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COUNCIL MINUTES

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in regular session at 1:00 p.m. on Tuesday, June 15, 2010, in the City Council Chamber of the 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




Councilor Mary-Ann Baldwin




Councilor Thomas G. Crowder




Councilor Bonner Gaylord




Councilor Nancy McFarlane




Councilor John Odom




Councilor Russ Stephenson

Mayor Meeker called the meeting to order and invocation was rendered by the Rabbi Eric Solomon, Beth Meyer Synagogue.  The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Council Member Russ Stephenson. The following items were discussed with action taken as shown.

RECOGNITION OF SPECIAL AWARDS

CERTIFICATES OF APPOINTMENTS – PRESENTATION MADE

Mayor Meeker explained the Certificate of Appointment presentation and presented certificates to Carlotta Drew and Rene Bethea who were recently appointed to the Fair Housing Hearing Board.

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 requests discussion on an item, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and considered separately.  Mayor Meeker stated he had received the following requests to withdraw items from the Consent Agenda:  Downtown Loan Pool Program (Meeker); Proposed Ordinance – Privilege License Taxes (Crowder); Encroachment Request - 237 Wilmington Street (Meeker); Park Improvement Fund Budget Amendments (Crowder); Budget Amendments – Hillsborough Street Municipal Service District (Crowder).  Mayor Meeker stated Council members received street closings relating to South Salisbury Street, 2300 Block of Sapphire Valley Drive and 6100 Block of Amber Bluff Crescent.  These should be added to the Consent Agenda.  He also stated Item 5.3 – street closing relating to the 500 block of East Lane Street should indicate July 24 rather than June 24.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval of the remaining items on the Consent Agenda including the three street closings and with the correction on the date for the street closing.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  The items on the Consent Agenda were as follows:
TAX COLLECTOR ORDERS – VARIOUS – APPROVED

Taxes-Order Directing City of Raleigh Tax Collector
To comply with General Statute 105-321, the following orders directing the Tax Collector of the City of Raleigh, the Tax Collector of Wake County, and the Tax Collector of Durham County to collect taxes charged in the tax records are required to be adopted annually and entered into the minutes of the City of Raleigh.
The City of Raleigh Revenue Manager (Tax Collector) requests that the City adopt and enter into their minutes orders directing the Tax Collector to collect taxes charged in the records pursuant to advice from the Institute of Government and in compliance with NC General Statute 105-321.  It is requested that such an order be provided, executed by the Mayor, to fulfill this requirement.

Taxes-Order Directing Wake County Tax Collector
The Wake County Revenue Administrator (Tax Collector) has requested that the City adopt and enter into their minutes orders directing the Tax Collector to collect taxes charged in the records pursuant to advice from the Institute of Government and in compliance with NC General Statute 105-321.  It is requested that such an order be provided, executed by the Mayor, to fulfill this requirement.

Taxes-Order Directing Durham County Tax Collector
The Durham County Tax Administrator (Tax Collector) has requested that the City adopt and enter into their minutes orders directing the Tax Collector to collect taxes charged in the records pursuant to advice from the Institute of Government and in compliance with NC General Statute 105-321.  It is requested that such an order be provided, executed by the Mayor, to fulfill this requirement.

Recommendation:  Adopt the tax orders.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Odom – 8 ayes.
PARADE ROUTE – OAKWOOD COMMON PARK AREA – APPROVED

Katie Irving, representing the Oakwood neighborhood, requests to hold a parade on Sunday, July 4, 2010, from 3:30 p.m. until 4:30 p.m.

Recommendation:  Approve subject to conditions on the report in the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Odom – 8 ayes.  

STREET CLOSINGS – VARIOUS LOCATIONS AND DATES – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

The agenda presented the following requests for temporary street closings.  

500 Block of Bragg Street

Larry McClain, representing MBF Harvest Street Sweep Ministries, requests a street closure on Saturday, June 19, 2010, from 12:00 p.m. until 5:00 p.m. for a Community Outreach Event.

1200 Block of East Lenoir Street

Margaret Rose Murray, representing the Vital Links School, requests a street closure on Sunday, June 20, 2010, from 10:00 a.m. until 7:00 p.m. for a school festival.
500 Block of East Lane Street

Tekia Harris, representing Remnant of Christ Fellowship Church, requests a street closure on Saturday, July 24, 2010, from 9:00 a.m. until 6:00 p.m. for a Neighborhood Outreach Festival.
300 Block of Pace Street

Mike James, representing the Person Street Pharmacy, requests a street closure on Sunday, July 25, 2010, from 1:00 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. for a business anniversary celebration.
He also requests a waiver of the amplified noise ordinances.

Tuckland Drive Vicinity

Michelle Harrell, representing Riverbrook Subdivision, requests a street closure on Saturday, August 7, 2010, from 3:00 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. for a neighborhood block party.

2400 Block of Goodrich Drive

Debra Dansky, representing Bedford Subdivision, requests a street closure on Saturday, August 21, 2010, from 2:00 p.m. until 10:00 p.m. and on Thursday, November 25, 2010, from 10:00 a.m. until 4:00 p.m. for a neighborhood block party and a neighborhood Thanksgiving party
She also requests a waiver of all City Ordinances concerning the possession and consumption of alcoholic beverages on City property and a waiver of the amplified noise ordinances.

Cokesbury Lane Vicinity

Jennifer Piscorik, representing the Falls River Subdivision, requests a street closure on Saturday, September 25, 2010, from 1:00 p.m. until 6:00 p.m. and Saturday, December 4, 2010, from 9:00 a.m. until 12:30 p.m. for planned community events.

500 Block Of Salisbury Street
Doug Grissom representing the Raleigh Convention Center request for the closing of the 500 Block of South Salisbury between Cabarrus and Lenior on Wednesday, June 23, 1010 from 7:00 p.m. until 12:00 a.m. (actual event will be from 800 p.m. until 10:30 p.m.) to facilitate an outdoor entertainment event being held in conjunction with various planned activities for the Future Farmers of America conference.  Mr. Grissom is also requesting waiver of City ordinances pertaining to amplified sound.
6100 Block of Amber Bluffs Crescent

Michelle Maben has requested permission to close the 6100 Block of Amber Bluff Crescent between Glass Ridge Road and Holly Ridge Farm Road on Sunday, July 4th from 10:00 a.m. until 9:00 p.m. in connection with a neighborhood party.  She is also requesting permission to allow for the possession and consumption of alcoholic beverages within the enclosed area.

2300 Block of Sapphire Valley Drive

Mark Echols is requesting permission to close the 2300 Block of Sapphire Valley Drive on Saturday, July 3, from 7:00 p.m. to 12:00 midnight in connection with a block party.  He is also requesting Council’s permission to allow for possession and consumption of alcoholic beverages within the enclosure during the event.

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

ARRA GRANT AWARD NOTIFICATION RECEIVED – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

The City of Raleigh received notification of an American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) grant award in the amount of $199,972 from the Department of Energy.  The core purpose of the Local Energy Assurance Planning (LEAP) Initiative grant is to enhance local energy supply reliability and to facilitate repair and recovery when outages occur.  The City has long been a leader in energy assurance within its City operations, as one of the first cities in the nation to install emergency electrical generators at all of its water and wastewater facilities in the late 1990’s and subsequently at many other City facilities.  The LEAP Initiative takes local energy assurance planning to the next level, as cities will develop energy assurance and resiliency plans for use during interruptions of their electrical, natural gas or petroleum supply systems.

This is a valuable and important initiative.  Within the past two decades, a number of ice storms and hurricanes have caused local power outages in Raleigh and elsewhere in North Carolina, sometimes lasting for over two weeks.  Such outages have very significant negative impacts on the health and safety of the local population and on the local economy.  Schools, industries and other employers cannot function in the absence of electrical power and other forms of energy.
The objectives of developing a LEAP include:
· Identify critical energy infrastructure components, risks and vulnerabilities.
· Provide for rapid assessment of supply disruptions and other action plans to reduce response, restoration and recovery time, lessening health, safety and economic impacts.
· Foster awareness of how energy systems work.
· Build organizational relationships and all-hazards collaborative emergency preparedness.
· Establish responsibilities and legal authorities within local government and the private sector in the region.
· Develop strategies and options for dealing with all phases of energy supply interruptions, including sustained disruptions or outages.
It is requested that City Council accept the grant award, agree to the obligations set out in the grant agreement and approve the following budgetary adjustments as indicated below for a total grant of $199,972.  No matching funds are required.

The following accounts should be increased by:
Revenue Account:

810-1060-513550-996-GRT00-70470000
ARRA Funding
$199,972

Expense Accounts:

810-1060-600010-996-GRT00-70470000
Salaries-Full Time
$  43,387

810-1060-600110-996-GRT00-70470000
Salaries-Part Time/Temporary/Seasonal
    79,167

810-1060-600020-996-GRT00-70470000
Salaries-Overtime
     3,000

810-1060-620010-996-GRT00-70470000
Retirement
     2,785

810-1060-620020-996-GRT00-70470000
Supplemental Retirement
     1,302

810-1060-620030-996-GRT00-70470000
Supplemental Retirement - Police
        150

810-1060-620050-996-GRT00-70470000
Social Security
     7,784

810-1060-620060-996-GRT00-70470000
Medicare
     1,821

810-1060-625010-996-GRT00-70470000
Health Insurance
     2,030

810-1060-625030-996-GRT00-70470000
Group Life & Disability
          39

810-1060-700010-996-GRT00-70470000
Office Supplies
     3,192

810-1060-702020-996-GRT00-70470000
Computer Lease
     3,400

810-1060-703010-996-GRT00-70470000
Print/Copy
     3,120

810-1060-712010-996-GRT00-70470000
Training/Travel & Registration
   22,824

810-1060-712040-996-GRT00-70470000
Mileage Reimbursement
    3,960

810-1060-713080-996-GRT00-70470000
Cellular/Wireless Communication
       864

810-1060-713110-996-GRT00-70470000
Wireless Card Services
    2,000

810-1060-793080-996-GRT00-70470000
Consultant/Professional Services
    9,147



          $199,972

Recommendation:  Approve.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Odom – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 744 TF 139.
PERSONNEL – FINANCE DEPARTMENT POSITION RECLASSIFICATIONS – APPROVED
As part of the reorganization of various Finance Department work areas which revises the alignment of management responsibilities and responds to new ERP system processes, the Personnel Department has assisted in reviewing job duties and position classifications associated with these changes.  While there are several other positions still under review, the Personnel Department provided the following recommendations for pay or title classification changes:
· Controller (Position 1541;  Job Code 0169; PG 43) - upgrade to PG 44

· Manager of Treasury Services (Position 1501; Job Code 0164; PG 42) - upgrade to PG 43

· Accountant/Auditor II - Accounts Payable Manager (Position 1484; Job Code 0166; PG 36) - title reclassification to Finance Manager;  Job Code 0129; PG 36)

· Senior Accounting Assistant (Position 1478, 1479, 1480, 1481;  Job Code 0102; PG 25) - Reclassification to Accounting Specialist (Job Code 0100; PG 27)

Funds are available in the current salary budgets to make these changes.
Recommendation:  Approve reclassifications.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Odom – 8 ayes.

BUDGET AMENDMENTS – VARIOUS – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented the following recommended budget amendments:

Finance - $67,560 - During FY10, the Risk Management Division of the Finance Department processed settlement funds from other parties at fault in vehicle accidents.  The settlement proceeds plus insurance reserves provide funding sufficient for the purchase of three replacement police cruiser vehicles for the Police Department.

Finance - $140,000 - During FY10, the Revenue Division of the Finance Department worked with the City Attorney’s office to update the administrative processes for civil penalty collections required to be paid to the Wake County Public School System.  The results of those updates to the City accounts designated as civil penalties as well as the City’s realization of higher than anticipated collection activity in existing penalty accounts has increased payment amounts due to the Wake County Public School System.  The City is required to pay 90% of all civil penalties collected to the Wake County Public School System.

Planning - $22,000 - The Planning Department has received a grant from the Federal Historic Preservation Fund administered by State Historic Preservation Office to update the Design Guidelines for Raleigh Historic Districts.  The total cost of the project is $22,000.  The Planning Department requests authorization to accept the grant and to set up the budget.  The City match will be funded from account 100-737010-1050-73708 - Raleigh Historic Districts Commission - $7,000 and account 625-6210-790010-975-CIP03-96780000 - Parks and Recreation City Cemetery Restoration - $3,000.

Police - $44,648 - To provide funds from the Governor’s Highway Safety grant award to the City of Raleigh.  The grant will provide funding for the purchase of 6-Lidars, 1-Data Collector and advanced training at the Institute of Police Technology and Management for the Crash Reconstruction Unit.  The match will come from Controlled Substance Reserve (100-0000-400010-40016)
Police - $146,573 - To provide funds from the Governor’s Crime Commission to the City of Raleigh Police Department.  The grant will provide funding for overtime of sworn officers and printing of educational material to address residential burglaries in the city.  The grant requires a 25% cash match.  The match will come from Controlled Substance Reserve (100-0000-400010-40016).

Public Works Construction Management - $341,861 - To reduce total budget for Raleigh Convention Center due to overestimate of interest income and proper budget control on ledger.

Public Works – Transit - $110,951 - To establish FY 10-11 budgetary accounts to continue receiving funds from the Triangle J Council of Governments (TJCOG) in order to fund one Travel Demand Management (TDM) position and associated planning activities.  The TDM position is housed within the Transportation Operations Division of the Public Works Department.  The City match is available in 410-2260-712100-580.

Public Works – Transit - $602, 921 - The FY 2010 - 2011 Budget for an anticipated Section 5307 (& 5303) FTA Planning Grant has been prepared to establish budgetary accounts to continue receiving funds from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) for planning activities within the Transit Division of the Public Works Department in the amount of $606,192.  This proposed budget is incorporated in the Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) which was adopted by the Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) and the North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT).  The funding is 80% Federal funds ($482,337), 10% State funds ($60,292), and 10% City funds ($60,292).  The City cash match is budgeted in 100-2210-72502-215.

Public Works - $1,300,000 - To increase Transit’s miscellaneous revenue and farebox reimbursement accounts for the purpose of over realized miscellaneous revenue.  This request is due to increased ridership on CAT buses and increased revenue from contracted services and Go-Pass agreements.

The agenda outlined the code accounts involved and the reasons for the recommended budget amendments:

Recommendation:  Approval of Budget Amendments as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Odom – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 744 TF 139.
CONDEMNATION – FALLS OF NEUSE ROAD REALIGNMENT PROJECT – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Efforts have been unsuccessful to obtain needed easements; therefore, it is recommended that a resolution of condemnation be authorized for the following:
Project Name:
Falls of Neuse Road Realignment and Widening Project (Phase II)

Name:
Den Mark Construction, Inc.

Location:
10628 Marion Stone Way

Recommendation:  Approve a resolution of condemnation for the easements needed from the above property.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Odom – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 176.

