Regular Meeting of California Borough Council, March 11, 2010, 6:00 pm
President Chambers called the meeting to order at 6:00 pm
PRESENT: Mr. Alfano, Mr. Bittner, Mrs. Bridges, Mrs. Chambers, Mr. Gardner, Mr. Mariscotti, Miss Roberts, Mayor Durdines, Junior Council member Mr. Kurilko
MOMENT OF SILENCE: Mrs. Chambers requested a moment of silence for all those that have been suffering from earthquakes and every other natural disaster.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 
ADDITIONS OR CORRECTIONS TO AGENDA:
Mayor Durdines – Under the part time police portion of his agenda, he would like to take a brief executive session before taking any action.

Mr. Mariscotti – Request from California Youth Baseball

Mr. Kurilko – add K-9 unit fund raiser at the elementary school

Mrs. Chambers thanked Council and stated the agenda is adopted.

MINUTES:
Mrs. Chambers asked council if they have read the minutes of February 11, 2010 and then asked for a motion to pass them. Roberts/Bridges motion to pass the minutes of February 11, 2010 duly carried with all members stating aye.

Mrs. Chambers asked if she could have a motion to approve the Special Meeting minutes of February 25, 2010.  Motion by Roberts/Bridges to approve the minutes of February 25, 2010 duly carried with all members present stating aye.

PUBLIC COMMENT: 

There was no public comment on agenda items at this time.
Mayor Durdines forgot to mention under additions or changes, if after the Secretary/ Treasurer’s report would it be possible to move up commendations for Officers Vital and Mrosko in case they don’t want to sit here.  Mrs. Chamber’s understanding was that Representative Daley was coming.  The Mayor stated Representative Daley is not going to be able to attend as he got tied up with some things in Harrisburg so he is going to have to come next month. Mrs. Chambers asked about Senator Kasunic.  Mayor Durdines was not aware that he was coming.  Mrs. Chambers stated after the Secretary/Treasurer’s report the commendations would be done if agreeable with everyone.  
SECRETARY/TREASURER ‘S REPORT – MS. PFROGNER

Ms. Pfrogner read the account balance’s as of February 28, 2010. 

Motion by Robert/Bridges to accept the Secretary/Treasurer’s report duly carried with all members present stating aye. 

COMMENDATIONS – OFFICER VITALE AND OFFICER MROSKO

Mayor Durdines stated on December 25, 2009 at approximately 12:30 a.m. a working structure fire was reported at an apartment on Union Street. Upon arriving on scene Officer Vitale reported fire coming through the third floor windows.  She received information from a resident of the building that a person was trapped on the third floor.  Officer Vitale, with complete disregard for her own safety rushed into the burning building to attempt rescue of this individual. Upon reaching the floor, Officer Vitale was met with heavy smoke and fire conditions. She was able to locate the trapped individual and began to drag him down the flights of stairs to safety.  It was at this point that the California University Officer Joshua Mrosko arrived on scene and assisted with removing the resident from the structure and assisting Officer Vitale, who by now was suffering from smoke inhalation and muscle damage to her shoulder. Officer Vitale demonstrated the courage and quick thinking that was necessary to prevent a fatality.  This exemplifies the caliber of police officer that is employed by the California Borough Police Department.  Officer Vitale is a true asset to this department.  Officer Mrosko demonstrated his willingness to go to great lengths to save a life of a Borough resident, assist a fellow police officer and a general compassion for the California community by a California University police officer.  Without a doubt, the individual rescued by Officers Vitale and Mrosko could have perished if not for their quick action. Mayor Durdines asked Officer Mrosko and Officer Vitale to come forward to be presented with their awards. Mrs. Chambers stated she is overwhelmed at the courage that both officers demonstrated to do this and asked for the gentleman that was rescued to stand and stated he certainly had two guardian angels that day and the fire department was right there as usual to do a wonderful job, all of you should be commended for a the terrific work.  Mr. Gardner asked Officer Vitale to introduce the members of her family.  She introduced her father, father’s girlfriend Roxanne and her daughter Alisa and thanked them for coming tonight. She thanked Josh for what he did.  He was like an angel at the bottom of the steps after she looked down and saw him it meant a lot.  She thanked everyone for keeping in touch with her on how Jimmy was doing.  Also John, Jimmy’s brother who was the one that let her know that Jimmy was still in the building.  Mrs. Chambers thanked everyone.

PRESIDENTS REPORT – MRS. CHAMBERS

DAVID RAGER

Mrs. Chambers announced that David is working towards his Eagle Scout Badge.  There was a spaghetti dinner to raise money; David was at her church so she asked if he would come and tell everybody what he is doing and where they can send donations because he needs money to complete his project. David Rager is a Life Scout in Troup 1423 and has been working on his Eagle Scout Project for three year.  He has to start raising money to pay for it.  At the spaghetti dinner $2,500.00 was raised. Most of that is going toward the plaques for the memorial. His project is rebuilding a World War II memorial that came from the corner of Sudsy’s. It is being moved to the Presbyterian Church Circle. Hopefully it will be rededicated in May on Memorial Day.  He is asking for any donations, all are welcome and greatly appreciated.  Checks can be written to the Historical Society and marked as “memorial fund.”  David thanked everyone.  Mrs. Chambers stated the monument was at the Republic School and the cost incurred in this project is the brass plates that go on the front of the stone, which the names are etched into. These are expensive items.  The Historical Society of California said they would be the recipient of anybody who wanted to send money in as long it was marked “memorial fund” and they will see that David receives what is sent in.  

TRI-COUNTY BOROUGH ASSOCIATION

Mrs. Chambers announced that the Tri-County Borough Association meets next Thursday.  California is the co-host with Coal Center.  It will be at the United Christian Church at 7:00 P.M. for dinner and a speaker.

TRI-COUNTY ANNUAL BANQUET AD

Mrs. Chambers announced that for the Tri-County Annual Banquet, Council usually puts an ad in the association booklet. It is usually a half of a page for $50.00.  Roberts/Bridges motion to do so. Mr. Bittner stated that is usually paid for by the Borough then each Council member reimburses the Borough. Mrs. Chambers stated so that is not really an expenditure.  Everyone was in agreement with doing so.

BOROUGH SECRETARY- BOROUGH ASSOCIATION CONFERENCE

Mrs. Chambers stated the Borough association has an annual conference.  This is the 99th annual conference.  She would like Council to consider sending the Borough secretary to this conference in Pittsburgh.  A two-day package for sessions, lunch and conference materials would be $160.00. There is a discount for prepayment. The room would be $159.60. Elizabeth said if approved, she would go Monday, spend the night and be there all day Tuesday. The total would be $319.60.  She has told Mrs. Chambers she would not charge the Borough mileage to or from Pittsburgh. Mrs. Chambers feels these seminars are very important and would like a motion to send Ms. Pfrogner to the conference on April 25 to 28, 2010 for $319.60. Roberts/Gardner motion to send Ms. Pfrogner to the conference. On a roll call vote motion carried with all members voting yes.  
APRIL’S WORK SESSION

Mrs. Chambers asked Council to look at the first day of April, which would be Council’s working meeting; it is also Maundy Thursday. Some will be in Church so she was wondering if Council would want to have it that day and move it up earlier in the after- noon or put it off to another day.  Mr. Bittner asked if that was reflected in the calendar posted for the year. Ms. Pfrogner stated the first and second Thursday was reflected but not any changes. Mr. Bittner thought a specialized one was put in for that month.  Mrs. Chambers felt it was talked about but never came to any conclusion. The time was set for April 1, 2010 at 1:00 p.m. Mrs. Chambers asked Ms. Pfrogner to post that in the paper.

BOROUGH MANAGER ORDINANCE NO. 512

Mrs. Chambers stated last week it was talked about and everyone got a copy of Ordinance No. 512 that was drawn up some time ago to create the position of borough manager. She would like to know Council’s wishes on this. No one came forth with any comments so it is what Mr. DeHaas was given. She does not know of any changes.  Mr. DeHaas read it and has no changes. Mr. Gardner asked when this ordinance was put together.  Mr. Bittner stated December of 2008.  Mrs. Chambers stated it did not pass at that time but this is the same one.  Roberts motion to publish and pass the ordinance.  Mr. DeHaas stated that would have to be advertised first.  Roberts/Gardner motion to pass the advertising of the ordinance. On a roll call vote motion carried with all members voting yes. Ms. Pfrogner would advertise the ordinance for adoption at the April meeting.

Motion by Roberts/Gardner to approve Mrs. Chamber’s report duly carried. With all members stating aye.

FINANCE: MRS. BRIDGES

Mrs. Bridges stated before she makes a motion to pay the bills she had a couple reports that she would like to give.  

COSTS – INCLEMENT WEATHER

The cost for the inclement weather during January and February and the affects it has on the Borough’s overtime for the streets and police totaled $4,160.00.  The rock salt and anti-skid material for those two months totaled $25,343.77.  The outside contractors brought in for snow removal for the big snow and the tree removal came to $25,478.75 for a total cost for inclement weather and snow removal for those two months came to $54,982.52.  Governor Rendell released the liquid fuels allocations for this year early in order to aid the local governments with the winter clean up so the Borough got their money a month early in the amount of $111,806.10. Some of these costs will be paid out of that money.  The Borough did apply for FEMA reimbursement of $18,756.41 for the snow storm but nothing has been heard about that yet.  

OVERTIME REPORT

Mrs. Bridges calculated overtime in the Borough for two months, which totals 21 hours of clerical overtime totaling $536.64, a total of 165 hours in the police department totaling $3,870.93 and 252 hours for the street department totaling $5,297.57.  Those are for the month of January and February.  She is just reporting this because it is getting up there. The police overtime budget is $11,000.00 and it is now at 35% of that total amount for January and February.  For street department there is quite a bit of money in there so it is only at 13% at this time.  The police overtime budget is getting up there. 

APPROVAL OF BILLS

Bridges/Gardner motion to approve the bills.  Mrs. Chambers asked that everyone so note in their files about the inclement weather that precipitated the expenses of overtime particularly streets and police. Mrs. Chambers thanked Mrs. Bridges for her good report. On a roll call vote motion carried with Ms. Roberts, Mr. Gardner, Mr. Mariscotti, Mrs. Bridges, Mrs. Chambers, Mr. Alfano voting yes and Mr. Bittner voting no.

PUBLIC HEALTH – MRS. CHAMBERS

SEWER PLANT FLOOD INSURANCE

Mrs. Chambers stated the sewer plant flood insurance option A is due and payable in the amount of $5,083.00.  Bittner/Roberts motion to pay flood insurance for the sewer plant.  On a roll call vote motion carried with all members voting yes.

