
 

 

 
Columbia City Council Meeting Recap 

Council Chamber, Columbia City Hall 
7:00 PM 

Monday, November 6, 2017 
________________________________________________ 

 
INTRODUCTORY ITEMS 

Pledge of Allegiance    (Recited as indicated.) 
Roll Call     (Present: Treece, Ruffin, Trapp, Pitzer, Skala, Thomas, Peters 
      Absent: None.) 
Approval of Minutes (Minutes from October 16, 2017 approved.)  
Adjustment of Agenda (B317-17 was removed from the Consent Agenda. Tabling of 

305-17 was requested by the applicant. Suggestion was made to 
table until December 4, rather than November 20. B326-17, a 
companion bill, was also suggested for tabling until Dec.4. 
Council agreed to this tabling and was further confirmed by a 
vote during Council Comments. B322-17 was withdrawn from 
consideration by city staff.) 

 
SPECIAL ITEMS 

SI7-17 Swearing in of Sarah Dresser as the Manager of the Office of Cultural Affairs of 
the City of Columbia. 
(Action: Dresser installed as indicated. No further remarks.) 
 
SI8-17 Missouri Public Utility Alliance (MPUA) Resolution of Recognition and 
Commendation for Hurricane Irma Mutual Aid Assistance and Certificate of 
Appreciation for sending lineman to help with restoration of power. 
(Action: A representative of MPUA appeared to speak to the courage and service of local personnel who 
assisted in recent hurricane and flood events in Florida. 11 individuals from Columbia joined with other 
people from Missouri to help people in need. Resolution of Commendation was presented to those 
individuals.) 
 
SI9-17 Missouri Public Utility Alliance (MPUA) presentation of Buddy Bennett-Lee 
Barker Community Service Award. 
(Action: MPUA presented a special award to the Water & Light Department for its community service 
and involvement, including affordable housing and energy saving programs. Award accepted by Brendan 
Renaud and Terry Freeman. Also mentioned the service of Tina Worley.) 
 

APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS 



 

(None.) 
 

SCHEDULED PUBLIC COMMENT 
SPC64-17 Nina Hampton - Racial profiling in traffic stops. 
(Action: Speaker appeared as a member of Race Matters, Friends. Discussed racial profiling and traffic 
stops. Traffic safety stops are different from investigative stops. Asserted that investigative stops are 
more intensive and stressful and are more prone to racial considerations. Speaker described the history 
of anti-profiling legislation and indicated that crime statistics show no difference between poor white 
and poor black individuals. People feel this bias, even when police are polite. This is institutional, not the 
isolated acts of individual police. We may not be able to eradicate this bias, but it should not be 
tolerated. The best way to eliminate bias is to eliminate officer discretion in making stops.) 
 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

PH38-17 Proposed construction of the Clary-Shy Community Park - Agriculture Park - 
Phase I improvement project. (This item is being considered in tandem with the request that follows this 
item.) 
[See B319-17/Mayor Memo] 
(Action: Park staff is proposing to construct the first phase of a farmer’s market structure, a 40-car 
parking lot, infrastructure improvements, an urban garden, outdoor classroom and a maintenance 
center for the agriculture park.  
 
The total project budget for phase I improvements at the park is $1,469,565 and includes $400,000 in 
Park Sales Tax funds, $495,000 in sponsorship funds from MU Health Care and $574,565 from the City’s 
designated loan fund. The funds from the designated loan fund will be repaid by donations from the 
Friends of the Farm fundraising partnership. The Friends of the Farm partnership has received pledges 
for the project from organizations and individuals throughout the community, with many of them 
making multiple year pledges. The use of the City’s designated loan fund will allow for phase I 
construction to begin in 2018 with the total loan funding paid off within 3 years utilizing the donations 
pledged from the community. Staff is requesting to appropriate the $495,000 in sponsorship funding 
and the $574,565 from the City’s designated loan fund to the project for completion of phase I 
improvements. 
 
The Columbia Parks and Recreation Department has also received confirmation that the Department 
was awarded a $400,000 Outdoor Recreation Legacy Partnership grant from the U.S. Department of the 
Interior and the National Park Service. Staff will return to Council at a later date to ask for Council 
approval for the City Manager to sign the grant agreement and appropriate the funds at that time. The 
funding will cover all or a portion of the costs associated with the playground, walking trails, stage, 
urban farm, parking and outdoor classroom. Staff will also return to Council at a later date for the 
approval of lease agreements with the Columbia Farmers Market and Columbia Center for Urban 
Agriculture. The lease agreements will outline the short-term and long-term use of the agriculture park 
as it relates to the operations of the two organizations. 
 
Park staff currently maintains the park property and completes all mowing and landscaping necessary at 
the park. Staff does not anticipate an increase in expenses associated with these activities due to the 
reduction in total area mowed and maintained by park staff. All expenses associated with the Columbia 
Center for Urban Agriculture, including the fruit and vegetable production garden, orchard and 
maintenance center will be the responsibility of CCUA. 
 



 

Hearing was opened.  
 
First speaker indicated that he is a leader of the group proposing this project and emphasized the 
benefits of the proposal. Asked audience members to stand in support, many of whom did. Asked the 
city to continue to fund this program in the future and asked for the Council’s support. 
 
Next speaker indicated that he was an architect for the project and that they had elicited ideas for the 
park from the community. Indicated that not only would the structure provide space for nearly 100 
vendors, but that it would also have multi-purpose applications such as some enclosed spaces, a 
greenhouse, an outdoor classroom and parking. This will provide a more robust use for the property and 
also incorporates solar design concepts. Responded to question about other use capabilities. Indicated 
that it could be used for car shows, meeting venues such as employer parties, educational uses, etc. This 
new space expands space for vendors from 70 to 100 and expands the footprint. 
 
Mayor asked how it is that the city controls the project and approves the plans, but we don’t currently 
own the project. Parks director indicated that this was standard practice. Skala asked about stormwater 
and open space. Staff indicated that at the present time it would remain as open space until some 
future change in use was proposed. 
 
Speaker spoke on behalf of the Columbia Farmers Market in support of the project. Indicated that all 
vendors have local links and that the relationship with the city has been positive. This project will give 
vendors the opportunity to operate year-round in the same location. Reiterated various benefits relating 
to education, the economy and the community. Indicated that the farmers market can accept EBT 
payments. Indicated that $60,000 to $70,000 had been extended to low income buyers in the past year. 
 
