MINUTES OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
MONDAY DECEMBER 23, 2013
5:00 P.M.

The Committee of the Whole of the Macomb City Council met on Monday, December 23, 2013 at 5:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of City Hall at 232 East Jackson Street, Macomb, IL.

Mayor Mike Inman called the meeting to order.

Roll call was taken and the following were present:  Ryan Hansen, Steve Wailand, Dave Dorsett, Clay Hinderliter, Tom Koch, Donald Wynn and Dennis Moon.

Others present: Deputy Clerk Renee Lotz, City Administrator Dean Torreson, City Attorney Kristen Petrie and CDC Ed Basch.   Alderman Louis Gilbert and City Treasurer Ronald Ward were absent. 

There were no public comments.

The first item of discussion was on the consideration of an ordinance to authorize the issuance of a special use permit to establish a place of worship in a B-2 General Business Zoning District at 321 West University Drive.   POWER TO ACT.  

Alderman Moon moved, seconded by Alderman Wynn to waive second reading and adopt ordinance to authorize the special use permit, on question being put, Aldermen Wailand, Dorsett, Hinderliter, Koch, Wynn, Moon and Hansen being all Aldermen voting “Aye” on roll call and no “Nay” votes, Mayor Inman declared the motion carried and it became Ordinance No.13-54.

The second item of discussion was on the proposed conceptual plan for the Downtown Revitalization project.  Mr. Jim Burke of Hutchison Engineering was present to show the final conceptual drawing that the Downtown Revitalization Committee had agreed upon and were recommending to the Council.  He reviewed the components in the drawing and the Probable Cost of Improvements along with scheduling of the work to be done.

CA Torreson explained the financial strategy for funding the project.  There was no further discussion and Mayor Inman stated it would be placed on the agenda for final action at next January Council meeting.

The third item of discussion was on the IT services for the City of Macomb departments.  CA Torreson stated that regardless of the Council decision to continue to pursue an in house IT person or not; Timbuktek contract would need an extension because it expires in January.  He stated that there were still candidates to interview and while the City Employees were happy with the interim support most were still leaning towards and in house IT support person.  

Alderman Moon recommended that the extension be made through April, the end of the fiscal year.  He stated that would give the City and the County time for interviewing.  

Alderman Hinderliter agreed but did want to see the interview process move forward.  

The consensus of the Committee was to proceed with the interview process.  There was no further discussion.  

The fourth item of discussion was on the ordinance to amend the City of Macomb Municipal Code by amending Chapter 17, Section 17-261 of the Unified Development Code.  This ordinance had first reading at last Monday night meeting.  There was no further discussion and Mayor Inman stated it would be placed on the agenda for second reading and final action at the next January meeting.  

The fifth item of discussion was on an ordinance to amend Section 17-42 Definitions of Chapter 17 of the Macomb, Illinois Municipal Code.  This ordinance had first reading at last Monday night meeting.  There was no further discussion and Mayor Inman stated it would be placed on the agenda for second reading and final action at the next January meeting.
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The sixth item of discussion was on an ordinance to amend Appendix A Use Matrix to add AS* to add Institutions, to add Homeless Shelters-Permanent to Institutions, and to add A Legend to the Appendix A Use Matrix.  This ordinance had first reading last Monday night.  Alderman Koch stated that he had been at the Planning Commission meeting and felt that the subject was discussed and handled very well.  He stated he felt it was functional but may need some tweaking at some time. 

Alderman Dorsett stated he did not agree with the functionality of the plan because of the rejection of the opinions made by City’s Professional Staff.  He would like to look at incorporating the ideas that the Staff put in the ordinance to begin with.  

Mayor Inman stated to the audience that the conversation and focus should be related only to the issue at hand; the “definition” of homeless shelters. 

William Wetzel, 1413 E. Pierce Street stated in looking at the definition as outlined by the Planning Commission he was asking for support because it allowed short and long term solutions to providing shelter for the homeless by providing a way for a permanent shelter.  

Alderman Dorsett asked Mr. Wetzel if he had previously agreed to the language supported by the City Staff.  Mr. Wetzel replied in the meeting with the Mayor, Mr. Torreson and Ed Basch, that information was given to them, yes and he stated it was something they would take back to their Board.  

Alderman Wynn asked Mr. Wetzel if they had considered a permanent scenario yet.  Mr. Wetzel stated yes they had.  He stated first the interim Church building under the special use and within 3 to 5 years to locate into a fixed site.  He stated that allowed them to build time through their capital campaign and better understand the needs of the community.  He stated they now have a limited picture of what could be out there, they now see 3 to 4 cases a week.  Other social services report 3 to 4 per day, when the shelter would open they would have a better idea of situations be them long or short term.  They do plan on a fixed shelter that would go along with code. 

