CITY OF BLAINE

CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
Monday, January 22, 2007
7:00 P.M. 
A.
WORK SESSION – 5:30 p.m. – Advisory Board & Commission Interviews

B.
EXECUTIVE SESSION – Pending Litigation

C.
CALL TO ORDER – 7:00 p.m.
· MOMENT OF SILENCE
· PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
· ROLL CALL:  Ken Ely, Charlie Hawkins, John Liebert, Bonnie Onyon, Jason Overstreet, Mike Myers.
· EXCUSED: Bruce Wolf
· STAFF PRESENT:   Steve Banham Public Works Director; Sheri Sanchez, City Clerk; Meredith Riley Finance Director; Mike Haslip, Chief of Police; Jon Sitkin, City Attorney.
D.
AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION
1.
Blaine Builder Award – Stafholt Nursing Home.  Gary Tomsic presented this award for the Giving Tree Project at Christmas.  Debbie Graff, Laurie Hart and Wayne Weinschenk and Natasha Grischuk.  
2.
Blaine Builder Award – Jan Hrutfiord.  Gary Tomsic presented this and complimented her for her leadership and work on the Parks Board.  
3.
Jason Burke, 1460 Madison Avenue.  He had questions regarding where we go with the airport.  He suggested putting something on the ballot.  
E. 
CITY MANAGER AND STAFF REPORT
1.
Year End Development Report for 2006 – presented by Alex Wenger and Ed Yurgalevicz.  Vested developments and approved developments in West Blaine, Central Blaine and East Blaine – total 178 units.  Approved building permits, 4th quarter – 5 residential, 1 new commercial and 1 new industrial.  Total approved for 2006 residential, 96; new commercial, 4; new industrial, 3.  There are a total of 21 vested, but not approved.  The total number of inspections for the year was 1,259.  

Wastewater ERU’s connection for 2006 vs. 2005 were reviewed.  
2.
Boardwalk Update – reported by Steve Banham.  The punch list on phase I has been completed.  Phase 3 for the pedestrian bridge - the design work and structural work has been done.  The Port of Bellingham and the City have agreed to create a park at the end of the bridge.  The City will also pursue grants.  
3.
Lighthouse Point Update – reported by Steve Banham.  He noted that we have reviewed the recommendation by the VE study and will meet with Brown & Caldwell.  This will include coming up with capital savings.  The plant is about a $30,000,000 project.  Estimates are subject to inflation rates.  
4.
Restructure of Semiahmoo Pressure Zones – reported by Steve Banham.  There are 2 pressure zones and adjustments.  The long-term plan is to add booster pumps or reservoir.
5.
Senior Center Roof Replacement Report – reported by Steve Banham.  The County Parks has agreed to provide $30,000 of the $170,000 required for the project.  We are hopeful to get a few more bids and more favorable prices.  
6.
Public meeting on February 7th, Wharf Master Plan at the Port Boathouse  – reported by Terry Galvin.  City of Blaine staff and Port of Bellingham staff will both attend.  
7.
Washington, D.C. Trip – reported by Gary Tomsic.  He noted that he had spoke with Jim Miller and they are attempting to put together a trip of government entities from Whatcom County.  
8.
Quiet Zone Update – reported by Gary Tomsic.  He noted that the demonstration was postponed due to illness of the person giving the demonstration.  The plan is to re-schedule in February.  

9.
Council Attendance Policy – reported by Gary Tomsic.  He passed out proposed changes to the code.  He wanted the Council to look at the proposal as an alternative to what is in the code and decide if we should move forward with this.  He also commented that we should possibly have additional compensation for work sessions.  
10.
City Website Review – reported by Gary Tomsic.  There is a website committee that has been reviewing the website.  We are looking at CivicPlus as a possible vendor for implementation of the new website.  

