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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in regular session at 1:00 p.m. on Tuesday, February 21, 2012 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 Nancy McFarlane, Presiding




Mayor Pro Tem Russ Stephenson



Councilor Mary-Ann Baldwin




Councilor Thomas G. Crowder




Councilor Bonner Gaylord




Councilor John Odom



Councilor Randall K. Stagner



Councilor Eugene Weeks

Mayor McFarlane called the meeting to order and invocation was rendered by Rabbi Lucy Dinner, Temple Beth Or.  The Pledge of Allegiance was lead by Council Member Eugene Weeks.  The following items were discussed with action taken as shown.
RECOGNITION OF SPECIAL AWARDS
CERTIFICATES OF APPOINTMENTS – PRESENTATIONS MADE

Mayor McFarlane explained the Certificate of Appointment presentation and presented Certificates to Glenn French, who was recently appointed to the Downtown Housing Improvement Corporation and Calvin Yates who was recently appointed to the Stormwater Management Advisory Commission.

PROCLAMATION – ST. AGNES HOSPITAL DAY - PROCLAIMED

Mayor McFarlane read a proclamation proclaiming February 25, 2012 as St. Agnes Hospital Day in the City of Raleigh.  The proclamation indicated St. Agnes opened 116 years ago and explained its history.  
The Proclamation was accepted by Octavia Rainey who introduced Dr. Diane Suber of St. Augustine College and thanked her and others for their work with the CAC to put on the recent event and supported the group in the huge endeavor.  

Dr. Diane Suber, St. Augustine College expressed appreciation for the proclamation.  She pointed out St. Agnes played a major role in its day serving African Americans but it is not an African American story, it is a Wake County story.  She stated she is proud to be a part of working with the many students that came out of St. Agnes and those that were born out of the program.  

WALNUT CREEK FESTIVAL IN MOTION – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mayor McFarlane introduced former Council members Benson Kirkman and Anne Franklin.  Ms. Franklin stated Dr. Norman Camp and Bill Flourney were at the meeting with them and talked about their involvement in the development of the Walnut Creek Festival in Motion.  She talked about the special attributes of Walnut Creek and explained the Festival in Motion that was held for the first time in October 2011.  She stated it was attended by around 100 people, was a lot of fun, a lot of things involved and explained the program of the day.  She expressed appreciation to the partnership of the City of Raleigh and the work of the many departments including Parks and Recreation, Public Utilities, Public Works, Police, etc.  She stated it was such a successful event and the sponsors have been very generous and therefore she would announce that the second Festival in Motion is scheduled for September 29, 2012.  
Dr. Kirkman talked about the fundraising event in which the group was able to purchase six weed wrenches which will be presented to the City of Raleigh.  
Dr. Kirkman talked about the weed wrench, talked about how it is utilized, to remove weeds from the creek so that the native plants can grow and thrive.  He stated weeds can be removed with the weed wrench with minimum ecological disturbance.  He stated the follow up event of the Festival in Motion at Lake Johnson enabled Friends of Lake Johnson to purchase 8 weed wrenches, 4 for Lake Johnson and 4 for Walnut Creek and hopefully they can rid the creek of the invasive weeds.  He showed a sample of the type tap root that can be removed using the wrenches, talked about the training that has been conducted with several groups and the feeling that use of these weed wrenches will translate into thousands of hours of volunteer work.  He stated it is hoped that Friends of Lake Johnson will be able to donate more of these.  He expressed appreciation to all of who were involved and his desire that the work continue.  He stated at the last meeting there were some question about board membership of Friends of Lake Johnson and stated he had presented the City Clerk with a list of the five board members and the advisory group which includes former City Council Member Neil Hunt.  The comments were received.   

CONSENT AGENDA

CONSENT AGENDA – APPROVED AS AMENDED

Mayor McFarlane presented the Consent Agenda indicating all items are considered to be routine and may be enacted by one motion.  If a Councilor request discussion on an item, the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered separately.  She stated the vote on the Consent Agenda will be a roll call vote.  Mayor McFarlane stated she had asked that the Enterprise Content Management and Enterprise Work Management contracts be removed from the Consent Agenda.  Without discussion, those two items were removed.  Ms. Baldwin moved Administration’s recommendation on the remaining items on the consent agenda be upheld.  Her 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.  The items on the Consent Agenda were as follows.

STORMWATER QUALITY COST SHARE PETITION – HUNTERS CREEK TOWNHOMES – APPROVED
The water quality cost share policy adopted in June, 2009 provides a funding mechanism to assist citizens and organizations in improving water quality through the installation of best management practice stormwater techniques.

The Stormwater Management Advisory Commission recommends approval of the request by Hunter’s Creek Townhomes for funding assistance to install two rain gardens totaling 825 square-feet in surface area, a 600-gallon rainwater harvesting system, and a 165 linear-foot regenerative stormwater conveyance system.  The estimated total cost is $30,000 with 75% of the funding ($22,500) requested from the Stormwater Utility.

Funds are available in 470-2240-790010-00975-CIP05-83710000 and will be transferred administratively.

Recommendation:  Approve the funding assistance.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

HOUSING ASSISTANCE – CITY EMPLOYEE – CLERK DIRECTED TO RECORD

Pursuant to Section 33(b) of the Charter of the City of Raleigh (being Chapter 1184 of the 1949 Session Laws, amended by S.L. 1991-312, S.L. 1993-649 and S.L. 1995-323, Section 1b) as written:

“….  Nor shall any such official or employee be prohibited from participating in any rental or home ownership program sponsored or operated by the City, so long as the official or employee meets all the criteria for the program … The award of any such housing assistance to an employee shall be noted in the minutes of the City Council.”

The following City employee complies with all criteria which qualifies them to purchase property with the assistance of the Citywide Homeownership Program:  Alroncey Dixon.
Recommendation:  Receive as information and direct the City Clerk to record in the minutes.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  

HOUSING ASSISTANCE – CITY EMPLOYEE - CORRECTION NOTED

At the February 7, 2012, Council meeting it was noted that that City employee Michael Suzik qualified for participation in the City-sponsored homeownership program.  The agenda item should have noted that Mr. Suzik has complied with all criteria to qualify for participation in the Homeowner Rehabilitation Loan Program.

Recommendation:  Receive as information and direct the City Clerk to record in the minutes.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

ANNEXATION – PETITION – SPRING FOREST ROAD APARTMENTS – REFERRED TO CITY CLERK TO CHECK SUFFICIENCY AND SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING

The agenda presented the following petition for annexation.
	Area Name Contiguous
	Petitioner
	Acres
	Proposed Use

	Spring Forest Road Apartments 
	Robert V. Hughes, General Partner, Raleigh Northeast Commercial Associates, LLP
	13.84
	Residential


Recommendation:  Acknowledge the annexation petition request the City Clerk to check the sufficiency pursuant to State statutes and if found sufficient to advertise for public hearing on March 20, 2012.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.
ROAD RACES – VARIOUS – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

The agenda presented the following requests for road races:

Enloe High School Vicinity
Brooke Ward, representing Enloe High School, requests permission to hold a race on Saturday, March 3, 2012, from 9:00 a.m. until 10:30 a.m.

Millbrook Middle School Vicinity
Brandon Cullum, representing the Chick-Fil-A race series, requests permission to hold a race on Saturday, March 24, 2012, from 8:00 a.m. until 10:00 a.m.

Bedford Community Center Vicinity

Scott Kirby, representing the Bedford Community, requests permission to hold a race on Saturday, June 2, 2012, from 8:00 a.m. until 11:00 a.m.

North Hills Shopping Vicinity

John Kane, representing Midtown Race Series, requests permission to hold a race on Sunday, June 3, 2012, from 7:30 a.m. until 10:30 a.m.

Trinity Baptist Church Vicinity
Bill Tilley, representing the North Raleigh Ministries, requests permission to hold a race on Saturday, September 8, 2012, from 9:00 a.m. until 10:30 a.m.

Hillsborough Street Vicinity

Ron Wahula, representing the City of Oaks Marathon, requests permission to hold a race on Sunday, November 4, 2012, from 7:00 a.m. until 1:00 p.m.

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

STREET CLOSINGS – TEMPORARY EVENTS ON VARIOUS DATES – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

The agenda presented the following request for temporary street closings:

100 Block of South Wilmington Street

Karen Haynes, representing First Baptist Church, requests permission for a street closure on Saturday, February 25, 2012, at 10:30 a.m. until 12:30 p.m. for a church anniversary celebration.

100 Block of North West Street

Jen Labenz, representing Napper Tandy’s, requests permission for a street closure on Saturday, March 3, 2012, and Saturday, March 17, 2012, at 10:00 a.m. until 11:00 p.m. for a St. Baldrick’s Day Celebration and a St. Patrick’s Day Celebration.

He is also requesting 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.

400 Block of Fayetteville Street

Tim Woody, representing the City of Raleigh Public Utilities Department, requests permission for a street closure on Sunday, March 25, 2012, at 6:00 p.m. until 9:00 p.m. for a National Water and Environment Conference.