Speaker indicated that the site is handicapped accessible and that the architect had reached out to the 
Disabilities Commission to ensure that it will truly be accessible. 
 
Speaker indicated that he was a grower and vendor and that he supported the project. He believed that 
interest in the market has grown steadily over the years and that demand now occurs year-round. He 
believes that this improve in infrastructure matches the increased interest. This project will create new 
synergies between partners who use the park. 
 
Next speaker reiterated support for the project and believed it was a truly collaborative effort. Believed 
that the city owning the land was an important way to proceed and allow partnerships to grow on the 
site. Douglas Park area had some similar constructs. 
 
Next speaker was a leader of the farmers market and indicated strong support. Provided some statistics 
regarding cost of nutritional food. Believes that the partnership has allowed more people to take 
advantage of good products at good prices. 
 
Final speaker indicated that this project was a good economic development project. Indicated that so 
much of the food we buy travels many miles to get here. Believed that we could grow more locally and 
get value for our food instead of sending that money out of state. Support the project. 
 
General support for the project was expressed by the council. 
Motion in favor of the proposal was approved unanimously.) 
 



 

B319-17 Approving the Clary-Shy Community Park - Agriculture Park Master Plan; 
authorizing construction of the Clary-Shy Community Park - Agriculture Park - 
Phase I improvement project; calling for bids through the Purchasing Division; 
appropriating funds. 
(Action: Refer to staff report in the previous item for clarification of project. 
Motion to authorize bids for the project and appropriate funds approved unanimously.) 
 

 
PH39-17 Voluntary annexation of property located on the west side of Old Plank Road 
and north of Glasgow Drive (1001 W. Old Plank Road) (Case No. 17-212). 
[See B325-17 Under Intro & 1st Read/Mayor Memo]  
(Action: This hearing is being held to receive public comments on the proposed annexation of a 1- acre 
property located at 1001 West Old Plank Road, owned by Steve O. Woodward, Linda K. Ismay, and 
Rosemary Lewis. The subject acreage is contiguous to the city to the north and west, and along a portion 
of its southern boundary. The applicant is proposing to permanently zone the property R-1(One-family 
Residential District) which is consistent with the site’s current Boone County R-S (Single-family 
Residential) zoning. The property owners are proposing the annexation of their lot in order to connect 
to City sewer service. The owners currently maintain an onsite sewer system which is beginning to fail, 
and they desire connection to the City’s sewer to remove their outdated system. Connection to the city 
sewer requires the property to be annexed. The property owners will likely have to extend a force main 
in order to reach an existing gravity line on the adjacent lot to the north. Construction plans for this 
connection will be required before the applicant can connect. The Planning & Zoning Commission voted 
(8-0) in favor of granting the request to permanently zone the property R- 1. 
 
Thomas asked if the property was within the Urban Service Area. Staff indicated that it was. 
 
No citizens appeared to speak. Public hearing was closed. 
 
This was a public hearing only and no vote will occur on this item until the next meeting on November 
20.) 
 

OLD BUSINESS 
B245-17 Granting a waiver and a design modification relating to the construction of a 
sidewalk along a portion of the north side of Primrose Drive, approximately 500 
feet east of Gardner Drive (2301 Primrose Drive); setting forth a condition for 
payment in lieu of sidewalk construction (Case No. 17-157). 
(Tabled at the September 5, 2017 Council Meeting) (Requires approval by 2/3 
of Council.) 
(Action: City staff presented a report describing the nature of the discussions and considerations that 
have occurred since this case was tabled in September. This request was tabled at the September 5, 
2017 City Council following a presentation by the applicant requesting that a payment in lieu of 
construction of approximately 60 feet of required sidewalk valued at $10,890 be accepted ($181.50 per 
lineal foot). The total frontage is about 225 feet. The applicant is willing to build all but 60 feet of that, 
and make a payment in lieu of construction for the remainder. Justification of the payment in lieu was to 
avoid the removal of a large tree within the path of the future sidewalk. There was some interest among 
Council members in preservation of the existing tree, a large multi-stemmed Sycamore. Council 
requested that staff evaluate alternative designs that may avoid the removal of the tree and 



 

recommend a possible solution that used the existing public right of way. The item was tabled to this 
meeting.  
 
Attached to this report is the alternative preferred design (“Street Bump-out”) and cost estimate 
developed by the City’s Public Works Department. The $74,827 estimate is larger in scope than the 60- 
lineal foot, 300 square foot of sidewalk estimate submitted by the applicant. The sidewalk would begin 
where existing sidewalk ends, and it would terminate at the driveway on the neighboring property to 
the west, requiring 874 square feet of sidewalk. This design exceeds the minimum required 
improvements that the applicant would be required to make under the provisions of the Development 
Code. As such, seeking full payment for such improvements as a fee-in-lieu of the applicant’s obligations 
is not permissible. If Council so chooses to grant the sidewalk waiver using this design, the applicant’s 
proposed fee-in-lieu of payment could be applied against the overall project costs.  
 
It should be further noted that the applicant has provided a cost estimate for construction of the 
required sidewalk in its standard location (60 lineal feet x 5-foot width = 300 square feet). For the 
purposes of comparison, the City’s Public Works Department has put together the City’s anticipated 
costs for a standard location, resulting in an estimate of $76,356. (CLICK HERE FOR LINK TO CITY 
PROPOSAL.) 
 
Once again, the city estimate is for a project larger in scope, requiring 801 square feet of concrete 
sidewalk and extending from the end of the existing sidewalk to the neighboring driveway. Besides the 
scope of the project, the difference in cost estimates is partially a result of requirements for prevailing 
wage rates as well as standardized costs not always applicable to private construction. If an equitable 
payment in lieu of construction is sought, it is staff’s opinion that the applicant’s contribution should be 
a proportionate share of the City’s cost to construct the standard improvements. In essence, approval of 
the waiver means the City will be building the improvements either as required by the Development 
Code or in some alternate manner determined by Council at a later date. The City is under no obligation 
to waive standard construction. If the applicant is unsatisfied with this recommended course of action 
they can withdraw their request and install the sidewalk as required, at their expense, which they have 
estimated at a cost of $10,890. Neither staff nor the applicant has produced any other alternatives, such 
as an alternative that uses a portion of the street surface as a pedestrian path. 
 
Mayor asked what the developer’s share would be. Staff indicated that there were at least two 
scenarios. The question is what is fair and what is proportionate. City cannot compel the applicant to 
pay for the additional sidewalk off-property. Differences also exist between the applicant design and the 
city design in terms of sidewalk width, encroachment into the street in one scenario, and valuation. 
 