Alderman Wynn stated he would concur with Alderman Dorsett’s recommendation on the language.  He stated he had contacted Mattoon, IL and understood that the moveable shelter concept was resisted and the permanent shelter was better received.  

Ms. Kathleen Whitson, 210 S. White was present to speak on behalf of the shelter.  She stated that she herself housed people in need and felt there was a definite need in the area.  

Mr. John Carter, 25 S. Yorktown was present to voice his concern about the definition; specifically dealing with who would be prohibited from being placed in the shelter.  He stated he was currently the Public Defender and also served as Chairman of the Social Concerns Committee of Wesley United Methodist.  He felt the definition excluded a number of people who would benefit from the service.

Alderman Dorsett asked how someone would obtain a record of violent criminal activity.  Mr. Carter stated criminal records were not available to the general public.  He stated it would have to be a working relationship with the Police Department.  He stated Du Page County Police stop by the PADS program facility to have coffee several times in an evening.  There was an interaction and an exchange of information being done, never were they there to arrest anyone with a warrant.  He stated it was a crime to run a criminal record on someone if it was not for law enforcement purpose.  

Alderman Hinderliter stated if you don’t have access to criminal records, how would one know what they had, be it a sex offender, pedophile, etc. Until we can answer those questions, we cannot say, that would not affect a neighborhood.  

Alderman Dorsett stated to follow up on that, that was particularly striking in an R-1, R-2 and R-3 areas, other zoned areas would be less affected, but he was not in favor of in the residential areas.  


Committee of the Whole
December 23, 2013
Page 3

Alderman Koch stated that defining it was not doing anything more than that; and they were not determining it at this time.  He stated that what the Aldermen were discussing was how to control it and that was something for the future.  He stated it would need to be done at time of application for the special use.  He stated they needed the definition first.  

Attorney Petrie explained in length what she believed to have happened concerning the definition for compromise sake.  In short she explained that by stating that this was “just” a definition, it was actually much more than that because this was tied to the AS* Amendment to the Use Matrix, because it created the zones for allowance of this type of use.  She stated it was more than just the definition or wording.  

Alderman Koch argued from the standpoint; for someone to go into a R1, 2 or 3 areas, there would have to be a “special use” permit, and at that time they would not allow if it did not meet the needs of that zoning requirement.  In effect they would be dealing with the definition and not whether this use could be placed in the R1, 2, 3, zones, they would still be defining what it was.  

Alderman Dorsett stated he did concur with that and that was why he preferred they “revert” back to original language proposed by City Staff and that Genesis Garden agreed to it; whether someone else offered something else along the way, they had agreed in theory and the City had agreed in theory and that was a good place to be.  

Mayor Inman asked what was stated in the original.

City Attorney Petrie then read the hand written original language regarding displaced or homeless persons, but not those recovering or transitioning from effects of alcohol or drugs.   Amendments agreed upon were for those convicted of violent crimes or sexual offenses.  This language stood the same as the same amendment in “permanent”.  She then read the current draft before them and the inserts.  

Mayor Inman asked if everyone was clear.  Alderman Hinderliter stated it could not be clear because of the issue of not being able to inquire of peoples records prior to their entering the facility.  

CA Torreson asked Counsel; would she be opposed to having the two definitions “temporary” and “permanent” and the issue was certain persons not allowable, but just at the one, so allowing at the “permanent” only would be ok?  Was there any reason the PADS group can’t apply to have a permanent shelter at any existing church in any zone other than an R-1, 2 or 3 District?  

City Attorney Petrie stated it would need to be an R-4, M-1, M-2, B-2 or OI.  

CA Torreson stated that clarified it in his mind.  

Alderman Hansen stated he felt a need had been presented and we have asked PADS to step through hoops so a decision could be made equitable by all.  What the Planning Commission had decided he thought was a good compromise.  He stated he did not know why a church group would even need to come here to begin with, when they could just do it as an outreach.  But as part of the Council; he probably should not say that.  He stated he was not in favor of the further restrictions concerning alcohol.  
He stated in Des Moines, Iowa there were 5 churches that rotate and the people were carefully vetted but it was normally mother’s and daughter’s not serious problems.  He stated his thought moving forward was to stick with what the Planning Commission had come up with.  

Linda Miller, 1400 Stacy Lane spoke in favor of the shelters stating she would be one of the volunteers.  

There was no further discussion and Mayor Inman stated it would be placed on the agenda for Monday, January 6, 2014 for final action.  He then reminded everyone that there was no application on file at this time for any type of homeless shelter. 
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There was no other new business.

There being no further business to come before the Council, Alderman Moon moved, seconded by Alderman Wynn to adjourn the meeting, all Aldermen voted “Aye” and no “Nay” votes,  Mayor Inman declared the motion carried and they adjourned the meeting at 6:15 p.m.



 ____________________________________
	Deputy Clerk, Renee Lotz