He is also requesting 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.

900 Block of South Bloodworth Street

Tammy Sylvester, representing Fulfilled Promise Tabernacle Church, requests permission for a street closure on Saturday, April 21, 2012, at 11:00 a.m. until 3:00 p.m. for a community festival.

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

WAKE COUNTY JUVENILE CRIME PREVENTION AND HUMAN SERVICES GRANT PROPOSAL – STAFF AUTHORIZED TO SUBMIT

The Parks and Recreation Department requests authorization to submit a proposal for JCPC and WCHS grant funding for a community-based program targeting at-risk youth, ages 10-17.  Parks and Recreation and the Youth and Family Services Division of the Police Department propose to collaborate to engage youth in a service continuum designed to serve high risk youth in after-school recreation, leisure services and summer enrichment programming.  The proposed project budget totals $227,417 comprised of $174,936 JCPC funding and will require a matching fund appropriation of $52,481 in the next fiscal year (FY2012-13).  This amount has been requested in the department budget request for FY2012-13.
Recommendation:  Authorize staff to submit the JCPC-WCHS grant proposal.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

UNION STATION PHASE I/WEST STREET EXTENSION ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY – TIGER GRANT APPLICATION – AUTHORIZED

The US Department of Transportation has published a notice of funding availability for the next round of discretionary funding under the “Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery” (TIGER) grant program.  Staff is proposing a partnership to apply for funding under this grant program.  The City would be lead agency in applying for these funds, and both NCDOT and Triangle Transit would be included as partners in the application.  The grant application would fund a suite of improvements to support the proposed station at a total estimated cost of approximately $70 Million.  Components of the proposed grant application would include the renovation of the Dillon Viaduct Building as the rail station component of the Union Station complex, the construction of rail sidings, switches and platforms to support commuter rail operations, and the construction of the proposed West Street Extension under the CSX and NC Railroad corridors.  TIGER grant funds require a 20% local match to be provided, and splits for each component will have to be determined prior to the application deadline of March 19, 2012.
Staff is also requesting permission to issue a Request for Qualifications for a private engineering firm to conduct the environmental planning and documentation for the proposed West Street Extension.  The City would lead this study parallel to the State’s planning for the station, and it is estimated this study would require 12 months to complete.  Proceeding with this study will be subject to determining a source of funding at an estimated cost of $250,000.
Recommendation:  Authorize staff to apply for TIGER grant funding for Union Station Phase 1 station, rail and street improvements, and authorize the issuance of a request for proposals for the West Street Extension environmental study.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.
POLICE PROMOTIONAL EXAM – CITY MANAGER AUTHORIZED TO EXECUTE CONTRACT WITH DEVELOPMENTAL ASSOCIATES, LLC

The Police Department has recently reviewed promotional processes for the positions of Police Lieutenant, Police Sergeant, and Police Detective.  In an effort to revise these processes, the Police Department has sought experience and expertise in the police promotions process from Developmental Associates, LLC, as consultants to perform necessary services to create and administer written promotional examinations for Police Sergeant and Police Detective candidates and create and administer a leadership assessment center for Police Lieutenant, Police Sergeant, and Police detective candidates.

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute a contract with Developmental Associates, LLC, in an amount not to exceed $200,000.  Funding is available in the Police Department budget.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

WAKE FOREST RICHLAND CREEK INTERCEPTOR – CONTRACT AMENDMENT #2/W.K. DICKSON – APPROVED

The City currently has an agreement with W.K. Dickson for professional engineering services for the Richland Creek Interceptor Improvements in the Town of Wake Forest.  The design and subsequent construction of this project will provide improvements to sewer interceptor lines in the Richland Creek basin to accommodate current wet weather flow and future capacity for the Town of Wake Forest.  The approved contract for professional engineering services is rendered in a phased approach.  The initial phase to provide services the preparation of a preliminary engineering report and environmental assessments was negotiated for $310,688.  Amendment #1 included additional consultant investigation of sewer lines downstream of the Wake Forest service area along Richland Creek to determine the City of Raleigh project participation improvements.  The design, bidding, and construction phases have been scoped, negotiated, and amended to this contract based upon the recommendations of the preliminary engineering studies.  The Preliminary Engineering Report prepared by W. K. Dickson estimates the total cost of the project at this time to be $7,965,701.  Amendment #2 for the consultant services contract totals to $656,083.

Contract History:

Original Contract
$  310,688

Amendment #1
      50,276

Amendment #2
     656,083

New Contract Amount
$1,017,048

Recommendation:  Approve Amendment #2 with W.K. Dickson (transfer to be handled administratively).  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.
DUNCAN PARKING TECHNOLOGIES CONTRACT – EXTENDED FOR AN ADDITIONAL 12-MONTH PERIOD

Duncan Parking Technologies was awarded a contract for the installation of 193 new on-street, multi-space pay stations covering approximately 1,200 spaces which was completed in 2010.  The contract includes Meter Enforcement software support and support services for pay station hardware, software, and systems maintenance.  The current contract expires March 1, 2012.  It is desired to extend the existing contract to renew these services for an additional 12-month period at the cost of $196,474.  Funding is appropriated in account 442-2230-708900-270.

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute a contract extension with Duncan Parking Technologies for an additional 12-month period.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

MUNICIPAL MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL SCHEDULE/NEW TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM ANALYST - APPROVED

The North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) has revised the reimbursement rates and agreements for municipal maintenance of traffic control devices.  The City currently maintains signs, pavement markings, traffic signals, and the signal system on the State Highway System within the City limits and is reimbursed for maintaining the devices.  The maintenance of these traffic control devices fall under individual schedules A through D, corresponding respectively with signs, markings, signals, and the signal system.  NCDOT has proposed new Municipal Maintenance Agreements for schedules A and B.  These reimbursement rates have not been updated since 2004.  NCDOT is asking to renew the existing schedule D and approve a supplemental agreement for schedule D.  If approved, the previous quarters in the current fiscal year will be pro-rated to address the differential from the previous schedule.  The amount allocated for each schedule is listed below.  The City will not be reimbursed for work done in excess of these amounts:

Schedule A for signs
$     68,958

Schedule B for markings
175,047

Schedule C for signals
735,500

Schedule D for signal computer system
     337,119
Total allocation, capped for FY 2012
$1,316,624

The revenue account is 100-0000-522300-000 and a copy of the agreement was included in the agenda packet, which has been reviewed by the City Attorney’s Office.
The supplemental agreement of Schedule D is due to NCDOT increasing the fixed cost reimbursement rate for salaries associated with the signal computer system by $100,000.  The increase was negotiated so that the City may hire an additional traffic signal system analyst.  Since the date of the previous agreement, the City has taken on maintenance of at least 100 new signals on the State System.  A new signal system analyst position will bring Raleigh in line with local municipalities that maintain similar signal systems.  Cary currently allocates three employees; Durham allocates four employees.  An additional analyst position will give Raleigh a total of five dedicated employees.  The NCDOT increase in the fixed salary component of schedule D will completely offset the cost of a new position.  The total annual impact of the new position is $58,800.
Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the Municipal Maintenance Agreements with the NCDOT.  Authorize an additional Traffic Signal Systems Analyst (code 4528; PG 34) for the Public Works Department.  Approve the following budget amendment:
Revenue Account:

100-0000-522300-000
Hwy Traffic Maintenance Refund
$25,000

Expense Accounts:

100-2210-600010-226
Salaries-Full Time
$10,177

100-2210-620010-226
Retirement
763

100-2210-620020-226
Supplemental Retirement
204

100-2210-620050-226
Social Security
631

100-2210-620060-226
Medicare
148

100-2210-625010-226
Health Insurance
2,370

100-2210-625020-226
Dental Insurance
130

100-2210-625030-226
Group Life
10

100-2210-700010-226
Office Supplies
300

100-2210-702020-226
Computer Lease
700

100-2210-750010-226
Office Furniture
   9,567


$25,000

Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 11 TF 178.
PERSONNEL – INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY – RECLASSIFICATION AUTHORIZED

The Information Technology Department requests the reclassification of position #1589 from a GIS Technician (PG 30; JC 0330) to a Senior GIS Programmer/Analyst (PG 37; JC 0325).  This reclassification is requested due to the increased complexity of the development required for GIS applications within our environment.  GIS is much more integrated within the overall IT infrastructure and therefore requires a higher level of experience and knowledge of both GIS and IT fundamentals.  The reclassification has been reviewed and approved by the Personnel Department.  The position was recently vacated and the intent is to hire at the same salary level; as such there is no budget impact anticipated related to this reclassification in FY12 and FY13.