Thomas asked for clarification between different bid valuation amounts and location of the various 
proposals. City staff indicated that the variables were numerous, and that advantages and disadvantages 
included safety, trash build-up, ramp construction, potential tree removal, maintenance. Thomas 
suggested that the city simply use the existing street pavement around the tree for the walkway. 
 
Skala asked about the change in process for the city. Asked legal to describe the changes. City legal 
indicated that the new code requires that if a design change is included in a proposal that did not 
receive approval from P&Z then it required a 2/3 vote rather than a simple majority. Peters asked if 
neighbors want a sidewalk. Staff indicated that they do not know if neighbors want the sidewalk or not. 
Staff indicated that this entire sidewalk would not be built out if it relied on future development since  
the neighborhood is already built. 

http://gocolumbiamo.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=35766715-cd0e-45de-88cb-8d4379d22083.pdf
http://gocolumbiamo.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=35766715-cd0e-45de-88cb-8d4379d22083.pdf


 

 
Hearing was opened. 
 
First speaker was the engineer for the project and offered to answer questions. Indicated that he 
preferred tree preservation. Did not know what the cost would be to build the city’s version of the 
sidewalk and he indicated that they had not done that calculation. Indicated that construction of the 
sidewalk without tree removal was not realistic. 
 
No further comments were received form the public. 
 
Trapp indicated that he supported tree preservation and that he has walked the property. He also 
indicated that this entire project would be significant; that some yards in the area would not be well-
suited to new sidewalks; and it may have other negative impacts including erosion if we remove the 
tree. Indicated that he believes that tree preservation was important and that we should accept the 
applicant’s offer for payment in-lieu since true apples-to-apples comparisons were not available to the 
various options. Believed that the existing tree breaks up the roadway, reduces speeds and allows us to 
get some additional funds for area sidewalk improvements. 
 
City legal indicated that a yes vote would grant a waiver but would require a payment in lieu of 
construction. Thomas indicated that he would support leaving the tree in place, and allow for more 
creative ways to provide walking areas. Supported acceptance of the fee in-lieu offer from the 
applicants. Skala asked if the city arborist had weighed in on this issue? City staff indicated that there is 
a possibility to cut the tree back and build a sidewalk, but that it would be expensive and not a sure 
solution. If that happened, then the city estimate would be substantially different. Mayor asked if a non-
waiver would still allow the project to go forward. Staff indicated that they could build some sidewalk 
and avoid the tree and contribute funds. Thomas indicated that he would favor that approach and get 
the $11,000 or so contribution with the construction of the remainder of sidewalks. Skala asked why you 
couldn’t take the sidewalk to a different location. Staff indicated that was not realistic. 
 
Motion to amend the proposal to correct the name of the street was approved unanimously. 
Motion on the main bill passed unanimously.) 
 
B304-17 Authorizing a collective bargaining agreement with Columbia Police 
Lieutenants' Association. 
(Action: City staff presented a report relating to this proposal. City of Columbia management 
representatives and representatives of CPLA participated in a negotiation process on a collective 
bargaining agreement over several months this year. CPLA represents Police Lieutenants in the 
Columbia Police Department. A tentative agreement has been reached, and members of CPLA have 
ratified the contract. If approved by council, the contract will be in effect November 6, 2017 through 
October 31, 2020. The contract includes a reopener for monetary compensation that the parties have 
agreed to discuss annually during the contract period. The full text of the agreement is available at this 
link: COLUMBIA POLICE LIEUTENANTS ASSOCIATION AGREEMENT 
 
City legal staff indicated that lieutenants are not considered at-will employees and that policies and 
procedures for these officers are the same as for other officers. Retirement benefits and categories are 
slightly different. 
 
Public hearing was opened. No one appeared. 

http://gocolumbiamo.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=d244c430-e63f-41ec-9a2e-c04aa9213c01.docx


 

 
Motion to approve passed unanimously.) 
 
B305-17 Voluntary annexation of property located on the north side of Gillespie Bridge 
Road and approximately 1,500 feet west of Louisville Drive; establishing 
permanent R-1 and A zoning (Case No. 17-172). 
(This item was tabled until December 4, 2017.) 
 
B306-17 Approving the Final Minor Plat of Arrowhead Lake Estates Plat 3, a Replat of 
Part of Lot 35a Arrowhead Lake Estates Plat No. 2, located on the east side of 
Lake Arrowhead Drive and approximately 1,200 feet north of Sinclair Road; 
granting a design adjustment to allow a tree preservation area and steep slope 
area to be incorporated into a residential lot; requiring dedication of a tree 
preservation easement (Case No. 17-167). 
(Action: Staff presented a report on this proposal. The applicant is seeking approval of a four-lot final 
minor plat on property not previously subdivided, as well as a small portion of property that was 
previously platted in the Arrowhead Lake Estates Plat 2 plat. The property will be subdivided into four 
single-family lots that will have access onto Arrowhead Lake Drive. No additional right of way is 
required.  
 
The applicant submitted a revised declaration of covenants, necessary for the addition of the property 
into the HOA, that includes signatures of the current property owners, per the applicant. With that 
information, staff finds that the requested replat will not eliminate any restrictions that have been relied 
upon by neighbors, is properly served by existing utilities, and will not be detrimental to the 
neighborhood. The applicant is also requesting a design adjustment from 29-5.1(b.2.iii), which requires 
areas identified as sensitive land not be included on lots intended for development (which would 
generally mean that it should be included on a common lot). The applicant has provided information 
supporting the requested design adjustment. The sensitive areas in this case include a tree preservation 
area, and an area of steep slopes located on Lot 3. While it would be possible for the applicant to create 
separate lots for the tree preservation and sensitive land areas, the size of the lots presents a unique 
situation when compared with other subdivisions. The areas that are to be preserved are generally 
located along the east side of the property, where there is no direct access from a street. As an 
alternative to the placing sensitive areas in common lots, the UDC does permit sensitive areas to be 
placed on buildable lots if other regulations prevent the platting of separate lots. Furthermore, to allow 
future homeowners to more easily identify the location of the preservation easement the applicant has 
agreed to monument the corners of the easement in the same way that lot corners are monumented. 
This should allow future homeowners to locate the exact corner of the easements so that they are 
better aware of where the preservation area is located. Staff has also clarified tree inventory rules that 
appears as an amendment to this application. 
 
