Council w2y inm regulay sossisn. Present on ro'l call O
ctt, Ovitenick, Flnanigen, ¥aizy, lerrr-ann, Joknsen, Hurtland,
crice and Mavor Tolliefsor. Ahzan: €.

Mr.Heley mcved tvat iz iinuvtes of the meeting of
woveaber 2, 19206, =23 well as the Hudgel hearing minutes of
Oc¢tober 3rd, 4th, Sth and 35th, ba avproved s subwittvcd. Secsnded
ty Mr. Jchnson. Voice vote takza. dMoticn carried.

4EARINGS & APPBALS:

a. This i1s the cdate zet for hearing “or the rezoning of
property located at the S.W. carnzr of Warrows Drive & Vassault
Screet from an "R-4-L" to an “K-%-LTM" District, submitted by
Yorthridge Development Corp.

No one appearing and no prnotests being made, Hrs. Pricse
woved that the proper ordinance be drafted approving the rezone.
Seconded by Cy. Herrmasnn. Voice vote taken. Motion carvied,

b. Thig is the date set for hearing for the re-~oning of
sroperty located at the south zide of North sheriden Avenuz bhe-
tween North 11lth and Steele Strazet from an "R-3% to an "R-4"
istrict, submitted by Lec B. Seiwerath.

Mr. Buehler explained that & letter from the Caumpbell
Realty, 6325 South Yakima Avecuue, hed besn received obdjecting to
che rezone. He addzd that !y, Seiverath had petitioned for an
“R«4™ District but the Pianning Commission at its hearing
racommended an "R-4-L" Distwict, vhich was agreeable to the
petitioner, The petiticner zgreed to submit a letter of intent,
limiting the development to & maximum of eight units which would
take the development more compatibie with the surrounding neigh-
sorhood. Dwve to the si-2 2nd shape of the site, the Commizsion
felt that redevelopwment in accordance with the existing zoning
would be awkward,

Mrs. Price stated =there are other wmultiple units in
that particular neighborhood.

After further discussion, Yrs. 2yice moved that an
ordinance be drafted approving the rezone from an “R-3" to an
“R-4-L" District. Sacond:zd by Dr. Herrmauwn. Veice vcie teken.
idotion carried.



RESOLUTIONS:

Resolution No. 18947

Fixing Tuesdsy, December 20, 1965 £t 4:00 P.M. as the date
for hearing for the vacacion cf a porticn of South K Street lying
immediately south of South 30th arnd s porticn of South L Street

lying tmmediately nerth of Cinter Strzet. (Petiticned by Urban
Fenewal Dept.)

Mr. Paley mcved that the resosliction ve adopted. Sctseasnded
by Mr., Cvitanichk.

The Resolution was vassed vinaninmously by voice wvote,
Ayes 9; Nayce 03 Abcent 0.

Resolution No. 18%43

Fixing Tuesdey, Decenber 13, 1956 at 4:00 PoM. as the
date for hearing for the rezoning of property on the ecast side of
Pearl Street between North 31st extended and North 33rd Street.
(Petition of Curtis F. Peterson)

Mr. Fianigan moved that the regsoluicion be adopted. Seconded
by Mr, Haley.

The Resclution was passed unanirously by voice vote.

Ayes 9; Nayes 0; Absent 0.

Regolution No. 18944

Awzrding contract to George Yadsen, Ce. on its bid of
$14,727.65 incl. tax for L I D 4777 sad w.0. 91119,

IPr. Herrmann moved thet the res=olution be adopted,
Secondad by Mr. Finnigan.

The Resolution was psssed unanimously by voice vote.
Ayes 9; Nayes 03 Absent O,

Resolution No. 18943

Accepting certein offers tc sell real property situated
within the New Tacoms Urban Renewsl project designated Project
NO. Wash. R"'l&o

Mr. Haley moved that the resoiution be adopted. Seccnded
by Mr. Finnigan.

Mr. James Wright, Assistent Urban Renewal Director,
pointed out on the map the three percels of land to bz sold,
located at 1120, 1150 snd 114%4 P-c¢ifiz Avenue,

Mr. Finnigen asked i1f the City would be rezdy to proceed
with the garage constructicn when these parcels are zequirad,

Mr. Rowlands explained that the Parking Corp., The Leecal
Development Corp, and the Central Assccistion expects to go
forwsrd with the garage ss socn as the City acquires the property.
After acquiring rhe property there wiil be the denolition c¢f the
buildings, and clearance of the gite. Iy is8 hoped that the
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e time the sites
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~othitects will be reedy with ha details by
"¢ Clezred.

a3, Wright raid bz thoug

£ive zTonths to cowplete :ha dz

Mr. Rowland: stated ther

it oweuld ¢

3]

ke the next fsuyr

fzw procerties that hkav:

reat. If the property
‘<ers cannot agree on the appraisals, thzn cond2uratinn proceed-
g8 will protsbly heve to de stsrted. Re asked Hr. YcCormick,
‘tiy Attcrrev, to explain the proc=durz relative to the tirs
‘lement,

bt

Mr. ¥cCormick expiained thay are acw in the process of
c.e2paring condernation suits on the trcperty that is not in the
~Tocess of being acquired on both sides ocf Pacific Avenve fronm
ith to 13th snd on 13th to 15th between Commerce end Broadvway.
-vcording to the stetute gixty days notice “es to be given on
“ny condemnation, and frocm 65 to 70 days for the hearing on the
-ublic use and necessity. Therefore, it wculid be around spring
tcfore the trial could be-set by thke couxt. He added that Mr.
:nderson from San Francisco who represents the Faderal Government
i1l be in Tacoma November 23 to check on the concurred price
cased on the cities appraisals. He understocd this would take
+bovt a week and as soon 23 these are apprcved the City will
“e in a position tc enter into negotiatiens with the people,

He noted the Downtown Aszscciation is ready to proceed
7“3 sonn &s the City scquiras the sites.

Kr. Rowlands said the Downtown group ha: been working
very closely with the Zity Council to relocz2te owners to
inimize their inconvenlence as much as possible. It is being
-ianned as saon as buildings zve toxrn down there will be sonze
~hing to replace them.

Mr. Rowlands 2xplsined that wany owner-participants are
‘ncluded in this same¢ area and their butldings have to te
Srought up to code specifications.

Mr. Johnson requested that a copy of a map of the
:rea be given to each mszgber of the Council.