Recommendation:  Approve position reclassification.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

PERSONNEL – POLICE DEPARTMENT – TITLE AND ADVANCEMENT CHANGES APPROVED

The Police Department requests a title change for the Police Detective I (PG PE; JC 3241) and Police Detective II (PG PF; JC 3242) job classifications to Police Detective and Senior Police Detective respectively.  In addition to the title change, the department intends to change the advancement method for the detective classes to mirror the police officer advancement method where one is able to advance to the next class level once one meets eligibility requirements; the authorized position totals for Detective I and Detective II will be combined so that the total authorized position count is based on the combined detective classes and may be any combination of the two distinct job classes.  The current advancement method has a set number of each position class type and to advance eligibility requirements must be met and there must be a vacant position at the higher level available.  The title and advancement eligibility changes have been reviewed and approved by the City’s Personnel Department.  The FY12 budget impact is estimated at $26,000; the FY13 budget impact is estimated at $93,500.  The budget impact for subsequent years depends on the number of Police Detectives that meet eligibility requirements to advance to Senior Police Detective.  The department will cover the FY12 estimated impact through lapsed salaries of current position vacancies.
Recommendation:  Approve title and advancement changes.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

BUDGET AMENDMENTS – VARIOUS – ORDINANCE ADOPTED
The agenda presented the following recommended budget amendments:

Emergency Communications Center - $314,865 - To accept the Raleigh-Wake 911 Center portion of unexpended 911 Wire Line Funds from Wake County.  The funds will be utilized for 911 Center renovations and technology updates to improve functionality, per agreement with Wake County.

Community Development - $176,016 - To appropriate excess program income to provide funding to continue projects in accordance with redevelopment plans in the College Park/Idlewild Redevelopment Area.

Community Services Department - $15,310 - Matching funds for the AmeriCorps/VISTA programs which were not expended prior to the end of the program.  This re-appropriation will provide additional funding for the Senior Corps due to higher than anticipated participation rates.

Police Department - $123,000 - To appropriate Asset Forfeiture reserves for upgrades and related equipment for the Raleigh Intelligence Center (RIC) scheduled to be relocated to the Atlantic Avenue site.  Funding will also be utilized for upgrading Technical Assistance Response Unit (TARU) equipment.

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

Recommendation:  Approval of the budget amendments as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 11 TF 178.

TRANSFERS – VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented transfers in the Community Development Program relating to first time homeownership and reallocation of FY2011-12 Community Development Block Grant appropriation.  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/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 11 TF 178.

RALEIGH/WAKE COMMUNICATION CENTER – INTERIOR ALTERATIONS – BID AWARDED TO GOULDING CONSTRUCTION

Pursuant to advertisement as required by law, bids were received and publicly opened on October 11, 2011, for the Raleigh-Wake Emergency Communications Center Interior Alterations project.  Goulding Construction submitted the low bid in the amount of $275,366.

Recommendation:  Approve the low bid of Goulding Construction and authorize the City Manager to execute a contract in an amount not to exceed $275,366.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

NEUSE RIVER GREENWAY TRAIL – POOLE ROAD TO ANDERSON POINT – BID AWARDED TO FSC II, LLC, - FUNDS TRANSFERRED
Pursuant to advertisement as required by law, bids were received and publicly opened on January 19, 2012, for construction of the Poole Road to Anderson Point section of the Neuse River Trail.  FSC II, LLC, dba Fred Smith Company, submitted the lowest responsible bid of $1,681,861.  Small Disadvantaged Minority and Women Owned Business participation is estimated to be 15.3%.
Recommendation:  Approve the low bid and authorize the City Manager to execute a construction contract with FSC II, LLC, dba Fred Smith Company, for construction of the Neuse River Trail - Poole Road to Anderson Point, in the amount of $1,681,861 and approve the following transfer of funds.
Transferred From:

636-6210-790010-975-CIP03-94630000
Crabtree Creek Greenway - 
$1,800,000

    
Lindsay Drive to Umstead Drive

Transferred To:

636-6210-792020-975-CIP03-99220130
Lower Neuse Greenway - 
$1,800,000

    
Anderson Point to Poole Road

Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 11 TF 178.
NORTH HILLS DRIVE – CULVERT REPAIR PROJECT – BID AWARDED TO NARRON CONTRACTING, INC.
Pursuant to advertisement as required by law, bids were received and publicly opened on January 18, 2012, for construction of the North Hills Drive Culvert Repair Project (SM 2012-0037).  A total of six bids were received for this project.  Narron Contracting, Inc., submitted the lowest responsible bid in the amount of $360,297.  Small Disadvantaged Minority and Women Owned Business participation is 100%.
Funds are appropriated in account 470-2240-790010-00975-CIP05-86960000 and will be transferred administratively.
Recommendation:  Approve the low bid and authorize the City Manager to execute the contract with Narron Contracting, Inc., in the amount of $360,297.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

BRECKENRIDGE STORM DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS – BID AWARDED TO PIPELINE UTILITIES, INC.

Pursuant to advertisement as required by law, bids were received and publicly opened on January 12, 2012, for the Brecken Ridge Storm Drainage Improvements project (SM2012–0007).  Pipeline Utilities, Inc., submitted the low bid of $531,000.  Small Disadvantaged Minority and Women Owned Business participation is 15.5%.
Recommendation:  Approve the low bid and authorize the City Manager to execute the contract with Pipeline Utilities, Inc., in the amount of $531,000.  Authorize the following transfer:
Transferred From:

470-790010-2240-975-CIP05-96100000
Breckenridge Avenue Drainage
$358,349

470-791010-2240-975 CIP05-96100000
Breckenridge Avenue Drainage
    12,043

470-791080-2240-975-CIP05-80860250
Wilcox Place Drainage
    69,644

470-792020-2240-975-CIP05-99770000
704 Valerie/4609 Hunters Creek
    40,200

470-792900-2240-975-CIP05-99770000
704 Valerie/4609 Hunters Creek
      1,000

470-792020-2240-975-CIP05-96660000
Mapleridge Road Drainage
    49,764


$531,000

Transferred To:

470-792020-2240-975-CIP05-96100000
Breckenridge Avenue Drainage
$ 531,000

Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 11 TF 178.
SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 2011 – BID AWARDED TO J.W. GRAND, INC. SUBJECT TO CONCURRENCE BY SECRETARY OF THE NC BOARD OF TRANSPORTATION

Pursuant to advertisement as required by law, bids were received and publicly opened on January 18, 2012, for the 2011 Sidewalk Improvements Project.  J.W. Grand, Inc., submitted the low bid of $447,509.  Small Disadvantaged Minority and Women Owned Business participation is 0%.  The North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) did not require any SDMWOB participation on this project.  Funding is appropriated in account 515-792020-2210-00975-GRT02-74900010.

The project is partially funded by the Federal Highway Administration, through NCDOT.  As a result, NCDOT approval is required prior to execution of a construction contract.
Recommendation:  Approve and authorize the City Manager to execute the construction contract with J.W. Grand, Inc., in the amount of $447,509 pending concurrence of the Secretary for the North Carolina Board of Transportation.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.
TRAFFIC – VARIOUS CHANGES – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented recommended changes in the traffic code relating to two-hour parking removal on Tucker Street, no parking zone on Spruce Tree Way and channelization changes and no parking zone on Spruce Tree Way and new Falls of Neuse Road.
The agenda outlined the exact locations involved and the reasons for the recommended changes in the traffic code.

Recommendation:  Approve as recommended and authorize appropriate changes to the traffic code as was included in the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 12.

END OF CONSENT AGENDA

ENTERPRISE CONTENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM – MANAGER AUTHORIZED TO EXECUTE CONTRACT WITH IQ BUSINESS GROUP; ENTERPRISE WORK MANAGEMENT PROGRAM – CONTRACT WITH WOOLPERT, INC. AND SPATIAL FOCUSING, INC  – APPROVED – FUNDS TRANSFERRED
The Enterprise Content Management program has been identified by the Information Resources Management Committee (IRMC) as a top priority initiative through the IT Strategic Planning process and was reviewed during the Technology Workshop.  At the November 1, 2011, Council meeting the program was referred to the Technology and Communication Committee for evaluation and additional information.

The Technology and Communication Committee recommended, and Council authorized, negotiation of a contract with IQ Business Group to perform the assessment and implementation strategy for an Enterprise Content Management program at a cost not to exceed $198,600.

Deliverables of the Enterprise Content Management assessment include an information inventory assessment, information model, security roles definition, implementation strategy, and governance model recommendation.  An assessment is a prerequisite to implementation.

