
City Council Minutes


January 2, 2002


CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in regular session on Wednesday, January 2, 2002, at 1:00 p.m. in the City Council Chamber, Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 West Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina, with the following present.




Mayor Meeker (Presiding)





Mr. Kirkman, Deputy Mayor





Mr. Odom, Deputy Mayor





Ms. Cowell





Mr. Hunt





Mr. Isley





Mr. Shanahan





Mr. West

Mayor Meeker called the meeting to order and invocation was rendered by H. P. Humphries, City of Raleigh Transportation Department.  The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Boy Scout Preston Kendell.  The following items were discussed with action taken as shown.

RECOGNITION OF SPECIAL AWARDS

CERTIFICATES OF APPOINTMENT – PRESENTATIONS MADE
Mayor Meeker explained the Certificate of Appointment presentation and presented the following certificates:  Planning Commission – Scott Cutler; Appearance Commission – Drew Lorenzinni; and, Telecommunications Commission – Ben Kuhn.

COUNCIL MEMBER JOHN ODOM – WELCOMED
Mayor Meeker welcomed Deputy Mayor John Odom pointing out Mr. Odom has been recuperating from knee surgery and everyone is glad to have him back in City Hall.

CONSENT AGENDA

CONSENT AGENDA – APPROVED AS AMENDED
Mayor Meeker presented the Consent Agenda indicating all items are considered to be routine and may be enacted by one motion. If a Councillor requests discussion on an item, the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered separately.  Mayor Meeker stated he had received the following requests to withdraw items from the Consent Agenda:  Petition Annexations – Kirkman; Supplemental Agreement – Strickland Road Widening – Shanahan; and, Lake Dam Road Sidewalk Road Improvements – Kirkman.  Without objection those items were withdrawn from the Consent Agenda.  Mr. Odom moved Administration’s recommendations on the remaining items on the Consent Agenda be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Cowell and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  The items on the Consent Agenda were as follows.

FIREFIGHTERS – ANNUAL CERTIFICATION – MAYOR AUTHORIZED TO SIGN

The North Carolina State Firemen's Association annually requires the City Council to certify a roster of City firefighters for pension fund purposes.

Recommendation:  The Mayor be authorized to sign the certification.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.

PAWNBROKER LICENSE – SOUTH RALEIGH PAWN, INCORPORATED - APPROVED

An application has been submitted for a pawnbroker’s license which requires City Council approval under City Code Section 12-2102(d).  The applicants and owners are Mitchell Wrenn, Kirk Gardner and Glen Hicks.  They will conduct business as South Raleigh Pawn, Inc., located at 2626 South Saunders Street.  They plan to purchase the existing pawnshop at this address (South Raleigh Pawn, Inc.) from Ronald Thompson.

Fire, Police and Inspections reports indicate approval.

Recommendation:  Approval.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.

ABC PERMITS – DESIGNATION OF LOCAL OFFICIAL – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

North Carolina ABC law requires the City of Raleigh to designate an official within City Government to respond to the suitability of persons requesting ABC permits.  A request is being made to change the official from the Chief of Police to the Major of the Investigative Division.

Recommendation:  Approval of resolution designating the Major of the Investigative Division to be local official for ABC permits.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 219.

SALE OF POLICE HORSE – APPROVED

Blaine McLaughlin, of B&M Stables, has offered to pay $1,350.00 for a twelve-year-old quarter horse no longer suited for mounted patrol.  The sale would be “as is” with no warranties express or implied.

Recommendation:  Approval subject to resolution enclosed in the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 220.

MUNICIPAL AGREEMENT – HILLSBOROUGH STREET BRIDGE REPLACEMENT – APPROVED – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

The City has been working with the North Carolina Department of Transportation regarding the replacement of approximately 100 linear feet of 12-inch water main on the new bridge on Hillsborough Street (SR 3008).

Recommendation:  That Council concur in the agreement and approval of the budgetary transfer.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 221 and Ordinance 138TF61.

PARADE ROUTES – MARTIN LUTHER KING AND SAINT PATRICK’S DAY - APPROVED

David Prince, representing the Martin Luther King Committee, requests permission to hold a Martin Luther King Parade on Monday, January 21, 2002 from 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.

Frank Mellage, representing the St. Patrick’s Day Celebration Committee, requests permission to hold a St. Patrick’s Day Parade on Saturday, March 16, 2002 from 11:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m.

Recommendation:  Approval subject to conditions noted on the reports in the agenda packets.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.

DOWNTOWN RALEIGH MUNICIPAL SERVICES DISTRICT – PUBLIC HEARING – AUTHORIZED

The Downtown Raleigh Alliance has requested that Council authorize a public hearing to be held at the February 19, 2002 City Council meeting for public input on the “Report for Downtown Raleigh Municipal Service Districts” commonly referred to as the Business Improvement District or “BID”.  This hearing is required by G.S. 160a-537(c).  Staff is prepared to work with the Alliance to comply with required public notification prior to the hearing.  A draft report was included in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  That Council approve a public hearing to be held at the February 19, 2002 City Council meeting.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.

SEWER MAIN REPLACEMENT/REHABILITATION PROJECTS CONSULTANT SERVICE – ADMINISTRATION AUTHORIZED TO NEGOTIATE CONTRACT

Proposals were received for the study and design of the Major Sewer Main Replacement and/or Rehabilitation Project.  The three top firms are listed in ranking order:

Camp Dresser & McKee

Hazen and Sawyer

Withers and Ravenel

Recommendation:  Authorization to negotiate a fee and execute a contract for the study and design of the Major Sewer Main Replacement and/or Rehabilitation Project in the order of the ranking.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.

FIRE STATIONS 26 AND 27 – CONSULTANT SERVICES – ADMINISTRATION AUTHORIZED TO NEGOTIATE CONTRACT

Requests for proposals were sent out to local architectural firms to provide design services associated with Fire Stations 26 and 27.  Proposals were received and reviewed from the following firms listed in order of preference:

Mark Williard & Associates

Cline Design Associates

Davis Kane Architects

Recommendation:  Authorization to negotiate and execute contract beginning with the firm of Mark Williard & Associates.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.

GARNER INFLOW AND INFILTRATION EVALUATION PROJECT – AMENDMENT #2/HAZEN AND SAWYER – APPROVED – FUNDS TRANSFERRED

The City currently has an agreement with Hazen and Sawyer for the Garner Inflow and Infiltration Project.  Amendment #2 in the amount of $82,000 is for design and survey work to eliminate three pumping stations and upgrading two additional pump stations not included in the original contract.

Recommendation:  That Council approve Amendment #2 and the budgetary transfer.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 138TF61.

MAYOR SEWER MAIN REPLACEMENT/REHABILITATION PROJECT – AMENDMENT #4/CAMP DRESSER & MCGHEE – APPROVED – FUNDS TRANSFERRED

The City currently has an agreement with Camp Dresser & McKee for the evaluation and design of a series of major sewer main replacement/rehabilitation projects.  Amendment #4 in the amount of $138,470 is for continuation of work on locations and phases not included in the original contract.

Recommendation:  That Council approve Amendment #4 and the budgetary transfer.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 138TF61.

PERSONNEL – RECLASSIFICATIONS IN VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS – APPROVED

The Finance Department currently has a vacant Accountant/Auditor II (pay grade 34) position in its Internal Audits Division.  In order to increase the expertise dedicated to internal auditing of increasingly complex City systems as well as those of outsourced partners, it is requested that the position be reclassified to an Accountant/Auditor III (pay grade 36) position.

In order to provide systems management of new cashiering software in the Revenue Division and organize cross-training support for multiple Revenue systems, two position changes are requested.  An existing Revenue Specialist position (pay grade 28) is to be reclassified to Computer Specialist (pay grade 31) position and a Cashier II (pay grade 25) position is to be reclassified to a Revenue Specialist position (pay grade 28).

The Personnel Department has reviewed these requests and concurs.  Funding for the changes is available within current Finance budgets.

A review of Accessible Raleigh Transportation program (ART) responsibilities and staffing has resulted in recommended staffing and organizational changes. Currently, the ART program is staffed by an ART Administrator (pay grade 36) and two (2) Office Assistant IV (pay grade 25) positions.

The ART Administrator position will become vacant by retirement plans and it is recommended that program responsibility be transferred to the Transit Division to more closely align and coordinate the transportation needs of the total community.

The proposed reorganization assigns ART program administration to the current Planner II position in the Transit Division and transfers a currently vacant OA V (pay grade 27) position to the ART program to assist with increasing program growth. The reorganization will require increased levels of responsibilities of the existing ART staff and the Planner II and it is recommended that the Planner II (pay grade 36) position be reclassified to a Senior Planner (pay grade 38) and that the two Office Assistant IV (pay grade 25) positions be adjusted to Office Assistant V (pay grade 27) classifications. The current ART Administrator position (pay grade 36) is recommended to be reclassified to a Planning Technician (pay grade 30) and assigned to the transit planning function to ensure continuation of the current level of technical support in this program.

The recommended reorganization plan and staffing adjustments do not change the number of budgeted positions and is budget neutral.

The Personnel Department has reviewed these requests and concurs.  Funding for the changes is available within current Transportation budgets.

Currently the responsibilities for maintenance of both the water distribution system and the sewer collection system are combined in the Public Utilities Maintenance Division.  With recent growth, demand and responsibilities, it is appropriate to divide this division into a Water Distribution Division and a Sewer Collection Division.  It is recommended that the current Maintenance Superintendent position be reclassified to Sewer Collection Superintendent (5260; title change only), pay grade 38, and a vacant Laborer I position be reclassified to Water Distribution Superintendent (5260-614, 4001, #003611), pay grade 38.

The Personnel Department has reviewed these requests and concurs.  Funding for the changes is available within current utility budgets.

Recommendation:  That the Council approve the reclassifications as outlined and the reorganization of the Public Utilities Maintenance Division into a new Water Distribution Division and Sewer Collection Division.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.

BUDGET AMENDMENTS – VARIOUS – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented the following recommended budget amendments:

Parks and Recreation - $260 – to accept funds for the tree removal permit fee and for the purchasing and planting in City right-of-way.

Police - $12,000 – to appropriate revenue received from false alarm billing fees to fund payment of 3rd party collection of delinquent accounts.

Police - $225,000 – to budget accounts for a grant awarded by the US Department of Justice for the Weed and Seed Grant Program targeted in Southeast Raleigh.  No City match is required for this grant.

Police - $3,500 – to appropriate funds from the controlled substance tax fund balance reserve (Account 100-0000-40016-000) to acquire a trained Police horse.

Public Utilities - $59,483 – to provide funds for the remainder of this fiscal year due to the Rolesville utility system merger.

The agenda outlined revenue and expenditure accounts involved and the various budget amendments.

Recommendation:  Approval of the budget amendments as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 138TF61.

REIMBURSEMENT CONTRACT – THOROUGHFARE FACILITY FEE – APPROVED

The agenda presented the following reimbursable contract.  Costs have been certified by the Planning and Engineering Departments:

2001 - #35 Thoroughfare Facility Fee

Chuck Allen/Smith Turf and Irrigation

7401 ACC Boulevard

Priority II Project

Total Reimbursement $3,479.57

Recommendation:  Approval of the reimbursement contract as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.

PW 2001-5 – CHANGE ORDER #1/ADVANCED CONTRACTORS, INCORPORATED – APACHE DRIVE DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS - APPROVED

This change order is for a decrease of $58,381.29.

Reason:

Adjustment of quantities to finalize the contract and deduction of items necessary in completing the project.

History:

Original contract amount
$158,953.00

New contract amount
$100,571.71

Recommendation:  Approval of the final change order.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.

WS 1999-3 – JEAN DRIVE WATER AND SEWER MAIN PROJECTS – CHANGE ORDER #1/SAPPAH BROTHERS, INCORPORATED – APPROVED – FUNDS TRANSFERRED

This change order is for a net increase of $24,675.49.

Reason:

For adjustment to final quantities.

History:

Original contract amount
$385,672.50
New contract amount
$410,347.99

Budgetary Accounts to be Amended:

Transferred From:

320-8010-79001-975
Annexation – Water
$  8,675.49
325-8011-79001-975
Annexation – Sewer
  16,000.00


$24,675.49

Transferred To:

342-8784-79202-975
Jean Drive
$24,675.49

Recommendation:  Approval of the change order and transfer as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 138TF61.

SANITARY SEWER – MINE CREEK PROJECT – CHANGE ORDER #1/BILLINGS AND GARRETT, INCORPORATED - APPROVED

This change order is for a net increase of $27,362.35.

Reason:

For adjustment to final quantities.

History:

Original contract amount
$71,590.00
New contract amount
$98,952.35

Budgetary Accounts to be Amended:

Budgetary accounts to be handled administratively.

Recommendation:  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.