MONTHLY SEWAGE REPORT

Mrs. Chambers read the monthly sewage report.

DELINQUENT SEWAGE CHARGES

Mrs. Chambers stated the delinquent sewage charges are $28,266.83.  She mentioned last week the delinquent bill is $5.00 whether you owe $42.00 or $3,000.00 it is a $5.00 charge according to the ordinance. She would like Council to consider changing that $5.00 to 10% of the unpaid balance.  She thinks that would encourage people to pay more promptly.  Many times we have a cash flow problem because taxes come staggered.  Mrs. Chambers wanted to know if anybody was interested in making the late charge 10% of the unpaid balance. Mrs. Roberts asked how that would be done, by motion and addendum to resolution. Mr. DeHaas stated if that is specified in the ordinance, the ordinance has to be amended.  Roberts/Bridges motion to instruct Attorney DeHaas to make an amendment to Ordinance No. 480 to make the late fee 10% of the unpaid balance. Under questions, Mr. Bittner asked if Shirley can then put that on the Borough system. Mrs. Chambers stated yes the first things she did was ask if the Borough system could handle it and it could because 10% is even.  If this does pass a notice would have to be put out on the bill before this is done so the people can have an opportunity if they have past dues to get caught up before the 10% kicks in.  A 30 day grace period would be good.  Mr. Gardner asked if since the sewage bill went up to $42.00 has the delinquents and hardship cases gone up.  Mrs. Chambers stated they got a few hardships that came in. There are 15 payment arrangements and anybody that has called they sat with and worked out whatever they could afford to pay. The delinquencies seem to have about stayed about the same. Mr. Mariscotti asked if someone comes in and makes payment arrangements are they still going to be faced with delinquency.  Mrs. Chambers stated no they do not pay that. He then asked if they have an outstanding bill, they come in, that brings them to the table and they can avoid their 10% late fee.  Mrs. Chambers stated that is correct, they are not charged if they make these payments.  If they skip a payment that they said they were going to make, then it goes back to square one. These people have a hardship and are making their payments because the Borough makes it realistic. They are not asked for $100.00 if they can only afford $20.00.  Mr. Mariscotti stated as long as there is some provision in there that forces them to come and make the payment arrangements, that they are going to avoid the fee, he is okay with it but not if they are going to get tacked on a fee. Mrs. Chambers stated no, that is not fair, she does not even know if that legal and asked Solicitor DeHaas if it is legal to keep tacking on a late fee if they are making payments. Mr. DeHaas stated if there is an agreement then the agreement would dictate charge, so there could be some late charge in the agreement, it depends on the agreement. Mr. Gardner asked if this would be an extra burden on senior citizens who are already struggling to pay the sewage bill. Mrs. Chambers stated it is cheaper; $4.20 on a $42.00 rather than $5.00 and quite frankly those are not the ones delinquent. On a roll call vote motion carried with Mrs. Bridges, Mrs. Chambers, Mr. Alfano, Mr. Bittner, Ms. Roberts voting yes and Mr. Gardner and Mr. Mariscotti voting no.

Roberts/Gardner motion to accept Mrs. Chambers report duly carried with all members stating ayes
PUBLIC HEALTH – MR. BITTNER

EAST MALDEN & GRANVILLE SEWAGE

Mr. Bittner met with the Borough engineer; they went over all the sewer plans, went to Brownsville and toured their plant/pump station because it is very similar to what this Borough’s will be. If the Borough can get the D.E.P. moving, hopefully they will be able to put the Granville pump station out for bid and extend the sewer line and pump station on East Malden.  Mr. Brower would like to get that started as soon as approval is obtained.  If he can get that started that could be brought to a finish by the end of the year and the East Malden area would be sewered. That would be up Highland Drive to where the fire training tower is and would bring Granville sewage into the pump station also.  

SEWER PLANT - BLOWER

A blower went bad at the sewage plant.  It had to be ordered immediately. Bittner/ Roberts motion to approve payment of that blower in the amount of $5,706.00 to Air Tech, Inc.  On a roll call vote motion carried with all members voting yes.  

SEWAGE PROBLEM – SECOND STREET
Mr. Bittner stated there was a sewage problem on Second Street that was chasing a resident from his apartment. Mr. Johnson went down, it was an emergency repair.  A company came in to do the emergency repair and once they dug it up they found it was the property owner’s not the Borough’s and the renting agent for the property owner said they would turn that bill over to the property owner for payments.  

STREETSCAPE PROJECT

Mr. Bittner met with Kerry Fox from the Redevelopment Authority on Monday and he gave paperwork that has to be passed tonight. This is PennDot regulations; the Borough has no choice but to do this for the procurement of a consulting firm to do the inspections on this project. PennDot is stringent on this. Mr. Fox stated use all the Streetscape money first, he talked to PennDot and any unpaid balance would be paid out of the Community Development Block Grant Fund. It is a possibility that the Borough may some of the Block Grant money left over and that could be transferred to another project. Bittner/ Roberts motion to adopt the policy and procedure for the consultant selection contingent upon review by the Borough Solicitor before it is signed and delivered back to PennDot.  Mrs. Chamber stated there would be no money involved in this.  Mr. Bittner stated there would because Mr. DeHaas would look at this.  On a roll call motion carried with all members voting yes.  

ROBERT C. EDWARDS FOUNDATION – SCHOLARSHIP 

Mr. Bittner stated through the Borough Association there is a Robert C. Edwards Foundation that is a scholarship.  He would like to encourage Garret to fill this out and let him know he has the full support of Council on this and anything that Council can do for him in this respect Council would do that.  Mrs. Chambers agreed.

HOLLYWOOD THEATER PROJECT

Regarding the Hollywood Theater Project Mr. Bittner has been in contact with the attorney for the owner. They are in court right now trying to get all liens and everything straightened.  The money is still in the budget from the Redevelopment Authority.  This is going to have to be spent quickly because some of it is stimulus funds.  Everything is in place and the abatement people have all the contracts for that. They are ready to move once the title is turned over to the Redevelopment Authority.  

Bridges/Roberts motion to approve Public Health report given my Mr. Bittner.

PUBLIC HOUSING/RECREATION – MR. ALFANO
ZONING OFFICE INCOME YEAR TO DATE
Mr. Alfano stated the zoning office has collected $4,918.64 year to date.  The brunt of it is yet to come.

RENTAL INSPECTIONS – CODE ENFORCEMENT

In the absence of an in house code enforcement person, Council has been working diligently on what to do with rental inspections and code enforcement issues.  Mr. Alfano presented to Council and asked them to approve a motion to ask the Solicitor to prepare either an amendment to Ordinance No. 462 or a new ordinance whatever he deems necessary to establish a new schedule of fees relating to rental inspections, etc.  It would name HMT and Associates as the rental inspection agent and the code enforcement agent for the Borough of California.  Rates for the initial dwelling inspection would be $45.00, re-inspection $30.00. They would have an administrative monthly fee of $800.00 for the scheduling and administering UCC reports; code enforcement and zoning services at a rate of $30.00/hr. An additional $15.00 fee for the Borough as an administrative fee for issuing the rental license, tracking the rental permits and so on. The Borough asks that all inspections be completed by July 31st or the last business day of July.  This will be done on a six month trial with the option to either extend or just go separate ways depending on how this works out.  Alfano/Roberts motion to approve the Solicitor to do the work to draw up an amendment to the ordinance or whatever he deems necessary. Under questions, Mayor Durdines stated it says $45.00 per inspection and asked when the Borough had its own employee what the comparable cost was.  Mr. Alfano stated it was $40.00 for an average size unit and there is a schedule included for more square feet it increases the price.  Mr. Bittner asked if they would go for $40.00.  Mr. Alfano stated no, they tried. That is why they agreed to a six month window if they feel it is working out for them, if their agency is making money they would want to continue if not they may want to renegotiate and the Borough may not want to raise the fees.  Mr. Bittner would like to start out at $40.00 because when he figured out what they are going to make between Vulcan Village and the University, if his figures are right, those inspection fees alone at $40.00 comes out to about $38,000. That is a nice chunk of change to inspect rooms. Those are taken care of by the University on all aspects.  So he thinks they are making a nice sum of money out of California at even $40.00. That is just his opinion. He thinks they should start at $40.00 and go up from there.  Also on the Code Enforcement/ Zoning services at $30.00/hr. the Borough could put a part time person in that office, he talked to the engineers and they know a couple gentlemen that would be way less than $30.00/hr. and there would be a physical presence of someone in that office two or three days a week where they would be there if something comes up, they could go out and handle it right away. Those are the two aspects of those services that bother him.  Mrs. Chambers asked if HMT would provide the code enforcement service to the Borough.  Mr. Alfano stated yes on an as need basis.  He and Mr. Alfano discussed two days a week to see how much time it is going to take to get things under control and then possibly go down to one day per week or one day every other week depending on what is necessary. Lori will be in the office on a daily basis to take calls and complaints.  He does not think anybody will be needed in there more often than that. This is a proposed alternative to what the Borough has. The Mayor stated just to clarify the Borough gets 20% of the total revenue they take in, in California Borough.  Mr. Alfano stated no that is the UCC; the Borough does not get that.  K-2 engineering is handling the Borough’s UCC stuff right now and it is going to be left at that.  Ms. Roberts questioned the administrative fees.  Mr. Alfano stated they have a full time person to schedule their inspection officers to come out. They guarantee a 48 hour turnaround. They have online accessibility for the reports as they are filed.  Ms. Roberts felt the best thing about it that is the six month time table where they can say to the Borough they do not like this; they are not doing it or the Borough. That is one of the best things in the whole.  Mr. Mariscotti questioned the additional fee to the landlords or property owners in addition to the $45.00. Mr. Alfano stated yes administrative fee of $15.00 for the Borough’s secretary to process.  Mrs. Chambers asked if that is paid when they make application. Mr. Alfano stated the payment would be accepted up front.  She will send notification to them and it will disseminate there. Mrs. Chambers stated his motion is to have a resolution or amendment.  Ms. Roberts stated the schedule of fees have to match what is in the ordinance. Mr. Alfano stated in the current rental inspection ordinance it states California Borough code enforcement officer of which there is not one at this time. The Mayor asked if there is any estimated change in revenue or expenses as a result of going from having an employee to not having an employee and having a service.  Mr. Alfano stated he has not crunched the numbers but as the Borough gets into that he will be able to get a better idea in that six month period. Everyone knows what Bruce’s salary and benefits were. Mr. Gardner asked if a follow-up meeting would do any good as far as what Mr. Bittner asked.  Mr. Alfano stated he did not know but it keeps being pushed back and he knows Mr. Johnson would like to get on with his regular engineering duties.  Ms. Roberts felt it was worth a try with the six-month period.  The Mayor felt that is a lot to digest in about five minutes. Mr. Alfano stated there have been other people involved in this so it should not come as a big surprise. Mr. Mariscotti stated it is not a big surprise, Mr. Alfano has a lot of information and Council needs some time to look at it. Mr. Bittner liked the idea but not the two things he pointed.  The Mayor felt there wasn’t much of a choice than to go with this unless Council is going to hire somebody tonight do be the code enforcement and zoning officer.  Having that position vacant as mentioned at the last meeting creates some issues for California as a municipality. Mrs. Bridges asked regarding the $45.00 inspection fee, could there not be something in there that says multiple units could be negotiated at a lesser cost. Mr. Alfano stated there is no reason why there couldn’t. If he had thirty he would call the guy and ask what he could do for him. Mrs. Chambers stated there is nothing in the ordinance that says they cannot do that. Mr. DeHaas stated now that he has heard that yes. Mrs. Chambers stated Vulcan Village may call and say we have 700 units and get it down to thirty. As long as the Borough doesn’t say they can’t then they can. Mr. Bittner questioned when they go to the magistrate.  Mr. Alfano stated $30.00/hr. On a roll call vote motion carried with Mrs. Chambers, Mr. Alfano, Ms. Roberts, Mr. Gardner (yes as long as it is on a six month trial period), Mrs. Bridges and Mr. Bittner and Mr. Mariscotti voting no. Mrs. Chambers stated Council would make sure it is in there that it is for six months. Council thanked Mr. Alfano for putting in the time on this.  

