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COUNCIL MINUTES

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in regular session on Tuesday, March 20, 2007, at 1:00 p.m. in the City Council Chamber, Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 W. Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina, with the following present.




Mayor Charles C. Meeker




Mayor Pro Tem James P. West




Thomas Craven




Thomas G. Crowder




Philip R. Isley




Joyce Kekas




Russ Stephenson




Jessie Taliaferro

Mayor Meeker called the meeting to order and invocation was rendered by Father John Forbes, Our Lady of Lourdes Catholic Church.  The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Council Member Jessie Taliaferro.  The following items were discussed with action taken as shown.

RECOGNITION OF SPECIAL AWARDS

PRUDENTIAL SPIRIT OF COMMUNITY AWARDS – PRESENTATIONS MADE – PROCLAMATION PRESENTED

Mayor Meeker recognized Mason Gonzales Park winner and Svyatosla B. Petrov finalists of the 12th Annual Prudential Spirit of Community Awards.  Mayor Meeker talked about the volunteer work of Mr. Petrov and read a proclamation proclaiming Svyatosla V. Petrov Day in the City of Raleigh.  Mr. Petrov, in accepting the Proclamation, expressed appreciation to those at Ravenscrofts School who have help mold the future leaders in Community Services of the City.

Mayor Meeker recognized Mr. Park who is a 6th grader at West Millbrook School who has helped to raised $48,000 for various organizations including efforts to fight against diabetes, heart disease and leukemia.  The Mayor read a proclamation proclaiming Mason Gonzales Park Day in the City of Raleigh.  Mr. Park expressed appreciation of the honor being bestowed and stated since he was six years old he has been raising funds for various diseases.  His next goal is to raise $10,000 for the Leukemia Society.  He stated he hopes to receive support of businesses and citizens so that he can represent North Carolina.  He stated he wants to make a difference in the lives of others.

YELLOW PAGE DIRECTORY – FRAMED PICTURE RECEIVED

Mayor Meeker recognized John McKinney, External Affairs of the Triangle Region of AT&T – North Carolina.  Mr. McKinney presented the Council with a framed copy of the yellow page directory cover which shows one of the biggest events to take place in downtown Raleigh - the opening of Fayetteville Street.

FOOD BANK OF CENTRAL AND EASTERN NORTH CAROLINA – STUDENTS AGAINST HUNGER – PROCLAIMED

Mayor Meeker recognized Jane Cox who recognized the leaders and the winners in the 2006 Students Against Hunger Program in the City of Raleigh.  She recognized A. B. Combs Elementary School, Yates Mill Elementary School, Ravenscroft, Sanderson High School, Leesville Road High School, Millbrook High School, Trilogy High School and Governor Moorehead School for the Blind.  She stated altogether they raised some 344,000 of foods and 290,000 meals.  Mayor Meeker read a proclamation proclaiming Students Against Hunger Day in the City of Raleigh.  

PUBLIC UTILITIES - NATIONAL BIOSOLIDS ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEM CERTIFICATION – RECOGNIZED

Mayor Meeker recognized Tim Williams, Government Affairs Manager Director of the Water Environmental Federation, Ken Kirk, Executive Director of the National Association of Clean Water Agencies, Sam Hadeed, Communications Director of the National Biosolids Partnership, Dr. Bob Rubin, National Biosolids Partnership Advisory Committee at NCSU, Dale Crisp, Public Utilities Director, Marti Gibson, Tim Woody and T. J. Lynch who make up the biosolids management executive staff with the City of Raleigh’s Public Utilities Department.  Mr. Kirk recognized the City of Raleigh as the 14th agency in the nation to be certified.  He explained the certification program and pointed out the City of Raleigh Public Utilities Program has met all of the requirements.  They received their certification on December 19, 2006.  He stated Raleigh is the 14th of 100 agencies to be certified.  The City of Raleigh is the first agency in North Carolina, the first in southeastern United States and the first in EPA Region IV to be certified.  He stated it is a better place because of the work that has been done and expressed congratulations on the EMS Certification.  Mayor Meeker expressed appreciation to the City Manager, Public Utilities Director Crisp and others who have worked so hard.  He stated being first in the southeast is good enough for him.  Public Utilities Director Crisp recognized members of the staff who were present and congratulated and thanked them for the hard work they did to obtain this certification.

MAYOR’S COMMENTS – RECEIVED

Mayer Meeker pointed out he recently attended the ribbon cutting at the Barwell Road Community Park School Center.  He stated it is an outstanding facility, it was well received by the community and he feels it sets the stage for future projects.  He commented all involved.

Mayor Meeker congratulated everyone involved in a very successful St. Patrick’s Day Parade.

Mayor Meeker stated he recently attended the opening of the Transit Call Center pointing out they anticipate receiving some 600 calls per week to provide information on how to ride and connect with the various transportation systems in the area, etc.  He pointed out the Capital Area Transit ridership is up about 15% and commended all involved.

Mayor Meeker stated at the end of the afternoon meeting a brief closed session will be held to discuss the Dix Property and a workman’s compensation claim.  He stated without objection he would amend the agenda and have the consultant on the multi-purpose stadium provide their report at the beginning of Special Items pointing out he is doing this as a consultant needs to leave as early as possible because of travel plans.

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 councilor request discussion on an item, the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered separately.  He explained the vote on the Consent Agenda will be a roll all vote.  Mayor Meeker stated he had received a request from Mr. Crowder to withdraw the item U.S. 1 Corridor, Memorandum of Understanding and Comprehensive Plan Amendment.  He stated he has asked that the item relating to Boylan Heights water and sanitary sewer improvement project be withdrawn.  Without objection those two items were withdrawn from the Consent Agenda.  Mayor Meeker stated Council members received at the Council table an add-on item for a street closing.  And without objection he would add that to the Consent Agenda.  Ms. Taliaferro moved Administration’s recommendations on the remaining items on the Consent Agenda as amended be upheld.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. Kekas and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative. The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  The items on the consent agenda were as follows.

WATER AND SEWER EXTENSION – MITCHELL MILL ROAD – APPROVED

A request has been received from Dr. Chawki Lahoud, Manager of National Business Partners, property owner of 4125, 4133, and 3616 (4025 Pleasantville Road) Mitchell Mill Road in Raleigh, to extend approximately 600 linear feet of 12-inch water main and approximately 450 linear feet of 8-inch sanitary sewer main to service these properties.  This extension is outside the City limits, but inside the City’s utility service area and will be built to City of Raleigh standards with the property owner bearing all cost.

Recommendation:  Approve the request to extend sanitary sewer and water in accordance with City of Raleigh standards.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

ANNEXATION PETITION – VARIOUS LOCATIONS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN INCLUDING AUTHORIZING SIGNATURE ON RANDLEIGH PROPERTY AND SETTING PUBLIC HEARINGS

The agenda presented the following petitions for annexation:
Area Name Contiguous
Petitioner
Acres
Proposed Use
Tryon Place II, Phases 1, 2,& 3
Charles M. Reeves, III/
15.18
Residential


Mitepe, LLC
15.18
Residential

5001 Lenoraway Drive/
William G. Pfeiffer
3.80
Residential

Pfeiffer Property

Satellite Petitions




Randleigh Property
Tony Gurley, Chairman 
420.00
Commercial/


Wake County Board of 

Institutional


Commissioners

Recommendation:
a.
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, and if found sufficient advertise for public hearings on Tuesday, April 17, 2007.
b.
That the above Tryon Place II annexation petition be acknowledged and that the Council request the City Clerk to check its sufficiency pursuant to State statutes and if found sufficient advertise for public hearing on Tuesday, June 5, 2007.  Appropriate agencies should be notified of this request in accordance with our annexation agreement with Town of Garner.
c.
Because the property located at 5001 Lenoraway Place is connecting to City sewer only and water is unavailable, it would be inefficient to deliver the entire package of municipal services to this individual site.  Therefore, it is recommended that the annexation of this property be deferred at this time.
d.
Because the above Randleigh property is jointly owned by the City of Raleigh and Wake County, the Council should authorize the Mayor of Raleigh and its City Clerk to sign and attest, respectively, a corresponding annexation petition for the Randleigh site prior to proceeding with advertising for the Tuesday, April 17, 2007 annexation public hearing.  Since this site is currently outside Raleigh’s ETJ, Council should also authorize staff to submit a corresponding rezoning petition for this site and authorize a public hearing on the rezoning for Tuesday, May 15, 2007 conditional on annexation approval.
Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

PARADE ROUTES – VARIOUS – APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS

The agenda presented the following requests for parade routes.

Various streets in the vicinity of Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard

Dianna Powell, representing several local organizations, requests permission to hold a parade on Saturday, April 28, 2007 from 12:00 p.m. until 1:00 p.m.

Various streets in the vicinity of Hillsborough Street.
John Rehbock, representing Fallen Firefighters, requests permission to hold a parade on Saturday, May 5, 2007 from 8:00 a.m. until 4:00 p.m.
Recommendation:  Approve subject to conditions on the reports in the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

STC – TEMPORARY CLOSING OF VARIOUS STREETS FOR VARIOUS EVENTS – APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS
The agenda presented the following requests for temporary street closings.

Moore Square Farmer’s Market
Nancy Hormann, representing the Downtown Raleigh Alliance, requests permission to encumber parking space and a sidewalk in the Moore Square Area every Wednesday starting on April 4, 2007 to November 14, 2007 for the Farmer’s Market.

200 Block of Swain Street

James Edrington, representing Christ Unity and Community, requests a street closure on Saturday, April 7, 2007, from 12:00 a.m. until 5:00 p.m. for a Street Ministry and Community Day.

100 Block of East Cabarrus Street

Pat Dickenson, representing the Lincoln Theater and Band Together, requests a street closure on Saturday, April 14, 2007, from 1:00 p.m. until 2:00 a.m. for an outdoor musical event.

He also requests waiver of all City Ordinances concerning the possession and consumption of alcoholic beverages on City property and waiver of the amplified noise ordinances.

200 Block of East Martin Street

Doug Grissom, representing the Raleigh Civic and Convention Center, requests a street closure on the following Saturdays -  June 2, 2007,  June 16, 2007, June 30, 2007, July 14, 2007, July 28, 2007, August 11, 2007 and August 25, 2007 from 9:00 a.m. until 12:00 a.m. for the Bud Light Downtown Live events.

He also requests waiver of all City Ordinances concerning the possession and consumption of alcoholic beverages on City property and waiver of the amplified noise ordinances.

He also requests the encumbrance of parking spaces in the 200 block of South Blount Street.

100 Block of East Cabarrus Street

Pat Dickenson, representing the Lincoln Theater, requests a street closure on Saturday, September 8, 2007, from 9:00 a.m. until 2:00 a.m. for an outdoor musical event.

He also requests waiver of all City Ordinances concerning the possession and consumption of alcoholic beverages on City property and waiver of the amplified noise ordinances.

400 Block of Fayetteville Street

Scott MacLeod, Opera Company of North Carolina, requests closing a portion of sidewalk adjacent to the northwest corner of the Sheration and a small portion of the turnaround circle of the 400 block of Fayetteville Street on March 28, April 4 and 11, 2007 between 11:00 a.m. and 2:00 p.m. for musical series.

Recommendation:  Approval of the requesst subject to conditions noted on the reports in the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

HONEYCUTT CREEK GREENWAY – DESIGN SERVICES CONTRACT – CHARLES H. SELLS INCORPORATED - APPROVED
The Parks and Recreation Department has negotiated a design services contract with Chas. H. Sells for the Honeycutt Creek Greenway Project in the amount of $349,020 (funding available from the 2003 Bond Program).  This fee is for services to prepare design development drawings.  Construction is planned to begin in the summer of 2008.

Recommendation:  Approve a design services contract with Chas. H. Sells, Inc. in the amount of $349,020 for Phase 1 services for Honeycutt Creek Greenway.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

LITTLE CREEK WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT EXPANSION PHASE I – CONTRACT WITH GREEN ENGINEERING PLLC – APPROVED

A contract of $355,100 has been negotiated with Green Engineering, PLLC, for the re-rating study and Preliminary Engineering Report (PER) associated with the expansion of the Little Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant.  Green Engineering, in partnership with Hazen and Sawyer, will provide a master plan for this facility through the PER and will also complete a calibrated process computer model, site boundary, topographic surveys, wetland surveys, and will coordinate with Stearns & Wheler during the environmental document compliance process.

Approve the contract with Green Engineering, PLLC, for the PER of the expansion of the Little Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant (transfer to be handled administratively).