BID 2001-6 – 40-FOOT TRANSIT COACHES – STANDARD FLOOR – BID AWARDED TO ORION BUS INDUSTRIES

Pursuant to advertisement as required by law, bids were received and publicly opened on October 16, 2001 in the Purchasing Department for 19 Transit Coaches.  Council members received a complete bid tabulation in their agenda packet.  After an extensive evaluation, Option #1 is desired with Orion Bus Industries submitting the lowest bid meeting specifications at $265,062 each for a total bid amount of $5,036,178 (80% Federal, 10% State and 10% City).

Recommendation:  That the bid received from Orion Bus Industries be accepted.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.

TRAFFIC – VARIOUS CHANGES – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented recommended changes in the traffic code relating to 25 mph speed limits in various locations pursuant to petition, a 25 mph speed limit zone on “The Circle” as a code correction, no parking zones on portions of West, Morgan Streets, Nazareth Street, North Hills Drive, Tarheel Drive and Peyton Street as well as signal installation at Wakefield Pines Drive at Wakefield Elementary School Driveway.  The agenda outlined all locations and the reasons for the changes in the traffic code.

Recommendation:  Approval of the changes in traffic code as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Cowell – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 139.

END OF CONSENT AGENDA

ANNEXATIONS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

The agenda presented the following petitions for annexation.

	Area Name Contiguous
	Petitioner
	Acres
	Proposed Use

	4109 Tryon Road/ Glenn Property
	Thomas L. and Patricia R. Glenn
	1.32
	Existing Residence

	Westlake Pointe
	Charles W. Wray Heirs
	6.5
	Residential

	3522 Carriage Drive/Smith Property
	James R. and Janice L. Smith
	.62
	Existing Residence

	St. Matthews Baptist Church/5300 Louisburg Road
	Rowena L. Johnson, St. Matthews Baptist Church 
	9.98
	Existing Church and Expansion

	Satellite Petitions
	
	
	

	7512 Pinecrest Road/Yates Property
	Jason E. and Kelli D. Yates
	1.51
	Existing Residence

	7617 Ray Road/Holden Property
	Doris P. Holden
	.34
	Existing Residence


Recommendation:

1. That these annexation petitions be acknowledged and that Council request the City Clerk to check their sufficiency pursuant to State Statutes, and except as noted below, if found sufficient advertise for public hearings on Tuesday, February 5, 2002.

2. Because existing residences at 4109 Tryon Road, 3522 Carriage Drive, 7512 Pinecrest Road, and 7617 Ray Road are connecting to City water or sewer only, and not both utilities, it is recommended that annexation of these properties be deferred at this time.  It is further noted that 3522 Carriage Drive will not be annexed by petition at this time as it is included as part of a City-initiated annexation proposal.

Councillor Kirkman pointed out he knows that several of these properties will be affected by the widening of Tryon Road.  Staff has recommended deferring these annexations.  Planning Director Chapman explained the City’s policy in requiring a petition for annexation when someone outside the City requests connection to the City’s water and sewer system  If only one connection, water or sewer, is requested, staff normally recommends deferral of the annexation.  After brief discussion on the City’s policy, Mr. Odom moved that Administration’s recommendations be upheld as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

STRICKLAND ROAD WIDENING – SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT #2/CARTER AND BURGESS, INCORPORATED - APPROVED

The City currently has an agreement with Carter and Burgess, Inc. for the design of Strickland Road (West) and Lead Mine Road Extension.  Supplemental Agreement No. 2 in the amount of $74,585.85, is for revising the design on drainage, utility conflict, and culvert structure which was beyond the scope of the original agreement.

Recommendation:  Approve Supplemental Agreement No.2 and budget transfer.  Mr. Shanahan pointed out this is a change for the design of Strickland Road widening and he had thought that we would be under construction at this point.  Transportation Director Beckom pointed out we had some delays due to utility conflicts and unexpected design issues and this agreement has been negotiated with the design firm and hopefully will help them get back on track so that we can finish the design as expeditiously as possible and go to contract.  Mr. Shanahan stated his main concern is to get this project into the construction phase.  After brief discussion on why there has been a delay, Mr. Shanahan moved approval of the supplemental agreement and transfer of funds.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Ordinance 138TF61.

PW 2001-18 – LAKE DAM ROAD SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS – BIDS REJECTED

Bids were received on December 5, 2001, for the Lake Dam Road Sidewalk improvement project with W. E. Garrison Company, Inc. submitting the low bid of $184,537.  W. E. Garrison Company, Inc. is a MWBE firm.  The low bid is significantly above the engineer’s estimate.

As requested by the City Council, information on MWBE participation by the second low bidder was included in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  Reject the low bid of W. E. Garrison Company to allow an evaluation for design alternatives in an effort to bring the project within budget for rebid.  It was pointed out Council members received a complete bid tabulation in their agenda packet.  Mr. Kirkman pointed out he had withdrawn this from the Consent Agenda as he thought the Council had gone through an extensive alternative review prior to going to bid.  City Manager Allen explained the retaining wall has turned out to be extremely expensive and the low bid was some $80,000 more than anticipated.  He stated Administration would like an opportunity to go back and look at the alternative of acquiring additional right-of-way and have a smaller retaining wall as a possible way to lower the cost.  Mr. Kirkman moved Administration’s recommendation for rejecting the bids be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION

PLANNING COMMISSION CONSENT AGENDA – APPROVED AS AMENDED

Mayor Meeker presented the Planning Commission Consent Agenda indicating it would be handled in the same manner as the regular consent agenda.  He stated he had received the following requests to withdraw items from the Planning Commission Consent Agenda:  SNC-12-01 – Tryon Road – Kirkman; Z-71-01 – Lead Mine Road – Shanahan; CP-35-01 – Falls of Neuse/Spring Forest – Shanahan; TC-12-01 – Kirkman; TC-13-01 – Hunt; and, TC-14-01 – Infill Projects – West.  Without objection those items were withdrawn from the Planning Commission Consent Agenda.  Mr. Odom moved the Planning Commission’s recommendations on the remaining items on the Consent Agenda be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mayor Meeker and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  The items on the Planning Commission Consent Agenda were as follows.

SNC-6-01 – LUMLEY ROAD – RESOLUTION OF INTENT ADOPTED

This request is to approve a street name change from Lumley Road to Fellowship Drive, pursuant to Standard Procedure 900-9(D) regarding less than 100% property owner approval of non-duplicative street name.

CR-10318 from the Planning Commission recommends that the name Lumley Road be changed to Fellowship Drive.  That this item be forwarded to City Council for authorization of public hearing to be held January 15, 2002; and, that this name change be made effective February 28, 2002.  Planning Commission’s recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Meeker – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 222.

REZONING Z-77-01 – JEFFERSON LANE – DENIED

This request is to rezone approximately 4.62 acres, currently zoned Residential-4.  The proposal is to rezone the property to Residential-10 Conditional Use.

CR-10321 from the Planning Commission recommends that this request be denied.  Planning Commission’s recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Meeker – 8 ayes.

CP-36-01 – ASHTON/TARRYMORE COMMUNITY FOCUS AREA DESIGNATION – APPROVED – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This request is to approve CP-36-01 as an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan, as follows: (1) CP-36-01 constitutes part of the small area plans for this Community Focus (Capital Blvd. and US 401 Corridor Plans); (2) This focus exceeds the retail guidelines in the Comprehensive Plan and is subject to the provisions of Section 10-2132(d) of the City Code; and  (3) The boundary shown in CP-36-01 defines this Community Focus for the purposes of maintaining retail statistics.

CR-10323 from the Planning Commission recommends the Comprehensive Plan be amended by adopting CP-36-01.  Planning Commission’s recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Meeker – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 225.

CP-42-01 – UPDATES OF SYSTEMS PLANS – APPROVED – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This request is to approve CP-42-01 that amends the Historic Preservation Plan and Parks, Recreation and Greenways Plan.

(CP-17-01), adopted earlier this year, amended the Goals and Objectives and the Transportation, Housing, Water, Wastewater, Economic Development, Stormwater Management and Other Municipal Facilities Systems Plans of the Raleigh Comprehensive Plan.

CR-10324 from the Planning Commission recommends that the Comprehensive Plan be amended by adopting the various changes and additions to the Historic Preservation Plan and Parks, Recreation and Greenways Plan and Maps as called for in the Planning Commission and City Council Strategic Planning Initiative. That the following changes be incorporated into the Public Hearing Draft Text for the Historic Preservation Plan:

Re-capitalize the City’s Revolving Preservation Fund.  This fund was established following the adoption of the Historic Preservation Plan in 1991.  Revolving preservation funds are an important tool when historic resources are endangered.  Monies invested in endangered historic resources are structured to be returned to the fund upon sale of a property or conclusion of a loan agreement.  In this way, the city’s initial investment can be leveraged many times over to meet continuing preservation needs.  Further, any reallocation or use of revolving fund money for purposes other than making loans must be repaid or replaced as soon as possible to keep the fund fully capitalized.  An aggressive, well-capitalized revolving fund can make the difference between demolition and preservation, with its ability to assume development risks beyond those acceptable to the private sector market.  Planning Commission’s recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Meeker – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 226.

CP-44-01 – 2001 ANNUAL UPDATE – APPROVED – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This request is to approve CP-44-01 as an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan. 

CR-10325 from the Planning Commission recommends that the 2001 Annual Update of the Raleigh Comprehensive Plan be approved.  Planning Commission’s recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Meeker – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 227.

CP-45-01 – PINE KNOLL DRIVE COLLECTOR STREET REVISIONS – APPROVED – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This request is to approve CP-45-01 as follows:
CR-10326 from the Planning Commission recommends the following:

(1) That the Comprehensive Plan be amended by deleting that portion of Pine Knoll Drive as a collector street between Greywood Drive and New Hope Church Road, and designating a Public Access way between the northern terminus of Pine Knoll Drive and the commercial properties (Tarrymore Square Shopping Center) to the north.

(2) That one block of Greywood Drive be added to the collector street plan between Pine Knoll Drive and Capital Blvd. to complete.  Planning Commission’s recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Meeker – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 228.

FLOOD PLAIN-3-01 – BEAVERDAM CREEK – APPROVED

This request is to approve an amendment to the Flood Insurance Maps, as follows: Amend the Flood Insurance Map to reflect revised floodway and floodway fringe boundaries resulting from a proposed stream crossing.
CR-10330 from the Planning Commission recommends that the Flood Map revision be approved.  Planning Commission’s recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Meeker – 8 ayes.  See ordinance 146.

FP-4-01 – NEUSE RIVER TRIBUTARY – APPROVED

This request is to approve an amendment to the Flood Insurance Maps, as follows: Amend the Flood Insurance Map to reflect revised floodway and floodway fringe boundaries resulting from a proposed stream crossing.

CR-10331 from the Planning Commission recommends that the Flood Map be revision be approved.  Planning Commission’s recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Meeker – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 147.

REZONING Z-72-01 NORTH HILLS DRIVE – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This request is to rezone approximately 2.18 acres, currently zoned Residential-4.  The proposal is to rezone the property to Residential-10 Conditional Use.

CR-10333 from the Planning Commission recommends that this request be approved in accordance with zoning conditions dated December 12, 2001.  Planning Commission’s recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Meeker – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 141ZC509.

END OF PLANNING COMMISSION CONSENT AGENDA

SNC-12-01 – TRYON STREET – RESOLUTION OF INTENT ADOPTED

This request is to approve a street name change from Tryon Street to Tryon Hill Drive, pursuant to Standard Procedure 900-9(D) regarding less than 100% property owner approval of non-duplicative street name.

CR-10319 from the Planning Commission recommends that the name Tryon Street be changed to Tryon Hill Drive.  That this item be forwarded to City Council for authorization of public hearing to be held January 15, 2002; and, that this name change be made effective February 28, 2002.  Mr. Kirkman stated he had withdrawn this from the Planning Commission Consent Agenda pointing out it is calling for a public hearing to consider changing the name of a portion of Tryon Street.  He stated there seems to be strong opposition; therefore, he would question if the Council needs to go to public hearing.  Mr. Odom pointed out this merely sets the public hearing and the purpose of the public hearing is to hear from all people; therefore, he would move approval of the Planning Commission’s recommendation.  Mr. Kirkman stated he agrees but pointed out sending the item to public hearing doesn’t mean the Council agrees with the proposal.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 223.

REZONING Z-71-01 – LEAD MINE ROAD – REFERRED BACK TO PLANNING COMMISSION

This request is to rezone approximately 0.35 acre, currently zoned Residential-4.  The proposal is to rezone the property to Office and Institutuion-1.

CP-43-01  The approval of this rezoning request would require an amendment to the Creedmoor Road Corridor Plan designating this site for high density residential, office and institutional uses, as shown on adjacent properties.  If this tract is considered to be part of the Crabtree City Focus, the Policy Boundary Line should be shifted to include this tract within the focus.  The Crabtree Valley Small Area Plan is currently under development and is scheduled to go to public hearing in January of 2002.