11.
City Manager’s Blog – reported by Gary Tomsic.  He showed the Council his blog site and encouraged the community to check it.  Jason Burke had a comment regarding possible changes in e-mails for City Council.  Jason Overstreet felt this would be a good idea.  Gary Tomsic felt this would be a good idea and will have city staff look into this.  
12.
Port of Bellingham Meeting – reported by Gary Tomsic:

Gary Tomsic:  Council had directed that we write a letter to the Port of Bellingham requesting that they consider looking at the possibility of partnering with the City in some type of a development on the airport property and it was part of the 6 month moratorium that you approved on holding off on accepting funds from the FAA until a potential study involving the Port could be accomplished.  We met with the, I wrote a letter, I spent a couple of hours meeting with Jim Darling, Executive Director of the Port, and ultimately attended the meeting of the Commissioners of the Port of Bellingham and presented the request on behalf of the City Council.  I think that the reports that were in our local newspaper and in the Bellingham Herald are pretty accurate reports as to what transpired at that meeting.  I think that the Port told us several things.  One is that they did not want to get involved in any controversial subject like the airport in our City.  They felt like that until City Council and the citizens made a decision about what they are going to do with their airport, they didn’t want to be involved with that.  They felt like that the information that we had received in the Makers Report was good information.  It was the same information that they would have, in fact, they did pay for part of it and that the information that as near as they could tell, it was good information and we ought to utilize that as opposed to them trying to critique it and perhaps do something different.  They felt like that they, in terms of any kind of a direct partnership that they really had a lot on their plate right now, a lot of projects going on and that they just didn’t see it in the cards for them to take on anything.  They specifically mentioned their desire to want to focus on working with the City on the wharf comp plan update and getting some activity going, some additional activity going in Blaine Harbor in conjunction with our downtown area and that’s where they would prefer to spend their time in Blaine – on that project.  They offered that should the City chose to move forward and looking at some type of a use other than an airport for the property, that they would be available to provide any kind of technical assistance that we might desire or we might need.  They would be happy to sit down and try to help in a technical way, as they could.  And in fact, Jim Darling has since followed up with a note to me wanting to schedule a time to get together and to talk about how they might be able to help us in that respect.  So, the bottom line is they don’t see themselves partnering in a direct way but will assist us as they can, if that’s the path we chose to make, at least in terms of some technical assistance.  So that’s what happened there.  And I don’t know what that does to the 6-month project but, anything you want to add, Mike. 
Mike Myers:  No, you said it contritely.  Yes.  Was there a question?

John Liebert:  I have a comment concerning the Mayor being present there.  And in his direction if the newspaper report is correct, he favors the Port’s involvement only if the Port would be interested in helping to operate the airport.  Now in all of our discussions, I don’t think that option has ever been brought up and has been put forward by the Council and so unless the Mayor was just speaking on his own behalf of something that he had a question in or an interest in that would be one thing.  But representing the City and misleading and/or directing them, asking them the question if they wanted to run our airport, that, we haven’t ever suggested that or thought about that.  So, I found that quite disturbing, that the Mayor took it upon himself to do that.  
Mike Myers:  Well, you needn’t worry about it because the Port made it very plain to us that they do not want to take on the responsibilities of another airport.  
John Liebert:  Well, you missed the point.  

Mike Myers:  So did you.

John Liebert:  The point was, I mean, who had directed you to go ahead and do that and the Council hadn’t done that.
Mike Myers:  I take full responsibility for what I said down there.

John Liebert:  Okay, well, Mr. Mayor, I think if you’re going to represent the City, you have to represent the City’s or the City Council’s views and not your own personal views.  I know how you feel about it, and I respect you for that, but I don’t think you have the responsibility to impose those views saying that those were the views of the Council because that’s what you were doing as representing the Council in that particular instance.  

Mike Myers:  I hear what you say, and let’s just let it sit and I’ll except whatever punishment you want to give me.

John Liebert:  I’m not here to punish you.

Mike Myers: Fine.  Anything else in the staff report, sir?  