TRANSFERS – VARIOUS – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented recommended transfers in the departments of Public Utilities and Solid Waste Services.  The agenda outlined the code accounts involved and the reasons for the recommended transfers.

Recommendation:  Approval of the transfers as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Odom – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 744 TF 139.

PU-2010-1 – BENTLEY WOOD SUBDIVISION – RESOLUTION OF INTENT ADOPTED

PU-2010 calls for the installation of approximately $6,680 lineal feet of 8-inch sanitary sewer main in the Bentley Woods Subdivision, Phase II annexation area bounded by U.S. 1 North and Fox Road.  The estimated cost is $1,300,000.  The project is located inside the city and would be assessed on a front footage, area served and/or per lot basis.

Recommendation:  Adoption of a resolution of intent to schedule a public hearing on Tuesday, July 6, 2010.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Odom – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 177.

TRAFFIC – MULTI-WASTE STOP – IRIS DRIVE AT LAKEHEAVEN DRIVE

The agenda recommended that a multi-waste stop be installed at the intersection of Iris Drive at Lakeheaven Drive.  The intersection does not meet the minimum required site distance based on posted speed limit but does meet the warrants as specified in Section 2B.07 of the manual of uniform traffic control devices and adopted as policy by the Raleigh City Council.  

Recommendation:  Approve the multi-waste stop request to be effective in seven days.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Odom – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 747.

END OF CONSENT AGENDA

DOWNTOWN LOAN POOL PROGRAM – DEEPJAVA CAFÉ, LLC – APPROVED
Mayor Meeker stated he had withdrawn this item from the Consent Agenda as his son owns the building next door.  He stated he had talked with the City Attorney and as he understands he needs to disclose interest but does not need to be excused from voting.  With the City Attorney pointing out that is correct.

The City of Raleigh set up the Downtown Loan Pool Program (DLPP) to extend loans to businesses along Fayetteville Street with the emphasis being restaurants, parlors and other commercial businesses.  Thus far all the loans that have been made are for restaurants and they have functioned well and paid their loans on time.  The fund was initialized with $300,000 from the Council and most of the money still remains in the City’s budget.  We have a request for a $50,000 loan.  This loan request is from Deepjava Café, LLC located on 223 South Wilmington Street.  This will be gap financing that will provide capacity to purchase some equipment and allow some working capital.  Sufficient collateral is being offered to cover this loan request.  Collateral is free of all indebtedness.  Underwriting for the loan is being conducted by staff having years of experience in the underwriting process.  Additional information was in the agenda packet.

A budget amendment and funding for this loan is requested as follows:

Increase Revenue:
100-0000-532990-000
$50,000

Increase Expense:
110-2510-72393-72393
$50,000

Recommendation:  Approve budget amendment and loan request for $50,000 to Deepjava Café, LLC.
Ms. Baldwin moved approval.  Her 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 Ordinance 744 TF 139.

PRIVILEGE LICENSE – ELECTRONIC GAMING OPERATIONS – REFERRED TO BUDGET & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

It is recommended that an ordinance modifying the schedule of privilege license taxes concerning a privilege license tax on electronic gaming operations be passed.  The proposed annual privilege license tax would add a new business category with a flat fee of $2,500 for each electronic gaming operation and an additional $1,000 for each machine used or stored as part of the operation, with a maximum tax of $20,000.  Currently, these businesses fall under the general privilege license tax on gross receipts, a measure which is difficult to verify for a new and growing business category.  By moving to a tax based on the number of machines, the new businesses will be taxed using an easily verifiable and standard method.  The maximum ensures these businesses will not be assessed a tax greater than the current gross receipts maximum tax.
Included in the agenda packet was the suggested ordinance and a list of existing businesses in Raleigh.

Recommendation:  Adopt the ordinance.

Mr. Crowder stated he had withdrawn this from the consent agenda questioning if the State is promoting legalization or exactly what is occurring here pointing out this is becoming a huge problem in many locations including his district.  City Attorney McCormick indicated there is some legislation kicking around but he does not know the exact status.  Mr. Crowder asked that the item be put in Budget and Economic Development Committee to discuss possible locations or issues relating to this type business.  Without objections the item was referred to Budget & Economic Development Committee.
ENCROACHMENT – 237 SOUTH WILMINGTON STREET – APPROVED

Mayor Meeker stated he had asked that this item be withdrawn from the Consent Agenda as his son owns the property next door which may be impacted; therefore, he would like to be excused from participation.  Ms. Baldwin moved that the Mayor be excused from participation on this item. Her motion was seconded by Mr. West and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted and left and turned the meeting over to Mayor Pro Tem West. 
A request has been received from Carpenter Real Estate to encroach on City right-of-way for the purpose of bringing the building at 237 South Wilmington Street into compliance with the City’s current encroachment standards.  A report was in the agenda packet.
Recommendation:  Approve the encroachment subject to completion of a liability agreement and documentation of proof of insurance by the applicant.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. McFarlane and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mayor Meeker who absent and excused.  Mayor Pro Test ruled the motion on a 7-0 vote.  

BUDGET AMENDMENTS – PARK IMPROVEMENT FUND – REFERRED TO BUDGET WORK SESSION

The following accounts should be decreased by:

Revenue Account:

625-0000-532990-000-CIP03-79990030
Appropriation from Prior Year
$854,375
Expense Accounts:

625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-80200000
Park Lighting
$  20,000
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-80550000
Carousel Paintings
9,850
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-80580000
Carousel Building Improvements
24,481
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-81120000
Fletcher Garden
26,498
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-81770000
Loblolly Trail
16,750
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-82330000
Parks Irrigation Projects
11,900
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-82370000
Parks Roof Repairs
55,000
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-82950000
Sidewalk Improvements
5,071
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-83350000
Theater in the Park
100,000
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-84010000
Williams Park
1,110
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-85740000
Community Facility Upgrades
20,000
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-86060000
Adcox Place (Wooten Meadows)
50,000
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-88450000
Optimist Park Improvements
1,482
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-88470000
Picnic Shelters
54,042
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-88490000
Aquatic Improvements
106,500
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-89450000
Pools-Rimflow Stone Replacement
7,163
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-90410000
Raleigh Little Theatre Improvements
100,000

625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-93150000
Theatre in the Park Study
30,250
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-93180000
Fletcher Park Access & Drainage
49,500
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-93190000
ADA Facility Upgrades
51,852
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-93700000
Signage-Parks & Greenways
24,746
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-93840000
Landfill Improvements
55,922
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-94830000
Mayview Green
3,122
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-96800000
Wade Avenue Administration Renovation
4,700
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-97110000
Canine Park
21,300
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-97550000
Durant Community Center Project
1,000
625-6210-790600-975-CIP03-98170000
Lions Park BMX Improvements
      2,136


$854,375

Recommendation:  The City has experienced a sharp decline in the number of permits issued that generate facility fees.  As a result, the Park Capital Improvement Fund budget must be amended to de-obligate a number of existing projects and to reflect reduced revenues in FY2010 from facility fees.  
Mr. Crowder stated he had asked that this be withdrawn from the Consent Agenda pointing out this was just discussed in Budget Work Session and questioned exactly what is occurring here.  City Manager Allen pointed out it is a budget issue. These are funds that are appropriated for projects that have been on the Capital Reserve list.  He stated this is the same list that has been provided to Council previously.  Mr. Crowder stated he would like for this to be considered as a part of budget discussions.  Brief discussion took place with it being pointed out this basically just puts the projects on hold.  Mr. Crowder again asked that they be referred to Budget Work Session and without further discussion the item was so referred.  
BUDGET AMENDMENT – HILLSBOROUGH STREET MSD – APPROVED

The agenda presented the following budget amendment.

The following accounts should be increased by:
Revenue Account:

100-0000-500150-000
Hillsborough MSD
$41,338.17

Expense Account:

100-1040-720110-102
Reserve-Hillsborough MSD
$41,338.17

Purpose:  To increase the Hillsborough Municipal Service District (MSD) budget due to greater than anticipated revenue collection in the district.

Mr. Crowder stated since he is a member of this Board he needs to be excused.  Ms. Baldwin moved that Mr. Crowder be excused from participation on this matter.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and a roll vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  Mr. Crowder left the table.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval of the budget amendment as outlined.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Crowder who was excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on 7-0 vote.  See Ordinance 744 TF 139.

SPECIAL ITEMS

SOIL AND SEDIMENTATION CONTROL – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

The following item appeared on the June 1, 2010, City Council agenda:

During the May 18, Council meeting at the recommendation of the Comprehensive Planning Committee, the City Council adopted TC-11-09 - Soil and Sedimentation Control with a number of amendments.
The Committee made the following additional recommendation:
The Committee further recommends that staff be requested to make recommendations regarding decreasing the possibility of silt fence breaches.
The Committee further recommends that staff and Stormwater Management Advisory Committee pursue the idea of a ten-year design device with early collection of escrow account monies for fixing deficiencies and reseeding construction sites for stabilization.
Council directed that these two recommendations be placed on this agenda for further consideration.

During the June 1, 2010, meeting, Mayor Pro Tem West indicated there had been a request to hold this item until the June 15, agenda for further consideration.

Ms. McFarlane moved approval of adding the 25 year storm sediment and so moved.  Mr. Stephenson seconded the motion with a friendly amendment about the extensive discussion with the home building industry and bringing in some experts from NCSU to provide guidance on alternatives not just escrow.  Mayor Meeker asked that this be expedited hopefully for October and after brief discussion staff was asked to expedite bringing a report on alternatives and escrow.
Ms. McFarlane pointed out the Homebuilders Association did bring in a list of suggestions how site could be better built and maintained and they would be looked at as a part of the alternatives and escrow suggestions.  See Ordinance 745 TC 334.

SU-2-10 – MOSAIC WINE LOUNGE – APPROVED

During the May 18, and June 1, 2010, Council meetings, an evidentiary hearing was held to consider a request from Tarlton Properties, LLC, owner of Mosaic Wine Lounge, 517 Glenwood Avenue, for a Special Use Permit for outdoor amplified entertainment at that location Monday through Saturday evenings with music beginning no earlier than 1:00 p.m. and concluding no later than 11:00 p.m. on the patio located along the adjacent railroad tracks.

During the June 1, Council meeting, the City Council voted to approve the application for a one-year period with the same conditions as the previous approval.  It was directed that the item be placed on this agenda to consider proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law to be drafted by the City attorney.
Mayor Meeker pointed out he wasn’t present at the last part of the hearing and questioned if he should chair the discussion on this item.  City Attorney McCormick pointed out the Mayor did have the record available to him.  The Findings of Facts and Conclusions are as follows:
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SU-2-10

IN RE:
Mosaic Wine Lounge


On May 18 and June 1, 2010, the Raleigh City Council held a hearing to receive evidence in the matter of Mosaic Wine Lounge, a request to be issued a special use permit for outdoor amplified entertainment. The request is to allow outdoor amplified musical performances to occur during the hours of 1:00 to 11:00 p.m. on Monday thru Saturday for a 12 month period at Mosaic Wine Lounge located at 517 West Jones Street.  As a result of that hearing and the testimony and other evidence received there the City Council makes the following findings of fact and conclusions of law.

FINDINGS OF FACT


1.
All parties necessary to the determination of this request were properly notified and were or had the opportunity to be represented at the hearing.


2.
Raleigh City Code §12-2120 requires the following conditions be satisfied before an amplified entertainment permit may be issued.

a. The establishment’s proximity to residential areas, schools, churches, and health care facilities.

The business is located at 517 West Jones Street, on the corner of Jones Street and Glenwood Avenue, and has been in operating since June 2006.  It is located in the Business zoning district and the Pedestrian Business Overlay zoning district.  It is surrounded by non-residential land uses.  The proposed location for the outdoor amplified music is on a former loading dock now used as a patio and situated adjacent a railroad corridor.  The closest residential dwelling is approximately 300 feet west on West Jones Street.  The closest church is approximately 450 feet from the establishment.  There is nearby school or health facility.

b. The establishment’s history of compliance with noise and nuisance law.

The Raleigh Police Department and the Inspections Department have no reported complaints or observations of noise or nuisance law violations.

c. Access with respect to pedestrian and automotive safety, traffic flow, emergency service.

This corner location is within the Glenwood South Pedestrian Overlay District and located along on West Jones Street and Glenwood Avenue, a major thoroughfare.  Public sidewalks exist along the streets adjacent this building and almost all others within a several block radius.  The proposed events will not be located within the public right-of-way.  All proposed activity will be on private property adjacent the railroads tracks.

Fifteen parking spaces are available on site.  On-street parking, off-street surface parking lots and a deck are available within walking distance of the establishment.

d. Intensity including such considerations as size, location, hours and/or conditions of operation, and number of participants.

The request is for outdoor amplified music to be located on the establishment’s property on a patio of approximately 950 square feet in size on a former loading dock adjacent railroad tracks.  All amplification is to be directed towards the building from free standing speakers on the patio.  The applicant requests to have the ability to stage outdoor amplified events on Monday thru Saturday evenings from 1:00 to 11:00 p.m.  The applicant states that occupancy will be within limits established by the Fire Department.

e. Landscaping, screening, fencing with respect to protecting affected properties from anticipated noise, loss of privacy, and glare; preserving of important natural features, or harmonizing the request with affected properties.

The proposed location of the outdoor music events is directly adjacent the railroad tracks.  Landscape buffering is not required by City Code between the establishment and the railroad. The applicant has not provided any evidence to address protection of adjacent properties.

f. Control or elimination of noise, dust, vibration, and lighting.

The application states that amplified music will be directed towards the building from free standing speakers on the patio.

g. The proposed use will not adversely impact public services and facilities such as parking, traffic, police, etc., and that the secondary effects of such uses will not adversely impact on adjacent properties.  The secondary effects would include but not be limited to noise, light, stormwater runoff, parking, pedestrian circulation and safety.

The City Council may consider additional evidence to determine conformance with this or other findings.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW


1.
The requirements of the Raleigh City Code 12-2120 have been met and the applicant Mosaic Wine Lounge is entitled to an amplified entertainment permit for twelve months.


2.
Pursuant to the provisions of G.S. 160A of the North Carolina General Statutes, the City Council is empowered to place conditions upon an amplified entertainment permit.

3. The request made in SU-2-09 as set out and modified in this order is hereby approved.

Ms. Baldwin moved approval.  Her 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 CITY MANAGER

CLARENCE E. LIGHTENER PUBLIC SAFETY CENTER – ALTERNATIVE DESIGN SCENARIOS AND PROPOSED BONDS – REMOTE OPERATIONS FACILITIES – REFERRED TO JUNE 21 BUDGET WORK SESSION
To proceed with the proposed issuance of not exceeding $50,000,000 Series 2010 Limited Obligation Bonds to fund a portion of the construction of new City facilities commonly referred to as the “remote operations facilities”, it  is necessary for Council at its June 15, 2010, meeting to pass a resolution:
· making certain findings, determinations, approvals and authorizations regarding the financing of certain additional capital facilities for the City;  approving and authorizing the continuation of an installment contract financing by the City through the issuance of not exceeding $50,000,000 Limited Obligation Bonds (Governmental Facilities Project), Series 2010 and the execution and delivery of a Second Supplemental Trust Agreement and related documents in connection therewith;

· approving the filing of an application with the Local Government Commission for approval of the Second Supplemental Trust Agreement and the issuance of the 2010 Bonds and requesting the Local Government Commission to approve such Second Supplemental Trust Agreement and the issuance of the 2010 Bonds and the proposed financing relating thereto; and

· calling for a public hearing on the matter for Tuesday, July 6, 2010, at 7:00 p.m. and directing the City Clerk to publish notice of the public hearing once in the News and Observer not later than the tenth day before said date.