CR-10320 from the Planning Commission recommends that this request be denied.
Mr. Shanahan pointed out this is an important piece of property that could be impacted by the Crabtree Small Area Plan.  He stated the landowner hired someone to handle this case but for some reason the person did not show up at the meeting and the land owner has not had an opportunity to speak.  He suggested sending the item back to the Planning Commission.  Mr. Odom pointed out it has already been in the Planning Commission and no one came and spoke; therefore, he would question why the item would go back to the Planning Commission.  Mr. Hunt explained the Planning Commission did not have the opportunity to discuss the merits of the case as there was no one present.  Mr. Hunt moved the item be referred back to the Planning Commission.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

CP-35-01 – FALLS OF NEUSE/SPRING FOREST COMMUNITY FOCUS AREA DESIGNATION – APPROVED

This request is to approve CP-35-01 as an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan, as follows: (1) CP-35-01 constitutes the small area plan for this Community Focus; (2) This focus exceeds the retail guidelines in the Comprehensive Plan and is subject to the provisions of Section 10-2132(d) of the City Code; and (3) The boundary shown in CP-35-01 defines this Community Focus for the purposes of maintaining retail statistics.

CR-10322 from the Planning Commission recommends that the Comprehensive Plan be amended by adopting CP-35-01.  Mr. Shanahan pointed out this is an area that is pretty well built out and as he understands this recommendation it would be increasing the density.  Planning Director Chapman explained the process that came out of the strategic planning effort of the Planning Commission where the Council identifies focus areas that had already reached the maximum size.  The Council adopted a text change that would allow these focus areas to add retail under certain conditions.  In order to qualify under this text change, an area must be designated as exceeding the guidelines.  It was pointed out if this is approved it would allow for the area to be developed more densely if approved by the City Council.  Mr. Odom moved approval of CP-35-01 as recommended by the Planning Commission.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Hunt.

Mr. Shanahan expressed surprise pointing out many Council members had campaigned about being antidevelopment.  He stated here we have an area of very intense development that already has traffic problems and the area is completely built out and here the Council is saying under certain guidelines additional development could occur.  Mr. Hunt pointed out this would provide for some additional opportunity with Mr. Kirkman talking about redevelopment possibilities.  Mr. Shanahan again pointed out this is an extremely, intensely, totally-developed area that already has traffic problems and he does not see how anyone could suggest allowing additional retail.  Mr. Odom pointed out this simply allows more flexibility and opportunity if something arrives.  It just allows the Council an opportunity to look at the area in a different focus.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Shanahan who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 224.

TC-12-01 – EXCESSIVE TREE TRIMMING – REFERRED TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

This text change proposes to amend the landscape regulations to increase the minimum fines for the excessive and illegal trimming of required trees.
CR-10327 from the Planning Commission recommends that this Text Change be approved as proposed.  Mr. Kirkman pointed out he and Mr. Hunt would like to look at this item further in Comprehensive Planning Committee.  Mr. Odom questioned if the groups that have to trim trees were involved in the discussions on this item with Planning Commission Chairman Thompson indicating no one attended.  The motion to  refer the item to Comprehensive Planning Committee was put to a vote and passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

TC-13-01 – TWO ATTACHED TOWNHOMES ON PRIVATE STREETS – REFERRED TO COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

This text change proposes to permit a limited number of 2-unit townhouses to be located on private streets.

CR-10328 from the Planning Commission recommends that this Text Change be approved as proposed.  Mayor Meeker pointed out there is an item on the night section of the agenda relating to this item and he would suggest holding discussion until such time as that item is acted upon.

Later in the meeting the item was referred to Comprehensive Planning Committee.

TC-14-01 – INFILL PROJECTS – APPROVED; ADMINISTRATION TO LOOK AT TERMS

This text change proposes to include all structures originally constructed as a single-family residence when determining whether the surrounding land uses define a project as “infill”.

CR-10329 from the Planning Commission recommends that this Text Change be approved as proposed.  Mr. West stated the backup material included a letter from Gary Roth concerning several small lots being recombined and developed and problems associated with that.  He asked staff to look at the concerns expressed in Mr. Roth’s letter.  Mr. West moved approval of TC-14-01 as recommended by the Planning Commission and asked Administration to look at Mr. Roth’s concern.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

SUBDIVISION S-67-01 – WYNNEWOOD SUBDIVISION LOTS 2001 AND 2002 – DENIED

This request is to approve the subdivision of a .589-acre tract into two (2) single- family lots, zoned Residential-4.  This development constitutes an "infill subdivision" of less than 5 acres surrounded on at least 66% of its perimeter by developed single-family detached dwellings; the subdivision contains lot frontages that are less than 80% of the median of the surrounding lots and lot sizes that are less than 80% of the median of the surrounding lots.

CA-818 from the Planning Commission recommends denial.  Mayor Meeker pointed out there is an item on the night portion of the meeting and he would suggest holding action on this item to give the applicant an opportunity to speak.  Without objection it was agreed to hold action until the night portion of the meeting.  (See minutes of that section of the meeting).

During the night portion of the meeting Mr. Hunt moved the Planning Commission’s recommendation for denial be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Shanahan and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  (Mr. Kirkman pointed out his vote will be recorded as voting in the affirmative because he did not vote.  He stated this item is in his district and he can see both sides of the issue).  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

REZONING-73-01 – EDWARDS MILL ROAD – DENIED

This request is to rezone approximately 2.26 acres, currently zoned Residential-4.  The proposal is to rezone the property to Residential–6 Conditional Use.

CR-10332 from the Planning Commission recommends that this request be denied.  Planning Commission Chairman Thompson pointed out discussion related to DOT not wanting an entrance off of Edwards Mill Road which forced the driveway off of Carriage Drive.  He stated that caused concern.  Mr. Odom moved approval of upholding the Planning Commission’s recommendation for denial.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

SPECIAL ITEMS

DOWNTOWN RALEIGH ALLIANCE – 
DOWNTOWN VISIONING PROCESS – REPORT APPROVED

The Council referred this item to the Downtown Alliance and the City Planning Department.  A report is included in the agenda packet.  Jim Massengill will be at the Council meeting to present the report.  Mr. Meeker pointed out this is the first time this item has been discussed by this Council.  He stated he has a very small ownership interest in two properties on the Fayetteville Street Mall but he does not feel that creates a conflict of interest but he wanted to disclose the issue.  Mr. Shanahan stated he too owns a very small percentage of a building on the mall.  Mr. Isley stated he doesn’t personally have any ownership of property on the mall but his father-in-law does.  The comments were received with it being pointed out there would be no conflict of interest on the part of Mayor Meeker, Mr. Shanahan nor Mr. Isley.

Jim Massengill, Chairman of the Downtown Raleigh Alliance, highlighted the following proposal for a Fayetteville Street Corridor Visioning process.

Goals (to be refined and confirmed by committee):

· To make downtown Raleigh a walkable, accessible, lively, livable, clean, safe, interconnected, and attractive area that is the most significant office, residential, cultural, and entertainment uses to the core area of downtown.

· To reach a consensus about bringing back “Fayetteville Street” to attract destination retail, restaurant and entertainment uses to the core area of downtown.

· To ensure that the improvements made to the Fayetteville Street Corridor result in attracting destination uses, other related activities and changes must be considered including:

1. Preparation of a Business Plan which includes a proactive effort by property owners to attract destination uses.

2. Improving business activity on nearby streets.

3. Potential conversion of one-way streets.

4. Considering alternative vehicular and pedestrian strategies to connect the core area to Moore Square, Warehouse District and Glenwood South.

5. Expansion of space for downtown events and coordination and programming of those events in the corridor.

6. Continuing the supplemental clean and safe services provided by the private sector through the Business Improvement Districts.

7. Enhanced efforts to improve the physical appearance of the downtown street environment.

Process (to be further defined by committee):

· The Downtown Raleigh Alliance will provide the leadership necessary to immediately focus on the centerpiece of this proposal: bringing back “Fayetteville Street” as the great street that it was in the 30’s and 40’s.

· A Fayetteville Street Corridor Committee will be established to guide the visioning and consensus building process.  It will include the following:

· (2) Community leaders

· (1) Member of City Council

· (1) Wake County representative

· (1) State representative

· (4) Downtown business and property owners

· (1) Downtown resident

· (1) Greater Raleigh Chamber of Commerce representative

· (1) Greater Raleigh Convention & Visitors Bureau representative

· The community leaders will co-chair the Committee.  The DRA President and City of Raleigh Transportation, Planning, Construction Management, Parks and Recreation and Convention Center directors will serve in an advisory capacity to the committee.

· The process will take 90 days.  It will include at least 4 open meetings of the committee and 2 public workshops-one at the beginning of the process in February will be used to obtain initial public input, the other in March will share the draft recommendations of the committee.

· The committee and the public will be acquainted with research undertaken by the Cit5y and the Alliance and a recent study which produced several options and a cost estimate.

· The Alliance will provide the necessary funding to conduct research, prepare design materials and retain a facilitator for the workshops to be held in February and March.

· Recommendations will then be made to City Council in March including a conceptual drawing and a preliminary cost estimate for the improvements.

Mr. Massengill pointed out the Alliance will take responsibility for the cost of the meetings, materials, mailings, a technical consultant and a facilitator for the two workshops that would be held during the 90-day process.  He explained all meetings would be open to the public.

Mr. Kirkman pointed out the proposed Committee includes only one downtown resident and he feels we need at least two downtown residents with Mr. Massengill agreeing that would be no problem.  He stated they will also include representation of the Southeast Raleigh Assembly.  He stated they do not want the steering company to be too large but they will have an advisory committee that could represent all factions.  Mr. Kirkman suggested that Mr. Odom would be the City Council’s primary candidate to serve on this group but pointed out all Council members would like to be kept advised of the process.  Mr. Shanahan questioned how the Downtown residents will be chosen.  Mr. Massengill pointed out a selection process has not been developed and the alliance would be working on the details in the next couple of weeks.  He pointed out, however, if people would like to volunteer to please call.  Mr. Meeker moved approval of the goals and the process with the understanding the Committee will include at least two downtown residents.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Hunt and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

CONVENTION CENTER FEASIBILITY STUDY – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

The Greater Raleigh Convention and Visitors Bureau has requested that the City of Raleigh and Wake County jointly support a feasibility study for expansion of the existing facility or the construction of a new center.  Attached you will find the goals established by Council for a Request for Proposal.  This item was last discussed by the Budget and Economic Development Committee on July 27, 2000.

Consideration may be given by the Council to further refine this scope.  Further, that City Council appropriate $30,000 from its contingency account and request $30,000 from Wake County to fund the feasibility study.  City and County staff would work directly with the Greater Raleigh Convention and Visitors Bureau to complete the Request for Proposal, interview firms and make a selection, with the City Manager authorized to execute the contract upon completion of the process for a budget not to exceed $60,000.

Alternatively, the City and County could allow the Greater Raleigh CVB to engage a consultant, assuring adequate representation and control from the City and County.  City Manager Allen explained this item pointing out we took the criteria that the City Council had developed and put together an RFP.  KPMG has been selected.  He stated if the Council would like to move forward with the concept it could provide that direction.  It would take two to three months to complete the study.  Mr. Kirkman pointed out he voted against this previously explaining what he doesn’t see is specific references to any public/private partnership.  He stated he will have trouble supporting any new convention center without a public/private element.  Mr. Allen explained that could be included and he assumed that to be part of the baseline of the study.  Mr. Kirkman stated he wants that to be a part of the proposal.  Mr. Odom stated he thought this was a needs study.  Mr. Allen pointed out it will include information on performa, financing mechanisms and he feels it is reasonable to include private sector participation as a part of the package to look at.  Mr. Odom moved approval.  His motion was seconded by Mr. :Kirkman.  Mayor Meeker pointed out this is simply a feasibility study or an initial look at where we are in 2002.  The motion as stated was put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Ordinance 138TF61.

UNIVERSITY VILLAGE STREETSCAPE PLAN – REPORT RECEIVED

The Mayor asked that this item be placed on the agenda as a special item for consideration at this City Council meeting.  Staff reports were included in the agenda packet.  City Manager Allen pointed out there are some things the City is prepared to move forward with as it relates to the Hillsborough Streetscape Plan.  He stated Council members had received a report in their agenda packet and if there is anything else the Council needs to move forward to let Administration know.  Mr. Odom questioned if we received any comments from NCSU and if they are putting any money in.  City Manager Allen pointed out we are looking at specific areas the City would be responsible for such as restriping of parking spaces, refurbishing of crosswalks, replacing or repairing parking and bus zone signs, repair benches, coordinate the replacement and/or repair of trash receptacles, remove any flyers or tapes on traffic signal cabinets, repair low utility cuts and advise the State of missing and/or broken curb and gutter and coordinate the repairs with the State.  The State and the City would be responsible for these things and will move ahead.  Mr. Odom stated he does not want the City to go to far before the other parties come to the table as it relates to the Hillsborough Street Plan.  Mr. Kirkman explained the University has been moving forward.  He stated the work on Hillsborough Street is very much a part of the Administrative and student body agendas.  He pointed out the State DOT put in new pedestrian signals and they wanted a year to study those signals before moving forward.  He explained he had told the State if they consulted with NCSU Engineering and DOT departments that time could be shortened but he hasn’t seen anything.  Mr. Beckom pointed out what is being talked about now is short term maintenance type issues and it would not infringe on the overall project.  Mr. Kirkman asked Administration to get the State DOT timetable on moving forward.  Mr. Meeker suggested accepting the report and Administration could move forward.  Without other discussion, it was agreed to follow that course of action.

