== NOTICE OF MEETING

BOARD OF ALDERMEN

Regular Meeting — Tuesaay, March 10, 2020 — 6.:00 p.m.
Council Chambers — Branson City Hall — 110 W. Maddux

AGENDA
MEETING CALLED TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

INVOCATION
e Ted Martin

ROLL CALL

AWARDS/RECOGNITIONS:

¢ Employee of the Month:
a) Ashley Hurst of the Police Department to be presented by Alderman Simmons.

PUBLIC COMMENT:

To speak during public comment, please sign the speaker sign-up sheet located at the front
door of the council chambers prior to the start of the meeting.

CONSENT AGENDA:

1) Approval of Board of Aldermen Minutes:
a) February 20, 2020 Study Session
b) February 25, 2020 Regular Meeting

2) Acknowledge Receipt of Minutes:
a) Planning Commission Study Session of November 5, 2019
b) Planning Commission Regular Meeting of November 5, 2019
¢) Budget and Finance Committee meeting of January 31, 2020

3) Final Reading of Bill No. 5788 amending Chapters 1, 18 and 58 of the Branson Municipal
Code pertaining to the Realignment of Code Enforcement within the City and Dangerous
Buildings.

4) Final Reading of Bill No. 5789 amending the adopted 2019 Budget for the City of Branson,
to adjust monies for Various Funds.
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)

6)

Final Reading of Bill No. 5790 amending the adopted 2019 Budget for the City of Branson,
to adjust monies for the Mandatory Redemption and Waterfall in the Debt Service Funds.

Final Reading of Bill No. 5791 approving payment of Incentive Fees to SMG, Branson
Convention Center’s Management, in accordance with their contract for FY2018.

REGULAR AGENDA:

7

8)

9

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

Report by Rachel Wood about the Branson Chamber of Commerce Year-End 2019
Marketing Report.

Final Reading of Bill No. 5778 amending Chapter 58 of the Branson Municipal Code
pertaining to persons under 21 years of age prohibited from the purchase of tobacco
products and prohibiting the sale of tobacco products to persons under 21 years of age.
(Postponed during the February 25, 2020 meeting)

First Reading of Substitute Bill No. 5793 amending Chapter 58 of the Branson Municipal
Code pertaining to Prohibiting the sale of tobacco products to persons under 21 years of age.

A Resolution authorizing staff to submit an invitation to bid for a Marketing Research Firm
to provide direction to the City in regards to expanding our Marketing Funds.

A Resolution authorizing the Branson Police Department to apply for Missouri Department
of Transportation Grant Funding to fund D.W.I. Traffic Enforcement within the City of
Branson.

A Resolution authorizing the Branson Police Department to apply for Missouri Department
of Transportation Grant Funding for Hazardous Moving Enforcement and Equipment
within the City of Branson.

A Resolution authorizing the Branson Police Department to apply for Missouri Department
of Transportation Grant Funding for Youth Alcohol Enforcement within the City of
Branson.

First Reading of Bill No. 5794 approving the Intergovernmental Cooperative Agreement
with the City of Merriam Woods, Missouri Police Department pertaining to the donation of
Taser X26 Equipment and authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract.

First Reading of Bill No. 5795 approving the Franchise Agreement with the Empire District
Electric Company and authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract.

First Reading of Bill No. 5796 amending Chapter 58 Section 65 of the Branson Municipal
Code pertaining to the ordinance violation of harassment.

First Reading of Bill No. 5797 amending Chapter 86 Sections 621 thru 623 of the Branson
Municipal Code pertaining to the naming of W 76 Country Blvd.

First Reading of Bill No. 5798 approving a Reimbursement Agreement with Morris
Hospitality, LLC. pertaining to the installation of a 24 Inch Sewer Main Improvement and
authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract.
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19)  First Reading of Bill No. 5799 accepting the proposal of D.H. Pace Company, Inc. D/B/A
Overhead Door Company of Springfield pertaining to overhead door maintenance services
for the City of Branson Facilities and authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract.

20) First Reading of Bill No. 5800 approving the renewal of the contract with Kimberling City
Tire Company, Inc. pertaining to tires, tubes and services and authorizing the Mayor to
execute the contract.

21)  First Reading of Bill No. 5801 approving the amendment to the 2020 life and AD&D
Insurance Premiums from Anthem Life Insurance Company and allowing Elected Officials
to sign up for basic life insurance for the City of Branson and authorizing the Mayor to
execute the contract.

22)  First Reading of Bill No. 5802 approving the First Amended Contract with Sentinel
Emergency Solutions pertaining to the purchase of self-contained breathing apparatus and
authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract.

APPOINTMENTS:

23)  Appointments.

DISBURSEMENTS:

24)  Disbursements.

REPORTS

ADJOURN INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION

Closed Executive Session pursuant to 610.021.2 RSMo for real estate.

ADJOURN

Where Values are the Difference

MARCH: SERVICE/COURTESY
Responding to others with respect and a helpful attitude

For more information please visit www.bransonmo.gov or contact:
Lisa Westfall, City Clerk, 417-337-8522

March 10, 2020
Board of Aldermen Agenda
Page 3 of 3


http://www.cityofbranson.org/

City of

Vi OUH
mssoun ) STAFF REPORT
*

ITEM/SUBJECT: RECOGNIZING ASHLEY HURST OF THE POLICE
DEPARTMENT AS THE SERVICE AND EXCELLENCE
EMPLOYEE OF THE MONTH FOR MARCH, 2020.

INITIATED BY: EMPLOYEE OF THE MONTH COMMITTEE

DATE: MARCH 10, 2020

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

PRESENTATION BY ALDERMAN:

It is my privilege to present the City of Branson’s “Service and Excellence” Employee of the
Month award for March, 2020, to Animal Control Officer, Ashley Hurst.

This award is to recognize employees who have gone above and beyond, and whose performance
exemplifies the City of Branson values.

Ashley was nominated for her compassion and respect towards a member of our community who
is homeless and his dog.

Ashley saw the puppy outside on a cold day and held and played with it while the owner was
finishing a meal. Ashley then went into her truck, pulled out a dog sweater and bag of treats.
Ashley taught the owner how to put the sweater on the puppy and gave this person the bag of
treats. Ashley then told the owner if the puppy needed anything to get through the winter, to give
her a call.

Ashley consistently goes above and beyond, often using her own resources like treats and animal
clothing to exemplify the City of Branson values while showing respect and compassion for the
pet population in the Branson area and their owners.

On behalf of the Mayor, Board of Aldermen, City Administrator and City staff, it is my honor to
present this plaque naming Ashley Hurst as the City of Branson March 2020, “Service and
Excellence” Employee of the Month.

Congratulations and keep up the good work!

i1
H
H

FINANCIAL IMPACT: STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
_X_No impact/Not applicable ____ Recommended

____ Budgeted in the current year’s budget ____Not Recommended

____ Otbher (see additional explanation) _X Neutral/None

COMMUNITY PLAN 2030: Good Governance (PBB)

ATTACHED EXHIBITS:
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Handout provided by Jerry Henry for ltem #4

M%Seeg\m ~Yeln 20,2020 e Y

2020 District Marketing Council

Deidre McCormick-Tanger Outlets (CHAIR)

Brett Domeny-Silver Dollar City

Steve Presley-Presleys Theatre

Susan Smith-Welk Resorts

Jody Madaras-All Hands-On Deck Show

Dean Sell-Sight & Sound Theatres

Patrick Cox-State Park Marina/Harbor Marina/Chateau Marina
Sheila Thomas-Table Rock Lake Chamber

Bill Tirone-Hilton Hotels

Julie Wilson-Track Family Fun Parks

Trey Pelz-Branson Wash Company (formerly Clear Marketing)

Study Session Minutes

2-20-2020
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MINUTES

THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
BOARD OF ALDERMEN
CITY OF BRANSON, MISSOURI
February 25, 2020

INTRODUCTORY

The Board of Aldermen of the City of Branson, Missouri, met in regular session in the Council
Chambers of the City Hall on February 25, 2020, at 6:00 p.m. Mayor Akers called the meeting to order with
the “Pledge of Allegiance” and Jamie Rouch gave the invocation.

ROLL CALL

City Clerk Lisa Westfall called roll: Mayor Edd Akers presiding, Kevin McConnell, Brian Clonts, Bob
Simmons, Bill Skains, Larry Milton and Rick Castillon.

AWARDS / RECOGNITIONS

Employee of the Month

Alderman Clonts presented Rick Bright of the Police Department as the February Employee of the
Month in recognition for displaying City of Branson Values.

Mayor Akers read a statement regarding speaker decorum and stated in order to give everyone a
chance to speak tonight | would like to ask that if you're speaking on an item, that you keep your comments
succinct, to the topic and as short as possible. You will be allowed to only speak once on an item and please
do not repeat what has already been said by another speaker. Once public discussion has ended on an
item, the Board starts their discussion, no additional comments will be taken from the audience. Please
remember to speak into the mic, state your name and address for the record and please seek to stay within
the five minute guideline we have. As a special thing for the Aldermen, if after the speakers are there if the
Aldermen would like to call someone back for clarification, we've allowed for that to happen.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Doug Clark, 121 A St. Andrews Street, Branson, Missouri, mentioned addressing the Board last
year regarding 5G technology and he has additional information for the Board’s consideration. Since then,
several municipalities have changed their attitudes about installing this equipment for a variety of scientific
reasons he feels should be considered here. He added, there’s enough information from the 1930s forward
in which people have analyzed electromagnetic frequencies 60 gigahertz and beyond, which is what 5G
operates on. He explained this particular frequency has been found to have detrimental effects on different
areas of the human body; one being oxygen absorption in the lungs. Mr. Clark explained there’s an
oscillating effect on oxygen molecules which doesn’t allow for proper absorption into the blood. This can
give people respiratory problems depending on how it affects an individual's metabolism. Another aspect
is with bandwidth as the magnetic field disrupts this process and has detrimental effects on the way the
blood brain barrier opens up and absorbs things people don’t want in their brains. He estimated only 300
to 400 people in the United States have looked into the details, rather than taking the industries’ position
on saying it's safe. He doesn't think it's been done or if it has, it's not publicized because the companies

Board of Aldermen
Regular Meeting 2-25-20
Page 1 of 10



pushing this technology are saying it's safe and there’s nothing to worry about. Mr. Clark reported there’s
enough information about 4G and the different types of radiation affecting some types of body metabolism.
He said the second thing he'd like to talk about is the Coronavirus and feels coincidentally, the first city in
China where the recent outbreak took place is the first city operating on 5G. He reported some scientific
people believe this has a bearing on what's going on and the types of respiratory failures people are having.
Mr. Clark stated these people were exposed to germ warfare; a genetically manipulated virus the Chinese
stole from several labs in the United States. He explained the University of North Carolina was
experimenting on a horseshoe bat virus and the Chinese targeted universities to get whatever technical
abilities they didn’t have to be able to do gene splicing and a germ warfare program. It was found out they
were stealing technology and taking it back to this lab in China, so what we have is this thing that's exploded
out of that lab. He commented the guy who wrote the 1989 international treaty for trying to control this kind
of nonsense is the one doing the majority of the analysis on how this happened. He added, it turned out the
National Institute of Health is funding this university and two people at Harvard have been caught selling
information to the Chinese. He explained there's Chinese in Australia gleaning information about how to
gene splice a SARS virus with an HIV virus and they took all of this back to Hunan and this is what escaped
out of their lab. He commented they're not sure if 5G has any bearing on it, but it has similar respiratory
failure and he inquired if this has come up in Branson’s health community. He doesn’t believe the testing
being done on this virus is accurate and mentioned people brought off a cruise ship were kept two weeks;
some allowed in the internal part of the country. It doesn’t make sense to him how it's being attacked and
he'd like to know what type of exposure is here. He feels this is something the City needs to look into.

Pat Plummer, 963 Brunswick Road, Ridgedale, Missouri, said she has been to Mardi Gras and
didn’'t see anything out of hand and asked why Branson can’t have a Mardi Gras. She asked the Board if it
also controls Rockaway Beach, Missouri. She mentioned people say Mardi Gras is not family-friendly, but
she feels there needs to be something to liven up Branson because it is becoming a carnival town. She
said other people have agreed with her in that they would like to see a Mardi Gras in Branson. She said the
car show on Shepherd of the Hills has been taken away, and there have been other parades in town without
any trouble. She recently returned from Mardi Gras in Eureka Springs, Arkansas, and reported she didn’t
see anyone drinking on the streets or hear anyone cussing. She asked the Board to consider it. Discussion.

CONSENT AGENDA

Mayor Akers stated it's my responsibility as Mayor under state law to take care of the ordinances
of our City and the state laws relating to our City that are complied with. Under one of our ordinances,
Branson Municipal Code 2-64, | am tasked with the responsibility of being the Presiding Officer of the Board
and am required to preserve strict order and decorum at all meetings of the Board. The citizens of Branson
elected us to make decisions on policy matters and we make those decisions by voting. We are obligated
to vote unless a conflict of interest prevents us from doing so. The common law of the State of Missouri
supports this. Although | cannot force any member of the Board to cast a vote, and no member can be
required to cast a vote, | do have the ability to control the order and decorum of these meetings. As a result,
I'm announcing under my authority to preserve order and decorum of these meetings, that any abstention
by any member of the Board during the meeting can be recast as a no vote.

Mayor Akers asked if there were any citizens who had any items they wished to have removed
from the Consent Agenda for further discussion. Hearing none, Planning and Development Director Joel
Hornickel requested Item Number 4 be removed from the Consent Agenda and placed as the first item on
the Regular agenda per the applicant’s request. Mayor Akers asked if any member of the Board had any
items they wished to have removed from the Consent Agenda. Hearing none, Mayor Akers asked City Clerk
Lisa Westfall to read the items on the Consent Agenda as amended. City Clerk Lisa Westfall read the
following Consent Agenda items by title.
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Approval of Board of Aldermen Minutes:

a) February 11, 2020 Regular Meeting

Acknowledge Receipt of Minutes:
a) Human Resources Committee meeting of January 15, 2020
BILL NO. 5781

Ord. No. 2020-0026 Approving the Annexation of the property located at 150 Gunner Hill Lane,
Branson, Missouri.

Final Reading of Bill No. 5781, an ordinance approving the annexation of the property located at
150 Gunner Hill Lane, Branson, Missouri, was read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall. Voting aye:
McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Milton, Skains and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion carried. Ordinance No.
2020-0026 was duly enacted.

BILL NO. 5783
Ord. No. 2020-0029 Approving an_Agreement with Missouri American Water Company for
Water Termination Services.

Final Reading of Bill No. 5783, an ordinance approving an Agreement with Missouri American
Water Company for Water Termination Services and authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract was
read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall. Voting aye: McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Milton, Skains and
Castillon. Nays: none. Motion carried. Ordinance No. 2020-0029 was duly enacted.

BILL NO. 5784
Ord. No. 2020-0030 Approving an Agreement with Missouri American Water Company for the
purchase of Water Usage Data.

Final Reading of Bill No. 5784, an ordinance approving an Agreement with Missouri American
Water Company for the purchase of Water Usage Data and authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract
was read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall. Voting aye: McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Milton, Skains and
Castillon. Nays: none. Motion carried. Ordinance No. 2020-0030 was duly enacted.

BILL NO. 5785

Ord. No. 2020-0031 Accepting the proposal of MTS Contracting Inc. for sandblasting and
painting of the Branson Lakeside RV Park shower house and restroom for
the City of Branson.