Transferred From:

349-9744-79001-945

Little Crk WWTP Expansion/Imprv

$355,100.00

Transferred To:

349-9744-79201-945

Little Crk WWTP Expansion/Imprv

$355,100.00

Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – ayes.

LITTLE CREEK WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT SEPA COMPLIANCE PROJECT – CONTRACT WITH STEARNS & WHELER, PLLC – APPROVED

A contract of $140,000 has been negotiated with Stearns & Wheler, PLLC, for Phase I and II of the SEPA compliance process for the expansion of the Little Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant.  An expansion of this magnitude necessitates the completion of an Environmental Assessment as required under the North Carolina Environmental Policy Act (SEPA).

Recommendation:  Approve the contract with Stearns & Wheler, PLLC, for Phase I and II of the SEPA compliance process for the expansion of the Little Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant (transfer to be handled administratively).

Transferred From:

349-9744-79001-945

Little Crk WWTP Expansion/Imprv

$140,000.00

Transferred To:

349-9744-79201-945

Little Crk WWTP Expansion/Imprv

$140,000.00
Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

PERSONNEL – RECLASSIFICATIONS IN POLICE DEPARTMENT – APPROVED

The Police Department is requesting to upgrade a vacant Staff Support Specialist position (Pay Grade 23) to an Evidence Specialist position (pay grade 28).  Lapse salaries will be used to fund the upgrade if the position is filled before the end of FY 2007.  The increase in the FY2008 budget for salary and benefits will be $7,646.47.
The amount of evidence and found property collected and submitted by officers has increased as the RPD sworn force has grown.  The Evidence Unit strives to process evidence in a timely manner, preferably the same day it is collected, so that it is readily available for use in investigations and court.  The current volume - 33,737 pieces of evidence and property in 2006 - has taxed the current four member staff to keep up with the demand.  The addition of a fifth Evidence Specialist will improve processing times, allow more time spent on evidence destruction, and ensure the security and integrity of evidence control.
The introduction of a new evidence bar coding system will eliminate the need for data entry, the job for which the Staff Support Specialist was needed.  Currently, officers complete a card for each piece of evidence and found property.  The information on the card - officer’s name, collection date, item description, corresponding case number, bin location - is manually entered by the Staff Support Specialist into a database for tracking.  Under the automated system, the officer enters all of the information directly into a computer database.  The system generates a corresponding bar code sticker, which is attached to the evidence.  Information about the evidence or property is easily accessible by scanning the bar code.

Reclassification of transportation supervisor to inventory assistant

The Police Department is requesting to reclassify a vacant Transcriptionist Supervisor position (Pay Grade 25) to an Inventory Assistant position (pay grade 23).  No additional funds will be required for this change.
The Police Service Center is responsible for up fitting new vehicles with equipment and signage, replacing broken equipment in existing vehicles, and installing new technology in existing vehicles.  To date, the Department has a fleet of 715 vehicles, trailers, and other motorized equipment; the cost of fixed equipment in a police vehicle is valued at $19,500.
Increase in fleet size as well as the addition of new technology, such as digital video cameras, has brought attention to the need for a full time Inventory Assistant.  Identical to the position currently staffed in the City’s Vehicle Fleet Services Division, the Service Center’s Inventory Assistant will be responsible for gathering quotes from vendors, ordering parts and supplies, completing purchasing paperwork for receipt of supplies and vendor payment, and other duties as assigned.
The vacancy in Transcriptions arose through a retirement in 2006.  Due to automated technology, transcription services are provided more expediently and existing Transcriptions staff is able to manage demand.  The two transcriptionists are supervised by the Administrative Service Lieutenant.

Recommendation:  Approval of the changes as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

ENCROACHMENT – 6512 BATTLE BRIDGE ROAD – APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS

A request has been received from Evergreen-Battle Bridge, LLC to encroach on City right-of-way for the purpose of installing brick paved walks, stamped concrete/asphalt crosswalks, trees and landscaping.  A report is in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  Approval of the encroachment subject to conditions outlined in Resolution 1996-153 and 1) the Owner shall obtain a “Right-of-Way” permit from the Inspections Department prior to installation; 2) the Owner shall contact “NC One Call Center” 48 hours prior to excavation and shall remain 10’ from existing utilities; 3) the Owner shall maintain all proposed encroachments encroaching into the right-of-way; 4) the Owner shall comply with all City Urban Forestry guidelines for street trees.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

ENCROACHMENT – 213 FAYETTEVILLE STREET – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

A request has been received from Jean Pauwels to encroach on City right-of-way for the purpose of installing a building canopy, signs and light fixtures.  A report is in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  Approval of the encroachment subject to conditions outlined in Resolution 1996-153 and 1) the Owner shall obtain Right-of-Way, Sign and Building permits from the Inspections Department prior to installation; 2) the Owner shall not prune any existing trees for visibility of sign or in conflict with canopy without the approval of the City Urban Forester.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

ENCROACHMENT – 5420 WADE PARK BOULEVARD – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

A request has been received from Lichtin Corporation to encroach on City right-of-way at 5420 Wade Park Boulevard for the purpose of installing various encroachments relating to enhancement of the development. 
Recommendation:  Approval of the encroachment subject to conditions outlined in Resolution 1996-153 and 1) the Owner shall obtain a “Right-of-Way” permit from the Inspections Department prior to installation; 2) the Owner shall contact “NC One Call Center” 48 hours prior to excavation and shall remain 10’ from existing utilities; 3) the Owner shall install streetscape to comply with the City of Raleigh master plan and shall comply with the City Urban Forestry permits and guidelines; 4) the Owner shall be responsible for maintenance of trees and all other proposed encroachments within the right-of-way; 5) the Owner shall provide sidewalk details to the Public Works Department prior to installation; 6) all roof drain tie-ins to catch basins within the right-of-way shall be inspected by the City of Raleigh Public Works Department.

Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

BUDGET AMENDMENTS – VARIOUS – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented the following budget amendments:

Community Services - $2,314.14 – to move funds generated from fund raising activities into appropriate line item account.

Parks and Recreation - $2,000 – to increase revenue and expenditures to accommodate the Annual Fred Fletcher Volunteer Awards Program.

Parks and Recreation - $2,065 – to accept donation in memory of Chad Wooster for Cedar Hills Disc Golf improvements.

Parks and Recreation - $50,000 – to increase revenue and expenditures to accommodate increased interest and participation in recreation programs at Brier Creek Community Center.

Public Utilities - $650,000 – for funding to purchase chemicals for the E.M. Johnson water treatment plant for the remainder of the fiscal year.

The agenda outlined the revenue and expenditure accounts involved in each budget amendment.

Recommendations:  Approval of the Budget Amendment as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 181 TF 65.

FAYETTEVILLE STREET/PENMARC DRIVE PROJECT – ABANDONMENT OF RIGHT-OF-WAY – RESOLUTION OF INTENT ADOPTED
As a condition of settlement to acquire new Right of Way and other easements for the Fayetteville/Penmarc Drive Project, property owner M.C. Penny has requested that the City authorize the abandonment of the old right-of-way along Penmarc Road which will no longer be needed by the City once the New Penmarc Road is relocated and upon completion of the Fayetteville/Penmarc Drive project.  The City will continue to retain existing water and sewer easements within the old Penmarc Road right-of-way area to be abandoned, as a condition of the abandonment once the Fayetteville/Penmarc Road project is complete.

Project Name:
Fayetteville Street/Penmarc Drive Extension

Name:

M.C. Penny

Location:

1639 Green Street  and 201, 0,130 and 150 Penmarc Drive

Recommendation:  Adopt a resolution of intent to exchange right-of-way.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 198.

E. J. JOHNSON WATER TREATMENT PLANT – CHANGE ORDER #3/DELLINGER, INC. – APPROVED

This change order is for a net increase of $171,964.68, and time extension of 32 calendar days.

Reason:

For installation of new sampling manholes for the existing 54-inch and 36-inch raw water lines, rerouting duct bank for MCC-G, re-feeding MCC-H from US3, and relocating power and control duct bank from the 54-inch flow meter vault and the finished water pump room.

History

Original contract amount
$9,634,963.00

Previous net changes (ADD)
$658,350.54

New contract amount
$10,465,278.22

Budgetary accounts to be amended:

Transferred From:

348-9019-79001-975
Water Booster Pump Sta Rehab
$  71,964.68

348-9207-79001-975
EM Johnson Facility Rehab
  100,000.00



$171,964.68

Transferred To:

348-9284-79202-975
EMJWTP 50 MGD Pump Install
$171,964.68
Recommendation:
Approve the change order in the amount of $171,964.68, time extension of 32 calendar days, and the budgetary transfer.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 181 TF 65.

TRANSFERS – WITHIN VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented transfers in the departments of Community Development, Public Utilities and Solid Waste Services.  The agenda outlined the reasons for the transfers and budget accounts involved.

Recommendation:  Approval of the transfers as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 181 TF 65.

PW2007-03- SOUTHEAST RALEIGH STREETSCAPE PHASE ONE – BID AWARDED TO SOUTHERNSCAPES, INC.

Pursuant to advertisement as required by law, bids were received and publicly opened on February 20, 2007 for the above referenced project.  A total of five (5) bids were received with the lowest being from Southernscapes, Inc. in the amount of $410,513.  Southernscapes, Inc. is a minority owned business.  Funding is available in 505-9559-79202-975.

Recommendation:  Approve the low bid received from Southernscapes, Inc. in the amount of $410,513.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

TEN-TEN ROAD WATER MAIN LOOP CLOSURE PROJECT – BID AWARDED TO BLACKMAN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

Pursuant to advertisement as required by law, bids were received and publicly opened on February 27, 2007, for the construction of the Ten-Ten Road Water Main Loop Closure Project, with Blackmon and Associates, Inc., submitting the low bid in the amount of $711,240.  Blackmon and Associates, Inc., submitted a 15% MWBE participation plan.
Recommendation:  Approve the low bid of Blackmon and Associates, Inc., in the amount of $711,240 (transfer to be handled administratively).

Transferred From:

348-9399-79001-975

Ten Ten Road Water Main Loop

$711,240.00

Transferred To:

348-9399-79202-975

Ten Ten Road Water Main Loop

$711,240.00

Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.

TRAFFIC – CONTROLLED PARKING RESIDENTIAL AREA – FEE CHARGES APPROVED

It is recommended that Code Changes be implemented in the parking regulations that will address fee changes which were approved on July 1, 2005 during adoption of the budget.  The fees for the residential decades were increased from $5.00 to $10.00; however the code was never updated.

Recommendation:  Code Section 11-2182 be changed to incorporate fee changes.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 182.

TRAFFIC – VARIOUS CHANGES – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented recommended changes in the traffic code relating to speed limit reduction on Beestone Lane pursuant to petition which meets requirements of Resolution 1990-633, no parking zone removal on portion of Halifax Street, restricted parking zone removal on Price Street and traffic schedule changes on Wake Bluff Drive/Wide River Drive.  The agenda outlined the exact locations involved and the reasons for the recommended changes in the traffic code.

Recommendation:  Approval of changes in traffic code as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Kekas – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 183.

END OF CONSENT AGENDA

U.S. 1 CORRIDOR – MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING TO BE EXECUTED – COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT SCHEDULED FOR MAY 15, 2007

The Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization Transportation Advisory Committee endorsed the concept of the Memorandum of Understanding at their November 15, 2006 meeting for the US 1 Corridor.  The MOU was a recommendation of the US 1 Corridor Study as a tool to coordinate land use and transportation planning along the US 1 Corridor in northern Wake County and southern Franklin County.  This MOU requires the approval by the Corridor’s member governments, which include the City of Raleigh, the Town of Wake Forest, Wake County, Franklin County, NCDOT, TTA, the Kerr Area Rural Transit System, and the Capital Area MPO.  The City Attorney has reviewed the proposed Memorandum of Understanding.  In addition to the MOU, the recommendations of the US 1 Corridor Study include a proposed network of parallel collector streets that will require modifications to the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the Memorandum of Understanding, direct staff to prepare an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan consistent with the collector street recommendations of the US 1 Corridor Study, and authorize a public hearing for this plan amendment for Tuesday, May 15, 2007.

Mr. Crowder stated he had withdrawn this from the Consent Agenda pointing out he understands it is a highly congested corridor.  He questioned if this work is going to be done through public funding.  He stated a lot of redevelopment, etc. is occurring along this area and questioned the location of the parallel corridors as outlined.  He stated an effort such as this was undertaken on Glenwood Avenue a number of years ago but it has been amended a number of times.