Hr. Rowlands sa$d that a separcte map will be inciuded
».th this type of resolution hereafter.

, -

“he Resolution vas passed by voice vote,
t7es 83 Neys 1+ Cvitanichy Absent O,

“vsolution Ro. 18946

Authorizing the proper officers of the city tc execute
‘nd deliver o the State of Washington Dept. of Highways s local
-mpyYevement zssessment deed for vacant land locavad bBelow south
“5th on Ferry Street.

Mr. Haley movad that the resolution be adopted. Seconded
vy Mr. Finaigan,

he Resolution was psassed unenimously by voice vote,
fyes 93 Nays O; Absent O.



20

'ty Council Minutes - Page & - November 22, 1966

‘cq0lution Ho., 18947

Authorizing the transier of property from the Light
ivision to tke Departrent of Public Works located on the East
ide of Mildred Strect just no-th of éth Avanuz for stireet
“+3ht of way rurpose:,

Mr., Hzaley moved thzt th2 resoluticn be adecptad. Szzeaded
7 My, Cvitanich,

"2 Regolution was passed unanimdugsly by voice vote,
“ves 93 Mays 03 Absent C.

~zsolution No. 18943

Authorizing the cale of salvage items to the four highest
- mddeS.

Dr. Herrmann moved that the resolution be adopted.
Sc:conded by Mr, Cvitanich.

“he Regolution was passed unanimously by voice vote.
tyes 93 Nays 0; Absgent 0.

LRST READING OF ORDINANCES:

jcdinance No, 18171

Vacating Roosevelt Avenue between East 68th & Homestead
ivanue. (Petition of the City Plaaning Dapt,)

The ordinance was placed in orcder of final reading.

Ordinance No. 18172

Vacating South 70th and Scuth 72nd Screets between
‘nraguee Avenue and a point approximatcly 630 feet west of Sprague
~wenue. {(Petition of Hillerest Properties, Iac.)

4Yr. Cvitanich asked how the future plans of the Hillcrest
:nvestment Co. are progressing.

Mr. Bushler, Director of Flauning, explained that ¥Mr.
“iark had informed him that one section of property had been
aifficult in acquiring but they are now developing plans for
.nzinsering at this ¢time.

The crdinance was placed in order of final reading.

O¢dinance No. 12173

Amending Chaptey 13.06 of the official code of the City
wy adding a4 new sectiocn 13.06.120-7{50) to include property on the
T.E. cornexr of East 27th & East D Strects in a WC-1" District,

The ordinance was piaced in order of final resding.
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“nhance No, 18174
Amerding Chapter 13.C6 of tke cificizl cocde by 23dirg a new cection 13,.06,065-
‘o include properiy on the gouih side of Ecst 56¢h betwesn Fast Q and S Stre«is
“+ "R-4-L" Digtrict. (Pstition ¢i Roger I, Hanson)
The ordinance vras placed in arder of fin2l reading,

‘nance No, (8175

Anrexing the area ia thz vicirity of South ¢2nd 2nd Hoc:it.er Streot (Petition
..zcar Hoko! d}

The ordicance was placed i order of firal re2ding,

iinance No. 18176

Authorizing and providicg for the levying and colleciion of excise texes
ccn persons within the City of Tzacoma, and limiting the ue2 cf the procesds
".reof to the operation, maintenance ard capital ncede of the Tacoma Transit

ORRL T - W

VERIATIM

Mavor Tollefson: Gertlemen, as vor know, we had a dizcussion as to
.+ her or nct certain radical m~2z2svres chould be framed in ordinance form when
r2lked about this Transit matt>:, for the recson that thers was some thought
=7 e vwould refer it, if it passe’ the Council, to the people for a vote, We
ed it 2t the study ression ai lerzth, Now, as you know ther2 is a deiicit
. = Traunsit Utility, I we are to operate ouyr cutire City within the existing
“izep, we Jre going to have to cut back a numbe: of facilities in order to keep
- cudgeoet balonced, We hove previouvslv determined that Trancit is a neceesity
2 City, in that without it, '‘we locse ine benefit of moving people to 2nd froem
me ecity as well as to cufzidoe the city, who have no cther meons of transporia-
22, We do not have suificieni operating funds to maintain, opcrate and expand
© - system and we are forced to subzidise it ad the exnense of ctheor needs within
u-ty of Tacerna, These in tarn are detrimental to our fire service, sur police
.~er7ice; our hezlth protection, our parks and cur library scrvice if wa attempt
o maintain the full schedule of (ke existing bus cystem.
I think that we are taxing tke pccition thui this is a service necessity
;tzin the eity limits of the City of Tacoma ard ~ven though we would like very
wch to goe it support itself, and even though we have ¢one everything that we know
T c-.od transportation practices to bring it within a self~-maintained unit, we hzaven't
. ~~n able to do so,
This gituation is true not only in the City of Tacoma, but it is truve in Seattle,
»iina, Portland and I believe 2irnost in every city in the United Stztes, At the
- vsent time I don't know of one that actvally suoports itself, I dor't know of any
.+ :he many European cities that supports itseli, Tkere the gensral government
.:;-,“ to the operating facility ceriain gen"*am collzcted taxes to help the facility
ate, becavse they recogaize the need of guch 2 sysiem,
Now the question is, under the 12w of the State of Washington that gives us
:> authority, what shouvld our chargee be ?
You will notice in the proposed ordinance many of the amcuvnis are left blank
ni, of course, that blank is for discussion by the Council, Perhaps the Council
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vculd like to think about it before discussing it further, But I thought vyou might
ke te discuss the zlternatives,

The legal cffice drafted this ordinarce so that "ve can {ix the rates later
.v resolution, but the ordinance {ixes the limits beyond which ws cannot go, There~
‘we, later by resolution we could {ix the exact amount whkich we would need in
.rder to break even with the crerating expanses, We don't have all cf the figures
vot although we wiil probably decide on some rat> before the meeting i3 cver,

The fee for the hcouseholder, presuiniry it is {ixed by law, is not to gxcees
cne dollar, There would L2 no problem there,

The one with regards to dwelling units :hat are within multiple dwelling
Jacilities, principally the aportments where thev have a scecizl metered gyvstem,
*ne figures would be baced on the 9C% total, This is the {igure that the apartment
h2ouse operators and managers of the apartinents {ix as 2 base oi operating their
apartments and particulzriy when they put oug their taxes ior the purchase of sale
of such apartments, [ talkzd to cns of the operators today who manages most of the
apartments, one of the largast maraging opezators in the City of Tacoma, and he
said the opzrators should really have no quarrel with the 90% figure, This summer
it was below 90% but 2t the present time perhaps above 90%, but genarally speaking
on a turn-over basis and vacancy basis, the 90% figure is the one they use them-
selves,