Final Reading of Bill No. 5785, an ordinance accepting the proposal of MTS Contracting Inc. for
sandblasting and painting of the Branson Lakeside RV Park shower house and restroom for the City of
Branson and authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract was read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall.
Voting aye: McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Milton, Skains and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion carried.
Ordinance No. 2020-0031 was duly enacted.

BILL NO. 5786
Ord. No. 2020-0032 Amending the adopted 2020 Budget for the City of Branson, to adjust
monies for the General Fund.
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Final Reading of Bill No. 5786, an ordinance amending the adopted 2020 Budget for the City of
Branson, to adjust monies for the General Fund was read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall. Voting aye:
McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Milton, Skains and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion carried. Ordinance No.
2020-0032 was duly enacted.

BILL NO. 5787
Ord. No. 2020-0033 Approving the Facility Use Aqreement with Ballparks of America, LLC.

Final Reading of Bill No. 5787, an ordinance approving the Facility Use Agreement with Ballparks
of America, LLC and authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract was read by title by City Clerk Lisa
Westfall. Voting aye: McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Milton, Skains and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion
carried. Ordinance No. 2020-0033 was duly enacted.

Mayor Akers opened the floor for a motion to approve all items on the Consent Agenda as
amended. Alderman Clonts moved to approve all items on the Consent Agenda, seconded by Alderman
Simmons. Voting aye: McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Skains, Milton and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion
carried.

REGULAR AGENDA

BILL NO. 5782
POSTPONED Approving the Annexation of the property located at 3855 Fall Creek Road,
Branson, Missouri.

Final Reading of Bill No. 5782, an ordinance approving the annexation of the property located at
3855 Fall Creek Road, Branson, Missouri, was read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall and a staff report
was provided by Planning and Development Director Joel Hornickel. Alderman Castillon moved to postpone
Bill No. 5782 to March 24, 2020, seconded by Alderman Skains. Mayor Akers asked for anyone in the
audience wishing to speak regarding this matter.

Greg Epperson, 125 Country Bluff Blvd., shared his belief the applicant wants to postpone this item
because he’s stripped the land completely of the trees and is not quite done yet and probably wants to take
the rest of the trees down. Mr. Epperson doesn't think the City would allow this to happen and he shared.
his concerns about what's going on with the property. He can see the property from his house which looks
like a tornado took everything out. He mentioned buying his house 14 months ago and had he known about
this he never would have bought the house. He understands the need for subsidized living, but it's beyond
him why the developer didn’t plan to leave some trees so it would look nice. He informed the Board everyone
in the subdivision is not happy about that.

Doug Clark, 121 A St. Andrews, Branson, Missouri, asked if it's still a requirement for people to
replace any trees they remove over 4”. Discussion.

Susie Southerland commented she also lives in Country Bluff Estates and requested a way the
property owner could work with the neighborhood being most impacted by this. She explained all they're
asking for is some kind of understanding as to what's really being planned, how it continues to impact them
and for communication with the owners to understand what's happening because it's been devastating to
everybody there. She's lived there for 24 years and backs right up to where the trees are being stripped
and mentioned people have literally cried over some of the things they’ve seen. She reported it's 99% taken
down, so she almost didn’t come to the meeting this evening because she felt like it would be for nothing.
Ms. Southerland said they want to be good neighbors and her request is that they work with the developer
to come up with something suitable for the community they butt up against. She requested communication
so the subdivision can work with them and come up with some sort of barriers or some understanding of
what's going to happen as it's the unknown that causes the most concern. She asked for consideration
moving forward and she expressed wanting to be respectful of the owners and understands they have a
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job they want to accomplish. She expressed concerns over postponing the item because there won't be
anything to save. She added, there’s not much to save now and she understands the process and that it's
not in the Board’s jurisdiction. Ms. Southerland said there’s a reason the City charges so much for every
tree that comes down and explained if she takes a tree down she’s charged. She commented she doesn't
care so much about the trees coming down as much as she’s concerned about her community. She
expressed her subdivision’s desire to be good neighbors and for its neighbors to be good neighbors as well.
She asked if the Board is telling her there really was no reason for her to come to the meeting this evening
and said the Board is voting on whether or not to extend the time, and once the time is extended it gives
them the opportunity to take down whatever trees are left, some of which are right behind her house. Ms.
Southerland explained it's only 25 feet between the back of her deck and the trees being stripped and she
can’t wait another week because all of her trees will be gone which is why she’s here. She inquired if there’s
a way the Board could work with the developers to help its citizens. She understands this community is
different in that it's not contiguous and expressed her concerns for developers doing what they’ve done,
with no input from the neighbors. She commented she can’t put the trees back up, but she’d like to try to
save what little is left. She asked if the Board could speak with the developer to have them get in touch with
her to try and work on a plan together. She commented her plan is not to be adversarial as that’s not at all
what they're trying to achieve, but wants a collaborative type of relationship. She added, that's what she’s
trying to appeal to the Aldermen to work with its citizens that are being impacted by this area. If the
developer is open, she would love for them to give her a call and she’ll put together a team of well-
intentioned neighbors. She asked if it's appropriate for her to speak to the developer which she’s happy to
do. She shared her concerns for all the trees being taken away if the Board allows the vote to be put off
without a commitment from the developer to meet with the neighborhood.

Mayor Akers asked for comments from the Board. Discussion. Mayor Akers called for a vote on the
postponement. Voting aye: McConnell, Milton, Skains and Castillon. Nays: Clonts and Simmons. Motion
carried. :

Dan Ruda, 245 S. Wildwood Drive, Branson, Missouri, said he appreciates Ms. Southerland’s
comments and explained he bought the property 15 to 20 years ago and paid a lot of money for it which he
understands is a risk. He recalled during this time everyone within a certain amount of feet from the property
who was living there at the time received a notice when it went to planning and zoning at the County. It was
a rigorous process in which he received approval for a large number of living units including timeshares,
nightly rentals and second homes. Mr. Ruda remembered in the early 2000s when he was developing the
Majestic by the Chateau which was a big dollar project, going through a similar process of having it zoned.
He recalled going through a very rigorous process of trying to annex because the City said it wanted to. He
added, there was a quality of construction and sewer effluent of having a plant at Majestic so close to the
dam which flows into Taneycomo where the water intake is. Mr. Ruda mentioned timing was a big deal and
he went through that process which is a very similar situation to this and the City ended up deciding not to
accept that annexation. He was floored because the City asked for the annexation, so he immediately
petitioned the State and City about the need to put in a plant. All of this took a lot of time and was the period
of time between 2005 and 2006. The project then got stalled for two and a half years which delayed the
project, and everyone knows what happened in 2008 which was a very expensive project. He added, that's
the risk you take when you're a developer and he gets it. Mr. Ruda stated there are unintended
consequences of every action, so we need to be cognizant of that too. Several months ago he attended an
ad hoc meeting in which he and Mark Ruda agreed to certain barriers in the back of Country Bluff lots which
they plan on adhering to. He explained Country Bluff is separate from his property and there’s been a fully
forested piece of property there for 15 to 20 years. Mr. Ruda commented there’s been several flooding
incidents that must not be from us and there’s certain opportunities the City has and he has because of the
MHDC Project to possibly help with some of that storm water. He thinks the City is interested in being
cooperative and he doesn’t have any reason to believe that it's not. He’s working aggressively in conjunction
with City Staff to help solve that, but feels what everyone doesn’t appreciate are those little 30 foot buffers
being discussed. Mr. Ruda explained he purchased and paid for 55 acres and unfortunately, there's 15-17
acres down the bluff in the flood zone of Lake Taneycomo. When he bought the property, the environment
was different and he had hoped to possibly develop access and put in some type of non-structural,
recreational access in that flood zone. He roughly estimated the piece of land he’s utilizing is a half an acre,
not to mention the 15 acres he’s giving up down the side of the bluff and in the lake. If he’s able to work
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with the City on doing something with storm water, he’'ll probably have to give up some more land because
it's storm water and he can’t build where water will be backed up. He explained he and Mark Ruda have
done this many times and understands they’ve changed the landscape of that piece of property immensely.
He added, but with any extensive commercial or multifamily development people can try to save trees, but
when bulldozers are put in along with underground utilities, roads and structures, 90% of the trees cannot
make it because their root systems are disrupted. He commented it's really quite a futile process and is
better to come back and revegetate once finished and he doesn't think City Staff would disagree with that.
He expressed the desire to continue and said he doesn’t want to put in a plant because he doesn’t think
that's good for the City or Lake Taneycomo. He mentioned visiting with Mr. Southerland within the last two
weeks and has also taken several phone calls from owners. He expressed his desire to be a good neighbor
and build something good. Mr. Ruda explained the process of applying for MHDC credits is not easy; he’s
been working on it for a year, has $100,000 of costs in it in addition to the emotional process and another
year of risk and building. It's not an easy process and he does want to be a good neighbor, but everyone
needs to look around and decide what they want to do. He said he’s sorry the piece of land is adjacent to
those folks, but development land is adjacent to somebody no matter where it is. While he and Mark Ruda
have a responsibility to be sensitive, it doesn’t make sense to lose money on the big investment they've
already made; it doesn't serve any greater good for the project not to be successful. He feels in today’s
environment, this isn’t going to be the most financially successful project he’s ever done because it's proven
by the fact new subdivisions aren’t being put in this town as they do not make economic sense. He reported
this year he’s building single family homes within 15 minutes of Branson, each one will be built on a lot that
was put in before 2008 which he bought at pennies on the dollar of what the developer or bank put in that
lot. He explained he’s done this many times before and tries to be sensitive, but feels no matter what he
says it's not a perfect answer. He wants to try to work with the community and feels everyone has a
responsibility to be fair to each other. He commented the MHDC process is very systematic and scheduled,
and part of the reason he and Mark Ruda did what they did is because the County doesn’t have the same
tree ordinance the City has and the property was in the County when they bought it. He recalls having
heated discussions involving people from Country Bluff Estates and feels they’re not coming in unscathed
without receiving public opinion. He said they understand the math and know what they could have done
once they got the MHDC and that they could have taken the trees down. He explained it takes six weeks
to get annexed, so they could have started in April or May and still had plenty of time, but that wasn't their
intent. Their intent wasn’t to shirk being under public scrutiny, but was to do it in a systematic and
professional manner to keep the project going. He explained the County has a different zoning process
than the City because two years ago the City went through a zoning restructure. Now there’s multiple tiers
of what can be done in the different levels of zoning which is totally contrary to what the County has; the
County allows them to subdivide into six lots that they can designate. He reiterated his intention isn’t to
postpone this item in order to get all of the trees down, but it's to do the best planning to get to a position
to work with the City to make it less frustrating on how each of the different lots are zoned. He explained
this is a 35 plus acre piece of property which started out as 55 acres and is down to development. Mr. Ruda
shared his plan that 35 to 38 acres will be separate tracts because the same thing will not be developed on
every tract. He explained the absorption rate in Branson would not handle that and he clarified he’s not
making any commitment, but is planning to put some single family homes there. In addition, he's going to
put in some market rate housing, patio homes, apartments and upscale second home vacation homes there
in order to hit absorption rates. He commented, this comes back to the multiple uses and trying to work with
the City so it's zoned properly and is the intent for putting it off. He feels the community needs to decide
what it wants to do with the housing problem on the Strip as people want to have a place to live and he
can’t image anyone who would say they like living on the street. He feels everyone needs to work together
and there needs to be some give and take. Mr. Ruda explained people will not take risk if there’s not a
chance of financial reward and if people are going to take risk, he feels people need to work with them too.
Discussion.

RESOLUTION
DEFEATED Approving the Annual Operating & Capital Budgets of the Branson
Convention Center from January 1, 2020 to December 31, 2020.
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A Resolution approving the Annual Operating & Capital Budgets of the Branson Convention Center
from January 1, 2020 to December 31, 2020, was read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall. She stated this
Bill was postponed during the February 11, 2020 Regular Meeting. It is in need of a motion, second and
vote. A staff report was provided by Finance Director Jamie Rouch, Regional Vice President of ASM Global
Craig Liston, Brian Johnson and Marc Mulherin of the Branson Convention Center.

Mayor Akers left the meeting at 7:07 p.m. and returned at 7:08 p.m.
Alderman Castillon left the meeting at 7:24 p.m. and returned at 7:25 p.m.
Alderman Skains left the meeting at 7:24 p.m. and returned at 7:26 p.m.

Mayor Akers asked for a motion adopting the resolution. Alderman Skains so moved, seconded by
Alderman McConnell. Mayor Akers asked for anyone in the audience wishing to speak regarding this
matter. Hearing none, Mayor Akers asked for comments from the Board. Discussion. Voting aye: Simmons
and Skains. Nays: McConnell, Clonts, Milton and Castillon. Motion failed.

The meeting recessed at 8:04 p.m. and reconvened at 8:10 p.m.

BILL NO. 5778 :

POSTPONED Amending Chapter 58 of the Branson Municipal Code pertaining to
persons under 21 years of age prohibited from the purchase of tobacco
products and prohibiting the sale of tobacco products to persons under
21 years of age.

Final Reading of Bill No. 5778, an ordinance amending Chapter 58 of the Branson Municipal Code
pertaining to persons under 21 years of age prohibited from the purchase of tobacco products and
prohibiting the sale of tobacco products to persons under 21 years of age was read by title by City Clerk
Lisa Westfall. She stated this Bill was postponed on its Final Reading during the February 11, 2020 Regular
Meeting. It has had a motion and second for approval and is in need of a vote. A staff report was presented
by City Attorney Chris Lebeck. Discussion. Alderman Milton moved to postpone Bill No. 5778 to March 10,
2020, seconded by Alderman McConnell. Mayor Akers called for a vote on the postponement. Voting aye:
McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Skains, Milton and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion carried.

BILL NO. 5780
DEFEATED Approving the contract with Clifton Larson Allen LLP pertaining to
Auditing Services.

Final Reading of Bill No. 5780, an ordinance approving the contract with Clifton Larson Allen LLP
pertaining to auditing services and authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract was read by title by City
Clerk Lisa Westfall. She stated this Bill was postponed on its Final Reading during the February 11, 2020
Regular Meeting. It has had a motion and second for approval and is in need of a vote. A staff report was
provided by Finance Director Jamie Rouch and Assistant City Administrator John Manning. Mayor Akers
asked for anyone in the audience wishing to speak regarding this matter. Hearing none, Mayor Akers asked
for comments from the Board. Discussion. Voting aye: Clonts and Simmons. Nays: Skains, Milton and
Castillon. Abstain: McConnell. Mayor Akers stated I'm declaring under my authority to preserve the order
and decorum of these meetings and to uphold the ordinances of the City that the abstention cast by Kevin
McConnell is to be recast as a no vote in the record on this matter. City Clerk Lisa Westfall announced
there are 2 aye votes and 4 nay votes for the Final Reading of Bill No. 5780. Motion failed.
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RESOLUTION NO.
2020-R004 Resolution approving a Special Event Permit Application for the 2020
Lights of Joy Christmas Drive-Thru.

A Resolution approving a Special Event Permit Application for the 2020 Lights of Joy Christmas
Drive-Thru was read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall and a staff report was provided by Planning and
Development Director Joel Hornickel. Mayor Akers asked for a motion adopting the resolution. Alderman
McConnell so moved, seconded by Alderman Skains. Mayor Akers asked for anyone in the audience
wishing to speak regarding this matter. Hearing none, Mayor Akers asked for comments from the Board.
Discussion. Voting aye: McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Milton, Skains and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion
carried. Resolution No. 2020-R004 was adopted.

BILL NO. 5788
Amending Chapters 1, 18 and 58 of the Branson Municipal Code
pertaining to the Realignment of Code Enforcement within the City and
Dangerous Buildings.