CITY COUNCIL – CONDUCT AND DECORUM – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

During the December 3, 2001, Council meeting, Councillor Shanahan presented a proposed resolution to establish standards of conduct and decorum for City Council meetings and other public meetings in which City Council members participate.  Council members received a copy of the proposed resolution in their agenda packet.  Mr. Shanahan moved approval.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom.

Mr. Hunt questioned the necessity of the resolution with Mr. Shanahan pointing out this is very similar to a resolution that was adopted by the previous Council and codifies some of the practices the Council has been using over the past year such as introduction of a resolution at one meeting and having it being placed on a subsequent meeting for actual adoption or consideration.  Mr. Meeker stated he agrees with the items in the resolution but he doesn’t feel it covers all points.  He stated he would like for the resolution to be expanded to indicate the Council would work hard to reach consensus and be courteous to the public and each other.  Mr. Odom questioned the difference in this resolution and the existing resolution with City Attorney McCormick explaining this is the first time the Council has adopted a resolution acknowledging the importance of City Code Section 1-1033(a) and memorialize the practice of introducing a resolution at one meeting and having its adoption considered at a subsequent meeting.  Ms. Cowell and Mr. Isley spoke in support of the proposal.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  See Resolution 231.

BUDGET AMENDMENTS – FISCAL CONTROL REQUIREMENT RESOLUTION – APPROVED AS AMENDED

During the December 3, 2001, City Council meeting, Councillor Shanahan presented a proposed resolution to establish new fiscal control requirements for the submission of proposals requiring budget amendments.  Council members received a copy of the proposal in their agenda packet.  Mr. Shanahan moved adoption.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom.

Discussion took place as to whether a resolution passed by one City Council can bind the next City Council.  City Attorney McCormick pointed out a resolution is binding until a future Council changes that resolution.  Mr. Shanahan explained the proposed resolution pointing out the Council is spending the public’s money and he feels any time the Council brings forth a proposal that would amend the adopted budget, everyone should know the total cost involved.  Mr. Meeker pointed out as he understands this proposed resolution it doesn’t apply to actual consideration of the budget just amendments during the year with Mr. Shanahan pointing out that is correct.  Discussion took place on the dollar amount and the requirement for written proposed amendment.  Discussion took place on whether the requirement to have the proposal written would unduly delay.  Mr. Shanahan accepted a friendly amendment to delete the reference to written.  The motion as amended was put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 232.

TRIANGLE TRANSIT AUTHORITY – PROPOSED RESOLUTION FOR BLANKET EXCUSAL OF CHARLES MEEKER – FAILED

During the December 3, 2001, Council meeting, Councillor Shanahan presented a proposed resolution to grant a blanket excusal to Charles Meeker on certain matters relating to the Triangle Transit Authority and to clarify the procedure to use in requesting and securing excuses from voting based on conflicts of interest.  Mr. Shanahan moved approval of the proposed resolution as included in the agenda packet.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Isley.

Mr. Odom questioned why we would adopt a resolution relating to one specific person.  Whether to look at conflicts on a case-by-case basis, whether there is a policy is place and how Council members disclose as well as how other Boards handle conflicts of interest and disclosure as well as whether blanket excusals are accepted was talked about.  Mr. Shanahan talked about Mayor Meeker’s involvement with the TTA and the importance of the TTA and their work and transportation issues in general being such an important issue before the Council.  Mr. Shanahan expressed concern and necessity for full disclosure and talked about the relationship of Mr. Meeker and the TTA.  Mr. West questioned who normally initiates an inquiry about conflict of interest with City Attorney McCormick pointing out normally it is the person who has the possible conflict who requests clarification.  Mr. Meeker talked about his full disclosure and the City Attorney’s opinion on his relationship with the TTA.  Mr. Kirkman stated he totally understands Mr. Shanahan’s question and concerns but also pointed out the TTA now has a full-time staff attorney so they will be less dependent on outside attorneys.  The motion to approve the resolution was put to a vote which resulted in Mr. Shanahan and Mr. Isley voting in the affirmative and the remainder of the Council voting in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion defeated.

BUDGET PROCESS – PRIORITIES – RESOLUTION APPROVED AS AMENDED

During the December 3, 2001, Council meeting, Councillor Shanahan presented a resolution to establish priorities for guiding the Raleigh City Council in its 2002/2003 Budget process.  Mr. Shanahan moved adoption.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom.

City Attorney McCormick pointed out there are two primary differences in the existing resolution establishing priorities for guiding the budget process and the proposed resolution.  Section 4 of the existing resolution refers to “maintenance of a road system” and the proposed resolution refers to a “transportation system.”  This resolution also recognizes the need for the City to continue to grow but at the same time recognizes the importance of quality of life being maintained during that growth.

Mayor Meeker pointed out Items 2 through 6 do not necessarily include all of his priorities and the question is whether the Council wants to take time to amend this proposed resolution or just look at this resolution as a general guideline.  Ms. Cowell pointed out this gets into items she feels the Council would be discussing in a retreat or would need to talk about further as the Council hasn’t necessarily set its priorities.  Mr. Shanahan stated that is what the budget process is all about.  The Council decides its general priorities and that guides the Council in determining where money is spent first.  It gives a framework that is general in nature.  It says what the Council will look to first, then next, looks at the policies of the City and exactly how the City wants to spend its money.  He stated this is not all inclusive just a general framework.  Mr. Odom pointed out it seems to reflect his priorities but he also realizes this is a resolution and it can be changed.  He stated he looks forward to the budget sessions where the priorities will really be set.  Mr. West stated he has no problems in terms of the basic services the resolution is talking about.  He stated there doesn’t seem to be anything that would limit the strategic vision or keep the Council from thinking out of the box.  Mr. Isley questioned if Mr. Shanahan would consider amending Section 5 to read “The provision of cultural, recreation or natural areas for the enjoyment of the citizens.”  Mr. Hunt suggested that Item 5 be amended further to read “The provision of cultural, recreation and natural areas including air and riparian water quality for the enjoyment of the citizens.”  Mr. Shanahan and Mr. Odom accepted the amendments and the motion to approve the resolution as amended was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Ms. Cowell who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 233.

TTA STATION LOCATIONS - RESOLUTION TO MODIFY POSITION OF RALEIGH CITY COUNCIL – REFERRED TO PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

During the December 3, 2001, Council meeting, Councillor Shanahan presented a proposed resolution to modify the position of the Raleigh City Council relating to the location of stations on the route of the proposed Phase I of Triangle Transit Authority Rail System.  Council members received a copy of the proposed resolution in their agenda packet.  Mr. Shanahan explained his feelings as it relates to the need for the resolution pointing out each time the Council talks about the Triangle Transit Rail System, the Raleigh City Council has expressed concern that there is no station proposed for the airport nor Southeast Raleigh.  He stated now we are hearing that the station proposed for North Raleigh is being excluded and he is very suspect about this whole situation.  As he understands the Triangle Transit Authority had the information and did not share that information and now it comes clear that they will not be going to North Raleigh in the next decade.  He stated the previous City Council had supported funding for studies.  Each time the TTA would come to the Council, the Council would say there needs to be a station at the airport and at North Raleigh.  In his opinion he does not feel we should go further down the road until this issue is clarified.  He pointed out there are no transit authorities that are making money and he feels the citizens of Raleigh will bear a big share of the burden of supporting this system and he feels it is time to draw a line in the sand and say no further funding until certain things happen.  He feels the Council should say that it cannot continue to support the Triangle Transit Authority Rail System without it going to the airport, North Raleigh and Southeast Raleigh.

Mr. Meeker questioned if it would be proper for him to participate in this discussion with City Attorney McCormick indicating he should participate.

Mr. Kirkman pointed out he had been privileged to a lot of discussions in attending the various meetings of the TTA.  He talked about the reports in the newspaper and how his interpretation of the facts is different.  He pointed out there has never been an entire system built at once.  It has never been stated by the TTA that they are not going to have a station in North Raleigh.  He stated yes the City has said and continues to say it wants a connection to the airport but until a couple of years ago we did not have anyone at the airport supporting that concept.  He talked about the replacement of Mr. Ritchie and getting a new director on board.  He stated there are a whole range of issues but at this point he could not support Mr. Shanahan’s proposed resolution as he feels the TTA is moving in the right direction.  He stated he does not think Mr. Shanahan’s resolution should be passed and again talked about transit systems being built in segments just like roadways are constructed.  In response to questioning, City Attorney McCormick indicated initially Phase I did include a North Raleigh station.  Mr. Meeker stated he too feels that North Raleigh, Southeast Raleigh and the airport should be in the initial phases.  Mr. Shanahan talked about the history and what the City Council had signed off on and the concepts pointing out each time representatives of TTA came before the Council they would request the local governments to sign off on the concept saying the exact locations had not been determined that it is a general concept.  He stated he feels the Council should withdraw its support so it could have some control over the process explaining at this point he feels the City has little or no control.  He expressed concern that the plan keeps changing and expressed a feeling of “bait and switch.”

Carter Worthy explained Phase I that the City Council had voted to support included a 35 mile system with 16 stops.  It doesn’t include a stop or station in Southeast Raleigh or the airport but it did and still does include a station in North Raleigh.  She talked about what the Council had voted to support and where the TTA is in the process.  She stated what has happened now isn’t a departure from the initial plan, it is a scheduling issue.  After other discussion and a vote was called Mr. Hunt made a substitute motion to refer this item to Public Works Committee.  He stated one question he has is if someone lives in North Raleigh and wanted to take rail system to the airport how long would it take them to get there and what route they would take.  Mr. Shanahan stated it is a very complex issue, it is a policy matter and it is a control issue and he feels it would be good if the Council wanted to take some time and further discuss the proposed resolution before moving ahead.  The substitute motion to refer the item to Public Works Committee was seconded by Mr. Shanahan and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Meeker who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

ANNEXATION PROGRAM – 2001/2002 – RESOLUTIONS-OF-INTENT ADOPTED

The item was referred from the November 20, 2001, Council meeting, for next action in accordance with approved annexation processing schedule for the 2001/2002 City initiated annexation program.  Adoption of Resolution of Intent declares that it is the intention of the City to consider annexation of specifically identified areas and to set information meeting and public hearing dates on the matter.

Public information meetings will be set for the week of February 18, 2002 and public hearings for March 5, 2002.  The resolution of intent action is followed by property owner notification and preparation of an annexation report on each area describing the area specific qualification criteria, services to be provided, legal boundaries of the area and related matters.

No final Council action is taken to annex until completion of the public hearings.  Areas will be considered for an effective annexation date of June 30, 2002.  Copies of the proposed Resolution of Intent are included in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  Adoption of resolutions of intent.  Mr. Odom moved approval as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolutions 234 and 235.

NORTH CAROLINA METROPOLITAN COALITION – CITY TO JOIN

The Mayor asked that this item be placed on the agenda for consideration by the City Council at their meeting.  Raleigh has been asked to join this coalition.  A memo from the Mayor was in the agenda packet.  Mr. Meeker moved that the City join the North Carolina Metropolitan Coalition.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman.

In response to questioning from Mr. Isley, Mayor Meeker pointed out dues are $8,000 per year.  He explained the work of the coalition and pointed out it works through the North Carolina League of Municipalities.  Raleigh is the only City in the category that is not a member.  Beau Mills talked about the work of the coalition and pointed out its emphasis is somewhat different than the League which represents the 525 municipalities in the State of North Carolina.  He pointed out although Raleigh is not a member of the coalition it has profited from some of their work.  Mr. Odom stated at the end of this fiscal year he would like to see a report as to the City’s benefits if the City joins.  Mayor Meeker moved approval.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Ordinance 138TF61.

STREET IMPROVEMENTS – LAKE BOONE TRAIL – RESOLUTION DIRECTING PROJECT ADOPTED

During the December 3, 2001, Council meeting, a hearing was held to receive public input on the proposal to widen Lake Boone Trail between I-440 and Wycliff Road from the existing 4/5 lane facility to a 5/6 lane facility with landscaped median sections and sidewalks on both sides of the road.  Assessments would apply for sidewalks where sidewalks do not exist.

During the public hearing, representatives of the developer of the southwest corner of Lake Boone Trail and I-440 expressed concerns.  The item was referred to Administration to work with the developer and the Appearance Commission, with the direction to place the item on this agenda for further consideration.  A staff report and a letter from the Appearance Commission were included in the agenda packet.  Mr. Odom moved approval of the project as advertised.  His motion was seconded by Mayor Meeker and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 236.