Recommendation:  Provide direction to City Administration on the amount of the financing package and adopt the resolutions.

On May 18, 2010, City Council authorized City staff to contract with the architectural/engineering design team - KlingStubbins, Inc. and the Construction Manager at “Risk” (CMAR) - Clancy & Theys/Archer Western Joint Venture to research and study site and program reconfiguration alternatives including security assessment criteria for the Clarence E. Lightner Public Safety Center.

The project team has completed this study related to program reconfiguration alternatives, site location alternatives, schedule impacts and cost estimates of various alternatives for the Clarence E. Lightner Public Safety Center.

The study document was in the agenda packet
Recommendation:  Receive the report and presentation regarding the proposed design alternatives, proposed facility program alternatives, project schedule adjustments, risk and security assessment and construction estimates for the Clarence E. Lightner Public Safety Center project.

City Manager Allen:  Yes sir, thank you.  I would like to offer some introductory or sort of general summarizing comments that relate to the City administration recommendation on the Clarence Lightner Center and remote operation facility.  Both of these items that are listed under the City Manager’s report are related and Council really should discuss those as a group of items not just one separate from the other.  At the Budget Work Shop yesterday there was some discussion about how many capital project needs we have and how the City has grown and those needs for the future and the fact is that we have really made regular investments in quite a bit of our infrastructure.  We have made investments in water and sewer, in roads, in stormwater infrastructure, parks and recreation facilities, etc., over the last decades. We have also invested in things like fire stations as we have grown, decentralized operational facilities for police that allowed us to go to the district of police mentality.  Conversely, we have not invested for decades in our 911 center, our police headquarters, our fire headquarters.  We have never had a true emergency operation center, we don’t have one today, IT data centers are scattered among sites across the city.  We have not invested in solid waste service facilities or street division or vehicle fleet maintenance or parks and recreation operation facilities for decades unlike those other categories.  Over the last several years, we have taken some very proactive steps to plan and invest in those needs.  We have acquired strategically located decentralized sites for remote operation facilities.  We have acquired temporary sites and facilities for relocation of police headquarters in anticipation of the new public safety center and in fact staff has moved to those facilities.  We have carefully thought through the programming of public safety and remote operation facilities such that initial capital investments are really very, very efficient.  Most importantly the remote ops in public safety programs provide operational efficiency that will have more impact on our future cost and quality of services than any of our initial capital cost.  We have noted previously why it is a great time to invest in community facilities.  1) lowest interest rates in 30 years, 2) discounted construction prices in this market that may not be seen again.  Our debt model is in really good shape and we can absorb a lot of the debt service requirements for these facilities with really modest increases in revenues needed from what ever source they need be.  No increases are needed in next year’s budget when everyone is so concerned about an uncertain economy.  Our cost for city services is the lowest of any major city in the state that really gives us the competitive advantage and room to invest in our community for the future.  There have been legitimate discussions about the risk and safety of the proposed Lightner Center program.  Our independent threat assessment consultant has documented that the threats in Raleigh are the same regardless of the site and program.  They don’t vary, the threats do not vary.  The risk they have characterized as low and medium and can be appropriately mitigated as has been designed into the Lightner Center.  They also note that such risks are manageable and acceptable.  City Administration and our public safety professionals understand and deal with the real threats of the community’s public safety on a daily basis.  We are thankful that our public safety agencies have a cultural of cooperation and team work.  Opportunities to locate them together will be extremely efficient and progressive if not unique no doubt unique but certainly we believe efficient and progressive.  Alternative scenarios offer significant challenges related to both timely coordination and increased operational cost along with higher operational cost.  City Administration continues to strongly recommend construction of the Clearance Lightner Center as designed along with the construction of the first phase at our remote operations facilities.  The three items that I have included in the back up of your agenda materials are first to put back on the table a proposal that I made or at least an alternate that was made based on a Council request for looking at a way to get the Clarence Lightner Center done, without a tax increase, to get us started on remote ops, not fully accomplishing Phase 1 but at least get us started without a property tax increase which is does accomplish but it does identify some new revenues that would be needed to end the model and starting in fiscal year 2011/2012, continue to believe that is a good alternative that the Council ought to consider on the table.  The second piece in the backup material is Council authorized us at a previous meeting to seek recovery zone bonds, through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act.  We have been successful in getting a $15 million allocation and so Council needs to have some discussion about how we might use that allocation that helps to drive down our total interest cost for any package of financing that we might offer for remote ops facilities or for Clarence Lightner that does have some timeliness to it in that we have to issue those bonds within 90 days of the allocation, and so we need to begin to back up from that about planning related to how we would get into the market and use that allocation, we will need some decision from Council, not necessarily today, but shortly about how to use that allocation.  And then the third case Council asked us to look at several opportunities for reconfiguration of the current Lightner Center designs.  We have done that, the staff has been involved along with our design team and our construction management team and they are prepared to walk through post scenarios that we looked at and the backup report that you got.  I will ask Michael Stephenson with Kling Stubbins to walk through that proposal.  We also have Jim Brokaw with Applied Research Associates, who is the threat assessment consultant who also provided you a backup on the look of that material and then I would suggest the Council have discussions so that all of those items any specific other requests before trying to give us any specific instruction on particularly recovery zone bonds because they are so related.

Mayor Meeker:  Mr. Manager why don’t we do this, we also have some citizens who want to speak on this issue and we ought to have them do it during this discussion as well.  Why don’t we go ahead and get the presentation by Mr. Stephenson and by the security people and then we can hear from people who are signed up to speak and then we will go to Council discussion.  Yes Mr. Stephenson.

Councilor Stephenson:  Question for the City Manager, about the organization of the items here or under your report and recommendation you have Item #1 that talks about funding . . . actually it talks about funding for remote operations facilities and then Item #2 is about the Lightner Center I’m wondering, I didn’t see any backup for Item #1 and so I was wondering why we wouldn’t act on that one first and then go to item two.  

City Manager Allen:  Yes sir there is some backup on Item 1 that is related to the . . . . 

Councilor Stephenson:  So that’s after the Lightner back up though, it’s not in front of it.  

Mayor Meeker:  It is in the backup.

Councilor Stephenson:  Okay, so even though, okay so I’m trying to make sure I got my information aligned even though Item #1 here in the agenda doesn’t say anything about Lightner it only discusses remote operations it actually does relate to Lightner and relates to an backup item that is further back in the backup.

City Manager Allen:  It relates more to the funding.  Council has been concerned about what impacts it has on the debt model we have always discussed Lightner and remote ops as a package as affecting it so clearly if you made a decision about remote ops and using a portion of those bonds and leveraging others.  We actually included the remote ops an alternative for moving forward with remote ops for up to about $15 million and outlines some current obligations the Council has along with some potential new investments that would make up that $15 million package.  But rather than ask you to take an action on that $15 million package without having some discussion about any direction for Clarence Lightner, I think would be putting the cart before the horse because you want to look at the overall financing package.

Councilor Stephenson:  You can understand my confusion if you are saying these are connected but the first item is listed separately and doesn’t make any mention of Clarence Lightner 

Mayor Meeker:  Let me see if I can clarify, I am correct in understanding that the recovery bonds could be for remote ops or Clarence Lightner or some combination thereof?

City Manager Allen:  We did put it in as remote ops because that was how we described it to Council because we knew we have a current obligation that had to be funded the solid waste services facility and the purchase of the northeast site so it was, the application was made for remote ops.

Mayor Meeker:  So that’s what we are looking at

City Manager:  So ultimately we need to get back to that at some point how Council either wants to use those dollars or to let the allocation go back.

Mayor Meeker:  Okay, now in terms of recover zone bonds just so that we are clear on this their interest rate is approximately 1 quarter less than a normal bond rate is that where we are?

City Manager:  Yes sir.

Mayor Meeker:  So we save a percent or so okay, well does that clarify where we are?

Councilor Stephenson:  Only to the extent that which we might vote on Item 1 and commit us to something that is not listed in the agenda as being part of that discussion.  

Mayor Meeker:  Okay, well my senses are that we are going to be talking about this a while I’m not sure if we gonna reach a resolution right now but why don’t we go forward then we will see what questions.  Okay, Mr. Stephenson I guess you are next.

Michael Stevenson:  (utilizing a PowerPoint) Thank you. Mr. Mayor, members of the Council.  On the meeting of May 18 City Council approved a motion for the design and construction team study alternatives for the reconfiguration of the Lightner Center Program, specifically those were to “bunker” the ECC and related functions underground #1.  Number 2 relates to relocating those functions to a different site.  In addition it was asked that a threat assessment be conducted for the alternatives studied and to make further cost savings recommendation so that was the nature of our study. We assembled the entire design team and construction management team and our security consultant and we worked closely with construction manager and City staff from all the departments that are in the Lightner program.  Construction Management had a list of sites for the alternative where we remove the ECC from the program.  These were sites that were studied back in 2005, 2007 time frame the original site selection.  We took a new look at those to see if they were viable for one of these alternatives.  In addition they proposed four additional sites, one is up on Peace Street and Capital the Solid Waste Services which will be eventually will be moved out to one of the remote op sites.  The second one is 310 West Martin which is the city-owned property just southwest of here and the third was a former Trailways bus maintenance facility down just south of downtown and the fourth was a large open site down near I-40 and South Saunders its called the Marion Penny site.  Those sites were visited by the team and by the security consultant and narrowed down and so for the purpose of the study, I would just show the ones that were included.  For the alternative of taking the ECC and related functions and pulling them out of the Lightner center we looked at two approaches.  One is to keep them close by so that we could maintain connectivity and operational efficiency and the second one was to remove them remotely.  So for the close by scheme, we looked at the corner right here just behind City Hall on the Municipal block, and we also looked at going cattycorner over to the 301 Hillsborough site, which is now a parking lot for Campbell Law School.  Functionally and from security prospective those were considered basically equivalent so we just picked the site on the corner for the purpose of the study and I want to emphasize the sites selected were purely for the purposes of doing the study we realize there is a whole other list of issues, site acquisition and so forth that would come into play for the real site selection but we had at the time constraint we have to pick a site and go with it to do the study and do the threat assessment.  And then for the remote options, in other words, we took the ECC and pulled it out of downtown, we selected a site it’s an unbuilt site out on New Bern Avenue and it’s a large site, almost 8 acres, it is currently owned by the Raleigh Rescue Mission.  

Councilor Stephenson: Did you say remote ops

Michael Stevenson:  I’m sorry

Councilor Stephenson:  Did you just say remote ops

Michael Stevenson:  No, I said remote, for the scenario where we take the ECC and move it to a remote location meaning not physically connected.  We chose this of those four.  We could have chosen others but again this had certain advantages and it seemed reasonable to use this for the basis of the study.  So that was the site selection part of the study, then we looked at the specific alternatives that we were asked.  No. 1 is the “bunker”.  On the left is the Lightner design cross section as it has been designed and the ECC operations center and data center and supporting electrical rooms are on the top of the building.  On the right hand side of the diagram were those same functions are moved to the basement.  For the basis of this study, for the purposes of study we kept all of the other variables the same, we didn’t change the program because we wanted to do an apples and apples comparison so the building size is essentially the same, program is the same and we just moved those functions underground.  Just for point of reference, the hole there is about 100 to 110 feet deep.  In terms of the evaluation and I’m not going to speak to security because they have Jim Brokow here from ARA, it keeps the program consolidated as in the original design, moved them underground.  It creates some challenges for constructability, digging a very deep hole right next to City hall and other structures, potential for flooding, and it’s a longer construction duration and it adds cost.  I won’t go through each one in detail but just a summary, its security is basically the same but with added cost and under construction duration and a windowless space on several floors for employees.  So the second alternative we call split and connective, in other words, we split it the ECC that the call center, the operations center and all the “smart functions,” traffic managements, the data center and then building maintenance as well and they went those were located in the building that is shaded in red on the upper left that would be a building 5 or 6 stories and all the functions would be located there related to emergency call center.  The blue building would be the office portion of the Lightner center program which would remain in this scenario pretty much as designed presently but it would be a lower building about 11 stories.  The advantage of this approach where its already on city-owned property, these two buildings could share much of the site infrastructure and particularly with the downtown grid mostly underground.  In terms of design and approvals, the blue building that is the office building, we feel that much of the design work that the city has invested in could be reused and carried forward as well as the site plan approvals that have already been achieved and finally we could place the communications equipment dishes and so forth on top of the 11 story building therefore not needing a separate microwave tower.  That is just a different view just give you an idea of the height of those two structures.  I think I probably mentioned at some of these points the pros are that even though the operations are in different buildings we feel they are close enough to maintain a good degree of operational efficiency and linkages of communications and other services.  The cons are the call center is now lower to the ground and whereas before the height was actually working to our advantage in terms of bomb protection now its lower to the street so it would have to be designed to a actually higher level of forced protection to withstand the potential of a blast.  Jim will speak to that again later.  The third alternative taking those functions and moving them away on the remote site is about a mile distance between this present site and the New Bern Avenue site, this shows them split.  The blue building is similar to the previous alternative about an 11-story building and then the red building is again similar but its out on this separate site it could be lower because we have more land area to spread out on.  We went through the city staff and quite a bit of details on these alternatives the program would actually change when we split them apart because of the different functions need to be in different places.  As an example, the most significant example is the data center would have to be split into 2 halves and the half that deals with general city government functions would need to remain downtown, the half that deals with the public safety functions would need to be out with the call center so that if we get some duplication of data center functions and emergency generation on those types of back ups.  Because the public safety data center is now in a separate building, the police and fire IT staff would need to live over there in that building.  And building maintenance department would need to be over in the emergency communications building because they need to be really close by to that critical equipment in the case there are any issues maintenance so they would not split out and move to that other building.  I’ll just mention one thing about the large site, it does give us more horizontal standoff but to achieve that we would have to harden that perimeter and its about 2000 feet of perimeter that we would have to mitigate.  That is the common aerial view of that and then as you see on the right, because this is a low building and now we are now further away from Downtown we would have to built a tower to create the, ah put the dishes on top and create the line of site for the microwave dishes.  I think I have hit the key points on this already.  So then we looked at just purely cost reduction and in really going in detail with our construction management team, the way to achieve real cost reduction is to make the building smaller and to a first degree that was say take out all expansion space.  Well in the previous scheme the expansion space was essentially the IT staff offices so those would go away, the building now would be design for basically a short period of time after occupancy beyond that you will have to find other expansion space.  We also took out the second floor multi-purpose room and it reduced the building from 305,000 square feet down to just under 250,000 square feet.  Then the final one was to go even further, and this is certainly not something that we are recommending but it was to do all those reductions and then take out the fire department offices which is another floor or so and that gets us down to 217,000 square feet and with Scott Cutler will speak to the cost savings and a reduction in cost as well.  So you will end up with a building that is about 13 stories tall, but then again no expansion space beyond basically a couple years past occupancy.  I’m now going to turn it over to Jim Brokow I just mentioned Jim has been in this business for about 30 years.  He has worked nationally and internationally.  He has been part of standards committees his is actually providing the standards for force protection and anti terrorism criteria for Federal buildings, state and state and municipal as well so he is going to go through the security analysis with these options.