Transportation Engineer Lamb explained the proposal pointing out it is an effort to look at long term congestion mitigation tools, the Comprehensive Plan amendment is an effort to flesh out the parallel street system.  He stated once we have the plan in place we will have the ability to coordinate the land use and transportation planning along the corridor as new development and/or redevelopment takes place.  He stated there are no funds involved this is just a planning tool.

Mr. Crowder stated the work needs to be done and he feels there will be some expensive lessons learned for our citizens.  He moved approval as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

BOYLAN HEIGHTS WATER AND SEWER IMPROVEMENT PROJECT – BID AWARDED TO PIPE LINE UTILITIES INCORPORATED

Mayor Meeker stated he had asked that this item be withdrawn from the consent agenda as he and his wife live on Boylan Avenue.  He questioned if he needs to recuse himself from participation in this matter.  The City Attorney indicated there is no need for the Mayor to recuse himself.

Pursuant to advertisement as required by law, bids were received and publicly opened on February 22, 2007, for the Boylan Heights Water and Sanitary Sewer Improvements Project, with Pipeline Utilities, Inc., submitting the low bid in the amount of $438,997.  Pipeline Utilities, Inc., submitted a 15% MWBE participation plan.

Recommendation:  Approve the low bid of Pipeline Utilities, Inc., in the amount of $438,997 (transfer to be handled administratively).
Transferred From:

349-8468-79001

975 Main Replacement

$438,997.00

Transferred To:

349-8468-79202-975

Main Replacement


$438,997.00

Ms. Taliaferro moved approval.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. Kekas and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION

REZONING Z-62-06 – SIX FORKS ROAD – REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME – APPROVED

This request is to rezone approximately 3.0 acres, currently zoned Residential-4 and Neighborhood Business Conditional Use.  The proposal is to rezone the property to Office and Institution-1 Conditional Use.

CR-11085 from the Planning Commission recommends that the City Council grant an additional 100 days (June 30, 2007) for continued review by the Planning Commission.

Planning Commission Chairman Baker indicated this was a request of the applicant to allow an adjacent case which is going through the process to catch up with this and let the two cases be considered together.  Ms. Kekas moved approval of the Planning Commission’s recommendation.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

SP-107-06 – BOONE TRAIL APARTMENTS – DENIED

This request is to approve a two-story 4 unit multi-family dwelling (apartments), on a 0.46 acre site zoned Residential-10.  The project is proposing 8.6 units per acre density.

CR-11086 from the Planning Commission recommends denial.

Planning Commission Chairman Baker pointed out this plan does conform to all zoning code standards and Comprehensive Plan Guidelines.  He stated however from the Planning Commission’s point of view considering the 8 standards they have to address for approval, standard number 4 which relates to measures to mitigate the impact of the development on nearby residents with regard to building scale, architectural character and placement of structures and vehicular surfaces was not met.  He stated the applicant has the right to submit an appeal to the Planning Commission’s recommendation and that is why the issue is before the Council an appeal was submitted.

Planning Director Silver pointed out the applicant has revised the plan, changed some of the materials of the building, added a masonry brick façade, added a cover to the front porch, etc., in order to try to mitigate the concerns.

Mr. West questioned how many units are being considered with Planner James Marapoti pointing out this is 4 units.  Mr. West questioned if it is part of a bigger master plan with Planner Marapoti pointing out the applicant has proposed 4 units.  He stated it is an allowed use and it does meet the zoning and the comprehensive plan.  Mr. West questioned if there is anything on the site now.  Photographs of the area and the existing site were displayed with it being pointed out the house on the lot under consideration would be demolished.

Mr. Craven questioned the Appearance Commission’s recommendation with Planner Marapoti pointing out the Appearance Commission suggested a shift in the entrance way.  There was no other comment.  The Appearance Commission had recommended approval with the switch of the entrance way.  Mr. West talked about the fragile nature of this area and moved that the Council uphold the Planning Commission’s recommendation to deny the site plan.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro.

Mayor Meeker questioned if it would make sense to have the Comprehensive Plan take a look at the issue.  Mr. Crowder stated he had no problem with the item being referred to the Comprehensive Planning Committee however he feels the proposal is total out of context with the neighborhood and out of character.  He stated here we are talking about four units that are turned perpendicular to the street and he personally feels it would be best if the applicant came back with a new site plan.  After brief discussion as to how to proceed the motion to uphold the Planning Commission’s recommendation for denial was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted and the site plan denied on an 8-0 vote.

S-84-06 – CUNNINGHAM SUBDIVISION (INFILL) – REFERRED TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

This request is to approve the subdivision of a .839-acre tract into two (2) single-family lots, zoned Residential-4.
CR-11084 from the Planning Commission recommends approval with conditions.
Planning Commission Chairman Baker pointed out this is an infill subdivision and the neighbors of the proposed subdivision have filed an appeal.  He stated the subdivision was unanimously approved by the Planning Commission.  He stated as he understands the appeals relate to the front setbacks which the neighbors do not feel coincides with the setbacks in the neighborhood, there was concern about loss of green space and stormwater.

Mr. Craven questioned if when the Planning Commission discussed this item they looked into the location and capacity of the existing stormwater pipe.  He stated he understands the pipe is lower than the road and questioned if there was any calculations showing the extent of backup presently and with piping.

Planning Commission Chairman Baker stated no calculations were done.  He stated he has heard unofficially that there is concern that if the stormwater is piped or the subdivision occurs there could be some stormwater problems.  He stated may be some additional study as to how to solve the stormwater problem may be beneficial.  Mr. Craven moved the item be referred to the Public Works Committee and asked staff to do some hydraulic capacity studies of the existing culvert and the amount of ponding that has caused.  He stated he does not want to see the Council create a lot that will be flooded.  The item was referred to the Public Works Committee.

SPECIAL ITEMS

MULTI-PURPOSE SPORTS COMPLEX FEASIBILITY STUDY – REPORT RECEIVED – TO BE PLACED ON APRIL 3 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM

Last summer, the Council, in conjunction with the County of Wake, Shaw University, and St. Augustine's College, funded a study by HVS Convention, Sports & Entertainment Facilities Consulting to evaluate the feasibility of a new multisport complex which would be designed to host the two institutions' home football games, other intercollegiate athletic events, and various other recreational activities.  This study would include a comprehensive market and financial feasibility study to assess the potential for a proposed multisports complex in Raleigh.  The consultants have concluded their study and will present their findings and recommendations to the Council.  A copy of the study is in the agenda packet.
Representatives of HVS International explained they were asked by the City/County/Shaw University/St. Augustine’s University whether or not a multi-purpose stadium and sports complex is feasible and would serve the needs of the football programs for St. Augustine and Shaw and address the needs of the area.  They stated they were also asked to evaluate a site at the intersection of Rock Quarry Road and the beltline, look at the financials of a complex, how it would be governed, managed, funded, etc.  Utilizing a PowerPoint presentation, they explained the methodology or process used which included a demand analysis, peer facility analysis, cost estimates, approach to financing, etc.  They pointed out the summary of key findings indicates that Shaw and St. Augustine’s need a modern purpose built stadium to effectively compete in the increasingly dynamic CIAA Conference.  There is a tremendous community need for outdoor athletic fields pointing out there are multiple efforts underway to develop new fields.  A facility program designed to meet the needs of the two schools and community demand for outdoor athletic facilities would cost approximately $30 million.  The complex would operate at a break even or with a small profit in the neighborhood of less than $100,000 per year.  The key determinants are sponsorship, advertising and premium seating.  A combination of federal grants, private contributions and debt proceeds could provide necessary funding.  They went over a summary of implications which indicate the original Rock Quarry Road site is not large enough to accommodate the physical program.  An endowment fund could be created to provide an operating reserve account for the complex.  The complex would operate as and serve two distinct roles – stadium for ticketed sports events and a recreation complex for youth and adult activities.  A public private financing strategy that leverages municipal, community, federal and college sources is capable of funding the project.  They touched on a program summary which could provide a stadium of a total seating capacity of some 10,000 plus optional additional upper tier east side seating.  They touched on the square footage that would be needed, breaking it down to a total facility of 74,853 net square feet with optional additional facilities including field house and various rooms for additional activities for a total optional space of 38,060.  They went over information concerning the facility detail and master plan which included a synthetic turf stadium field, nine lane track, exterior concourses, plazas, grass berm seating for practice fields and required parking.  They presented a possible rendering showing the location of the various facilities.  They then went over the Rock Quarry Road site and pointed out the net area needed for such a facility is some 39 acres and the net usable space at the Rock Quarry Road site is some 15.87 acres.  They stated there were 3 additional sites that were looked at and each of the three sites would fit the need but they are not saying they are suitable for such a facility as no site analysis has been done.  They touched on project costs and funding options including the objectives articulated by the various parties involved and constraints established by those parties.  They presented pie charts showing the project funding options and talked about federal funding opportunities.  They also gave information on a governance or management approach which would include two management contracts one being the City of Raleigh Parks and Recreation Department for practice fields and private management firm for the stadium.  They talked about approaches that could be used for protection against operating deficits including endowment funds with naming right offers.  They went over the next steps which would include finalizing facility program recommendations, conducting analysis of alternate sites, developing detailed concept plan and project budget, structuring of financing and management plan, obtaining preliminary financing commitments and approval.

Mayor Meeker asked that the Council be provided information on the hard cost of construction of the stadium and parking.  Mr. West questioned if it would be feasible to build a smaller facility.  The representatives indicated a smaller facility could be built and talked about the needs of the two schools and the creation of a build as needed philosophy.  They feel a smaller facility is doable but would caution against going much smaller.

Mr. West questioned what type considerations were given to site selection in general with the representatives pointing out they did not do a lot of work on site location but things that would need to be considered are access, traffic, a neutral site for both schools, close to both schools, a site that would be large enough to fit the program and again talked about access and closeness to the Beltline to provide for efficient traffic flow.  City Manager Allen pointed out this study was not site specific but they did look at the one site on Rocky Quarry Road.

Mr. Isley expressed concern relative to the cost figures pointing out he assumes the cost figures are based on city owned or a site already controlled by the entities pointing out if we have to acquire this much land the cost he thinks would be much, much more.  The representatives pointed out it figures that were provided include $400,000 or landscaping but there were no real numbers included for land acquisition.  Any land acquisition would have to be added as would figures for access and migration of any site constraints, etc.  They indicated there were no real hard figures but he feels if you get to a project that would be in the $40 to $50 million or higher range, then a project may not make sense but in a project at a cost in the low $30s does make sense.

Mayor Meeker stated he feels we need to get a break down on the construction cost.  He pointed out the County Commissioners have said that the County would not be a stakeholder and that interlocal funds could not be used.  He suggested holding this item and give it some study and get information on the exact construction cost.  Mr. Stephenson pointed out the study includes events that are not revenue generators.  He questioned if the events get away from the core purpose if the possibility of Department of Education funds would disappear and that was discussed briefly.

Mr. Craven questioned breaking the maintenance and oversight into two categories and questioned the rationale.  It was pointed out by the HVS consultants that on the practice field that a majority is community uses and the management infrastructure through the Parks and Recreation Department would be there.  He talked about the difference in managing a stadium and community event, touched on event marketing, programming and the difference in the nature of managing Core services, recreational facilities versus a stadium pointing out if it were not managed in that manner there is no way it could break even.

Ms. Taliaferro pointed out when this study was commissioned there was discussion about several other activities including lacrosse and tennis.  She questioned if the study had looked at adding tennis courts.  The representatives indicated they did spend some time looking at that pointing out it is felt it would take at least a 20 tennis court complex but the demand is not there yet.  In terms of lacrosse, the numbers are not there at this point.

Mayor Meeker suggested holding the item and requesting HVS to provide information in terms on the construction cost and questioned if there had been any discussion with the schools and to place this item on the agenda in two weeks for further consideration.

DOWNTOWN OVERLAY DISTRICT OPEN SPACE STUDY – TO BE PLACED ON APRIL 3 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM; PRIORITIZATION OF TEXT CHANGES – REFERRED TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

The following item appeared under the Report and Recommendation of the Planning Commission on March 6, 2007:

This request was referred to the Planning Commission from the City Council, to study the current Downtown Overlay District Open Space regulations and determine whether revisions to the Zoning Code are warranted.