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute a contract with IQ Business Group in an amount not to exceed $198,600.  Approve the following budget transfer:

Transferred From:

501-1810-790010-975-CIP06-92140040
Document Management Reserve
$105,567

501-1810-790010-975-CIP06-79990050
Info Tech Fund Reserve Project
    93,033


$198,600

Transferred To:

501-1810-708900-975-CIP06-92140040
Document Management
$198,600

The Enterprise Work Management program has been identified by the Information Resources Management Committee (IRMC) as a top priority initiative through the IT Strategic Planning process and was reviewed during the Technology Workshop.  The goal for this program is to provide an enterprise-wide platform to promote efficiencies and conduct whole lifecycle management for facilities and physical assets.  An enterprise work management solution provides functionality to automate business processes related to service requests for efficient work order creation, assignment, dispatch, resolution tracking and reporting.  Cityworks® is the work management solution currently deployed in several departments and it is recommended to deploy Cityworks® enterprise wide to benefit from previous investment.
A key component to the success of a Cityworks® implementation is having a complete and accurate master address repository for all properties and types of addresses within the City.  The creation of a master address repository includes the consolidation of address data from several existing City systems, verification and determination of accurate and correct addresses, and the implementation of quality control routines and maintenance procedures.
Desired business outcomes identified by one of our business partners in the Technology Workshop are the ability to automate required regulatory requests for public information, automate reports to obtain state reimbursement, and utilize performance measures to improve productivity.
A Request for Proposals (RFP) was issued to solicit proposals for an enterprise-wide implementation of Cityworks®.  The RFP was sent to eight vendors nationwide, and three proposals were received (Motorola, Powers Engineering and Woolpert, Inc.).  Following a rigorous evaluation process the evaluation committee unanimously recommends Woolpert, Inc. be selected to perform the enterprise-wide implementation of Cityworks®.

In conjunction with the Cityworks® implementation, a second RFP was released for development of a Master Address Repository database.  The RFP was sent to 22 vendors nationwide; one response was received.  The evaluation committee recommends that Spatial Focus, Inc., be selected to complete the development of a Master Address Repository.
Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute contracts with Woolpert Inc. and Spatial Focus, Inc. for a not to exceed of $834,200 and a not to exceed of $190,910, respectively.  Approve the following budget transfer:
Transferred From:

501-1810-790010-975-CIP06-92140010
Work Order System Reserve
$   664,650

502-1810-790010-975-CIP06-97730000
Peoplesoft Project Reserve
290,994

501-1810-790010-975-CIP06-79990050
Info Tech Fund Reserve Project
      69,466



$1,025,110
Transferred To:

501-1810-708900-975-CIP06-92140010
Work Order System
$1,025,110

Mayor McFarlane indicated she withdrew these from the Consent Agenda and pointed out at the recent Technology Workshop, it was reported that one of the module we had for one of these programs was sent back because it did not work with ERP.  She questioned if these will work with ERP with it being pointed out they would.  She questioned the status of these two contracts, that is, has the legal department seen them.  City Manager Allen pointed out the contracts are being developed and will be routed through the City Attorney’s office before they are signed and attested.  He stated he thinks the City Attorney has already given advice on the development of these contracts but they will have an opportunity for further review.  Mayor McFarlane moved approval of the two recommendations as outlined.  Her 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.  See Ordinance 11 TF 178.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION

PLANNING COMMISSION CONSENT AGENDA – APPROVED AS AMENDED

Mayor McFarlane presented the Planning Commission Consent Agenda indicating it would be handled in the same manner as the regular consent agenda.  She stated that she and Mr. Gaylord had requested that rezoning Z-5-12 Ramblewood Drive be withdrawn from the Planning Commission Consent Agenda.  Without discussion, that item was withdrawn.  Mr. Odom moved the Planning Commission’s recommendations on the remaining items on the consent agenda be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stagner 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 Planning Commission Consent Agenda were as follows.
REZONING Z-14-11 – T.W. ALEXANDER DRIVE – 45 DAY EXTENSION GRANTED
The applicant is requesting a 45-day time extension to complete the Planning Commission review. The Commission’s recommendation timeframe expires on March 2, 2012. A 45-day time extension will provide ample time for the applicant to work on addressing the outstanding issues as well as pursue further discussions with the City of Durham.

CR-11441 from the Planning Commission recommends 45 day time extension.  Planning Commission recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Stagner – 8 ayes.  

REZONING Z-15-11 – ANDREW CHAPEL ROAD – 45 DAY EXTENSION GRANTED

The applicant is requesting a 45-day time extension to complete the Planning Commission review. The Commission’s recommendation timeframe expires on March 2, 2012. A 45-day time extension will provide ample time for the applicant to work on addressing the outstanding issues as well as pursue further discussions with the City of Durham.

CR-11442 from the Planning Commission recommends 45 day time extension.  Planning Commission recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Stagner – 8 ayes.

REZONING Z-4-12 – WAKE FOREST ROAD – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This is a request to rezone property from Office and Institution-1 Conditional Use and Residential-4 to Neighborhood Business Conditional Use and Residential-4.

CR-11443 from the Planning Commission recommends that the proposed rezoning is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, and recommends approval in accordance with the zoning conditions dated February 14, 2012.  Planning Commission recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Odom/Stagner – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 13 ZC 668.

END OF PLANNING COMMISSION CONSENT AGENDA

REZONING Z-5-12 – RAMBLEWOOD DRIVE – APPROVED – INFORMATION ON TRAFFIC CALMING ON RAMBLEWOOD DRIVE – REQUESTED

This is a request to rezone property from R-6 Conditional Use District, R-10 Conditional Use District, R-10 Conditional Use District with Special Highway Overlay District-1, and R-15 Conditional Use District to R-30 Conditional Use District and R-30 Conditional Use District with Special Highway Overlay District-1.

CR-11444 from the Planning Commission recommends that the proposed rezoning is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, and recommends approval in accordance with the zoning conditions dated February 14, 2012.

Mr. Gaylord stated he had asked that this be withdrawn from the Consent Agenda as he needs to recuse himself from participation because of his employer’s involvement.  Mr. Crowder moved Mr. Gaylord be excused from participation in Z-5-12.  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 and Mr. Gaylord left the table.

Mayor McFarlane stated she withdrew this from the Consent Agenda as during the public hearing and since she has heard concerns about the cut-through traffic on Ramblewood.  She questioned if staff could take a look at some type traffic calming on Ramblewood or if this could be put in the traffic calming process.  Chief Planning Officer Silver indicated that was discussed and it was agreed to defer to site plan to deal with whether there should be some restriping or striping or what could be done to address the traffic concerns.  
Mayor McFarlane stated she understood there was a way to address the traffic concern as it relates to the case itself but the comments she is hearing is Ramblewood as a whole.  It is a cut through and there is a lot of traffic.  The traffic calming program was discussed briefly with Mr. Stagner questioning if Ramblewood is already on the list with Transportation Manager Lamb stating he would check.  Mayor McFarlane stated she understands the applicant in this zoning case is willing to work with the City as it relates to traffic concerns on Ramblewood adjacent to his property but she is talking about the other end of Ramblewood Drive and the cut-through in general.  Mr. Lamb pointed out the traffic calming program forces traffic to slow down but does not deal with the amount of traffic.  Mayor McFarlane stated again the concern she has is Ramblewood in its entirety and it relates to the amount of traffic as well as speeding traffic.  Mr. Lamb stated he would provide a report on whether Ramblewood is included in the traffic calming and any other suggestions.  Mr. Crowder moved the Planning Commission’s recommendation be upheld.  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 a 7-0 vote (Gaylord excused from participation).  See Ordinance 13 ZC 668.
TRAFFIC INTERSECTION CONCERNS – BELLEVUE/RAMBLEWOOD – REFERRED TO PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

Mr. Stephenson pointed out there has been concerns expressed about the design of the intersection of Bellevue and Ramblewood.  It is very difficult to maneuver and questioned what could be done about that situation.  Transportation Manager Lamb talked about the configuration of the intersection was dictated by the alignment of the beltline.  It is a strange alignment.  Mr. Odom suggested taking it in to Public Works Committee to look at the intersection to see if some suggestions or recommendations could be developed.  Without objection the item was referred to the Public Works Committee.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE STORMWATER MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE

STORMWATER QUALITY COST SHARE POLICY – APPROVED

Council adopted a water quality cost share policy in June, 2009.  The policy provides a funding mechanism to assist organizations and citizens in improving water quality through the installation of best management practices.
When the policy was adopted, no provision was included to allow property owners to finance their portion of the project cost.  The City Storm Drainage Policy, which is used to address drainage problems, does have a provision for property owners to finance their portion of the project costs.
It is recommended a provision be approved for inclusion in the Stormwater Quality Cost Share Policy to allow for property owners to finance their portion of the cost of a project.  The Stormwater Management Advisory Commission has reviewed this proposal and recommends approval.  The provision would include the same requirements for financing project costs as specified in the City Storm Drainage Policy.
Recommendation:  Approve the provision to allow for property owner financing in the Stormwater Quality Cost Share Policy.
Jonathan Henderson, Chairperson of the Stormwater Management Advisory Commission, indicated the City Council adopted a water quality cost share policy in June, 2009.  The policy provides a funding mechanism to assist organizations and citizens in improving water quality through the installation of best management practices.  He stated when this policy was adopted there was no provision to allow property owners to finance their portion of the project cost.  He explained the City’s storm drainage policy does allow that provision and the Stormwater Management Advisory Commission recommends that a provision be approved for inclusion in the stormwater quality cost share policy so property owners can finance their portion of the project cost.  He stated this was a unanimous recommendation of Stormwater Management Advisory Commission.  Mr. Henderson pointed out this is based on the same criteria, etc., as the stormwater pointing out the Council approved a financing under that program earlier in the agenda.  He stated this is based on the same principal.