Mayor Meeker:  Thank you.  

Councilor Stephenson:  Can I ask you one question, I understand the concern about ah, future expansion on this site because this is a very constrained site and I just wonder why there weren’t other sites analyzed that have the option for future expansion.

Michael Stevenson:  During this study?

Councilor Stephenson:  Yelp

Michael Stevenson:  Honestly we felt we had a very specific scope and a very limited time frame and we wanted to be responsive to what was asked of us so we just didn’t expand it beyond that.  That’s simple as that

Councilor Baldwin:  That wasn’t the motion 

Michael Stevenson:  I’m sorry

Councilor Baldwin:  That was not the motion

Michael Stevenson:  Right, it wasn’t 

Mayor Meeker:  Okay, Mr. Brokow.

Jim Brokow:  (utilizing a PowerPoint) Good afternoon, thank you.  We are gonna start the discussion today with a couple of examples.  The building on the left is a bank building that was in Istanbul was bombed in 2003 and I put this in as an example of what’s miraculous in this event.  This wasn’t design for terrorist events.  This wasn’t design to protect people yet the building stood so building construction today if much better than it has been in the past.  The example on the right is the Federal Court House in Gulfport, Mississippi where I’m from and that facility is designed to the same standards that we’re recommending you consider for this facility.  That’s two days after Hurricane Katrina hit the Gulf Coast so you can see that these standards do have a major impact on damage and injury potential to people inside these facilities and this wasn’t an academic exercise it is actually based on real world experiences.  So how do we move this forward, well we have to do several things.  The first is to determine a level of protection.  How broken can this building be and still survive and function the mission that it is supposed to function.  What threat should we consider and then what level of risk do we have for this facility.  Then in the big challenge how we balance that mitigation of risk with the budget that you have.  So this process that we use was developed actually for the Federal governmental back in the late 80s.  Its been applied to about 8,000 Federal building across the US and the Embassy buildings for the Department of State, commercial structures, so this is a vetted process this not a process that we just developed.  It’s used right now, by the Federal Protective Service in GSA for evaluation of Federal buildings as well as IRS, Fannie Mae, Wal-Mart and several other commercial companies.  The process in general is a cyclical process.  We usually do this during the design much like the Lightner Center but then we continue to evaluate these risks this time as time goes on and make changes to counter measure upgrades as appropriate.  So the two parts of this that are important and for this discussion are the risk assessment side and the design criteria side.  The risk assessment side tells us what level of risk we are at but then the level of performance tells us how to design the building to best protect its assets.  This chart illustrates kind of the oval arching economic impact as risk increases from right to left, the cost changes in terms of the hardening requirement and somewhere there is a optimum solution you may or may not be able to get too because of other constraints.  But what we really trying to do is balance risk with the economics of the facility what can we afford to do.  This is just a list of the major terrors events that have affected US policy since 1983, most of you remember these are have seen them on the news.  Now what’s really interesting and I ask folks all the time are we at more risk today than we were on the 10th of September in 2001 and some folks feel that we are.  I would argue that our risk is the same but our perception of it is significantly different and the people that are out there that want to do bad things to the US and our way of life will continue to have those opinions and continue to do those things.  So we need to do prudent things to protect our operational facilities like the ECC.  Well what we have learned in these bombings overtime is the collapsing structures is the major cause of death in these events so if we could prevent the structure from collapsing or at least make it very difficult to make it collapse then we can save lives and reduce risks.  If we look at debris hazard this is the Murrah Building, the yellow building in the center of the map, the red buildings illustrate glass hazards and debris hazards that occurred about ½ to ¾ of a mile from the center of that bombing event.  So in an urban environment like we have in Raleigh, there will be a large area affected if it is a large bombing so you want to try do again prudent things.  So we looked at four alternatives including the base design and we have already discussed those so I won’t go into any details.  The major differences between the four are the size of the facility and in its proximity to the street or the nearest standoff that we have.   Again this is the risk assessment process that we applied and I’m not going to go into real detail of the results but I want you to understand that it was a multi-hazard assessment, we looked at a large number of man-made and natural threats to this facility and then followed this process.  What’s important in the process are these definitions.  The definitions clearly tell us what level the threat is, what level the impact of loss is and what level the vulnerability is for given set of conditions and again this process has been vetted on thousands of Federal buildings so we been through the mill in terms of what these definitions are and how to interpret them.

Once we have those answers then we go into this risk metrics that we actually been identified the level of risk for that particular threat and again this is threat based assessment process.  As you can see the only way to get very high risk in a facility is to have a defined threat and a very higher vulnerability coupled with a severe devastating impact of loss.  Everything else is some what lower and the majority of these combinations fell into a medium or low level of risk for your facility.  The other part of the table that I showed earlier was the level of performance and there was some confusion early in the first report.  We put in this chart from the decision support tool we developed for GSA.  These charts are based on inputs on building size, number of tenants, type of tenants, its location, its significance and those questions were answered for the four alternatives and you can see that in every case the level of protection falls in the medium band for all four sites.  So again we walk through this process from the beginning to the end and then came up with the answer that we were presenting today.  The end result for us is that all four alternatives require the same level of protection whether this is a mid-rise building or low-rise building whether its all in one facility or whether it is separated, the risk to these facilities don’t change.  There are minor changes, don’t get me wrong, when you put it underground the chance of flooding is higher than it is if its above ground but those changes are not significant enough to say that one site is better than another and the ECO and ECC functions can be protected again to a medium level following these standards.  

Mayor Meeker:  Do you have any questions for Mr. Brokow before you hear from Mr. Cutler.  Okay, thank you, Mr. Cutler

Scott Cutler:  Scott Cutler of Clancy and Theys/Archer Western Joint Venture.  Mike Perino who is our Director of Pre-construction for joint ventures is also with me.  You have the cost information in front of you.  I just want to give you a few points to consider.  The first is that there are three options for which there is no design and that would be the bunkered scenario split connected and split remote scenarios.  So as you analyze those numbers you will see that we have contingency dollars in there that are beyond what we have in the other price structures.  There is an additional 5% of contingency in those numbers because there is no design and as you know as the design evolves, those numbers will reduce to 5% of the cost but to make an apple to apples comparison you need to know that.  That is what we tried to do here is create an even comparison from a security standpoint so that you can make a good business decision good cost decision and a good operational efficiency decision about these difference scenarios.  You have seen the summaries of the cost just to point out very briefly if you go to alternate #1, the bunker scenario, because of the things that Michael Stevenson pointed out the hundred and some foot excavation it becomes very expensive to do that and that was $39 million ad to push the building down that deep into the ground.   The split and connected scenario adds $2 million in construction cost and $19 million total to the cost of the project remembering also that’s one that has that additional contingency money in it.  Split and remote scenario $29 million increase in construction cost, $54 million total on the project, that’s the New Bern site and then as we begin to reduce sculpt the first reduced program which takes 3 floors off of the building reduces the construction cost $11 million and the total cost $13 million and then the 4th floor reduction the program be is $16 million in construction cost and $19 million in total savings by reducing it by 4 floors.  Be happy to take your questions or turn it back to you.

Mayor Meeker:  Are there any other questions for Mr. Cutler?

City Manager Allen:  Scott, I would note that we did put a note at the bottom this time we did not include any estimate of increased interest rate cost, interest rate risk, and identify obviously in a low interest cost environment there is an opportunity for interest rate rise and you can see at the very bottom that for every $100 million that we might borrow, a one-percent uptake in interest rate could cost $13 million over the lie of a 25 year issue.

Mayor Meeker:  Okay, if there any questions right now before we get the Council discussion?  Let me go ahead and allow those who have signed up to speak on this in advance to come forward and give us brief comments.  If you could keep your comments to two minutes or less.

If you would come forward and give your name and address to the Clerk before we hear your comments.  Mr. Weeks, Mr. Coleman, Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Bradshaw, Mr. Ward and Mr. Sanders, if ya’ll could come forward and then give your comments and then ya’ll don’t have to speak unless you feel it is necessary.

Eugene Weeks, 2509 Foxfire Drive in Raleigh, Chairman of the Wake County Education Coalition.  I’m here to speak on the support of the building of the Clarence E. Lightner Center.  We just had a rally outside and we have many supporters that are here in the City Council with us today.  I want to thank you for giving me the time to speak.  We have heard you give your concerns about the cost and other things about this building.  We listened to you attentively now today we would like for you to listen to our concerns, why you should, need to go forward to build this building.  We need a single facility that the citizens can visit and address all the issues that concern our public safety.  Currently, we already heard those operations are scattered around downtown Raleigh and it makes it almost impossible to efficiently handle our business when the people and information are scattered around.  With this proposed building site, we would be able to centralize other departments of the City so the citizens can park their cars and won’t have to walk all the way around the downtown to conduct their business.  We are, even though you do not recognize it, we are a major city.  We are ranked number 44 in size we need to have public facilities that tell visitors, potential employees, corporation locators that downtown Raleigh is a world-class city with a world-class facility.  We have already heard some of the things concerning terrorist attack, after 9-11, yes we do have a problem with safety issues.  We need this Clarence E. Lightner Center to provide a platform for all agencies to work together during critical public safety challenges.  Finally, I think that the construction of the Clarence Lightner Public Safety Center will give the City Manager a chance to put Raleigh workers, vendors, contractors and subcontractors to work.  We need jobs.  We need opportunity, to take this opportunity and we have heard that yes it will not produce jobs, temporary jobs is a job for people who are out of work.  If Clarence, the former Mayor, Clarence E. Lightner was here today, he would say to you standing right here it is not about my name, it is about the safety of the citizens.  Thank you very much for listening.

Mayor Meeker:  Thank you Mr. Weeks, who is next Mr. Coleman.

Daniel Coleman, 517 Rock Quarry Road:  Good afternoon
 
 We are here today to show our approval of the way Raleigh Public Safety efforts have kept Raleigh very safe.   
 
We are here today to recognize that the “community policing” strategies are paying off.  
 
We are here today to say thank you Chief Dolan for reducing gang activity 43% in the city.
 
To continue to do the things that each and everyone of us take for granted ~ LAW AND ORDER ~ we need to modernize, centralize and advertise.
 
Your support here today recognizes that even though our Public Safety efforts are second to none, we have to modernize engaging the changing technology, policies and strategies to insure that our current high standards continue.
 
Your support here today acknowledges that Public Safety is accomplished more thoroughly when we have all the public safety players centralized, talking to one another, identifying the communication and logistical bottlenecks that hinder our ability to respond instantaneously and appropriately.
 
Your support here today gives conspicuous recognition that Raleigh is indeed a big city that is large enough to satisfy the needs of the total community yet small enough to know the needs of the wayfarer.
 
Once the Clarence Lightner Public Safety Center is completed we will be bringing school children, corporate dignitaries, trade groups, urban planners, first responders, civic groups, and others from across the country and the globe to view and marvel at our world class municipal showcase that serves as the hub of our very efficient and effective Public Safety commitment to the residents and the voters of Raleigh.
 
Therefore and without equivocation or reservation the members and officers of the Raleigh-Wake Citizens Association proudly collaborates with every group represented here today and especially with Eugene Weeks, Chair of the Wake County Voter Educations Coalition and the Wake County Voter Education Coalition to show our awareness of the issues that affect our community and our ability to motivate and mobilize the community.
 
Mayor Meeker:  Thank you Mr. Coleman.  Okay who would like to speak next?  Mr. Mitchell

Mr. Mitchell:  Mayor Meeker, Pro Tem West, Council members, City Manager Russell and other City officials.  My name is LaMonte Mitchell and I reside at 2501 Firelight Road here in Raleigh.  I come before you today as a Raleigh citizen to express my support to continue the construction of the “Safety Building” in downtown Raleigh.  It is my understanding that this beautiful structure, as designed, will house the police department, the fire department, EMS and other supplementary entities.  But let me digress just a minute before I get to my reasons why.  I was born in a little town Wake Forest of North Carolina, on the east side of Wake Forest, as you know this is the home of the great Demon Deacons, but its not little anymore.  I received great parenting from this town, from my family and extended family and received an education from Du Bois High School.  In this little small town we had a police department, manned by three people and the volunteer fire department.  I know the volunteer fire department was very proud of their responsibilities when the fire alarm would go off.  These men would rush to the little fire station, get to their truck and head to the fire and put it out.  My father was one of those firemen.  We have a three man police station and they knew everybody and would put you in jail or sit down with families and work the situation or problem out.  The town grew so did the fire department and police department in numbers and larger buildings to house each.  I’m sure that this is the way Raleigh started out, real small, and as the city grows and demands become greater, so does the need to expand and build new structures to accommodate such growth as well as to ensure the change in concepts that are taking place.  The three departments that we are asking to build a new structure to serve and protect the Raleigh’s large citizenry will protect our hospitals, doctors, grocery stores, individual homes and the total community.  To me they are the life line of Raleigh.  Their job descriptions may be specific but their jobs cause them to do what is necessary in a given situation.  The men and women who work in these departments are proud, dedicated and committed to serve and protect us during our working and sleeping hours.  They are the best and they deserve the best, the best place to work.  It’s like moving into a new venture or buying a new house, you feel enjoyed and you support it and you value what you have.  This is how I feel about the scenario that I see this new structure would affect our officers, family and EMS and others.  This tall building would serve as a beacon of sort of a, like a lighthouse remaining us citizens that we are safe and protected.  So as a citizen who is proud of our police, fire, EMS and others, again I sincerely request that we go forward and build this structure within the time frame suggested in the beginning.  Thank you for your indulge.

Mayor Meeker:  Thank you Mr. Mitchell.  Mr. Bradshaw

Mayor Meeker:  Mayor its good to see you as always.

