilU00~()00) '\1uuld 

have looked extremely largA and almost unbelievable for Bloomington no. 
more than 20 earlier than 19 · is.suance, What the next 20 years 
v,1ill requi:r·e s 3, f'k"ltt~r of con.jectu .. re~ l1tlt on the basis of 1~1isto1'"'Jr 
and forecast of future general develo~ments it is not unreasonable to 
exnect Bloomington to again be a borrower in whatever substant amount 
is required at the • Specifically, we invite attention to the 
restriction included in tliis bond ordinance wh1 TJrecludes adrU ti ona1 
se1"1e1"' bor·rowing exceryt as s11bord_ina ted. to these 01Jt.sta.n(ling iJonds of 1955'1' 

It would seem to us that 
th.ese bor1ds; i~ e@, the legal c 
anything altering basic recent 
protective acts and covenants 
are sure that BloominEton should 
cred:i t f utur·e., 

thout questioning the solid base behind 
tment to maintain rates suffic t -

ss of the investors ng 
have an tlnfortunate effect, and ~·e 

do everything to erruard its nerManent 

jJ. I) 

Respec tfu1 
s/Arthur E. 
l~.ssto; \Tice 

11'.f"S ~ 

rrayor Lemon then asked that his letter to Mr. Kirtley dated ,January 31; 
1956, Dresented to the Council and a letter from Consoer, 
.and A .. ssocia to }iaJror I_,era_or1 elated ~Tc-tnuar:y· 24, 1956, be nresented 
the Co11nci 1 ~ 

"The F t Bost on Corporation 
231 South LaSalfu Street 

January 31, 1956 

Ch ago, Illfni)~S 

Attention: Hr~ Arthur R@ Kirtley 
Assistant Vice President 

Deztr ?Ir" rtley: I can eertai armre te the interest of f.irrri. 
:i.P :c~v~tr rpf&Y·f'(>r~r~:· 'l,;J 1-hc ~;') ()(}0 00fi flO i<()ti[l .;"')Sl}fi..t ('q•~j-::;Ll.J'f].(-ti-ed " ~·"· ,' ,_. >'" .,. . L, -- -- -- ~ ." -- ~ • • ' _. .) .. - ""' ' ' ,.,._ ,,_,_ • ' ~' ~ ·-' '-- - ,_ •• 

pu:r·r~ose of naJrii_1g for th_e l31oon1ington .se·h'er Iwfnrovement p!"'o;:,ra111 of l955* 
We real e that your firm sold the hands on se ions-furn bed 

the Cit;y of f31001n:ingt .n anfl substa.ntia.tecl \)y qt1a 5-ed [;-\ncl c0t1JlTJetent 
e rxeers cincl >J(H1d a ttornejrs~ 11T-e a e +hat Jr""Ottr clients ould 
first c0-nsiCter·r-~tiorA _"! n an;}r chanJ-~es 1'7l'ict1 rnight feet tr,ei.1"' 
Iiowever, ~rave Mjstakes were made. 

r·st, let r1e say that no one, either ins or out de the City 

,, 
"' 

Bloori:iingtonj Incliana~ is rnor'e inte~r·ested th_an I in sa.feguc:trcli11r; antl 
e1/en ixrrpro·'vinf~ i:b<:; per'1nanent cr'edi t futt.rr·e of the City of :Bloo:rningto11" 
1\r-1. th. th.at in niJncl'.l. I '!'1ould like to :r'ecite to ~roti cet"·ta5n phasc~s 
of the urogr·ztri1 C:l.nd rioin t o·ut a fel,~ facts th.n.t i>lel~e not 1:"1 
to your atten on prior to t11is time. 