13.
State Auditor’s Exit Conference – reported by Meredith Riley.  She noted that the State Auditor’s exit conference is Tuesday, January 23rd at 12:30 if any of the Council were interested in attending.  

F.
PUBLIC HEARING (MEETING)

1.
None

G. COMMISSION, COMMITTEE AND BOARD REPORTS
1.
Planning Commission – reported by Jeff Arntzen.  He commented about the January 11th work session which was in preparation for the joint meeting with the Council on January 29th.  Discussion will include duties and roles of the planning commission member and 6-month work program.  On Thursday, January 25th there is a public hearing on Prestwick Condominiums.  
2. Airport Commission – None

3. BTAC – None

4. Parks & Cemetery – reported by Terry Galvin.  He commented that 15 people have responded to the trails and open space committee ad that was in the paper.  He wondered if the City Council wanted to review the applicants or leave it to the Parks Board.  
5. Ad Hoc - None

H. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS
1. Letter from Bruce Zimmerman, dated January 11, 2007.

2. Fax from Joel Douglas, dated January 11, 2007.

3. Letter from Dennis Olason, dated January 17, 2007
4. Letter from Joel Douglas, dated January 17, 2007.
I. CONSENT AGENDA
· Items listed below have been distributed to Council members in advance for study and will be enacted by one motion.  If separate discussion is desired on an item, that item may be removed from the Consent Agenda and placed on the regular Agenda at the request of a Council Member.

· Approval of Bills – Amount $ 76,568.56
· Approval of Payroll – Amount $ 394,889.28
· Approval of January 8th and January 19th, 2007 City Council Minutes

MOTION MADE BY CHARLIE HAWKINS TO APPROVE THE CONSENT AGENDA.  THE MOTION WAS SECONDED BY KEN ELY AND APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY (6-0 Wolf excused).
J. COUNCIL ACTION ITEMS
1.
Appointment of Advisory Boards & Commission Members.


Planning Commission – 3 positions



Jouko Noso – 5


Harry Robinson – 5



David Gallion – 4



Alan Black – 1

MOTION MADE BY KEN ELY TO APPOINT JOUKO NOSO, HARRY ROBINSON AND DAVID GALLION TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION.  THE MOTION WAS SECONDED BY CHARLIE HAWKINS AND PASSED 5-0 (Bruce Wolf excused and Jason Overstreet abstained as he was not available for the interviews).
2.
Airport Commission



Len Beckett - 5
MOTION MADE BY JOHN LIEBERT TO APPOINTMENT LEN BECKETT TO THE AIRPORT COMMISSION.  THE MOTION WAS SECONDED BY KEN ELY AND PASSED UNANIMOUSLY 5-0 (Bruce Wolf, Overstreet abstained).
3.
Parks & Cemetery



Shelly Button – 5



Janet Hansen – 5



Joan Clark – 2



Diane Palmason – 3

MOTION MADE BY BONNIE ONYON TO APPOINT SHELLY BUTTON, JANET HANSEN AND DIANE PALMASON TO THE PARKS & CEMETERY COMMISSION.  THE MOTION WAS SECONDED BY JOHN LIEBERT AND PASSED 5-0 (Bruce Wolf excused and Jason Overstreet abstained as he was not available for the interviews.)
2.
Small Works Approval for City Hall Work – reported by Steve Banham. He commented that there is an emergency situation with water leakage at City Hall.  He would like the Council to approve the removal of the awning, repairing the wall and replace window not to exceed $10,000.  He recommended Colacurcio Bros.  There estimate was approximately $9,000.  The bus stop has also been re-located to the north for the repair work as well.  