First Reading of Bill No. 5788, an ordinance amending Chapters 1, 18 and 58 of the Branson
Municipal Code pertaining to the Realignment of Code Enforcement within the City and Dangerous
Buildings was read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall and a staff report was presented by Planning and
Development Director Joel Hornickel. Mayor Akers asked for a motion approving Bill No. 5788. Alderman
McConnell so moved, seconded by Alderman Milton. Mayor Akers asked for anyone in the audience
wishing to speak regarding this matter. Hearing none, Mayor Akers asked for comments from the Board.
Discussion. Voting aye: McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Milton, Skains and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion
carried.

BILL NO. 5789
Amending the adopted 2019 Budget for the City of Branson, to adjust
monies for Various Funds.

First Reading of Bill No. 5789, an ordinance amending the adopted 2019 Budget for the City of
Branson, to adjust monies for Various Funds was read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall and a staff report
was presented by Finance Director Jamie Rouch. Mayor Akers asked for a motion approving Bill No. 5789.
Alderman Skains so moved, seconded by Alderman Simmons. Mayor Akers asked for anyone in the
audience wishing to speak regarding this matter. Hearing none, Mayor Akers asked for comments from the
Board. Discussion. Voting aye: McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Milton, Skains and Castillon. Nays: none.
Motion carried.

BILL NO. 5790
Amending the adopted 2019 Budget for the City of Branson, to adjust
monies for the Mandatory Redemption and Waterfall in the Debt Service
Funds.

First Reading of Bill No. 5790, an ordinance amending the adopted 2019 Budget for the City of
Branson, to adjust monies for the Mandatory Redemption and Waterfall in the Debt Service Funds was
read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall and a staff report was presented by Finance Director Jamie Rouch.
Mayor Akers asked for a motion approving Bill No. 5790. Alderman Skains so moved, seconded by
Alderman Milton. Mayor Akers asked for anyone in the audience wishing to speak regarding this matter.
Hearing none, Mayor Akers asked for comments from the Board. Discussion. Voting aye: McConnell,
Clonts, Simmons, Milton, Skains and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion carried.
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BILL NO. 5791
Approving payment of Incentive Fees to SMG, Branson Convention
Center’s Management, in accordance with their contract for FY2018.

First Reading of Bill No. 5791, an ordinance approving payment of Incentive Fees to SMG, Branson
Convention Center's Management, in accordance with their contract for FY2018 was read by title by City
Clerk Lisa Westfall and a staff report was presented by Finance Director Jamie Rouch. Mayor Akers asked
for a motion approving Bill No. 5791. Alderman Skains so moved, seconded by Alderman Simmons. Mayor
Akers asked for anyone in the audience wishing to speak regarding this matter. Hearing none, Mayor Akers
asked for comments from the Board. Discussion. Voting aye: McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Milton, Skains
and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion carried.

BILL NO. 5792

Ord. No. 2020-0028 Approving an amendment to the contract with Architect Design Group
pertaining to Professional Consulting Services for a New Fire Station and
Police Headquarters.

First Reading of Bill No. 5792, an ordinance approving an amendment to the contract with Architect
Design Group pertaining to Professional Consulting Services for a New Fire Station and Police
Headquarters and authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract was read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfall
and a staff report was presented by Public Works Director and City Engineer Keith Francis. Mayor Akers
asked for a motion approving Bill No. 5792. Alderman Milton so moved, seconded by Alderman Skains.
Mayor Akers asked for anyone in the audience wishing to speak regarding this matter. Hearing none, Mayor
Akers asked for comments from the Board. Discussion. Voting aye: McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Skains,
Milton and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion carried. Alderman Milton moved to read Bill No. 5792 for its Final
Reading, seconded by Alderman Castillon. Mayor Akers asked for anyone wishing to speak regarding this
matter. Discussion. Voting aye: McConnell, Skains, Milton and Castillon. Nays: Clonts and Simmons.
Motion carried. Final Reading of Bill No. 5792, an ordinance approving an amendment to the contract with
Architect Design Group pertaining to Professional Consulting Services for a New Fire Station and Police
Headquarters and authorizing the Mayor to execute the contract was read by title by City Clerk Lisa Westfalll.
Mayor Akers asked for a motion approving Bill No. 5792. Alderman Skains so moved, seconded by
Alderman Milton. Mayor Akers asked for anyone in the audience wishing to speak regarding this matter.
Hearing none, Mayor Akders asked for comments from the Board. No discussion. Voting aye: McConnell,
Clonts, Simmons, Skains, Milton and Castillon. Nays: none. Motion carried. Ordinance No. 2020-0028 was
duly enacted.

MAYOR/ALDERMEN/ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORTS

Alderman Castillon thanked Assistant City Administrator John Manning for following up with a
project he gave him a couple of weeks ago pertaining to the Veterans Day Parade. He explained there was
miscommunication between the Branson Landing, the City and the Veterans Day Parade folks which has
pretty much been taken care of. He encouraged everyone to watch KY3 as he was interviewed on behalf
of his business which was almost scammed into putting a brand new roof on a vacant house. He explained
a contract was even signed, but what caught his attention was an email from the gentleman requesting to
pay a little more and then be reimbursed back so he contacted the realtor and was informed it wasn't the
homeowner. Alderman Castillon warned businesses to watch for this kind of scam and explained the
scammers were trying to obtain access to his company’s credit card system, freeze it up and make his
company pay a ransom to unfreeze it.

Mayor Akers reported City Clerk Lisa Westfall has received the second portion of the Highway 76
CID names, so the process has begun. He said in the near future it should be able to be brought back to
the Board for approval. He stated Communications Manager Melody Pettit has been working hard on the
census and explained it's important for the City and County to count people since it makes a difference in
how money is received and eligibility for grants. He announced April 1st is Census Day, but people will
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receive information via mail around March 15t through March 20t. Then if people don’t respond, census
workers will gather the reports. Mayor Akers feels the year end Fire Reports, Police Reports and annual
budget are all very professionally done and he’s proud of the annual budget which contains the information
everyone wants to know. He encouraged the Aldermen to spend a lot of time looking at it.

ADJOURN

Mayor Akers asked for a motion to adjourn. Alderman Castillon moved to adjourn, seconded by
Alderman Milton. Voting aye: McConnell, Clonts, Simmons, Skains, Milton and Castillon. Nays: none.

Motion carried. Meeting adjourned at 9:21 p.m.

E. Edd Akers
Mayor

Lisa Westfall
City Clerk
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MINUTES

MEETING OF
THE BUDGET & FINANCE COMMITTEE
CITY OF BRANSON, MISSOURI
January 31, 2020

1) CALL TO ORDER.

The Budget and Finance Committee of the City of Branson, Missouri met for a meeting in the Courtroom
of the Branson City Hall on January 31, 2020, at 10:00 a.m.

2) ROLL CALL.

Members Present: Edd Akers, City Administrator Stan Dobbins, Alderman Bob Simmons, and Rod
Romine. Absent: Alderman Larry Milton and Pamela Yancey.

Also present were: Finance Director Jamie Rouch, Assistant Finance Director Stacy McAllister, Financial
Analyst Melissa Sill, Assistant City Administrator John Manning, Utilities Director Mike Ray, Public
Works and Engineering Director Keith Francis.

FINANCE COMMITTEE REGULAR REPORTS:

3A) MINUTES OF OCTOBER 31, 2019.
Mayor Edd Akers asked for a motion approving the minutes of December 6, 2019. Bob Simmons
moved to approve, seconded by Stan Dobbins. Ayes: 4. Noes: 0. Motion carried.

Pamela Yancey joined the meeting at 10:04 a.m.

3B) MONTHLY SALES & TOURISM TAX REPORTS.
Financial Analyst Melissa Sill presented the monthly sales and tourism tax reports to the Committee.

3C) FINANCIALS: MONTHLY UNAUDITED FINANCIALS FOR NOVEMBER
2019.
Finance Director Jamie Rouch presented the unaudited financials for November 2019.

4) REVIEW OF DISBURSEMENTS & APPROVAL OF DISBURSEMENTS
$50,000 AND OVER (NOVEMBER/DECEMBER 2019) AND OUTSTANDING
CAPITAL DISBURSEMENTS as of 1/23/2019.

Discussion was held. Stan Dobbins moved to acknowledge receipt and review of the disbursements,
seconded by Alderman Bob Simmons. Ayes: 5, Noes: 0. Motion carried.

5) REVIEW 2018 BRANSON CONVENTION CENTER INCENTIVE.

Finance Director Jamie Rouch explained that the Convention Centers annual incentive review was
delayed last year due to contract negotiations. FY2018 was reviewed using the previous contract
terms and the next review would have new guidelines. The committee recommended a 92%
approval rate for the final bonus amount, to be approved by the board of aldermen. Ayes: 5. Noes:
0. Motion carried.
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6) DISCUSSION OF CITY INVESTMENTS.
Patrick Smith and Wendee Peres of Bank of Oklahoma (BOK Financial) presented
the city’s current investment portfolio and explained current market conditions.

7) PROJECT STATUS REPORT.
Jamie Rouch presented the project status report.

8) FINANCE DIRECTOR’S REPORT.
Jamie Rouch requested input for dates of future Budget & Finance Committee meetings in 2020.
The committee requested to keep the meetings on the fourth Thursday of each month at 10:00 a.m.

9) ADJOURN.
Mayor Edd Akers asked for a motion to adjourn. The meeting adjourned at 11:28 a.m. on a motion by
City Administrator Stan Dobbins, seconded by Pamela Yancey. Ayes: 5, Noes: 0.
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BILL NO. 5788 | City of

@/) STAFF REPORT

ITEM/SUBJECT: READING OF A BILL AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 18 AND 58 OF
THE BRANSON MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO THE
REALIGNMENT OF CODE ENFORCEMENT WITHIN THE CITY
AND DANGEROUS BUILDINGS.

INITIATED BY: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

FIRST READING: FEBRUARY 25,2020 FINAL READING: MARCH 10, 2020

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

e Prior to September 1, 2019, code enforcement activities fell under the responsibility of the
Planning & Development Director. Since, these activities have been realigned under the
Police Chief. As a result, staff is proposing to amend Branson Municipal Code Chapter 58
to replace “planning and development director” with “police chief” to reinforce this recent
alignment change within the City.

e In addition to the changes described above, staff is proposing minor amendments to
Branson Municipal Code Chapter 18 to address necessary changes in the dangerous
building process which were not fully addressed within Ordinance No. 2017-0095 when
procedures for an Administrative Hearing Officer were established.

e During this effort, staff also identified misplaced code pertaining to the board of appeals
along with four terms in the dangerous building code which no longer needed to be defined
since they no longer had any connection with the dangerous building process.

— — — — — —

FINANCIAL IMPACT: STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
_X No impact/Not applicable X Recommended
____Budgeted in the current year’s budget Not Recommended
___Other (see additional explanation) Neutral/None
COMMUNITY PLAN 2030: LU-5: Development Codes & Regulations.

ATTACHED EXHIBITS:
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BILL NO. 5788 ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 18 AND 58 OF THE BRANSON MUNICIPAL
CODE PERTAINING TO THE REALIGNMENT OF CODE ENFORCEMENT WITHIN THE
CITY AND DANGEROUS BUILDINGS.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY
OF BRANSON, MISSOURI, THE FOLLOWING:

Section 1: It is the intention of the Board of Aldermen, and it is hereby ordained that the provisions
of this ordinance shall become and be made a part of the Branson Municipal Code, and
the sections of this ordinance may be renumbered to accomplish such intention.

Section 2: That Branson Municipal Code Chapter 1 - General Provisions, Chaptér 18 - Buildings
and Building Regulations, Article X. - Dangerous Buildings and Chapter 58 - Offenses
and Nuisances, Article VIIL. - Other Nuisances, are hereby amended to read as follows:

CHAPTER 1 - GENERAL PROVISIONS
Sec. 1-2. - Definitions and rules of construction.
Board of appeals. The term “board of appeals” means the building code board of appeals of the

city consisting of five members appointed by the board who are residents in the city and who
hear and rule on appeals concerning interpretation or administration of building regulations of

the city.

CHAPTER 18 - BUILDINGS AND BUILDING REGULATIONS
ARTICLE I. - IN GENERAL

Sec. 18-7. - Board of appeals.

The board of appeals was created pursuant to the authority of certain International Code
Council codes, as adopted by this chapter. Such board of appeals has the authority to hear and
decide appeals, as described in this chapter, as well as the authority described anywhere else in
this Code.

Secs. 18-[#]8—18-26. - Reserved.
ARTICLE X. - DANGEROUS BUILDINGS
DIVISION 1. - GENERALLY

Sec. 18-218. - Definitions.
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The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this article, shall have the meanings
ascribed to them in this section, except where the context clearly indicates a different meaning. For
general definitions and rules of construction applicable throughout this Code, see section 1-2.

Inspector means a person appointed by the planning and development director or the police chief to
perform inspections of buildings and structures in the enforcement of this article.

Sec. 18-226. - Failure to comply with notice and order.

(a)

(b)

(©
(d)

©

®)

Upon receipt of a report from the inspector indicating failure by the owner or any interested
party to commence work as required by the notice and order within the time specified by this
article or upon failure to proceed continuously with work without unnecessary delay, the
planning and development director shall [held] request a hearing giving the owner and
interested parties full and adequate hearing on the matter. Such hearing shall be recorded in
accordance with RSMo 536.130, and shall be considered a contested case for purposes of
judicial review. '

Written notice of such hearing shall be given at least ten days in advance of such hearing (in
accordance with section 18-223(c)) directing the owner and interested parties to appear before
the [planning and-development-director] administrative hearing officer on the date specified
in the notice to show cause why the building or structure reported to be a dangerous building
should not be repaired, vacated, or demolished in accordance with the statement of particulars
set forth in the notice and order.

Any party may be represented by counsel and all parties shall have an opportunity to be heard.
The [planningand-development-director] administrative hearing officer shall make written
findings of fact from the evidence offered at said hearing as to whether or not the building or
structure in question is a dangerous building as defined in this article.

If the evidence supports a finding based upon competent and substantial evidence that the
building or structure is a dangerous building, the [planning—and—development—director|
administrative hearing officer shall issue a written order of abatement based on such findings
of fact, commanding the owner or other responsible party to repair, vacate, board, or demolish
any building or structure found to be a dangerous building and to clean the property; provided
that any person so notified shall have the privilege of either vacating and repairing said building
or structure (if such repair will comply with the ordinances of the city) or may vacate and
demolish said dangerous building at his own risk to prevent the city from acquiring a lien
against the land where the dangerous building stands. If the evidence does not support a finding
that a building or structure is a dangerous building, no order shall be issued.

The written order of abatement from the [planningand-development-director] administrative
hearing officer shall be delivered, by person or mail, to each party of the hearing, or their
attorney of record. In addition, copies of the order shall be posted in a conspicuous place in the
office of the planning and development director for a period of 30 days from the date of

Page 2 of 7




99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147

issuance. The order shall state a reasonable time, to be no less than 30 days from the date of
issuance, within which to comply with the order, and shall further provide that if the work is
not substantially completed within 30 days of the issuance of the order, the city may, by its own
employees or by contractor, perform the work necessary to bring the building into compliance

with the [planning-and-development-direetor's| administrative hearing officer’s order with

costs levied to the property owner, or by a lien placed upon the property.
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Sec. 18-22[8]7. - Appeals from the administrative hearing officer.