Thomas W. Bradshaw:  Thank you sir.  Thank you Mr. Mayor and I appreciate members of the Council, Mr. Allen.  I am very pleased to be back here.  As someone who served on the City Council, I’ve been here often but I would acknowledge all the discussion about the public safety center sir, and many people perhaps thought may be I might share a few thoughts with you.  First of all, I thank you for your public service, and I think you for your leadership for our community, having sat at your table I can appreciate the demands of what it takes to be a city councilor.  You have been working on this process for a long time and I think you have done it very thoroughly.  I’m confident that Chief Dolan and Chief McGrath along with Manager Allen have given you a proposal that made an awful lot of sense.  I learned early on as a councilman to depend on my City Manager, Bill Carper, who always kept me out of trouble and help remind me we spent the money like it was our as oppose to just the City’s spending it very judiciously as Mr. Carper always reminded me of Mr. Allen you and I have had that conversation.  I just wanted to be here just to say I think you have done the work and I would hope that you as a council would make the decision as to how you go forward.  I read all the papers about people suggesting to go a different way, I’m confident to you and the leadership that you provide.  May be if I would use one personal note as many of you for the past 29 years, I have traveled all over the United States, me and a consultant on this side of the table talking to city councils, governors offices and others about the capital markets and how to take advantage of things.  I think it is that you are standing here today looking at the recovering of our community and the construction prices you are going to be able to obtain together with one of the lowest interest rate periods in which you may issue debt to in turn pay for these improvements.  I think that will be the real savings today they have heard about things that may cost more, but I think the benefit that you are really going to get in today’s market place is very competitive prices and they are going to be the savings that you will be able to account for and being able to have what you would like to have in this facility but certainly with your AAA credit rating the ability to issue debt in this time and place will have you at the top.  You are going to hear an awful lot of people using the term “flight to quality” and if I were in the wine market today, I bet some people might say this about treasurers.  I say I buy the City of Raleigh AAA and in some ways I think that is better than buying treasurers of less than one percent when in fact you can buy City of Raleigh bond that may be somewhere in the neighborhood of 3.5 to 4 percent so I just would only encourage you for what you have been doing giving leadership to develop this center and as I’ve said, I know the input from both the Chiefs as well as the Manager and this is a facility that we all would be proud of.  I want to say another note of personal that you would name it the Clarence Lightner who fought so hard as Chairman of Law and Finance Committee and as the Mayor I think is a fitting tribute.  Mr. Mayor and the Council I thank you for that, but more importantly I thank you for the leadership of which you give as a member of the City Council.

Mayor Meeker:  Thank you Mayor and good to see you.  Okay, next we have Everett Ward.

Everett Ward:  Mayor Meeker and members of the Council, my name is Everett Ward, I reside at 3112 Falconhurst Drive, Wake Forest, NC.  As a son of Raleigh and as a student of history, it is my honor to address the City Council regarding Mayor Clarence Everett Lightner and the Lightner Public Safety Center.  Born in Raleigh on August 15, 1921, Mayor Lightner was the beloved son of Raleigh and an uncompromising public servant who dedicated his life and vast resources to the upward mobility of the City of Raleigh.  Clarence E. Lightner Public Safety Center has been characterized as the public front porch facing Hargett Street and Nash Square.  It is historically appropriate for the Lightner Public Safety Center to face Hargett Street.  It was on Hargett Street just four blocks away from this site that the Lightner legacy of public service to the City of Raleigh and to the State of North Carolina was built with the Lightner arcade and the Lightner Building.  In this age of high technology, we must never forget that the courageous and relentless leadership of Calvin Lightner, father of Clarence Lightner and Clarence Lightner opened the doors to the City of Raleigh and created a capital city that has become a point of designation, a desired point of designation.  Today, Raleigh, North Carolina the Capital of North Carolina, is an All American city because Mayor Clarence Lightner and other visionary men and women of goodwill made the conscience decision in the decades of the 1950s, 1960s and the 1970s that this city, our beloved Raleigh, North Carolina would represent a new south; therefore today I strongly encourage you, Mayor Meeker and members of the Council to move forward with the development of the Clarence E. Lightner Public Safety Center.  Thank you Mayor and thank you members of the Council for your consideration.

Mayor Meeker:  Well, thank you Mr. Ward.  Okay now finally we have George Sanders.  Is Mr. Sanders here? Yes, Sir please come forward.

Mr. Sanders:  Good Afternoon Mayor Meeker and Council members, I come before you to say one thing; that I feel very dearly about.  Clarence Lightner was a friend of mine and I knew him as growing up and knew him up to the time he died and the Lightner family.  Now the key thing that has been said by Brother Ward here about the building that happened down in 100 East Hargett which the Lightner Funeral Home was there, the hotel and others and what a lot of people may not people, when Mr. Lightner built that area that there, the hotel, there was a single hotel says Washington DC and Raleigh North Carolina for the big band leaders of minority bands at that time and the next location was Atlanta, so he saw a service and one other Mr. Lightner, Clarence Lightner, he built his own caskets.  May be a lot of you didn’t know that, but during the early days, they would not sell caskets to black funeral homes, he built his own and from that day to this one, and the reason I guess some of this wore off on Clarence to make him a productive person because he went at-large for the City Council at last a couple of times, he become Mayor Pro Tem, he also became the Mayor and then after leaving this position, he became State Senator.  So Clarence’s name and my concern about it because what really bothered me when it came out start talking about a name I’m talking about the detective who said it, its not about the name its about the person and if you start looking at the name, Avery Upchurch was a business man, he was not a policeman or fireman but he ran a service station and so therefore, I feel very strong that it must be done and I hope it will be done, and I will not like to see anything else so again I’m speaking for George E. Sanders, 2215 Lyndhurst Drive, Raleigh, North Carolina.  As being a member of the Raleigh Human Relations and Human Resources Committee, I want it to be known, I’m not speaking on behalf of them, I’m speaking on behalf of me.  Thank you very much.  

Mayor Meeker:  Thank you Mr. Sanders and let me thank all the other speakers as well as those who have come here today.  In fact, let me ask the others who have come her to support the speakers to please stand up for a minute so that we can all recognize you as well.  Well, okay well that’s alright if you don’t want to, I see you have the yellow tags on.   Okay, now about 20 people stood.

Mayor Meeker:  Thank you for being here.  Okay, as we bring this back to Council for discussion Mr. Brokow I have just a couple more questions if I could ask those of you, if you could just stand up and that will be fine.  In terms of the conclusions of the report I guess they are on pages 10 and 11, am I correct in understanding that the base design is as safe or perhaps more safe than the alternate #3 because the vertical separation is as good or perhaps somewhat better than the horizontal separation in case of blast. 

Mr. Brokow:  Right, we have to clarify that we had to make some assumptions obviously we don’t have four buildings to compare here so we have to assume that the buildings are designed to the same level of protection and if that is the case as we make the building smaller and put it closer to the site there would be more damage or would have to spend more to get it to the same level of protection.  So yes, from that prospective that option is some what worse than the others.  

Mayor Meeker:  Now, based on your experience in your review of the base design are you satisfied with that design from a security stand point?

Mr. Brokow:  Yes Sir

Mayor Meeker:  Now in terms of, I think you said that normally the risk assessment is done during the course of the design as opposed to some other time.  If your risk assessment had been done before we started the design would you come to any different conclusions to what you have today?

Mr. Brokow:  No sir, not applying this process, you gave us 4 sites or 3 sites to look at, 4 different alternatives and this process was applied again as I said from beginning to end for each of those alternatives so when we do this, if its done in a systematic way you will arrive at the exact same answers as long as the definitions that you use are consistent.

Mayor Meeker:  Okay and then the bottom line is that of these alternatives there are obviously very different financial implications but from a security prospective we could do any of them perhaps except the split connected, is that correct?

Mr. Brokow:  Correct?

Mayor Meeker:  Okay are there additional questions for Mr. Brokow, Councilor Stephenson

Councilor Stephenson:  I appreciate you coming today to be with us and also the time we had this morning to discuss this issue.  I will recap the question that I asked you this morning I wanted to introduce a little bit by saying for the folks who are here, pardon me, in support of the Lightner Center I think I am strongly in support of honoring Clarence Everett Lightner with the naming of this building, a great leader during the civil rights challenges, and I think that everyone on this City Council also feels like they are doing their best to honor him in making sure that the facility that we have here is one that is the most cost effective and provides the best security for the citizens of Raleigh.  So I don’t think ah, you know I’d hope that we can just stop any discussion about whether it is appropriate or not the name it for him because I think we all are unanimous on that point.  But having that dedication to making sure we do this in a way that he would be proud earlier on in the process, of course there were concerns that came up when it was first proposed with the tax increase and then it really started us thinking well, what all has gone into this, have we really gotten all the information.  Your firm had performed a threat assessment report in 2008 that identified, I think, one of the terms in there was serious concerns about some elements that had been design particularly as it is related to the unscreened public access to the first and second floors.  Many of the City Councilors have also said that they thought that was maybe a mistake that we should remedy.  The more I talked to my fellow councilors and others, I went to independent emergency management professionals in public service and private, the state of emergency management level, the county level, even our own emergency management professionals here in the City.  They all expressed reservations about locating all of our emergency response and coordination functions in a high-rise buildings.  I asked them all whether they knew of other governments, local governments, public sector work since 9-11 that had put all of their eggs in one basket so to speak and none of them knew of any.  During course of our discussions with the consultants, they provided at least 21 public sector projects for which they suggested had multiple emergency response and coordination functions in a high rise building.  It turns out that not all of them were high rise and the ones that there wasn’t information they came back and said here is the contact information, here is the people you can go talk too both the design teams for these buildings, Seattle, San Francisco, Los Angeles and Brooklyn.  In all those cases, I was able to talk to people on the government side and on the consultant side with no problem and in all cases I’m happy to share that information with anyone who wants it, who spoke with, they said no our facilities either they are not high rise or they do not combine all the critical services in one high rise structure.  So it gave me some pause that here we’ve done a site selection and an organization of functions before your firm was brought into the picture and that no one else in the country to my knowledge so far has decided that this was a prudent thing to do.  So the question I have for you this morning was could you provide me and us with contact information for public sector projects where its either in design now or its recently constructed where all of the critical services, the emergency response and coordination functions are located in a high rise building.

Mr. Brokow:  After our phone call I had a little time to do some homework and called back to our office and asked them that very question and what they told me in the short time that we have had this morning to look at it we came up with three cities where the police department and either the EOC or the 911 call center was co-located with the headquarters.   New York being one of those, Miami, Florida and you mentioned Los Angeles.  I can tell you for certain that the New York facility is in a high rise building they don’t have anything that is a low rise on Manhattan that’s in that part of town so I think they said it was about the 12th floor where that facility was located.  So is it a constant across the US, “no”, do you have to put it in high rise, “no”; but I can tell you with certainty that there is no difference in risk if the designs are done appropriately and again I can’t emphasize enough how important it is for progressive collapse on these buildings to be done and if it’s done and done right then that building will be a safe building whether it is a high rise or low rise, its going to be a financial decision with other constraints, it’s not  risk decision.  The risk to this facility is based on a set of threats, a set of impacts and a set of vulnerabilities and its very straight forward.  It’s not all inclusive and it is subjective but having done this for a very long time, I’m confident that these four alternatives are the same in terms of risk.  You know you got hard decisions to make, how much money are you going to spend on this building, whats it gonna look like you know how do you make all of these functions occur in the same time frame so it’s a hard decision but I can tell you that these sites are the same from our prospective, there is no difference.  

Councilor Stephenson:  so you are going to be able to provide contact information.

Mr. Brokow:  Yes, obviously I haven’t had time this morning but will find points of contact for you so you can call him them 

Councilor Stephenson:  No, I understand that.  Apparently the LA, the LA Police Department Headquarters is one of these items and I spoke with the Vice-President with A. E. Com they said no call center, no EOC, no data center, so it will be interesting to see what their contract says.

Mr. Odom:  Well, can I follow up on that.  What you just said was that Miami, LA and New York in their facility you say that their risk was the same as our risk and these four alternatives.

Mr. Brokow:  In terms of the EOC.  Again, remember we are looking at the ECC, EOC functions in this building.  Manhattan has different threats than Raleigh, NC which has different threats than LA, which has different threats than Poughkeepsie and we have to look at these threats and we have to make a prudent decision on what is acceptable.  You know its more likely for an attack to happen in Manhattan than just about anywhere else in the US.  Its obvious from the guy with the car in Time Square not too long ago there are more people there so you have more crazy people in the mix.  As far as the risk to an ECC or EOC, I wouldn’t think it would be significantly different.  The point I’m making is that those communities co-located with the police headquarters so you have the police headquarters and either a 911 call center or an EOC located in that headquarters building in those 3 cities and those are the ones that we could find in the couple of hours that we had time to look and like I said we will gather up everything that we can find and give it to you.  We are happy to provide it.

Mayor Meeker:  Okay, I just have questions, Ms. McFarlane

Councilor McFarlane: I just have two comments more I believe that there is also a facility in Arlington, VA I know that in DC the facility is on the 7th floor of that historic building and I am not sure exactly, there is a courthouse and I am sure whatever functions are in there but I also wonder too, how much of a city deciding to put everything in one facility is a function of its just so happens that at this point in our time we need a facility for all those, I mean every single city is at a different point, it could be that some cities only builds a new structure for police because that is all they need to build at the time.  I’m you know, just so happens for us that we needed three.  So that will be a great eliminating factor too.

Mayor Meeker:  Sure, okay there are no questions.  Okay well thank you very much for your direct comments.  You know we have had a number of comments about security and its fair to ask those questions and I think they also have been squarely answered.  I think there are two other bigger pictures and these are related to somewhat related to Mr. Allen’s comments on where we are.  First is you know while we talk some about one in a million, one in ten million, or one in 50 million chance of some bombing and we need to keep an eye on that.  We do need to look at center that is going to function well every day for our citizens and the real threat to our community is our not having adequate facilities whether it be 911 in the basement that ah, is running out of space for other things.  We need to keep in mind how important it is that our police, fire and emergency communicators can work together efficiently effective after being in one place.  They have told us what they want to do, we have got a good design for that, and we shouldn’t lose sight of what our people on the ground are telling us.  These are the real experts in our community.  The second thing is and we haven’t talked about this really since January/February but I think we are fortunate that the bond market hasn’t changed, the construction cost hasn’t changed much, we really can buy this building now or in the next week or two we would make a decision if we go ahead for $40/$50 million less in cost and what it would have cost two years ago it may cost a year or two from now and its just that simple.  We can get it for 80 cents on a dollar or may be 75 cents on a dollar and it is smart planning for this community not to mention putting people to work to try to get something you need and put it in place in effect at a discount cost.  The City has expended money on roads and parks and the like but the truth is as Mr. Allen said, we haven’t spent in this area or the remote operations for our sanitation workers and other crews so I encourage the Council and you know how I feel about this, I mean, its fair to ask the questions then once we get the answers from the experts and we have today on what the cost comparisons are and how this building is ah, you know is it a safe one in terms of risk, and it really is time that Council try to do the right thing for our community, I know people have got you know a history on this, I know they’ve got different views about different things but somehow we have got to put the public interest in front of us and get our community the right kind of facilities so we really can protect our community on a daily basis.  So you know my comments.  Let’s hear from others who want to comment and then we will see how it goes.  Mr. Stephenson

Councilor Stephenson:  Well I agree with you that we do need to move forward, we do need to put our citizen’s best interest first, I think we all are trying to do that.  I think that the fact that for all the time that we have been looking at this and trying to find the what our precedents are for going forward in this way putting all of our most critical services in one high rise and having no precedents in the entire nation in the last 10 years that I have been able to document yet or has been brought to me documented that makes me wonder whether if we are really doing the best by our police and fire and other emergency services operations by putting all of them in one facility.  I think that ah, there is one area where there is almost complete consensus and that is that the emergency operations part of this building, the emergency operations center, the 911 call center, transportation center and the data center those items are all the highest priority and there has been some discussion about whether we can just, all agree that those are the highest priority and go ahead and find a less vulnerable site for those and just get that built.  Then the police and fire headquarters building, of course we spent millions of dollars buying a new building for the police headquarters and updating it and the fire headquarters that, is not, I don’t think that anyone is saying that is the same level of urgency, there is certainly an opportunity to have a good conversation about how we can efficiently and cost effectively move forward with that.  There hasn’t been any discussion as Ms. Baldwin noted about whether it makes sense in tight economic times to find a site where we can not build all 25 years of expansion but find a building that we could build in a phased matter on a list vulnerable site that has room for expansion that hasn’t been part of the discussion yet.  Its unfortunate that Council has not, majority has no chosen to look at that as a option but I think the one thing that we do all agree on is that the emergency functions are the most critical and it seems like to me that we can very easily as a majority say lets go ahead and take care of those functions now and have a full discussion about the priorities including the police and fire headquarters as a next step.