RECREATION

Mr. Alfano has not had a chance to communicate with Susanne and does not know if Dr. Confer got in touch with her to put the final touches on the recreation survey.  

IRENE MARISCOTTI & JOHN JANOSKI– RECREATION AUTHORITY

As Mr. Alfano commented at last week’s meeting, the authority board met and they are recommending Irene Mariscotti to replace Gerald Gardner’s seat on the authority board.

Alfano/Gardner motion to appoint Irene Mariscotti to fill the remaining term of Gerald Gardner on the Recreation Authority duly carried with all members voting aye.  Mrs. Mariscotti wanted to let everyone know that she applied for this the last time but was turned down and this time she was asked to serve and decided she would.  The next candidate is John Janoski.  He will fill the remaining term of Casey Durdines on the recreation board.  Alfano/Roberts motion to appoint John Janoski to the Recreation Board duly carried.   Mrs. Chambers congratulated Irene and John.  
RECREATION AUTHORITY AUDIT

Mr. Alfano stated the Recreation Authority’s audit has been completed, he does not have it in hand but the audit is for 2007, 2008 and 2009. The papers have been signed for those so he should have them soon. Mrs. Chambers asked if Mr. Alfano thought Cypher & Cypher could be talked to because there is no reason why when they come in to do the Borough’s audit for 2010 to do the Recreation Authority’s audit, it may only take them an hour or two. Mr. Alfano stated they probably write under fifty checks per year. Mrs. Bridges stated maybe we could cut a deal. Mr. Gardner asked the charge for the Recreation audit. Mr. Alfano stated the authority approved by motion to pay $3,000.00.  He feels that is a lot of money. They said they were going to charge $6,000.00.  

Roberts/Bridges motion to approve Mr. Alfano’s report duly carried with all members voting yes.

PUBLIC SAFETY – MR. GARDNER 
POLICE REPORTS – FEBRUARY 2010

Mr. Gardner read the reports for the police department for February 2010.  

EASTER EGG HUNT  

Mr. Gardner announced there would be an Easter egg hunt at Rotary Park on Saturday April 3, 2010 at 11:00 p.m.  This is open for children ten and under.  There will be prices for each age group as well as raffles.  

FOOD PANTRY 

The Food Pantry is next Wednesday from 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.

LIONS CLUB FUND RAISER

The Lions Club is having a spaghetti dinner fund raiser and Chinese auction at Hugo’s Restaurant on April 27, 2010 from 4:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.  They would appreciate any help.  The Lions Club is going to donate $1,000 into a scholarship for somebody in California High School.

Bridges/Roberts motion to approve Mr. Gardner’s report duly carried with all members voting yes.  

PUBLIC WORKS–MR. MARISCOTTI
LETTER – MR. VITCHOFF

Mr. Mariscotti read a letter from Mr. Vitchoff dated February 16, 2010 stating he received a letter requesting his immediate return to work.  He thanked Council for taking action to reinstate his position.  He informed he would not be returning to employment within the Borough of California as prior to Council’s actions he already accepted and started employment.  Mr. Mariscotti asked if a motion was needed to accept this letter of resignation.  Mr. DeHaas stated one was not needed.

LIQUID FUELS

Mr. Mariscotti announced Liquid Fuels money was received a month early and again it is $111,806.10.

ADDITIONAL ACKNOWLEDGMENTS – SNOW STORM

Mr. Mariscotti stated it was brought to his attention that he overlooked some people at the last meeting who pitched in and helped with the snow removal.  So he acknowledged Paul Urban, Mr. Pust, Bill Depoli, Chris and Dale Petrucci.  They worked diligently at cleaning Cross Ridge.  Again, thanks to Mayor Durdines, he worked tirelessly throughout the snow storm with Mr. Mariscotti and some of the contractors. 
JEFF TUDAY – STREET COMMISSIONER

Mariscotti motion to hire Jeff Tuday as the street commissioner.  He would be on 180 day probationary period, with a three year contract; along with that contract he would follow the union pay scale. His salary would be set at a rate of $1.00 more than the operator’s rate. Part of that contract would also be that 90 days prior to the end of the contract he would have an evaluation date set.  After that evaluation it would be determined at that point whether he would be rehired, put under a new contract or seek re-employment.  Motion seconded by Mr. Alfano. Under questions, Ms. Roberts thought that the Borough was working on a contract for that. Mr. Mariscotti was under the impression that when the hiring was done for the street department worker that Council was also doing this.  Ms. Roberts was under the impression that there was going to be a contract for the street commissioner, a written contract as opposed to an appointment. She asked if there was anything in writing at this point. The Mayor stated just what would be reflected in the minutes which he thinks it would be based off of.  Mr. Mariscotti stated that was his intention.  Mr. Alfano stated vacation and personal days would still have to be spelled out.  Mr. Mariscotti stated that would follow the union contract.  Mrs. Chambers had a concern that she would like to discuss with Council at the executive session for the part time police and asked that he hold this motion until Council hears what she has to say and then bring it to a vote.  Mr. Mariscotti stated that is fine.  Mrs. Chambers stated Mayor Durdines asked for a brief executive session on part time police.  She just wanted to mention something.  Bittner/Roberts motion to table this motion until after the executive session duly carried with all members voting aye. 

COMMITTEE – CABLE FRANCHISE AGREEMENT
Mr. Mariscotti would like to form a committee made up of at least three council people and members of the community, three, four or five to start to bring ideas to the table for the cable franchise agreement. The current cable franchise agreement ends April 8, 2010.  The last one was for ten years. It took two years to negotiate it. So the Borough is finishing the eight year contract with the cable company.  Ms. Roberts asked Mr. DeHaas if a motion was needed to do this. Mariscotti/Roberts motion to form a committee to discuss the cable contract duly carried with all members voting aye.  Mr. Gardner would like to be on this committee.  Mrs. Chambers would like to get someone techno savvy to help on this committee. Mrs. Chambers had a recommendation that she would tell Council privately and that person could be contacted to see if they would be interested.  Mr. Mariscotti stated that last time there was an attorney on that that specifically negotiated cable franchise contracts for boroughs.  He was hired last time and kind of dropped the ball on it.  Mr. Mariscotti would bring that recommendation to Council.  

CALIFORNIA YOUTH BASEBALL

Mr. Mariscotti received a request from California Youth Baseball. It has been past practice that the Borough bought Pocono Dust.  Mr. Mariscotti was not sure the amount purchased.  Mrs. Chambers asked Ms. Pfrogner the cost.  Ms. Pfrogner stated only a couple hundred dollars.  Mr. Mariscotti felt it was more like $800.00 but would check.  Mariscotti/Roberts motion to purchase Pocono Dust for California Youth Baseball until to exceed $1,000.00.  On a roll call vote motion carried with all members voting yes.  

Motion to approve Mr. Mariscotti’s report duly carried.

PERSONNEL – MRS. BRIDGES & MR. GARDNER

Mrs. Bridges and Mr. Gardner had nothing to report this evening.

JUNIOR COUNCIL MEMBER – MR. KURILKO
Mr. Kurilko reported the high school sports complex is coming along and still being worked on.  Spring sports are starting and there is a lot of participation especially in track.  Currently there is an agreement with Brownsville since California now has a track.  

The elementary school is sponsoring a TV night at 6:30 p.m. on March 16th in the school cafeteria and the movie is “Hotel for Dogs.”  

K-9 FUNDRAISER 

Mr. Kurilko spoke to the elementary school administration.  They feel they should wait on the specifics of what the duties of the dog are and what its needs are.  After that he would compose a flier to send home with the students to give to their parents.  That way their parents know what they are funding. The administration is open to the idea of a demonstration in the school.  Mrs. Chambers asked that he work with Officer Vitale as to what specific equipment is needed for Officer Argo.

Gardner/Bridges motion to approve Mr. Kurilko’s report duly carried.

ENGINEERS REPORT – MR. BROWER
BIDS – MALDEN AND GRANVILLE
Mr. Brower asked for a motion to advertise Malden and Granville area project.  He spoke with the DEP and is fairly confident the permit will be received by the end of April.  It is going to take at least a month to put the bids together, advertise, receive the bids.  The bids will probably be received about the time the permits arrive.  Mrs. Chambers stated so at the time the permit arrives the bids go out.  Mr. Brower stated no he would like to send those out now.  Bittner/Roberts motion to approve.  On a roll call vote motion carried withal members voting yes.  

COUNTY STORM WATER ORDINANCE

The DEP has required counties to make a countywide storm water ordinance.  They are to generate a model ordinance and municipalities are going to have to approve and adopt it.  The original timeframe was three years but due to budget crunches it will happen this year. Mr. Brower has copies for Council to look at. There will be another meeting on it in a couple weeks. He will have more information after that. Mr. Brower stated they have input into it but it is going to be fairly stringent, it is a model ordinance.  Mrs. Chambers stated also Mr. DeHaas will have the model. Mr. Bittner asked if this takes care of storm water on properties and everything like that.  Mr. Brower stated it is comprehensive, everything.  Mr. Mariscotti asked if the Borough is in good shape with the separation of sewage and storm water a few years back. Mr. Brower stated it mainly deals with new construction and will impact the university most. Mr. Bittner asked if the Borough’s ordinance would have to be amended or would everything fall under this.  Mr. Brower stated the storm water ordinance will replace that.  It is ninety pages.  