Any person with standing aggrieved with the decision of the administrative hearing officer may
appeal such decision to the circuit court as established in Sections 536.100 to 536.140 RSMo, if a
proper record as defined in Section 536.130 RSMo, is maintained of the hearing; otherwise, the
appeal shall be made under the procedures provided by Section 536.150 RSMo [as-provided-by
Reddo-eh 536/,

Sec. 18-22[9]8. - Enforcement of order of abatement; compliance.

(a) Generally.

(b) Compliance with posted notices.

(¢) Repair by city. The planning and development director may, in addition to any other remedy
herein provided or otherwise allowed by law, cause the building or structure to be secured and
repaired to the extent necessary to correct the conditions that render the building or structure
dangerous as set forth in the order of abatement; or, if the order of abatement required
demolition, to cause the building to be secured and demolished and the materials, rubble, and
debris therefrom removed and the parcel cleaned. Any such repair or demolition work shall be
accomplished and the cost thereof paid and recovered in the manner provided in this article and
as otherwise allowed by law.

Sec. 18-2[30]29. - Enforcement of order; extension of time to perform work.
Sec. 18-23[1]0. - Enforcement of order; interference with repair or demolition work prohibited.

Sec. 18-23[2]1. - Performance of work of securing and repair, or securing and demolition by city;
general provisions.

When any work of securing and repair, or securing and demolition is to be done pursuant to
this article by the city, the planning and development director shall, through the city administrator,
issue an order and the work shall be accomplished by personnel of the city or by private contract under
the direction of the planning and development director. The planning and development director may
prepare plans and specifications, or may employ such architectural and engineering assistance on a
contract basis as deemed reasonably necessary. If any part of the work is to be accomplished under
private contract, standard contractual bid procedures shall be followed to minimize costs.

Sec. 18-23[3]2. - Issuance of tax bill for cost of work.

Sec. 18-23[4]3. - Insurance proceeds.
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Secs. 18-23[6]4—18-263. - Reserved.

CHAPTER 58 - OFFENSES AND NUISANCES
ARTICLE VIII. - OTHER NUISANCES

DIVISION 1. - GENERALLY

Sec. 58-294. - Nuisances; general.

Sec. 58-295. - Enforcement and abatement.

(a) Enforcement. The [planning-and-development-director| police chief shall be responsible for
enforcement of this division.

(b) Notice and order. When a nuisance as described in this [astiele] division exists, the [planning
and-development-director] police chief may declare a nuisance exists and give written notice to
the owner, agent, tenant, occupant, or other person in control of the property, and order such
nuisance be removed or abated. Such notice and order must be given to the property's owner.

(1) Any notice and order given pursuant to this section shall be given by one of the
following means: '

a.

b.

Personal service by leaving it at the addressee's usual place of abode with an
occupant who is over the age of 15 years.

Mailing it via regular first class mail to the addressee. If the mailing is not
returned, such notice shall be deemed effective.

When notice cannot be given by one of the means outlined above, then such
notice shall be posted on or about the premises described in the notice.

There shall be a rebuttable presumption that any notice sent via regular mail
pursuant to this section is received within two business days of its mailing. There
shall also be a rebuttable presumption that any notice posted on the premises is
received at the end of 24 hours after the posting thereof.

If none of those above-stated methods is successful, the [planning—and

development-director] police chief may cause such notice and removal order to
be published in the newspaper for two consecutive weeks.

(2) Such notice and removal order shall, at a minimum:

a.
b.
C.

d.

Declare that a nuisance exists;

Describe the condition that constitutes such nuisance;

Order the removal or abatement of such condition not less than [sever]| ten days
from the date of receipt of such notice;

Describe the location of the property where the nuisance exists, using the street
address rather than a legal description when reasonably possible to do so;

State that if the owner or occupant fails to begin removing or abating the
nuisance within the time allowed or pursue the removal or abatement of such
nuisance without unnecessary delay, then the [planning—and-development
director] police chief may cause the condition that constitutes the nuisance to be
removed or abated and that the cost of such removal or abatement may be
included in a special tax bill or added to the annual real estate tax bill for the
property and collected in the same manner and procedure for collecting real
estate taxes, and that such cost shall be a personal debt of the property owner;
State that if the owner or occupant of such property fails to begin removing or
abating the nuisance within the time allowed, or upon failure to pursue the
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removal of such nuisance without unnecessary delay, such owner or occupant
may be cited for violating this article;

g. State that if the addressee wishes to contest the finding of a nuisance and removal
order, he must file a written request for appeal with the [planning—and

development-director] police chief, which must be received within seven days
from the date the addressee received the notice and order.

(c) Hearing. Any owner, agent, tenant, occupant, or other person aggrleved by the [plenningand
development-director's] police chief’s notice and order may request in writing within five
business days a public hearing as provided in chapter 30 of this Code for administrative
hearings. That hearing date shall be set within 30 days of the request.

(d) Abatement. Following the appeal process and the issuance of the [planning-and-development
director's| police chief’s final order of abatement.

)

)

€)

If the owner, agent, tenant, occupant, or other person in control of the property fails to
begin removal or abatement of the nuisance in accordance with the notice and order of
abatement within the time allowed, or upon failure to pursue the removal and abatement
of such nuisance without unnecessary delay, the [pl—afm}ng—&nd—de—velepment—éifeetef]
police chlef may cause the cond1t10n that constitutes the nuisance to be removed or
, it

If the [planmng—aﬂédeve}epmeﬂt—dﬁeetef] M causes a nuisance to be removed

or abated in accordance with this division and has sent notice and a removal order to the
owner in accordance herewith, he shall certify the cost of such removal and abatement
(which may include reasonable fees for the city's costs in administering this article) to
the city clerk who shall cause the certified cost to be included in a special tax bill or
added to the annual real estate tax bill for the property and the certified cost shall be
collected by the official collecting taxes in the same manner and procedure for collecting
real estate taxes. The tax bill from the date of its issuance shall be deemed a personal
debt against the owner and shall also be a lien on the property until paid.

The collection of the delinquent bill shall be governed by the laws governing delinquent
and back taxes. The tax bill from the date of its issuance shall be deemed a personal
debt against the owner and shall also be a lien on the property until paid. In the event a
lawsuit is required to enforce the tax bill, the city may charge the property owner costs
of collecting the tax bill including attorney's fees.

(e) Warrant. The [planningand development-direetor] police chief may enter upon private property
for inspection or for the purpose of inspecting or removing any nuisance in accordance with

this article. If any person refuses to allow entry onto his private property, the [planning-and
development-director] police chief may obtain an administrative search warrant in accordance
with this Code and proceed in accordance therewith.

Emergency abatement. When the [planningand-development-direetor] police chief determines
that a nuisance is an imminent threat to the life, health, or safety of the public, he shall not be
required to comply with the requirements of this section prior to abatement of such nuisance.

®

Sec. 58-296. - Strictest provisions to control in event of conflict.

Sec. 58-297. - False advertising.
(h) Enforcement. Enforcement of this section shall be the responsibility of the police department
[er-the-code-enforeementoffieial|.

NOTE: LANGUAGE WHICH IS BOLD, UNDERLINED HAS BEEN ADDED; LANGUAGE
WHICH IS [BRACKETED-STRICKEN| HAS BEEN REMOVED.

Page 6 of 7
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Section 3: This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage by the Board
of Aldermen and approval by the Mayor.

Read, this first time on this day of ' , 2020.
Read, this second time, passed and truly agreed to by the Board of Aldermen of the City of Branson,
Missouri on this day of , 2020.

E. Edd Akers

Mayor
ATTEST: , APPROVED AS TO FORM:

C@L s Yol

Lisa K Westfall Chris Lebeck #51831
City Clerk City Attorney

Page 7 of 7



BILL NO. 5789/ city o

(DB o oE REPORT

ITEM/SUBJECT: READING OF A BILL AMENDING THE ADOPTED 2019 BUDGET
FOR THE CITY OF BRANSON, TO ADJUST MONIES FOR
VARIOUS FUNDS.

INITIATED BY: FINANCE DEPARTMENT

FIRST READING: FEBRUARY 25, 2020 FINAL READING: MARCH 10, 2020

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

e Per Branson Code (Sec. 2-418, Budget Modification), any increase in appropriation within
a budgeted fund shall require the approval of the Board of Aldermen. The proposed
changes to the 2019 Budget are indicated by the following budget amendment.

e Expenses for the Enterprise vehicle payments in 2019 were originally recorded in the
General Fund non-departmental account, Public Safety, Transportation, Utilities, and Parks
Funds until the Internal Service Funds (ISF) were established so the funds could be moved
to the appropriate ISF accounts for tracking purposes.

e Expenses and Budget will now be moved from the various funds into the various Internal
Service Funds to cover 2019 Enterprise expenses and future payments for the approved
capital vehicles.

e Additionally, we expect the Parks Fund Balance to end higher than budgeted and
recommend transferring an additional $100,000 to the Parks Internal Service Fund for
future projected capital needs.

e The last transfer on the ordinance relates to the transfer of positions from the Planning
Department to Police Department for Code Enforcement. This transfer amount covers the
salary and benefits from September 1, 2019 to December 31, 2019. These salaries are
budgeted as transfers from the General Fund to the Public Safety Fund beginning in

FY2020.
FINANCIAL IMPACT: STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
___No impact/Not applicable X Recommended
__Budgeted in the current year’s budget Not Recommended
_X Other (see additional explanation) Neutral/None @

COMMUNITY PLAN 2030: Accountability and Financial Stewardship: We will ensure the
efficient and appropriate use of public funds by being good
financial stewards on behalf of our residents and businesses.

ATTACHED EXHIBITS:




BILL NO. 5789 ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ADOPTED 2019 BUDGET FOR THE CITY OF
BRANSON, TO ADJUST MONIES FOR VARIOUS FUNDS.

WHEREAS, Section 2-418 of the Branson Municipal code states that any increase in
appropriation within a budgeted fund shall require the approval of the Board of Aldermen; and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to adjust monies for various funds in the 2019 budget.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF BRANSON, THAT THE 2019 BUDGET FOR THE CITY OF BRANSON IS
HEREBY AMENDED AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1: The following amendment is authorized to transfer funds within the 2019 budget of
various fund.
Internal Service Funds

601-1095-510-7010 (Capital/Motor Vehicles-Utilities) $56,812

602-2000-510-7010 (Capital/Motor Vehicles-Police) $77,435
602-3000-510-7010 (Capital/Motor Vehicles-Fire) $10,442
603-1095-510-7010 (Capital/Motor Vehicles-Parks) $18,511
604-1095-510-7010 (Capital/Motor Vehicles-Public Works) $37,778
605-1095-510-7010 (Capital/Motor Vehicles-General Fund) $14,072
620-4500-570-9601 (Transfer out to W/S ISF) $354,083
601-0000-499-4620 (Transfer in to W/S ISF) $354,083
260-1095-520-9602 (Transfer out to Police ISF) $172,908
602-0000-499-4260 (Transfer in to Police ISF) $172,908
101-1095-510-9602 (Transfer out to Police ISF) $83,190
602-0000-499-4260 (Transfer in to Police ISF) $83,190
101-1095-510-9603 (Transfer out to Parks ISF) $92,585
603-0000-499-4101 (Transfer in to Parks ISF) $92,585
101-1095-510-9605 (Transfer out to GF ISF) $81,091
605-0000-499-4101 (Transfer in to GF ISF) $81,091
101-1095-510-9605 (Transfer out to GF ISF) $43,134
605-0000-499-4101 (Transfer out to GF ISF) $43,134
105-1095-510-9604 (Transfer out to Transp.ISF) $133,067

604-0000-499-4105 (Transfer in to Transp. ISF) $133,067



Internal Service Fund/Parks

230-1580-540-9603 (Transfer out to Parks ISF) $100,000
603-0000-499-4230 (Transfer in to Parks ISF) $100,000

Public Safety Fund/General Fund

101-1095-510-9260 (Transfer out to Public Safety) $49,872

260-0000-499-9101 (Transfer in from GF) $49,872

Section 2: This ordinance shall be in full force and effect upon and after its passage and
approval.

Read, this first time on this day of , 2020.

Read, this second time, passed and truly agreed to by the Board of Aldermen of City of Branson,

Missouri this day of , 2020.
E. Edd Akers
Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OQ»(«L *51¢51 ’L{b‘xo
Lisa K Westfall Chris Lebeck #51831 ‘

City Clerk City Attorney



BILL NO. 5790/ ciey of

Vi OUN
D STAFF REPORT
*

ITEM/SUBJECT: READING OF A BILL AMENDING THE ADOPTED 2019 BUDGET
FOR THE CITY OF BRANSON TO ADJUST MONIES FOR THE
MANDATORY REDEMPTION AND WATERFALL IN THE DEBT
SERVICE FUNDS.

INITIATED BY: = FINANCE DEPARTMENT

FIRST READING: FEBRUARY 25,2020 FINAL READING: MARCH 10, 2020

— —

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

e Due to the Waterfall requirements on the Branson Hills and Branson Shoppes Bonds, they
require excess tax receipts received in these funds to be used to pay additional principle
and interest payments, this is referred to as the Mandatory Redemption.

e In 2019 additional payments for the Branson Hills and Branson Shoppes for interest and
principle totaled $1,874,183.

o Due to the Waterfall requirements on the Branson Landing Bonds, an additional $864,043
in excess funds is being transferred to the 2011A bond and the 2005 IDA Branson Landing
Bond. The overall effect on the budget for this transaction will increase expenditures in
one fund while increasing the revenues in another fund.

FINANCIAL IMPACT: STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
X No impact/Not applicable _X Recommended
__Budgeted in the current year’s budget _____Not Recommended
___Other (see additional explanation) _____Neutral/None ﬁ

COMMUNITY PLAN 2030:  Accountability and Financial Stewardship: We will ensure the
efficient and appropriate use of public funds by being good
financial stewards on behalf of our residents and businesses.

ATTACHED EXHIBITS:




BILL NO. 5790 ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ADOPTED 2019 BUDGET FOR THE CITY OF
BRANSON, TO ADJUST MONIES FOR THE MANDATORY REDEMPTION AND
WATERFALL IN THE DEBT SERVICE FUNDS.

WHEREAS, Section 2-418 of the Branson Municipal Code states that any increase in
appropriation within a budgeted fund shall require the approval of the Board of Aldermen; and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to adjust monies for Debt Service Funds in the 2019 budget.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF BRANSON, THAT THE 2019 BUDGET FOR THE CITY OF BRANSON IS
HEREBY AMENDED AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1: The following amendment is authorized to transfer funds within the 2019 Budget of

Debt Service Funds.
Account Number Increase Amount Decrease Amount
Mandatory Redemption
170-0710-510-8001 2005A Branson Hills $445,000
170-0710-510-8001 2007 A Branson Hills $110,000
170-0710-510-8001 2017A Branson Shoppes $500,000
170-0710-510-8001 2017B Branson Shoppes $410,000
170-0710-510-8002 2017B Branson Shoppes $409,183
Fund Balance (170 Debt Service Fund) $1,874,183
Waterfall
160-0000-499-4165 Transfer from Other Fund $646,302
165-1095-510-9160 Transfer to Other Fund $646,302
165-1095-510-9171 Transfer to Other Fund $217,742
171-0000-499-4165 Transfer from Other Fund $217,742
Fund Balance (160 Debt Service Fund) $646,301
Fund Balance (165 Debt Service Fund) $864,043
Fund Balance (171 Debt Service Fund) $217,742

Read, this first time on this day of , 2020.