CR-11081 from the Planning Commission recommends that no changes to the Downtown Overlay District Open Space requirements be undertaken at this time.

A motion to uphold the recommendation of the Planning Commission failed on a 4-4 vote.  It was directed that the item be placed on this agenda for further consideration.
Planning Director Silver, utilizing a Powerpoint presentation, talked about the benefits of open space being an essential downtown amenity, creates wider sidewalks and more walkable streets, creates an experience for pedestrians, adds value to downtown real estate, offers passive and active recreation and allows more light and air onto a street.  He gave information relative to the Charlotte uptown district and how they address open space.  He pointed out areas qualifying for open space which is required for residential uses only and includes greenways, wider sidewalks, common outdoor landscape, recreation areas, outdoor balconies, decks or roof gardens, indoor recreation areas, central lobbies, meeting room and indoor community space.  He stated on December 5, 2006 the Downtown Overlay District Text Change increased base densities explaining the requirements prior to that time.  He pointed out since the December 2006 change, most projects within the DOD qualifies for 100 dwelling units per acre before performance standards apply.  Open space was reduced from 20 % to 15% and the “20% or the 150 square feet per unit whichever is greater,” was eliminated.  He went over the benefits of the 2006 text change and used as an example the West at North and how the previous open space requirement compares with the current open space requirement.  He stated keeping the existing open space requirements as is would has no adverse impacts.  He stated to go to a fee in lieu option or full exemption could result in loosing open space benefits, the potential for loss/conversion of existing open space, potential lost of wider sidewalks, potential for open space ratio to fall below the national average between 2010 and 2015.

Planning Director Silver listed the following pending text changes.

1. DOT/PBOD Parking Exemption

2. DOD Open Space Exemption

3. DOD/Mixed Use Development Transitional Protective Yard

4. DOD Storm water

5. DOD  Transition Zones

6. Tree Ordinance

7. Historic Preservation Subdivision (TC-1-06)

8. Front Yard Parking (TC-10-05)

9. Hillside Preservation

10. Car Wash

11. Site Plan Approval for Schools

12. Pawn Shops

13. Annual text house cleaning

14. Form Based Codes

15. Double Dipping

16. Infill Standards Reform

17. Citywide Parking Standards

18. Citywide Open Space standards

19. Parking for Open Markets

20. Joint Zoning Hearings

Planning Director Silver stated basically we have one staff person doing text changes and if the City Council wanted to add additional texts changes and he feels it would be good if the City Council would prioritized these items.  Planning Director Silver pointed out there are several options at this point including doing nothing and waiting for the completion of the public realm study in June 2008 to recommend any text changes.  A second option could be reduce the open space requirements from 15% to 10% pointing out under this option existing open space could be converted.  The third option would be to take a full open space exemption pointing out this would require other text changes and actions to mitigate potential adverse impacts.

Mayor Meeker stated in the long term he thinks we should take a careful look at the open space requirements and may be come back next year with proposed text changes that would make open space more usable to the public.  He stated short term he would suggest going to 10% explaining however there is some concern about existing open space being converted.  He questioned if there is any way to get around the conversion possibilities.

Ms. Taliaferro expressed concerns pointing out the Council keeps changing the rules.  We just put the new ordinance into effect and she stated she would like to see some stability, talked about the public realm study being a priority along with parking.  M. Stephenson questioned if the Mayor had heard concerns that leaving the Downtown Overlay Open space requirements in place would be detrimental to any project.  In response to questioning from Mr. West, Planning Director Silver compared Charlotte’s requirement to Raleigh’s present requirements.  Mayor Meeker questioned if Charlotte requirements open space applies to residential also.  Mayor Meeker pointed out in our downtown area we had an exemption from open space for 12 years and now that has ended.  He feels a good compromise in the interim would be a 10% requirement and moved that the Council look at the public realm study in 10 to 12 months but in the meantime require only 10% open space on residential in the downtown overlay district.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and put to a vote with results as follows:  ayes – 4(Meeker, Stephenson, West, Crowder).  Noes – Isley, Kekas, Craven, Taliaferro).  The Mayor ruled the motion defeated.

Mayor Meeker questioned if there is any way we could place a requirement on existing open space to prohibit it from being converted if the requirements are changed with City Attorney McCormick indicating he would have to look into that.  Mayor Meeker stated while the City Attorney is looking into the questions, the fifteen percent requirement would sill apply.

Ms. Taliaferro pointed out Planning Director Silver listed 20 pending text change and asked that the Council give guidance and she would suggest that the City Council or one of the committees give that guidance pointing out we do have a lot of text change work going on.  Mr. Crowder pointed out the Comprehensive Planning Committee is discussing many of the text changes and stated he hopes that if additional staff is needed to do the city’s work that Planning Director Silver would come forth with that explaining there are a number of pending text changes that are very important issues.  Without further discussion it was agreed that the Comprehensive Planning Committee would develop a priority listing of the text changes.

SENIOR CENTER FEASIBILITY STUDY – RECOMMENDATIONS RECEIVED – TO BE PLACED ON APRIL 3 AGENDA TO RECEIVE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

During the March 6, 2007 Council meeting, the City Council received a report on the Senior Center Feasibility Study conducted by Taylor-Wiseman and Taylor.  It was directed that the item be placed on this agenda to receive a report from Administration and to receive comments from the interested seniors.

City Manager Allen pointed out the Council did receive information from staff in their agenda packet.  He stated the Council had asked what level of county participation the city could expect.  He stated to his knowledge this has not been discussed by the County Commissioners but the County Manager has indicated the county has been putting in about $50,000 per year in other municipalities and they are getting out of the business in Raleigh so at minimum he feels the County Commissioners may be willing to participate to that extent and may consider providing construction cost based on the square footage of the existing building which could be up to $1 million or $1.5 million.

Jean Pope, 3429 Horton Street, Raleigh, North Carolina, 27607 presented the following prepared statement.

Mr. Mayor, city council members, and staff, I am the chairperson of the Whitaker Mill Senior Adult Action Group known as SAAG  I have also two members from SAAG who will assist me in this presentation, Jilma Shackleford and Bill Cunningham.
We seniors appreciate the invitation given by Mayor Meeker at the March 6th city council meeting to provide comments on:

1.  The recently completed feasibility study for a new senior center.

2.  We were also asked to indicate a preference for a:

· standalone senior center       OR

· a standalone senior center located in a park with amenities.

We want to thank the city council for recognizing the need for a senior center that would promote the health and well being of the seniors of Wake County and for having a feasibility study conducted. 

FEASIBILITY STUDY FEEDBACK -  Needs Assessment

The Needs Assessment portion of the feasibility study provides a fairly good picture of what the seniors in Wake County want and need in a new standalone senior center.

However, after reading this study, much of the information was based on what a Raleigh City club is and not what a senior center is about. 

In planning a new senior center, it is crucial to understand up front the difference between a senior center and a city club such as Raleigh’s 48 Clubs.  

First, the purpose of a senior center is to provide a place for seniors to be able to spend quality time in a safe environment with other seniors throughout the day.

A typical day for a senior at a senior center might include:
8:30-9:00
AM
Exercise

9:00-9:30
AM
Bingo

9:30-10:00
AM
Socialize/rest

10:00-11:00
AM
Classes (e.g., Spanish, art, computers) 
11:00-11:30
AM
Lunch

11:30

AM
Return home    

  Or Continue with afternoon programs until 5:00 PM.

According to the North Carolina Division of Aging, 2002, there are four specific qualities for a senior center:

1. It is a visible central location. 

2. It serves as a one-stop location with continuous activities throughout the day, unlike the Raleigh clubs which only meet for a few hours a few times a month.
3. It is a resource for the entire community.

4. A senior center is open at least 8 hours a day, 5 days a week.

FEASIBILITY STUDY FEEDBACK – Site Selection

While the site selection criteria in the Feasibility Study are logical, 

· We have security and usage concerns about being housed in a park.

· We also feel that most of the sites selected are too far away from the center of the city.

· We would like the City to partner with the County in securing a site.

· We would like the City to determine if the County would consider using a portion of the 3.9 acres at the Whitaker Mill Senior Center, and purchase adjacent land, as a site for a new senior center.

· The County also owns 10 acres of land at 2302 Noble Road, namely, the Wake County Technical Center, that 

     we would like considered as another option for the senior 

     center. 

The Whitaker Mill and Wake County Technical Center sites offer substantial benefits, such as:

· They are near major arteries and bus routes;

· They are centralized, and within close proximity to the downtown revitalization areas.

· They are conveniently accessible to the density of seniors residing in the vicinity.

· Baby boomers and newcomers are causing the downtown population to increase.
· These sites are the closest to southeast Raleigh, which will contribute to diversity in a new senior center. 
STANDALONE CENTER Vs. PARK LOCATION

We were also asked to indicate a preference for a standalone center or one located in a park with amenities.

Our preference is for a standalone.  A standalone site will be “our place”, where we can enjoy our activities, and not have to be compromised by our wonderful youth, or other age groups “doing their thing!”

Such as:

1. Traditional schools with their summer breaks;

2. After school care and activities; 

3. Year round schools with 3-5 week breaks during a school year.
The pie chart from the North Carolina Division of Aging shows that 62% of North Carolina’s senior centers statewide are freestanding, compared to only 8% being located in recreation centers.

The next chart shows that all of the senior centers in the Triangle are freestanding.  This chart also shows that the City of Raleigh’s lone senior center, namely Whitaker Mill, was opened back in 1981 and only has 7,975 square feet.    I might add that only about 3,000 square feet are useable.

CALL TO ACTION

During our Seniors Meet the Candidates Forum at Whitaker Mill in October of 2005, which most of you participated in, you all supported the concept of a new standalone senior center and also supported making an effort to partner with Wake County. 
In conclusion, we believe the Feasibility Study is an acceptable piece of work, and we would respectfully ask the City Council to take the following two actions:

1. First, adopt several key findings from the feasibility study, namely:

· A standalone facility dedicated to seniors 
· 25,000+ square feet 

· Central location

2. Second, investigate options to partner with Wake County for a central location and, as part of this, specifically explore:

· The current Whitaker Mill site and adjacent land acquisition;

· Making five acres at 2302 Noble Road available as a county/city senior center for Raleigh.

Mayor Meeker, members of the City Council and Staff:

The Whitaker Mill Senior Adult Action Group (SAAG) and our fellow seniors will work with the City of Raleigh to secure a standalone senior center that we all can be proud of.  We speak for a substantial portion of the senior population that will undoubtedly be supportive of a bond to fund a new senior center for the Capital City of Raleigh.

We greatly appreciate the support you have given thus far as well as your ongoing support for this endeavor.

Approximately 15 persons stood in support of Ms. Pope’s remarks.

Mayor Meeker stated it seems the main issue to trying to identify an appropriate site.  He questioned if there has been any discussions with the County relative to the use of the Whitaker Mill site and/or adjacent properties.  He stated he does not know if the adjacent properties are available.  Planner Steven Bentley pointed out they did look at the Whitaker Mill site; however it contains only 3.9 acres and the study says 5 acres are needed.  The City could follow up with the county if that is the Council’s desire.  Mayor Meeker suggested that the staff follow up with the County relative to the possible use of the Noble Road parking site.  He pointed out the Council needs to make a decision by mid May if the issue is going forward with a fall bond referendum.  He talked about the amount of money that would be needed, possible County participation and talked about the possibility of putting the remaining $6 million needed in a bond referendum.  He stated however he feels that the size of the facility and the location of the center would need to be determined prior to putting it on a bond referendum as that would increase the chances of or help the bond referendum be approved.  

Mr. Crowder suggested the possibility of having the consultant look at the Noble Road site and give information as to how that would compare with other sites.  Ms. Taliaferro stated it seems that the Council is on board as it relates to a free-standing senior citizen center.  She stated if we have to purchase land that will make the cost much more and it would be good if we have a site on city owned property that could be utilized.  She stated there have been a variety of sites mentioned such as Kiwanis Park, etc.  She stated she has no problem with a stand alone site but have it in connection with other amenities and that would help locate a site on city-owned property.  She stated she is in favor of working with the County Commissioners and urged the seniors to contact the County Commissioners and urge them to help the city with this project.

Mr. West questioned if there is a conflict with a stand alone site verses having the site on the property with other amenities.  Ms. Pope pointed out the seniors prefer to have a stand alone site.  She stated there could be problems when it is a stand alone building on a park site as you have children on skate boards, bicycles, other people and it could cause problems for the senior citizens with all of the competing activities taken place outside the building as far as getting to the building, etc.  She stated however they do understand the cost considerations, etc.  It was agreed to hold the item and place it on the April 3 agenda to receive additional information from staff.