Mayor Meeker:  Mr. Stephenson let me just respond I know that there are other councilors that want to speak.  If we were to break out the 911 and other functions, emergency communication functions at a remote site but it would cost the taxpayers of this city $40 to $50 million.  We waste that much money without doing it all at once and that is a decision we could make but would not be a financial prudent decision.  That is what the cost estimates here show.  And need I say $40 to $50 million, depending on how you handle the contingency but it shows 40 could be $50 depending on contingency, it would cost our taxpayers that much for us to be cautious and not solve the whole problem and try to solve just part of it because we can’t reach an agreement.  And that is just too higher price for Council in decision. 

Mayor Pro Tem West:  Mr. Mayor

Mayor Meeker:  Mr. West

Mayor Pro Tem West:  I’m not going to try to refute anything by we have going on with this for a very, very long time, a lot of people have been involved in this process for a long time and I also wonder why some of these items or concerns weren’t discussed., earlier in the process, I have been told that too much emphasis on the bottom line can destroy a strategic or future vision and I’m about to the opinion that we have reached a point of diminishing returns on this.  We may spend another year dealing with small things, but we are going to lose in this whole process and I have no problem with the bottom line but I do think we need to look at all those old side issues that we have as it relates to the strategic need and I just jotted down a couple of things here related to one of the issues.  One I’ve heard there is no more threat, in current design or outlined, no significant difference, that makes common sense to me and might even be cheaper because we could save money.  The question about the need, I don’t think anybody would argue the point that there is a tremendous need.  I know that the district that represent a tremendous need, public safety is the backbone of my district and area I represent so I said on yesterday, Mr. Coleman mentioned the reduction in crime and also the homicide rates since 2008.  We had in southeast Raleigh 85% of the homicide many were youth homicides, more than the City Durham, that is nothing to be proud about.  And with the work of the Chief and the others, we have community involvement now and we are bringing about change.  Octavia Rainey can attest to that.  Now who are the experts, I think that’s a very, very critical question, I think we are policy makers I don’t’ think we have become specialist and experts.  Do we have confidence in our City Manager, the team that is put together, I think that is another very critical question, every time we ask them to go out and do something, they go do it and bring it back to us and we come right back to the same point.  Do we want a public safety facility and all the other operating pieces were they collaborate in an effective way that we can get more efficiency and serve our citizens better.  I am beginning to see this but if in fact we are not going to provide support for this then we will not get the kind of results and the citizens will suffer.  I believe we have already spent $23 million at some particular point and may be that’s part of that point of the diminishing returns.  The other thing is, I think some times if we don’t really believe in a project and also if you really don’t want to make a decision about it, there are many ways that we can continue to find reasons not to do it.  See, I really think that here, that if the drivers and there are some driven and root cause and root issues, I think we are dealing with a lot of symptoms rather than deep causes which is the strategic piece that we really do need this public safety center.  Personal interest is sometime trumped from my prospective for the public interests.  I think when you look at our interest among other interest in this particular table and get off positions and move toward interest and come together and make this thing happen it won’t ever be perfect.  Someone said perfect is the enemy of good I think if we come out good we will be doing great.  We may seek perfection some where later on in after life may be, (laughter) I’m about though, my final point is and I think that George Sanders dealt with this one.  I heard a comment that Clarence Lightner would be proud as it relates to this stuff that we are going through.  Bruce I don’t believe that, I think this is designed right, Clarence was a personal friend of mine, I think he would be proud of this facility the way we proposed it.  Thank you.

Mayor Meeker:  Thank you Dr. West.  Additional comments

Ms. Baldwin:  Mr. Mayor, 

Mayor Meeker:  Yes, Ms. Baldwin

Ms. Baldwin:  Well first of all, you know I did make the motion to ask for this study and I appreciate the Council’s support in moving forward with that cause this has been very enlightening.  And when I first asked for this I didn’t think the numbers were going to look the way they did.  The Mayor is correct when you look at what the design cost, construction cost, what not, we are actually talking anywhere from $40 to $50 million in additional cost.  I didn’t expect that to be the answer quick frankly, ah kind of disappointed that it is, but it also tells me that five of us have to figure out a way to make this happen because its one thing and it comes down to whether we think public safety is our number one priority or not, or me it is.  For all of you out there with your yellow tags on, think I’ve told you that time and time again that that’s my commitment and I’m hoping that by the end of this month we can come to some type of conclusion.

Mayor Meeker:  Thank you Ms. Baldwin are there additional comments?  Mr. Gaylord

Councilor Gaylord:  Oh yea, I’m glad that this report was you know answered some questions for somebody because none of these solutions were solutions that were put forward as alternatives by those who are in opposition to the current design so it didn’t answer any questions for that I had but I thought that it was helpful.  Ah, I think where we are nothing that hasn’t already been said can be said again but I would like to address some of the comments that were made previously.  I think one of the points was how visitors will be able to enjoy it, I think we have already discussed how this is really not a public building, this is a building for administration its not a building where there will be significant interaction with the public.  Another thing it was pointed out as the opportunity to show this to corporate visitors.  If I were a corporate visitor and I were shown a building of this magnitude, I would seriously question the spending desires of that municipality and question moving there because of what that tax trend would look upon my business.  Lastly a comment being made to spend money like you would spend your own and I think that is very accurate, we all need to make a choice of when spending this money that we just spend it like we spend our own and when we spend our own money we realize that there are priorities and we can’t count on raises throughout our future and we need to spend on priorities and it means spending and with this if we spend on this project, it is funding this priority and funding no other priorities so and I personally would not make that decision and therefore not going to make that decision in the context either.  So I hope that everyone will look at this in terms of how they would spend their own personal money.

Mayor Meeker:  Thank you.  Additional comments?

Councilor Odom:  Ah, my comment would be of read papers of the morning and or my wife did and she said well, the Lightner Center is back on the tables and I read that, you heard comment that you know we have discussed this for a long time and actually that is what we are suppose to do.  Police and fire are what we are about what we are about and water and sewer, Mr. Stephenson you and I can have that conversation later, but police and fire are our main thing so we ought to be discussing it even after we build this of how we can make it better, how we can make our citizens safe.  I want to get to this point for certain reason and that was because of the budget because I think in the context of the dollar, Mr. Gaylord, that we do need to look at this in the big picture as well as let’s just build a building and we can do it for feasible amount of dollars. We are not in a too bad of a shape but this is a billion dollar half of a billion dollar project and will take us to almost $2 billion of debt if I add those numbers up.

We have housing bonds that we have run out, we don’t have housing bonds at this point we will have to run through another housing bond deal if we gonna continue to do that.  We have our road bond projects that will get us through 2012-2013.  I haven’t got my answer on the Parks bond but I’m got the numbers I’m just haven’t look at them.  For us to do other things and do this the same context would be to make sure that we put that in the mix while we are thinking and if we are going to be able to do other things.  I know that we have been told we won’t have a tax increase for the next two years, I’m all for that, that’s a great thing but what happens in 2013 and how does this affect that.  So I will be ready to make my decision in the next couple of weeks when we come back.

Mayor Meeker:  Mr. Odom just for the record don’t believe you intended to say half a billion, even with the interim facilities its just around $200 million not $500 million or so, just so the record is clear on that.  That’s okay.  Did you notice you intended to say

Councilor Odom:  Well, I thought we were doing the remote option and that will come around and the total of that was $400 and something, 

Mayor Meeker:  Well if we did all remote but we are just talking about this project. Okay. . .

Councilor Odom:  add the whole pictures of all of the things we’ve been doing

Mayor Meeker:  Well, there is certainly other needs, additional comments.  Okay before the meeting my sense was that Council wants to mull this over perhaps until next Monday, is that where we are?

Mayor Pro Tem West:  Yes, I guess I was hoping that we could make a decision today, very pleased and thankful that the citizens came down and expressed their opinion about the real need for this but based on what Mr. Odom said that he will be able to make his decision in a couple of weeks, I’ll just yield to Mr. Odom 

Mayor Meeker:  Okay if that’s the sense of the Council then why don’t we hold both things items, the American bonds and the Lightner Center to the Budget Session Monday and if we take action Monday we will take action these.  If we don’t take action on Monday we can possibly put them over until the 28th and take action on the budget at that time.  Would that be acceptable with the Council.  Okay, Madam Clerk we will then hold these two items to be on the agenda for discussion next Monday at the Budget.  Okay, thank you all for coming I appreciate that report.

Michael Stevenson:  Can I make one clarification, just so Mr. Stephenson the building is actually designed for 10 years of growth not 25.  I just wanted to clarify, thank you.

Mayor Meeker: Okay

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE HILLSBOROUGH STREET COMMUNITY SERVICE CORPORATION
HILLSBOROUGH STREET COMMUNITY SERVICE COOPERATION – COUNCILOR CROWDER APPOINTED TO BOARD OF DIRECTORS

In May of 2009, the City Council made two appointments to the Board of Directors of the Hillsborough Street Community Services Corporation:  One Class 1 Director (1-year initial term), and one Class 2 Director (two-year initial term).  Councilor Crowder is the City’s Class 1 appointee to the Board.  His 1-year term has expired.  The City Council voted in April of 2009 to designate a member of the City Council to fill one City position and the City Manager or his designee to fill the other, but the Council is under no restriction according to the By-Laws regarding specific designation of these positions.  Councilor Crowder is eligible for re-appointment.  After the initial term, the appointment of Board members is for a 3-year period.  There are no limits in the By-Laws as to the number of terms a Director may be appointed for.

Recommendation:  Re-appoint Councilor Crowder to a 3-year term on the Hillsborough Street Community Services Corporation.

Mr. Crowder asked to be excused from participation in this item.  Mayor Meeker moved that Mr. Crowder be excused.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  Mr. Crowder left the table.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval of the reappointment of Mr. Crowder.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. McFarlane and put to a vote which passed unanimously (Crowder excused).  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE HUMAN RELATIONS COMMISSION

HUMAN RELATIONS COMMISSION WORK PLAN APPROVED
The City of Raleigh’s Human Relations Commission (RHRC) serves as an advisor to the City Council in the area of human services and human rights, promoting activities that build inclusiveness within our City and advance human dignity, equal opportunity and harmony among the City’s citizens.  The Commission’s work plan for 2010-2011 sets forth the continuation of annual events, such as the Mayor’s Unity Day, the Human Relations Awards Banquet, the recommending of human service agencies for grant awards, and spells out new opportunities for outreach by the Commission.

In 1989, the City Council charged the Commission with reviewing requests for human services funding and making recommendations to the Council.  The City Council then budgeted $500,000 to be awarded to human service agencies through this process.  Since this time, the population of Raleigh has increased by 54% (data obtained from Raleigh-nc.org) and grant requests exceed the budgeted amount by $1,200,000.

The Human Relations Commission eagerly anticipates the continuation of its service to the citizens of Raleigh and City Council in the coming year.  It respectfully requests authority to move forward with its proposed Work Plan for Fiscal Year 2010-2011 and approval of funding in the amount of $14,610.

Mr. Odom moved approval (subject to budget approval).  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.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE RALEIGH NEIGHBORWOODS PROGRAM
RALEIGH NEIGHBORWOODS PROGRAM – RECEIVED AS INFORMATION

Sherry Graham, City of Raleigh Tree Planting Coordinator will present the 2009-2010 end of year status report.  A copy of the report is in the agenda packet.  In 2003, the City acted to reverse the ill effects of a declining urban forest by creating the Neighborwoods Street Tree Program.  Neighborwoods is a cooperative effort that delivers free trees to citizens in exchange for the voluntary planting, watering, and mulching of the tree in the city right of way.  Neighborwoods is the sole source of tree planting on public property in residential areas of Raleigh.

Recommendation:  Receive as information.

Sherry Graham gave details of the program which she said is funded by the City and City residents.  She explained how the program works in that it is a cooperative effort that deliveries free trees to citizens in exchange for the voluntary planting, watering and mulching of the tree in the City right-of-way.  The trees are delivered between October and March of each year.  There is a goal of delivering 1500 trees to City residents each year.  This year 4,365 trees were offered, 1,523 trees accepted and delivered.  Of these, some were planted in parks, others on right-of-way.  She presented a map showing the locations of the trees and stated the goal this year is to deliver the 10,000th tree.  She talked about the program being supported partly by donations and partly by the city and pointed out they need $30,000 to carry on the program she explained how the trees are grown in a local nursery, the trees being purchased with donated funds, city providing funding, how funding comes in through utility donations, generous donations that the City had this year and the hope to increase the donations in the future.  She went over the special accomplishments of the program this year which includes recipient of the Raleigh Appearance Commission Environmental Award, NCDENR Outstanding Urban Forestry project among others.  She stated this year they completed a survey to determine how many of the trees that have been delivered are still with us and pointed out they surveyed up through 2007 and found that 70% of the trees are still living.  She talked about the goals for 2010, talked about the social, physical and environmental benefits of the program and presented photographs showing areas before trees were planted and how the areas look now.  She asked the Council to keep the program in mind as it goes through their budget.
Ms. Baldwin asked how she goes about seeking donations with Ms. Graham talking about her grant setting writing up booths at various functions, going to local events, etc.  She talked about growing the trees at Marsh Creek and various programs that they are undertaking.  The information was received.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PUBLIC ART AND DESIGN BOARD

BUFFALOE ROAD AQUATIC CENTER ARTIST SELECTION PANEL RECOMMENDATION – RECEIVED

The Public Art & Design Board, upon recommendation from the Artist Selection Panel, has approved Vega Metals, Inc. (comprising the artist team of Francis Vega and Neal Carlton) to develop public art for the Buffaloe Road Aquatic Center site.  Staff will be available to answer any questions.
Recommendation:  Receive as information.