Read, this second time, passed and truly agreed to by the Board of Aldermen of the City of

Branson, Missouri this day of , 2020.
E. Edd Akers
Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
C@ LL Fsien ‘L\U 10
Lisa K Westfall Chris Lebeck #51831 ‘

City Clerk City Attorney



BILL NO. 5791 f
' ' ~am City of

Yyl
MISSOURI STAFF REPORT
*

ITEM/SUBJECT: READING OF A BILL APPROVING PAYMENT OF INCENTIVE
FEES TO SMG, BRANSON CONVENTION CENTER’S
MANAGEMENT, IN ACCORDIANCE WITH THEIR CONTRACT
FOR FY2018.

INITIATED BY: FINANCE/ADMINISTRATION

FIRST READING: FEBRUARY 25,2020 FINAL READING: MARCH 10, 2020

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

e In March 2014, the City of Branson entered into a management services contract with SMG
for the operation of the Branson Convention Center (BCC) and SMG has been operating
the facility since April 1, 2014.

e The agreement between the parties stipulated a fixed management fee and provided for an
additional annual incentive fee, which may be provided to SMG upon the attainment of
certain performance criteria.

o The Budget and Finance Committee met in January 2020 to review materials and discuss
the performance of SMG to recommend the incentive fee.

e Inaccordance with their current contract and the approved criteria, the Budget and Finance
Committee approved an incentive fee of $126,684.

FINANCIAL IMPACT: STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
__No impact/Not applicable ___Recommended
_X_Budgeted in the current year’s budget ____Not Recommended

__ Other (see additional explanation) X _Neutral/None ﬁ)

COMMUNITY PLAN 2030: Good Governance: Develops sustainable fiscal and operational
policies and fosters trust and transparency by ensuring
accountability,  efficiency, integrity, innovation and
responsiveness in all operations.

ATTACHED EXHIBITS:




ITEM/SUBJECT: READING OF A BILL APPROVING PAYMENT OF INCENTIVE
FEES TO SMG, BRANSON CONVENTION CENTER’S
MANAGEMENT, IN ACCORDIANCE WITH THEIR CONTRACT
FOR FY2018.

DETAILED ANALYSIS:

In March 2014, the City entered into a Management Services Contract with SMG for the operation
of the Branson Convention Center (BCC). SMG has been operating the facility since April 1,
2014. The agreement between the parties stipulated a fixed management fee ($135,000/yr.), and
also provides for an additional annual incentive fee, which may be provided to SMG upon the
attainment of certain performance criteria, up to the maximum of the fixed management fee. Each
of the 5 criteria had a weighting, which would be used to determine the maximum fee per category.

Customer & Client Satisfaction (20%)
Completion of Goals & Objectives (20%)
Improved Operating Financial Condition (40%)
Responsiveness (10%)

Ingenuity & Creativity (10%)

kR

The fixed management fee and maximum incentive fee is $_137,700. The incentive fee

committee’s recommendation is broken out below and the total recommended fee will be
$126,684:

CRITERIA FEE WT. SCORE _AMT.

Customer & Client Satisfaction $137,700 x 20% x 100%_ = $27,540

Completion of Goals & Objectives $137,700 x20% x __75%_ = $20,655

Improved Operating Financial Condition  $137,700 x 40% x 100% $55,080

Responsiveness $137,700 x 10% x 70% $9,639

Ingenuity & Creativity $137,700 x 10% x 100% = $13,770

TOTAL INCENTIVE FEE AWARDED: $__ 126,684 \\‘




BILL NO. 5791 ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING PAYMENT OF INCENTIVE FEES TO SMG, BRANSON
CONVENTION CENTER’S MANAGEMENT, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THEIR CONTRACT
FOR FY2018.

WHEREAS, in March 2014, the City entered into a Management Services Contract with SMG for the
operation of the Branson Convention Center (BCC) and SMG has been operating the facility since April 2,
2014; and

WHEREAS, the agreement between the parties stipulated a fixed management fee and provided for an
additional annual incentive fee, which may be provided to SMG upon the attainment of certain
performance criteria, up to the maximum of the fixed management fee; and

WHEREAS, in January 2020, the Budget and Finance Commiittee met to review materials and discuss the
performance of SMG to recommend the incentive fee; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen desires to pay SMG incentive fees in accordance with the contract for
FY2018.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF
BRANSON, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1: The Board of Aldermen hereby approves payment of incentive fees in the amount of
$126,684 to SMG, Branson Convention Center’s Management in accordance with the
contract for FY2018.

Section 2: This ordinance shall be in full force and effect upon and after its passage and approval.

Read, this first time on this day of ,20

Read, this second time, passed, and truly agreed to by the Board of Aldermen of City of Branson, Missouri
this day of , 20

E. Edd Akers

Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Lisa K Westfall Chris Lebeck #51831

City Clerk City Attorney
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KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

Pages 7-11

TRAVEL PLANNING & FUTURE EXPERIENCES

Pages 35-40

U.S. TRAVEL PERFORMANCE

Pages 41-43

Overview

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Pages 3-6

Purpose. The purpose of conducting the annual Visitor Profile Study
for the Branson Convention & Visitors Bureau is to provide area
decision makers a behavioral, demographic and trend comparison of
Branson travelers over the course of the year. This information
provides marketers and other decision makers with near real-time
information throughout the year on who is visiting Branson and
where the greatest changes are occurring.

Target Audience. Contact information collected from Branson visitors
from more than 25 locations around the Branson area was used to
interview visitors via email.

Sample. A total of 2,185 Branson visitors were interviewed for this
study throughout the year, providing a maximum margin of error of
+/-2.1% at a 95% confidence interval — considered comparatively
strong by industry standards.



2019 Visitor Profile Research

Key
Performance
Indicators




2019 visitation hit 9.1 million*, which is a record for Branson since
measurements began in 1993.

History of Visitation to Branson (000s)

10,000
9,000

8,000

7,000
6,000
5,000
4,000
3,000
2,000
1,000

1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

o

*Assumes Base=7.0M (2000, DKSA) A

SOURCE: HISTORICAL ECONOMETRIC MODEL



Since 2012, Branson has increased annual visitation 6 of the past 7 years
which fueled a record year in 2019.

History of Visitation to Branson

10,000
. +7.1% -2.3% +1.3% +1.5%
9,000 o7 25 +5.0%
8,000 -2.5% +1.6%
7,000
6,000
5,000
4,000
3,000
2,000
1,000

o

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

5
SOURCE: HISTORICAL ECONOMETRIC MODEL



Branson’s 1% Sales Tax and Tourism tax revenues in 2019 were lower than
last year’s, while all other tax sources experienced YOY growth.

4.8%
° 4.5%

0.2%
|
-2.0%
-2.7%
1% City Sales Tax Tourism Tax Taney Co. Tax Stone Co. Tax TCED Tax

2019 YTD Through November 6

SOURCE: CITY OF BRANSON SALES TAX DATA



According to STR*, Branson’s room demand increased by 3.3% over last
year, similar to increases seen in KC, Pigeon Forge and Hershey, PA.

4.5% 4.6%
3.7%
3.3%
2.2%
1.8%
1.3%
0.6%
] .
|
-0.1%
-3.0%
Branson P. Forge Hershey KC Vegas M. Beach Lake Ozrk Orlando STL Willsbrg WI Dells

2019 YTD Through December 2

SOURCE: SMITH TRAVEL RESEARCH*
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BEHAVIORIAL PROFILE

) (S

1% 64 Days 61% 88%

of Branson's 2019 travelers Decision Time Net Promoter Score Intend to return to Branson in
were Repeat Visitors -4 Days +0 pts the next 12 months
+4.5pts -1pt



Branson continues to deliver a geographically diverse visitor profile. The
Core Market (0-100 miles) saw a slight decline, while the Primary and
Outer markets saw increases compared to 2018.

Distance Traveled to Branson

Core Market
0-100 miles
13.7%

Outer Primary

Market Market

301+ miles 101-300
56.6% miles
29.7%

Variance in Estimated Visitation to 2018

101-300 miles

2.0%

301+ miles - 4.2%
10

SOURCE: DMA REPORT GENERATED FROM ZIP CODES COLLECTED



Repeat visitation increased once again in 2019 (+4.5pts), marking a 9-point

increase since 2017.

Visitation to Branson
Inactive
(2017 or prior)
30%

First-Time
(2019)
19%

)25 |

Visits in the Past
12 Months

Repeat
(2019 & 2018)
51%

Variance to Last Year

First-Time (2018) -2.2%
Repeat (2018 & 2017) 4.5%
Inactive (2016 or prior) -2.4%

Q4: Which of the following best describes this visit to the Branson/Lakes area?
Q5: How many times have you visited Branson in the past 12 months - including this visit?

11
RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



Importance of Balance Between 15t Time & Repeat Visitation

= William Shakespeare once penned the line, “nothing is either good or bad, but thinking makes it
so”....and the same is somewhat true for first-time vs. repeat visitation. That is, both are necessary for
Branson’s short-term and long-term success.

= First-timer visitors are important to Branson because... not only do they tend to stay longer and spend
more money per visit, but they also help fuel the pipeline for the future. And, given that some travelers
“age-out” and stop traveling every year, it is important for Branson to find new visitors to convert and
take the place of those who disengage and/or stop traveling. Therefore, first-time visitation is important
as a leading indicator for Branson’s future brand health.

= Repeat visitation, however, is important for the success of today. Repeat visitors represent the lowest
hanging fruit that can more easily be persuaded to visit again and visit more often. That is, they are
easier to reach and less expensive to convert. While they tend to spend somewhat less money per
individual trip, their frequency of return causes their lifetime value to be much higher than first-time
visitors. As a result, repeat visitation is a better lagging indicator of annual performance in any give year.

= The ideal balance for Branson appears to be somewhere around 20%-25% new visitors per year with
75%-80% repeat visitors. In 2019, repeat visitation topped 80% for the first time in a while, and Branson
appears to have reached a new performance record.

= That is great news! But, we must all keep our eyes on that ratio of first-time visitors as a leading
indicator of the health of Branson’s future 3-5 years from now.

12



Leisure travel continues to be the primary purpose of visitation to
Branson. And, with more repeat visitation, decision time shortened by 4

days on average.

Primary Purpose of Visit Days in Advance Decided to Visit

91%

R 60 59 62

Combination of 3.3%
business/leisure I 4.4% Days Days Days

3.9%
Visit friends/relatives °
N 39%

1.5%
Personal 68 64

| 27%
Days
_ 0.4% Days
Business
| 0.7%
2018 H 2019
Q6: Which of the following was your primary purpose for this visit? 13

Q7: How many days in advance did you begin to consider making this trip to the Branson/Lakes area?
RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



Personal autos remain the most popular mode of transportation. And, for
those who fly, the Springfield-Branson National Airport remained the

most popular airport.

Transportation Used

81%

Camper/RV 453.7%’

Airport Used

5.3%
s e 4.2% .
Personal auto, joined tour g '35’  Sum: Air Travel BKG 6.3%
0 L] o
3.5% - 4.3%
Flew, rented auto I 386% - 4.5%
63%
Rented auto ;’75;/;’ S G F ?
0.6% o,
0.7%
Motorcoach/Bus 0.7% 329
Motorcycle 8'3‘% OTH E R
' 20%
' 0.4%
Church bus 01%
. e 0.1%
Flew, joined tour 0.0%
w2018 W 2019 2018 W 2019
RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185 RESPONDENT BASE: RESPONDENTS WHO FLEW TO THE AREA | N=88
Q10: How did you travel to the Branson/Lakes area on this most recent visit? y

Q11: Which airport did you use?



Air travel to Branson inched upward in 2019 as did those using the
Branson airport. However, most air travelers continue to use SGF.

History of Air Travel to Branson Airport Used

2011 5.8%

75% 7% 73%

5.5% 71%
63%
59%
0
5.2%
359
4.2% 29
3.7% 199 0%
2.9% a0 || 5% sop | 6%
0%

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
B SGF HBKG
RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185 RESPONDENT BASE: RESPONDENTS WHO FLEW TO THE AREA | N=88

Q10: How did you travel to the Branson/Lakes area on this most recent visit?
Q11: Which airport did you use? 15



With the increase in repeat visitation it is little surprise that in-

market

media usage declined a bit. However, overall usage remained consistent
(81%) and the influence of those media was higher in several cases.

Media Usage in Branson

59% 58% 61%
54%

47%
44%

Local coupon book Local Branson  The official Branson Local tourism

Billboards Brochures
magazine(s) Vacation Guide television

H % Read/Watched While in Branson % Somewhat/Extremely Influential

White numbers represent variance to 2018

30%
+8pts
5%
-1pt
Local radio

Q12: Which of the following local media, if any, did you read or watch during this most recent visit in Branson? Please select all that apply.
Q13: Using the scale provided, please rate how influential each of these media were at persuading you to visit specific shows, attractions,
RESPONDENT BASE

restaurants, etc. (5-pt. scale)

16
: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185
MEDIA USERS | N=1,450



The most popular area activity categories continue to be Live Shows,
Shopping and Downtown Branson. Although, these activities each dipped
in 2019 while Silver Dollar City and Outdoor Activities increased.

Top 10 Area Activities

S
Downtown Branson/Main Street m 56%
Unique local restaurants _43% 47%
Museum attraction -2320/?% ot
Rural sightseeing mA) 23% 2019

14%

Outdoor activities 17%

9%

Lake activities 8%

Q14: Did you do any of the following on this trip to the Branson/Lakes area...? Please select all that apply. 17

RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



Live Show participation among Branson visitors fell to 62% in 2019,
marking the lowest ratio of show visitors ever recorded.

Live Show Participants

85%

0

80% 9% 81% oo
""""""" 2% 3% 319 7196 _78%
Historical Average
I I I |

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

18
RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



Live Shows (as a category), however, remain Branson’s biggest functional
driver followed by Silver Dollar City (specific brand) and Shopping in

general.
Activities That Were a Primary Reason for Visiting Branson
47% 32% 19%
Live Shows Silver Dollar City Shopping
-10 points +1 point +4 points

Gray numbers represent variance to 2018

Q15: Which of these activities, if any, were among your primary reasons for
visiting Branson on this trip? Please select up to your top 3.
Q16: What is the total number of Branson shows you saw on this trip?

19
RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185
SAW SHOWS IN BRANSON | N=1,108



The number of Live Shows seen per visit has hovered around 3 shows for several
years. This year, a new question was added and we now know that the majority
of shows are live performances in a theater or a dinner show production.

Number of Shows Seen on Last Visit

3.4 3.4 3.3 3.4

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Type of Show Seen
Live Perfo_rmances or Production _ 74%
Shows in a Branson Theater
Dinner Show Productions _ 48%
cery e [
Theme or Amusement Park Shows - 16%

Outdoor Light/Fountain/Fireworks 6%
Shows °

Other I 4%

Q15: What is the total number of Branson shows you saw on this visit?
Q16: How many of these [x] would you say fall into the following categories?

20
RESPONDENT BASE: SAW SHOWS IN BRANSON | N=1,108



Timeshare visitation was on par with last year, and closer to the
Historical Average of 20%. More than one-third continue to be
encouraged to visit a timeshare before they come to the area.

In Branson on Timeshare

202 | >
203 | >
2010 I
205 | -

206 | >
2007 | >

Best Describes Timeshare Visit

0 37% 38% 37%
2011 |, 20% : | 35%

2018 _ 17% Encouraged to visit Encouraged to visit Other

Timeshare BEFORE visit Timeshare DURING my

2010 | 15

RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185

visit
m 2018 m 2019
RESPONDENT BASE: VISITED AS A PART OF A TIMESHARE | N=298

Q17: On this trip, did you visit the Branson/Lakes area as part of a timeshare or vacation club promotional visit?
Q18: Which of the following best describes your visit:

21



Overnight visitors were most likely to stay overnight in area
Hotels/Motels and experienced a 2-point YOY increase. A new category,
VRBO/Airbnb, delivered a strong 6% share, similar to RV/Camper and

Lake Resorts.