Mr. Crowder asked about the interest rats and time period with the City Manager pointing out it they would be allowed to pay over a 10 year period with 6 percent interest.  Mr. Crowder moved approval.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin.  Mr. Odom pointed out for a number of years the Council has talked about lowering the interest rate from the 6%.  He stated that seems a little high under today’s economy.  City Manager Allen pointed out if you look at the cost of borrowing money and the fact that we do have an administering cost it might be a little high under today’s economy; however, he feels it is a reasonable rate.  You could look at this at any time, some times it would be a little high, some times it would be a little low.  He stated this is not meant to encourage people to use the City as a bank.  The motion as stated was put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted.  See Resolution 534.  

LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT PRACTICES – REFERRED TO PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
The Commission has been reviewing the use of Low Impact Development (LID) and possible applications for Raleigh.  The Commission has developed a plan to advance LID practices in Raleigh.  The Commission requests the concurrence of Council with the plan and to provide feedback to the Commission on the direction.
Recommendation:  Refer to the Public Works Committee for additional review.
Kevin Boyer, 3520 Ranlo Drive, Stormwater Management Advisory Commission, pointed out Council received a memo dated February 7, 2012 which reports that this group is investigating opportunities for encouraging low impact development practices on private and public projects.  This would include recommending changes for policies and ordinances and pointed out the memorandum included the status of their work and their plans for developing recommendations.  He talked about the fact that regulations we have in place are not adequately protecting streams and lakes, talked about the fact that a number of municipal governments throughout the State have programs encouraging the use of low impact development.  He indicated low impact development emphasizes managing runoff, provides protection, etc., pointing out the Commission feels that the conventional stormwater management methods are not protecting our streams and lakes.  He stated since we are uncertain whether the State or Federal government will adopt more stringent legislation, the group feels that they should evaluate ways to advance low impact development practices.  He talked about low impact development, its advantages, the process for developing possible changes and recommendations.  
Mayor McFarlane questioned if the group has developed plans or in the process of developing recommendations.  Mr. Boyer stated this is only a plan for getting input, evaluating that input and developing recommendations.  

Mr. Stephenson stated he understood the Stormwater Management Advisory Commission and the Environmental Advisory Board is having a joint meeting.  Mr. Boyer stated that is correct but it is a different issue.  He pointed out the City Council referred to the Environmental Advisory Board and Stormwater Advisory Commission the use of curb and gutter on three corridors within the City.  A task group has been put together and they will have their initial meeting soon.  He stated it is two separate issues that may be merged together later.  

Mr. Stephenson questioned if the Stormwater Management Advisory Commission will be making a recommendation on the UDO.  Mr. Boyer pointed out they will but not at tonight’s meeting.  They are in the process of doing their evaluation and are not ready for comments at this time. 

Brief discussion took place as to next steps with it being pointed out the Commission recommends the item be referred to Public Works Committee for additional review.  Mayor McFarlane questioned if they are ready to refer it to Public Works Committee with Mr. Boyer indicating they are.  Mayor McFarlane moved the item be referred to the Public Works Committee.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF BUDGET & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
TWO-THIRDS GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS – VARIOUS ACTIONS APPROVED

Mayor McFarlane pointed out she had asked the City Clerk to develop the recommendation from the Committee to conform to committee discussion and motion and presented the following.

The Committee recommends proceeding with a $9,000,000, two-thirds GO Bond issue.  In order to proceed, the Committee recommends the following:

1.  
Adopt a resolution making the necessary findings and determinations, to authorize and ratify the filing of an application for approval of Parks and Recreational Facilities Bonds and Land Acquisition Bonds to the Local Government Commission;  2.  Introduce the Order Authorizing $7,500,000 for Parks and Recreational Facilities Bonds; introduce the Order Authorizing $1,500,000 for Land Acquisition Bonds;  3.  Designate the Chief Financial Officer to file a Sworn Statement of Debt with the City Clerk;  4.  Pass the respective introduced bond orders;  5.  Approve a motion setting March 6, 2012, at 7:00 p.m. for a public hearing on the matter; and  6.  Direct the City Clerk to publish the bond orders in a local newspaper six days prior to the hearing.  A draft of the suggested proceedings as prepared by bond counsel is included with the agenda packet.
Projects that may be considered include:

· Up to $2.5M for development of the Annie Louise Wilkerson, MD Nature Preserve Park.

· Up to $2.3M for Barwell Road Park improvements.

· Up to $2.5M upgrades to the Dix Soccer and the Perry Creek Road Soccer Facility
· Up to $1.5M for an Urban Agriculture Center
Mr. Odom moved approval as read by the Mayor.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin.  

Mr. Odom stated he would support these bonds going forth, he feels Annie Louise Wilkerson Park is something that was started in the 90s. This is fulfilling the dream of that person, it is not a new project , it is one that Parks has been working on.  The same is true for the Barwell Road tennis courts; they have been discussed for many years.  He stated as fast as the soccer facilities at Dix and Perry Creek those are things that will affect our tourism, hotels and convention center as will the tennis facilities.  He feels those are good ideas, the one that gives him pause is the Urban Agricultural Center pointing out he have said he does not want to go back to the farm or pick butter beans.  He stated if we are looking at this as an opportunity to began cleaning up the area that is one thing and if we do not have a plan we could look at other things or drop the plan but if we purchase the property what would happen if the project is dropped we could not give that back.  City Manager Allen pointed out the property could be purchased for another use or the Council could decide not to spend any money on that project and redirect that money to some other acquisition or start the project all over to look at other items.  Mr. Crowder stated we are not selling bonds for any specific projects.  The projects outlined are just projects that may be considered along with other projects.  He stated his motion was to sell bonds for park and recreation facilities and land acquisition and we could decide later on what land would be acquired and what projects would move forward.  He stated he supports some of the items on this list but one of the major concerns he has is the lack of public process that was mentioned at the committee.  He feels there should have been more public process and developing what projects we could accomplish with this money.  
Mr. Odom stated as he understands we are not voting for any projects we are voting to sell bonds to put money in the bank and at a later date would decide what to do with the money.  City Manager Allen stated he did not understand it that way, he thought we were moving forward with selling the bonds and move forward on these projects to the point that they could be developed and brought back to the Council for approval or disapproval.  Mr. Crowder stated his motion was to move forward with the bonds and we could look at how we were going to use the money at a later time.  
City Attorney McCormick stated he does not feel what Mr. Odom and Mr. Crowder are saying are mutually exclusive.  He stated if we move forward with the proposal what we are saying is we are selling $7.5M general purpose bonds and another $1.5M for general purpose bonds.  There are several projects that have been put on the table and these are projects that the Council is saying the City Manager could bring forward in more details.  If the Council decides not to do any of these projects then we would have the $9M for other parks, recreation and land acquisition projects, etc.
Mayor McFarlane read from the minutes of the Budget & Economic Development Committee including the motion made by Mr. Crowder.  City Manager Allen stated he is simply trying to determine if the Council wants Administration to move forth exploring these projects and developing these projects to the point that they could be considered by the City Council.  Mr. Crowder stated he feels that should be a separate motion.  Mr. Stephenson stated he does not feel passing this motion would exclude other projects, but if Mr. Crowder wants a separate motion to study these and other projects that is fine but he does not see a need.  Mr. Crowder stated as long as we have an opportunity for other projects to come forth and be considered.  Ms. Baldwin questioned the purpose with Mr. Crowder pointing out he wants these and any other projects that may come forth to be fully vetted by the public.  Mr. Gaylord pointed out the Council gives a directive today doesn’t preclude giving additional directive later.  We could we pursue these four projects or come back and direct that other projects be considered.  Mr. Crowder stated as long as the language is included that we can consider other projects.  Ms. Baldwin questioned if this would give the City Manager authorization to consider these four projects and come back to the City Council.  After discussion, Mr. Crowder moved approval of moving forward with the $9M two-thirds GO bond issue by taking the steps as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and put to a vote which passed with all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Odom who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-1 vote.  As clarification it was pointed out that the motion that passed was to proceed with the two-thirds GO bond issue by taking the actions outlined in Items 1 through 6 above.  See Resolution 538, Ordinances 14 and 15.
Ms. Baldwin moved that administration be authorized to consider the four projects as outlined.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Gaylord.  Mr. Crowder stated he would like to make sure that we have an opportunity for public discussion on these and other projects that may come forward.  Ms. Baldwin pointed out she feels that would be a part of the process.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Crowder who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-1 vote.  The City Attorney pointed out there will be a public hearing on this issue.

LAKE JOHNSON INTERPRETIVE CENTER – MASTER PLAN TO BE FOLLOWED – STAFF GIVEN DIRECTION TO MOVE FORWARD WITH POOL SITE
Mayor McFarlane reported the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends moving forward with the plans for the Lake Johnson Interpretive Center without making any master plan amendments.  This would mean moving forward with the pool site, as the location of the Interpretative Center terminating the usage of the Public Leadership Group and encouraging Friends of Lake Johnson to be involved.  Mr. Crowder moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson.