Rory Parnell, Public Arts Board, went through the process the Board utilized in selecting the first two projects for implementation of Raleigh’s half percent for Public Art Program.  Buffaloe Road Aquatics Center is the first project to be implemented.  She told of the process they used including the call to artist, the fact that they reviewed 37 applications and selected Vega Metals, Incorporated.  She told of their work and where it is displayed and provided Council members with a packet showing various examples of their work.  It was pointed out they have designed and produced custom forged decorative metal work since 1987 and are located in Durham, NC.  The report was received.

REQUEST AND PETITIONS OF CITIZENS
UNFIT BUILDING – 504 NORTH PERSON STREET – 90-DAY EXTENSION GRANTED

Eddie Coleman was at the meeting to provide an update on the status of renovation of the historic property at 504 North Person Street and requested an additional 90 days in order to complete the repairs.  He stated they have made good progress pointing out in the middle of their work EPA rules on certification of renovation specialist went into effort and they now have five of their people who have gone through the process to get certified that delayed them and they need an additional 90 days.

Inspections Director Strickland pointed out they have made significant progress and are about 50% incomplete and he has no problem with the 90 day extension.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. McFarlane and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.
PASSION NIGHTCLUB – CONCERNS AND NOISE ORDINANCE – REFERRED TO LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

Melissa Pastor, Villages at Beacon Hill, pointed out this is her second appearance before the City Council.  She was here in February on the same issue.  She stated the loud music which is coming from Passion Nightclub, 3925 New Bern Avenue has continued to be a big problem.  It is to the point of being ridiculous.  She stated this completely violates her property rights and something must be done.  She stated she had been in contact with Council Member West and he had suggested that possibly the item could be referred to Law and Public Safety Committee for discussion and pointed out she feels the city needs to take action, something needs to be done.  

In response to questions, City Manager Allen pointed out he does not think they have an amplified entertainment permit, he thought it is just noise from open doors or whatever.  Ms. Pastor pointed out her property is 85 feet from the establishment.  Mayor Meeker suggested getting the Police involved with the Mr. West pointing out they have been involved.  Mr. Crowder questioned if there have been any citations written.  Sgt. P.T. Medlin stated they have written two citations since February.  Since May Police have been to location five times.  He stated police officers continue to go and monitor this situation but the sound does not seem to violate our ordinances.  
Mr. Crowder pointed out he had requested that the committee revisit the sound requirements and he does not feel anything has been done.  It seems obvious that the police have their hands cuffed as there is nothing they can do.  He stated if the music is keeping people awake something needs to be done, may be we need to change the noise level.  He questioned if the City Attorney had any suggestions as to how to address the situation.  Mayor Meeker suggested that this specific concern/location and the general problems relating to the noise ordinance be referred to Law and Public Safety Committee.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT OWNED PROPERTY AT 515 EAST CABARRUS STREET – CONCERNS EXPRESSED – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Fern Patterson, 509 East Cabarrus Street, was at the meeting to discuss City of Raleigh Department of Community Development property located at 515 East Cabarrus Street.  She stated she lives next door to the property which has been vacant since the City purchased it and it continues to fall into disrepair.  She stated from the street it appears to be abandoned, the paint is chipping, weeds growing up through the porch and steps, vines growing, someone ripped the electrical box off the wall, holes in the privacy fence, etc.  She stated she saw someone “cleaning out” the house and when she approached them they told her they were cleaning out the house even though they do not own the house.  She called the police, went around in the back of the property, the storage shed is being used for vagrants, tv in the back yard, the back deck trashed, etc.  She stated she feels it is unacceptable and the City should do something about it.  She stated since she filed her petition, Community Development crews came out, cleaned up some, and the storage shed has been torn down; however, mowing the yard and picking up the trash every two weeks or so does not address situation.  She talked about problems of abandoned houses, crime in this area, pointed out she understands the City was trying to assemble property in the area and sell it for future development however the RFPs have yielded no response.  She stated she understands the City has been using this as a storage space and she feels that is inappropriate for the City to do as is leaving the property vacant this long.  She questioned if it could not at least be fixed up and rented while the City is going though the process.  She explained the City purchased the property in 2006 for $86,000 and she feels it could be sold for a profit and at the same time it would benefit the neighborhood to get rid of a vacant house.  
City Manager Allen pointed out Council members received a detailed report in their agenda packet pointing out this is a part of the Stone Assemblage and the City plans to hold it until the economic climate changes.  It is hoped to send out another RFP in 2010/2011.  He stated the City has amended the schedule of maintenance and will continue to work with Ms. Patterson to make sure the house is kept up.  Ms. Baldwin questioned if the house could be renovated and rented and questioned if there are other options.  The item was referred to Administration to continue working with Ms. Patterson and to see if other options are available.
DEEPJAVA PROPERTY – REQUEST FOR ENCROACHMENTS OR INTEREST IN CITY OWNED REAL ESTATE – APPROVED
Attorney Isabel Worthy Mattox, representing DeepJava Property Company, LLC, would like for the Council to grant the interest described in and above City-owned real estate property and provide a license which will allow for the addition for a small patio area on City property.  Additional information was in the agenda packet.

Information in the agenda packet indicated the Council is being requested to grant the interest described, grant interest in and over city-owned real estate including a permanent energy emergency egress easement to allow the building to function as a restaurant and a revocable license which will allow the addition of a small patio area on City property to activate an area that is now dark and underutilized.  It is understood the City may revoke the license agreement if it chooses.  The agenda packet had detailed information and descriptions.

Mayor Meeker pointed out he would like to make the disclosure that his son owns the adjacent property but he understands he does not have to be excused from participation.  City Manager Allen pointed out staff supports the request.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval.  Her 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. 

RADIATION SICKNESS – VARIOUS REQUEST AND SUGGESTIONS – TO BE PLACED ON JULY 6 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM

Andrew McAfee, Professionals with Microwave Radiation Sickness, would like to present information on various studies on people who live near cell phone antennae and/or use wireless technology and ask the City to stop expansion of the City’s wireless network.  Mr. McAfee presented the following prepared statement.

Researchers have found that those who live within 1,200 feet of transmitters had a high rate of cancer with breast cancer topping the list.

The INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FIRE FIGHTERS opposes the use of fire stations as transmitter sites, because of the health problems of its members. 

A common defense by the telecom industry is to say that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) sets the safety standards on a federal level.  But the FCC should not be setting health exposure limits for anyone.  Even the EPA has said the FCC’s exposure standards are “seriously flawed.”  The FDA has said the FCC standard “does not address the issue of long-term, chronic exposure to Radio Frequency fields.” 

The National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health has said the FCC’s standard is inadequate because it “is based on ...adverse health effects caused by body beating,” which totally misses the damaging non-thermal effects of radiation which have been clearly established far below the level of heated tissue. 

I don’t want this radiation in my house, or in my body, and I should not have it forced upon me. 

There is mare than enough research to show that there is cause for concern.  Please, form a special committee to determine a safe level of wireless radiation exposure for Raleigh and stop nil wireless projects until safe levels have been established by local independent sources. 

Patrick Henry said, 

“We are apt to shut our eyes against a painful truth....

For my part, I am willing to know the whole truth; 

to know the worst; and to provide for it”

I have provided the Council a handout with extensive research, as well as a list of governments that have restricted wireless technology.  Please read through this for your own safety and that of your family and for the citizens of Raleigh. 

Mr. Odom pointed out he would like an opportunity to look over the information as did other Council members.  Mayor Meeker suggested that the item be placed on the July 6 agenda as a special item and asked staff to provide a report.

TRAFFIC – PARKING ON MORGAN STREET – REFERRED TO LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

Bryan Reese, the Dawson Condo Homeowners Association, 317 West Morgan Street pointed out The Dawson is a 66 unit complex at the intersection of Morgan and Dawson Street which houses over 125 residents.  He stated their concerns relate to recent curb side parking allowed on West Morgan Street adjacent to The Dawson.  He explained the street was recently widened and made two-way and explained problems of traffic maneuvering since parking is allowed on the street.  He talked about the situation that has been in place at the Sheldon Furniture Company for years where parking is allowed on the street and impedes traffic as it approaches parked cars.  He talked about the number of curb cuts, alleyways, driveways and the main entrance to the Dawson and pointed out the on-street parking is causing confusion and he feels it is a safety hazard.  He talked about the area between Harrington and Dawson, confusion and safety problems that parked cars cause, the fact that cars park in front of bus signs, the bus has to let riders off in the traffic lane, buses making turns from the middle lane and the number of public parking lots within walking distance which are rarely full.  He stated everyone recognizes the need for on-street parking in an urban area but expressed concerns about the parking on Morgan from West to Dawson.  Without discussion the item was referred to Law and Public Safety Committee for review.
UNFIT BUILDING – 814 WATKINS STREET – 90-DAY EXTENSION GRANTED

Linda H. Weese was at the meeting to request an additional 90 days in order to complete repairs at 1814 Watkins Street.  She stated she is making some progress but she needs additional time.  Inspections Director Strickland indicated she has made progress on the work on the exterior but the City has been unable to gain access to check the interior.  Mayor Meeker questioned if Ms. Weese would allow access with Ms. Weese indicating she would.  Mayor Meeker stated with the understanding Ms. Weese would provide the City access to the interior of the house, he would move granting an additional 90 days to complete the repairs at 1814 Watkins Street.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

UNFIT BUILDING – 306 S. STATE STREET – WITHDRAWN

Marvina M. Harring had requested permission to discuss additional time to complete repairs at 306 South State Street.  The City Clerk reported she had been notified by Ms. Harring to withdraw the item from the agenda.  

MATTERS SCHEDULED FOR PUBLIC HEARING

UNFIT BUILDING DEMOLITION – 1010 EAST MARTIN STREET – HEARING – RESOLUTION CONFIRMING CHARGES ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider adoption of a resolution confirming charges in the amount of $5,419 relating to the demolition of the unfit building as a lien against the property at 1010 East Martin Street.  The property is in the name of Renee Wilson and is Tax ID 0034402.  The Mayor opened the hearing.  No one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.

Mr. West moved adoption of a resolution confirming charges as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. McFarlane 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 178.

PUBLIC NUISANCE COST CONFIRMATION – VARIOUS LOCATIONS – HEARING – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

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

	LOCATION
	PROPERTY OWNER
	TAX ID NO.
	ABATEMENTCOST

	
	
	
	

	3604 Douglas Drive
	Delores J Turner

David L Jones
	0037008
	$248

	214 East Lee Street
	Michael Hershkowitz
	0041978
	$725

	4313 Pearl Road
	Treasure Land Development Company
	0160056
	$574

	4328 Pearl Road
	Treasure Land Development Company LLC
	0372245
	$888

	1800 Rankin Street
	Clyde Ernie Fuller
	0034633
	$285

	3104 Southall Road
	The Macaw Group LLC
	0133608
	$3,133

	3204 Winfield Court
	Pete N Muhammad
	0032422
	$374


City Manager Allen indicated 3604 Douglas Drive and 214 East Lee Street should be removed from the agenda as the charges have been paid.  The property owner at 3104 Southall Road could not be at the meeting but wishes to address the Council therefore it is suggested that item be held open and placed on the July 6 agenda to continue the hearing.  

Mayor Meeker opened the hearing on the remaining items, no one asked to be heard; therefore, the hearing was closed.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval of adoption of a resolution confirming charges on the remaining items and with the understanding 3104 Southall Road would be placed on the July 6 agenda.  Her 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.  See Resolution 179.  

SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS – MERWIN ROAD – HEARING – TO BE PLACED ON JULY 6 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM

This was hearing to consider the installation of sidewalks on the west side of Merwin Road from Swift Drive to Liles Road with assessments to apply according to abutting footage on both sides of the street.  The hearing is pursuant to petition, resolution of intent and advertisement as required by law.

The Mayor opened the hearing.
Sarah Benbow, 900 Merwin Road, talked about the area in general, the fact that most people have lived there a long time and it doesn’t open up any houses for parents with young children, mostly adult neighborhood, traffic going to AB Combs School, the number of neighborhood children who go to the school, the feeling that young children would be in more danger trying to walk to school on sidewalks, sidewalks inviting older children to try different things on bicycles, are no accident history, and it is a historic neighborhood.  She explained the houses were built in the 60s, have large lots, older landscaping and to build sidewalks would require destroying the trees.  She called on the Council to go out and look at the area and to think about it very carefully before adding a sidewalk to a street as beautiful as Merwin Road.  Once kids get to the school it is a quite neighborhood.  She called on the Council to consider the future of Merwin Road.
David Mincey, 924 Merwin Road (west side), indicated he does not want sidewalks on either side of the street.  It was pointed out there is an approved project to put sidewalks on either side of the street.  He stated he would not want it any time but in these difficult economic times, people have better things to do with their money.  He stated he does not feel the petitions for the east or the west side are reflective of the true position of the residents on Merwin Road.  He talked about signing a petition in another location and pointed out he just signed the petition to be a good friendly neighbor.  He pointed out since the original petitions went through, two of the properties have changed ownership and many people did not know that if a sidewalk were installed they would be assessed, they did not know that the residents are legally responsible for the upkeep, maintenance of the sidewalk and would bear any liability if someone were hurt on the sidewalk.  He called on the Council to not put a sidewalk on either side.

Gene Hovey, 916 Merwin Road, pointed out he likes on the west side of Merwin Road and has lived there some 15 years.  He explained there are two petitions to build a sidewalk.  One petition has been approved for a sidewalk on the east side and this is a petition to do away with the east side petition and put the sidewalks on the west side.  He stated there are 10 homes on the east side, 8 on the west side.  He stated initially one would think that the east side is the best place, 9 of the 10 property owners on the east side have relatively flat yards.  He presented a photo of the area.  On the west side one half of the property owners have very steep lots, talked about the sidewalk having to cut into the yards, it would increase the cost of the project, why the original project was approved, talked about the steepness of his driveway.  He stated the fact that there are competing petitions he feels says it all.  Neither petition should be considered, sidewalks should not be placed on Merwin Road.
Robert Martin, 805 Merwin Road, pointed out he has been dealing with this over a year.  The sidewalk is currently approved to go on the east side; however he feels there are problems with that approach.  The petition should not have gone forward on the east side as the City Code says sidewalks have to cover a full block face and the original petition does not.  He talked about the problems of matching up with the sidewalk, the number of children in the area, the history of how the sidewalk petition on the east side came about pointing out that petition was filed over 14 months ago by someone living on Swift Drive.  He stated there are a lot of children living on Swift Drive.  He talked about how the children get to school, the vertical alignment, site distance, people having problems getting in and out of their driveway, people speeding up and down the hill, cost estimates for putting the sidewalk on either side, concern for the children having to cross and the number of times they would have to cross.  He talked about the City’s sidewalk policy which calls for completing missing links, connectivity, reminding people that the City owns 10 to 15 feet back of the curb, the fact that the code requires a neighborhood meeting prior to the formal public hearing.  Mr. Martin stated a neighborhood meeting was established but canceled and he feels the process should have been followed.  He stated if there is opposition to the sidewalk installation on the west side he would like an opportunity for rebuttal. 