49% >1%
(]

23%

11%

10%

Hotel/Motel

Timeshare owner Condo

Accommodation Type

[v)
5.8% 6-9% 5 1% 4.4% 5.1%

I T el

VRBO/Airbnb RV/Camper
Website(s)

2.8% 3.1%
.

Friends/Relatives Vacation home

2.3% 12%  0.7% 0.7%

Lake resort Bed & Breakfast

m 2018 m2019

Q20: In what type of accommodations did you stay on this visit?

22
RESPONDENT BASE: OVERNIGHT VISITORS | N=1,521



Group travel rebounded to 5.3% in 2019 (up nearly 2 points), while the
number of people per group slipped slightly (-1%).

Traveling with a Group Number of People in Group

2016 _ 6.7% — 33.0 34.5 35.0 33.8
2018 _ 3.4%

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185 RESPONDENT BASE: GROUP TRAVELERS | N=98

Q24: On this trip to the Branson/Lakes area, were you traveling as part of an organized tour, group activity, or event?

Q25: Approximately how many people were in your total group? 23



Overall, Branson visitor parties spent more money in the area this year,
marking the highest level of spending recorded since the Great Recession.

Party Trip Spending Per Person Trip Spending
$982 $306

Past Party Trip Spending Past Per Person Trip Spending
2018 - $972 2018 - $315

2017 - $946 2017 - $279

2016 - $911 2016 - $264

2015 - $882 2015 - $252

2014 - $914 2014 - $276

2013 - $985 2013 - $273

2012 - $935 2012 - $266

Q31: Approximately how much money did your party spend on lodging, food, entertainment, shopping and
other activities in the Branson area on this trip - not including travel expenses to and from Branson?

RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



Branson’s Net Promoter Score remained on par with last year’s record-
breaking 61%, indicating the area’s consistency in providing a quality

visitor experience.
BCVB Net Promoter Score History

B Promoters (9-10) Neutrals (7-8) W Detractors (0-6)

100 58%

Q28: Using the scale provided, please indicate how likely you would be to recommend the Branson
area to friends and family members. (11-pt. scale)
Q29: Please explain why you chose that score for likelihood to recommend the Branson area.

25
RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



Intent to return (Top 2 Box) to Branson remained on par with last year
and with the Historical Average of 89%.

% Probably/Definitely Will Return

92%

89% 89%

88% 88%

88%

88%

87%
86%

54% 61%

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

White numbers represent % Definitely Will Return

Q30: Using the scale provided, please indicate how likely

are you to return to the Branson/Lakes area? (5-pt. scale) 26

RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



Branson visitors were somewhat younger in 2019—the youngest they’ve
been in the past 10 years. This is driven in part by a notable increase in the
number of family visitors—also the highest ratio in the past 10 years.

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 m

Average Visitor Adult Age 59 58 59 59 56 56 58 55
% Under 12 9% 9% 9% 10% 14% 12% 12% 15%
% 12-17 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 6% 75
% 18-34 8% 89 9% 9% 11% 12% 9% 12%
% 35-54 20% 20% 18% 18% 22% 22% 20% 21%
% 55+ 59% 57% 59% 58% 49% 49% 53% 46%

Families 32% 33% 34% 39% 41% 40% 43% 50%

Adults 68% 67% 66% 61% 59% 60% 57% 50%

HH Income $81.2k $81.2k $82.9k $81.2k $81.6k $82.7k $84.7k $87.9k

% from Beyond 300 Miles 54% 59% 57% 56% 56% 56% 56% 57%

27
RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



America’s Christmas Tree City Aware of America’s
Christmas Tree City

Importance of and Satisfaction with
America’s Christmas Tree City

See/Visit/Engage in Any
Special Christmas Tree
Displays

Importance of America’s
Christmas Tree City in
Decision to Visit Branson

Would Not Have Visited
Without the Addition of
America’s Christmas Tree City

Importance of America’s Agree the Branson Experience
Christmas Tree City in Decision to Delivered on Marketing Position
Visit

Derived Impact™ of America’s
Christmas Tree City

B % Extremely Important/Strongly Agree I % Very Important/Agree

28%

N=291

91%

N=77

17%

N=71

15%

N=71

4.2%

N=71

Festival Questions: participation, awareness, would not have visited without festival addition, importance of festival
addition, satisfaction with festival, importance of festival in decision to purchase Season Pass, intent to visit
*Derived Impact is calculated based on the awareness, participation and importance of the addition.

28
RESPONDENT BASE: RESPONDENTS WHO VISITED
DURING CHRISTMAS SEASON | N=291



2019 Visitor Profile Res

Travel Plannmg
& Future
Experiences




Most travelers did not consider other destinations when considering
Branson (72%). Those who did were most likely to consider Pigeon Forge
or St. Louis, both of which saw a decline in consideration.

Destinations Considered When Planning Branson Trip
9.5%

5.1%
4.2% 4.4%
3.6% 3.5% 3.7% 3.7% 3.8%
- -2.8% h - -
Kansas City, St. Louis, Missouri Myrtle Beach, South  Destin, Florida Pigeon Forge, Gulf Shores, Wisconsin Dells,
Missouri Carolina Tennessee Alabama Wisconsin

m 2018 m 2019

Q3: When making your decision to visit Branson, which other destinations were considered? Please select all that apply. 20

RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



Previous experiences and websites are still the most common sources
used to plan trips to Branson—both of which saw significant increases
compared to last year.

Sources Used to Plan Trip to Branson

42%

Previous experience
P 51%

0,
Website specific to an attraction, hotel, airline, etc. 23% 20%
(1]

19%

Direct reservation by telephone
y telep 17%

ExploreBranson.com 13%
13%
12%

The official Branson Vacation Guide 12% w2018

. - o 12% m 2019
Online Travel Agency, e.g., Priceline, Expedia, TripAdvisor, etc.

m
°\°I

1%

VisitMo.com
1%

Q8: Which of the following sources, if any, did you use to plan your trip to Branson? Please select all that apply. 21

RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



Ownership of smartphones, social media and tablets all increased this
year while ownership of desktop PCs declined.

Technology Owned
8%
Own a smartphone
91%
79%
Own a PC
6%
Have a social media account (e.g., % W 2018
Facebook, Twitter) 71% 2019

5%
Own a tablet
68%

Q32: Which of the following do you own, use or do: Please select all that apply. -

RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



Facebook continues to be Branson’s most popular social media site, with a
4-point increase in usage in 2019. This is followed by YouTube, Instagram
and Pinterest.

Branson Social Media Usage

28%

5.1% 5.3%

3.1%
2.4%  2.29
- k _° . 07— — _0'9% —
)

Facebook YouTube Instagram Pinterest Snapchat Twitter

w2018 m2019

Q34: In the past year have you visited any of Branson's social media channels listed below? Please select all that apply. 3

RESPONDENT BASE: SOCIAL MEDIA USERS | N=1,073



Searching for information via smartphones topped the list of information
sources used this past year while searching online from a computer
dropped significantly.

Top Branson Messages Received, Read, Saw or Heard Prior to Visit

38%

Looked up information regarding Branson on my smartphone/tablet 38%
(1]

39%
6%

Searched online for information on the Branson area or a specific
attraction, hotel, restaurant, etc.

Looked up information regarding Branson on my computer at home 41%

and/or work

27%
28%

Had a discussion with a friend or acquaintance about the Branson
area

4% w2018

16% m 2019

Saw a TV commercial

12%
11%

Received the Official Branson Vacation Guide

Q35: Please indicate which, if any, of the following Branson messages you

received, read, saw or heard prior to your visit: Please select all that apply. 34

RESPONDENT BASE: ALL RESPONDENTS | N=2,185



2019 Visitor Profile Res

U S. Travel
Performance




The U.S. Travel Association forecasts that leisure travel will grow by 1.5%
in 2020, slightly slower than what was predicted for 2019 (+1.9%).

3.5%

2.6% 27% 5%

2.2%
1.9% 20% g0 | 1.9% 1.9% 1.9%
IlS% IIIIlS%IMII
-2.5%

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019f 2020f 2021f 2022f 2023f

36
SOURCE: U.S. TRAVEL ASSOCIATION TRAVEL FORECASTS UPDATED 1/29/2020



Business travel is expected to grow by 1.0% in 2020, on par with growth
expected from 2019.

2.8%

2.0%
9 9 1.5% 1.5%
1.3% 1.4% I 11% | 1.1%  1.0% 1.4% ° °

-0.3% 0.1%

-1.3% -1.1%

-5.8%

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019f 2020f 2021f 2022f 2023f

37
SOURCE: U.S. TRAVEL ASSOCIATION TRAVEL FORECASTS UPDATED 1/29/2020



Executive
Summary




Key Takeaways

= Record Visitation. In 2019, Branson reached record visitation
levels at just over 9.1 million,* up +1.5% over 2018 and
topping the previous record set in 2016 at just over 9 million.

= Repeat Visitation Fuels Increase. This year, travelers to
Branson were more likely to be Repeat Visitors (visited in 2019
or 2018) at 51%, up by a significant** margin of 4.5 points.
This marks a 9-point increase over the past 2 years. And, this
is a trend that is expected to continue in 2020 as U.S.
Travelers’ long-haul travel appears to have peaked and
expectations are trending more regional with travelers staying
closer to home. Branson’s ratio of first-time visitors (19%),
however, slipped from the previous year.

= Local Media Influence. While in the area, visitors are most
likely to use local media such as brochures (55%) and
billboards (44%) to get information about activities and
attractions. However, it’s the Official Branson Vacation Guide
(61%) that was the most influential in their decision making.
This was followed by local coupon books (58%) and local
Branson magazines (54%).

*Branson no longer uses “visitation” as an official estimate of performance. Base=7.0M (2000, DKSA)
**Throughout this presentation the term significant represents a statistically significant variance.




Key Takeaways

= Rubber Tire Visitors. Despite generating a significant number
of visits from Outer Markets (301+ miles), most travelers still
use personal vehicles to visit Branson (83%, +2pts); though, air
travel continues to inch upward as well (+0.2pts to 4.5% in
2019). Most visitors who fly use the Springfield-Branson
National Airport (73%, +10pts). However, the addition of new
carriers with new destinations in 2018 was able to increase
usage of BKG once again, up to 6.3% in 2019.

= Shifts in Market Drivers. Live Shows continue to be Branson’s
primary driver of visitation, but the ratio of visitors patronizing
shows has been declining the past 4 years (-9pts to 62%).
Silver Dollar City and shopping continue to round out the top
3 “functional” drivers of visitation to Branson, both of which
experienced an increase in their share influence compared to
2018 (+1pt and +4pts, respectively).

= Visitor Spending Holds Strong. On average, Branson visitor
parties spent $982 during their stay in 2019, up slightly from
the $972 spent last year. The farther visitors travel to visit
Branson, the more money and nights they tend to spend in
the area.




Key Takeaways

= Branson Continues to Generate Strong Market Buzz and Intent
to Return. Branson’s Net Promoter Score (NPS) held steady at
61%, comparable to last year’s record-breaking score. This is
driven by 69% of visitors indicating they would recommend
Branson to friends/family with only 8% indicating they would
not. Likewise, 70% indicated they definitely will return, with
88% saying they probably/definitely will return — on par with
last year and the Historical average of 89%.

= Demographics Shift. In 2019 the average adult age of the
Branson visitor decreased to 55 years of age in 2019, the
lowest average adult age recorded in the past 20 years. This is
driven by an influx of young families who visited in larger
numbers this past year. Half of Branson visitors had children
with them, 7 points higher than last year — making 2019 the
largest ratio of family visitors Branson has hosted. Last but not
least, average household income is also at an all-time high
reaching S88k.

= Trip Planning a Priority. Despite the fact that many of Branson
travelers come from Outer Markets (301+ miles), Branson’s
comparatively high levels of repeat visitation caused decision
time to shorten. In 2019, travelers took just 64 days on average
to decide to visit—4 days fewer than in 2018.







BILL NO. 5778 |
o ' City of

VialtaUH

ITEM/SUBJECT: READING OF A BILL AMENDING CHAPTER 58 OF THE
BRANSON MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO PERSONS
UNDER 21 YEARS OF AGE PROHIBITED FROM THE
PURCHASE OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS AND PROHIBITING THE
SALE OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS TO PERSONS UNDER 21
YEARS OF AGE.

v

STAFF REPORT

INITIATED BY: LEGAL DEPARTMENT

FIRST READING: JANUARY 28,2020 FINAL READING: FEBRUARY 25,2020

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

e This ordinance will prohibit persons under twenty-one years of age from purchasing or
possessing tobacco products, alternative nicotine products or vapor products and prohibit
the sale or distribution of tobacco products, alternative nicotine products or vapor products
to persons under 21 years of age.

Consolidated Appropriations Act into law. That Appropriations Act included an
amendment to 21 U.S.C. 387f(d) making it unlawful any retailer to sell a tobacco product
to any person younger than 21 years of age.

UPDATE:

e This item was postponed during its Final Reading at the February 25, 2020 Regular Board
of Aldermen meeting. It has had a motion and second for approval and is in need of a vote.

e Due to the need for substantial changes, a substitute bill was drafted. See Substitute Bill
No. 5793.

o This Bill will need to be replaced with Substitute Bill No. 5793, which is the next item.

FINANCIAL IMPACT: STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
_X_No impact/Not applicable _X_ Recommended

____Budgeted in the current year’s budget _____Not Recommended /go
____Other (see additional explanation) _____Neutral/None

COMMUNITY PLAN2030: C-1: Public Safety

ATTACHED EXHIBITS:

|
|
|
e On December 20, 2019, President Donald Trump signed the H.R. 1865 — Further
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BILL NO. 5778 | ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 58 OF THE BRANSON MUNICIPAL CODE
PERTAINING TO PERSONS UNDER 21 YEARS OF AGE PROHIBITED FROM THE PURCHASE
OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS AND PROHIBITING THE SALE OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS TO
PERSONS UNDER 21 YEARS OF AGE. ‘

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF
BRANSON, MISSOURI, THE FOLLOWING:

Section 1;: It is the intention of the Board, and it is hereby ordained, that the provisions of this ordinance
shall become and be made a part of the Branson Municipal Code, and the sections of this
ordinance may be renumbered to accomplish such intention.

Section 2:  That Article VIII — Other Nuisances; Division 2 — Smoke-Free; Section 58-331 — Definitions;
Section 58-342 — Minors Prohibited from Purchase or Possession of Tobacco Products,
Alternative Nicotine Products or Vapor Products - Penalties; Section 58-343 — Distribution or
Sale of Tobacco Products, Alternative Nicotine Products or Vapor Products to Minors
Prohibited of the Branson Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

ARTICLE VIII. - OTHER NUISANCES
DIVISION 2. - SMOKE-FREE

Sec. 58-342. - [Minetrs] Persons Under 21 Years of Age Prohibited from Purchase or Possession of
Tobacco Products, Alternative Nicotine Products or Vapor Products - Penalties.

(a) No person less than [+8] 21 years of age shall purchase, attempt to purchase or possess
tobacco products, alternative nicotine products or vapor products unless such person is an employee
of a seller of cigarettes, tobacco products, alternative nicotine products or vapor products and is in
such possession to effect a sale in the course of employment or an employee of the Division of
Alcohol and Tobacco Control for enforcement purposes pursuant to subsection (5) of RSMo
407.934.

(b) Any person less than [48] 21 years of age shall not misrepresent his age to purchase cigarettes,
tobacco products, and alternative nicotine products or vapor products.