1~ Oi~r first concerr~, of cot1r~se, .and the on:ty· re:E1son for" bo:r""':ro'01 
money, was to rid the City of onington of the th and sanitary 

created by outhouses 9 s ic tanks, and disease-pro 
wastes. order to do this job ve must, as t as nossib , 

ble to every nerson in our city the facilities nccessa1~y 
Z.t'}·J<:1~1 such r'efuse and_ dGst:ro,'!l the fJ.li::h~ "hTERste and un.sa.nita:r~/ 

mate ls throt1gh treatwent. 1~ui1d5ng and financjnr rnR3ns, l8terals, 
anr1 trec1t1·:Jent nJants is 0cti1re ztntl 11·1tofj t£1'L11e unJ:yr to the nt of 
usa5;e* If ou:r· -rv201)1e are l)ar·re~::i fror1 hookj ng on to the tern l1eczl.use 
of 81zcess:tve hook=(Jn. c11arges 'h•e c1r·e c:reating o. stt;nnb ng ock\: to 
sani tar;y :i1n).Yro\rerlEH1 t, and <:1 s tunblinf~ ·blocl~ to u_ tili ty~ inccre1e '1411 :i c}1 
definit ,,,;r,:Jttld" 1)e a nE.'p~ative concern to the 1Jo Ider or· inves 

th.e areas 1'-1!1icl1 'h'i 11 1)e se1'\red bJ' the sevJer extension 1)ro= 
residents and Droperty owners, 1 myself, are ordina 

T"•Bo11le ~-1ho hrant a bettrer~ cleanc~r-, f:ind n1or"e s<l. ta,:rs· a,nr1 
ul community for theraselves and their children~ In one respect 

Ell:'e exactly in accor'd th ti-1ose Deo·:11e h'ho a:re no~\7 being served 
by the sewer s3rstem, They all believe that what affects the health 
of any one area of the city affects the heal of the community as a 
whole® Our people all want on the sewer system but they have financial 
and economic problems~ Under the ryrovision of the ordinance as it 
no1.,- stan{lS (1;1..1t l/f1ich <vvJ 11 1)e cbangef1) the Dr0ope1·t;~( 0"'-1ne:cs {).nd. tax 
TJR;>{e:rs wJ10 v .. 'oulci like to hool<:: on t11e se1ve:r· s;y-stem face ti1e fo11owirq:; 
costs and restriction 

l® Th~ c9st 
1na1r1 1n t 

a lateral connection from their homes to the 



~(~ 
((~) 

..,~•-'' 

2, The cost te8ring ti') and rebuilding 1:he f3treet inf ront of the 

0 ,, . 
4. 

horaes from the rr1ai n ta th f:: n1~opert;}r line (the ci dj d not ma.1(e r'tl'.>= 
vision to stub the ns in to-the property lines as should have 
t~een clone) )pli~s the nostinr; l)ond to inst1r"e the ,iob) ... 

The cost uf inst:alling 
homes. 

ng fixtures 3nd facilities in their 

An additional excessive cost for the 
system of $242,00 (originally set at 
insistance and which publ ly was 
as a "Shot-in-the-Dark" guess). 

ori 1 of hooking on the 
i\450.00 but d at my 
tted by former Kelly 

5, In addition, if the nronerty owner does not have the $242.00 
cash 1 a lien placed oi-1 the ·oroTJex·ty· u.nti 1 sar1e is na .. id. off in 
monthly installments. 

6, Plus the necessary hi 1~h monthly sewer serv:i ce rate wh icll was 
established in DeceJ'lber 1954 and which became effective ,Tanuary 1, 
1955.. The :rate :i.tself "'Tc1s appr·oved high enough to ncly for~ ti1e 
entJ_re $2,000,000 urogram plus all the other necessary costs, su 
as ntenance, depreciation, extensions, etc@ 