 After considering the above information and the submitted information by the applicant, staff supports 
the granting of the design adjustment, as it would not be detrimental to public safety or injurious to 
other properties. The proposed final plat has been reviewed by staff and aside from the requested 
design adjustment, it meets all requirements of the Unified Development Code. Staff recommends 
approval of the final plat for Arrowhead Lake Estates Plat 3 and the requested design adjustment. 
 
Mayor asked why this appeared on the regular agenda since it received unanimous approval from P&Z. 
Staff indicated that that was due to an amendment. 



 

 
Motion to approve amendment was passed unanimously. 
Main motion was approved unanimously.) 
 
B307-17 Approving the Final Plat of Athens Subdivision Plat 1, a Replat of all of Lot 281 
and Lot 282 of the Original Town; granting a design adjustment relating to street 
intersections (Case No. 17-216). 
(Requires approval by 2/3 of Council.) 
(Action: The applicant is seeking approval of a minor replat of Lots 281 and 282 of the Columbia Original 
Town Plat. The intent of the replat is to combine the two lots and re-divide them, so that the majority of 
the existing Wabash Arms Building, less an existing encroachment onto Lot 280, can be contained in one 
lot, and to create a new lot for a second structure located at the northeast corner of the subject parcel. 
The proposed arrangement would permit the applicant to submit an application for tax credits for 
rehabilitation of the building at the northeast corner of the parcel. The existing encroachment of the 
Wabash Arms Building onto Lot 280 would remain unchanged and was taken into account with the 
current redevelopment of Lot 280 as a professional office building (the former Bleu Restaurant patio).  
 
The applicant is also seeking a design adjustment from the provisions of Appendix A.6 (b) of the UDC 
which deal with the design standards for street intersections. Per the UDC, street intersections are 
required to be rounded with a curve. The southeast corner of the parcel (Ninth and Walnut Streets is 
required to have a 30 feet lot corner radius. Provision of such a radius would result in the existing site 
improvements to be located in the future right of way. To avoid this encroachment, the applicant is 
seeking waiver of the UDC requirement.  
 
The Planning and Zoning Commission heard this case at their September 21, 2017 meeting. During the 
staff presentation, it was stated that the lot corner radius was deemed unnecessary by the City Traffic 
Engineers in terms of both public safety and for future roadway expansion. The plat, with the exception 
of the design adjustment, was fully compliant with the UDC provisions. Commission members expressed 
concern over granting the design adjustment. Their discussion noted that while the corner truncation 
was not currently needed it may be necessary in the future and that granting the adjustment would limit 
the City’s ability to obtain it at a later date. The applicant, voiced concerns that dedication of right-of-
way would create a number of issues as it pertains to titling and financing of their property. Following 
additional discussion, the Commission voted (6-2) to recommend denial of the design adjustment, and 
voted unanimously (8-0) in favor of the plat, pursuant to the inclusion of the truncated corner, as 
required by code. Per Section 29- 5.2(c)(3)(A)(iv) should the Council desire to over-ride the Planning 
Commission’s denial of the design adjustment it will require a 2/3 super-majority vote (5 votes) of 
Council. The corner truncation standard as applied to downtown is somewhat analogous to the alley 
width standard; both require more right-of-way than existing, historical building locations will allow. The 
design adjustment is a means to accommodate existing, historic buildings while the standard may still be 
applied on downtown blocks that do not have such encroachment issues. There is some basis in the 
code for this; Council may consider design adjustments that “requested to address a unique feature or 
to achieve a unique design character…” [29-5.2(b)(9)(iv)] 
 
Thomas asked about the rationale for the urban design feature being required. Staff indicated that it 
could allow for clipped corners, the integration of streetscapes and other development options. Does 
not think they should do away with the standard, but that in this case it is not realistic. This was 
suggested by the Clarion consultants. Thomas did not support a larger curb turning radius, but liked 
more sidewalk space. Staff indicated that this might be an item for reconsideration in the new code. 



 

 
Peters asked if Lot 1 was redeveloped then would this logic continue down to the next property? Staff 
indicated that that could occur although that was not a desired outcome. Further subdivision would be 
required before that scenario could occur. Pitzer asked about the practical effect of not granting the 
variance. Staff indicated the property owner did not want the building structure to be outside the 
building line. Staff indicated that a similar requirement had been waived on a city owned property 
earlier. If we waive this requirement no, could someone come back in a year after the ordinance was 
potentially changed could the applicant come back then and be compliant? Mayor indicated that he 
thought from the point of view of Historic Preservation this requirement should not be supported in this 
instance. Peters asked if the motivation for replatting was for tax benefits. No response, Skala thought in 
this instance there was no harm done. 
 
Public hearing was opened. 
 
First speaker indicated he felt bad that a super-majority was required so please indulge his presentation. 
The main goal here is only to create two distinct lots. In the past, different building standards existed 
and as it was sold, resold and redeveloped for different uses, the lines and uses changed. We are simply 
asking for both buildings and uses to be put on individual lots and not considered to be an appendage to 
another property. This would preclude us from even applying for preservation programs. At P&Z they 
got denied, but he believed that there was some misunderstanding about what the intended request 
and the outcome would be. If they tore down the existing building, they would not need to come back 
for approval, they would simply be able to build a big building on the entire site. This request actually 
allows us to preserve scale, size and independence of the property uses. In essence, this would allow a 
city street to go through a building site. 
 
Skala indicated that because there was now a super majority rule in place, he wanted clarification. City 
staff indicated that this would be a single vote if you wanted to deny the request. Other scenarios could 
exist if council wanted to pursue it further. A YES vote would provide a waiver and allow the project to 
go forward. 
 
Motion to approve the waiver passed unanimously.) 
 
B320-17 Amending Chapter 6 of the City Code to streamline trade licensing 
requirements. 
(Action: Council Bill B 224-16 dissolved the Board of Electrical Examiners, Board of Plumbing Examiners, 
and Board of Mechanical Examiners, and replaced them with an administrative function under the 
Director of Community Development. As processes are being evaluated during the shift to the EnerGov 
software, city staff recommends some additional minor changes to the trade ordinances:  
1. Consistent renewal fees for all trades.  
2. Consistent reciprocal license standards for all trades.  
3. Consistent expiration and revocation standards for all trades.  
4. Clarify license/supervision requirements to allow an individual, firm, partnership or corporation to 
engage in the business of installing, repairing, or altering mechanical, plumbing, or electrical systems.  
5. Replace two sentences related to fees that were added to Chapter 6 on September 8, 2015, 
Ordinance 022571, but inadvertently left out of Ordinances 022824 and 022825 adopting the 2015 
International Building Code and the 2014 National Electrical Code respectively: A. Section 6-17 109.2--
Fire systems trade permits shall be based upon the valuation as reported on the application. B. Section 
6-32 404.2---For each sub-panel: $25.00  



 

6. Correct grammar.  
 
This proposed ordinance language was drafted by the Law Department and was presented at the August 
28, 2017 BCCC meeting where there was no concern or opposition expressed by members. All other 
changes are clerical. 
 