With ragard to the matter of employee units and employer units, we have to
take into consideration tnhe real benefit to the estzblishment and the fact that per-
haps many of the employees thot are living in the city on the ulilities district and
are paying this rate maybe $1,00 per month, anyway, and it wouldn't be fair for
them to pay this extra amount because they are employed, But we dc know perhaps
40% of the employees in the City of Tecoma live outside of the City and would not
be billed directly by the City, These are things to be taken inte consideration in
determining what the charge might be with regard te employer units,

Some of these areas would be very difficult to attach 2 fee and some it may
appear that it might be inequitable. There is no tax, no matter how the ordinance
iz drawn, that attaches itself to each individual completaly at 100% equity level,

But you try to arrive at that,

Mr, Bott: Excuse me, Mr, Mayor, are you going to discuss :hege ind.vidu-
ally later or wait, or do it now,

Mayor Tollefson: Now,

Mr,. Bott: 1 don't know how you want to do it, but some of the things I would
like to ask,

Mayor Tollefson: I want to be sure and give you the record., But we do have
the need for the Transit System and withcut the finances, the Transit System is
going to suffer, or if the Transit System doesn't suifer then cother gservices within
the city will suffer because we will take the money to subsidize the transit, This
tax is for the health, welfare and the benefit of the city and it seems to me that we
should have a reasonable full and complete cperating Transit System and not below
what we presently enjoy,

Mr, McCormick, have I missed anything ?

Mr, McCormick, City Attorney: No, Mr, Mayor, I think that that gener-~
ally is the reason for this tasz, YThe reason when the Lagislature passed the bill,
was an attempt by them or recognition by them, 28 a matter of fact, that all
transit systems are losing money, The State Legislaturs algso made the same
findings-the legislators findings ars almost in the same wording that this ordine
ance is drawn, The Legialature recognizes that it exista and this enabling statute
wasg in an effort to give to the cities some method by which they cculd help these
transit systems financially, It should be noted, I think, that in the law it specific=
ally provides that whgn this tax is billed, there must be a separate item on the bill,
It must be implemented and specifically set forth as an item to be used solely and
only for the operation, maintenance and capital needs of the transit system and for
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sther purpose, Furthermore, th2 logislature, I think, felt that a transit system
&+ either directly or indirectly a bzneiit to 21l people, 2ll persons in the City of
T2 oma, It wasn't primaiily for the benefit «f one particular segmsnt, go to be etre
"t the tax could be spread on a brcad basis, it was applied tn evervone and ever:
--s0n aerved by onc or more of the public cily utilitses,
To make gure, in the State s:atute it specificelly ceiines what is meant by
- vrgon'" and that “persen’ includes all of the main entities and indi-<2-2als whick
© :ve used in this ordinance. I &zi: patterned it aft>:r the Stzte law o: strictly
"3 ag nearly as possible, using the sarme Janguzge along with the ascurance and
=mpt to include all persons in cae or more of thﬂs» catezorizs,

It also specifically provides ‘vhere an individual or a person; as defired

" the act, mizht be subjected to r:ore than one of these tax ievy schedules, which

2'd happen, then only one tax wenld be levied, '¥#hich would be t':i¢ highest, So

- 1ried to aveid multiple sexetion levied on anv 9ne individual, 5o that ic the reasor

e ¢ legoified in Gilieront ¢ 1"553&1(3.&01: 5 at different rates, carts i Of these cusporae

ons in proportion o the wmiunl:2 of employees, Whi e it is irue that many of the

~oloyees drive th2ir swin car; thare are still mmany employ eces vwho use th2 b.: es

h", ao not bring their cars, pzrioulariy in ctngested areas,. Or ccirse, in in-

" :ment weather 1 think the best evidence for the use =f {l:¢ bases by employees is
v the morning in coming to work. when it is spowirg, They are also vec2d py scheol
-nildren etc, So we felt that perhaps, for what it may be wosrth to the Council, we
hove to start someplace, So we thought that probably the more employeas that you
nzve = that might be a good base for 2 difference in the rates ox taxaes fixed by the
Council, So the thought, of course, is that a person would not receive probably the
same benefits but should be based on the number of employees. So vwwe did attempt
on that basis to separate persons into these categories on &n emnployee basis,

Also, school districts, subdivisions of the utate, fraternal organizations,
~.lubs etc,, have been placed into a classification of their own. We took these out
o zhe State law definitions of what constitutes a ‘‘person," We took those pazticu~

r designated entities and placed them in No, 2 on Page 3 so that it does not depend
on any ernployee or does not depend on 2nything. just what you may think churches
¢, should pay., They do receive beneiits,

So this is the best we could come up with, Cf course, there are probably
several basis in which you might iustify the tax. You are going to have problems
~egardless of what method or on what basis you try to classifiy thece diffierent rates,
We felt at least this was one we could substentiate in court precsedings,

Mr. Murtland: Mr, Mayor:

Mayor Tollefson: Mr, Murtland:

Mr, Murtland: What about the Ruat Building, Pugsi Sound Bank and the
ashington Building - th2y have only one meter,

Mr, McCormick: They would fall undexr the category oi the "employee',

Mr, Murtland; You wouldzn't iake into account thet these are fifty or
posaibly more offices in the building ?

Mr, McCormick: No, ycu can't becausga those cffices do not pay on a

metered basis, In other words, they do not fall in a category in which you can tax
ot under the definition of the State law, This is not a tax on the smployee ag they
probably all have households where they will be taxed if they live in a house, We

22ve not attempted to difierentiate 23 to the number of tenants, excepting in the
Louses,

Mr, Murtland: Then employers in the Rust Building pay only ore set of
axes ?

Mr. McCormick: € they are over 10 they fall in category (b), but if leess
ihan ten employees they would fall in category (2),

Mr, Murtland: What about the people that are working in the building ?

