





























regular meeting after a decision has been made regarding the
wetland permit. Ms. Keller and Mr. Boles accepted the amendment.

Mr. Boles stated that this was the most prudent act that the council could
take because it in no way delayed the process, rather it resequenced the
events to occur in a more natural fashion,

Ms. Nathanson asked for clarification about the effective difference of the
new motion. She said that she was attempting to assure that the City's best
interest would be met while managing the impact on the wetlands.

Ms. Keller said that the motion before them was not whether or not the council
endorsed an appropriate environmental development of the site, but rather
whether or not the council was going to postpone a decision about the vacation
of a right-of-way until after a specific date. .

Mr. Laue said that he was a bit leery of operating from the standpoint of "if
these conditions are met, we will do this." He said that it seemed to be more
g:gdegt public policy to state that "when the conditions are met, we will do

i S.

Mr. Torrey said that everything that the applicant had done to this point had
been within the normal rules and regulations put forth by the City Council.
He said that because the argument against this action was time related, he was
led to believe this was an attempt to add one more item that could be 1it}-
gated at some future point. Mr. Boles requested that the councilors speak to
the propriety of the motion.

Mr. Farr said that he wanted to move ahead with this action.

Ms. Nathanson said that it seemed that by following the procedure that was
recommended the council was following standard operating procedure. She asked
if there was a way in which the council could demonstrated intent to vacate
the street contingent upon the wetlands permit and payment of assessment fees,
without taking this action.

Mayor Bascom said that she believed the council should move ahead with the
action because it was ap?r0£riate and it appeared that not taking the action
would be an attempt to block the process.

Mr. Laue said that he had chanqu his position based on the discussion and now

believed that the council should move ahead with the current action because
the reasons for moving ahead were not for convenience of one party or the
other but rather the actualization of a comprehensive plan to deal with
wetland mitigation in the area.

Rol11 call vote; the motion to amend failed, 5:3 with councilors
Keller, Hornbuckle, and Boles voting in favor of the motion.
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Ms. Keller said that there was now a division on council where there might not
have been one. She said that she did not f2el comfortabIe‘movin? ahead with
the action as the ordinance was written, while she would have felt comfortable
fa]lnwigg through with the action after the ACOE had issued a wetlands permit
and Hyundai had made a commitment to remain in the community. She said that
she did not wish to be obstructionist, and she did not agree with the schedul-
ing: of the events. ‘ ‘ ‘

Mr. Boles P?id,that‘hﬁ shared Ms. Keller’s feelings about this issue and urged
that adequaie staff preparation be done in the future regarding such issues.

Mr. Farr said he had not heard convincing arguments as to why not to vote for
this action and he had heard convincing arguments as to why to vote for the
action. He said that he would vote in favor of the motion.

Mr. Gleason said that he was sorry that Mr. Boles did not feel the information
was adequate. He noted that as a result of the public hearing on the Hyundai
project, the council instructed the staff to proceed with everythin¥ it could
gossibly do to mitigate the impact, and added that some City Council members
vad been involved in that process. He said that he thought there was agree-
ment on the council that the most effective thing to do was to ask the company
to move its buildings, put its soils in a different place, and to redesign its
expectations, and if there was any confusion about those issues he was sorry.

Roll call vote; the main motion passed by a vote of 5:3 with
councilors Boles, Keller, and Hornbuckle voting in opposition, and
became Ordinance No. 20027.

Mr. Boles referred members to‘page 2, item G, of the September 13,‘1995,
minutes and requested the following changes (changes in bold and deletion in
braakets]z: . .however, [Ralph the E1f] RELF (real, excitable, little,

1 ride on it."

Mr. Boles referred members to page 2, item I, of the September 13, 1995,
minutes and requested the following changes (changes in bold and deletion in
[brackets]): "Mr. Boles [said the report% reported that the ozone hole was
twice as big as it was last year [reflects] reflected upon the community’s
belated and token efforts locally. ‘

fellow) wi

Ms. Nathanson referred members to page 4, paragraph 4, and requested the
following changes (changes in bold and deletion in [brackets]): "She noted
that she needed to gfocus on statistics and solutions to the problem] learn
more about the statistics around repeat offenders and jail releases and the
relationship to the proposed use of funds. She [added that one of the
questions raised by the described cycle was whether or not operation or
capital should be underwritten or supported] wondered whether increased funds
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were adequate and whether capital expenditure was also neces-

Rﬁtﬁgﬁ#ﬁn-ﬂuvedq seconded b Mr, Laue, toadqqt the minutes
tember 13, and September 18, as amended. Rol
, ﬁh‘ﬁaSSQd‘unanfmously, 8:0,

 The meeting adjourned at 8:25 p.m.

1 call vote;
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