Peters asked what “consistent renewal fees for all trades” actually meant. Staff indicated that it meant 
that there would be a more standardized form and application. No comments had been received from 
plumbers and electricians. 
 
No public comment. 
 
Motion to approve passed unanimously.) 
 
B321-17 Amending Chapter 12 of the City Code relating to employment discrimination. 
(Action: This ordinance proposes changes to Section 12-32 which will clarify that sex discrimination 
includes discrimination because of or on the basis of pregnancy, childbirth or related medical conditions. 
This language is similar to that contained in the federal Pregnancy Discrimination Act. Additionally, the 
ordinance would make employment discrimination based upon familial status unlawful. 
 
Public hearing was opened. 
 
Speaker indicated that he represented this proposal and cited at least one instance in which a person 
may have been subject to this kind of discrimination. 
 
Next speaker indicated that she represented a choice group and that she had petition signatures to 
support this legislation. She indicated that this is not a unique situation, and that similar measures had 
been taken by labor groups to ensure fairness in the workplace. Indicated that many employers are 
averse to hiring women who may become pregnant in the near future. Supported the new rules. 
 
Next speaker opposed this legislation and indicated that she thought support by NARAL indicated that 
this was wrong. She indicated that she was a registered nurse and that she believed that Missouri 
statutes already covered protections for women in these instances. Quoted form a NARAL website that 
supported reproductive rights and related those comments to this issue. Does not believe that abortion 
should be protected. Believed that the bill was vague and it would allow prosecution for an employer 
asking about pregnancy or about intentions that differ from an employer’s point of view. 
 
Next speaker appeared in support of the bill. She believed that women have been discriminated against 
in the past. Described her experiences and those of her friends. Believed that it was exhibited by 
employers who doubted commitment or ability to perform work duties of specific jobs. Thought this was 
straightforward and fair. 
 
Mayor asked if the speaker thought this bill would encourage pregnancy more than encourage abortion. 
Speaker indicated that she agreed with that point of view. Mayor further asked if any form of 
discrimination was acceptable. Speaker indicated that she thought no discrimination was reasonable. 
 
Next speaker indicated that the ordinance was well-intentioned, and that if we adopt this it further 
strengthens existing state laws with access to more localized court access for remedies. 



 

 
Next speaker indicated that she was a Catholic and that she is not offended by the language in this bill. 
Did not believe that it has to do with the promotion of any kind of reproductive choice. Believes that it 
protects against discrimination. It also protects single people who are sometimes discriminated against 
because of their marital status. Thought that no one should be required to explain themselves because 
of a stereotype or assumption. This is about anti-discrimination. It is different than other federal or state 
laws. It should be approved. 
 
Next speaker indicated that she supported this bill, even if it did refer to abortion, which it does not, 
because she thought such questions were out of bounds for employers. 
 
No further comments. 
 
Motion to approve passed unanimously.) 
 
B322-17 Amending Chapter 13 of the City Code relating to alarm systems. 
(Action: Item withdrawn from consideration by city staff.) 
 
B317-17 Authorizing a software license agreement with Telvent USA, LLC relating to an 
electric and water outage management system. 
(Item removed from Consent Agenda and moved to Old Business.) 
(Staff report indicated that this software was required to upgrade existing software, and that this would 
cost upwards of $250,000 initially and approximately $15,000 to $20,00 annually. Mayor asked what this 
would do that current software does not. Staff indicated that it will portray outages and the ability of 
the city to monitor outages. Also indicated that the new system was more precise. Mayor asked if these 
funds would come from funds already appropriated. Staff indicated that it would. Mayor further asked 
about status of Water & Light reports. Staff indicated that they were still lagging. Mayor wanted to know 
if this would dip into potential cuts originally proposed. Staff indicated that they were not prepared to 
answer that question at this time. Mayor suggested that this was not a priority. Staff indicated that if 
council wanted to hold back on this at this time until a more complete financial profile was available 
that would be fine. 
 
Pitzer asked about ongoing operation of the new software and staff indicated that they could not say 
how much additional time it would require to implement the new software. Further indicated that staff 
did like the reliability of the new system as well as the new features. Pitzer pointed out that the last 
software system adopted by Water & Light was not successful and he wanted more assurance. 
 
No public discussion. 
 
Skala indicated that he wanted to know that this was coming out of revenue funds rather than some 
new funding mechanism. Also indicated that he wanted a more well-defined picture of the current 
financial status of the utility. Trapp indicated that he believed that this would be a good expenditure, 
that it would free up staff time, and that since we did not approve an electric rate increase, this may 
help the face of the utility with customers. Believed that this a is a well-run utility and that this should be 
approved. 
 
Motion to approve passed 5 to 2 with Treece and Skala voting no.) 
 



 