Mr, McCormick: They 'will pay on that basis,
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Mr, Murtland: Lat's tale the Wacsliington Building and assuizc there
-re 50 different offices in the building, emprlcvir 3 150 necole, The Waghington
Building pays only for the janitcrs and pa-'s n:ztl. .ng based on the number
~i tenants,

Mr, McCosrick: Except thet :ne buzinees srithin will not be taxed
“1rectly because vou can't reach (rein by trying ) elassiiy ti:em; in other word: <.
v ould run into 80 many difficvlties, Wheo are yeu giing 2o d»aw the line~enow are
ou going to administer it,

Mr. Haley: What about that 90% bit,
Mrs. Price: Mr, Mayor,
Mr, McCorwmick: I undarstand it is 2 problem in trying to work cut a tax

! ~re on some equitable bacis when you have 2 dilierent classification, It would be
‘ne easiest thing in the world to assess evervbody $1.00, It is di{ficult in trying ta
srganize some reasonable basis to benefit everyone, Even those cugtomers that
use the buses, How are you going to classify them ? How many customers come
into a gtore that use buses?

It is real difficult trying tc aseess difierent moenthly prices or units on 2
beneficial basis,

Mayor Tollefson: Please remember that this is the first reading with an
e pproach to a problem,., Marshall McCormick and I didn't have all the answers, I'll
t=ll you that and perhaps we bhave cverlooked some 2nd which we could have a dis-
cussion on now, I don't know what rates to put in there; 1 don't have the slightest
:dea on some of these things, This question and answer period is going to help us,

Mr, Cvitanich: Mr, Mavyor,

Mayor Tollefson: George.

My, Cvitanich: Say that I have a little plastic shop up on 19th Street,
Mayor Tollefson: What is the name of it?

Mr, Cvitznich: We will call it Murray Morgan's Plaatic Shep, and

- have 8 employees., The bus goes 2s far as 19th and Cedar and how can I say
anything to my employecs when my eraployess are being 2ssessed $1.00 at home,
¥hy should I as an employer pay anything,

Mayor Tollefson: That is ome of the things we 2ll want to know,
Mr, Cvitanich: That's what I want to know,
Mr, McCormick: The State Legislature says that in case of an adecuate

>ublic transportation system, ycu individually may not be directly benefited becausce
you don't use it-~it doesn't go by your place but the gezneral sconcmic growth and
;eneral benefits and general educational growth of the City ond the whele Stote s
‘mproved and you are indirectly benefited,

Mrs, Price: This was my understarding--that all of thage people
w/ho are householders, in an apartmert ¢+ any place they might live, would be taxed, .

This comes as sor: of & gurprise {0 me, that we had any intention of taxing
hnainesaes because they hirs sc many people . if these people are being taxed .
‘rdividuals, I don't sce why 2 brsincss shou.d be taxed jor these same people bee
«2use they happen to be werking in that area, That is double taxation, 2n3 T think

-

ihere is aome way we can tax every househslday as this was the purpose of the tax
g I understand it,

Mr, McCormick: I wagp just calling attention to the statutes, We would
not have these difficulties if they had pasged the bill that was introduced. The
State Legislature says that "all persons shall be taxed,'* aad then defines "all
pergong! as school districts, political subdivisions of the State, fraternal benevo-
lent, religious or charitable sccieties, clubs cr organizations, including any truse
:ce, receiver, assignee or other persons acting in 2 similer capacity, individuals,

Jirms, partnerships, corporations, companics, associations, joint stock associativnsg,

including any trustees and other persons acting in a similar representative capacity,
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“unose are the persons which the State, in the prevailing statutes, says must be
“axed, 7Then it eays as to 'housing unit" involved however, the sum shall not exceed
31,00,
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Mz, Haley: We tax orly "housing units' in direct violation with
taat provision and it will probably be unconstitutional because it discrirminates
:zaipst them,

Mrs, Price: According to the law, it gays that we ''shail'" and not
that we "may,"

Mr. McCormick: ""Skall be made against all persons with the State,"

Mr, Haley: Seriously, we must be more specific about the

~eople within businesses, associations, buildings, ete., For instance, Pierce,
~enner and Smith, a comrmisgior house dealing with stocks and bonds in the
Wasbhington Building, would be taxed 28 2n employer owning a2 business , and
then they would be taxed on the basis of how many people they employ; they
likewise would be taxed beczuse they arc a partrership or a corporation and
they would be taxed on the employees they have, On tl.et basis,; not personally,
but on the bais of employees,

Mr, McCormick: The State law refers specifically to ownership. This
tax against persons who are served and billed by the City for any one or more
public ctility services,

Mr, Haley: What a2bout the Transit System.

Mr, McCormick: That iz not what the law says - the State law says
one or more of publicly=owned utilities,

Mr. Murtla-d: it eays '"one or more'" - the Trarsit System is one
and it is a public wurility,

Mr, McCormick: That is what is under discussion, To figure out how

to clasgify these buildings, the number of tenants, agencies that are in there,
what percentage are you going to use,

Mra, Price: What about the school district - are you going to take
each individual school that is sexved.

Mr., McCormick: School districts, etc., should have a different fee set,

Mr. Haley: What about employees - these are persons who are

receiving 2 wage, or income, salary or however you want to put it, for one hour
for any given month, or full-time employees, What would you classify as an
employee,

Mr. McCormick: I went through about six different State statuteg in
regard to the number of employees,
My, Haley: Would this be on the basig where the employer is

contributing to Social Security. Would that be on the basis of an employee for
one hour or a full-time cmployee,

Mr, McCormick: I think that is on the basis of a full-time employee,

Mr, Haley: You're considering a full-time employee as cne who
works forty hours a week,

Mayor Tollefson: What about a 35-hour week.