TREES

Mr. Gardner asked Mr. Brower since Mr. Johnson was not here if with the rain that is anticipated if most of the trees have been taken out of the creek beds so there will not be flooding along those areas.  Mr. Brower stated they cleaned as much as they could with the workforce they have plus the contractors but he could not tell how much. Mr. Mariscotti did not think contractors were sent to clean any creek beds.  Mayor Durdines stated the problem with Gorby’s Run which goes out California Drive is the stream bed is on the same level as the roadway so even with a small amount of rain it spills its banks.  The creek actually needs dredged out if there is any chance of keeping the water in the stream beds.  Ms. Roberts stated there are a lot of branches out there now that are just hanging and a little rain will cause them to fall.  It is almost impossible to handle all of that.  Mr. Brower felt the biggest problem would be the rivers.  Mr. Bittner stated Mr. Ventura called him this evening. When the street crew moved the one tree out in the Daisytown area, they cut the tree and put it on private property.  He would like that cleaned-up as soon as possible and off his property.  Mrs. Chambers stated they took stuff out of the creek. Mr. Bittner stated he feels it is admirable they want to do this but if he is wrong he wants Mr. DeHaas to tell him.  He thinks the Borough has to be very careful going on private property, the creeks are under Washington County and they are on the Borough all the time when the Borough wants to do something. The Borough has to be very careful when doing these things and the person that called this evening brought this up to him also. He would just like everyone to keep that in mind that going on private property opens the Borough up for a lot of problems. Ms. Roberts agreed.  Mr. Bittner stated hopefully the borough crew can get that cleaned up tomorrow or in the near future.  

SEWER ORDINANCE CLARIFICATION BY SOLICITOR

Mr. Brower suggested help from the solicitor on the sewer ordinance regarding the responsibilities of the Borough verses the home owner as far as protection goes. Specifically from the property line to the main sewer needs clarification.  Mr. Brower’s interpretation is when a new sewer is put in between the property line and the main sewer, that cost is split 50/50 either the Borough does the work and bills the home owner or they agree on a contractor and split the bill. Several pages back it addresses what happens if one of the buildings causes a problem on the main line. The way he reads it is the home owner pays for that.  It seem that since you split the cost up front, maybe the cost should be split if there is a problem with it since you both paid for it. Mrs. Chambers asked if this is Ordinance No. 480 that establishes sewer rates as well as tap in fees.  Mr. Brower stated correct. Mr. Bittner felt Mr. DeHaas should be asked his interpretation as he, Mr. Brower and Mr. Johnson spoke on this at length. If Mr. DeHaas does not think it is clear, it could be changed and the ordinance amended. Basically it is the maintenance of the line between the property owner’s property line and the connection into the sanitary sewer.  Bittner/Mariscotti motion to have Mr. DeHaas review that ordinance and give a recommendation.   On a roll call vote motion carried with all members voting yes.  
Bittner/Roberts motion to approve Mr. Brower’s report duly carried with all members voting yes.     

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Council went into an executive session at 7:50 p.m.

Council returned from executive session at ?????? The executive session was to discuss employee responsibilities.

HIRE JEFF TODAY
Mr. Mariscotti made an amendment to the motion that he previously made.  The addition to the motion would be his employment would be contingent upon a memorandum of understanding that will included his terms and conditions of employment. The memorandum of understanding is something that is drawn up by the Borough in the next few months.  It will be within the 180 day probationary period and at the end of his probationary period if he chooses to sign it then that would be part of the terms and conditions of this position from that point forward.  Mrs. Roberts seconded the motion.  Mrs. Chambers stated there is a motion on the floor to hire Mr. Jeff Today and it has been seconded that Mr. Today will be hired as the street commissioner on a 180 day probationary period and other conditions that Mr. Vitchoff, Mr. Mariscotti has put forth.  On a roll call vote motion carried with all members voting yes.  Mr. Mariscotti added a second amendment that this is pending a physical and a background check.  Mrs. Roberts seconded this second amendment.  Motion duly carried.

Bridges/Roberts motion to approve Mr. Mariscotti’s report duly carried will members stating aye.

MAYORS REPORT – MAYOR CASEY DURDINES
HIRE PART TIME POLICE OFFICERS

SCOTT VANDIVNER

Mayor Durdines asked Council to move to approve the hiring of Scott Vandivner as a part time police officer pending the completion of a physical and the background check has already been completed.  Marriscoti/Alfano motion.  On a roll call vote motion carried withal members voting yes.  

JUSTIN SHULTZ

Mayor Durdines also asked that Council move to approve the hiring of Justin Shultz as a part time police officer pending completion of a physical.  Alfano/Roberts motion.  On a roll call vote motion carried with all members voting yes.

Mrs. Chambers asked the Mayor who would be notifying these two young men.  Mayor Durdines would ask that the Officer in Charge Vitale make those notifications and then she and the Mayor could work together on discussing when they would both start.  
UNIVERSITY EVENTS

The Mayor stated there are some university events that are open to the public.  One is the Transitions Photography Exhibit on the third floor of the Manderino Library in the gallery. That is a Smithsonian Exhibit running through April 27th.  There is a variety of athletic events; basketball games schedules are available on line. The community is welcome to anything the university has going on and the university administration encourages California Borough residents to attend all those functions.

NIXLE SYSTEM

Mayor Durdines spoke about the Nixle System that the Borough has signed up for. That is a mass text messaging and email service that is free of charge. He is encouraging residents to sign up for this. Should there be a state of emergency or some sort of crime spree or something like that everyone could be notified via text message and email so you can be kept in the loop about things that are going on. The link is posted on the California Borough web site which is californiapa15419.com.  The web site for Nixle is nixle.com.  

POTENTIAL FLOOD
Mayor Durdines stated it is still a bit early to use the Nixle system if there is a flood this weekend.  The alert would be sent out in case anyone has signed up for it.  Those of you that live along small streams and near the river, be mindful of potential rising waters.  The updates that he has been receiving are not really giving any indication yes or no whether there is going to be flooding or not.  They are saying there is significant potential of flooding but it will not be known until it is seen how much rainfall there is. The rain is supposed to start tomorrow and run through Saturday. They are saying if there is a flood, it is going to be Friday night and Saturday.  That would be the most logical time given the snow melt and the rainfall. Should flooding become imminent at least along the river, the fire and police departments will make an effort to go door to door in that area notifying residents that they need to begin possible evacuation.  Also if you live along the river you may want to consider moving some things out of your basement or take whatever other precautions you feel necessary.  

Mariscotti/Roberts motion to approve the Mayor’s report duly carried with all members voting aye.

SOLICITORS REPORT – ATTORNEY DEHAAS
PERSONNEL ITEMS

Mr. DeHaas stated regarding the two personnel items that were previously mentioned as topics for the executive session; one item was reported on briefly tonight and the other items he reported to Council will be discussed in the executive session on Monday.  Mr. Bittner asked Mr. DeHaas if there was anything on the property coming into town for that deed transfer.  Mr. DeHaas state he would Mr. Bittner tomorrow.  

OLD BUSINESS
TRIANGLE

Mr. Bittner stated last year the university requested, never received any answers so they have requested again that Council make some type of decision on what the Borough wants to do regarding the triangle at Third Street and East Alley that is an integral part of the loop road.  They want to use that triangle and they have to be given some answer.  He feels it imperative that they be given an answer, sit down and talk with them, negotiate whatever Council wants to do but he thinks it is imperative that Council do that.  Mrs. Chambers agreed and stated Council needs to start thinking about that.  Ms. Roberts stated set up a meeting.  Mrs. Chambers stated there is the Community Partnership meeting the last Wednesday of the month from 12:00 to 1:00 p.m.    

ROETHLISBERGER K-9 GRANT

Mayor Durdines stated Mr. Hasbrouck informed him that regarding the K-9 grant, the Roethlisberger Grant, the Mayor asked him to stand up and mention the assistance that is being provided regarding that.  Mr. Hasbrouck stated the grant is going through the University Foundation.  Mrs. Chambers thanked him for all the cooperation the Borough gets from Cal U.  
RECOGNITION OF CITIZENS
JOY HELSEL
Joy Helsel, Director of Fraternity and Sorority Life at Cal U was contacted about a month ago by a company called Fight Back Productions.  They are working with Armstrong Cable to provide programming throughout their cable system.  It is live programming, not television.  They offered a program to the California community in conjunction with her office called “Students Fight Back,” a self defense program that is open to the university community and to the residents of California as well.  It is geared more to the student age level so she is asking high school students, juniors and seniors particularly.  It is an interactive program. They teach students how to detect violent people; how to trust their intuitions and look out for their fellow students, with some physical self defense instructions, but they are not touching anybody so don’t panic.  The audience will learn to feel powered and to become their own bodyguard. Thanks to the contribution from Armstrong Cable, this program is free and open to the public. It is on Monday, April 5th at 7:00 p.m. in the Performance Center. There are fliers out in the hall. The other program that she wanted to mention is The Big Event, that student government sponsors.  They have done it for the past few years.  It is a coordinated community service project where the student government works with the clubs, organizations, fraternities and sororities to go out into the community and help their neighbors in California. They offer the opportunity to the residents of California to submit a job site request form.  The event is on Sunday, April 25th and the deadline to apply for a site is April 16th.  These forms are also out in the hall. Forms can be submitted for inside jobs and outside jobs.  She encourages residents to take advantage of this and the students really enjoy meeting people in the community and helping their neighbors.  Mrs. Chambers stated they have done so at her church and they really love them.  They work hard and all they ask many times is just a pizza.  They have helped clean the church doing things such as scrubbing down walls and all sorts of things.  Ms. Helsel stated the student government will review the applications and notify residents prior to the date of the event.  