 
CONSENT AGENDA 

(All items remaining on the Consent Agenda were approved unanimously.) 
B308-17 Approving the Final Plat of Willow Falls, Plat No. 2 located on the south side of 
Sunnyridge Lane and east of Creasy Springs Road; authorizing a performance 
contract; authorizing a developer agreement; accepting conveyances for road 
access and temporary construction purposes (Case No. 17-82). 
B309-17 Approving the Final Plat of Kitty Hawk Manor, Plat No. 7, a Major Replat of a 
Part of Lot 66 & Lots 67-68 of Kitty Hawk Manor Plat No. 2 & Stinson Avenue, 
Vacated by Ordinance No. 13357, and a Tract Located in the North Half of 
Section 6, Township 48 North, Range 12 West, located at the terminus of 
Gypsy Moth Drive and approximately 1,400 feet west of Parker Street; 
authorizing a performance contract (Case No. 17-210). 
B310-17 Approving the PD Plan for Schilb Antiquarian located on the west side of 
Providence Road (Case No. 17-211). 
B311-17 Authorizing a cooperative agreement with the Missouri Department of 
Conservation for a Tree Resource Improvement and Maintenance (TRIM) grant 
to update and expand the current Urban Tree Canopy Analysis and 
development of a web-based Story Map to provide educational outreach; 
appropriating funds. 
B312-17 Authorizing a non-federal reimbursable agreement with the Federal Aviation 
Administration for a commissioned flight inspection of the Precision Approach 
Path Indicators (PAPI), Runway End Identifier Lights System (REILS) and 
Medium Intensity Runway Lights (MIRLs) on Runways 13 and 31 at the 
Columbia Regional Airport. 
B313-17 Authorizing a program services contract with the Missouri Department of Health 
and Senior Services for the Healthy Families Missouri Home Visiting program. 
B314-17 Authorizing a grant agreement with the State of Missouri - Missouri State 
Council on the Arts for the Parks and Recreation Department Annual Heritage 
Festival and Crafts Show. 
B315-17 Authorizing a business associate agreement with Application Software, Inc., 
d/b/a ASI and ASIFlex, for administration of the City’s Health Flexible Spending 
Arrangement (Health FSA) and Dependent Care Assistance Program (DCAP). 
B316-17 Authorizing construction of the El Chaparral riparian restoration project on a 
City-owned tract located along the south fork of the Grindstone Creek; 
authorizing the Purchasing Division to call for bids or contract for a portion of 
the work. 
B317-17 Authorizing a software license agreement with Telvent USA, LLC relating to an 
electric and water outage management system. 
(Item removed from Consent Agenda and moved to Old Business.) 
B318-17 Appropriating funds received from the University of Missouri for Flat Branch 
Watershed Relief Sewer Projects 1 and 2. 
B323-17 Amending Chapters 1, 14, 15 and 16 of the City Code to update penalty 
provisions to be in compliance with statutory changes enacted by the Missouri 
legislature. 
B324-17 Amending Chapter 16 of the City Code as it relates to harassment and peace 
disturbance. 
R147-17 Setting a public hearing: proposed installation of a fire suppression system in 



 

the office and storeroom areas at the Municipal Power Plant. 
R148-17 Setting a public hearing: proposed construction of a storm water management 
basin project for the area bounded by Garth Avenue, Sexton Road, Oak Street 
and Lynn Street. 
R149-17 Authorizing an agreement for professional architectural services with Klingner & 
Associates, P.C. for programming and master planning services relating to the 
renovation of the Grissum Building facility located at 1313 Lakeview Avenue. 
R150-17 Authorizing an agreement for professional engineering services with Structural 
Engineering Associates, Inc. for a structural assessment of the Eighth Street 
and Cherry Street municipal parking structure. 
R151-17 Transferring funds for the Enhance Your Attic weatherization program. 
R152-17 Adopting revisions to the drug and alcohol policies and procedures as part of 
the administrative rule for City employees. 
R153-17 Authorizing grant agreements for FY 2017 Community Development Block 
Grant (CDBG) funding with Independent Living Center of Mid-Missouri, Inc., 
d/b/a Services for Independent Living, and Job Point. 
R154-17 Authorizing the installation of street lights on West Broadway, Burnam Road, 
Bold Venture Drive, and at the intersections of Brown Station Road and 
Flatwater Drive and Brown Station Road and Waco Road, and authorizing the 
upgrade of street lights at the intersection of Cass Drive and Mohawk Avenue, 
Highlands Parkway and in the central city area. 
 

NEW BUSINESS 
(None.) 

 
INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING 

(All items introduced for First Read as indicated.) 
B325-17** Voluntary annexation of property located on the west side of Old Plank Road 
and north of Glasgow Drive (1001 W. Old Plank Road); establishing permanent 
R-1 zoning (Case No. 17-212). 
B326-17 Approving the Preliminary Plat of Perche Ridge located on the north side of 
Gillespie Bridge Road and approximately 3,500 feet west of Louisville Drive; 
granting a design adjustment relating to loop street length (Case No. 17-171). 
(Will require approval by 2/3 of Council when vote occurs at a future meeting.) 
(This item received initial introduction but was subsequently deferred for consideration until the 
December 4 meeting of the City Council.) 
B327-17** Approving the Gadbois Professional Offices PD Plan located on the northwest 
corner of the Nifong Boulevard and Santiago Drive intersection (Case No. 
17-228). 
B328-17* Approving the Major Plat of Stoney Creek Plat No. 2, a Replat of Lot 2A Stoney 
Creek Subdivision, located on the west side of Providence Road (Case No. 
17-159). 
B329-17* Approving the Final Plat of Somerset Village Plat 5 located at the western 
terminus of Armstrong Road and northwest of the intersection of Battle Avenue 
and St. Charles Road; authorizing a performance contract (Case No. 17-189). 
B330-17* Approving the Final Plat of The Park at Somerset Village Plat 2 located on the 
west side of Lawton Drive and northwest of the intersection of Battle Avenue 
and St. Charles Road; authorizing a performance contract (Case No. 17-191). 



 

B331-17* Changing the name of "Hackerry Boulevard" to "Hackberry Boulevard" (Case 
No. 17-246). 
B332-17* Vacating a right of access easement located on the northwest corner of the 
Smith Drive and Louisville Drive intersection, approximately 3,000 feet west of 
Scott Boulevard (Case No. 17-241). 
B333-17* Authorizing a program services contract with the Missouri Department of Health 
and Senior Services for maternal child health services. 
B334-17* Authorizing a program services contract with the Missouri Department of Health 
and Senior Services for child care health consultation services. 
B335-17* Authorizing Amendment No. 1 to the program services contract with the 
Missouri Department of Health and Senior Services for HIV Prevention 
services. 
B336-17* Authorizing a memorandum of understanding with the Cape Girardeau County 
Public Health Center Rural Health Clinic and the Missouri Department of Health 
and Senior Services relating to deputizing and oversight of local public health 
agencies to provide vaccines for underinsured children. 
B337-17* Accepting conveyances for sewer and temporary construction purposes. 
B338-17* Accepting a limited partnership general warranty deed from Partnership for 
Kelly Farms of Columbia, L.P. 
B339-17 Authorizing the installation of a fire suppression system in the office and 
storeroom areas at the Municipal Power Plant; calling for bids through the 
Purchasing Division. 
B340-17* Authorizing the City Manager to execute a temporary construction easement for 
highway purposes to the Missouri Highways and Transportation Commission 
for property located on the east and west sides of Route 763 and adjacent to 
Columbia Terminal Railroad (COLT) right-of-way. 
B341-17* Authorizing a master end user license agreement with Schneider Electric, Inc. 
for software for supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA) at the Water 
Treatment Plant. 
B342-17* Amending Chapter 19 of the City Code as it relates to unclassified service. 
B343-17* Amending Chapter 19 of the City Code as it relates to unclassified service; 
amending the FY 2018 Annual Budget by adding and deleting positions in the 
Municipal Court; amending the FY 2018 Classification and Pay Plan by adding 
and closing classifications; appropriating funds. 
B344-17* Amending the FY 2018 Annual Budget by adding and deleting positions in the 
Human Resources Department; amending the FY 2018 Classification and Pay 
Plan by adding a classification and a union affiliation designation to a 
classification. 
B345-17* Amending the FY 2018 Annual Budget by adding and deleting positions in the 
Community Development Department - Planning & Development - 
CDBG/HOME Division. 
B346-17 Authorizing an agreement for professional services with Cascadia Consulting 
Group, Inc. for the development of a climate action and adaptation plan; 
appropriating funds. 
B347-17 Approving the Final Minor Plat of McGary Subdivision Plat 2 located on the 
northwest corner of the St. Charles Road and Tower Drive intersection; granting 
a waiver and design adjustment relating to sidewalk construction along St. 
Charles Road (Case No. 17-190). 