Mr. Haley: A lot of amployece work a 40~hour week, but I have
some full-time employees vvho work less thon 40 hours a week,

Mrs, Price: Seme work just four hours a day, all the time. Is
four hours a day considered . f:11 day, '

Mz, McCormick: ¥a considercd cometimne ago that to qualify for

seniority you had to work so many hours in the preceding year, Alao you have to
determine what date to fix, Are you going to make it so that each month, ad-
ministratively, you are going to have to determine how many employees you have,
You would have to fix 2 date and send a copy to the employee at least once a year,

My, Haley: Couldn't you use the average oa 2 monthly basis,

Mr., McCormick: We figured thai January lst would be a good date, as
that is when the tax year ends, so the employees, as of that day, would govern
the tax that you would pay here for the balence of that calendar year,

L
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Dr, Herrrann: I would like to ask M . McCormick what is the
~urpose in naming all wnese things, ip tresc i ﬂternatives, whether this
s to conform with the Siuta statutes or whetha> ’Ms is a fact, ir that it provides
> gource of revenue, I mc2n obviously it will o octh, but is it only to conform
with tha State statutues ac thot it wouldn't be unconstitution:i, bul why not add
ust a coken amount, The bwgcat power billing volume is g -1 *3 come from
.: jmdividie2! housekolder. is that car-cel. 1 mnean; it you included ikesc
~ings, then whether somrhcdy with one leg worked a half a day. a person with
v.0 legs worked two hcurs, or--these are jusi academic or philanthropic, a
sx=n amount,
Mr, McCormick: We have genareted themn into rwo categur;e:: \iy
+ housing unite, (2) in all other places, The firai thing thet way rzized vas how
hout tha Spoolter hore pajing 51000, o St Pazis povima $1.00, $2 00 or 33,00,
Dr, Herrmann: That is :my point,
Mr, McCormick: Thzt is the ~eagon that we tried to be fair. But then
-~ would have the sarne objection that Mz, Muriland raised, why nct have the
“ 23hington Building pay $1. 00, and 1 Lu.u\. 2 little shozshine parlor down here and
»ay the same 2mount, ‘

Dr, Herrmaonn: There are an infinite number of exxamples,
Mr, McCormick: I don't know how vou are going to 2liminate all of these,
Dr, Herrmann: You haven't answered the question, You just cited

“durray Morgan's Flastic shop 222 cyoryting else here, But Zinally get dova to
sutting in » insertirg in these blanks ~=you couldn't pcssibly put all these things
into consideration and if this is merely corforming to State statutes, ther why
«hculdn't it be possible to pui, not token amoums, but a reascaablc amount iz,

- xd then let it go -vithout trying to specify that this is one thing,

Mr, Murtland: if we arc going to put this kind of tex on. I could scc
» administrative problem,
Mr, Bott: I wa3z wondering, what is this tax. I made a nciz here

that any building or 2ay business should be charged over 31,50, 1agree with

Or. Herrmann--I don't think it should matter if buginesses have 50 or have 100
~mployees, this isn't the point. You are setiing up a payroll statute, that is what
7ou are trying to do here, eviderntly, It has been said that these people that live
st of town, let them pay part of it; well, this is a different proposition ertirely,
{ think, from our Transit System, and I can't see that at all, Iagree with Mrs,
Price, I agree with everybody=--run the gamut of thesge things--l don't think it is
oractical. And it waen't the original idea to begin with, I'm ceriain 2s to that,

1t looks like you see a good thing going and youeecaa

Mr, McCormick: Ag 1 eay, lagislotively, legally yes, you do have
legal problems, Mzr, Bott, We ucve to discuzs chem all,

Mx, Bott: 1 don't think you cught to take into censideration the
aumber of people they have working for them 2~y more thun the ones staying at
nome, if they are affected by it,

Mr,. Bott: Look under Section 12,15,030, under No, 1, it seems
to me, to be amhiguous~«it may not be--perhaps I don't understand it, but on each
person for each housing unit involved, then of course, it gives-up here-a definition
af a "housing unit" shall mean 2 building oz portion thercof, etc.Should a person
then be a family unit in each housing unit involved ; this loocks like every person
i the unit,

Mr, McCormick: This is the exact wording and definition in the State
law,

Mr, Bott: It is ambiguous, isr't it.

My, McCormick: Whether it i8 ambiguous or rot, it passed,

Mr, Bott: The whole thing, this No, 1 dowa here, as well as up
above here, where you just useee=.

M=>, McCormick: The s« xere taken verbatim out of the State law,

Mz, Bott: No, 1, then,

Mr, McCormick: No, 1. under Definitions, this was taken verbatim
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{rom the State law, No. !, "housing unit" was zlso taken verbatirn from the State

law,

Mrs. Price: No, 4,

Mr, McCormick: No, 4 is our own definition,

Mr. Bott: Then ig the meaning of this No, 1, thz: each kousineg
unit involved shall be ckarged a sum not more than $ 1,00,

Mr, McCormiclk: Yes,

Mr, Bott: Not each parson in ezclh unis,

Mr. McCormick: No, not each person,

Mayor Tollefson: Esach houaeing unit, not each person in a housing unit.

 think we are going to agend an awful lot cf {ime if we are poing to figure how
~:any people we should charged if they haves 30 many employees, because when it
-omes right down to it, I am very much opposod to even the imposition on ary
industry or building,

Mr. McCormick: We would Lave to.

Mr. Boti: Wothirg says we have to impose more than a dollar,

Mayor Tollefson: This is so that the Council can discuss it, If the
Counncil says, no, each industry, whether St. Regis or Murray Morgan Plastics,

Mr. Bott: Then if you want a payroll tax, put it on and do it
above board,

Mayor Toliefzon: It is the discretion of the Council,

Mr. Cvitanich: 1 thought we would just get Lepislation to put "X"
number of cents on the utility bill,

Mrs, Price: So did everybody else,

M», Cvitanich: This was my vnderstanding,

Mr, Rowlands: I would like to make a comment, since George raised

the question, Actuzlly we spent a lot of ti:mc, as the Mayor said todav, with
Marshall McCormick, zad a lot of time going over this and a lot of stuff being
wiven {0 ue. The gimpleat way of d.ing,would b= to have just the one dollar on
all of these units, testificd under Siate law, Barring that, baving one dollar
says, for the household aad maybe a fixed amount, two or three, if you want

to group all the other businesses toesther, asguming you want to make a
differentiaticn, because I can assure you, administratively speaking, this will
be most diificult, to figure out how many employees, as they shift and change,
We have about 45,500 accounts from the utilitieg; if you take units, establishing
Tvrom such figure which s2ems to be very fair, 2s Mayor Tollefson mentioned, and
rraybe 3,000 or 4,000 , we don't know for sure. I'm just trying to give you an
example, For commercial, industrial, church groups, we maybe have 5,000 so
all together, presumably the top maybe 55, 000 accounts yearly,

Now, if ycu uave ¢7,000 household units and you charge $1. 00, using this
ror an example, vou charge $2,00 for the other 9,000 to 10,000, all together it
would give you £20,000. Or if you wanted to put $1.00 on everybody, you would
be talking abou! in the neighborhood of $54,000 to $55,000.,