MOTION MADE BY JOHN LIEBERT TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO A SMALL WORKS TIME AND MATERIAL CONTRACT WITH COLACURCIO BROS. CONSTRUCTION CO. FOR REMOVAL OF THE AWNING AND REPAIR OF THE SOUTHERN EXTERIOR WALL AT CITY HALL NOT TO EXCEED $10,000 WITHOUT FURTHER AUTHORIZATION AND WAIVE THE 2ND READING.  THE MOTION WAS SECONDED BY KEN ELY AND PASSED UNANIMOUSLY (6-0 Wolf excused).
3.
Application to State Department of Ecology for new Water Rights – reported by Steve Banham.  He commented that we are working with Birch Bay Water and Sewer district for groundwater and surface water rights due to growth.  We have put together 5 applications to be sent to the Department of Ecology.  Staff recommends that City Council approve the application package.

MOTION MADE BY KEN ELY TO APPROVE SUBMISSION TO THE WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY THE 5 APPLICATION PACKAGES FOR NEW WATER RIGHTS FOR UP TO 6 WELLS EACH WITHIN TOWNSHIP NORTH SECTIONS 4,5,8,9, WITHIN TOWNSHIP 41 NORTH SECTION 33 AND WAIVE THE 2ND READING.  THE MOTION WAS SECONDED BY CHARLIE HAWKINS AND PASSED UNANIMOUSLY (6-0 Bruce Wolf excused).
K.
UNFINISHED BUSINESS

L.
COUNCIL NEW BUSINESS

John Liebert:  Mr. Mayor, I do have something.  Last week, we received a response from our City Manager from Mary Vargas of FAA, which really an eye dropping dot, which indicates that there are little to no chance of receiving any of the funding that either in large doses or small doses that we have been thinking that would be provided for us and for our airport.  And so, I would like to propose to the staff and for a presentation at our next council meeting – One - a resolution rescinding our current moratorium on airport related business and secondly to prepare an ordinance for the closing of our airport at or in before the end of ‘08 or sooner.  I know that this has been a contentious item in our community for a long while and this last information from the FAA, I thought was just a really clear and concise message to us that said that that funding is not available.  And, it’s going to take us awhile to get to that point where the airport would be non-functioning, and so on, and I think that we need to start to develop a plan, how to market that piece of property.  I’m not saying that, you know, the next day the airport isn’t usable and so on, that wouldn’t be practical at all, but that we at least engage in some kind of a study and timetable as to when all of those things can proceed.  Our City Attorney needs to be engaged in that process as well.  We have to look at how much it’s going to cost us and it’s going to cost us something – we know that from what’s been presented to us in the past.  But I do believe that the message was so clear that even for those in the community, who for one reason or another, would see that for the betterment of our community and the fact that we may be able to at least go forward with some economic development in that area, that I’m asking the council to direct staff to prepare that one resolution and ordinance for the closing.  

Mike Myers:  Does anybody else have anything to say?
Jason Overstreet:  This e-mail from Mary Vargas, this is public record.  This is, okay, my concern is with the first paragraph in the Klein property.  John, I think it’s important. Would you mind reading this?  Or I would.  It’s important for the public to hear and see.  
John Liebert:  Okay.

Jason Overstreet:  Please, if you want a copy – ask.  But she’s very clear.

John Liebert:  This is in response to a telephone conversation that our City Manager had with Mary Vargas and Jeff Winter and it had – the first part of it dealt with an issue having to do with one of the owners of the property directly to the, what is that, south and to Gary it says:  It is our understanding that Mr. Klein and his attorney claim Klein property has been damaged because the city is planning to extend the runway.  We understand the Klein property includes large areas of wetlands.  In addition, we are told that Klein is asking more than the appraised FM…

Bonnie Onyon:  Ffair market value.
John Liebert:  Fair market value.  Assuming the city of Blaine’s reason to condemn Klein’s land is to extend the runway, and assuming the City expects AIP which is the …

Bonnie Onyon:  Airport Improvement Plan.
John Liebert:  Airport Improvement Plan reimbursement, we suggest the City of Blaine not purchase Klein’s land at this time.  Do you want me to continue?

Jason Overstreet:  Oh, absolutely.  You haven’t even touched it.