Mrs. Chambers told Mr. DeHaas goodbye.  Ms. Vitchoff asked Mrs. Chambers if Mr. DeHaas should stay. Mrs. Chambers stated no.  Ms. Vitchoff asked if this is not part of the regular meeting.  Mrs. Chambers stated no, public comment is public comment; they are not going to give any legal opinion on public comments and asked why a layer is needed here.  Mrs. Mariscotti stated he is a new employee and he ought to hear what they have to say. Mrs. Chambers stated he will not give any comments, why should he sit here for hours if he is not going to make any comments.  Ms. Vitchoff asked then is the meeting over?  Mrs. Chambers stated she did not say that.  Ms. Vitchoff asked if he was hired to attend regular meetings. Mrs. Chambers stated this meeting is now in the public comment session, he will make no comments on these comments. That is the end of it.  Ms. Vitchoff stated she was not going to ask him to comment on her comments.  She thought perhaps he would like to hear some issues. Mrs. Chambers stated asked and answered, move on please. Ms. Vitchoff thought this was a public area of the agenda that made it a regular part of the meeting. Mrs. Chambers stated ask and answered and asked why she does not understand her. Ms. Vitchoff stated she does understand her.  Mrs. Chambers asked then why does she keep asking the same questions over and over.  Mrs. Chambers asked Ms. Vitchoff what her questions.  Mrs. Mariscotti stated she has a lot to say.

IRENE MARISCOTTI

Mrs. Mariscotti stated first of all she thinks this is almost like a psychological game that a few on Council are playing and they think she thinks that they think, then asked if everyone can hear because she had a lot to say and is going to say it now.  She thinks this is a game, somebody is playing with them. They think, that the cabal thinks that they came in January and protested and were 180 strong.  They came back in February and protested and now she thinks somebody else thinks that the numbers are dwindling.  They vented, they are going to go home and we are going to do just what we done before and that is the way it works. She doesn’t think so.  Good evening, my name is Irene Mariscotti. Tonight she wishes to address the cabal, the four who within the first few minutes of the reorganization meeting on January 4th, 2010 blind sighted the other three members with your prearranged order of business in which by your majority vote four to three you fired four people, two of whom are veterans who were serving this community and you fired them without sufficient and just cause. As Jay Leno said to Hugh Grant “what the hell were you thinking?”  Some facts are in order here.  Your actions and she was addressing the four particularly, the cabal. Your actions have had and will continue to have many consequences that will cost the tax payers a great deal of money that does not reflect any enhancement or any improvement for our community. You, the cabal don’t get it.  Understand please that the tax payers do not like what you did and especially don’t like how you did it. They came 80+ strong at the January 14, 2010 meeting and many more at the February 11th meeting and told you so.  In January the motion was made properly seconded and after some discussion it was moved.  You four had the opportunity to set things right.  That motion was to hire back those four employees for ninety days and then review their respective situations.  Once again you arrogantly and defiantly voted down trail of resolve.  You have most of the community outraged.  The four of you have potentially and unjustifiably ruined the reputation of those people, causing rumor, doubt and suspicion to be cast on them, their families and their professional services.  You have acted out of ignorance and arrogance believing that you cannot be held responsible for your actions.  Be apprised that you are wrong.  You will be held legally responsible.  According to the newspapers you the cabal are already being sued as individuals and as a council by at least one of those people affected and perhaps by someone else.  If you had not fired the solicitor of twenty-six years, he would likely have cautioned you of your personal liability in such matters.  Additional facts need to be given here.  One of you told at the January 14th meeting that we should take our concerns to the District Attorney.  Some did only to be told that the District Attorney’s office had nothing to do with such matters.  Is that directive ignorance of the law?  One of you has asked us to give our names and addresses before speaking.  The privacy act protects use from giving our addresses in public meetings.  Is that directive ignorance of the law?  Some members that have served on Council in 2009 missed an occasional meeting because their work precluded their attendance but one of you who, was not employed in 2009 missed five regular meetings out of the twelve, missed three special meetings out of the four that was called and missed all three continuation meetings and several executive sessions. Is that person ill? Perhaps so but if that person is seen about town on a fairly frequent basis, why is it that it appears they are sick and confined to home only on those days when important meetings are held.  Perhaps a personal resignation is in order.  One of you has given local newspapers the idea that you have been given a mandate to take California in a new direction.  Since when does a total of four-hundred nineteen votes, again four- hundred nineteen votes out of approximately two thousand voters become a mandate?  What new direction are you suggesting?  You have written to the editor of the Valley Independent indicating in your own words “I have a lot to say.”  You had a lot to say a lot of time to say something.  We have not heard anything and you seem to be able to dodge giving any answer to any of the questions that were put to you in the past two months.  Please note that records show that over a period of time because of your objectionable behavior, three local boroughs have released you from their services, perhaps a personal resignation from this Borough is in order.  One of you lived and worked in our community all their lives.  You know the people but you know nothing yet of Borough law.  Because of that you are now in broiled in a personal law suit.  You have allowed yourself to be totally misguided by the other three in your cabal and one or two other disgruntled persons in our town.  How sad for such a good person to be so quickly mistrusted.  Perhaps a personal resignation should be considered.  One of you moved from fact with no regard of costs and expenses to the tax payers. Who with good common sense hires somebody for any job without first knowing what the costs are.  You the cabal must understand that while less than half of us vote, six thousand of us pay taxes.  You demoted the chief of police and placed the K-9 officer who is injured on light desk duty to replace him temporarily you said. We have other previously injured officers that were not placed on light duty. Why is that?  How do you account for the difference in treatment?  Since the dog is trained by one handler, does that mean that the K-9 services cannot be deployed until his trainer is off light duty?  You fired a long standing solicitor who had been working for our Borough for some time now on a three million dollar law suit.  You immediately hired an attorney from another county to serve while there are three young law firms within three blocks of this building.  You the cabal did not even consider them.  Perhaps the new solicitor was a personal attorney previously for one of you in the cabal.  Mr. DeHaas was hired without anybody even knowing what he charged for his services.  Is that what sent his partner to the January 14th meeting to tell us that?  Mr. DeHaas, since his hire will have to consult with the fired solicitor to obtain the necessary legal information.  The former solicitor who will charge for his time and then Mr. DeHaas will charge the Borough for his time.  This is a double cost to the tax payers.  By the way, if Mr. DeHaas were here as we were hopeful that he might be they wanted to say that he should be seated as previous practice indicated at the Council table.  The tax payers need to see him.  He is a new Borough employee. They would not only like to see what he looks like but would also like to hear what he has to say to address them.  That she is sure was Lorraine’s position.  You fired the street commissioner and immediately hired Fayette Engineering to take over his responsibilities.  Again you had no idea what that firm wou1d charge.  She repeated, where is your common sense?  Is it because you are not dealing with your owe money?  To date the street crew has no boss, no work schedule and no one to tell them what to do for eight hours on a daily basis.  Someone cannot come in for an hour or so, ask questions and give directions.  Please know that by Borough law the person on Council assigned to give a monthly report on public works is obliged to do only that, to give a report.  No assigned work schedules and duties are his to give to the street crew.  He or she is not their boss.  By the way, do you know where you were Christmas morning about 3:00?  Please know that your former commissioner, the one you fired was at the fire at McMonagle’s helping the fire department do what had to be done.  The fired street commissioner has already found employment somewhere else as was indicated this evening.  If possible, you should renegotiate his salary and reemploy him with a contract.  You fired the zoning and code enforcement officer, again you as a cabal hired Fayette Engineering to take over this department.  While the community has great respect for Fayette Engineering, we are beginning to get a bit uncomfortable as one of you in the cabal continues to push this firm for all reasons in all seasons. Is that employee of Fayette Engineering properly licensed to do the work of the zoning officer?  To the four, your impudence and imprudence will shortly cost you personally as you will have to hire your own respective legal counsel.  If you care an iota about this community please resign and save the tax payers thousands of wasted dollars.  The information you have listened to has been provided by the Open Records Act of January 9, by online election information, by the Valley Independent and the Observer Reporter Newspapers.  Mrs. Mariscotti’s final comment was you know this community has very few events that bring us together to share and celebrate our lives here. It is with a heavy heart that she tells you that the four of you have done our community a terrible and expensive disservice.  Thank you.
MIKE SEARS

Mr. Sears, Borough resident stated that Mrs. Chambers has received two letters from him dated January 10 and February 8, 2010.  Both letters were addressed to Mrs. Chambers as President of Borough Council, sent to the address of California Borough Municipal Building, copies of which he had with him.  In the January 10, 2010 letter he expressed concern regarding an irrational manner in which she and the three other members made personal decisions by actions which appears to have violated the Sunshine Law.  In his February 8, 2010 letter, having not received any explanation either verbally or in writing to his first letter, he submitted to Mrs. Chambers specific questions to be answered by her as the President of Borough Council. To date he has not received any answers, verbally or in writing to those questions.  Mr. Sears stated to Mrs. Chambers, the people in this room including him and those watching the proceeding on television along with those folks that are not are all residents of this Borough and most importantly they are your constituents.  You represent us as an elected official.  He presumed that she took an oath to uphold the Constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and to faithfully and diligently carry out the duties of her office.  All of which is necessary to represent each and every resident of this Borough. It appears to him that he would assume the same as many of those who have filled the room tonight; that she has failed to uphold her oath and provide the necessary leadership we are due and answer the questions they have asked.  To totally dismiss them without any valid explanation or response to any of their questions or concerns is indicative of an elitist attitude that is detrimental to the democracy they have a right to and demand.  You work for us. Mr. Sears stated with that said Mrs. Chambers, do you intend to at least address the concerns and answer the questions he has which have been submitted to her via official correspondence.  If she no longer has his letters which should have been placed in the Borough’s correspondence file and made a matter of public record, he could provide her with copies of both letters.  Mrs. Chambers stated Mr. Sears read them into the Borough news; she has them and does not need another copy.  Mr. Sears asked Mrs. Chambers if she intends to address his concerns and answer his questions.  Mrs. Chambers had no comment for him tonight, no.  Mr. Sears stated failure to do so, would again call into question her leadership and fitness for elected office.  Given this and the turmoil surrounding these decisions of this Council over the past two months, he believes it to be in the best interest of the residents of the Borough of California that she steps down as President of Borough Council immediately.  Mrs. Chambers stated that is Mrs. Sear’s opinion.  

NICOLE ROBERTS

Ms. Roberts asked Mr. Bittner if California Borough currently have a light or modified duty policy for the police department.  Mr. Bittner stated there is no written policy to his knowledge for light or modified duty.  Under the former solicitor, it was his recommendation that the Borough not provide light duty or things like that, employees come back to work at full duty or did not come back until they were able to do that.  Ms. Roberts asked if the Borough currently has an employee of the police department who is on a non-existent policy.  Mr. Bittner stated there was an employee brought back on light duty and to his knowledge, it is up to council that there would be a light duty policy or not a light duty policy so evidently the people that brought her back on duty felt that in their power to do that which he guesses that must be.  Ms. Roberts asked if there was any motion or vote that came across the table by all members of Council.  Mr. Bittner stated to his knowledge there was never any vote to establish a policy or not to establish a policy or for her to be brought back on light duty.  Mrs. Chambers stated to her knowledge it passed, she is sitting right there.  Ms. Roberts asked if the policy was amended in the union contract.  Mr. Bittner stated there is no policy.  The Borough’s policy was under the advice of the former solicitor that Council did not provide light duty for the employees that requested it.  That is what the Borough operated under until 2010.  Until 2010, the majority of Council members at that point in time decided they would provide employment for someone with light duty and since it passed with the majority of Council members he would assume that the Borough now has light duty for that one particular person brought back under it.  Ms. Roberts asked if it would have to be voted on again if there would be another employee that would need to be brought back.  Mr. Bittner stated he does not know and feels this is getting into some legal realms.  All he was giving was the history and he does not feel comfortable answering that at this time.