(c) Any person who violates the provisions of this section shall be penalized as follows:

(1) For the first violation, in addition to the penalties set forth Section 1-13, the person shall have
any cigarettes, tobacco products, alternative nicotine products or vapor products confiscated.

(2) For a second violation and any subsequent violations, in addition to the penalties set forth in
Section 1-13, the person shall have any cigarettes, tobacco products, alternative nicotine
products or vapor products confiscated and shall complete a tobacco education or smoking
cessation program, if available.

Sec. 58-343. -  Distribution or Sale of Tobacco Products, Alternative Nicotine Products or Vapor Products
to [Minets] Persons under 21 Years of Age Prohibited.

Page 1 of 2
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It shall be unlawful for any person to sell, provide or distribute by any means tobacco products,
alternative nicotine products or vapor products to persons under [+8] 21 years of age.

NOTE: LANGUAGE WHICH IS BOLD, UNDERLINED HAS BEEN ADDED; LANGUAGE WHICH
IS [BRACKEFED,STRICKEN] HAS BEEN REMOVED.

Section 3:  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage by the Board of
Aldermen and approval by the Mayor.

Read, this first time on this day of , 2020.
Read, this second time, passed and truly agreed to by the Board of Aldermen of the City of Branson,
Missouri on this day of , 2020.

E. Edd Akers

Mayor
ATTEST: APRPRQVED AS TO FORM:

| e fube

Lisa K Westfall Chris Lebeck #51831
City Clerk City Attorney
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'SUBSTITUTE BILL NO. 5793 |
City of

/zall/dmm
ssour J) STAFF REPORT
*

ITEM/SUBJECT: READING OF A SUBSTITUTE BILL AMENDING CHAPTER 58 OF
THE BRANSON MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO
PROHIBITING THE SALE OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS TO
PERSONS UNDER 21 YEARS OF AGE.

INITIATED BY: LEGAL DEPARTMENT

FIRST READING: MARCH 10, 2020 FINAL READING: MARCH 24,2020

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

o This ordinance will prohibit the sale or distribution of tobacco products, alternative nicotine
products or vapor products to persons under twenty-one years of age and also place
restrictions and license requirements on retailers selling tobacco within the city limits of
Branson.

e On December 20, 2019, President Donald Trump signed the H.R. 1865 — Further
Consolidated Appropriations Act into law. That Appropriations Act included an
amendment to 21 U.S.C. 387f(d) making it unlawful any retailer to sell a tobacco product
to any person younger than 21 years of age.

e Effective date will be June 30, 2020 to be consistent with the annual licensing requirement.

FINANCIAL IMPACT: STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
_X No impact/Not applicable _X Recommended
____Budgeted in the current year’s budget _____Not Recommended
____Other (see additional explanation) _____Neutral/None

COMMUNITY PLAN 2030: C-1: Public Safety
ATTACHED EXHIBITS:




ITEM/SUBJECT: READING OF A SUBSTITUTE BILL AMENDING CHAPTER 58 OF
THE BRANSON MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO
'PROHIBITING THE SALE OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS TO

PERSONS UNDER 21 YEARS OF AGE.

[ ——— — e et ————————————————re e
——— —— —————— — —— — - — ———

DETAILED ANALYSIS:

The changes to Branson Municipal Code are summarized as follows:

A. Sec. 58-343: Raises the age of unlawful distribution of tobacco products, alternative
nicotine products and vapor products to twenty-one years of age.

B. Sec. 58-344: Added provision requiring proof of age for purchase for tobacco products,
alternative nicotine products and vapor products.

C. Sec. 58-345: Added provision requiring retailers to post signage regarding sales to those
under twenty-one years of age.

D. Sec. 58-346: Added provision requiring an annual license for the sale of tobacco products,
alternative nicotine products and vapor products. Also includes provisions for revocation
and denial of license.

E. Appendix A: Added provisions for fees associated with license to distribute tobacco
products, alternative nicotine products and vapor products.
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SUBSTITUTE BILL NO. 5793 ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 58 OF THE BRANSON MUNICIPAL CODE
PERTAINING TO PROHIBITING THE SALE OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS TO PERSONS UNDER
21 YEARS OF AGE.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF
BRANSON, MISSOURI, THE FOLLOWING:

Section 1; Tt is the intention of the Board, and it is hereby ordained, that the provisions of this ordinance
shall become and be made a part of the Branson Municipal Code, and the sections of this
ordinance may be renumbered to accomplish such intention.

Section 2:  That Chapter 58, Article VIII — Other Nuisances; Division 2 — Smoke-Free; Section 58-331 —
Definitions; Section 58-343 — Distribution or Sale of Tobacco Products, Alternative Nicotine
Products or Vapor Products to Minors Prohibited; Section 58-344 — Proof of Age Required for
Purchase; Section. 58-345. — Sign required for sale or tobacco products, alternative nicotine
products, and vapor products; Section 58-346. — License required, Appendix A — Fee schedule
of the Branson Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

ARTICLE VIIL - OTHER NUISANCES
- DIVISION 2. - SMOKE-FREE
Sec. 58-331 — Definitions.

Proof of age means a driver’s license or other documentary or written evidence that the
individual is 21 years of age or older.

Sec. 58-343. - Distribution or Sale of Tobacco Products, Alternative Nicotine Products or Vapor Products
to [Minozs] Persons under 21 Years of Age Prohibited.

It shall be unlawful for any person to sell, provide or distribute by any means tobacco products,
alternative nicotine products or vapor products to persons under [48] 21 years of age.

Sec. 58-344, — Proof of Age Required for Purchase.

A person selling or distributing tobacco products, alternative tobacco products, or vapor
products shall require proof of age from any prospective purchaser or recipient unless such person
has reasonable cause to believe that the prospective purchaser or recipient is 21 years of age or older.

Sec. 58-345. — Sign required for sale or tobacco products, alternative nicotine products, and vapor
products.

It shall be unlawful for any person to sell, provide or distribute by any means tobacco products,
alternative nicotine products or vapor products, unless the premises upon which such items are sold,
provided or distributed prominently displays a sign near the point of purchase no smaller than 11

Page 1 of 3
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inches tall by 14 inches wide which shall contain in red lettering at least one-half inch high on white
background:

“IT IS A VIOLATION OF THE LAW FOR TOBACCO PRODUCTS, ALTERNATIVE NICOTINE
PRODUCTS, OR VAPOR PRODUCTS TO BE SOLD TO ANY PERSON UNDER THE AGE OF
217

Section 58-346. — License required.

(a) It shall be unlawful for any person to sell, provide or distribute by any means tobacco products,
alternative nicotine products or vapor products without first obtaining a license from the city to
sell, provide, or distribute tobacco products, alternative nicotine products or vapor products.

(b) A license shall be valid for one year or the remaining portion of the calendar year and expire on
June 30 of each vear. A license must be renewed annually and shall be required for each
location at which tobacco products, alternative nicotine product or vapor products are sold,
distributed or provided and shall be in addition to any other permit or license required by
other local, state or federal governmental entities. An application fee in the amount provided in
the city fee schedule shall accompany each application for an original license issued under this
Section. The application fee is to cover the various costs incurred by the city in investigating
and processing the applications. The application fee is not refundable.

(c) Licenses shall be subject to denial, nonrenewal and revocation pursuant to the procedure
described for licenses in Article II of Chapter 22. Licenses may be denied, not renewed, or
revoked for failure to comply with the requirements of this article or any other applicable
section of this Code. A permit shall not be issued when the city has reason to believe the
issuance of the permit will result in the operation of a business in violation of this Code.

(d) If three or more violations of any provision of this article occur at a licensed location, or are
committed by a license holder, any employee or agent of a license holder, or any combination
thereof, the permit shall be subject to revocation or nonrenewal as set forth in this Article.

Appendix A - FEE SCHEDULE

SScot(il:n | Description Fee
Chapter 58—Offenses and Nuisances

58-346 Original license application 25.00

Annual Renewal 25.00

NOTE: LANGUAGE WHICH IS BOLD, UNDERLINED HAS BEEN ADDED; LANGUAGE WHICH
IS [BRACKETED, STRICKEN] HAS BEEN REMOVED.

Section 3:  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect after its passage by the Board of Aldermen and
approval by the Mayor on June 30, 2020.

Read, this first time on this day of , 2020.

Page 2 of 3
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Read, this second time, passed and truly agreed to by the Board of Aldermen of the City of Branson,

Missouri on this day of

ATTEST:

Lisa K Westfall
City Clerk

E. Edd Akers
Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Chris Lebeck #51831
City Attorney
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ITEM/SUBJECT: A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING STAFF TO SUBMIT AN
INVITATION TO BID FOR A MARKETING RESEARCH FIRM TO
PROVIDE DIRECTION TO THE CITY IN REGARDS TO
EXPANDING OUR MARKETING FUNDS.

INITIATED BY: ADMINISTRATION

DATE: MARCH 10, 2020

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

e Request made by City of Branson Board of Aldermen during the February 20, 2020 Study
Session.

e Board members showed interest in pursuing the potential of a contract for a marketing
research firm. The intent/focus was to make a minor investment for what hopes to be a
significant economic impact.

e While there is no City ordinance dictating the use of the lowest bidder; based on recent
comments in Board meetings, recommend no request for proposal, and instead, an

invitation to bid.

e If a marketing research firm provides a low enough bid, Board will direct a budget

amendment.
FINANCIAL IMPACT: STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
____No impact/Not applicable Recommended
____ Budgeted in the current year’s budget Not Recommended
_X Other (see additional explanation) X Neutral/None

COMMUNITY PLAN 2030: TOURISM, T1, T2

ATTACHED EXHIBITS:




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING STAFF TO SUBMIT AN INVITATION TO BID FOR
A MARKETING RESEARCH FIRM TO PROVIDE DIRECTION TO THE CITY IN
REGARDS TO EXPANDING OUR MARKETING FUNDS.

WHEREAS, the City of Branson will seek bids from marketing research firms; and

WHEREAS, the City of Branson staff will provide the Board of Aldermen the name of the
lowest bidder; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen having heard from City staff, desire to move forward with

the process to invite marketing research firms to bid on a contract to provide direction to the City
in regards to expanding our marketing funds.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF BRANSON, MISSOURI, THE FOLLOWING:

Section 1: The Board of Aldermen for the City of Branson hereby directs City staff to
proceed with seeking bids for a marketing research firm.

Section 2: This resolution shall be in full force and effect after its passage and approval.

ADOPTED by the Board of Aldermen of the City of Branson, Missouri, on this day of

, 20
E. Edd Akers
Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Lisa K Westfall Chris Lebeck #51831

City Clerk City Attorney
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ITEM/SUBJECT: A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE BRANSON POLICE
DEPARTMENT TO APPLY FOR MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORATION GRANT FUNDING TO FUND D.W.I. TRAFFIC
ENFORCEMENT WITHIN THE CITY OF BRANSON.

INITIATED BY: POLICE DEPARTMENT

DATE: MARCH 10, 2020

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

e The State of Missouri Department of Transportation routinely releases grant funds to
municipal governments to fund special traffic enforcement details.

e As in the previous years, the Branson Police Department is applying for $9,000.00 in
Missouri Department of Transportation grant funding to conduct special DWI enforcement
throughout the City. The grant award covers Branson Officers’ overtime pay to conduct
the special enforcement campaigns throughout the year.

e Alcohol and other drugs contribute to traffic crashes within our community. Last year the
police department worked 932 traffic crashes and arrested 46 people for DWI. This grant
funding provides the department the ability to staff additional officers to focus on DWI
traffic enforcement.

FINANCIAL IMPACT: STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

_X_No impact/Not applicable _ X Recommended
____Budgeted in the current year’s budget _____Not Recommended
____Other (see additional explanation) ____Neutral/None
COMMUNITY PLAN 2030: C-1 Public Safety, Action 1.3.2. ﬁ

ATTACHED EXHIBITS:




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE BRANSON POLICE DEPARTMENT TO APPLY
FOR MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORATION GRANT FUNDING TO FUND
D.W.I. TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT WITHIN THE CITY OF BRANSON.

WHEREAS, the Branson Police Department wishes to apply for funding from MODOT to help
cover officers’ overtime while enforcing D.W.I. campaigns throughout the year

WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen desires to move forward with the application for MODOT
funding for D.W.I. enforcement.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE

CITY OF BRANSON, MISSOURI, THE FOLLOWING:

Section 1: The Board of Aldermen for the City of Branson hereby consents to apply for grant
funding from MoDOT in the form attached hereto as Exhibit “1” for D.W.L
enforcement totaling $9,000.

Section 2: This resolution shall be in full force and effect after its passage by the Board of

Aldermen and approval.

ADOPTED by the Board of Aldermen of the City of Branson, Missouri, on this day of

, 2020.
E. Edd Akers
Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Lisa K Westfall - Chris Lebeck #51831

City Clerk City Attorney



DOT

Highway Safety and Traffic Division
TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT APPLICATION
October 01, 2020 through September 30, 2021

(Application due by March 01, 2020)

Exhibit "1"

Highway Safely and Traffic Division
P.0O. Box 270

830 MoDOT Drive

Jefferson City, MO 65102
1-800-800-2358 or 573-751-4161

Agengy: Branson Police Dept. Agency ORI#: MQO1070100
Address: 110 W. Maddux Suite 100 Federal Tax ID#: 446000142
DUNS #: 069402548
City: Branson State: MO Zip: 65616-2859 County:  Taney
Phone: 417-334-3300 Fax:  417-334-5530
Contact: Sgt. Stanley Kauffman Email: skauffman@bransonmo.gov
Jurisdiction: Rural Jurisdiction Population: 10,520
Targeted Population: Impaired Drivers
~* Project activity for which your agency s requesting funding:
DWI Enforssment
Project Title: DWI Saturation Enforcement Requested Amount: $9,000.00
Brief Description: DWI Saturation Enforcement
Jeff Matthews 11-25-202 ¢

Authorizing Official

Ul
U

Palice Chief
Authaorizing Official Title
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PROBLEM IDENTIFICATION

Substance-impaired drivers contributed to 24.2 percent of Missouri's traffic crash fatalities during the past five years.
Alcohol remains the primary contributor to substance-impaired driving crashes; however, the humber of persons under the
influence of prescription medications and/or illicit drugs continues to increase. Male drivers were more likely than females
to be involved in substance-impaired driving crashes, During the past five years, males were responsible for 80.4 percent of
substance-impaired driving fatalities. Nine percent of the children less than 15 years of age, who were killed in motor
vehicle crashes over the last five years, were riding with a substance-impaired driver.
During FY2016-2018, there were 2160 motor vehicle crashes in the City of Branson. Of those 2160 c¢rashes, we had 6
fatalities and 67 were alcohol or drug related. Of the 67 alcohol crashes, 1 was a fatality and 34 involved personal injuries.
The City of Branson and Taney Gounty has consistently experienced a high percentage of drinking -involved crashes. The
following shows comparative analysis of where City of Branson and Taney County rank as compared to other cities and
counties in Missouri,
*Drinking-Involved Crashes:

City of Branson - 22nd in the state (69)

Taney County- 13th in the state (247)
*Drinking-Involved Fatal Crashes:

City of Branson-8th in the state (1)

Taney County-11th in the state (8)
*Disabling Injury-Drinking-Involved:

Taney Gounty- 7th in the state (30)

City of Branison - 11th in the state (6)
In 2019, the Branson Police Department made 46 DWI arrests,

Somme of our top crash locations In the Gity of Branson: Branson Landing Blvd Roundabout, State Highway 248 and James
Epps Rd, State Highway 76 at Wildwood, State Highway 76 at Little Petes Rd, Branson Hills Parkway and US 65 area and
State Highway 76 at US Highway 65.