Mrs, Price: May [ ask Mr, McCormick a question, Mr, McCormick,
would we be complying with the law if we put a $1.00 tax on all of these people,
organizations, the aschool district, political subdivision, fraternals, etc,, We
don't have to take into consideration all of these individuals or so on,

Mr, Rowlands: Thai's correct,
Mrs. Price: OK, that is fine,
Mr. McCormick: Just in an eifort to show the Council that they could
classify them if they wanted to, which might eliminate a lot of questions if this
goes on the ballot, classiiying individuals to pay $1,00. -
Mr, Haley: The legitimate obscyvation on the part of many people

ic why should I pay one dollar $1,00 if the St. Regis is paying only $1.00, and
Weyerhausers' are paying only $1,00,
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Mra, Price: But no one is living at Weyerhaueer,

Mr, Haley: That doesn't make any difference, There is a gradu-
1-ed income tax and that doesn't mean I would get that much more use for national
iafense or that much more postzl service, ] don't know any other services that
.ne government grants to me for my income tax, Idon't get any more on tte
s>2gis of my graduated income tex than the nost guy who pays twice or half; we
:t11} receive about the sarme prorcortion of n2tizaal defense services even if

pay more money or legs mcney than gomebsd-- else to the federal governmeng,
32> I don't think it “veuld b2 2 cormplete observat.on on some people's part wh,
:ould I pay as much 25 the Weyerhauvser Co, or someon2 who has a large {am 1y
- - someone who kas a smz21l family, It iz the serviceg, But ! think this merits
.re congideration of having Mo, 2, diifevent figures than on an individual house-
aold, by having a set up, mayb2 not exactly liks this, but something induced by
‘iis outline where there are sp~cizl Lanesits, l4y company benefils becauvee of
he Transit and that is rot me, it is my comyany, or sur comranv, Don't forget
“hese things are individuals in the eyes of th> sy, I thiuk there is meiit in this
<ind of an arrangement, Mavbe no particule iy ¢ the basis of memos to emplovess,
which would be hard to adminiaster, but I bel:c+v: there ig some justification, 1
“m certain that the companies t-nefit by the f2c: there is a Trarsit System in the
ity of Tacoma, otherwisa every individual wonld have to be in a car pool, The
people have a lot at stake on how transportation and how the flecw of people are
¥ ithin the community, I think there is merit to this approach,

Mr. Cvitanich: Hypothetically again, I drive downtown, Ido all my
shopping downtown because there is more downiown, So the City puts a Transit
ous on to go to the Bon Marche, 1 am more than glad, 2s a horneowner, to pay a
$1.00 here for the bus, How will the city make it by paying $1,00 or $2.00, This
isn't the way they advertise it, put a transit specisl out there for them, why don't
they pay more,

Mrs,. Piice: Let's look at it this way. Because those people want
1 bus to take them to the Mall--our Transit bus--if they didn't use a Transit
hus, we would be subsidizing a lot more, so they are paying for these people to
ride on the bus. These people that are riding or the bus>s to work, they are
celping to pay for the operation cf the buses but they will atill bhave to pay a
dollar, There are an awful lot of people who never ride a busg that will have to
vay a dollar and that is all they're paying toward the bus system.

Mr, Cvitanich: No argument whatever, I ride the bus and I am more
than willing to pay.

Mrs, Price: Iam too,

Mr. McCormick: I think also one of the reasons, not the main reason,

but I think there might have been sorme thinking also to the fact that if you didn't
charge some kind of a berefit on a preferred basis and charged more than $1, 00
yvou would not have to tax the housing pecple for $1,00.

Mrs, Price: There ig no indication put on these groups under
No, 2.

Mr., McCormick: That is my interpretation of the State Law,

Mayor Tollefson: That is one of the reasoens that the Legislature

drafted it that way, They had in mind the fact that some business might benefit
more than just the householder would benefit,

Mr, McCormick: These arguments were before the Legislature, just
2s they are here tonight,

Mayor Tollefson: The Law is bettar than the ene that was presented
o the Legislatursa, But it is still difficuls,

Mr, Rowlands: Mz», Cvitanich, let me try to answer your question

completely., Actually, in addition to using and utilizing this method, they also
zave some of the cities the opportunity to use the B & O tax method, if they wanted
to, if they already had a B & O tax, But the point that was mentioned by Mr,
McCormick, City Attorrey, should remain in this discussion for example,
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i Jooking 2¢ theie figurcs we can come vp “vith some alterratives«-four or rivz

2ggificaticns, o even iwo or three, When you have a figure of iwo or three or
‘sur dollars, for example, opposed to the $1,00, then you might be able to have a
75¢ fee in place of the $1.00, Also, deperding on the arnount of money you want
0 set aside for replacing equipment-depreciation, plus the repayment of the loan,
pilus operating lcgs, all ¢thege things I think the Council will have to considex,

There are 211 types of combinations, It is not 2 gimnle matter«- it is
-omplex.

Mrs. Price: If Initiative 2206 had pa3sed, we woulda't have to
worry about it, '

Mr, Rowlands: That's right,

Mr. Halcy: 1 would like to make some other comments on this
matiar, If we go the rouf: of having Item 2, which would be different from the
individva ] housing, bui I will call that Item 1; then maybe take Item 3 and have it
item 2, ! would suppose this ghould be maore then just $1.00 or $2,00 or it would
maks a mockery out of the whole idea of differentiation, It would seem to me it
would be a 1ot more logiczl if you are going to charge a householder $1,00 and
a company that employecs 100 pzonle, and maybe charge them $100, All right
you are going to charge them $12,900 2 year for the householders; if you have
100 employees, would you charge them $1200.