JOHN PETRO

When Mr. Petro heard about a code enforcement company coming in to do the code enforcement it kind of ticked him off.  He has questions about how it is going to be handled.  Mrs. Chambers stated a resolution is being created.  No has been hired yet.  He said it was stated the company HMT.  She stated that was the recommendation yes.  Mr. Petro asked if there wasn’t a motion to hire them.  Mrs. Chambers asked if the vote was to create a resolution and the resolution has not been written or approved.  Mr. Petro asked if there are procedures involved, what is going to happen with these people, how they are going to do the inspections, where they are going to be located, are they going to have space in the Borough Building, supervision here, have access to all our files.  Mrs. Chambers stated these are professionals, this is what they do. Mr. Petro stated he understands it is a company outside of this organization but he has vested interest in this Borough. He has rental property in this Borough.  He has records in that office.  He wants protection for those records and to see that they are properly protected.  Mrs. Chambers stated they are.  Mr. Petro asked how she knows that.  Mrs. Chambers stated because they are under lock and key that is how she knows it.  Mr. Petro stated you are going to have somebody come into the office.  Mrs. Chambers stated there is a full time secretary.  Mr. Petro asked if they would be taking files out of the office.  Mrs. Chambers stated that she could not answer.  Mr. Alfano stated as the applications come in they will be sent to the vendor and the vendor will go to the unit where the inspection will take place and they will leave. They will file their reports on line at their office and send them to the Borough.  The full time Borough employee will be responsible for collecting the fees, issuing the licenses and that kind of thing, in his mind that is how it is going to work.  Mr. Petro asked what would happen as far as enforcement procedures, notices of violations and things of that nature.  Mr. Alfano stated initially a code enforcement officer will come in probably two days per week to just catch up on old matters, start getting familiarized with the town, write up any new code enforcement things.  They will be on an as needed basis. Mr. Petro asked about complaints. Mr. Alfano stated they would come through the office as usual. Mr. Petro asked if that would be for any property in the Borough.  If he came down Wood Street and saw forty properties from the fire hall down to the traffic light that were in violation of the property maintenance code, he could file complaints with the new company and they would take care of it.  Mr. Alfano stated no, the Borough and the Borough would send them to the company for review.  Mr. Petro stated and they will take care of them.  Mr. Alfano stated hopefully, that is what the six month trail.  Mr. Petro asked if that goes for the rental license as well as far as the issuance of licenses.  The intent of the borough ordinance was to make sure all of the Borough ordinances were in compliance and to pay their sewage bills.  That means making sure all the zoning hearing board decisions were up to date.  Will they have access since they should be reading the file beforehand, making sure these people have assigned parking spaces and all the other stuff they are supposed to have when doing inspections.  Mr. Alfano stated he does not think they could do their job without reading the borough ordinances first.  They do rental inspections, UCC and code enforcement in twenty other municipalities in Washington County.  They have many years of experience in doing that kind of work.  That is one of the main reasons why he selected them as the first choice along with the other people.  Mr. Petro asked if they would handle the other complaints besides the rental properties. They would.  

DAN FOWKES

Mr. Fowkes from the street department commented that there were several complaints to the Borough yesterday and the only reason the street crew went out to Daisytown yesterday to remove those trees is because residents on Ventura Lane or across the creek complained that they thought the tree that was above the creek was going to get lodged in that ridge under the bridge because of flooding problems.  The other tree that was lower than that actually came across on the California side and went over and landed on the wall at Ventura’s Bar actually was so long it went into that lane.  Somebody went there and trimmed it so cars wouldn’t hit those trees.  The four of them went out there, Ronnie went with the backhoe.  They had permission from Tiernan to go on his property and they drug that tree out of there.  If they had not pulled that tree out of there, anything that came down through the creek, when it got there would have surely backed up that creek and those people would have had problems out there.  The tree that was complained about, somebody called this borough building and complained about that tree yesterday and they were instructed by Bill Johnson to take that out of there.  When they got the tree out of the creek, he talked to that person and it just happened midmorning yesterday.  They were under the understanding that tree was okay for the time being.  But since they had three other trees in that area to take care of, that tree was going to have to wait.  The concerns came from the residents on that lane and that was the only reason they were out there to begin with.  They will go take care of that tree at some later time.  The complaints came to this building first and then it filtered down to the street crew to take of that.  Mrs. Chambers felt it was a good judgment call to get that tree out of there to prevent flooding and applauded the street department’s good judgment for getting it done.  Ms. Roberts asked if somebody gave him a problem about that.  Mr. Fowkes stated evidently because Mr. Bittner got a complaint about it.  Mr. Bittner stated he wanted to tree removed from the property and he reassured him that would be cleaned up.  Mr. Bittner stated in a situation you just have to be real careful.  Mrs. Chambers stated we are but we also have to take care of it.  

ARTIE HARRIS

Mr. Harris questioned the past light duty policy, when that was and what minutes that was in.  When it was passed over the table.  Ms. Roberts stated that is not what he said.  Mr. Bittner stated he did not say that a policy was passed.  He stated there was never a policy.  To date he knows of no written policy.  It was passed over the table they would bring her back under light duty.  Mr. Harris stated to bring somebody back that has to be passed over the table and if she gets hurts, she could not even sign up for comp.  You let the solicitor leave and he did not know why he didn’t stay here and listen.  Mr. Harris had a problem with the borough paying for Betty to go to the William Penn for $319.60 but then she waived the gas money.  She should not have been allowed to waive the gas money.  The policy in this Borough that when the Borough sends somebody the Borough pays for the gas.  He does not care who it is.  Mrs. Chambers stated she is sorry Ms. Pfrogner asked that Council waive that.  Mr. Harris asked who inspects commercial property now.  Mr. Alfano stated K-2.  Mr. Harris stated residential DHMT.  Mr. Alfano stated hopefully at some point.  Mr. Harris stated Mr. DeHaas left and when going into an executive session said for personnel matters and you are supposed to say what it is.  You don’t give a name but what personnel was it for police, road.  Mrs. Chambers stated police and streets.  Mr. Alfano stated that is what was voted on when they came back out.  Mr. Harris stated you could have talked about other things.  Mr. Harris stated about the triangle you should check the university already paid the Borough for that triangle.  That was done years ago.  Mr. Alfano asked how much.  Mr. Harris stated he did not know you would have to go back and look.  Mrs. Chambers stated so the university owns the triangle.  Mr. Harris stated they already paid the Borough for it.  They paid one and some thousand dollars.  Mr. Alfano asked why then was he instructed to go and negotiate with Dr. Golden in his last term of Council for that piece of property if they already owned it.  Why did he waste his time?  Mr. Harris stated he could not answer that.  Mr. Alfano stated Mr. Harris told him to go.  Mr. Harris stated he did not tell Mr. Alfano to go he told that triangle was paid for.  Do not tell I told you to go.  Mr. Harris stated he told Mr. Alfano no, do not go, that triangle is paid for.  Get Betty to check the records.  Mr. Harris asked for March the 16th to use the Council Chambers for CCCG Group, the concerned citizens group.  Mrs. Chambers stated that is okay with her.  Mr. Harris stated March 16th at 6:00 p.m.  

KATHY URBAN
Mrs. Urban asked if anyone could quote what Bruce Large’s salary was.  Mrs. Chambers stated salary and benefits came to about $50,000/year.  Mrs. Urban asked if it was stated the new street commissioner would receive a two year contract.  Mr. Mariscotti stated a three year contact.  Ms. Roberts stated that is all pending.  Mrs. Urban asked if anyone thought maybe to offer a three year contract to the former street commissioner.  Maybe that would have been a little bit more security for him if he knew, that is just a question she is asking.  Mr. Mariscotti stated that is why he made the motion the way he did tonight based on that concern there was a time frame.  Mrs. Urban asked so that someone would feel more secure with that position.  She then asked if the memorandum of understanding replaced the offer contract in the original motion.  Mr. Mariscotti stated all that he said would be in the memorandum of understanding.  Mrs. Urban asked if the Borough carries insurance on Officer Argo.  Ms. Roberts stated yes.  Mrs. Urban asked if liability, compensation.  Mrs. Chambers asked Officer Vitale to answer the question.  Officer Vitale stated she presented three plans to council in a folder and she has not heard anything.  Mrs. Urban asked if there are three plans for Officer Argo, have they been voted on, acted upon.  Mr. Mariscotti asked if she is talking about medical insurance or liability.  Mrs. Urban stated medical, compensation, liability.  Mr. Bittner stated the Borough has liability insurance.  Mr. Mariscotti stated what Tracy is talking about is medical, a health plan.  Mrs. Urban asked if there is a set rule or policy that if someone would come in and ask for a police report that they would have to show driver’s license or furnish their address and age of the person requesting the police report.  Mrs. Chambers asked her to repeat the question to Officer Vitale.  Mrs. Urban asked if there is a standard policy that if she walks into the police department and requested a report, an incident report that 1.  She had to show her driver’s license, 2.  If she didn’t have her driver’s license would she give her name, address and age?  Officer Vitale stated she does not know if there is a policy out there that if anyone comes in for a police report when she has been in the office, she keeps a log so she has police reports documented.  Mrs. Urban stated she went in for an incident report and she paid her $15.00.  What she thinks she should have done was go to the right to know office fill out a right know form and maybe get it that way.  She stood at the window and was asked to produce her driver’s license and she was thinking they want my driver’s license, they know who I am.  It was outside and she did not want to go out into the car, go through the snow to get her driver’s license.  So she told her if she doesn’t have a driver’s license how about your name and address and age.  She thought that a little strange.  She looked around and people were rolling their eyes.  She also asked someone who works in the office and asked if they ever heard about that, people having to give this information to get an incident report and they said no they never heard of that.   That didn’t help until she was talking to an attorney.  It is the right to know, it is not as if nobody knew who she was.  Officer Vitale stated she doesn’t know who she is, she does not know her personally, and she did not know who she was.  Mrs. Urban stated this was after….she would not air that right now.  She stated she would discuss it later.  She just wanted to know if there is a standard policy.  If somebody else would walk in would they ask that person for the same information that she was asked to furnish for an incident report of the bakery.  Mrs. Chambers stated she is not familiar with these policies and asked the Mayor if he is, Mr. Gardner, Officer Vitale?  Mayor Durdines stated to establish a resolution to this situation; he asked Officer Vitale if she would be willing to sit down with him tomorrow so some sort of policy could be outlined for how people get incident reports.  Then if any specific information is needed, they could justify why and when people come in if they do have a question.  Mrs. Urban stated the reason she brought this up is she had a very long discussion with a gentleman with the right to know office and that is not something they should ask, that much information on a person who is requesting and paying for a request.  It is just not done.  Ms. Roberts asked who she talked to.  Mrs. Urban stated Barry.  Ms. Roberts stated no, the person here that asked her for her driver’s license.  Mrs. Urban stated Joyce and when she came in for the report, she was at the window and she had her receipt and everything and they asked her for her driver’s license as that was required.  She said it was outside; she did not have it with her.  Then she thought why would she have to give her driver’s license.  She is Kathy Urban, God forbid nobody would want to impersonate her.  Mrs. Chambers asked if this is an incident that happened at her bakery.  Mrs. Urban stated again she has a complaint in.  She filed everything.  Mrs. Chambers sated she is sure the Mayor and Officer Vitale would resolve this for her and if a written policy is needed that is what they will get out.  Mrs. Urban stated that is all she is asking.  Mrs. Urban thanked Mrs. Chambers.  