RESURFACING ASSESSMENT ROLL 846 –SCOTLAND STREET – RESOLUTION CONFIRMING COST ADOPTED

During the December 3, 2001, Council meeting, a hearing was held to consider adoption of a resolution to confirm charges outlined in Resurfacing Assessment Roll 846, Scotland Street according to charges outlined in Resolution 2001-181 adopted on November 7, 2001.  The City Clerk stated just prior to the hearing she had received a letter from Ross L. Gordon expressing concerns about having to pay for the resurfacing.  At the request of Mr. Isley it was agreed to hold action to allow Council members an opportunity to read the letter and it was directed that the item be placed on this agenda.  Staff has provided a report, which was included in the agenda packet, responding to the issues in the letter.  It would be appropriate to further consider adoption of a resolution confirming the charges.  Mr. Shanahan moved confirmation of the assessment roll as advertised.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 237.

SIDEWALK ASSESSMENT ROLL 311 – NEW BERN AVENUE – RESOLUTION CONFIRMING COST ADOPTED

During the December 3, 2001, Council meeting, a hearing was held to consider adoption of a resolution confirming charges outlined in Sidewalk Assessment Roll 311, New Bern Avenue, according to charges outlined by Resolution 2001-180 adopted on November 7, 2001.  During the hearing concern was expressed relating to 507 and 509 New Bern Avenue.  It was agreed that Administration would work with the property owners on their concerns and directed that the item be placed on this agenda for further consideration.  Staff met with both property owners on December 5, 2001 and a report is included in the agenda packet.  It would be appropriate to consider adopting a resolution confirming the charges as outlined.  City Manager Allen pointed out he thought all of the issues had been addressed.  Mr. Kirkman moved adoption of a resolution confirming cost as advertised.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Shanahan and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 238.

COUNCIL WORK SESSION AND RETREAT DATES – SET

The following item appeared on the agenda.

Council Work Session -
Thursday, January 31, 2002 at 6:30 p.m.

Suggested Topics -
Space Study Presentation and Neighborhood Environmental Quality Advisory Board

Council Retreat -
Friday, February 15, 2002 at 3:30 – 7:00 p.m.


Saturday, February 16, 2002 at 8:30 a.m. – 12:00 Noon

Council’s input will be sought for retreat topics.

Mayor Meeker pointed out at the beginning of the term he had suggested that the Council have work sessions.  He stated he has suggested that the first work session be Thursday, January 31, 2002 at 6:30 p.m.  He stated he does not feel we would have a work session in February because a retreat is suggested and then possibly not have work sessions in the summer months or December.  Mr. Shanahan questioned if work sessions would be handled in the same manner as regular committees that is discuss the topics with recommendations being made back to the Council with Mayor Meeker stating that is correct.  Mr. West stated it would be good to have the schedule set as soon as possible as everyone has busy schedules.  Mr. Meeker stated as far as the retreat topics are concerned he feels that on Friday the Council could discuss stormwater utility and on Saturday, Southeast Raleigh Assembly.  Friday would likely involve dinner.  He stated as far as retreats are concerned he would suggest one or two a year.  Mayor Meeker moved the meetings as outlined on the agenda be approved.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY MANAGER

POLICE DEPARTMENT – MANAGEMENT AND OPERATION REVIEW – STRATEGY APPROVED – FUNDS APPROPRIATED

Chief Perlov and I would like to recommend a complete independent and objective review of the management and operations of the department.  It is our understanding that Councillor Shanahan had recommended this review at some time in the past.  We believe it is a critical time to put in place some plans, goals and strategies.  The end result would be a Strategic Plan which would provide even more efficient and effective community policing.

The study would include such items as: organizational structure, staffing levels, staffing requirements by function, policies, community connections, policing strategies decentralization and accountability, personnel systems, technology and equipment evaluation.  The process would include participation from police staff, other departments and citizens.

It is expected this study would cost approximately $150,000 which would be paid from the Police Department Controlled Substance fund.  Council is asked to approve a Request for Proposal, followed by staff review and selection with the City Manager authorized to execute a contract.  City Manager Allen explained the proposal and in response to questioning pointed out the money proposed is not in the regular budget it would be paid from the Police Department Control Substance Fund.  Mr. Shanahan moved approval as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman.  In response to questioning it was pointed out this study would probably take four to six months once the consultant is on Board.  Mr. Shanahan stated he is very pleased to see this brought forward and he feels it is a major initiative he hopes the Council will support.  Mr. West questioned what is meant by community connections with Mr. Allen pointed out it will involve representatives from the affected communities.  Mr. Kirkman stated he feels this meshes very good with the ongoing space study as it could have impact.  The motion to approve the recommendation as outlined was put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Ordinance 138TF61.

TRAFFIC – STOP SIGNS AT CLARK AVENUE AND FURCHES STREET – TO BE REMOVED

At the August 7, 2001 meeting, Council approved four-way stop sign controls at the Clark Avenue and Furches Street intersection by adding stop signs on Clark Avenue for a period of 90 days and asked staff for a follow-up report.  Staff has completed this study and a copy has been provided in the agenda packet.

Within the influence zone of the new stop controls, the study identifies an average reduction in operating speeds of .4 MPH in the westbound direction and 2.7 MPH in eastbound direction.  The influence zone is generally defined as 150-200 feet on both sides of the intersection.  Other study points along Clark Avenue did not indicate a significant change in operating speeds within the study period.  The posted speed limit is 25 MPH and the operating speeds along the entire study section averaged 34.8 MPH before and 33.1 MPH after the stop controls were installed.  There were no traffic accidents during the before and after study period and additional traffic counts on adjacent neighborhood streets did not reflect any identifiable diversion of traffic.  The staff report notes that no four-way stop warrants are met based on the guidelines used in the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD).

Recommendation:  Removal of the stop controls on Clark Avenue at Furches Street based on the results of the traffic study and conformity with guidelines of the MUTCD.  Mr. Allen explained this item.  Mr. Odom moved Administration’s recommendations for removal of the signs be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman.  Mr. Odom talked about the installation of these signs pointing out he thought it was appropriate that the signs be put up prior to the students getting back to school.  He stated the family which lives where the stop signs were installed was left off the petition.  He stated Administration had recommended against moving forward as the Council did but the Council did move ahead and he concurs with the stop signs being removed.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

UPPER NEUSE RIVER BASIN – DELEGATES NAMED

Council needs to appoint one Director and one Alternate Director to represent the City of Raleigh on the Board of the Upper Neuse River Basin Association.  Raleigh representatives since the inception of the Association in 1996 have been Mayor Fetzer as Director and Councilor Coble as Alternate, and later Mayor Coble as Director with no Alternate ever appointed during Mr. Coble's term.  The Upper Neuse bylaws do not specify Board composition, i.e. whether the member should be the Mayor, a Council member or other appointed individual--that is left totally to the discretion of the local member jurisdiction.  The Board will have its next meeting in late January or early February, and due to numerous new appointees, will need to establish a regular meeting schedule at that time.  Over the next year, participation is very important as the Association completes the preparation and pursues State and jurisdictional approvals of an innovative regional Upper Neuse River Basin Watershed Management Plan.  The Upper Neuse River Basin Association currently includes members from Durham, Wake, Orange, Person, Granville, Franklin and Wake Counties, as well as individual municipalities within these counties that are within the Neuse River basin above Falls Lake.

Recommendation:  Council needs to appoint one Director and one Alternate Director to the Board of the Upper Neuse River Basin Association.  After brief discussion, Mr. Kirkman moved that Ms. Cowell be named the delegate and Public Utilities Director Dale Crisp be named alternate.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

COMMUNITY ORIENTED GOVERNMENT THROUGH NEIGHBORHOODS – CONCEPT APPROVED

Citizen participation and empowerment is the foundation of a strong community-oriented government.  The vehicle for engaging citizens in this process is neighborhoods.  Our Citizen Advisory Councils (CAC) have been a wonderful tool for this community over the last 30 years; however, as we have grown it is even more important to inform and energize our citizens.

I recommend Council endorse a neighborhood approach and authorize staff (primarily through our Community Services Department) to partner with the CAC’s in creating a Neighborhood Empowerment Program.  A first element of the work plan may be to simply identify and register all neighborhood groups and their leaders.  These groups could include homeowners associations, community watch groups, neighborhood business associations, volunteer organizations or any other organized groups working to benefit neighborhoods.

I strongly believe this program will benefit the CAC’s, Capital Help and Improvement Program (CHIP), community-oriented policing, the City’s public information programs, our Boards and Commissions, our customer service initiatives and many other City programs and services.

City Manager Allen explained his proposal pointing out this is before Council for direction.  He stated it is believed we can reinforce and build a stronger connection with the CAC’s.  He pointed out at this time we do not even know all of the neighborhood groups.  He pointed out the Council has approved the neighborhood college and the Community Services Department is set up to staff that.  This is an effort to support continued, better customer service, the CHIP’s Program and other community oriented policies.  He questioned if the Council feels this is an appropriate thing to work on at this time.

Mr. West stated he would strongly endorse this concept as he feels it could have a tremendous impact.  He moved that Administration move forward with the staff and begin working on this approach and give feedback to the Council as to how it is working.  His motion was seconded by Mayor Meeker.

Mr. Kirkman questioned the overall oversight of this program and how it fits together.  City Manager Allen stated he would see it as being run out of Community Services Department but at this point he does not have a complete plan.  We have to begin the dialogue first.  He stated he doesn’t have a full plan in place but does know there is support and he has seen this type program be successful in other places.  Mr. West talked about the program in Houston, Texas.  Mr. Odom stated he would like to see some type measuring stick that is some guidelines as to whether this is or is not working.  The motion as made and with the comment about the need for measuring success standards was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE

PARKS, RECREATION AND GREENWAY ADVISORY BOARD

DOG PARK – MILLBROOK EXCHANGE – CONCEPT APPROVED AND REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Council referred “for further discussion” the idea of a dog park at Millbrook Exchange Park.  The Board report was included in the agenda packet.  A staff report on this matter was also enclosed.

Wayne Marshall, Parks and Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board Chairman, explained the Council referred the idea of a dog park at Millbrook Exchange Park to the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board for further discussion.  Mr. Marshall pointed out the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board formed an adhoc committee that consulted with staff and citizens.  A public forum was held that was well publicized and well attended by supporters of the proposal.  He stated they found strong support in the community for a dog park and groups which have indicated they would like to help.  He stated the idea is strongly endorsed by the Board.  Mr. Odom moved approval of the concept and suggested the item be referred to Administration to develop a budget, develop a process for amending the master plan at Millbrook Exchange or whatever else has to be done to carry the concept forward.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman.  Ms. Cowell stated there is a lot of strong support from the public.  Mr. Kirkman pointed out there are some budget implications, long-term cost, maintenance, etc.  In response to questioning, Mr. Allen pointed out if the motion is approved the concept would be developed and presented as a part of the budget process and the Council can consider the proposal during budget deliberations.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

MOORE SQUARE IMPROVEMENTS – PROCESS FOR DEVELOPMENT – REFERRED TO PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

The City Council on November 20, 2001 referred to the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board the matter of the process for addressing Moore Square Improvements.  The Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board appointed an Ad Hoc Committee to develop a process for review and approval of Council.  The process outlined is as follows:

RETAIN CONSULTANT(S).  Reynolds and Jewell retained as design consultant.  Hire independent facilitator(s) or firm to conduct public meetings.

CONDUCT TWO PUBLIC MEETINGS.  First meeting to provide background, gain input, and review concepts.  Second meeting to solicit comment on proposed concepts.  Publicity will include these entities as well as normal media efforts:  City Council; Raleigh Commissions (Arts, Appearance, Planning, Historic Districts); CAC’s; Raleigh Convention and Visitors Bureau; two churches in immediate vicinity; Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board; and all those individuals and entities that have provided input to this point.

THIRD PUBLIC MEETING UNDER AUSPICES OF PARK BOARD.  This is a third opportunity for comment.

PRESENT TO CITY COUNCIL.  Goal would be to have a concept, program statement, and cost estimate by May.

ASSUMPTIONS:

· Convention Center meeting facilities available for public meetings.  Would request fees waived.

· Original CIP appropriation authorized to fund this process.  After concept and program statement presented, City Council may address future action.  Current balance in account is $261,000.