As you can readily see, the sum total of all the above has created a 
hip·h l-Jall or· bur·tJ.en over 1~:hich tl1e nor·mal JJX~or1er·ty 01~"ner· ca.nnot 
easily get across. Th t in itself should be of great concern to 
the bondholders as it is to me and the neople of Bloomington • 

le we can't change the mc>nthly sewer service rate (it is am9le eno 
to canry ;.ill costs anyway) and while it :is too late to have the services 
stub1Jed into the rt3r lini:~; ancl v.1e can~ t heln the T)J"01i)'8:r·t~,r cn.,n1er· ztnd 
prospective user 1Juild his lateral and :install his nlu~1b:inf' facilities, 
we can provide, l>y ordinance, a reasonable hook-on charge c1f $50er10 or 
lesS:- This in .itself will insure many hundreds of users within a very 
short time. er of nrone owners .able to hook on the system 
at $50~00 is many times greater than the number of property owners lling 
and able to hook on to the system at $2 .oo~ 

l·Ie ranst r'el,,~ ze thz,t as sc~on a.s th.e Tlr·opert,~r Cfl,vneir is tied. in to the s:,~stern 
he starts naying a mu'!thly s ce charge. The income possibilities, 

ore, to the nrogram and to the Ci of Bloomington is nuch greater 
th the $ .ClO hookon charge. Even the hondholde1- will realize how 

much er investment will be under these conditions. The bondholder 
h.no~is th:::i t 1nany rnore peor;» can n1~rchase r'c1.r"ds and Pl:;{rnouths tl1an can 
Cadillacst! T,ikei\Tise, he can untlersta.nd tl121t ni.any lTiore peor1le "t·:ill l1ook 
on our sewer system at Ford costs than nossibly can hook on at Cadillac 
'1rices@ In thr: fjn£.1.J a,na.1,:{sis 1 i.t is the nuntl1ly sewer ser·vice x~ate 
tha.t :r·ea1 ngs in tl'~e .r·event1e, so lve p1"opose for tl1e Sftlce of cn1r--
people and for the of the l1o~dholder that we nut a lot of neople on 
t11e sys tern. :fcist at a r·ea.sonc:-t1JlE-: chc:1rge and s tar·t the monti1l;;r .r·ever1ue 
rolling in. Rather than •iroduc:ing a nega e reaction, we will he 
creating a no t reaction as far as future credit is concerned. 

"Nf)11! - <::\ fe·i~ rnor'e :f'acts sf1oulfl be exrilained == 

In December of 1954 the city administration passed ar! ordinance estab-
li ng se.wer rates ample to finance the $2,000,0001 sewer nrogram. 
As a matter of fact, the city administration nromi.sed the users and 
the neonle of Bloomin that no further increases rates or charges 
would be needed or imno (This nromi se is nri nted i.i1-TITai:::lc arid __ _ 
white in the hond nrosnectus.) 

J1oi~1ever, in i~.ugiist 1955fr the city ad:n1:1nistration, contrar;:,r to e pro:m:ise 
made, hurriedly passed another ordinance setting up a new charge of 
$242.00 for the vilege of hooking on to the new sewer system. This 
action by the city administration was an illegal action because 
state law it is necessary to advertise and hold nublic hearings b .ore 
an ordinance, creating sewer charges, can be passed. The people of 
Bloomington (the m;ers of the utility) uid not get an O'Jportun:ity to 
aypro1re or rer11on.s tra_ te$ 

In effect, the ordinance 
is,, i \legal and actual 

amount. 

establishing the $242.00 hook-on charge was, and 
we don't really have a legal hook-on charge of 

The ordinance which was introduced by this nistration a few weeks ago, 



and which has been published and advertised as ner law, and which will 
be subject to a nublic hear:ing on Pebruary 7, was orepared, introduced 
and nrocessed legally and when nassed, will be nursuant to nublic law. 

Attached to th letter you will find a letter and schedules from our 
consulting engineers, Consoer, Townsend and Associates of Chicago, 
Ill' nois, substantiating the contention made by 1.11yself as to the 
interests of the bondholder and as to the revenue and income accruing 
to the City of Illoomington on the basis of the $50.00 hook-on charge 
as advocated by myself and as desired by the ueople of my c y. · 

In closing, l~t me say that the credit of the city, and the welfare of 
the city, is reflected, not only in dollars and cents, but also by the 
human needs, the desires of the nublic for economic and sanitary im
p!'ovement, and the ability of the user to nay, thereby creating usa
bility and a broad base of revenue. As one who understands our needs 
and ability and as one who is sincerely and honestly concerned about our 
future growth, I am ha,1py +o nresent this information for your con-

deration and, I hope, your approval. 