JANET BATEMAN

Ms. Bateman stated right now she is very upset.  She feels like if she says hello to Angie, Lorraine or somebody she is on that side and she feels if she says hello to Patsy or Casey or whoever she is on that side.  This is a community.  This is a town and we should all be working together, not this side, that side.  She has lived here all her life and she probably attended more Council meetings than anyone in this room and believe her there was cabal in past council meetings also.  She has been there at those meetings.  What needs done now is and she told Mr. Vitchoff she is glad he got another position.  Everybody should work and jobs are there.  She has nothing against anybody and she is glad for everybody.  She stated this is a town; we shouldn’t be torn apart by disagreements and hate.  It is one of the worse things in the world and it can cause a lot of problems.  There are enough problems in town, there is possibly a pending flood and there will be a lot of people hurting.  Positive things need to be focused on.  She sat in January’s meeting and listened.  She didn’t get to February’s meeting and she is disappointed about that because there was a meeting and a lot of people were snowed in and didn’t have powers.  She came to this meeting and listen to bickering.  This is a community, we are all part of this and if there was a major catastrophe tomorrow, there would all be behind us because we would all be concentrating on something more.  Mrs. Bateman has nothing against anyone in this room. This town could be something great if everybody in this town worked together.  Someone asked her yesterday if there is any hope for this town?  She asked that the community unit.  

ROSEMARY URICK

Mrs. Urick thanked Mrs. Bateman and stated she took away her speech.  Mrs. Urick had two issues she wanted to address.  First the storm we just had and the amount of coverage.  She didn’t see anybody on Zulu Street. Cross Street apartments have electricity.  Projects have electricity.  Zulu Street did not.  She then told Mr. Alfano he could talk when she is done.  She heard that Casey had a meeting.  She would have loved to have attended that meeting.  As a matter of fact she called the day of that meeting.  They said no there is no meeting so she didn’t come but she did attend the one that Representative Daley had.  She wasn’t prepared and didn’t get to say half of what she wanted to say.  She guesses she is not a chosen few.  Mrs. Urick stated to Mr. Sears that she is still waiting for him to come visit her.  He hasn’t been there yet.  Mr. Sears stated he does not intend to go up there.  Mrs. Urick stated she did not think so, he is too good to go to that neighborhood.  Mrs. Urick stated he talks about people resigning, she asked for his resignation as a principal because she has contacted his boss twice about children in her neighborhood that don’t go to school.  This has been going on for three years.  Don’t you have a truant officer?  Mrs. Chambers stated she does not think school board business should be discussed at a Council Meeting.  Mayor Durdines stated for the record there have been individuals cited for truancy by the school resource officer on more than one occasion. 
JOHN PETRO

Mr. Petro stated he was the zoning officer for many years here.  He was made to come to the meetings and Mrs. Urick, Mrs. Pipik and Audrey Knight came to the meeting and they were a thorn in his side.  He had to sit here and endure complaints after complaints about everything but they were right and he was there to do the job and he did it but he couldn’t stand and complain and complain on a constant basis.  But they were actually right and the reason why he is up here today is partially because of those people.  You bring an outside company in to do the code enforcement and zoning stuff and it is not going to properly protect their rights as individuals.  Mrs. Chambers and Ms. Roberts petitioned to have this whole area rezoned and kept R-1 to protect the integrity of the neighborhood.  Mrs. Chambers asked if he is suggesting these professionals will not.  Mr. Petro stated he is suggesting that.  They would not have the same integrity as a person hired as an individual to protect your property rights.  Ms. Roberts stated that is why Patsy made sure that.  Mr. Petro stated you are not going to make sure because you have.  Ms. Roberts stated one of the things she felt was very good about he did was he had a six month clause in this.  Now these people may not be happy with the Borough and the Borough may not be happy with them but she thought Patsy did a really good job and she applauds him for it.  Mr. Alfano stated none of this code enforcement guys or rental inspectors are going to come in town that don’t have any friends or any prior relationships with anyone and will do the job as it is on paper and that is what the Borough is expecting them to do.  Mr. Petro stated you better hope so.  Mr. Alfano said give them a chance.  Mr. Petro stated he has been dealing with this for thirty years now and there are no two inspectors the same.  So if you hire a company to come in one inspector is going to be completely different from his coworkers that do the same job.  You are not going to get the same treatment across the board.  You may think you are.  He knows five inspectors from his own company and they are not the same.  Mr. Petro thinks the Borough is doing themselves a disservice bring these people here who trust what the zoning office will reinforce when you hire this company.  These people have been here since 1990 as far as he knows at every Council Meeting trying to protect their rights as citizens and he thinks this will be a disservice to them to hire an outside company.  