Mr. Marshall explained the process the Adhoc Committee went through in developing the proposed process pointing out they are prepared to spend more time to work on this for the Council.  Mayor Meeker questioned if they plan to start over or take what had been placed on the table and continue the process.  Mr. Marshall pointed out he is sure they would take what has been learned and developed thus far and put that on the table to think about but he feels we would actually be starting at ground zero.  Mr. Kirkman pointed out he spoke as an individual not as a City Council member when he pointed out the primary concern shouldn’t be what is in the budget but what is the best for Moore Square and the City of Raleigh.  He talked about the money that had been funded and defunded and the time line that had been proposed to make sure we have something to consider before the City Council considers the CIP.  He stated he would like to see a program statement.  What has been developed by Mr. Reynolds is still part of the process and may be used as a starting point.  He questioned if there are any existing plans for Moore Square.  We have to look at all that has happened thus far.  He moved that the item be sent to the Public Works Committee and let the Committee meet with the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board and come up with something that the Council can approve as a process for moving forward.  Mr. Odom questioned exactly what would be referred to Committee and rather than it going to Public Works Committee he feels it should go to Comprehensive Planning Committee.  He stated we already have a process for developing a master plan and he feels we should follow that process.  He talked about the State’s involvement as owners of the park.  He stated we should have a public meeting and then go back to the Parks Board.  Mr. Shanahan spoke in support of utilizing our regular process for developing a plan.  Discussion took place as to whether there are people who were unaware of the process and unaware of how to get their input heard.  Mr. Marshall stated there are a lot of issues and he does feel we need to have a public hearing process and he hopes that we move in that direction.  He stated there was an Adhoc Committee to determine how we should move forward.  He talked about the history of the work on this project.  Mr. Hunt questioned how we can have a public hearing if we don’t have a plan.  Mr. Kirkman pointed out the City Council should direct the Parks Department and the Advisory Board how to move forward.  Without further discussion, Mayor Meeker ruled that the item would be referred to Public Works Committee to come up with a proposal and a process as to how to get this started.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF

THE BUDGET AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

COMMUNITY TELEVISION – PUBLIC EDUCATION GOVERNMENT CAPITAL FEE – REMOVED FROM THE AGENDA; ADMINISTRATION TO PROVIDE REPORT

Mayor Meeker reported the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends that this item be removed from the agenda with no further action taken as staff is moving forward to acquire updated equipment.  Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom.  Mr. Shanahan pointed out there were lengthy negotiations with Time Warner in getting the fee issue settled.  He pointed out we are really behind the ball as it relates to equipment.  Staff came up with a formula of how to replace the equipment.  He talked about the process and stated at this point he would just love to see the equipment on board.  He questioned the time line.  City Manager Allen stated he would be glad to provide a schedule.  Mr. Shanahan stated his goal is to see the new equipment.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

TAXICAB RATE INCREASE – REMOVED FROM THE AGENDA WITH NO ACTION TAKEN; CENTER FOR VOLUNTEER CARE GIVING – TO BE PLACED ON THE NEXT AGENDA TO RECEIVE INFORMATION

Mayor Meeker reported the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends that this item be removed from the agenda with no action taken.  The item was referred to Committee to consider the affect of an increase in taxi fares on the Assessable Raleigh Transportation Program.  On behalf of the Committee, Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom.  Mr. Shanahan talked about the Center for Volunteer Care Giving and pointed out he thought this item was referred to Committee to look at services from that organization.  He stated they do not have a post office in Raleigh so they could not qualify for grant funding but they did provide a service for Raleigh citizens and he thought that was what was to be looked at.  Discussion took place on what item was referred to Committee after which a motion to remove the item from the agenda was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted and it was agreed that the Center for Volunteer Care Giving would be placed on the next agenda to receive a report and to discuss how that item fits into this issue.

SIDEWALK ASSESSMENTS ON THOROUGHFARES – REMOVED FROM THE AGENDA

Mayor Meeker reported the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends that the item entitled, “Sidewalk Assessments on Thoroughfares” be removed from the agenda with no action taken as the previous Council reaffirmed the present assessment policy.  Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

TRANSIT TROLLEY – EVENING SERVICES – REFERRED TO THE TRANSIT AUTHORITY

Mayor Meeker reported the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends that this item be referred to the Transit Authority for their discussion and evaluation of the entertainment trolley and any repositioning of assets relative to the BTI Performing Arts Center/City Market area.  On behalf of the Committee, Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and a put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

CONTEMPORARY ART MUSEUM – FUNDING – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

Mayor Meeker reported the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends appropriating $600,000 for the Contemporary Art Museum with the understanding one-half would be advanced in this fiscal year and the rest would be paid shortly after July 1, 2002 with the further understanding the City’s share would be reimbursed from the Interlocal Funding in FY 2002/2003.  On behalf of the Committee, Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman.  Mr. Meeker reported this recommendation is made with the understanding that Wake County would be advancing the same amount.  He stated there hasn’t been a vote by the Wake County Commissioners so this recommendation would be subject to their concurring.  Mr. Isley talked about the Contemporary Art Museum the building they have purchased and talked about how this facility would serve the citizens of Raleigh, Wake County and the Moore Square Magnet School.  He stated he feels this would benefit the citizens of Raleigh.  He stated he supports the motion with the understanding that Wake County does the same.  Mr. Odom stated he wanted to make sure that Wake County agrees that the funds would be paid back out of the interlocal monies.  Mr. Hunt stated he could see providing some seed money for this project.

Mr. Shanahan stated he is a big advocate for downtown development.  He stated the concern he has, however, is the process.  He pointed out we have a process in place for groups to go through to get funding through the interlocal money and he is concerned that this group did not go through that process.  He stated there are other organizations which have made requests for the money and were told to go through the process and now we are talking about leap frogging all of those organizations and funding this one.  He stated it is reckless not to go through the process.  He talked about the interlocal money and the source of that money and pointed out the organizations-hotels and motels that let themselves be taxed to provide this money do not support this funding.  He spoke in support of the process and stated we are not just talking about interlocal money we are talking about providing tax payers money in the hopes that interlocal money will come in to repay the loan.  He called on the Council to look at the economics, look at that fact that the revenue from the hotel/motel tax is down.  He talked about the previous Council funding Exploris and how taxpayers money is being used and he does not want to see us continue down that road.  He talked about the BTI Center and the fact that it was paid for when it opened.  He stated if we do not follow the process and we go ahead with the motion it will come back to haunt the Council and he would be very disappointed if the Council supports this motion.  Whether this group came through the process and how other groups were made to go through the process, whether the County is in support of this action and how and if the money could be repaid was discussed at length.  Whether approving this motion would take away from other groups which have requested funds and the impact on the process was debated.  The Shaw and St. Augustine proposal was injected into the conversation.  The motion as stated with the condition that the County would agree to a matching recommendation and agree that the funds would be paid back from the interlocal funds was put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Shanahan, Mr. Odom and Mr. Hunt who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

BUDGET TRANSFER POLICY – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Council members received in the agenda packet is a resolution revising the City budget transfer policy.  The Committee recommends adoption of the resolution which would allow the City Manager the authority to make administrative transfers up to $50,000 with Department Heads having authority to transfer up to $10,000 under certain guidelines as outlined in the resolution.  On behalf of the Committee, Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 239.

STREET TREE PROGRAM – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN – ITEM HELD IN COMMITTEE

Mayor Meeker stated the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends referring this item to the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board and Appearance Commission for creation of a joint committee to develop several options for a street tree program for neighborhoods and existing thoroughfares including a range of cost options for putting a program in place with a report back prior to budget discussions in 2002.  The Committee is holding the item to receive the report.  Mayor Meeker stated without objection the Council would follow the recommendation as outlined.

ADVISORY BOARDS – DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Mayor Meeker stated included in the agenda packet is a proposed resolution regarding the duties and responsibilities of the City Council boards and commissions.  The Committee recommends adoption of the resolution which repeals Resolutions 1996-170 and 1983-262.  On behalf of the Committee, Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom.

Mr. Odom stated he just wants to make sure that the various boards and commissions realize they were established to serve or be advisory to the City Council.  He stated he does not want to create an avenue which will allow a board or commission to run the staff around, create a lot of work and/or expense on items in which the Council is not interested.  He stated as he understands all the boards and commissions will have to submit a work plan and any discussions or activities have to follow that work plan.  He just wants everyone to be very careful.  Mr. Kirkman pointed out as a former chair of an advisory board, he understands Mr. Odom’s concerns and warning.  He stated one clear message is that the Council wants to receive regular reports from the various groups.  If they have an issue that is outside of the work plan the Council should be notified by memo.  Mr. West stated the proposed resolution is consistent with what the Council is talking about as it relates to neighborhood improvement and citizen empowerment.  He thinks it will benefit the government.  Discussion took place on what is meant by the resolution and what groups are covered with Mr. Shanahan pointing out it is all of the advisory boards appointed by the City Council.  Mr. West pointed out groups are encouraged to discuss new items and this gives them the flexibility to do that and allows information gathering within the work plan framework.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 240.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF

THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

PLANNING COMMISSION – SITE PLAN/SUBDIVISION REVIEW – REFERRED TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION

Chairperson Hunt reported the Comprehensive Planning Committee recommends that the item Site Plan/Subdivision Review be referred to the Planning Commission for recommendations on any changes in the process.  On behalf of the Committee, Mr. Hunt moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

TREE CLEARING RESTRICTIONS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN; ITEM RETAINED IN COMMITTEE

Chairperson Hunt explained this item and reported the Comprehensive Planning Committee recommends that staff be requested to draft general enabling legislation  relative to tree clearing restrictions with the understanding the draft would come back to the Council prior to submission to the General Assembly.  The Committee also asks staff for recommendations for short term solutions within the existing City procedures and to shoot for any required public hearings during the March zoning hearing.  The Committee also recommends that the item be referred to the Planning Commission to take a look at long term solutions as it relates to tree clearing regulations.  On behalf of the Committee, Mr. Hunt moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman who pointed out the Committee would making recommendations back to the full Council.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

TTA STATION LOCATIONS – DOWNTOWN – TO BE PLACED ON JANUARY 15, 2002 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM

Chairperson Hunt reported the Committee met for a very long time and after about three hours he had to leave the meeting during the discussion of the TTA Station location; therefore, he would ask Mr. Kirkman to provide the report.

Mr. Kirkman moved that the City Council support the revised southern alternative station platform at the northern end of the alternative non-at-grade crossing at Boylan Avenue and ask the Transit Authority to incorporate a pedestrian bicycle connection replacing the old Martin Street Viaduct with a clear emphasis on pedestrian and bicycle connections back to the downtown area and full pedestrian bicycle connections to the TTA Station.

Mr. Meeker indicated he and his wife own a home in this vicinity and he was making that statement for the record.  Ms. Cowell stated she had received a lot of contact from representatives of the neighborhood.  Mr. Meeker stated as he understands this would be asking the TTA to do some more work on this issue.

Carter Worthy explained the status of this project pointing out the DEIS has two alternatives and they are completing the local preferred alternative and at this point there are Alternatives A and B.  She stated the TTA could not give a preference to an alternative that hasn’t been studied.  Mr. Isley pointed out from the information included he cannot tell where the various locations are and moved that this be placed on the next agenda as a special item.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Hunt.  In response to questioning on the time line, Ms. Worthy pointed out they had planned to make a decision in November but waited until December.  A decision needs to be made.  The motion to place the item on the next agenda was put to a vote and passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF

THE LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

BTI CABLE FRANCHISE AGREEMENT – REMOVED FROM THE AGENDA

Chairperson Shanahan reported the Law and Public Safety Committee recommends that the BTI Cable Franchise Agreement item be removed from the agenda with no action taken.  On behalf of the Committee, Mr. Shanahan moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

CAROLINA BROADBAND, INC. – FRANCHISE AGREEMENT – HELD IN COMMITTEE

Mr. Shanahan reported the Committee was ready to recommend that the item be removed from the agenda with no action taken.  He stated, however, because of the economic conditions and other issues surrounding Carolina Broadband, Inc. he would suggest that it be held in Committee for a while.  Without objection the item was held in Committee.

NUISANCE ABATEMENT PROJECT – FISHER STREET/CARVER STREET/MAPLE STREET/HILL STREET/SOUTHEAST RALEIGH REDEVELOPMENT AREA – COMBINED

Chairperson Shanahan reported the Law and Public Safety Committee recommends these two items be combined into one Law and Public Safety Committee item entitled “Southeast Raleigh Public Safety and Nuisance Abatement” (Fisher, Carver, Maple and Hill Streets).  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and after brief discussion on the report Administration is preparing relative to city-wide issues and the fact that the Committee met in Southeast Raleigh and hopes to do that on a regular basis the motion as stated was put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

OF THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

STORMWATER UTILITY – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN; ITEM RETAINED IN COMMITTEE

Chairperson Kirkman reported the Public Works Committee recommends that Council authorize Administration to conduct additional research to be presented at the Council retreat, and for the full Council to consider whether to go forward with the Stormwater Utility or not.  Should the Council decide to move forward it would be appropriate to retain the services of a consultant to assist staff in preparing a structure for a Stormwater Utility Fee for the City of Raleigh.  He stated the Committee would like to hold the item in the agenda for further reports.  It was pointed out this issue will be discussed at the retreat also.  Without objection it was agreed that the recommendation as outlined would be upheld and the item would be discussed at the retreat and retained in Committee for further investigation.

REPORT OF MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS – DIVERSITY – CLERK TO PROVIDE INFORMATION

Mr. West pointed out he has been trying to identify the makeup of various boards and commissions.  He stated we need to make efforts to get diversity on the various boards and commissions and he would request that when a group is reported to Council as having an upcoming vacancy that the Clerk provide information on the makeup of the existing board as it relates to gender, race and professional background.  Without objection the Clerk indicated she would provide that information.

TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION – REFERRED TO BUDGET AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

Mayor Meeker pointed out the Council received a report on the synchronization of the traffic signals in the City of Raleigh.  He asked that the item be referred to Budget and Economic Development Committee for further study.  Without objection the item was so referred.

CITY COUNCIL LIAISONS TO VARIOUS BOARDS – APPOINTED

Mayor Meeker passed out the following list of Council appointments as liaison to various boards and commissions.

1. Artsplosure/First Night – Kieran Shanahan

2. Southeast Raleigh Assembly – James West

3. Wake County Keep America Beautiful – Neal Hunt

4. Wake County Growth Management Task Force – Charles Meeker, John Odom; Benson Kirkman, Alternate

5. Downtown Raleigh Alliance – Phillip Isley

6. Triangle Transit Authority – Benson Kirkman

7. Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (TAC) – Charles Meeker, Benson Kirkman, Alternate

8. Convention Center Commission – John Odom

9. Parks, Recreation and Greenways Advisory Board – Janet Cowell

10. Downtown Housing Improvement Corporation – Neal Hunt

11. Triangle J Council of Government – Benson Kirkman

12. Human Resources & Human Relations Advisory Council – James West

13. Transit Authority – Benson Kirkman

Mayor Meeker stated he feels these appointments reflect the Council’s desires and interest and pointed out Council members are not expected to attend every meeting of the groups but he does want Council members to be serious about their obligations.  He stated if any Council member has a conflict with the meeting schedules of the groups they have been assigned let him know.  He pointed out in addition the Arts Commission, Appearance Commission, Greater Raleigh Convention and Visitors Bureau, Substance Abuse Advisory Commission nor Telecommunications Commission have a liaison at this point.  If any Council member would like to work with one of those groups please contact him.

CITY COUNCIL PHOTOGRAPH – TO BE TAKEN AT NEXT MEETING

Mayor Meeker pointed out he had sent Council members a memorandum suggesting the possibility of rather than having individual City Council photographs that a group photograph be taken by Public Affairs.  He stated later on individual photographs may be needed but he feels it would be good to have a group photograph.  After brief discussion Mayor Meeker suggested at the conclusion of the next meeting that someone from Public Affairs could take a group photograph to be displayed in the Municipal Building.

CITY COUNCIL – TERMS – REFERRED TO STAFF TO REPORT BACK AFTER BUDGET ADOPTION

Mr. Odom requested to send to staff an item relating to length of terms for Mayor and City Council members.  He stated he would like for staff to look at different scenarios of adjusting the terms for the Mayor and City Council and bring back information after budget deliberations have been completed.  He stated he would like to look at whether we should go to four year terms, remain two year terms, stagger terms, whatever.  He stated in looking at the history of City Council elections about 90% of the time first term Council members who ran for reelection were reelected.  He stated he does not have any preset notion as to what should be done but he would like to start discussions as to whether the length of terms should be changed.

TAXES – COUNTY PROPOSAL – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mr. Odom questioned where the County stands on changing the distribution of tax and questioned if the City should take a stand on the issue.  Mayor Meeker pointed out the Mayors Association will be discussing this soon.  He stated he feels it would be best at this point for various Council members to have personal contact with County Commissioners rather than taking a formal stand pointing out everyone knows where the City Council stands on this issue.  Mr. Odom stated may be this is something that the City should go ahead and lobby the General Assembly to change the law so the cities would not continue to be under this threat.  The comments were received.

TELECOMMUNICATIONS TOWER – NEXTEL – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mr. Kirkman questioned where the City stands on the Nextel Tower in the vicinity of Duraleigh/Grand Manor Court.  Mayor Meeker pointed out his law firm has worked with this company and he would like to be excused from participation.  By general consensus, Mayor Meeker was excused and left the table.

City Attorney McCormick pointed out he had received a letter from Attorney Clyde Holt representing Nextel which indicates the company is exploring the feasibility and the practicality of a) reducing the tower height to conform with the most recent inspection staff code interpretation; or b) relocating the tower elsewhere on the existing apartment property; or c) securing another acceptable tract of land in the vicinity to which the tower could be relocated; or d) successfully requesting a variance from the Board of Adjustment which would allow the tower to remain pursuant to the City staff approved plans of early this year.  The letter indicated Nextel is pursuing in good faith all options but requests an additional 90 days to do so.  Discussion took place as to the response the City should give and what alternatives the City has.  Ms. Cowell pointed out she had heard from a number of neighbors who want the tower removed.  Mr. Kirkman stated he understands one of the neighbors has been displaced from her home.  He stated he has concern about the shopping list of items Nextel is proposing.  Discussion took place with it being pointed out the Council in November directed the City Attorney to advise Nextel to come into compliance by January 6, 2002.  Mr. Isley pointed out the citizens are getting restless.  He understands what occurred but he hasn’t talked to anyone about what they are willing to do.  He stated he feels we need to continue to focus on bringing the tower into compliance.  Mr. West questioned if Administration has any feelings on whether any of these options are suitable.  City Attorney McCormick stated he would hope we would deal with the zoning questions.  He stated if the Council doesn’t grant an extension they would probably apply to the Board of Adjustment while continuing to look for another site to move.  He stated he is convinced they would like to move the tower but whether they can shorten the tower or find another location he does not know.  Whether the Board of Adjustment could grant a variance was discussed briefly.  Mr. Hunt stated he felt more time should be granted may be another 60 days that is 60 days to decide what to do and 30 days in which to do it.  He made a motion to grant a 60 day extension.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom.  Mr. Kirkman stated he would be more inclined to grant a 30 day extension but sent a message to Nextel that we want them to expedite a decision.  What granting an extension would do as it relates to giving additional time was discussed.  Mr. Isley made a substitute motion to take no action and let the January 6, 2002 deadline come with the understanding if Nextel presents a new proposal or moves forward with a proposal it could be brought to the next Council meeting.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman.  City Attorney McCormick indicated if that motion passes he understands there would be no extension granted unless Nextel comes up with a proposal he feels is legitimate he could bring that proposal to the next meeting.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which passed unanimously (Meeker excused from participation).  The Mayor Pro Tem ruled the motion adopted.

TRAFFIC LIGHTS – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mr. Hunt talked about the City’s policy of putting signalized intersections in a blinking light mode late at night pointing out it seems to be working wonderful.  Mr. Shanahan agreed but pointed out, however, when there are events that go late into the night such as the New Year Eve’s celebrations it can cause problems if the lights are put on the blink mode to early.  The comments were received.

FIRST NIGHT – CONGRATULATIONS NOTED

Various Council members congratulated all involved on successful First Night activities indicating the activities were well attended, well organized and enjoyed by all.

APPOINTMENTS

APPOINTMENTS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

The City Clerk reported the following results of the ballot vote.

Civil Service Commission – Industry/Management Representative – One Vacancy – No Nominees.

Housing Appeals Board – Two Vacancies.  The City Clerk reported the name of Will Pearce has been withdrawn and there are no other nominations.

Telecommunications Commission – One Vacancy.  Ms. Cowell nominated Keith Karlson, Mr. Shanahan nominated Earl Oakley.

Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board – One Vacancy – Jamie Ramsey – 7 (All but Shanahan who did not vote).

Arts Commission – One Vacancy – Mr. West nominated Genevieve Farmer and Mr. Isley nominated Elizabeth Purrington.

The Mayor announced the reappointment of Jamie Ramsey to the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board and pointed out the other items will be carried over until the next meeting.

NOMINATIONS

APPEARANCE COMMISSION – VACANCY ANNOUNCED

A letter of resignation has been received from David F. Brown; therefore, there is one vacancy for consideration.  No nominations were made.

TRANSIT AUTHORITY – NOMINATIONS MADE

A letter of resignation has been received from Ken Dickson; therefore, there is one vacancy for consideration.  Mr. Kirkman nominated Jeff Mann.  The item will be carried over to the next meeting.

HUMAN RESOURCES AND HUMAN RELATIONS ADVISORY BOARD – VACANCY ANNOUNCED

Linda Alterian is no longer able to serve on HRHRAC; therefore, there is one vacancy for consideration.  No nominations were made.

FIREMAN’S RELIEF FUND – BOARD OF TRUSTEES – NOMINATION MADE

The term of Jameson Honeycutt is expiring.  He has been recommended for reappointment by the Fire Administration.  Mr. Kirkman nominated Mr. Honeycutt.  The item will be carried over until the next meeting.

HISTORIC DISTRICTS COMMISSION – VACANCY ANNOUNCED

A letter of resignation has been received from J. E. Williams; therefore, there is one vacancy for consideration.  Mr. West nominated Ethel Ridley.  The item will be carried over until the next meeting.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY CLERK

TAXES – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Council members received in the agenda packet a proposed resolution relating to adjusting, rebating and/or refunding penalties, exemptions and relieving interest for listing of property for ad valorem tax.  Adoption of the resolution is recommended.  It is also recommended the City Council approve the listing as submitted by the Wake County Tax Collector relative to clerical errors during the month of November 2001.  Mr. Odom moved approval as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 241.

MINUTES – DECEMBER 3, 2001 – APPROVED AS PRESENTED

Council members received in their agenda packet copies of the minutes of the December 3, 2001 Council meeting.  Mr. Odom moved approval of the minutes as presented.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

ASSESSMENT ROLLS – VARIOUS – RESOLUTIONS SETTING PUBLIC HEARING ADOPTED

The following preliminary assessment rolls will be presented.  It is recommended that the Council adopt the assessment rolls which would set a public hearing for Tuesday, February 5, 2002 to consider confirmation of costs.

a) Resurfacing Assessment Roll 849 – Pineview Drive

b) Resurfacing Assessment Roll 850 – Warwick Drive

c) Resurfacing Assessment Roll 851 – King William Road

d) Resurfacing Assessment Roll 852 – Colleton Road

e) Water Assessment Roll 1250 – Lease Lane

f) Water Assessment Roll 1251 – Avent Ferry Road

g) Water Assessment Roll 1251A – Avent Ferry Road

Mr. Odom moved adoption of the resolutions as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolutions 342, 343, 344, 345, 346, 347 and 348.

RECESS:

There being no further business, Mayor Meeker announced the meeting adjourned at 4:20 p.m. to be reconvened at 7:00 p.m.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk

cc10202/dm

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in regular reconvened meeting on Wednesday, January 2, 2002 at 7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chamber, Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 W. Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina.  All Council members were present except Mr. Odom.  Mayor Meeker asked that Mr. Odom be excused from the meeting pointing out he is recovering from knee surgery.  Mayor Meeker called the meeting to order and the following items were discussed with action taken as shown.

SNOW PLAN – INFORMATION PRESENTED

Assistant City Manager Carolyn Carter presented the City’s plan of action for dealing with the anticipated arrival of snow in the triangle area.  She went through the plan of action.  Mayor Meeker pointed out if all goes as planned the CAT system will be running on a regular schedule with Assistant City Manager Carter pointing out that is correct.

REQUESTS AND PETITIONS OF CITIZENS

NUCLEAR WASTE – RISK REDUCTION PLAN – INFORMATION RECEIVED

Herman Jaffee, 1802 Keokuk Court, Apex, presented a prepared statement concerning two problems the area is facing.  He talked about the war on global terrorism and CP&L’s actions of shipping nuclear waste from three plants to the Shearon Harris Plant.  He talked about the weakest point of nuclear plants being the waste pools which hold radioactive waste.  He presented a risk reduction plan to use steel and cement dry cast storage to hold small bundles of cooled waste on site.  He gave details of the risk reduction plan which he indicated has been endorsed by Chatham, Durham and Orange counties.  He pointed out the NC Awareness Reduction Network has refined the plan and is holding grass roots meetings and are available to answer questions.  He presented a proposed resolution to decrease risk from terrorism at nuclear power plants.

Mr. Kirkman pointed out CP&L has issued an invitation to every City Council member and others who would like to visit and tour their facilities.  He stated he has done this and he would invite his colleges to do the same.  No action was taken.

TRAFFIC – STOP SIGNS CLARK/FURCHES STREET – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Bonnie Rochman had requested permission to discuss the removal of the stop signs on Clark Avenue at the intersection of Furches Street.  She stated she knew during the afternoon section the Council agreed to remove the stop signs and she was at the meeting to express appreciation.  She stated she is in no way against slowing traffic in their area but felt this was the wrong way to go.  She stated she would be happy to participate in any traffic calming studies or exercises in this area.  The comments were received.

MOORE SQUARE – REQUEST TO PLACE MEMORIAL – REFERRED TO MOORE SQUARE GROUP

Luther Buffaloe had requested permission to replace a memorial in Moore Square in memory of Melody Tanner.  Mr. Buffaloe was not at the meeting.  Mayor Meeker stated this item could be considered when the plans for Moore Square are being developed.

HOMELESS – PLIGHT – COMMENTS RECEIVED

T. J. Maxwell had requested permission to discuss the plight of the homeless.  James Wood, 105 Amberhill Court, stated he is a 26-year veteran.  He talked about the disabled and homeless.  He stated T. J. Maxwell is not able to be at the meeting tonight as he had been arrested for trespassing.  He stated this laid heavy on his heart and he was at the meeting to ask the Council to not forget the plight of the homeless.  The comments were received.