REVENUE OPTIONS LEGISLATION – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

During the March 6, 2007 Council meeting, Council Member Stephenson presented a proposed resolution to request the North Carolina General Assembly to enact fair growth funding legislation.  It was directed that the item be placed on this agenda for consideration.  A copy of the proposed resolution is in the agenda packet.

Mr. Stephenson pointed out the number one challenge facing our community is growth and how to pay for it.  He talked about the work of the Blue Ribbon Committee and pointed out that group shows that between now and 2030 we are facing $11 billion plus bill for schools alone with no funding source identified and with most of the cost being beyond our bonding capacity.  He talked about our bonding capacity or lack of additional bonding capacity pointing out his proposed resolution asks the legislature to provide counties and municipalities a menu of fair growth funding options to protect our current taxpayers.  All of these options would require a vote of the people before they are enacted.  He pointed out we now have only one funding mechanism and that is property tax.  He stated we must address this issue and moved approval of the resolution as he presented entitled, ‘A Resolution to Request the North Carolina General Assembly to Enact Fair Growth Funding Legislation.”  His motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder.

Mr. Craven pointed out Senate Bill 610 entitled Wake County Revenue Options was introduced by Senators Cowell and Malone and this legislation is proposed to grant Wake County the authority to conduct voter referendums in order to create and levy impact fees, land transfer taxes and a local government sales tax increase in order to fund capital cost of public schools and transportation infrastructure.  He stated rather than starting a resolution at the City Council level he would suggest starting at the State level.  He went over the resolution pointing out this would seem the best avenue to get some more funding options in place and made a substitute motion to approve the proposed resolution which supports Senate Bill 610.  He stated this legislation, if approved, would authorize the county to implement sales tax increase and land transfer fees if passed by the voters.  The substitute motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson.  Mr. Stephenson spoke in support of the substitute motion pointing out when he drafted his resolution he asked if Council members had suggestions, amendments, or whatever.  He stated he likes the approach submitted by Mr. Craven.  The substitute motion was put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 199.

SMOKING REGULATIONS – AMENDING ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The City Attorney reported he had received a request from a consortium of local hospital officials to repeal Section 13-3016(b)(1) Subsection E which allows physicians to authorize patients to smoke in hospitals.  It was directed that the item be placed on this agenda for further consideration.

Mr. Stephenson moved approval of the request as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 184.

PARKS BOND – PROPOSAL – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED FOR APRIL 3, 2007

During the February 6, 2007 Council meeting, information was received relative to a possible 2007 Parks and Greenway Bond Referendum.  The item was referred to Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board and it was directed that it be placed on this agenda for a report and further consideration.

City Manager Allen pointed out at the last meeting City Council asked some questions and staff had provided information including recommendations from the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board.  The information from the Parks Board included the following four recommendations:  1) the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board would like for the City Council to consider adding an additional $300,000 to this bond referendum for a sign package; 2) the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board would like to see bond referendums done on a regular schedule in order to allow staff to plan capital projects in their future phases consistently and allow the Board time to prepare and review bond packages; 3) the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board would like for the City Council to consider not excluding the option of raising taxes as a result of this proposed Parks and Greenway Bond Referendum; 4) the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board endorsed the proposed  Parks, Recreation and Greenway Bond Referendum with the addition of $300,000 for a sign package.

Mayor Meeker expressed appreciation to the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board for carefully considering the proposal and offering the suggestion about the signage.  He stated the one question he has relative to the proposed bond referendum is the amount of land that could be acquired with the $30 million included and over what period of time.  Parks and Recreation Director Duncan indicated the proposal was driven by the Comprehensive Plan and the $30 million was based on land cost of approximately $130,000 per acre.  He stated the comprehensive plan states over the next 18 years or so we need about 40 neighborhood parks and a hand full of community parks.  It was pointed out the $30 million includes money for that plus some inflation cost.  In response to questioning it was pointed out this is about four community parks and 16 neighborhood parks, pointing out a neighborhood park is usually in the 10 to 20 acre size with a community park being approximately 40 acres.  Mr. Crowder pointed out there are some areas of the City where we are in deficit for neighborhood parks and we are having difficulty finding land and questioned how that would be addressed.  Mr. Duncan pointed out they included $3 million in the bond issue proposal to try to address alternatives and look at non traditional solutions.

Mr. West pointed out he had asked the City Manager for some information relative to getting a greenway stretch from the Rose Lane to the Neuse River/Anderson Pointe area.  He stated he had received some information from the Manager and would like to get that on the agenda for consideration.  He stated there is truly a concern about that area from Southeast Raleigh in relationship to quality of life issues they are trying to address.  Mayor Meeker suggested that the information be circulated to the full City Council.  In response to questioning from the Mayor City Attorney McCormick indicated if the Council wants to get this on a fall bond referendum a decision needs to be made no later than the 2nd meeting in May.

Mayor Meeker suggested that he Council review the recommendations received from the Parks Board and staff pointing out he thinks the Council agrees with most of the item.  In addition we have the question about the greenway from Rose Lane to the Neuse River, the senior center and the stadium.  In addition Ms. Taliaferro had asked questions about whether we put this all on one bond referendum or phase it over several bond referendums.  He suggested that we place the item on the next agenda for further consideration.  Mr. Stephenson asked about public input.  In response to questioning from the Mayor Mr. Duncan pointed out the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board did not hold a public hearing; however, they did received a number of emails and telephone calls and had transmitted all of that information to the Council.  He pointed out when this issue was referred to the City Council it was referred with the understanding that the Council would get a report back from the Parks, Recreation and Advisory Board and then make a decision on a public hearing.

Brief discussion took place as to when a public hearing could be held after which Mayor Meeker moved that a public hearing be scheduled for the 1st meeting in April.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder.

Mr. Stephenson expressed appreciation to the Parks Board for their work pointing out it was very helpful to him.  He stated there is a terrific challenge in getting neighborhood parkland speaking to land cost, etc.  He stated land is not going to get any cheaper and the longer we put off the land acquisition the harder it will be.  He stated from the information received it looks like the facility in the northeast area is suggested to be about 40,000 square feet and that is larger than we have been building.  He questioned why it is bigger, whether it encompasses a different search area, combined search areas or exactly what.  Mr. Duncan pointed out it is comparable to the Barwell Road facility.  He stated the size is proposed because of increased demand, increased program opportunities, etc., over a period of time and also it is possible that this will be the only one in that particular area.  Mr. Stephenson again questioned if search areas are being combined with Mr. Duncan pointing out this is a community park type amenity.  We are not indicating any change in direction necessarily but over the years a number of things has changed such as before and after school programs, track out programs, other services that we were not providing 20 years ago.  We are looking at meeting the demand.

Mr. Stephenson pointed out he had some discussions with Mr. Duncan about the opportunity to do some green development and hopes we are looking at opportunities for sustainable LEED certification type development.

Ms. Taliaferro asked that the Council take seriously the recommendation from the board about adding $300,000 for a signage program.  She talked about the problems with the lack of signage at our parks and greenways and stated a bond may be a good vehicle for that type project.  Gail Teal, Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board Chairperson asked the Council to seriously think about the size of the bond proposal.  She stated the Board was trying to stay in compliance with the Comprehensive Plan and talked about the needs.

City Manager Allen pointed out another area relates to greenway.  He stated one of the projects on today’s agenda is the Honeycutt/Mine Creek Greenway and also the Walnut Creek Trailwood Drive Greenway.  He stated both of these budgets are challenged pointing out we have somewhere in the neighborhood of a $2.3 million shortfall.  We are moving forward with the planning but there is a shortfall in implementation funds and asked that that be put on the table.  Mayor Meeker suggested that Administration put together a list of items that are needed and that we should consider adding to a bond program in addition to the Parks Board recommendation.

Ms. Taliaferro questioned if there is any reason the City does not use COPS for park construction.  City Manager Allen stated generally the interest cost is greater but he could do some research.  How COPS are traditionally used was talked about.  The motion to schedule this item for public hearing on April 3 was put to a vote and passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

BUILDING CODES – ANALYZE BUILDING AND FIRE CODES – CONTRACT AWARDED TO SCHIRMER ENGINEERING

During the March 6, 2007, Council meeting, Mayor Meeker asked about the possibility of establishing an independent task force to analyze building/fire codes to determine if changes are needed.  It was directed that the item be placed on this agenda to receive a report from Administration.  A report is in the agenda packet.

Council members received in their agenda packet a memorandum from the City Manager which indicates city/staff has explored several options for an independent, professional and objective review of the City’s fire protection requirements related to attached homes.  The consulting firm Schirmer Engineering is recommended and the cost would be $17,000 which could be appropriated from City Council contingency.  Council members received information on the firm in their agenda packet.  Mayor Meeker pointed out we would be looking at our codes as well as the State building code with Mr. Crowder pointing out if recommendations for changes are made he understands they will be taken forth to the NC Building Code Council.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out this is coming at a time that recommendations to reduce sprinkler requirements is being considered.  Mayor Meeker moved approval of the recommendation to hire the firm and appropriate the funds as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 181 TF 65.

WATER REUSE MASTER PLAN – APPROVED

City Manager Allen pointed out the Public Utilities Staff along with Black & Veatch have completed preparation of a draft reuse water system master plan for all of Raleigh’s combined service areas.

Public Utilities Director Crisp pointed out Council members received a full report with their agenda packet.  He pointed out the City currently has two utilities water and sewer and this will be a third and that is the affluent.  Brief discussion took place as to exactly what constitutes affluent with the Mayor pointing out the affluent from our Wastewater treatment plant is much cleaner than the water we take in from the river.

Tim Woody, utilizing a PowerPoint presentation, went over information including what is reuse water, why use reuse water, which includes the fact that seasonal drought limit water resources, it will help reduce nitrogen in discharge streams, reduce peak consumption associated with irrigation and it is established as a goal in the water comprehensive plan.  He went over the current facilities, the reuse master plan component which includes demand projections, hydraulic modeling, implementation and public education.  He stated the report identified potential uses and demand and associated flows.  He went through the facility recommendations, storage facilities, pumping facilities, distribution system and phased construction, provided information on reuse probable cost, went over savings that can occur as a result of deferred treatment cost and nitrogen that does not go into the receiving stream.  He went over a comparison of distribution versus satellite reuse facilities.  The report identified 19 alternate satellite systems that were evaluated and explained they were able to narrow that down to seven service areas which was later reduced to a couple of locations including Dorothea Dix/NCSU Centennial Campus area which includes the recently announced golf course.  NCSU is very interested because of the environmental benefit and the determination that Lake Raleigh will not meet their needs.  It is a new construction so that facilitates installation and will help make the golf course a drought proof course.  The downtown south area was identified with Mr. Woody pointing out that includes the Cargell plant and talked about their benefits and stated goals.  The report evaluated the rates and looks toward a uniform rate, calculated break even rate, calculated rates with city subsidies.  The Public Utilities Department recommending a reuse water rate equal to ½ of the potable water rates.  He touched on information of the rate analysis for a 30 year build out.  He touched on the future of the reuse in Raleigh and summarized by indicating citywide reuse system would be constructed in phased with a focus on areas closes to the existing plant.  The downtown south option will be evaluated for possible satellite reuse or an extension of the Southeast Raleigh distribution system currently under design.  The final service option will be cost effective in the long term and allow for future expansion to Centennial Campus/Dorothea Dix properties, downtown north is promising but a challenging option.  He talked about steps that would be necessary pointing out we need this and the Public Utilities Department needs the support from the City Council and permission from the authorities at the State.

City Manager Allen pointed out the City has planned on this and has included in the Capital Improvement Program and staff recommends that the Council approve the master plan.

Mr. Crowder stated this is great and he understands that we presently discharge this affluent into the Neuse River and if we use that discharge he would question how it would impact our down stream neighbors.  Representatives from Black & Veatch gave numbers as to the amount of water that would be diverted and the monitoring of Falls Lake.  Mr. Crowder cautioned against using phrase drought-free or drought-proof with Public Utilities Director Crisp pointing out everyone understands there is a finite amount of water in the Neuse Basin and, there will be a balance found.  He stated the ultimate benefit of the reuse system is that it will help make us more self sufficient otherwise.  Mayor Meeker moved approval of the master plan as presented.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE ARTS COMMISSION

ARTS COMMISSION – VARIOUS ITEMS – APPROVED

Beth Yerxa, Raleigh Arts Commission went over the following report.