Mr. Odom stated that it seems that we are doing just what Mr. Crowder didn’t want to do when discussing the last item, circumventing the process.  Mr. Crowder stated he is very much for the process; it was discussed very eloquently in committee by Mr. Stephenson.  There were certain issues that were brought to the attention of the Public Leadership Group and City Council didn’t understand such as reimbursement issues, etc.  He stated he would like to take the Friends site off the table.

Mr. Odom stated the last issue was all about process and here we are talking about changing a process.  He stated this has been a bur under his saddle for a number of years.  The City purchased 12 acres and paid $1.9M when we already had some 427 acres at this location.  He stated we could have brought a lot of property with that amount of money and referred to other park purchases such as Horseshoe Farm.  He stated we tell people we are going to do something and we end up doing something different and that is aggravating to him.  

Ms. Baldwin asked about the termination of the Public Leadership Group and why that is being recommended.  City Manager Allen stated it is his understanding the Committee wants to locate the multipurpose center at the pool site and that is what the present master plan shows.  Since there would be no need for a master plan amendment there would be no need for a Public Leadership Group process.  Mr. Stagner questioned how this process is suppose to work and asked that it be explained.  City Manager Allen pointed out the City Council had authorized a master plan amendment process which included the formation of the public leadership group which included all stakeholders.  They were to review all eligible sites and make a recommendation to the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board who would in turn study it and make a recommendation to the City Council; however the City Council is saying they want to locate the facility the pool site so there is no need for a master plan amendment or process.  We would continue with the current master plan.  Mr. Stagner questioned if we truncated the process.  City Manager Allen indicated the Council did in that they changed and asked to consider an amendment or another location.  He stated as he understands the Council is saying that they feel the best place for the facility is what is shown on the approved master plan and if the Council believes that, there is no need for an amendment.
Ms. Baldwin stated she would like to have some explanation from staff.  She stated she has listened to this at the public hearing, Budget & Economic Development Committee and she just does not understand how we got from A to B to C.  City Manager Allen pointed out this have been well vetted and staff was given a direction and Council changed the direction.  Mr. Stephenson took exception stating he thought that the staff made a change in direction.  He stated the process did not go forward with the Friends site in mind.  There was no conversation as to how we would reimburse Wake County, how we would reimburse the donors of the $115,000, no conversation about the difference in cost for the extra sewer or septic, no discussion about cost.  He feels when there are high level issues and fiduciary responsibilities involved the policy decision should have been made at the Council table before it is entertained by a volunteer group.  City Manager Allen pointed out the discussion did occur in Budget and Economic Development Committee.  The Committee was advised about cost and talked about the fact that it came to Council went to Committee, came back Council and back to Committee.  Mr. Stephenson questioned the plan for reimbursing the donors with the City Manager pointing out there wasn’t a plan but there were questions about paying back the County Cost at the various sites was talked about with Mr. Stephenson pointing out the City Council should have been involved in that discussion.
Mayor McFarlane pointed out as she understands all of this was brought up and discussed and that is why it went back to Committee.  She stated some committee members felt there was new information and that is why the motion was made.  Mr. Stephenson stated he had no objections to looking at a different site but staff said there was no need to go forward looking for another site.  City Manager Allen pointed out it was his understanding the Committee felt that the pool site is the appropriate site and so there was no need to was the time and money to investigate another site.  Mr. Crowder stated he feels we need to go with the original master plan and restated the motion to go with the current master plan which would locate the interpretive center at the pool site.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Odom and Mr. Weeks who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 6-2 vote.
LEASE RENEWAL – 1100 NORTH RALEIGH BOULEVARD – APPROVED

Mayor McFarlane reported the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends authorizing renewal of the lease for approximately 1400 square feet of office space at 1100 North Raleigh Boulevard, Suite 111 for the continued use by police as a neighborhood police station for the period July 1, 2012 through June 30, 2014 at $300 per month.  On behalf of the Committee, Mayor McFarlane moved the recommendation be upheld.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

LEASE RENEWAL – 1012 OBERLIN ROAD – APPROVED

Mayor McFarlane reported the Budget & Economic Development Committee recommends authorizing the City to renew the lease agreement with the Family Violence Prevention Center Inc., d/b/a Interact for 1,686 square feet in the Interact building 1012 Oberlin Road for the location of the Police Department’s Family Violence Unit for a period of five years beginning April 20, 2012.  On behalf of the Committee, Mayor McFarlane moved the recommendation be upheld.  Her 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.

MORDECAI PARK – ARTIFACTS APPRAISAL/OWNERSHIP – REMOVED FROM THE AGENDA

Mayor McFarlane reported the Budget & Economic Development Committee recommends the item relative to an appraisal/ownership of the artifacts at Mordecai Park be removed from the agenda with no action taken.  On behalf of the Committee, she moved the recommendation be upheld.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

SOUTHLIGHT, INC., ROLLING RFP – HELD IN BUDGET & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

During the January 17, 2012, Council meeting the Budget and Economic Development Committee was prepared to make the following report:
The Committee recommends approval of $600,000 to SouthLight, Inc. for construction financing for a 32-bed (8-unit) development for low-income men who are working to overcome substance abuse issues or have mental illness.  The project is located in a Priority IV area.  Affordable housing bond funds are available.  The project will be located at Newcombe and Garner Roads, which is on the SouthLight campus.
During the meeting Mr. Weeks asked that the item be held to give him an opportunity to determine if the neighbors are aware of the proposal.  
During the February 7, 2012 City Council meeting, Councilor Weeks asked that the item be continued as a meeting had been scheduled.

Mayor McFarlane indicated she understands the parties involved want to hold this at least two more weeks until SouthLight and the surrounding communities could have meetings.  Mr. Weeks pointed out he understands SouthLight will be meeting with the CAC and others on March 13.  It was agreed to hold the item in Budget & Economic Development Committee until such time as the meeting has been held and the groups are ready for the recommendation to be considered.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

NO REPORT

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

AMERICAN LEGION POST #1 – VIOLATION – REMOVED FROM THE AGENDA

Chairperson Baldwin reported the Law and Public Safety Committee recommends that the item relating to American Legion Post #1 violation be removed from the agenda with no action taken.  On behalf of the Committee, Chairperson Baldwin moved the recommendation be upheld.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

Mr. Odom indicated he had read the minutes of the meeting and wanted to commend Assistant Deputy Clerk Daisy Overby for covering the points made correctly.  He stated this was a lively discussion and a lot of times lively discussions are cleaned up so much that people do not understand what took place.  He appreciated the job done on the minutes. 

REPORT OF MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

BUS STOP – ST. MARY’S/WEST JOHNSON – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Mr. Stephenson pointed out he had received some concerns about the location of the temporary bus stop on West Johnson and St. Mary’s Street.  He pointed out the location of the bus stop had to be moved because of construction on the adjacent block.  He stated they have come up with an alternative location for a temporary site until the apartments are constructed but it is causing some concerns particularly with the restaurant owner, etc.  Without objection the item was referred to Administration.

Transit Planner David Eatman indicated he has spoken with the owner of the restaurant on Friday and is working with him.  He stated they are scheduled to meet on site and will review the options pointing out this is a middle of the road ridership route and they will be working with them.

UNLOADING SPACE – BLOUNT STREET – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Mayor McFarlane indicated she had talked with the owners of Tir Na Nog and Pour House on Blount Street.  They have a problem in that they have no back entrance and it is difficult for bands to stop and unload their equipment.  She asked Administration to look at the situation to see if they could provide any help.

TECHNOLOGY WORK SESSION – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mr. Gaylord expressed appreciation to all involved in the Technology Workshop.  He stated he feels it was very valuable and expressed appreciation to all who took so much time.  He stated he feels it will help Council understand technology issue needs.
WUTAT – MEETING DATE – TO BE DECIDED

Mayor McFarlane stated she still has not been able to come up with a date that everyone can work with as it relates to a work session with the Public Utilities Department and WUTAT.

Mr. Stephenson pointed out the Council had just received a report and questioned the need to spend a half a day and questioned exactly what would be discussed.  Public Utilities Director Carmen stated they have been told that it would not be a half a day even though the Utilities Department would like to spend a half a day or more.  He stated they are requesting an annual retreat to talk about debt models, information about rate increases that would provide information prior to budget discussions, etc.  He stated they are also recommending forming a standing advisory board for the Public Utilities Department.  Mr. Stephenson again questioned the need to have another advisory board and questioned the need for an annual retreat, etc.  Mayor McFarlane pointed out the February March time frame would be a good time as Council could get information on the status of Falls Lake, drought condition, needed rates, etc.  Mr. Gaylord pointed out the Utility Department is a huge business, it does take time to wrap your arms around the business cases.  The need to look at strategic plans and next steps were talked about.  
RALEIGH POLICE DEPARTMENT- REPORT REQUESTED

Mr. Crowder pointed out we have had several instances recently that tarnished the Raleigh Police Department.  He stated he would like to get a report on those activities, what divisions they were in, how the issues are being address.  Administration was asked to provide a project. 
TRAFFIC CONCERNS – WOODBURN AND ST. MARY’S – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Ms. Baldwin indicated she had received several concerns about speeding on Woodburn Road and St. Mary’s Street.  She asked that the Police take a look at the area and monitor the area may be some stepped up enforcement, etc.  She stated the people on Woodburn say they see the police but feel that some stepped up enforcement would help.