TEXT CHANGE – PARKING FOR HEALTH CLUB FACILITIES – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Mark Williard was at the meeting to request a public hearing for a text change to allow reduction in required parking for health club facilities.  He stated he had checked in Durham, Chapel Hill, Cary, Charlotte and High Point and their requirement is approximately one-half of what is required by Raleigh.  He feels it would be good if we could consider a change.  Mayor Meeker suggested the item be referred to the Planning Department and let the Planning Department do some investigation and research and report back to the City Council on the need for a text change.

SUBDIVISION S-67-01 – WYNNEWOOD SUBDIVISION LOTS 201 AND 202 – DENIED

Daniel P. Hayes, 3400 Octavia Street, explained S-67-01 – Wynnewood Subdivision.  He pointed out he lives on this property and he would like to subdivide the property so he and his wife could build a new house and then sell their existing house.  He stated he thought his neighbors understood that and he thought everyone was in agreement.  He stated when he came before the Planning Commission on December 11 he came in without everything he needed to have to formally request the subdivision.  He stated he thought everything was going along fine so he had not developed all of the plans to the fullest before requesting the subdivision.  He talked about the neighborhood, concern about the possibility of this becoming rental property, stormwater runoff, size of house and the properties becoming rental.  He talked about his plan to divert the stormwater, the size of the house he plans to construct, the fact that he plans to live in the area and his desire to keep the area in good condition as he too would have an investment in the area.  He stated one of the people who is protesting the loudest owns rental property in the vicinity.  He stated he would not intentionally mess up the neighborhood.  He spoke at length on his plans and what he hopes to do.

Mr. Hunt moved that the Council uphold the Planning Commission’s recommendation for denial.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Shanahan and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative (Mr. Kirkman pointed out he will be shown voting for this as he did not vote; therefore, his vote would be counted in the affirmative).  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.

NUISANCE ABATEMENT – 212 BLEDSOE AVENUE – COMMENTS RECEIVED AND ITEM REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Albert M. Smith pointed out his father owned the property at 212 Bledsoe Avenue.  His father recently passed away.  He stated while his father was still alive his parents received a letter telling them about cleaning up the property.  He stated the neighbor across the street did that type work and he and the neighbor cleaned the property and the neighbor hauled off all of the debris.  He stated he called the number listed on the letter from the City and told them that the work had already been done and they could do an inspection.  He stated the next thing he knew the City came out and said they did the work.  He pointed out he was not there when the City’s contractor supposedly did the work but from what he heard from the neighbors the people came out, sat in their vehicle in the street for a couple of hours and then walked on the property.  He does not know what the City was charging for.

City Manager Allen pointed out the City has a video of before and after work of the City’s contractor.  He stated he has heard Mr. Smith’s concerns but he believes the City’s representatives did do the work and the charges are appropriate.  Mr. Smith stated no one told him to take pictures before and after he did the work and he was just concerned.  He stated he feels this was not handled properly and does not understand why he has to pay the City.

Mr. Holland, 309 Bledsoe Avenue, stated he worked on the property 12 to 13 hours and then removed all of the debris.  He stated the representatives of the City came in and just removed a small pile of trash.  He stated he hauled off all of the stuff himself.  After brief discussion it was agreed that Mr. Smith would get with representatives of Administration to look at the video of the before and after.  No further action was taken.

TC-13-0-1 – TWO UNIT TOWNHOUSES ON PRIVATE STREETS – REFERRED TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

Joe S. Johnson, WKB-Raleigh, LLC and William F. Royster, Rivers and Associates, were at the meeting to request the Council to amend TC-13-01 to permit 15% of the total number of dwellings within a townhouse development to be in two unit townhouses served by private streets.  It was pointed out TC-13-01 was recommended approval by the Planning Commission in the afternoon part of the agenda and Council action was to hold until this item was discussed.  Mr. Johnson explained he distributed information to everyone.  He explained the desire to change to 15% rather than the 10% as included in TC-13.  He stated he feels this would allow for a better development.

Planning Director Chapman indicated the recommendation on the text change followed a public hearing, etc.  He stated this goes back to early City Council policy which eliminated private streets in duplex or multi-developments.  He stated it is an issue that the City Council could deal with either way.  Mr. Hunt stated he could not see reason why anyone would be opposed but would suggest that the item be referred to Comprehensive Planning to consider along with TC-13-01.  Without objection the item was so referred.

MATTERS SCHEDULED FOR PUBLIC HEARING

UNFIT DWELLING – 513 ROSENGARTEN ALLEY – HEARING – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider the adoption of an ordinance prohibiting occupancy of the unfit dwelling at 513 Rosengarten Alley until repaired to comply with the requirements of the Housing Code.  The property belongs to Otistine M. Perry.  The Mayor opened the hearing.  No one asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. West moved adoption of the ordinance as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Ordinance 142.

UNSAFE BUILDING – 2109 POOLE ROAD – HEARING – ORDINANCE ADOPTED TO BE EFFECTIVE IN 45 DAYS

This was a hearing to consider the adoption of an ordinance authorizing the demolition of the unsafe building at 2109 Poole Road pursuant to provisions of Section 10-6054 of the Raleigh City Code.  The property is in the name of J. T. Hobby and Sons, Inc.  The Mayor opened the hearing.

James Kenneth Edwards, representing the property owner, asked for a 45-day extension.  He pointed out there was a tenant in place until late November and the tenant has been removed and the building padlocked.  He stated they plan to remove the building themselves but just need additional time.  No one else asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Hunt moved adoption of an ordinance to be effective in 45 days.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Kirkman and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Ordinance 143.

PUBLIC NUISANCE COST CONFIRMATION – VARIOUS LOCATIONS – HEARINGS – RESOLUTION ADOPTED; 123 IDLEWILD AVENUE AND 2702 VAN DYKE AVENUE – REMOVED

This was a hearing to consider adoption of a resolution confirming the charges for the abatement of public nuisances as a lien against the properties as listed below:

	LOCATION
	PROPERTY OWNER
	ABATEMENT

	517 South Bloodworth Street
	Mount Olive Holy Church

c/o Helen Sanders
	$593.00

	1013 East Davie Street
	Clayton Ray Evans
	$201.00

	705 Florence Street
	Vera Wilson Murphy
	$817.00

	1435 Garner Road
	Raleigh Safety Club, Trustee
	$249.00

	12 Hill Street
	James Thomas Green
	$330.00

	20 Hill Street
	Helen V. Greene
	$392.00

	123 Idlewild Avenue
	Wanda Yvette Goode

c/o Carolyn Hines
	$192.00

	1213 Lake Wheeler Road
	James Gray McAllister &

David L. Mastin
	$286.00

	3713 Old Coach Road
	Khalid & Nemeh Jaber Abu Niab  c/o Hadi George Jabbour
	$180.00

	1620 Thompson Street
	Vaughn M. & Pamela S. King
	$277.00

	701 Van Buren Road
	Lorenzo Braswell
	$453.00

	2702 Van Dyke Avenue
	Dorothy Anne Wyatt
	$555.00


Inspections Director Ellis asked that 123 Idlewild Avenue and 2702 Van Dyke Avenue be removed from the agenda.  123 Idlewild charges have been paid and 2702 Van Dyke Avenue has been sold and his department does not have sufficient notice that the correct property owner was notified.  Without objection those two items were withdrawn.

Mr. Kirkman moved adoption of the confirming resolution as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Cowell and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 249.

BUDGET – 2002/2003 – HEARING – COMMENTS RECEIVED

This was a hearing to receive public input on the upcoming budget for 2002/2003.  The Mayor opened the hearing to the public.

Mary Freeman and Jerry Carr, representing the Tammy Lynn Center, spoke in support of funding for the Tammy Lynn Center.  Ms. Freeman explained volunteer agencies and nonprofit agencies have taken a hit since the 9/11 events and asked the Council to consider increasing the funding to the human services programs including the Tammy Lynn Center.

No one else asked to be heard.  Mr. Kirkman pointed out because of the impending bad weather he would suggest keeping the hearing open to receive additional written comments.  Without objection it was agreed to receive additional comments between now and January 15.

PU 2001-10 – BELLAIRE AVENUE – HEARING – RESOLUTION DIRECTING PROJECT ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider the installation of approximately 400 feet of 8-inch sanitary sewer main from the existing main in Bellaire Avenue to the end of the street with assessment on a per lot/front footage basis (PU 2001-10).  The Mayor opened the hearing.  No one asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Kirkman moved adoption of a resolution confirming charges as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Hunt and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 250.

PU 2001-11 – NORTHWEST ANNEXATION AREA – WATER MAIN INSTALLATION – HEARING – APPROVED

This was a hearing to consider the installation of approximately 4,500-feet of 12-inch water main in the northwest annexation area along J. Richard Drive, parts of ACC Boulevard and Midway West Road.  The project is inside and outside the City and would be assessed on an acreage, per lot and front footage basis (PU 2001-11).  Public Utilities Director Crisp explained the project and the assessment method.  The Mayor opened the hearing, no one asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Kirkman moved adoption of a resolution directing the project as advertised.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Hunt and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 250.

PU 2001-12 – NORTHWEST ANNEXATION AREA SEWER MAIN – HEARING – REFERRED TO PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

This was a hearing to consider the installation of approximately 7,500 feet of 8-inch sanitary sewer main in the northwest annexation area in the vicinities of Midway West Road, J. Richard Drive, Stannary Place and other locations.  The project would be assessed on an acreage, per lot and front footage basis (PU 2001-12).  Public Utilities Director Crisp explained the proposal.  The Mayor opened the hearing.

Ajit Gokhale, 11729 Stannary Place, stated he had been unable to attend the informal hearings because of health reasons. He stated there couldn’t be a worse time to have this sewer line installation ongoing.  He has put his house up for sale and the project that is proposed will affect two sides of his property and he feels it will make it virtually impossible to sell in the timeframe he hopes to sell within because of the on-going work.  He asked the Council to reassess the project.  Public Utilities Director Crisp pointed out he had met with this property owner and explained the location of the proposed installation.  Mr. Gokhale has suggested that the line be moved over to the next property line.  Mr. Crisp stated the City chose the location they felt had the least impact but Mr. Gokhale has suggested that it be moved to the adjacent property.  No one else asked to be heard.  Mayor Meeker suggested the item be referred to Public Works Committee.  Without objection the item was so referred.

SIDEWALK INSTALLATION – POOLE ROAD – HEARING – RESOLUTION DIRECTING PROJECT ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider the installation of sidewalks on the south side of Poole Road between Peartree Lane and Beverly Drive.  During the October 17, 2001, Council meeting, the Council approved sidewalks on the south side of Poole Road from Beverly Drive to Rawls Drive; however, the property owners in the section between Peartree Lane and Beverly Drive were not notified properly; therefore, this hearing is necessary.  The Mayor opened the hearing.  No one asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Kirkman moved adoption of a resolution directing the project as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Cowell and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 252.

STREET CLOSING-9-01 – CLEARFIELD DRIVE – HEARING – RESOLUTION DIRECTING CLOSING ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider the permanent closing of a portion of right-of-way known as Clearfield Drive.  The hearing is pursuant to petition, resolution of intent, advertisement and notification as required by law (STC-9-01).  The Mayor opened the hearing.

Attorney Robin Morris stated she is representing the developer of Plantation Pointe Shopping Center.  She stated they do not own the property yet and the existing property owner had signed the petition, however, her client is the perspective property owner and supports the closing.  No one else asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Kirkman moved approval of the closing as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Cowell and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 229.

RIGHT-OF-WAY EXCHANGE – CORNERSTONE PARK – RESOLUTION OF INTENT TO CLOSE RIGHT-OF-WAY ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider the exchange of existing road right-of-way as it relates to Tracts 1 and 2 and Lot 74 and 8166 at Cornerstone Park.  No one asked to be heard.  City Attorney McCormick indicated there is a problem with the procedure and he would like to hold action on this item and let Administration come up with the proper procedure.  Without objection the item was referred to Administration.  (It was later determined that a street closing was the proper procedure to follow).  See Resolution 253.

ANNEXATION – VARIOUS – HEARING – ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider the annexation of the following properties.  If following the hearing the Council wishes to proceed it would be appropriate to adopt ordinances annexing the properties effective June 30, 2002 and a resolution placing the properties in the appropriate electoral districts.

Location

Electoral Districts
Addison Reserve at Perry Creek Phase I
B

PCF Falls LLC Property

B

The Mayor opened the hearing.  No one asked to be heard, thus the hearings were closed.  Mr. Kirkman moved adoption of ordinances annexing the properties as outlined and adoption of the resolution placing the properties in the appropriate electoral districts.  His motion was seconded by Mr. West and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Ordinances 144 and 145 and Resolution 230.

ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business, Mayor Meeker announced the meeting adjourned at 8:15 p.m.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk

cc10202/dm
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