Mr, Bott: You have 100 people paying to buy a houge too,

Mr,. Haley: But T just got through telling veu that the individual
at home is one thing and he is a separate entity and recognived by the law, But
you've got corporations, businesses here. likewise aeparated., These people have
all the rights that the incividuai has Mezrrill, Lynch, Pizrce,Fenrer, Smith aad
Dean are trected as an indivudual,

Mr, Bott: Thesec cmployeces can be treated as a2n individual, I
still maintain they are not the ones that gain, it is the employees that gain,

Mr, Haley: Mr, Mayor, if we are going to charge a dollar to
the individual householder, it has to be more than just double or triple in these
other classifications, otherwiee, you defeat the purpose, If I pay $100--1
don't mean to pretend tkis is the right figure, but I did use the figure and it
seems somewhat ridiculouvs, perhaps,~ I thirk theve should be a substantial dif-
ference,

Mr, Finnigan: Reading from the 1963 Annual Budget, Mr. Rowlands
wrote this special paragraph on wnat causged the financial problem., He goes on
to talk about the Transit Dept, - "Furthermore, a subsidy of approximately
$78,000 for tke year 196} and $67,000 for the year 1962 must be repaid over a
three-year period on an average of $40,500 annvally, Therefore, the Transit
System is now being subsgidized by the General Fund to the extent of approximately
$71,000 annually.”" Now we are talking about a millicn dollars annually,

Mr, Gaisford: $475,000 annually, $125, 000 repayment of the loan,

Mr. Finnigan: Repaying a loan which we would never be able to pay
because it has grown more and more and more, Amortize this thing out in its
entirety and equipment and it will be going for another 50 years,

You are talking about four bits or $1.00 here, What ia the next move--go
down to the Liegislature and ask for an extension to $2.00 maximum or $3.00
maximum, Is this what people are looking forward to in the future, How far will
we go on this thing, You were talking about $7!,000 just 3 years ago, Now we are
talking about $475,000 annually, plus equipment, etc, We've got to look a little
farther than just next year or the year afier that,

The Legislature provided $1,00 maximum and we are trying to work that
into a rcasonable sum, semewhere arourd 2 half million, from the figures that
you have given us, This thirg ien't going to end next year or the year after, At
the rate it is going, it is going to be just a tremendous expense. 1 think we had
just better look a little bit beyond the next year or two, I think we should look
at ten years from now,




S0

City Council Minutes ~ Page 14 - November 22, 1966

Mr, Rowlands: If I may add this for just 2 mcment, for the first
.itne we seem to be reaching a level here with a slight increaze in patrornezs,
30 we're not going down 4 to 5% a year, we're coming up 11/2 or 2% the last
month, Somewhere in that neighberhcoa,

Mr, Finnigan: That is all right, Mr. Rowlands, but it will take
another 10 years to catch up, No doubt 2baut it, with the lozns we have out pow,
‘We have no relief in sight for the rext ten years,

Mavyor Tollefson: What vou zre saying ig, e=ven if we pass this,. at a
reascnable amount to take care of the reed for this year, there is not going to
be enough for the next year,

Mr, Finnigan: No,

Mayor Tollefson: That is whkat we have to pcint cutl to the Legislature,
»ven though this is a relief measure, it is not an adequate measure,

Mr. Rowlands: We could have a profitable Transit System, 2all right

if you have a depression or if vyou bave 2 war where you hava {2 curtail the use

of the automobile. Under thoge two circunstances 1 could give you the mcst
prosperous Traasit Sygtem ir the world, Ta>y were making money all over the
country at 5¢ a ride in 1941 through 1345, bu! we have a prosperous, two

or three car family society these deva, and ! know it is not going to get any
hetter, I can't see anv prospects of it gettiny any better - it may even get a
little worse from the standpoint of money out of pocket. I knew, at least, we

are not losing patronege this year and that is 2 reversal, as it's 5% almost every
vear for the last ten years,

Mr. Cvitanich: Well, Mr, Rowlands, I think we discussed this back
in 1962: No, 1, the Transit Syztem is a necessity., No, 2, we will try to operate
the best we can, We are not gclzg tc make sichey with it, we have to subsidize
it, Where does {hc money come from - that is what it boils down to,

Mrs, Price: Ii this were operated just like any other utility that
has to be operated, then we would have to mak> & charge that would run the
utility, and ‘we couldn't subzidize from our gercreal fund,

Mayor Tollefson: Tou can do {a=t on a taxable utility, but you can't
do it on this one,

Mrs, Price: That ig what I mear, on another utility, butl you
couldn't do it on this one to xaintain the gyctem,

Mr, McCormick: Some decisior is going to have to b~ made within

a week, Thursday is Thanksgivieg Day and we have to zet the docket ready for
Council for the Z2%h, I it is gecirg to be referred to the cleciorzie, it would
have to be certified to the Auditor's office ai least 45 daya prior to the 24th of
January,

If this is to be placed on the ballot, it will have to be passed next Tuesday.

Mayor Tollefgon: Probably we will have a long meeting next Tuesday.

Mr, Haley: Shall I lead out by giving the Council something to
chew on as to how it works out, then they cen shoot it down or use it,

I propoced to use $1,00 as a bage, the maximum. Then if it is less than
$1.00, more questions can be a2sked,

Let me proposed that we charge $60.00 per year because on a $1,00
base that is $12, 00 a month,

Then for Item 1, the household on 2 yearly basis, it would be $12,00,

Then I propose Mo, 2, $50.00 a year.

Then No. 3, Item (2) $20,00 & year,

Then Item (b) $30,00 a year,

Item (c) $60,00 a year.

Item (d) $80,00 a year.

Item (e} $100,00 2 year,

Mr, Cvitanich: I appreciate Mr., Haley's statements, and it is a
step forward, but I think that before the next meeting maybe we can get some
figures on how much revenue we would get & 50 cents a month and 75 cents a
month also, Then maybe scale these other proposals.
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Mr, Haley: As I proncre, $1,00 2 month 3as 2 base or $12,00
.. year 2as a base, then, of coursa, scale them accordingly.

Mr, McCormick: As I gather, it is the consensus of the City Council
i~re that they would not keep all of the classifications based on the numnber of
‘mployees,

Mr, Gaisford: Mzay I say one thirg, we will have tremendous

«:ificulty to bring in a revenue estimale b2sed on the nurmber of employees,
hig will be 2 tremendous job to find out the number cf emgployecs in each
~-ganization, There are over 5003 diifercnt types of commercial and indus-~
tril businesses, There i3 approxirnately 80% that have between one and ten

2mployes s,

Mayor Tollefson: I -want to point out onc thing: this should not be on a
-oT year basis, it ehould be on 2 monthly basis,

Mr, Rowlands: Mr, Mzvsor, could ve scbmit to the Council w0 or
hree or four other alternates,

Mr, McCormick: Tb>y cculd be drafted for next week,

Mayor Tollefson: For 2:mmple, we have to move 2long as we all

~now, and it is the matter of the acturl doing. The administrative portion had

‘o be discussed very carefully so I will guggest that we get together with Mr,
Zaisford and Mr, McCormick and see what the difficulties are going to be, keep~
'ng in mind the equity of such a business tax, The original idea was that this
would be paid for on an individual bagis. That was our original idea. With

-his drafting of the law by the Legislature, it opened thig area which is extremely

complicated.