CROSSWALKS – BROOKS/BEDFORD/KILGORE AVENUES – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION
Ms. Baldwin indicated she had received some concerns from various people including the University Park Homeowners Association about problems with crosswalks, etc., on Brooks, Bedford and Kilgore Avenues.  She stated the concerns seem to be that the crosswalks are not clearly marked and there are a site distance problems.  She asked Administration to look at the issue.  
INNOVATION SUMMIT – APPRECIATION EXPRESSED

Ms. Baldwin expressed appreciation to the City Council for providing funding for the printing and distribution of the report of the Raleigh Innovation Summit.  She stated when Council members see the volume of work that was done, she feels they would understand why they exceeded their budget and had to ask for funding.  

REQUEST AND PETITIONS OF CITIZENS

UNFIT BUILDING – 2604 BRADFORD PLACE – 90-DAY EXTENSION GRANTED
Michael Jackson was at the meeting to request a 90-day extension in order to completed repairs at 2604 Bradford Place.  Mr. Jackson stated he had received one extension but since that occurred he has had many health problems including the possibility of loosing his sight, etc.  He pointed out he is still working with a group who will donate their labor to do the repairs, all he has to do is purchase the supplies; however he had done that and they were stolen.  He has worked out a new system with a contractor where he will give them the money, they will purchase the supplies and keep the supplies until they use them on the property.  He explained he is expecting his income tax refund shortly and that will be more than enough to pay for all of the supplies.  He talked about his health problems which could be impacting his livelihood as a commercial printer as he is having problems with his eyes.  He apologized for it taking so long and talked about his situation at length.  Mr. Weeks moved that the Council grant Mr. Jackson an additional 90 days to make the repairs at 2604 Bradford Place.  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.  
TRANSIT PLAN – WAKE COUNTY – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Michael Sanera, John Locke Foundation, had requested permission to provide a detailed analysis and critique of the Wake County Transit Plan.  He expressed concern that when he applied to get on the agenda he did not get any information or a response to his request.  He expressed concern that it seems the City Council only wants to hear one side of the story as it relates to the Wake County Transit Plan and he feels the City Council must have already made up their minds as to how they want to proceed.  He stated he had done a detailed critique of the Triangle Transit Authority Plan and he feels if implemented it will be devastating as he does not feel the plan is technically or financially feasible.  He questioned how the Council could look at the citizens and say there would be no cost overruns.  He indicated the plan contains strategic misrepresentation or statements.  He stated he does not understand how the City could support a system that will cost $92 per trip, talked about spending $4.6M on a transit system for one of the least dense areas of the country, talked about Federal government involvement, expressed concern that the transit dependent population that needs buses most are likely to be ignored, and questioned how anyone can vote for a system that doesn’t reduce traffic congestion.  
Mr. Sanera presented a packet of information to the Council and explained what was included.  He went over the information pointing out it is not too late for the Council to change its mind.  They should not vote to move forward with this plan.  The information was received without comment.
ART PROGRAM – CONCERNS – REFERRED TO BUDGET & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

Angelo Breeden indicated he is an ex-city employee who has not been before the Council in over 13 years.  He pointed out he had provided Council members with an email explaining problems he has had with the change in policy in the ART program.  He stated he is now on dialysis and depends on the ART system to get him to and from his treatments.  He stated the new system provides a van which has multi-stops and they will only wait 5 minutes.  He stated he had a dialysis treatment on February 1.  His pickup time was 3:15.  He finished his treatment and walked out of the center at 3:25 but the van had already left.  It was just down the street at the next stop but the dispatcher said they could not authorize the van to go back and pick him up.  He talked about someone contacting the supervisor who said he would just have to find another way home.  He ended up having to catch three buses to get home.  He stated someone in his condition should not have been treated that way.  He should not have had to find his own way home.  He just feels he was mistreated and he assumes others are receiving the same treatment.  

City Manager Allen pointed out staff had talked to Mr. Breeden and according to the information he had been provided by staff, he understands Mr. Breeden was offered another way to get home but he did not want to do that.  City Manager Allen pointed out everyone followed the correct procedure.  

Mr. Weeks expressed concern pointing out this was discussed when the City decided to go to the new service.  He stated he understands policy and procedure but some times we just have to do the right thing.  
Mr. Crowder moved the item be referred to Budget & Economic Development Committee.

Transit Administrator David Eatman pointed out he had talked to Mr. Breeden and explained that there is the five minute waiting rule.  He stated if they could they would have gone back and got the individual but talked about the schedule.  He stated he understands transportation was offered to Mr. Breeden but he stated he had his own.  He stated this is a difficult situation to deal with and they have tried to work it out so that all will be served.  
Brief discussion took place on the policy, the ADA requirements, the contractor’s regulations and the fact that we do have policies but there should be someway to address a situation such as this.  Without further discussion the item was referred to the Budget & Economic Development Committee with Mr. Crowder asking that the Committee or Council be provided copies of the policies.  

SOLID WASTE/RECYCLING WATER BILLS – REQUEST FOR WAIVER – NO ACTION TAKEN

Anna Kintz, Ashe Place Homeowners Association, pointed out that group is also known as Pullen Park Lofts and represents some 20 owners and 100 units.  She stated they were notified late last year that the City had made some errors and they had not been charged correctly for solid waste, recycling and water.  They received a bill of over $9,000 for solid waste and recycling neither of which they had received.  She explained they had talked to Marion Stanley and he advised the only thing that could occur was to come to City Council.  She stated then they received another bill indicating they would receive a credit of $3,200 because their water had not been billed correctly; therefore, as she understands its because it is a condominium community and a credit had been issued for solid waste and a debit for recycling and they went back three years which left a balance of $9,072.51 for solid waste and recycling.  Then they got a credit for their water bill which leave the balance of $5,807.08.  She stated they are being penalized for a city error and it is very difficult at this time to come with that amount of money.  She stated they understand the issue, and asked that the back charges and debits be waived and allow them to pay the correct amount from here on out.  
Mr. Crowder asked for clarification as to whether Ms. Kintz is the property manager or the real estate manager, pointing out he receives a lot of complaints about recycling ending up on the adjacent right-of-way, just as you come across the bridge.  Ms. Kintz pointed out that is railroad property.  She stated they have never had recycling or the garbage collection provided by the City, they use Waste Management. 

City Manager Allen pointed out we do see these errors occur from time to time and here we have corrected the situation and given credit.  He stated the City would be glad to set up a payment plan but he feels we should uphold our present policy relating to credits and debits.  

In response to questioning, City Manager Allen explained they do not get direct on-site recycling pickup but they have the ability to participate in recycling just as other multi-family complexes do.  There are pick up sites, etc.  Ms. Kintz pointed out they have not received any service from the City and the owner paid a private company.  It is a big amount to go back three years especially since they had not had any service.  City Manager Allen again pointed out service has been available at drop off points, recycling centers, etc.  They have use of the infrastructure that is in place.  No further action was taken.  
UNFIT BUILDING – 616 DORTHEA DRIVE – 6-MONTH EXTENSION GRANTED

Richard Johnson, CitySpace-RP was at the meeting to request a 6-month extension for completion of the minimum housing case at 616 Dorthea Drive.  It was explained he had received previous extensions and have used that time to complete 614 Dorthea Drive which is now on the market for sale.  The entire exterior 616 Dorthea is complete and landscaped but they need additional time to finish the interior.  
Inspector Ashley Glover indicated the exterior work has been completed.  He stated they have no problem given the extension and talked about the work that had done by Mr. Johnson in the area.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval of the request.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Gaylord and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

Ms. Baldwin commended Mr. Johnson for his work.  He stated she recently was walking her dog in this area, pointing out it is beautiful and she felt very comfortable.  She would not have felt comfortable in that area that a year and a half ago.  She expressed appreciation to Mr. Johnson for his work in the area.

UNFIT BUILDING – 919 EAST EDENTON STREET – REQUEST FOR EXTENSION – DENIED

George Exum, Jr., was at the meeting asking for additional time to make repairs at 919 East Edenton Street.  He stated he is making this request as a neighbor.  He stated there had been a loss in family and they are trying to settle the estate and clear the title to the property so that repairs could be done.  He stated they did have an opportunity to have Wallace Greene sell the property but it is now in litigation trying to determine the rightful owner.  He pointed out there are a lot of properties around the City that have blue tarps on the roof as a result of the tornado.  He asked that the Council take notice of the tornado caused hardship and they are having problems determining the ownership; therefore they need additional time.  