John Liebert:  In general, the City of Blaine should not expect AIP reimbursements to purchase land for runway extension in the near or immediate planning period.  We recommend the City consider a runway extension as a project we might work together on in the distant future, 15-20 plus years out, which is subject to availability of federal AIP funds and, provided the runway extension project meets federal and environmental approval includes feasible mitigation requirements, if any.  A minimum, prior to using AIP funds to buy land to extend the runway, the project must first receive an approved federal environmental assessment and, as stated in our ALP approval letter, this approval of the ALP considers only the safety, utility and efficiency of the airport, and it is conditioned on acknowledgement that any development on airport property requiring federal environmental approval must receive such written approval from the FAA prior to commencement on the subject development.  In addition, the runway length could be modified as a result of findings in the EA study, an example of unintended consequences of the study.  The results of the EA may take anywhere from 6 months to 12 months.  It could take longer and/or require a more detailed study if the project is controversial.  As stated in our ALP letter, approval of this plan does not indicate that the United States will participate in the cost of any development proposed.  Please recall during previous telephone conversations we said it is hypothetically very possible that the City could receive far less than the maximum federal share in support of eligible project elements, if and when the AIP funds were available for the runway extension project.  For example, Blaine may need to move Boblett Street using 100% of city funds prior to the FAA targeting other AIP eligible project elements.  The project would need to be phased accordingly because AIP funds would most likely be phased over many years.  We support the City’s focus on projects…

Bonnie Onyon:  Suggest, suggest.
Jason Overstreet:  Suggest

John Liebert:  Oh, I’m sorry, we suggest the City focus on projects that can be supported by your non-primary entitlement budget, and this is a key paragraph because that was one of the things that was being proposed.  Unfortunately, it may not be realistic to expect millions of dollars from other general aviation airports as we complete planning projects at other GA airports.  It is apparent demand for AIP funds far exceed the funds available, and we will require these airports to save their NPD to complete the projects at their own airports.  So with regards to land use, we suggest you contact Washington State Department of Transportation, Aviation Division, to assist you in this matter.  Please don’t hesitate to contact our office if we can be of any assistance.  Mary Vargas, State Aviation Director.  That’s basically why I’m suggesting that we move forward to phase the airport and start to look for economic development for that property.  

Ken Ely:  So are you making that a motion?
John Liebert:  I don’t know if that needs to be a motion or is it just a thing to staff that that resolution and/or ordinance then …

Jason Overstreet:  I think you’re just asking to put it on the agenda, right?
John Liebert:  On the agenda as…
Jason Overstreet:  As an action item…

John Liebert:  As an action item for next time.

Ken Ely:  How does that work, Jon?
Jon Sitkin:  It’s, you want to place it as a motion to place it on the agenda – that’s appropriate.  Typically the agenda is made by council.

John Liebert:  I so move that we prepare a resolution to rescind our moratorium and prepare an ordinance for the closing of our airport at or within a period of the end of ‘08 or sooner.  

Jason Overstreet:  I’ll second that.  

Mike Myers:  It’s been moved and seconded – is there any questions or discussions?
Jason Overstreet:  I just want to make clear here that on the pro forma dated 11-27-06, which is the latest we’ve been given, it’s vital for the public to understand that this plan, the king pin holding this plan together, is transferred non-primary funds which makes this, one of these last sentences, vital.  And that is, unfortunately, it may not be realistic to expect millions of dollars from other GA airports.  As we complete planning projects at other GA airports, it’s apparent demand for AIP funds far exceed funds available and we will require, it’s not negotiable, we will require these airports to save their NPE to complete projects at their airport.  Those transfer funds aren’t going to happen.  

Charlie Hawkins:  The only question I have is in appearance of fairness of this, without Bruce here…

Mike Myers:  That’s right.

Charlie Hawkins:  You know, a full council, it seems a little unfair.  Last time we didn’t vote on the issues because Jason wasn’t here, concerning the airport – Jason wasn’t here.  