 

(Will require approval by 2/3 of Council when vote occurs at a future meeting.) 
 

REPORTS 
REP86-17 Proposed resolution expressing support for medical marijuana. 
(Action: Trapp led discussion of this item and indicated that one effective way to fight opioid addiction 
was to provide a marijuana alternative. It is an analgesic and does not lead to the same debilitation side 
effects. This builds on the past efforts of Barbara Hoppe’s efforts to decriminalize some marijuana uses. 
However, Trapp suggested that only doctors can make such referrals and that state law trumps local 
rules. This bill adds this issue to our local lobbying effort in Jefferson City and encourages a statewide 
initiative petition in the event the legislature does not act. 
 
Mayor indicated that he would like to explore the process of bringing forward this kind of a proposal. 
 
Skala indicated that he thought Viets had taken a good position when we did not try to be out of sync 
with state law. Mayor said he was good on the content, but did not think we should direct the city 
lobbyist to support legislation before we see what is written. Suggested waiting. Thomas asked how we 
actually interact with our lobbyist. City Manager indicated that each December we meet generally with 
our partners and council members and then we adopt an issue stance. It is not always about specific 
bills, sometimes it is just a general position. Trapp suggested bringing this back during the second 
meeting in December after we see what kinds of bills have been filed in this regard. Substance Abuse 
Commission has not explored this concept yet but will return with information.  
Consensus to bring this back in December was achieved, but Peters asked for more information first. 
 
REP87-17 Correspondence regarding the alcohol policy from the Substance Abuse 
Advisory Commission. 
(Action: This is a report relating to over consumption of alcohol and the effect of drink specials in local 
establishments. Staff indicated that this is conceptual in nature and should be read. Feedback from the 
Restaurant Association was negative, no specific local bars logged complaints, but the fear was that this 
would be targeted at downtown establishments. This issue has been discussed before, and it seemed 
that there was room for improvement by both law enforcement and establishment owners. Some past 
efforts to curtail drink specials, etc. seemed to have little impact. Trapp though more enforcement of 
current laws rather than creating new, lightly enforced rules was a better way to go. Believed, however, 
that some such rules had been enacted in other college towns with some success. This is not that 
experimental. Compliance checks might be more effective. Pitzer suggested trying to get buy in from 
local establishments first. Liability concerns should be mentioned in these discussions. 
 
Historically, it has been difficult to appropriate police manpower to enforcement of these rules, and the 
threshold for punishment of such infractions was so high that it was not effective. Staff also indicated 
that the downtown area WAS significantly higher in terms of complaints and violations and that it did 
deserve special attention on some level. Skala thought this was an intractable problem that we will 
always have to deal with, but we should try. Staff indicated that we do not have resources to focus only 
on liquor license infractions. We have one administrator who looks at compliance and that is not an on-
site inspection role. Kansas City has a department to deal with this and they coordinate with local police. 
The state has already backed off enforcement of liquor laws in communities due to budget cutbacks. 
Staff indicated that there IS a provable correlation between all-you-can-drink nights at downtown bars 
and infractions. Trapp wants to target the bottomless cup concept and does not want to kill happy hour 
– but we need to do something reasonable. 
 



 

No specific action was taken but this issue will be reconsidered at a later date.) 
 
REP88-17 Vehicle Stops and Listening Tour Summary. 
(Action: City Manager submitted a 650-page report along with an Executive Summary. This is the start of 
a conversation. We do not expect action tonight, but you should know that there are several parts of 
this report. It includes how indexes are measured, how the Attorney General report affects us, how laws 
contain many vague or ill-defined terms, how situations become complicated when vagueness occurs, 
statistics relating to traffic stops, how reducing traffic stops overall increased our disparity numbers and 
outreach efforts. 
 
Many groups have been involved and those meetings are detailed in this report. NAACP meetings were 
particularly useful, and five recommendations are included in the report in detail. Another section 
details what we HAVE done so far, not just what we need to do in the future. 
 
Better definition of terms, better reporting, an in-house annual report, and reconstitution of the traffic 
unit were all recommendations. We may not be able to reconstitute the traffic unit, but we can beef up 
enforcement on Fridays on the way home from work. 
 
It is important to point out that some new ideas that have been implemented but may not have been in 
place long enough to have measurable results. 
 
Mayor wants to know where we go next, but did not want to jump right into some hearing process until 
we could digest this report and get further input. Skala suggested that the City Manager investigate this 
topic at the upcoming National League of Cites Conference. Trapp wants more investigation of the 
underlying racial disparity data contained in the report. If the data is inconclusive, then we need to 
explore other factual avenues and practices. Let’s experiment and look at what is working, such as 
policies requiring consent for search. 
 
Pitzer believes that there is a lot of new information out there and that we need time to digest it. Wants 
more information about what is truly effective rather than just anecdotal comments. Also asked about 
educational attainment and the reflection of minority representation on the force. Police chief indicated 
that he noticed that college is not for everyone, so he wants to create a situation where a member of a 
minority group could access the system. Pitzer asked if the chief was linking lower educational 
requirements to minority groups. The chief continued to make that linkage and said “those folks” could 
take advantage of continuing education opportunities. 
 