TLL:sh 

"Mayor Thomas L. Lemon 
C:ity Hall Building 
Bloomington, Indiana 

Yours very truly, 
CITY OF BLOOMHJGTON 
THOS. L. LF:HON 
Mayor" 

January 24, 1956 

Dear Mayor Lemon: It was an extreme pleasure to have met with you, 
your new City Attorney, Mr. Leroy Baker, and your new City Engineer, 
Mr. Barry Doyle, in your off e on ,Tanuary 10, 1956. The principal 
tonic of discuss:ion at that meeting had to do with a new ordinance 
establishing the amount of connection charges for connecting to the 
system of sanitary sewers. 

Having worked wi tll you eight years ago on the water c;upply nroblem and 
the first Water W'venue Bond Issue of $1,750,000, I know that 
recognize the importance of accurately and realistically forecasting 
income, operating and maintenance exnenses, depreciation and fixed 
charges, as may be covered by soec ic bond covenants. 

The sewer imnrovement nrogram consists of three .,has es of imnrovements: 
(1) trunk line sewers and num11ing stations; (2) local or lateral 
sewers on all unsewered streets thin the coroorate ts; and, (3) 
additions to the sewage treatment plant facilities, Your Engineers' esti
L•mte of tota:J, pro,iect cost was $2,000,000 and the cost was to .be paid 
for by the issuance of Sewer Revenue Bonds. 

The operation and ntenance of the sanitation utility, together with 
financing costs and other fixed costs, was to be satisfied from incom~ 
det~,ived fror11 a con11ectior1 ch<i_rge for the new custorn0rs? t:tnd fr-om a 
sewer char2e levJ.ed nst the volume of water used$ 

le connection charge w2s cLevelcmed by the nr r administration and ;,rour 
Engineers, and contemplated that substantially 50% of all notential users 
would connect to the system during the neriod 1955 to 19 • Based upon 
past exnerience of the Sani ta on Denartment, it was determined that the 
aver'age "--:in.nual charge would anpr .. oxin1c-t te $24*'00 for sev..r~1{~e dis to 
the system, 

The charge of $242.no, or $6~73 ner month for 36 months, represented 
the avel''age cost ryer potentia,l us 1::1"' et1 upon actuo.1 coristruction !1iC1s 
with0ut engi~eering, legal, aDd financial costs added to~ On 
that premise and the r·ate inc:rease nztss l<1e, the Eng:i.neers for· ti:ie 

t:v-, cie,reluped. t11e :fj nanc 1 figti:r·es inco.r7101~a ted in the fJf_1nd rJro= 
Si)ectus anrl 11r·estima.hly that forit1 the bacl;::f(l'ound. da.ta ftftr the sale tJf 
the ~2,000·~000 in SewPr Revenue Bonds at an average interest rate of 
3~23514%. 

You he1.v·e i ndicat~~d to us that ci ch.an.r.;e in tl1e connection cl1ar-ge 
$242~00·, or $6©73 oer month for 36 months, to a flat charge 0f $50.00 

~onnection will attract many more customers to the syst~m, and 
that the income connectiun charge, together with the annual 
income from the additional users, wi 11 nroduce subs tan tial1y the same 
or a greater e. 
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l\'e have not n1ad_e a can1ia.ss 0f the JJOti::~nt u.sex·s of the nroposed faci-
lities. We have re ed in the past and will have to rely in the future, 
i:n the :-ibsence of any actuzil canvass, upon the :ft1dg1nent of the CJ 

f ls and citizens and th r realistic anoraisal of t g con-
ditions@ The tential custoTner·s s ~~te(l yot.1 u1)on ~'Jhich ovir re-
vjsed forecas 