The Raleigh Arts Commission, in this, its 30th Anniversary Year, is working on many projects that further its mission of promoting and supporting arts and artists in the City.  In particular, the Commission would like to make the City Council aware of the following projects and issues.

a. Installation of a sculpture by artist Harry McDaniel, entitled “Redbird,” in Fletcher Park.  The piece will be installed in a location that will complement a storm water/wetlands project planned by Parks & Recreation and will be paid for with funds from the Red Wolf Ramble.  An unveiling celebration will take place on June 7 at 6:00 p.m.
b. The Arts Commission is currently working towards a project that would place art on the sides of at least 12 Raleigh buses, allowing this art to be enjoyed by citizens throughout the City.  The Commission is still working on the final approvals from the Raleigh Transit Authority for this project.  A panel set up by the Commission would choose the art from submissions by Raleigh artists.

c. The Commission is working on setting up a committee of local business, arts and City leaders, which will promote and create other events to further the Commission’s mission, in recognition of the Commissions 30th Anniversary.

d. At its January 6 meeting, in approving the Urban Design Center and Kimley-Horn to move forward with the design development phase for City Plaza, City Council included in its recommendations that the Arts Commission be authorized “to undertake an effort to begin solicitation of artist participation in refining certain aspects (light towers and light bollards) of the plaza design”.  The Commission met with UDC and Kimley-Horn representatives and came up with a proposal for incorporating art into the light towers and have requested proposals for this project from four North Carolina artists.  It will not be feasible, however, for this art to be designed, undergo a selection process and costs determined, given the time limitations currently being imposed on the City Plaza project, if the project must be reviewed under the City’s current Public Art Policy.  Therefore, the Commission requests that the Council deem that, due to exigent circumstances, the Public Art Policy will not apply to this project.
It is the Arts Commission’s recommendation that City Council accept items a, b and c of the Commission report and deem that the Public Art Policy not apply to the current City Plaza light tower project, as requested in item d.

Recommendation:  Approve.

Ms. Taliaferro asked about the city plaza pointing out as she understands there will still be opportunity for public comment as the City Council will have the final approval.  Mayor Meeker moved approval as outlined.  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 on an 8-0 vote.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE STORMWATER MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMISSION

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMISSION – PUBLIC ENTITIES TO QUALIFY – RESOLUTION ADOPTED – VARIOUS ITEMS RECEIVED

Dan Porter, Chairperson of the Stormwater Management Advisory Committee went over the following information which was included in Council member’s agenda packet.

The Commission and City Council approved changes to the City Storm Drainage Policy in 2004 that allowed for additional assistance to private property owners in an effort to help resolve drainage problems on private property.  These changes were made just after the stormwater utility was implemented in March of 2004.

Public entities such as the State, Wake County, and City properties are not currently addressed in the City Storm Drainage Policy.  Discussion with the City Attorney’s staff indicates Council must change the policy before public entities qualify for assistance through the City Storm Drainage Policy.

Public entities are also paying stormwater fees and there is a fairness issue as a result of those entities not qualifying for City assistance.  

 If a change to the policy were approved, it would require that references to developed private property be changed to developed public and private properties (or just developed properties).  

Recommendation: To allow public entities to qualify for City funding assistance through the City Storm Drainage Policy provided the entity has no past due stormwater utility fees.  No past due stormwater utility fees should also apply to private entities as well.  City staff also recommends the policy be incorporated into a resolution format.

The Stormwater Management Advisory Commission has developed recommendations pertaining to stormwater for development in the downtown area.  The recommendations are listed below.

Current Options That Can Be Utilized

Utilize existing procedures that allow for options to stormwater controls. 

I. Utilize credit for existing impervious areas which is allowed.

II. Utilize the exemptions for stormwater quantity control facilities that are

      currently allowed in the City Code.  Details are provided below.

A. A developer may elect to have an engineer complete a downstream impacts study to demonstrate no benefits exist for detention of the 10- year storm.  If this can be demonstrated the 10-year detention requirement is waived.

B. The 2-year detention requirement is required as part of the State mandated Neuse River Rules and can only be waived if a downstream impacts study indicates the detention would create adverse downstream impacts by installing the  detention.

III. Use the current Council variance procedure to allow consideration of hardship cases which must meet the requirements of City Code Section 10-9008 (a) below.

A. There are unique circumstances applicable to the site such that strict adherence to the provisions of the chapter will result in unnecessary hardship or create practical difficulties; and

B. The variance is in harmony with the general purpose and intent of this chapter; and

C. In granting this variance, water quality has been protected, public safety and welfare has been assured, and substantial justice has been done.

IV. Educate developers in the downtown area through the Downtown Raleigh Alliance, the Downtown Development Corporation, the Southeast Raleigh Assembly, the Chamber of Commerce, the Urban Design Center, and the Stormwater Plans Review group.

Options to Be Considered as a Future Work plan

V.  Develop a revised stormwater management plan for review by the State Division of Water Quality that may include the components below.  It should be recognized there may be obstacles to this option due to water quality issues within the Pigeon House Branch watershed as well as the Neuse River.:

A. Allowing off-site stormwater facilities that control stormwater quality and quantity from the development

B. Pollutant trading by reducing nutrient loads in other parts of the watershed to achieve the same or increased reductions beyond what is required for the new development.

C. Retrofitting existing development with water quality or quantity controls to achieve the same or increased reductions beyond what is required for the new development.

D. Contribution to a regional or multi-development facility to reduce pollutant loads and/or downstream flooding impacts.

VI. Investigate incentive approaches which may include green roofs, sustainable buildings, rainwater harvesting, Low Impact Development, managed open space, etc. The incentives could include the adjustments listed below. It should be noted these incentives would need to be based upon existing and future scientific research, such as the ongoing research at NC State University. 

A. An adjustment for impervious surface within the zoning regulations.

B. An adjustment for impervious surface to lower stormwater utility fees.

VII. Identify a City facility for conversion or new construction of a green roof to  

        provide a site for testing.  Seek possible grants for this purpose. 

Ms. Taliaferro moved approval of the recommendation to allow public entities to qualify for city funding assistance as outlined.  Her motion was seconded by Mayor Meeker and put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 204.

Ms. Taliaferro talked about the information relative to current options that can be utilized in the Downtown Overlay area.  She moved approval of those options as outlined.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. Kekas.  Ms. Taliaferro clarified her motion to include approval of the future work plan.  The motion as clarified was put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

REQUEST AND PETITIONS OF CITIZENS

ELECTIONS – USE OF INSTANT RUN-OFF VOTING – COMMENTS RECEIVED TO BE PLACED ON APRIL 3 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM

Dr. John Gilbert, Chairman of the Wake County Board of Elections, pointed out that Board has unanimously endorsed the concept of instant runoff voting.  He stated Bob Hall, Director of Democracy North Carolina, is available to talk about the merits of instant runoff voting, Cherie Poucher, Director of the Wake County Board of Elections will address the cost and Gary Barlett and Johnnie McLean, North Carolina State Board of Elections, are present to answer questions.  It was pointed out Session Law 2006-192 and House Bill 1024 authorize a pilot program which authorizes up to 10 cities in 2007 and a Pilot Program for up to 10 counties in 2008 to participate in an instant runoff pilot program.  It was pointed out the instant runoff avoids the expense of a runoff election.  It will do everything the current runoff system does to insure that the winner has popular support but it does it in one election rather than two.  It saves taxpayers and candidates money now used to hold two elections.  It ensures higher voter turnout than when voters are asked to return for a runoff.  It makes government more representative by offering more choices to more citizens.  He went over information as to where instant runoff voting is currently used in other states.  They also went over information on voter turnout and cost of the City of Raleigh runoff elections for 2003 and 2005 and talked about the runoff election cost for Mayor and City Council at large and City Council district races.  

Gary Barlett stated it would be an honor for the City of Raleigh to be a part of this pilot program.  It would be a true test of whether instant runoff voting works and is popular.  He explained it works in the following manner:

First round of counting – voters make selection for an office just as they currently do in North Carolina.  Additionally, voters may select up to 2 alternate choices.  Voters are not required to vote the alternative choices.  In the first round of counting, each voters #1 choice is tallied.  A candidate who gets enough first choice votes to win is the winner, unless another candidate achieves enough votes to require a runoff.  This is just as it is in the current system.  The second round of counting would go as follows:  If no one receives enough votes to reach the threshold, all candidates except the top two vote getters are eliminated (just as in the current system).  If a voter’s #1 choice was eliminated from further counting, the vote goes to the runoff candidate that the voter ranked highest as an alternate choice.  The reallocated votes are added to the counts of the top vote getters.  The candidate with the most votes wins.  They presented sample ballots to show how it would work with Mr. Barlett explaining how the election officials would tally the votes of the #1, #2 and #3 choices.  He stated he feels it would be an interesting project for everyone.  It will help the State Elections Board determine the success of the pilot project and with the State Election Board being in Raleigh they would be available to answer any questions, provide guidance, etc.  He stated Wake County has a very confident seasoned board and staff and he feels it would be a good test.

Mr. Crowder stated he understands instant runoff voting as it relates to reducing cost but is a little concern about how it will help our democratic process and questioned how democracy is fulfilled by this method of election.  Mr. Barlett pointed out it isn’t his job to debate the process he is in the administrative end.  The governant body needs to determine if it is a type of process that would better serve its needs.

A lengthy discussion followed as to how the votes are tallied whether this has been pre-tested and how it would be perceived by the public and how it is validated.  Ms. Barlett talked about other locations that use the instant run-off voting, talked about the instructions provided by the vendors and pointed out they will be happy to set up a sample test and let the Council see how it works.  Mr. Crowder stated it would be interesting to see data tested through the various methods.

Dr. Gilbert indicated he had provided some information and talked about the experience in San Francisco and the exit polls that were taken where voters indicated they preferred the instant run-off voting 3 to 1 over the old method.  He talked about approval rate and questions that had arisen previously.

Chris Telesca, Wake County Coordinator for the North Carolina Coalition for Verified Voting, indicated he is also a precinct chair.  He talked about confusion at the polls now and confusion that could come about utilizing the instant runoff voting.  He talked about work that had been done to make voting clear and understandable, expressed concern about impairing election integrity, concern about reliable ways to audit instant runoff voting, cost of conducting recounts which is more than runoff elections, process for getting results and audits being longer, talked about comments made by Chuck Herrin and Kathy Dopp and passed out information outlining these comments.  He stated he is worried about Raleigh going to instant runoff voting pointing out it is hard enough already to do the work as precinct chair but this will make it much harder.  He talked about the report on the San Francisco test and their results as well as the California Public Employees Retirement System Trustees comments.  He talked about the educational efforts that would be needed with instant runoff voting and pointed out in an assessment of instant runoff voting in the San Francisco 2004 Election a majority of the voters appear to have made the transition with little problems.  About 7 out of 8 surveys said overall they understood it fairly well or perfectly well however that leaves 1 in 8 who expressed some lack of understanding and 1/3 said they did not know they would be asked to rank candidates.  He talked about lack of prior knowledge and how that causes concern.  He stated it may be a good idea but he doesn’t think its time has come as of yet.  It is sort of like an experiment now.  He does not feel it is verifiable and pointed out he feels it will be a lot more expensive when you factor in voter registration, education, etc.  He stated this is coming at a time we are going to new voting machines and people are having enough trouble with those.  He feels the process will take longer as people will have to be told how to vote, how it works, etc. and asked the Council to hold off on going to instant runoff voting until a more proven track record is available.