City Manager returned to discussion of the report and indicated that so many disparities that show up in 
the report as related to poverty, and there is a correlation between poverty and race in this community. 
Thomas continued exploring disparity results and suggested that practices, training and approach should 
be investigated more fully. Did not want to rely on simple changes in operational strategy to achieve 
improvement. 
 
 
REP89-17 Downtown Community Improvement District - End of Fiscal Year Report. 
(Action: Submitted and accepted by council without significant comment.) 
 
REP90-17 Disposal of coal combustion residuals at the Columbia Landfill. 



 

(Action: Staff report indicated that city trucks will be used for this project and that the material can be 
used in future road building projects. Staff indicated that this would be a project accomplished over time 
and that it would be done in tandem with reclamation of the power plant lake. 
 
REP91-17 Intra-Departmental Transfer of Funds Request. 
(Action: No action required by Council.) 
 

GENERAL COMMENTS BY PUBLIC, COUNCIL AND STAFF 
Public 
Speaker thanked the council for the report on policing but believed the information was overwhelming, 
that it should be given 60 days for review before moving forward and that copies be made available to 
people who do not have Internet access. I take issue with the police chief characterization that minority 
people are less educated and that there is a correlation between poverty and police action. We have a 
problem of racism here in Columbia. The City Manager is not being transparent. If I were sent 640 pages 
of data with one day to digest it, I would think that someone was trying to get something past me. 
 
Next speaker stated that he thinks police should be instructed not to do any consent searches. Only do 
probable cause searches – and your numbers will change. Some of this data is just drivel. Moved on to a 
discussion of an electrical system equity connection fee that was discussed at the pre-council meeting. 
Believed that the new proposal was a step forward. Suggested that his discussion with the consultant 
revealed that some people do not want to harm developers. Thought that system equity fees like the 
sewer and water fees should be adopted rather than adopting this lectical proposal presented tonight. 
Suggested that the consultant comes from a world where you grow or you die, and the speaker rejects 
that approach. Wants a different approach. Believed that tonight was a limited presentation. 
 
Next speaker addressed the policing report presented this evening. She wanted to make sure that we do 
not blame racism on poverty. The two should not be confused. I hear stories from my friends and 
patients and I may be getting away from the numbers, but I know that structural racism is a true thing. 
You cannot fix this data about racism by stopping more white people on the way home from work. 
Thank you for taking additional time to evaluate this data before we respond. 
 
Next speaker indicated that we should do what a previous speaker indicated and only do probable cause 
searches. Poverty is not the determinant of racism. 
 
Next speaker talked about traffic stop report. Took offense at the idea that poverty was a high 
determinant of stops and mixed that idea with hiring practices that the police chief indicated would 
increase minority representation through lower educational standards. Took issue with the idea that 
stopping more white people during rush hour would affect the overall racial profile statistics for police 
stops would be misleading. 
 
Next speaker indicated that he works, makes tips, works way into the morning hours and that he sees a 
lot of college kids early in the morning causing trouble and creating dangerous situations. I drive too fast 
trying to get home, and I have passed cops on the street. I should have been pulled over, but I am white. 
I have been hit, shot at and threatened because of my job. I would love to be a cop, but I don’t have the 
education. I think poverty is a big driver of problems. Do you know where there are problems? In this 
state. I am getting kicked out of my apartment for doing what one of your officers told me to do and 
that was stand up for myself. 
 



 

Next speaker indicated that he believes that systemic racism is different that structural racism. His main 
point was that he received a bill that said he never had to pay his trash bill again. Then he said that was 
a joke. Wanted to make sure that the new software being considered by the city works instead of 
sending out errant bills. Then he took issue with medical marijuana use and said he opted for 
chiropractic adjustments instead of medication. Only take drugs in a controlled setting, no matter what 
the drugs are. Finally, if someone does not sign a consent form, will there still be an arrest? City 
Manager indicated that arrest was still possible. 
 
Final speaker indicated that if we try to bring back the traffic cops and make white citations go up and 
that if that makes us feel better it is a wrong strategy. I appreciate that the chief and city manager have 
gone to the meetings at the churches, but we should not mask our work with false numbers. 
 
Council 
 
Ruffin indicated that in light of shootings at other churches, he asked for training and instruction on how 
parishes can protect themselves. This information should be made available widely. It could make a 
difference. We have had some suspicious visitors. I also want to mention that educational requirements 
and race comments have some semantic elements. If you say that you want to expand the force to 
create more minority representation, that’s one thing. Just talk about expanding the pool and do not 
relate it to race. Wants follow up on the ban-the-box legislation we have already passed. 
 
Thomas asked for a motion to table the preliminary plat of Gillespie Bridge Road properties to 
December 4. This was a follow up to the request made at the beginning of tonight’s meeting. Motion 
made and approved. Mentioned that there is an election tomorrow. Encouraged people to vote and 
discussed some aspects of the proposed legislation including tax rates and rules for imposition. 
Encouraged a favorable vote on the proposed tax. Further mentioned how street closures have had 
impacts on local businesses. Thought this was a failure of communication on the part of the city staff. 
Thought that we should have more requirements of notification that are similar to zoning notifications. 
Staff indicated that that is a policy, but that in the last case there was a mistake and the full process did 
not occur. Finally, he indicated that Bob Grove died last week, and he wanted to mention his passing 
and honor his memory. 
 
City Manager read an update memo about the federal tax overhaul bill that indicated refinancing of 
bonds and other provisions would cost the city and schools and nursing homes and non-profits millions 
of dollars. Asked for support to oppose this new federal proposal. Mayor asked for manager to share 
this memo before action. 
 
Trapp commented on the electric line extension policy discussed at the council worksession. Wants to 
pursue it further. 
 
Skala wanted to follow up on streetlights in a previously passed bill. He wants to look at the lights at 
Mohawk and wants for additional evaluation. Mention the National League of Cites Conference coming 
up and would like to talk with other council members who may be attending. Mentioned tomorrow’s 
election and indicated that there is some confusion regarding purchases from Amazon. Wants 
clarification that Amazon is participating in the local remittance part of sales/use tax. Is Amazon willing 
to remit local sales taxes is we pass this legislation or not? Manager did not give an affirmative answer 
and indicated that there are many variables. Law department indicated that if a company establishes a 
nexus with a state, that is sufficient for the state to determine eligibility for collection from all 



 

jurisdictions with laws in place. The tax only applies to Amazon products, but it may not apply to 
products that Amazon sells that Amazon simply serves as a broker for. 
 
Staff 
(None.) 

ADJOURNMENT 
 (Time: 11:42 PM.) 
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