·Year 

1956 
1957 

58 
19fi9 
1960 

Connec ns 

250 
500 
150 
150 
100 

1961 
1962 
1 
1964 
1965 

Connections 

100 
.~,.~ 

f0 

75 
75 
25 

We imve nrepared a comolete analysis and attach hereto the following 
T les: 

Income Anet lysis 
Schedulf; of f~s 

Table Ill - Bo11d 

Connection Charges and Services - 1 
ted. Flov:· of I•'unils - 3 sheets ""' T.:-1 

Sched11le Actual Jnterest Charges 

sheet 

The results of c>ur en neering ancl analysis nredicated upon 
the hvnot is set forth bv you is as fo • 

The income from connection charges and t~e use of the sewer system 
for the. years 1955 to 1970 inclusive, as set forth in the Table, re·· 
flee ts a net i ncrcasc of $ 57, 334 for said ueriod, and the ammal :income 
for the years 1971 to 1994 have been increased $13 1 200. During the 
11 of the bond :issue the nt Fund, columns (m) and (n) Table 

bas :inc1'"'eBtser1 fr~oni $1,'629,715 to ~)2 1 0{l5,629~ and increase of $375~ 
9 , This account will be further in creased by $387, 102 as a result of 
the lower interest rate. 

Enc~ 

Respectfully submitted, 
CONSOER, TOWNSEND AND ASSOCIATES 
BY: SPaul H. Johnson, Partner" 

In res·-;on_se to ques ti 0115 }fayo:r Le1n.011 acknol"lledged. the~ t it r.vould be 
nf~ces to r1c?1.ss an· ordi na.nce compulsory se1.ver' connect ions e) A 
it irns established that the estimate of the number of connccctions 
anticinated unt1er eaclt of the co:nriection cf1arges -ivas n~ade 1.lJ' tl1e I3oar't:l 

' 

of Public Works and Safetv of the njstrations proposing the differ-
ent connection charges~ 

There was considerable discussion ;15 to the question of the legality 
of Ordinance No. 16, 1 , and it was decided that there might be a 
difference in the internre t.ion of the law. On mot.ion of Councilman 
Sikes, Ordinance No~ 1, 1956, was presented on second readinge After 
second readi , Counc:!llimn Engelman requested a short recess, fur a 
conference be en the Council , Mr. Paul Johnson of Consoer, 
Townsend, and Assoc tes, and Mr. Arthur F. rtley of The First Boston 
Corpora ti on. After the recess, Counc ilrian Sikes moved the adoption of 
Ordinance No. 1, 1956. Councilman Simpson seconded mot:!on. ,,fter 
admoni t:lon of Hayor Lemon to the Council to remember their duty to the 
City of Bloomfngton, a roll-cal! vote was taken and the response was: 
Ayes: Chitwood~ Sikes, and Simpson; Nos: Cook, Engel.~zm, Hiller, and 
Van 7'[eter. Ordinance No. 1, 1956, was declared de.fe:itted. 

Mr, Donald Rogers armeared on behalf of Vernon, B , and Jemina 
Dutcher, concerning the titian in Monroe Circuit Court for vacation 
of an alley running north and south from Hunter to Atwater Avenue 
between Highland Avenue and Ballentine Road, and requested that the 
City Attorniey be instructed to not onpose this action in Circuit Court, 
On motion of Councilman Miller, seconded by Coum::i1man Van Heter, this 
request was referred to the C ttee on Publjc Works for investigation 
and report at the next meeting. 

A neti Hon was received from res en of the Fairview School communi 
reques ng one nolice natrolman at Fairview School before and after 
school, substantial raise in nay of Bloomington Police Force, and 
more po e on the Ci payroll., ()n if!Otion Councilm,an S:ik:e,s, 
seconded Councilman Niller, the ueti ti on was referred to the Com-
mittee on Public Safety th instructions that the Committee get in 
touch with the Police Commissioners, and that the Chief of Police 



take immediate action in c,innection w:i th the natrol at the school. 

