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	CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS

WALLACE J. PUCHALSKI MUNICIPAL BUILDING

212 MAIN STREET, NORTHAMPTON 

Northampton, MA
JULY 30, 2009

A regular meeting of the City Council was called to order by Mayor Higgins at 

8:05 p.m. On roll call, six (6) Councilors were present:

 Councilor James M. Dostal

 Councilor Michael R. Bardsley   

 Councilor Robert C. Reckman

 Councilor David J. Narkiewicz

 Councilor David A. Murphy

 Councilor Marianne L. LaBarge

Councilors Raymond W. LaBarge, Maureen T. Carney, and Paul D. Spector were absent.

Roll called by Mary L. Midura, Clerk of the Council



	Minutes Accepted

Approved


	Minutes of  July 9, 2009

Councilor Marianne LaBarge moved to approve the minutes of July 9, 2009; Councilor Narkewicz seconded. The vote passed unanimously (6-0).




	Rules suspended, passed two readings and enrolled.


	

	ORDINANCE- Amend Section 350-10.7 Heavy Public Use and Section 350-5.2 Table of Use Regulations (Refer to Committee on Economic Development, Housing and Land Use, Planning Board, and Committee on Elections, Rules, Ordinances, Orders and Claims LATE FILE
Referred
	ORDINANCE –Amend Section 350-10.7 Heavy Public Use and Section 350-5.2 Table of Use Regulations (Refer to Committee on Economic Development, Housing and Land Use, Planning Board, and Committee on Elections, Rules, Ordinances, Orders and Claims) LATE FILE
Councilor Dostal moved to Suspend Rule 39; Councilor Narkewicz seconded.  The vote passed on a voice vote of 4 Yes, 2 Abstain (Councilors Bardsley and Marianne LaBarge abstaining)

Councilor Narkewicz moved to refer to Committee on Economic Development, Housing and Land Use, Planning Board, and Committee on Elections, Rules, Ordinances, Orders and Claims; Councilor Reckman seconded.  The vote to refer passed on a voice vote of 4 Yes, 2 Abstain (Councilors Bardsley and Marianne LaBarge abstaining)

Councilor Bardsley stated that there is a Point of Order regarding Special Meeting from Robert’s Rules of Order, as to time and place and exact items of urgency.  He stated that, per the summer Council schedule, clearly this meeting is a special meeting.  

Mayor Higgins explained that she has never refused to put something on the agenda and is following usual practice. The Mayor sets the agenda and has authority to place items on that agenda per Ordinance §76-2, as business is required.

Councilor Narkewicz stated that he emailed the Council Clerk, Mayor and Council President at the same time.  He stated that there are no provisions in Council rules for special meetings, or for Executive Sessions.  The Ordinance Committee is presently reviewing Council rules.  The Council has no real rules regarding special meetings.  Councilor Narkewicz questioned that, if following Robert’s Rules of Order, whether there should be this special meeting at all?



	Citizens’ Petition – presented in Public Comment on July 9, 2009 to City Council

Motion to take off the Table failed on a tie vote
	Citizens’ Petition – presented in Public Comment on July 9, 2009 to City Council 

(Clerk’s Note: This record is not 100% verbatim – please see video tape of July 30, 2009 for full conversation)

Mayor Higgins: I want to thank the folks who came forward last time and were patient with our trying to sort out how this works.  The petition reads as follows:

“We, the undersigned hereby respectfully request that the Northampton City Council place the following non-binding public advisory opinion on the ballot for the November 3, 2009 election:

“Shall the City of Northampton expand the Northampton landfill over the Barnes aquifer?”

Mayor Higgins stated that the Council has three choices regarding this petition and question:

1) Vote yes, with no need for citizen petitioners to get signatures

2) Vote no, citizen petitioners can start getting signatures as early as August 3, 2009

3) Take no action, same as voting no, citizen petitioners can start getting signatures

Council President Dostal:  I believe it is too simple a question.  There should be a design with options so people have something to vote on.  The real question is what will we do with our trash?  Curbside with drop off?  Do nothing, close the landfill, leave people to fend for themselves? A combination of city pickup and drop off?  Design the question and the Council could have a meaningful one.