Shannon Aycock, 912 Merwin Road, stated when the original petition came about they were told there would be a neighborhood meeting so they signed the petition so they could get the item before the neighborhood and have discussions; however, that neighborhood meeting was canceled.  She stated if there had been a neighborhood meeting may be these issues could be worked out.

Ms. Benbow talked about Mr. Martin’s comments relative to the cost on the west side.  She stated he is just trying to keep the sidewalk out of his front yard.

Meghan Knight, 812 Merwin Road, stated she would prefer not having a sidewalk at all.

Mr. Martin stated when the first petition was circulated it had a map showing the sidewalk location going in front of his property but he never had an opportunity to see the petition.  When he found out about the public hearing, he was told there was no need for him to come to the public hearing as there was a valid petition.

No one else asked to be heard thus the Mayor closed the hearing.

Brief discussion took place as to how to proceed with Public Works Director Dawson pointing out he is not exactly sure of all of the circumstances involving cancelling of the neighborhood meeting.  It was agreed to hold the item, place it on the July 6 agenda for further discussion, direct staff to have a neighborhood meeting prior to that time and provide a report at the July 6 meeting. 

STC-02-10 – FALLS OF NEUSE ROAD – HEARING – APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS

This was a hearing to consider the permanent closing of portions of right-of-way known as Falls of Neuse Road, Fonville Road and Lowery Farm Lane pursuant to resolution of intent, advertisement and notification as required by law.  (STC-02-10).  The Mayor opened the hearing, no one asked to be heard.  City Manager Allen pointed out staff has no objection to the closing; however, there are a number of easements involved which should be maintained and listed the various easements which include water, gas power, tv, cable, etc.  Mr. Stephenson moved approval of the street closing with the reservations of easements as outlined in the agenda packet and by the City Manager.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin 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 180.

ANNEXATION – 6616 PLEASANT PINES DRIVE – HEARING – ORDINANCE AND RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider the annexation of property known as 6616 Pleasant Pines Drive and intervening right-of-way pursuant to petition, advertisement and notification as required by law.  If following the hearing, the Council wishes to proceed with the annexation, it would be appropriate to adopt an ordinance annexing the property effective June 30, 2010, and a resolution placing the property in City Council Electoral District E.

The Mayor opened the hearing no one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Mayor Meeker moved approval as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. West in 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 746 and Resolution 181.

SNC-01-10 – TARHEEL CLUB ROAD TO HIGHLAND HILLS ROAD – HEARING – TO BE PLACED ON JULY 6 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM
This was a hearing to consider changing the name of Tarheel Club Road to Highland Hills Road which relates to the portion of Tarheel Club Road located north of Old Milburnie Road west off Forestville Road.  The hearing is pursuant to petition, resolution of intent, advertisement and notification as required by law.  (SNC-01-10).  The Mayor opened the hearing.

Betty Smith, 4024 Tarheel Club Road, indicated she was representing herself, sister and mother and who live at 4025 and 4027 Tarheel Club Road.  She stated they are not in favor of the name change.  It has been changed three times since 1949.  It is a hardship to have to change all of the information, addresses, etc.  Her mother has lived in this location since 1949 and was forced to sell her land for I-540, now government is trying to make her change the road name.  She stated when I-540 was completed the rumors started that the name was going to be changed.  She contacted various governmental entities and found that other roads in the city and county have a split name.  She stated if the street name has to be changed she would request that it be named after her mother, Strickland Farm Road.  She stated she was told we could not name a road after people, but she would make that request.
Ronnie Graham, 3916 Tarheel Church Road, explained when I-540 was built, it split the road.  There are seven mail boxes on the west side.  On the other side there are two mega churches, one which has over 4,000 members.  There is a lot of traffic turning down the road, trying to get to the churches which are on the other end so they have to turn around.  He stated as the sun is setting it is very difficult to see the barricade at the end of the road and told about cars almost running over the barricade down onto 540.  He stated there are many big trucks that are trying to service the churches, they turn wrong and end up in his front yard and there is no where for them to turn around.  Safety is a big concern.  He stated he has no opposition to renaming it Strickland Farm Road.

Planning Director Mitchell Silver pointed out he understands the concerns, he did the same thing when he was trying to reach one of the churches.  GPS routes people in the wrong direction in this location.  Planning Christine Darges pointed out several names were submitted but Strickland Farm Road was not one of those.  Brief discussion took place as to how to proceed.  Mayor Meeker closed the hearing and asked that the item be placed on the July 6 agenda and Administration provide a recommendation or report on the request to rename it Strickland Farm Road.  
PAVING ASSESSMENT ROLL 918 AND 918A AND SIDEWALK ASSESSMENT ROLLS 377 AND 377A – STRICKLAND ROAD – HEARING – CORRECTING RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider adoption of resolutions correcting Pavement Assessment Rolls 918 and 918A as set forth in Resolutions 2008-483 and 2008-484, and Sidewalk Assessment Rolls 377 and 377A as set forth in Resolutions 2008-485 and 2008-486, as properties have been reapportioned.  Copies of the proposed resolutions are in the agenda packet.  Mayor Meeker opened on the hearing no one asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.

Ms. Baldwin moved adoption of the correcting resolutions.  He 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 Resolutions 182 and 183. (After the meeting it was determined proper notification did not occur therefore the adoption of the resolutions would not be legal.  The hearing process will start over with a new public hearing).
REPORT OF MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

ARTSPLOSURE – FUNDING – REFERRED TO BUDGET AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

Ms. Baldwin pointed out as she understands the North Carolina Symphony and the North Carolina Ballet have agreements with the City relative to funding.  She asked that we refer an item to Budget and Economic Development Committee to look at the same type funding arrangement for Artsplosure.  She stated this has been discussed many times.  Artsplosure serves many people and would like to have the same type agreement.  City Manager Allen questioned if there is a specific proposal staff could look at prior to the meeting.  Ms. Baldwin stated she would provide information.  Without other discussion the item was referred to Budget and Economic Development Committee.

STORM DRAINAGE PROBLEM – CASA/GEORGE’S MEWS REFERRED TO PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

Ms. Baldwin asked that an item be referred to Public Works Committee to look at a stormwater drainage problem in the CASA development – George’s Mews.  Without discussion the item was so referred.

City Attorney McCormick excused from meeting.  Mayor Meeker stated City Attorney McCormick had to leave the meeting to attend another matter.  He was excused from the meeting and Associate Attorney Leapley filled in for Mr. McCormick.

ETHICS COURSES – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mayor Meeker pointed out he is required to take ethics courses as an attorney, Capital Planning Commission member and as a City Council member.  The City Attorney has ruled that his Attorney’s ethics course does not met the requirements for the Capital Planning Commission therefore he will enroll in the Capital Planning Commission course and that will satisfy the requirements.
FIRE TRAINING – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Ms. McFarlane expressed appreciation to Chief McGraft and Keith Waller for the fire training they put various council members through.  She stated it was a very hot day but a great experience and gives a greater appreciation for the work of the department.
TRAFFIC – BRIDGEPORT/LEAD MINE – INFORMATION REQUESTED

Ms. McFarlane pointed out on several occasions she had asked staff to look at the traffic problems and the Bridgeport/Lead Mine area.  She does not remember hearing back and asked for a report.

STORM DRAINAGE – 108 TEMPLE DRIVE – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Ms. McFarlane pointed out she had been contacted by John Armfield, 108 Temple Drive, pointing out he has a very impressive stormwater issue.  She asked that the item be referred to Administration to contact Mr. Armfield and discuss the problem.
ZONING INSPECTOR – CARALEIGH AREA – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Mr. Crowder pointed out he had been contacted about the problem of Caraleigh area not having a zoning inspector.  He stated with the cross assignments and training maybe someone could be assigned to that area.  The item was referred to Administration.

CLOTHING BINS – LOCATIONS – REFERRED TO COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

Mr. Crowder pointed out he is beginning to see problems with clothing collection bins being located throughout the City.  He stated it is a good service but he is starting to see problems generated by them.  People are using them like dumpsters.  He stated may the Council could look at locational criteria or other ways to address the issues.  Without objection the item was referred to Comprehensive Planning Committee.

APPOINTMENTS

APPOINTMENTS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

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

Appearance Commission – One Vacancy – Dean Rains – 5 (Crowder, Baldwin, Stephenson, McFarlene, West);  Robert Taylor – 3 (Gaylord, Odom, Meeker)

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee – One Vacancy – Salvatore Corbo - 3 (Crowder, Vinson, McFarlane); Joseph Johnson – 1 (West); Corey Bates – 3 (Baldwin, Odom, Meeker)
Board of Adjustment – One Vacancy, Mr. Odom nominated Larry Hudson, II.  Mr. Crowder nominated Bryan Williams.  Mr. West nominated LaMarr Bunn.

Civil Service Commission – One Vacancy – no nominees.

Historic Districts Commission – One Vacancy – Garland Askew – 0; Leza Mundt – One (Baldwin); Will Alphin – 6 (Gaylord, Alphin, Stephenson, McFarlane, Odom, Meeker.).  Mr. West nominated John Brooks. It was agreed that even though a new nomination had been received since Mr. Alphin received 6 votes he would be appointed.  
Parks and Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board – One Vacancy – Kimberley Siran – 6 (Gaylord, Crowder, Stephenson, West, Odom, Meeker)

Substance Abuse Advisory Commission – One Vacancy – Nicole Hill – 7 (All but Baldwin)

The appointment of Dean Rains to the Appearance Commission, Will Alphin to the Historic Districts Commission, Kimberley Siran to Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board and the Nicole Hill to the Substance Abuse Advisory Commission was announced.  The other items will be carried over to the next meeting.

NOMINATIONS

APPEARANCE COMMISSION – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

The terms of Andrew Leager, Mitchell Fluhrer and Elizabeth Byrd are expiring in July.  Mr. Leager and Mr. Fluhrer are not eligible for reappointment as they have served since 2004.  Ms. Byrd is eligible, has a good attendance record and would like to be considered for reappointment.

Mr. Crowder moved that Council suspend the rules and Ms. Byrd be reappointed by acclamation.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and a roll call vote resulted in all members in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  Ms. Baldwin and Mr. Crowder nominated Leza Mundt.  Mr. Gaylord nominated Robert Taylor. The item will be carrier over to the next meeting.
ARTS COMMISSION – CLYDE LUNDY, JR. – APPOINTED

The term of Clyde Lundy, Jr. expires in July.  He has a good attendance record and would like to be considered for reappointment.  Mayor Meeker moved the Council suspend it rules and reappointment Mr. Lundy by acclamation.  His motion was seconded by Ms. McFarlane and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.
CONVENTION CENTER COMMISSION – KATE SHANAHAN – REAPPOINTED
The term of Kate Shanahan is expiring in July.  She is eligible for reappointment, has a good attendance record and would like to be reconsidered for reappointment.  Mayor Meeker moved suspect its rules and reappointment Ms. Shanahan by acclamation.  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.  

ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY BOARD – REAPPOINTMENTS MADE
The terms of John Burns, Denny Murphy and Hampton Pitts are expiring in July.  All are eligible for reappointment.  Mr. Crowder moved the Council suspend its rules and reappointment the three by acclamation.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

FAIR HOUSING HEARING BOARD – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

The term of Zach Schabot is expiring in July.  He is eligible for reappointment.  A letter of resignation has been received from Aketa A. Emptage who has recently moved outside the City and is no longer eligible to serve.  The City Clerk indicated she had not heard from Mr. Schabot as to whether he desires to be considered for reappointment.  Mr. West nominated Shawn Colvin.  The item will be carried over to the next meeting.
HUMAN RELATIONS COMMISSION – REAPPOINTMENT MADE

The term of Tanzeel Chohan is expiring in July.  She is eligible for reappointment, has a good attendance record and would like to be considered for reappointment.  Ms. Baldwin moved that the Council suspend its rules and reappoint Mr. Chohan by acclamation.  Her motion was seconded by Mayor Meeker and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

PARKS, RECREATION AND GREENWAY ADVISORY BOARD – JAN PENDER REAPPOINTED

The term of Jan Pender expires in July.  She is eligible for reappointment.  Ms. McFarlane moved that the Council suspend its rules and reappointment Ms. Pender by acclamation.  Her 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.  

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

CLUB ENVY – DIRECTION GIVEN

Mayor Meeker pointed out at yesterday’s meeting the Council took action to authorize the City Attorney to file suit as it relates to Club Envy.  He stated he had been contacted by former Council member Phillip Isley who talked about the desire to settle.  Mayor Meeker suggested that the City Attorney be authorized to sue or settle as he deems appropriate and hopefully it will involve the tenant and the landowner. Mayor Meeker moved that the City Council expand its authorization relating to Club Envy to allow the City Attorney to sue and/or settle with the closing of the club and hopefully the tenant and landlord will be subject to whatever happens.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote. 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY CLERK

MINUTES – JUNE 1 AND JUNE 7 – APPROVED AS PRESENTED

Council members received in their agenda packet copies of the Minutes of the June 1 and June 7, 2010 Council meetings.  Mayor Meeker moved approval as presented.  His motion was seconded by Mr. West and a roll call vote resulted in all members in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

TAXES – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Council members received in their agenda packet a proposed resolution relating to tax refunds, rebates, etc., relative to ad valorem taxes.  Adoption is recommended.  Mayor Meeker moved adoption as presented.  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.  See Resolution 185. 
EASEMENTS – DUNHAVEN SUBDIVISION – RESOLUTION ADOPTED
The City Clerk reported on June 1, 2010 the City Council accepted an offer of $458.45 from Joseph Lawrence Lancaster, Jr. and wife Harriet D. Lancaster, Ted B. Silver and wife, Eleanor A. Silver and Frederic M. Raab and wife Mary B. Raab for the 40 foot sanitary sewer easement and 10 foot temporary construction easements noted on Lots 13 (2704 Ayrshire Place), Lot 14 (2702 Ayrshire Place) and Lot 16 (2714 Dunhaven Drive) dedicated to the City of Raleigh by recorded map “Dunhaven by the Lake Subdivision I” book of Maps 1974, Page 201 Wake Country Registry and the offer was accepted subject to upset bid process.  The property was advertised in the News and Observer and on the City Website on June 4.  The last update bid period closed June 14.  No update bills were received; therefore it is recommended that the Council adopt a resolution authorizing the sale as advertised.  Mayor Meeker moved approval, 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.  See Resolution 185.

Adjournment:  There being no further business, Mayor Meeker announced the meeting adjourned at 4:00 p.m.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk
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