Let's see what we can work out on those formulas and see what can be
accomplished,

Mr, Murtland: Mr, McCormick will have to come up with a better

dafinition of employees because it so happens that I am supporting three em-~
cloyees and of these employeca, ncne work more than 8 hours a week,

Mr, McCosmick: I appreciate thet it is very difficult to draft a
1efinition of employees as there arc so raany things involved, but we will try to
¢ osme up with something.

Mrs. Price: 1 was wondering about the apartment houses, is it
»osgible to find from the Utilities Derpi, just how many of these apartments
‘urnish the electricity. I belisve that mou: of thom and especially the newer
oncs, and the larger ones, are all metered individvally,

Mayor Tollefson: I think 89 too,

Mrsg, Price: Then we wouldn't have t5 worry about this 90% be-
cause apartment dwellers are billed privately, In the smaller apartments, the
one end two units; have put in meters because it was too costly, I don't think
we would have tco much worry about apartment houses in this respect,

Mayor Tollefson: Let's go oz with the finel reading of ordinances,

¥FINAL READING OF ORDINANCES:

Ordinance No,. 1812} (postpored from the meeting of Nov. 9, 1966)

Amending Chapter 12,06 of the official code of the city by repealing and
rc-enacting a new section 12,06.190 relative to Electric Energy~Regulation
and Rates,

Mayor Tollefson requested ithat this be postponed for one month, until
December 20, 1964,

Mr, Cvitanich moved that Ordirance No, 18121 be postponed until Dec, 20,
1966, Seconded by Mr, Haley., Voice vote taken, Motion carried,
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Ordinance No, 18166

Annexing the area in the vicinity of So. 96th and Pacific Avenue,
{petition of Park 'N Shop Land Co,) -

o~
Roll call was taken on the ordinance, resulting as follows: b 7
Ayes 8; Nays 0; Absert !, Joknson,

The Ordirance was declared paesed by the Chairman,

Ordinance No, 18167

Providing for the improvement of L I D 5428 for water mains in No,
33rd St, froem 515 feet e2st of Pearl to Shirley Et.; Shirley from No. 33rd to
No. 35th; No. 35th from Shirley St, west 270 feet,

Roll call was takexn on the ordirance, veszltizrg as focllows:

Ayes 8; Nays 0; Absent 1, Johnson,
The Ordinance was declared passed by the Chairman,

Ordinance No, 18168

Providing for the improvement of L I D 4802 for pevirg on No, 14th
from Alder to Cedar; alley between Tacoma Ave, and G St,: 6ih Ave, to
So. Tth; alley between I & J; So. 15th to So. 2!st and other alleys,

Roll call was taken on the ordinance, resulting 242 follows:

Ayes 8; Nays 0; Absent 1, Johnscn,
The Ordinance was declared pasaed by the Chairman,

Ordinace No, 18169

Providing for the improvement of L. I D 3655 for storm drains on Titlow
Rd, from 110 feet north of So. 16th to So. 17th and So. 16th St, from Titlow Rd.
to 130 feet east of Walters Road.,

Mr, Schuster explained, thia area is near Titlow Beach and it is strictly
for a storm sewer, He pointed out on the map the location of the proposed sewer
in connection with the truunk line coming {rom the Narrowmocor area,

Mrs, Alice Nordstrom property owner, explained that this storm sewer
‘#ould be of no bernefit to her property whatsoever. She said when the sanitary
sewer was installed they thought they were poying {or the storm sewer also.

On their own they have l2id 400 feet of tile ard this drains down o where the
storm sewer ig proposed,

M, Schuster explainzd, the assesament cn these properties being
benefited have been as:czsced ca 2 frent-footage basis, so the proper-
ties boelow have been 2s:seczedsix tiimes as much: ag the properties up on the
hill, In reality the geoule living on kigher ground help create the proble:: be-
cause their water drains dowan to the bottom of the hill,

Mr, Johnson explained thet they had discusaed this at the L. I D meeting
and it appeared that only 28% remonstrances were filed which was a minor
figure, as the majority of the cost was being born by those who were in favor of
the L I D, However, those who would benefit by the L. I D, was not discussed,
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and it does se~m that if proper drainage i3 put in there, another lateral line
will have to be put in above this one, and the property owners will be assessed
again at a higher rats than they are now being asseessed, He said be did not
know how to avoid this, urlesa Mrs, Nordstrom can prove al the final assessmant
roll hearing that her property will not he beneiited by the imnrovement,

Mrs, Price stated at the fime of the L 1 D hearing she 2zd vir. Johnson
stresscd the fact, if the properiy cwrors can prove that they are nct being
henefited at the tiree of the as:=:-er . rol’ hearing, ineir assessn.cut will be
'jeleted(

Roll cell was iaken on .k2 ordinance. vesulung &5 7o}lowes

Ayes 9; Nays 0; Abgent 0,
The Ordinance was declared pacsed by the Chairman.

Ordinance No, 18170

Approving and confirming the 2ssessment roll for L I D 6213 for street
lighting on So. 56th to So, 66th St. from Fife to Wapato,

Roll call was taken on the ordirance, resulting as follows:

Ayes 8; Nays 0; Absent 1, Johnson,
The Ordinance was declared passed by the Chairman.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

The Director of Public Utilities presents the agsessment roll for the cost

of L I D 5419 for water mains in Huson Street produced from So, 48th Street norih
630 feet.

Mr, Haley moved that Monday, Janvary 9, 1967 at 4:00 P, M. be set
as the date for hearing on L I D 5419, Seconded by Mr, Finnigan, Voice vote
taken, Motion carried.

REPORTS:

MC-482 - 52nd Annual Conference of the Interrational City Managers'
Association, Phoenix, Arizon:,

Placed on file,

ITEMS FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:

Belt Lire Division report for the month of Sept. 1966

COMMENTS:

Mr, Cvitznich asked Mr, Rowlands if the lighting on No, 2lst Street
has been resolved. / \o

Mr, Rowlands explained the lighting plans were submitted by the Public ,’)1
Works Dept. and seversl letters have been written to Mr, Erdahl, Director of f)ﬁ, "7
Public Works, and ii does not appear that anything will be irstalled until next \j\l
8 pring ° Ext ok e

There being no further business to come before the Ccuncil, upon motion
duly seconded and passed the meeting adjourned.at 7:30 P, M,
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