The highest crash days of the week and the time of day are Thursday thru Sunday from 10:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. and
another spike between 10:00 pm and 11:00 p.m. Typically May through December are the busiest months for crashes.
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GOALS/OBJECTIVES

Core Performance Measure Goals

1. Based on an annual average increase of .82 percent in alcohol-impaired driving involved fatalities ffom 2013 to 2017,
Missouri is projecting 255.1 five-year average alcohol-impaired driving involved fatalities by December 31, 2020,

Other Performance Measure Goals

1. Decrease alcohol-impaired driving involved serious injuries by 4.59 percent annually, resulting in a five-year average
alcohol-impaired driving involved serious injury goal of 485.5 by December 31, 2020,

Focus enforcement efforts at our top crash locations in an effort to reduce overall crashes by 5%. Continue enforcement
efforts in areas where we are arresting impaired drivers.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

If we are approved for this grant the department will ask six to eight patrol officers to come in for overtime at different times
each month. Officers will be asked to conduct DWI saturation patrols. Officers will be looking for all type of traffic violations
and investigating those violations. Officers will ba asked to focus their traffic enforcement in areas, where we are
experiencing a majority of our accidents and DWI arrests. Additional project description information is captured in the

supplemental section.
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SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

o guestion ) 3 M
1 Does your aéency have and enfc.J.rceFén in&ernal safety belt pélicy forallpersonnel? Yes
2 Does your agency have and enforce a policy restricting cell phone use while driving? Yes
3 Does your agency report racial profiling data annually? Yes
4 Does your agency report to STARS? Yes
5 Does your agency report UCR information annually? Yes
6 Please explain any NO answer(s) to questions 1-5:

7 Have any of your officers/personnel been debarred and are therefore not eligible to receive No
federal funds for reimbursement of salary, frings benefits, or overtime?
8 Does your agency have adequate manpower to fully expend the funds requested in this Yes.
application?
9 If NO, please explain.
10 Have any significant changes occurred with your agency within the last year that would affect No
performance, including personnel or system changes?
11 FYES, please explain.
12 Are you aware of any fraud, waste or abuse on grant projects in your office/agency within the No

last 5 years?

13 If YES, please explain.

14 If your agency received Highway Safety grant funding in the last three (3) fiscal years and
there were unexpended balances, please explain why.

In 2017, we were awarded a total of $10,000.00 for three grants and had an unexpended balance of $528.75.
In 2018, we were awarded a total of $12,000.00 for three grants and had an unéxpended balance of $740.30.
In 2019, we were awarded a total of $13,000.00 for three grants and had an uniexpended balance of $491.32, |
believe we are utilizing the most dollars we are award each year without going over. We have the ability to
work more hours if additional funding is awarded.

15 Did your political entity recelve more than 80% of its annual gross revenues in Federal No
Awards in your preceding fiscal year?

16 Did your political entity receive $25,000,000 or more in Federal Awards in your preceding No
fiscal year?
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17 If you answered NO to either question 15 and 16, DO NOT answer this question.  If you
answered YES fo both question 15 and 16, and the public does not have access to this
information, list the names and compensation amounts of the five most highly compensated
employees in your business or organization (the legal entity to which the DUNS number it
provided belongs).

18 Total number of DWI violations written by your agency. 46

19 Total number of speeding citations written by your agency. 224
20 Total number of HMV citations written by your agency. 741
21 Total number of child safety/booster seat citations written by your agency. 8

22 Total number of safety belt citations written by your agency. ‘ _ 128
23 Total number of warnings issued. 646

(MSHP)' ernal.reco

24 Total number of traffic crashes.

25 Total number of traffic crashes resulting in a fatality. 6
26 Total number of traffic crashes resulting in a seriéu,s injury. 36
27 Total number of speed-related traffic crashes. 273
28 Total number of speed-related traffic crashes resulting in a fatality. 4
29 Total number of speed-related traffic crashes resulting in a serious injury. 13
30 Total number of alcohol-related traffic crashes. 67
31 Total number of alecohol-related traffic crashes resulting in a fatality. 1
32 Total number of alcohol-related traffic crashes resulting in a serious injury. 34
33 Total number of unbuckled fatalities. 2
34 Total number of unbuckled serious injuries. 52

35 Total number of commissioned law enforcement officers. 51

36 Total number of commissioned patrol and traffic officers. 34
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37 Total number of commissioned law enforcement officers available for overtime enforcement. 34

38 Total humber of vehicles available for enforcement. 18
39 Total number of radars/lasers. 15
40 Total number of in-car video cameras. 18
41 Total number of PBTs. 8
42 Total number of Breath Instruments. 1

43 Identify primary enforcement locations.

Enforcement locations will bé any roadway within the City Limits of Branson.

44 Enter the number of enfarcement periods your agericy will conduct each month. 1

45 Enter the months in which enforcement will be conducted.

All months of the year are possible with emphasis on March through December
46 Enter the days of the week in which enforcement will be conducted.

Any day of the week with emphasis on Thursday, Friday, Saturday and Sunday
47 Enter the time of day in which enforcement will be conducted.

Enforcement times will be the afternoon, evening and overnight hours.

48 Enter the humber of officers assigned during the enforcement period. 8
49 If equipment or supplies are requested to conduct this project, explain below why it is

needed and how it will be used.

No equipment or supplies are being requested.
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PROJECT EVALUATION

The MHTC will administratively evaluate this project. Evaluation will be based, at a minimum, upon the following:

1. Law enforcement compliance with state UCR, Racial Profiling, and STARS reporting requirements (law enforcement
contracts only)
2. Timely submission of monthly reimbursement vouchers and appropriate documentation to support reimbursement for
expenditures (i.e., personal services, equipmernt, materials)
3. Timely submissien of periadic reports (i.e., monthly, quarterly, seml-annual) as required
4. Timely submission of the Year End Report of activity (due within 30 days after contract completion date)
5. Attaining the Goals set forth in this contract*
6. Accomplishing the Objectives* established to meet the project Goals, such as;

Enforcement activities (planned activities compared with actual activities)

Programs (number and success of programs held compared to planhed programs, evaluations if available)
« Training (actual vs. anticipated enroliment, student evaluations of the class, student test scores on course examinations,
location of classes, class cancellation information)

Equipment purchases (timely purchase of equipment utilized to support and enhance the traffic safety effort; documentation
of equipment use and frequency of use)

Public awareness activities (media releases, promotion events, or education materials produced or purchased)

Other (any other information or material that supports the Objectives)
7. The project will be evaluated by the Highway Safety and Traffic Division through annual crash analysis .

Evaluation results will be used to determine:
The success of this type of activity in general and this particular project specifically ;
Whether similar activities should be supported in the future; and
Whether grantee will receive funding for future projects.

*Evaluation and requests to fund future projects will not be based solely on attaining Goals and/or Objectives if satisfactory
justification is provided.

The project will be evaluated on a monthly basis. | will be compating DWI arrest locations to our current top crash locations to
try and focus our enforcement efforts to reduce our overall crash numbetrs by 5%.

Volchers will be submitted in a timely manner along with the enforcement statics .
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ADDITIONAL FUNDING SOURCES

No ather funding sources.
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BUDGET

) o . Total
Categol Item Description uantit Unit Cost Total Match ;
gory pic Q y Requested
Personnel

Overtime and Overtime and 300 $30.00 $9,000,00 $0.00 $9,000.00

Fringe Fringe for patrol

personel

$9,000.00 $0.00 $9,000.00
Total Contract $9,000.00 $0.00 $9,000.00
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ATTACHMENTS

Document Type Description Original File. Name Date Added
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Highway Safety and Traffic Division

Mo DOT P.O. Box 270

Jefferson City, MO 65102
1-800-800-2358 or 573-751-4161

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZATION

On , 2020 the Branson Board of Aldermen held a

meeting and discussed the City's participation in Missouri's Highway Safety

Program.

It is agreed by the Board of Aldermen that the City of Branson will participate in

Missouri's Highway Safety Program.

It is further agreed by the Board of Aldermen that the Chief of Police will
investigate the financial assistance available under the Missouri Highway Safety
Program for Traffic Enforcement and report back to the Board of Aldermen
his/her recommendations. When funding through the Highway Safety Division is
no longer available, the local government entity agrees to make a dedicated

attempt to continue support for this traffic safety effort.

Alderman Bill Skains Alderman Bob Simmons
Alderman Larry Milton Alderman Brian Clonts
Alderman Kevin McConnell Alderman Rick Castillon

Mayor E. Edd Akers



City of

O
P STAFF REPORT
*

ITEM/SUBJECT: A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE BRANSON POLICE
DEPARTMENT TO APPLY FOR MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION GRANT FUNDING FOR HAZARDOUS
MOVING ENFORCEMENT AND EQUIPMENT WITHIN THE
CITY OF BRANSON.

INITIATED BY: POLICE DEPARTMENT

DATE: MARCH 10, 2020

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

o The State of Missouri Department of Transportation routinely. releases grant funds to
municipal governments to fund special traffic enforcement details and two handheld Lidar
radar devices.

e As in the previous years, the Branson Police Department is applying for $11,190.00 in
Missouri Department of Transportation grant funds to conduct hazardous moving vehicle
traffic enforcement throughout the City of Branson. The grant award will fund officers’
overtime while conducting these special traffic enforcement campaigns and provide
funding for two handheld Lidar radar devices.

e Hazardous vehicle traffic offenses contribute to vehicle crashes in the City. Last year,
Branson Police investigated 932 traffic crashes and this enforcement grant and equipment
will increase officer presence relative to traffic enforcement focused on aggressive driving
behaviors and other hazardous moving violations and crash reduction efforts in the City.

FINANCIAL IMPACT: STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
_X_No impact/Not applicable _X _Recommended
____Budgeted in the current year’s budget ____Not Recommended
____Other (see additional explanation) _____Neutral/None

COMMUNITY PLAN 2030: C-1 Public Safety, Action 1.3.2.

ATTACHED EXHIBITS:




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE BRANSON POLICE DEPARTMENT TO
APPLY FOR MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GRANT FUNDING
FOR HAZARDOUS MOVING ENFORCEMENT AND EQUIPMENT WITHIN THE
CITY OF BRANSON.

WHEREAS, the Branson Police Department wishes to apply for funding from MoDOT to help
cover officers’ overtime while enforcing Hazardous Moving Enforcement campaigns and
equipment throughout the year; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen desires to move forward with the application for MoDOT
funding for Hazardous Moving Enforcement.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE

CITY OF BRANSON, MISSOURI, THE FOLLOWING:

Section 1: The Board of Aldermen for the City of Branson hereby consents to apply for grant
funding from MoDOT in the form attached hereto as Exhibit “1” for Hazardous
Moving Enforcement totaling $11,190.00.

Section 2: This resolution shall be in full force and effect after its passage by the Board of

Aldermen and approval.

ADOPTED by the Board of Aldermen of the City of Branson, Missouri, on this day of

, 2020.
E. Edd Akers
Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Lisa K Westfall ' Chris Lebeck #51831

City Clerk City Attorney



SDOT

Highway Safety and Traffic Division
TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT APPLICATION
October 01, 2020 through September 30, 2021

(Application due by March 01, 2020)

Exhibit "1"

Highway Safety and Traffic Division
P.O. Box 270

830 MoDOT Drlve

Jefferson City, MO 65102
1-800-800-2358 of 573-751-4161

Agency: Branson Police Dept. Agency ORI#: MO1070100
Address: 110 W. Maddux Suite 100 Federal Tax ID#: 446000142
DUNS #: 069402548
City: Branson _ State: MO Zip: 65616-2859  County: Taney
Phone: 417-334-3300 Fax:  417-334-5530
Contact: Sgt. Stanley Kauffman Email: skauffman@bransonmo,gov
Jurisdiction: Rural Jurisdiction Population: 10,520
Targeted Population:  Aggressive Drivers '
Project activity for which Ly'o_uv" agengy is requesting funding:
Hazardous Movirig Violation
Project Title: HMV Enforcement Requested Amount: $11,190.00
Brief Description: HMV Enforcement
Jeff Matthews CLUM g A -2 -20%
Authorizing Official / (! , Au710rizing Official Signature

Police Chief
Authorizing Official Title
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PROBLEM IDENTIFICATION

Aggressive driving can be any one of us, when we make the choice to drive over the speed limit; change lanes several

times in a short distance and/or follow too closely. Aggressive driving is a costly decision, often made in an instant, but can
have lifelong consequences. According to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, aggressive driving is when an
individual commits a combination of moving traffic offenses so as to endanger other persons or property . During the last

five years, the combination of aggressive driving behaviors contributed to 52 percent of fatalities and 45 percent of serious
injuries in Missouri. Speed-related conditions, including exceeding the speed limit and too fast for conditions, accounted for
the most fatalities of all aggressive driving behaviors. Thirty-six percent of all Missouri fatalities over the last five years were
speed-related.

During FY2016-2018, there were 2160 motor vehicle crashes in the City of Branson. Out of the 2160 crashes investigated,
262 crashes were speed related, 102 crashes resulted in personal injuries and 5 resulted in fatalities.

Of the crashes that were investigated in 2019, 12% had a contributing factor of speed, 15% had a contributing factor of
following too close, 8% had a contributing factor of improper lane usage/change, 23% had a contributing factor of failed to
yield and 7% had a contributing factor of inattention.

The City of Branson consistently has problems with crashes involving hazardous moving violations. The following analysis
of where the City of Branson ranks as compared to Taney County for speed-involved crashes.

*Speed involved crashes:

Taney County-11th in the state (932 crashes)
City of Branson-28th in the state (273 crashes)
*Disabling Injury-Speed-Involved:

Taney County- 9th inthe state (67 crashes)
City of Branson- 13th in the state (13 crashes)
*Fatal Speed-Involved Crashes:

Taney County-17th in the state (17 fatalities)
City of Branson- 8th in the state (4 fatalities)

In 2019, the Branson Police Department issued 741 citations for a variety of hazardous moving violations that included: 224
speeding citations, 74 citations for failing to stop at a stop sign/signal and 76 citations for failing to yield.

Some of our top crash locations in the Gity of Branson: Branson Landing Blvd Roundabout, State Highway 248 and James
Epps Rd; State Hwy 76 at Wildwood, State Hwy 76 at Little Petes Rd, Branson Hills Parkway and US 65 area and State
Highway 76 at US Hwy 65.

The highest crash days of the week and the time of day are Thursday thru Sunday from 10:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. and
another spike between 10:00 pmand 11:00 p.m. Typically May through December are the busiest months for crashes.

Page 2 of 11



GOALS/OBJECTIVES

Core Performance Measure Goals

1. Based on an annual average increase of 2.47 percent in aggressive driving related fatalities from 2013 to 2017,
Missouri is projecting 350.0 five-year average aggressive driving related fatalities by December 31, 2020.

Focus enforcement efforts at our top crash locations in an effort to reduce overall crash numbers by 5%. High visible
enforcement in other heavily traveled roadways that have been an issue for fatal and injury crashes.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

If we are approved for this grant the department will ask six to eight patrol officers to come in for overtime . Officers will be
asked to conduct traffic enforcement. Officers will be looking for all type of traffic violations and investigating those
violations. Officers will be asked to focus their traffic enforcement in areas, where we are experiencing a majority of our

crashes. Additional project description information is captured in the supplemental section.
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SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

Question

1 Does your agency have and enforce an internal safety belt policy for all personnel? Yes

2 Does your agency have and enforce a policy restricting cell phone use while driving? Yes
3 Does your agency report racial profiling data<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>