Mayor Meeker questioned if the City of Raleigh decided to go to the instant runoff voting if the school board election would be handled the same.  Ms. Poucher indicated they would not as only cities are authorized to participate in the pilot program in 2007.  A dialogue followed with hypothetical situations being discussed including when the results will be known, when the certifications of the elections would be done, how the votes are tabulated, whether the tabulation is done by hand or machine and possible obstacles and scenarios.  Whether voters who voted a first, second and third choice would have greater impact than a person who did not vote alternate choices, concern about education of the public and how that would be handled, the possibility of having only smaller cities participate in the pilot program, where it has been tested in other states, whether cities of the same type make up or similar make up as the City of Raleigh has tested the method and the fact that education will be key and when a decision had to be made was touched on.  Ms. Poucher indicated education is the key and a decision would be needed in July if the City of Raleigh wants to participate this year.  Mr. West questioned if there has been some type ledger developed showing the pluses and minuses of this system versus our present system.  Mayor Meeker talked about the challenges and cost of a runoff election.  He stated instant runoff voting would save money for the candidates and the citizens.  He feels the citizens would be able to pick up on how to do their voting and his feeling that it would be accepted.  He stated anytime you make a change it is hard but he feels it would be worth while.  Mr. Barlett talked about cost and time involved in run-off election and referred to a recent state wide election that was contested and the number of votes cast in that situation.  The number of citizens who show up for runoff elections was also talked about.  Mr. West talked about trust in the process, perception, people resisting change particularly when they do not understand change, etc.  He stated before he could support going to instant runoff voting he would need to study this and get input from many people.  Mr. Barlett indicated if the Council could come up with questions they would try to respond.  If the Council wanted to have demonstration they could set up the equipment, etc.  It was agreed to hold this item and place it on the next agenda for further consideration and Council members were be asked to provide their questions to the State Board of Elections prior to that meeting.

UNFIT BUILDING – 1706 AND 1706 ½ POOLE ROAD – TO BE HANDLED UNDER PUBLIC HEARING

Janet Howard, MB Investment, had requested an extension of 45 days to make repairs at 1706 and 1706 ½ Poole Road.  It was pointed out his item is scheduled under the public hearing section.  See minutes in that section.

BUDGET INFORMATION REQUEST – RECEIVED

Ben Levitan, 4317 Worley Drive, Raleigh, NC  27613, stated he is requesting some financial information.  He has been to several city offices trying to get a break down on expenses and income by district and as a result he has a stack of papers about 2 ½ feet high but does not yet have the information he is requesting.  He stated he continuously hears about budget shortfalls every year.  He stated as an example he lives off of Leesville Road which was a two lane road when he moved in but development has been brisk and developers were asked to put in additional lanes.  Cost were passed on to the people who bought the houses.  He talked about the growth in the City, $700,000 homes on which people have to pay taxes and he does not understand why there is a short fall in the budget.  He stated many people moved to the area for the high paying tech jobs and/or retirement and they have substantial assets.  Their spending is brisk.  He stated what he is requesting is a break down of income and expenditures in the city by district pointing out he was going to ask for equity of spending.  Mayor Meeker questioned if Mr. Levitan has a copy of the city budget with Mr. Levitan pointing out he does but there are many contradictions and it is very complicated to read.  He stated it seems to him that a lot of money is going into District C but the market shows that the people are moving north, as far north as Wakefield.  He stated people are moving out of Raleigh to keep from paying the taxes.  He asked the Council to develop a user friendly single sheet that will tell citizens from each district how much income is being generated by their district pointing out that should include property taxes, parking tickets, sales taxes, parking fees, business tax and other type permits that have to be purchased.  In addition he would like to see the same thing for spending, that is, how much the City spends in each electoral district.  He asked the Council to implement an equity in spending policy for the city.  That is, if one district brings in a certain percentage of the revenue then money should be spent at that same percentage or a close level.  He asked for information on school spending, teachers, etc.  He stated he pays tax and he would like to know where it goes.  In response to question the City Manager pointed out the City does not have the ability to break the income and expenses down by electoral districts.  No further action was taken.

DIVERSITY ON CITY COUNCIL – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Ben Levitan, 4317 Worley Drive, Raleigh, NC 27613, pointed out he is an engineer and tech companies have a tendency to move around the country every six to eight years to take advantage of the distressed areas.  He pointed out he has made 8 moves in his career; he has seen this in many of the tech companies.  Council sees companies come in and take an opportunity to build up downtown areas.  Large companies come in to a city, take advantage of the low tax and low cost of living and then leave.  He stated there are many economic drivers in the city and he would like to see the at-large seats swapped out and be economic driver seats.  Determine five of the top 6 economic drivers for the City of Raleigh, list them and require the Council to accept candidates from those positions.  Ms. Kekas pointed out people have to run for City Council they are not drafted to be on City Council.  No action was taken on his request.

AVIATION PARKWAY – REQUEST FOR VARIANCE TO INSTILL WATER LINE – REFERRED TO THE CITY ATTORNEY

David Ransenberg, Gateway Homes, 11121 Carmel Commons Boulevard, #350, Charlotte, North Carolina presented Council members with a packet of information and maps illustrating the following points.

A tract of land was rezoned by AAC in late 1990’s that became the Brier Creek community. At that time a requirement was placed on the rezoned property that required the petitioner to install a waterline along the future Aviation Parkway.  In 2002 the same company subdivided the tract. As a condition of the subdivision the subdivider, AAC, was required to pay a fee in lieu of placing the waterline in.  I then contracted to purchase the entire tract but only closed on the first phase of 128 lots.  We also built Arnold Palmer Blvd. with the waterline to serve our property. We built and sold those homes.  In turn we closed the second phase and platted an additional 181 units. We continued to build and close units while we tried to redesign phase II for more units. It was this attempt that triggered the request from the city to pay for the waterline along Aviation Parkway.  I met with Donna Jackson and Cesar Sanchez from the Utility Department. They told me that they made an error in not getting the money from the subdivider, AAC.  Now we were obligated to pay because they have leverage on me.  It was after this meeting that the city stopped issuing building permits unless I capitulated to their demands.  This prompted another meeting with the meeting with Dale Crisp.  It was at this meeting that Dale asked why the fee was not pay at subdivision, and Cesar Sanchez said he made an error in not collecting it from AAC.  Mr. Crisp then agreed to add a portion of the fee that they should have collected from AAC to my building permits.  After a few days I was able to get my permits again while I pay for another’s obligation. I then received an email from Cesar that included the ordinance that they felt require me to pay.  It stated that any project that required utility services had to pay the ones that serve that site. I did that in Arnold Palmer Blvd.  The ordinance is Sec. 10-3055 Water Supply.

The amount of money includes the waterline fee of $101,200 as well as the reimbursement of $34,000 for constructing the line in Arnold Palmer Blvd.  I trust that you would agree with me that imposing the will of the city by forcing me to capitulate to the demands of a few is no way to govern your city.

He highlighted the information going over various amounts he had been told he owes and the feeling that he should not have to pay the fees as being required pointing out he is on the hook for something he wasn’t told about and had no control over.

City Manager Allen pointed out staff has looked at this and believe the money is due.  Without further discussion the item was referred to the City Attorney.  

UTILITY BILLING – CONCERNS – CHANGES EXPLAINED

Millie Hershner, 3000 Sergeant Pepper Court, presented Council members with the following information.  

When turning over the water service in our Raleigh rental house to new tenants, we noticed that although we only had our name on the water bill for seven (7) days or one week out of the two month (61 day) billing cycle, we were charged the full two-month rate for the water administration fee, the sewer administration fee, the recycle and solid waste collection fees, and the storm water fee. The total of all these fees amounted to $41.80, the full two-month amount for these services. We would have been charged this same amount even if our name had been on the bill only one day. The new tenants who took over the water service were also billed the same two-month amount for their use of the water for 54 days or 7 1/2 weeks of the billing cycle for these same services. The actual water usage for this period was properly prorated.

Thus the water department double billed the fixed services for this two-month transition period of time, when equitably the fixed service portion of the bill should have been pro-rated between the former customer and the new customer for this time.  The electric company, the gas company and the cable companies are all able to pro-rate.  It is the fair thing to do.

Whenever the water service is put in a new client’s name, there is also a one-time $50 fee to set up the new account.  Therefore, the City is already being well compensated for the service changing customers.  The charge of $50 for merely changing the name (and possibly the address) of the customer in the computer is well beyond compensation for the time to make this change.  There is no need to get extra money by double billing on fixed services for this two-month transition period of time.  This is unfair, inequitable and puts an unfair fee or tax on people who rent or turn over housing frequently, such as students.

When I spoke to the people in water billing, they said they were aware of the double billing, but that the matter would have to be brought before City Council to change the current billing practice.  I am bringing this inequitable and unjust practice before you today to consider pro-rating the fixed fees for water and trash services during the transition period when a tenancy is changing hands.  I request a pro-ration and refund of the part of our fixed fee attributable to the new tenant, and I request changing the rules that perpetuate this unfair practice.

Please see the enclosed bills for this property.  The circled items represent the fixed fees and on the bill dated 12/28/07 to 1/4/07, you can see the fees were $41.80. The new tenancy actually began on January 1, 2007, but because of the New Year holiday, the meter was not read until January 4, 2007.

She explained the information.  City Manager Allen explained the components on a water bill which include solid waste fee, water and sewer fee, water usage, sewer usage, water and sewer administrative fees.  He pointed out some changes are being made and the water and sewer consumption will be prorated but the fixed fee should not be prorated.  He stated he feels this will address the concerns and that can be handled administratively.

KYLE DRIVE – REQUEST FOR VARIANCE FOR INSTALLATION OF CURB AND GUTTER – NO ACTION TAKEN

Okcha Unthank, Raleigh Korean Baptist Church, and Carl Simmons were at the meeting to request a variance to the requirement to install curb and gutter along the west side of Kyle Drive in connection with the construction of the new church.  It was pointed out the property is a long triangular shaped property, the southern end is not buildable.  The church is requesting relief from the curb and gutter construction.  City Manager Allen pointed out a site plan has not been presented.  He stated however Kyle Drive is a collector street but he could not make any recommendations until the site plan is submitted.  No further action was taken.

MATTERS SCHEDULED FOR PUBLIC HEARING

UNFIT DWELLING – 120 IDLEWILD AVENUE – REMOVED FROM THE AGENDA

This was a hearing to consider the adoption of an ordinance authorizing the demolition of the unfit building at 120 Idlewood Avenue pursuant to provisions of Section 10-6131 of the Raleigh City Code.  The property is in the name of Lillian H. Owens.  Mayor Meeker stated the item had been withdrawn therefore no action is needed.  Later in the meeting William E. Owens presented information relative to this item.  No further action was taken.

UNFIT BUILDINGS – VARIOUS LOCATIONS – HEARING – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

This was a hearing to consider the adoption of an ordinance prohibiting occupancy of the unfit dwellings until repaired to comply with the requirements of the Housing Code and pursuant to the provisions of Section 10-6130 of the Code of the City of Raleigh.  The Mayor opened the hearing on ach item.

919 East Edenton Street, George C. and Marguerite Exum property owners, Tax ID 0006222.  No one asked to be heard.  The Mayor closed the hearing.  Ms. Taliaferro moved adoption of the ordinance as advertised.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Isley and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 193.

5505 Kaplan Drive, Howard J. & Mark F. McCreery, Tax ID 0117671.  It was pointed out this item has been withdrawn therefore no action is needed.

1706-1706 ½ Poole Road, MB Investment Company, Inc., Tax ID 0009150.  Inspections Director Strickland indicated Janet Howard is requesting a 45 day extension in order to complete the repairs.  He stated he has no objection as long as the Council goes ahead and adopts an ordinance to be effective in 45 days.  The Mayor closed the hearing.  Mayor Meeker moved adoption of the ordinance to be effective in 45 days.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 185.

UNFIT BUILDING – 601 WEST CABARRUS STREET – HEARING – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This was a hearing to adopt an Ordinance authorizing the demolition of the unfit buildings as listed below and pursuant to the provisions of Section 10-6127(d) of the City Code if the repairs necessary to render the dwellings fit for human habitation are not completed within ninety (90) days.

LOCATION
PROPERTY OWNER
TAX ID NO.
VACATED & CLOSED

601 West Cabarrus
Cityspace Investment
0018863
November 2, 2005

 Street (D)
Group, LLC

The Mayor opened the hearing, no one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Ms. Taliaferro moved adoption of the ordinance as outlined.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Isley and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 186.

ANNEXATIONS – VARIOUS LOCATIONS – HEARING – ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Mr. Craven stated he would like to be excused from participation on the item relating to Olde Towne as his company did the engineering work.  Mayor Meeker moved Mr. Craven be excused from participation on the Olde Towne annexation.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  They Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

This was a hearing to consider the following annexation petitions.  If following the hearing the Council wishes to proceed with the annexations, it would be appropriate to adopt ordinances annexing the properties effective June 30, 2007 and a resolution placing the properties in the appropriate electoral districts.

LOCATION
ELECTORAL DISTRICT

Seventh Day Adventist & Intervening ROW
D

US Fleet Fueling Station & Intervening ROW
C

Tennyson Place Subdivision
E

The Ridges at Maybrook
C

Olde Towne
C

Providence Subdivision, Phase 2
C

The Mayor opened the hearing on all items except the Olde Towne development.  No one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Ms. Taliaferro moved adoption of ordinances annexing the properties effective June 30, 2007 and adoption of a resolution placing the properties in the appropriate electoral districts.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Isley and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinances 187, 188, 189, 190 and 192 and Resolution 200.