LORRAINE VITCHOFF

Ms. Vitchoff recognized the hundreds of people who were watching the meeting that have contacted the California Concerned Citizens Group, who are actively involved with them but are either unable to get to the meeting or who fear retaliation and reprisal.  She also thanked the many citizens who have sent monetary donations to their group against the cabal.  She also requested additional chairs because she would like to correct Mrs. Mariscotti’s count, there were 165 people there because there were many people outside and waiting in the lobby area and that was on the 14th of January.  Mrs. Vitchoff stated it was indicated that there is a policy for Officer Argo.  She just wanted Council to know that through her request for the right to know, the right to know officer said there was no policy for Argo.  She specifically asked that.  Mr. Gardner stated there was a policy put back in time with Chief Silbaugh when he was here.  His recollection is that policy was never adopted.  Mr. Gardner gave a copy to every person here to say if Council is going to have the dog there must be a policy.  He is waiting for them to go over it to say if changes should be made, not made and so on and adopt it so the Borough is protected.  Mr. Mariscotti stated he feels they are talking about two different policies.  Mr. Gardner stated he is talking about a K-9 policy.  Ms. Vitchoff stated she is talking about an insurance policy, god forbid something happened to him, what if he should be on duty and get shot.  What if he should injure himself?  What if for some reason he would become disabled, what if accidently he would bit someone?  Mr. Mariscotti stated there is one.  Ms. Vitchoff stated then the right to know officer didn’t realize that was the policy that would have covered.  Mr. Mariscotti stated there was misunderstanding as Mr. Gardner was referring to a procedural policy and the law that would cover a community that would adopted as far as the K-9 and Ms. Vitchoff is talking about an insurance policy.  Mrs. Bridges asked if he is not considered an officer.  Ms. Vitchoff stated she had that question as well and perhaps under that policy.  Mrs. Bridges stated he is considered a police officer so he would be covered under liability.  Mr. Bittner stated the Borough is covered from liability standpoint.  Ms. Pfrogner stated on the applications one of the questions is do you have a K-9.  Mr. Bittner stated it is on the general liability policy.  Mayor Durdines stated he knows it was discussed but he does not remember if it was approved, and asked Ms. Pfrogner if a killed in service for the dog was approved.  Ms. Pfrogner stated the mortality contract was never adopted.  Mr. Mariscotti asked about health insurance.  Ms. Pfrogner stated the Borough pays for his care but does not have a health insurance policy in play.  Officer Vitale stated she brought health insurance proposals.  Mr. Mariscotti asked if Council did not approve it.  Mrs. Chambers asked the Mayor to put that on his agenda for next month.  Ms. Vitchoff stated the California Community Concerned Group has been submitting right to know requests and asked if that is working alright for Council as they plan to continuing and she understands that there were some concerns about.   Ms. Vitchoff asked Mr. Gardner if Mrs. Chambers expressed any concerns about the number of requests.  Mr. Gardner stated he is not totally up to date on open records.  If she comes in Shirley is supposed to be.  All he asked her for copies.  That is her job so he guesses that is why she was sent to school and whatever that has to do with open records.  If she says that is not part of the open records, you can appeal that.  He doesn’t have a problem with that.  Ms. Vitchoff asked if she has received any direction from any Council members on denying or approving any of them, is she getting help.  Mr. Gardner stated not that she knows of.  Ms. Vitchoff asked Sheila if she helped her.  Mrs. Chambers stated no, she has not, that is not her job.  Ms. Vitchoff asked what role the K-9 officer plays in the right to know office policy.  The Mayor asked as far as what.  Ms. Vitchoff stated as far as participating, does she play a roll in the right to know process?  Mayor Durdines stated no, the open records officer is the one that is supposed to make those determinations.  Now, if the open records officer has a question, can’t find information, by all means they should contact the appropriate elected official or appointed official or the solicitor for clarification.  The open records officer is the one that is supposed to handle all the requests.  Ms. Vitchoff stated the reason she is asking that is because as she said before, the requests are coming through the community group and she is often the person that brings them here because she is not afraid to and many of them are anonymous.  If it is something that comes from her she will have her name on it but many will not come.  Ms. Vitchoff stated she would like to tell her experiences with coming to request her right to know forms or with picking up some information and this is the reason she asked what role any police officer or specifically Officer Vitale has in that process because every time she come to drop off or pick up a right to know piece of information Officer Vitale makes herself present in various ways.  One time she came out and every ones the structure with the right to know window, she came out and leaned against the wall, stared at her and just waited there, stood and looked at her until.  Two other times she came the dog was off the lease and she came out of the office and then chose to stand by the door and Ms. Vitchoff had to pass her before she exited.  Every time Ms. Vitchoff comes into the building that Officer Vitale is in here, she makes herself present when Ms. Vitchoff is at the right to know office.  Most recent Officer Vitale went into the right to know office and leaned against the filing cabinet and was staring at Ms. Vitchoff.  Ms. Vitchoff stated she asked Council at the last meeting if there any retaliation, intimidation.  Ms. Vitchoff fears for her safety, her family’s safety, the safety of all the people, the peace and well being and their families because it appears that there is possibly an attempt to intimidate when someone comes to drop off a right to know and Mrs. Urban didn’t give the rest of the story because Mayor Durdines is going to handle this but she does not know why extra information was required of her so Ms. Vitchoff would like for citizens to be able to come into the Borough Building without fearing that perhaps.  Mrs. Chambers asked Officer Vitale if she is threatening Ms. Vitchoff.  Mrs. Chambers did not understand as she has never seen her do that.  Officer Vitale stated Shirley’s office is the right to know office and that is also the same place that she goes when she makes copies and drops off payroll.  She stands back away until other people are done at the window before she bothers Shirley to unlock the door to let her in.  Also Argo is outside in the morning regularly strictly between 8:30 a.m. and 9:00 a.m.  Mrs. Chambers stated Officer Vitale is on administrative duty and working in an office all day long doing payroll, schedules so Officer Vitale is not trying to intimidate Ms. Vitchoff.  Ms. Vitchoff asked why Officer Vitale would approach a member of her family and question her right to know requests.  Mrs. Chambers did not know; she was not there.  Ms. Vitchoff asked Officer Vitale why she did that.  Officer Vitale stated she does not know what Ms. Vitchoff is talking about and asked her to elaborate.  Ms. Vitchoff asked why she questioned a member of her family. Officer Vitale asked who.  Ms. Vitchoff stated she does not have to tell who, Officer Vitale knows.  Officer Vitale stated she did not know what she was talking about.  Ms.Vitchoff stated Officer questioned her brother as to why she was putting right to know requests in about the police department.  Officer Vitale stated she questioned her about whether she has a problem with her personally because she does not know Ms. Vitchoff either.  Mrs. Chambers asked if Ms. Vitchoff has a problem with Officer Vitale.  Mrs. Chambers asked Ms. Vitchoff to wrap this up.  Mayor Durdines asked Dr. Vitchoff that in the future if she has some sort of complaint of this nature to please file it in the Mayor’s Office and then that way rather than drag this into a meeting he could talk with the individual involved and hopefully come to some sort of understanding.  Ms. Vitchoff stated she would do that and apologized that this came around like this but felt that President Chambers’ lack of understanding of perhaps questioning Ms. Vitchoff and believing what she was saying.  Ms. Vitchoff stated at the last meeting Sheila stated to her when she was asking about the article and her statement in the article in the Observer Reporter, when Mrs. Chambers stated that all of the people who were fired and or demoted knew why and then Mrs. Chambers stated they didn’t know why that they were fired or demoted.  Mrs. Chambers asked what was her answer.  Ms. Vitchoff stated her answer was maybe a few knew.  So now they are down to a few, let’s clear this up, out of three people who were Borough employees, how many knew why they were fired or demoted.  Mrs. Chambers stated they were not fire, they were demoted.  They simply were not, according to the municipal code reappointed.  Ms. Vitchoff asked how did they know why?  Mrs. Chambers asked who part of that answer does Ms. Vitchoff not understand.  Ms. Vitchoff asked how did they know why because Mrs. Chambers stated in the news papers they know why.  Mrs. Chambers stated then that statement stands.  Ms. Vitchoff asked how did they know, did they get a letter.  Mrs. Chambers stated she answered the question; you do not like the answer so you keep asking.  Ms. Vitchoff stated no she did not answer her question, did they get a letter.  Mrs. Chambers stated they were simply no reappointed according to the Borough code.  Ms. Vitchoff stated then it was incorrect in the Observer Reporter.  Mrs. Chambers stated if Ms. Vitchoff thinks that, she answered the question and is not going to keep answering it.  Mrs. Chamber told Ms. Vitchoff she is getting close to badgering her and she as an elected official do not have to put up with her badgering her.  You do not like the answer so you keep asking the same question over and over again.  Mrs. Chambers stated she is not answering that.  She answered that.  Ms. Vitchoff asked who she is talking to.  Mrs. Chambers stated she is getting very tired and if no else has any questions.  Ms. Vitchoff stated she has a question about the politics statement that Mrs. Chambers did make at the last meeting.  Ms. Vitchoff stated she said Lorraine maybe it was mental telepathy that they knew, I don’t know.  Mrs. Chambers stated she is asking the same question.  Ms. Vitchoff stated Mrs. Chambers mentioned that Ms. Vitchoff knows politics and the people who have said they repeatedly come here and there are four three votes and that kind of thing, perhaps that is why Mrs. Chambers is justifying the four to three vote because that happened before, at least that is the way it appeared but Ms. Vitchoff wanted to tell that she did a statistical analysis of the vote.  So when Mrs. Chambers mentioned it was a four to three vote for the past two years and this was politics.  In the year 2008, there were 348 items voted upon.  324 were unanimously voted upon, 11 were passed with a 6 to 1 vote, 5 were passed 5 to 2.  There were three in one whole year that were 4 to 3 and they passed.  There were only 2 in the entire year that were a 4 to 3 with the motion defeated.  So with 5 out of 348 votes Ms. Vitchoff could not say that was a 3 to 4 Council.  Then there were only five in the whole year of 2008 that were 4 to 3.  On January 4th 2010, out of 18 there were 11.  More 4 to 3 votes in one meeting than there was in an entire year so she would venture to say that we did not have a 4 to 3 Council.  We do now.  Ms. Roberts asked Ms. Vitchoff about the petitions.  She knows they had a lot of help with that and stated she knows Ms. Vitchoff was not the only one.  The petitions for the four people who were not reappointed.  Ms. Robert’s asked if Ms. Vitchoff could find out who forged Donna Bridges’ name on the petition.  On one there was Donna Bridges, Borough Building and it was very close to her signature.  Ms. Vitchoff asked on whose petition that was on.  Ms. Roberts was not sure which one that was on and asked Donna if she does.  Mrs. Bridges stated it does not say at the top.  She did have a copy of it somewhere.  Mrs. Bridges believes it was for Pat but it was with that group, but it just has a page number on it.  Ms. Vitchoff stated she has copies of those and she will review her copies to see if in fact there is a note on there and if she can get an answer for Mrs. Bridges, she will.  Ms. Vitchoff asked if they found anything else on there out of the four hundred some signatures because when she reviewed them she also found that the accusations of so many of them not being in the Borough, there was maybe one percent.  

TAMMY MATSKO

Mrs. Matsko stated on the breakdown of the expenses this evening, she did some real quick math of the engineering firm that under the code enforcement section and the attorney’s fees and added them up.  She asked if they are bill at 100 percent or if they were cut in half like last month.  Mr. Alfano stated fifty percent discount for the engineer, not the legal.  Mrs. Matsko asked so then the engineering firm is still billing at 50 percent discount.  Mr. Alfano stated correct.  Mrs. Matsko asked if having the HMT resolution.  Mr. Alfano stated it would be a resolution or ordinance whatever the solicitor feels is necessary.  She asked if at the end of Mr. Alfano’s breakdowns if he stated the landlords would incur an additional $15.00 fee for their inspections.  Mr. Alfano stated $15.00 yes or whatever is determined.  Mrs. Matsko asked why the fee be incurred immediately before even determining if this company is going to stay aboard or if they were cheaper than the Borough having its own building inspector/zoning officer employed on a daily basis that the Borough is going to pass on an additional fee to the landlords of the community.  Mr. Alfano stated that fee would be for an administrative cost to the Borough.  HMT Company is going to get the $45.00 for the inspection.  Mrs. Matsko asked then the landlord will no longer be billed by the Borough.  Mr. Alfano stated the system the Borough is anticipating is that when you come in to make application, the fees will be collected at that time; they will send the applications to HMT for inspection.  Mrs. Matsko asked if based on the square footage.  Mr. Alfano stated if it is above the standard residential rate, he thinks up to 600 square feet then the additional rates will apply.  If it is a rooming house above 600 or 1,200 however the break down goes.  Mrs. Matsko asked if the $15.00 would be tacked on either way.  Mr. Alfano stated that is an administrative fee per unit for each license.  Mrs. Matsko stated the bottom line is these fees are going to make the permit fees even higher than what is being paid.  Mr. Alfano stated correct.  Mrs. Matsko asked why the Borough is going to increase them even more when this firm possibly could be saving money for that office.  Mr. Alfano stated he would be glad to do an analytical cost estimate once the Borough is into it and if it seems like it is not fair to the property owners he would be happy to make a motion waive those fees or reduce fees.  Mrs. Matsko asked if that would be brought with the resolution when it is brought to the table.  Mr. Alfano stated he would not know until they actually get into the collection and inspection part of it.  Mrs. Matsko stated then they will have to bear the brunt up front and then wait and see.  Mr. Alfano stated it is going to be messed up there is no two ways about it; the Borough is behind the eight ball and cannot go another year without inspecting properties that have not been inspected for a couple years or more.  Mrs. Matsko asked when he anticipates this will take place.  Mr. Alfano stated is going to  put the pressure on these guys to have all the inspections completed by July 31, 2010 and the Borough is not even going to be able to vote on it until April to vote on the ordinance unless there is a continue meeting or special meeting in the mean time to air it.  The Borough is way behind on this.  

JOHN PETRO

Mr. Petro stated if he has his property inspected and it does not pass they will charge him $30.00 to come back out and asked what control Council will have to keep them from hammering his property to keep collecting $30.00 every time they come back out.  Mrs. Chambers stated if you don’t pass inspection you have to have re-inspection to see that you brought everything back up to code and asked if that is normal.  Mr. Petro stated no that is not normal you do not pay an inspection fee every time they come out.  Mrs. Chambers stated you don’t pay a re-inspection fee.  Mr. Petro stated not to the Borough it is all included.  Mr. Petro stated they could be knocking the system and keep getting re-inspection fees coming out and finding different things.  

LORRAINE VITCHOFF
Ms. Vitchoff received a text message from the television audience.  The question is could you please define badger.  You felt that she was badgering you.  According to the code.  Ms. Vitchoff stated that is why the Solicitor should have been here because that is her opinion. 
Mrs. Chambers stated she would bring that to Ms. Vitchoff next month.

Meeting adjourned at 10:00 pm
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