John Liebert:  You have a legitimate point; however, Bruce did receive that message from Mary Vargas before he left.

Jon Sitkin:  I understand the motion is just to put the issue on the agenda for the next meeting and to consider the resolution and consider an ordinance – not to take a vote tonight to approve a resolution or approve the ordinance but to place their consideration on the next agenda.  That way you cover the notice issue and in …

John Liebert:  Right.

Jon Sitkin:  And just to be clear, if I understood, it’s the motion that you’re suggesting being considered at next meeting, is to rescind the moratorium and the master plan.  Is that…

Mike Myers:  He didn’t say that.

Jon Sitkin:  I’m just trying – I’m trying to think of – just so we’re clear, is that if you’re rescinding the moratorium, then what?  Do you want the ordinance to close?

John Liebert:  Well, I thought, yeah, yeah. 

Jon Sitkin:  So the master plan issue - so the master plan be approved?
John Liebert:  Then the master plan would be rejected, if that motion in effect.  

Jon Sitkin:  Okay, I can work on that for your consideration.

John Liebert:  Okay. 

Jon Sitkin:  But I understood the motion was just placing it on the agenda.  Charlie’s point is well taken.  You would not – a motion to rescind, to be considered tonight, would not be appropriate because it wasn’t on the agenda but you could place it on a subsequent agenda.

John Liebert:  That was the intent.  I got bent out of shape one other meeting when we started to deal with something that wasn’t on the agenda – I’m not going to do the same thing.  I think that the two weeks or whenever that is when we have the next meeting …

Bonnie Onyon:  When will Bruce return?
Ken Ely:  5 weeks.

John Liebert:  He won’t be here.

Mike Myers:  He won’t be here for quite a while.

John Liebert:  But he will have a chance to comment on it anyway.  

Ken Ely:  He’s gone 5 weeks.

John Liebert:  I believe it’s February 12th.

Ken Ely:  When he’s back?
John Liebert:  No, our next meeting, so…
Sheri Sanchez:  He will miss the next meeting.

Ken Ely:  But only that, I think.  

Charlie:  Inaudible

Ken Ely:  We can have 1st and 2nd reading…
John Liebert:  And that’s a legitimate point, Charlie.  And really, one of the reasons that I wanted to get going on it now, it goes back to March of what, ‘04?

Ken Ely:  Never mind that part. 

John Liebert:  Okay, he who hesitates, you know, is going to get burned.

Mike Myers:  Any other discussion or questions?  Well, at this point, I think I’d like to ring in on it, too.  And that is, I fully oppose the motion to put this on the agenda.  I would much rather see us get together into a public discussion about it before we make a motion like that.  I still think that we’d be making a terrible mistake to close a viable public facility.  It doesn’t have the runway expansion yet but it’s still a good airport and why we want to close it is completely beyond me.  In any case, I fully oppose the admission of this item on the agenda.  Anything else?
Bonnie Onyon:  I just want to point out that I think the vote that we had to keep the airport open and accept the master plan – a lot of that information, at least for maybe 1 or 2 people, was hinged on the plan.  And this is the – the plan really isn’t possible anymore.  Not realistic.  I mean, I suppose anything is possible.

Mike Myers:  The plan is still possible.
Bonnie Onyon:  It’s certainly not realistic and to me it is far too risky.  We are risking city funds.  We are risking spending a lot of money to get there.  A whole lot of money with very little guarantees and I can’t do that.  I can’t subject future council’s to the commitment, to the risk.  And, so I think, we were voting for something different before and I think it deserves another vote.  

Mike Myers:  Anything else?  All right, let’s go ahead and vote then.

Sheri Sanchez:  Approved 4-2 (Hawkins and Myers opposed, Wolf excused).

M.
MAYOR’S AND COUNCIL REPORTS - None
N.
ADJOURN – 8:47 P.M.
__________________________
___________________________________

MAYOR
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