~fr. Eugene H. Bender, President of the Par!( Board, presented to the 
Council a written report of the Park Denartment for the year, 195~1 
as nreriared by Gilbert KYlight, Su,1erintendent. On motion of Councilman 
Engelman, seconded by Councilman Hiller, the repm·t was accented and 
Mr, Bender requested to come to another meeting of the Council for · 
question and discussion® 

Councilman Si111pson reported for the Committee on Public Works that an 
investigation had been made of the request for a street light at the 
intersection of East Fourth Street and Hillsdale Thrive, He advised 
the Committee recommended that th street light be installed 100 
feet south of the intersection of Fourth and rtillsdale. One of the 
residents of this area nrotested to the Council the installation of a 
light at this intersection. On motion of Councilman ller, seconded, 
action on the netition was deferred until the next 1'1.eeting of the Council 
to give residents of the area an opnort ty to be heard pro and con 
on this Fiatter. It was pointed out that the City's contract with the 
Public S e ComT)any of Indiana, Inc. in connection with new installa-
tion of street ghts provides that the City pay for cost of the in-
stallation that exceeds revenue estimate for five years. 

The Ca"lpus Cab Car.many submitted application for 1956 license which 
Trns referred to the City Attorney for investigation and approval on' 
motion of Councilman .Miller, seconded b.v Councilman Van Heter. 

On motion of Councilman Van Meter, duly seconded, the Council anproved 
reports submitted for the month of ,January, Hl56, as follows: 

Bernard Glover, Fire Chief 
d chardson, Street Commissioner 

Dr, H. TJ. 11, Secretary to Board of Health 
J. D. Ellis, Sanitation Sunerintendent 
Lester Thornton, Water Sunerintendent 
l(oy F;.i JJoul) 1 Plu.rribi ng Jnsuector 

or Lemon reoorted to the Cooncil the 
oroceeding with the change to one-way 
Avenue and has asked the City to allow 

State High'way DenDrtment is 
ic on WAlnut and College 

a trial D od of six months. 

On motion of Councilman Cook, seconded by Councilman Chitwood, the claims 
presented for nayment February 8, 56, were aonroved by the Council@ 

On rnotion of Counci lnian ffiller ~ seconded. i)~f Councilman CcHJk.:, the 
Council adonted a Resolut sending condolences to Mrs, Emmett Kelly 
because of the death of her husband who completed rd s term as Hayor 

the Cit.v of Bloomington, December 31, 1955, as llows: 

"RESOLUTION 

, the late KIJ'fFTT Ki':LLY was 
staunch suryporter of the Christian 
husband and ther; a loyal friend 
business man in 1~laom~ngton; and 

born near l:lloomi ngton in 1892; was a 
nd nciples of life; an exemplary 
to ma qy; a cooperative and succes l 

of our Citv from 195~ to 1955; and 

1·7J1l':PFAS, at this me of loss to not on his ly, but a o to the 
entire com_munity, the Mayor and Common Council of Bloomington wish to 
exryress their recognition of the services and achievements of s 
outstanding citizen; now, therefore, 

13Tjj I1' 
IXDJA'TA, 
the ri1any· 
l)e rnade 
his fami 

Adopted 

ATTEST; 

B~( rrT-~fi~ CO~~f()}J Cf}U".?JCJI1 (JP !'I1T~ CITY OF 
that they extend their ncere condolences to the 
associates whom he served so wel 1, and th;' t this 
a 111atter of record and that an official copy be 

• 

s s ev·on th ti<:::1y P1~hY''ilBr·y· j 1956., 

S/rnh T < j: OS® LJ<; I 

tf1e1" }'01- tt, Clerk-Treasurer" 

On fiiOt 11 
,--....., !)-

.~1:1~\ n~eetin a~ourned. 
. ; /;., ([] . l'\11\ ill 

l}:f'8§1c_1nf; 0.1. J_ 1cer 

and 
}?-eso1u an 

to 