The Mayor opened the hearing on the Olde Towne annexation petition.  No one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed (Mr. Craven had the left the table).  Ms. Taliaferro moved adoption of an ordinance annexing the Olde Towne development as petitioned to be effective June 30, 2007 and adoption of a resolution placing the property in the appropriate electoral district.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Craven who was excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Ordinance 191 and Resolution 200.

EASEMENT EXCHANGE – BRIER CREEK DEVELOPMENT – HEARING – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider a request from American Asset Corporation to exchange a 20 foot sanitary sewer easement relating to Parcel G4 in the Brier Creek Development.  The Mayor opened the hearing, no one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Isley moved adoption of a resolution authorizing exchange as advertised.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 201.

EASEMENT EXCHANGE – CAMDEN MANOR PARK – HEARING – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider a request from Camden Development to exchange a 20 foot sanitary sewer easement serving Camden Manor Park (formerly known as Summit Manor Park) 400 Manor Club Drive.  The Mayor opened the hearing no one asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Isley moved adoption of a resolution authorizing exchange as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 202.

CONVENTION CENTER TOUR – DELAYED

Mayor Meeker pointed out the Council is scheduled to join the County Commissioners on a tour of the Convention Center.  He stated because of the time he would defer that tour for two weeks.  City Manager Allen pointed out several county commissioners arrived and the City personnel departed with them to make the tour.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE BUDGET & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

HILLSBOROUGH STREET FAÇADE PROGRAM – AMENDED

Mayor Meeker reported the Budget & Economic Development Committee recommends that the Hillsborough Street Façade Grant amount be increased from $5,000 to $10,000 per matching grant and the increase be scheduled to sunset with the completion of the Hillsborough Street roundabout project.  On behalf of the Committee, Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

GATEWAY PARK LOAN STATUS – AMENDED

Mayor Meeker reported the Budget & Economic Development Committee recommends that the request of NRP Group to change the loan terms for the Gateway Park project from step payments which increase every five years to a cash flow only loan with the understanding the loan documents include the ability to review the repayment in five years.

On behalf of the Committee, Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Kekas and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

CLARENCE LIGHTNER PUBLIC SAFETY CENTER - CITY HALL BLOCK APPROVED – DIRECTION GIVEN

Chairperson West reported the Budget & Economic Development Committee in Real Estate Committee voted to recommend the approval of the City Hall Block as the future site of the Clarence Lightner Public Safety Center with additional scope of work and architectural planning to be done by O’Brien Atkins to determine the exact location of the public safety center.  Mayor Meeker pointed out there are two sites being considered and the additional work will help make that determination.  It was pointed out hopefully that work could be done within a 30 day period.  Mr. West moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mayor Meeker and put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

UPPER NEUSE BASIN PROJECT – ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY – APPROVED – FUNDS TRANSFERRED

Chairperson West reported the Budget & Economic Development Committee in Real Estate Committee voted to recommend the joint (50/50) acquisition with Wake County of 215.82 acres located on Creedmoor Road from Laura Elizabeth Angell and Victoria Marie Angell for $4,960,000.  This track has approximately 11,426 feet of stream frontage and would protect the water quality in the Falls Lake Watershed form future development and preserve open space.  The City’s participation would be $2,480,000 with an estimated reimbursement of $625,000 from the Clean Water Management Trust Fund.  Funding for the purchase will come from Public Utilities and Parks and Recreation capital budgets.  On behalf of the Committee, Mr. West moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mayor Meeker.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned if this is in the city limits with it being pointed out it is not.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned if it will be accessible to the public with City Manager Allen pointing out it would, it would be managed somewhat similar to the Forest Ridge Park.  The land will be primarily park land.  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 on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 181 TF 65.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

HORSE FACILITY – POLICE MOUNTED PATROL – REMOVED WITH NO ACTION TAKEN

Ms. Taliaferro reported the Public Works Committee recommends that this item be removed from the agenda with no action taken.  Funds are available to upfit and rent temporary facilities at 600 W. Hargett Street.  The long term goal is to have permanent facilities located at the future Downtown District Station.  She stated no action is needed.  The report was received and the item removed from the Public Works Committee agenda.

REPORT OF MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

TRAFFIC – SANDERSON DRIVE AREA – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mr. Isley pointed out he had been working with staff relative to the Sanderson Drive situation.  He stated he feels staff, the neighbors and the school have come up with some resolutions to address the situation.  The resolution includes reversal of some stop signs, designation of a drop off and pick up site, etc.  He expressed appreciation to everyone involved.

RED LIGHT TRAFFIC CAMERAS – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Ms. Kekas pointed out Council members received a letter from Senator Janet Cowell relative to use of red light traffic cameras in the City of Raleigh.  Mayor Meeker pointed out the City Attorney is reviewing the situation.

TRAFFIC – PEDESTRIAN ACCESS ON CAPITAL BOULEVARD – ADMINISTRATION TO STUDY AND REPORT BACK TO CITY COUNCIL

Mayor Meeker pointed out there have been some newspaper articles relative to problems with pedestrian access on Capital Boulevard.  He talked about the problems and asked Administration to confirm the situation and develop some recommendations as to what the City may do to help make it a safer situation.  He pointed out even though it is a state system street it has impacts on Raleigh citizens and he feels we should study the situation.  Ms. Taliaferro stated she has been aware of this situation for quite some time and has tried to bring it to the City Council’s attention.  She stated there are a lot of people who live in that area who do not use cars and walk to various destinations.  He asked about the Public Works Department providing information on what the pedestrian improvement bond funds could be used for and whether they could be used to help solve some of the problems on Capital Boulevard.  Mayor Meeker questioned if there are certain locations that are particularly dangerous and pointed out he feels the Council needs to have some information on the problem and possible solutions.  He stated it may be that CAMPO can help out in some way.  City Manager Allen pointed out Capital Boulevard is a long road and Administration could develop some statistics on where the accident history is and to determine if it is certain locations, certain areas, etc., that are of concern.  After brief discussion it was agreed that Administration would look into the issue and bring back a report to the full Council as to particular locations, possible solutions, etc.

HILLSBOROUGH STREET ROUNDABOUTS – FUNDING – TO BE PLACED ON APRIL 3 AGENDA

Mayor Meeker pointed out the City Manager provided Council members with a memorandum relative to the funding of the Hillsborough Street roundabouts.  He stated it may be that the situation could be addressed with reallocation of funds in the current budget.  He suggested that the item be placed on the April 3 agenda and administration recirculate the memo and offer any suggestions.  Ms. Taliaferro stated she hopes we are still pursuing partnerships with the State NCSU, Progress Energy and others in the area.  It was agreed to place the matter on the April 3 agenda for further consideration.

SHELLEY LAKE GREENWAY TRAIL – CONCERNS – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Mr. Craven pointed out he has been contacted by a number of people who enjoy the benches along the Shelley Lake Greenway Trail.  He asked about the possibility of having additional benches placed along the trail pointing out it is a very popular place for seniors and others to walk and they enjoy utilizing the benches.  He stated in addition there are some exercise stations along the trial and he understands many are falling into disrepair and there could be some liability on the part of the City if something is not done.  He asked administration to look into the possibility of repairing or removing the equipment pointing out he understands they were originally installed by a private sponsor but that relationship is now defunct.  The item was referred to Administration.

STC-02-06 – OLD U.S. HIGHWAY 64 – 120 DAY EXTENSION GRANTED

Mr. Craven pointed out in February of 2006 the City Council approved street closing STC-02-06 relating to old U.S. 64 Highway.  He stated as he understands the petitioner has had problems getting the mapping together and has asked for a 120 day extension.  City Attorney McCormick indicated this has been done in the past and he would see no problem in granting an extension.  Mayor Meeker moved approval of the 120 day extension relating to STC-02-06.  Hs 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 on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 203.

COUNCILMAN CRAVEN – EXCUSED FROM THE EVENING PORTION OF THE MEETING

Mr. Craven indicated he had a conflict that would make it impossible for him to attend the evening session of the meeting.  Mayor Meeker stated without objection Mr. Craven would be excused from the evening session of the Council meeting.

BICYCLE GRANT – INFORMATION REQUESTED

Mr. Crowder pointed out the City received a bicycle grant from the State and questioned where we are on that.  He stated as he remembers it was a substantial amount of money and he would just like a status report on the program.  The item was referred to administration.

FENCES – CITY ATTORNEY ASKED TO PROVIDE INFORMATION

Mr. Crowder pointed out he has brought up the issue of fencing material and he would like for the City Attorney to provide a report as to where he is on developing a possible text change.  The item was referred to the City Attorney.

APPOINTMENTS

APPOINTMENTS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

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

Appearance Commission – One Vacancy – Elizabeth Welch – 8 (All Council Members)

Arts Commission – One Vacancy – Ann Tharrington – 8 (All Council Members)

Downtown Parking Task Force – Three Vacancies – Stephen Votino – 4 (West, Kekas, Taliaferro, Craven); Lewis Riley – 0; Jonathan Parker – 2 (Stephenson, Crowder); Ryan Hancock – 1 (Meeker); Bill Spruill – 4 (Stephenson, Meeker, Crowder, West); Michael Schaul – 1 (Kekas); Joe Johnson – 3 (Isley, Taliaferro, Craven); Garry Baker – 3 (Isley, Taliaferro, Craven); Mark Ezzell – 5 (Isley, Meeker, Crowder, West, Kekas); Donna Armbruster was nominated by Mr. Stephenson.  Mayor Meeker suggested that the Council appoint Mr. Ezzell and the two who received four votes – Stephen Votino and Bill Spruill.

Human Relations Commission – One Vacancy – Ms. Kekas nominated Ricardo Perez.

Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board – 4 Vacancies – Patrick Beggs, Elaine Perkinson and Delmar Jones have been nominated.  The City Clerk reported Mr. Jones has withdrawn his name from nomination.  Ms. Taliaferro, Mr. Crowder and Mr. Stephenson nominated David Knight for reappointment.  Ms. Taliaferro and Mr. West nominated Eugene Weeks.  Mayor Meeker nominated Becky Browning, Kevin Brice, Bev Norwood.  Mr. Crowder moved that the Council suspend the rules and reappoint the two persons who are presently serving Patrick Beggs and David Knight leaving two vacancies for consideration.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Kekas and put to a vote which passed unanimously.

Mordecai Advisory Board – One Vacancy – Thomas Alexander has been nominated.  Mr. West nominated Mona Keach.

Planning Commission – one vacancy – Matthew Brown – 4 (Stephenson, Meeker, Crowder, West) Waheedul Haq – 4 (Isley, Kekas, Taliaferro, Craven)

Transit Authority – One Vacancy – Alternate Member - Jeff Bandini – 7 (All but Crowder)

The appointment of Elizabeth Welch to the Appearance Commission, Ann Tharrington to the Arts Commission, Stephen Votino, Bill Spruill and Mark Ezzell to the Downtown Parking Task Force, reappointment of Patrick Beggs and David Knight to Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board and Jeff Bandini to the Transit Authority was announced.  With all of the other items being carried over to the next meeting.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY CLERK

MINUTES – MARCH 6, 2007 – APPROVED

Council Members received in their agenda packet copies of the minutes of the March 6, 2007 Council meeting.  Ms. Taliaferro moved approval as presented.  Her 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.

CLOSED SESSION

CLOSED SESSION – HELD

Mayor Meeker stated a motion is in order to enter closed session pursuant to G.S. 143-318.11(a)(5) for the purpose of instructing City staff concerning negotiation for possible acquisition of all or a portion of the Dorothea Dix property and pursuant to G.S. 143-318.11(a)(3) for the purpose of consulting with the City Attorney regarding a workman’s compensation matter.  Mayor Meeker moved approval as read.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote and the Council went into closed session at 5:20 p.m.

The Council reconvened in open session at 5:42 p.m. with the Mayor announcing the City Council advised the City Attorney about the resolution of a workman’s compensation claim and discussed the City’s wishes on the Dorothea Dix property.

RECESS

There being no further business Mayor Meeker announced the meeting recessed at 5:43 p.m. to be reconvened in a joint meeting with the Planning Commission at 6:30 p.m.  That portion of the minutes will be covered by a separate set.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk
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