Councilor Reckman:  It would be helpful for Council to hear from the public, and we should ask so more information such as the five alternatives.  I believe this is too simple and should say “Shall we close the landfill?” with opponents and proponents crafting useful explanations.  Is it for us to decide or the Planning Board?  I don’t care, but as framed, this is too simple.

Councilor Narkewicz:  We have this question, or the one our colleagues Councilor Bardsley and Marianne LaBarge have in committee, which we have the power to amend.  Could there be two questions on the ballot?  This petition question, and the Council still devise a second question.  It does not preclude the question.  The first time since I’ve been on the Council, in 2003 citizens asked two questions related to Hospital Hill and were brought forward – the questions were tabled, and I want to understand the rationale in 2003.  Why the council tabled, and the citizens went out and got the signatures needed.

Mayor Higgins:  There was concern about the language being confusing.  And we could not amend.  The decision was not to move forward.

Councilor Bardsley:  So it was tabled indefinitely?

Mayor Higgins:  If this is tabled, and did not move, as of August 3, 2009 the proponents can go out and get signatures, as what happened the last time.

Councilor Dostal:  I commend the people who submitted this as it has stimulated discussion at the right time as the options study is out.  The options allow us to do a good job, but I still think the petition is too simple.

Councilor Bardsley: I don’t think so.  The wording is not too simple, based on your perspective.  In terms of other options, all are viable, but not really impact on this question.  The proposed –without the aquifer – by focusing on this, not diluting it.  It would be helpful if Council would be, or DPW or Board, but wording is not simplistic.  This should not complicate, the wording is secondary, what is really important is the discussion it will generate.  Citizens should understand the role of the lining, aquifer, and majority may say “We can live with this”.  The discussion and information are process, and I am in favor of this on the ballot as a good move.

Councilor Narkewicz:  This question on ballot, still have option to create a question.  Former Councilor Ghiselin referred to the five options in the Alternative study out – I could see a question that had those options and ask the citizens “Which do you like best?”  Two of those options include closing the landfill.  The key is not just on the ballot, have to really engage the public.

Councilor Dostal:  The key is education.

Councilor Narkewicz:  There could be multiple questions, could be other ways.

Councilor Marianne LaBarge:  I want to support this on the ballot.  The citizens of Northampton have rights to voice their opinions.  Yes, there is an Alternative Plan, that could be finished by November, but that is only a draft.  The citizens voices’ are here in the city.  I keep hearing this is “simple”, I disagree, it is a serious question of “over the aquifer”.  They should have the opportunity to go into the polls and vote to “Do you want to expand over the Barnes aquifer?”  I’m supporting this.

Councilor Murphy:  I don’t have any problem with placing this question on the ballot.  I would prefer a more comprehensive.  This is a complex question and is a tad oversimplified, and should be out there.  People who did this can put it on through the signatures.  I’d encourage us to a more complete question.  If we choose to go that way on the ballot, if Council puts another question, it is contributing to some confusion, and I am not in favor.

Mayor Higgins read the following Ordinance:

§ C-40.E Requirements for ballot for votes on proposed or protested measures.

[Added Acts of 1953, Ch. 63, approved at referendum 11-3-1953]

The ballots used when voting upon a proposed measure under section C-40C and C-40D or a measure or part thereof protested against under section C-40F, shall state the nature of the measure in terms sufficient to show the substance thereof.

Mayor Higgins stated that this is just something for petitioners to think about.

Councilor Bardsley moved to take the Citizens’ Petition off the Table; Councilor Marianne LaBarge seconded.

Councilor Reckman commended the citizens for bringing this petition, but stated he is not prepared at this time to support it.

A Roll Call was taken: Councilors Bardsley, Marianne LaBarge and Narkewicz voted Yes; Councilors Dostal, Murphy and Reckman voted No.  The motion failed on a tie vote.

Mayor Higgins again stated that the citizens can start gathering signatures on August 3, 2009.



	New Business


	None



	
	


At 8:45 PM, a motion to adjourn was made by Councilor Murphy and seconded by Councilor Dostal.  The vote to adjourn passed unanimously (6-0). 

Attest: _________________________________________, Clerk of Council
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