Wallace Greene stated he is the court appointed person dealing with this case.  He pointed out the City Council authorized proceeding and explained what had taken place to this point including working an arrangement with the City Attorney trying to settle and get the ownership in question resolved.  He stated he read the minutes of the last meeting and it indicated only the receiver could request an extension and that had not been made; therefore he was before the Council.  He explained there are probably two approaches.  We could wait until the court has determined the rightful owner but pointed out if the Council decided to proceed with demolition RADA had advanced about $1,400 to clean up the property and they would like to get that returned.  He stated it is an eye sore and if the property is demolished they would be left with only a lot to sell.  The house could sale for approximately $60,000 but if it is demolished would only end up with the value of the lot.  He stated if the receiver is the only one who could request for additional time, he was before the Council to do that.  
Inspector Ashley Glover indicated the City has been working with this case over 4 years and gave a history of the various extensions.  He stated the City Council had authorized demolition and the City is moving forward and it should be demolished within the next week.  He stated there was very little damage done by the tornadoes and presented photos showing the extent of that damage.
City Attorney McCormick indicated this house has been a problem for a very long time.  He stated at the last meeting he wasn’t suggesting that if Mr. Greene requested an extension that the City would grant it he was just saying that Mr. Greene is the only party authorized to make the request.  Mr. Exum again talked about the problems caused by the tornadoes, talked about the work with the insurance company and the setbacks because of the disaster.  City Attorney McCormick indicated if the damage caused by the tornado were the only problem that would be one thing, most of the houses with the blue tarp were good fit safe houses prior to the tornadoes but this property were in bad shape and a problem location prior to the tornados.  He stated the City Council has authorized demolition. 

Mr. Weeks expressed concern pointing out he understands the court is scheduled to issue a ruling in April, therefore he would move that the Council defer demolition until the end of April.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom.  In response to questions from Mr. Odom, it was pointed out it was in court because there is debate between the siblings as to who owns the property.  Mr. Exum pointed out there would be enough money in the estate to fix it once the ownership is determined.  Ms. Baldwin pointed out there may be sufficient money but there is no guarantee that money would be used to repair the dwelling.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which resulted in Mr. Weeks and Mr. Odom voting in the affirmative and the remainder of the Council voting in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion defeated on a 2-6 vote.  

SOUTHLIGHT FACILITY – BILTMORE HILLS NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION CONCERNS – ITEM HELD IN BUDGET AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

Claudia J. Graham and Charissa McCullers, Biltmore Hills Neighborhood Association were at the meeting to discuss issues concerning expansion of the SouthLight facility and exception being proposed as it relates to the priority 4 area.
Ms. McCullers indicated the Biltmore Hills Neighborhood Association was made aware of this proposal on April 9, 2011.  She stated there were concerns expressed and the community did not endorse the proposal.  She stated they were concerned about statements that had been made by officials from SouthLight indicating there had been regular meetings.  She stated the 2011 meeting was the last they have had and talked about different times she had contacted the group to talk.  She stated they would like to have some clarity as to why an exception is being made to allow SouthLight the opportunity to locate in a priority 4 area.  She stated that point was raised by Mr. Crowder when the issue was discussed in Budget & Economic Development Committee.  She asked if any study had been done regarding any impact to the environment or economy before and after such a project.  She stated they had been given various numbers and evidently the project is still fluid or the scope is ever changing.  They do not support the project.
Claudia Graham presented the following prepared statement:

The minutes of the Budget and Economic Development Committee meeting of January 10, 2012 reflects discussions on Raleigh’s Priority Four areas when considering the Southlight Inc. proposal.  Southlight’s planned development is in a Priority Four area.  City policy prohibits development as proposed by Southlight Inc. in areas that by its definition has the highest concentration of minority and low income people in the entire city and is therefore considered an undesirable location for additional assisted housing.  Let it be known that we acknowledge there are special needs for special populations that need to be met.  However, we feel that more considerations (sic) should be given to this matter and a decision made that reflects the council’s support of its own city policy and statues in its original intent as they pertain to economic development in the City of Raleigh. 

Having said that, the Biltmore Hills Neighborhood Association with support from the South AC opposes efforts to move forward with approval and subsequent funding of this project until full due diligence is completed.  We recommend that the matter be returned to the Budget and Economic Development Committee for the purpose of the committee ensuring that the care a reasonable person exercises to avoid harm to other persons and property has been performed.

Based on our findings, we feel factors to be considered or actions taken by the committee should include but not be limited to:

· Obtaining fill disclosure of the final project plan with appropriate level of detail.  All of the plans described publically to date by Southlight have contained material differences.  It is imperative that Southlight, Inc. provides a final iteration of the plan.

· An assessment of the environmental impacts on nearby streams and acreage including the Rochester Heights Tributary that borders the Southlight property.  

· An assessment of the effects on the health and well being of residents who will live in housing that is sited adjacent to a freeway.  (This property is bordered by Interstate highways 40 and 440) 

· An assessment of personal safety issues for the Biltmore Hills area residents that include predominately aging home owners, a child day & evening care facility, an after school program at the former YMCA and a GT Magnet elementary school.  (The child care facility is less than 100 feet from the Southlight site and the others are within 300 and 690 yards respectively of the proposed development) 

· Lastly we implore the council to have conducted an assessment of the economic impact to bordering properties and the immediate neighborhood. 

In closing we ask that all interrelated conditions be reviewed and that there is careful consideration before an exception is made to the City’s Scattered Site Policy as it pertains to a Priority IV area and before exceptions are made to Raleigh City Code regarding supportive housing.  Upon completion of the council’s due diligence, our community requests that a report of findings be made available to the public. 

Mr. Weeks indicated he understood there is a meeting scheduled for March 10 and he would suggest we hold this item until after that.  Ms. Graham stated they have not heard from SouthLight as yet.  Mayor McFarlane pointed out the item has not been reported out of Budget & Economic Development Committee therefore she would suggest that it be held in Budget & Economic Development Committee until such time a meeting and some understanding had taken place.
POLICE OFFICERS – CONCERN ABOUT TREATMENT – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Kurt M. Benrud was at the meeting to talk about the treatment he received and the disappointment of the reaction from the City relating to behavior of two Raleigh police departments.  He explained approximately two years ago he was stopped by two police officers and gave a detailed account of how he was treated and how he feels someone owes him an explanation as to how he was treated the way he was.  He explained the stop and talked about how he was treated, how he feels someone should have taken responsibility for the police officer’s behavior and the courtesies he feels should have been extended to him and anyone else who was treated in this matter.  He told of the police officer insulting and humiliating him, how he feels he was robbed of his dignity and how he feels the case should have been handled and his regret that no one will apologize for anyone’s behavior.  He stated he is in no way anti-law enforcement and explained he has friends and family who are in law enforcement.  He talked about Chief Dolan’s desire to create an atmosphere of trust but what happened to him does nothing to foster that feeling.  He explained in detailed what happened to him and what he feels should have been done at the various points indicating he feels if a police officer stops someone and they determine quickly that the reason the person was stopped is in error they should not continue humiliating the person and should offer an apology.  

Mr. Benrud talked about his efforts to talk with members of the police department, how he has been told that everything was according to policy, how he had been told if he felt what the officer did was discourteous then an apology could be offered.  He presented a packet of information outlining all of the letters and things he had gone through pointing out he is not asking for any money or anything, he just feels he should have been treated differently.  Mayor McFarlane stated she would be happy to look into the situation.  No further action was taken.
HOMELESS DISABLED PERSON – REQUEST FOR ASSISTANCE – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Ronnie Whitaker indicated he is disabled, homeless, a convicted felon and he is before the Council to ask them to help him with these three issues.  He stated everywhere he goes to try to find shelter or a home he is told they cannot take him in either because he is wheelchair bound or a convicted felon.  He stated he is calling out for the Council to help him.  He is trying to help himself.  He is now staying at the Rescue Mission.  In response to questioning from Mr. Stephenson, Mr. Whitaker stated he would like to have his own apartment but has been told since he is a convicted felon he cannot be helped.  He stated he feels this is some form of discrimination.  It is sort of a double edged sword for him.  In response to questions from the Council, Mr. Whitaker indicated he is saving his money and he thinks he could afford a place if he could find one.  Various Council members offered suggestions such as the Housing Authority, the feeling that the Rescue Mission would know the rules and have connections that they could provide him information, the Second Chance program, etc.  He stated he had tried all of those items and just needs help.  It was agreed to ask the Community Services Department to see if they could put Mr. Whitaker in touch with someone who could help him.  
MATTERS SCHEDULED FOR PUBLIC HEARING

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.
	COST OF ABATEMENT

	3617 Brentwood Road
	Federal Home Loan MTG Corp
	0006591
	$265

	1302 Dowling Road
	Yagnesh R & Minaxi Patel
	0122158
	$2,552

	6609 Frogstool Lane
	Erik Matthews
	0334827
	$231

	5800 Glenwood Avenue
	Mark L Joyner Trustee of the Joyner GST Trust 12-01-1993
	0020376
	$308

	5808 Glenwood Avenue
	Mark L Joyner Trustee of the Joyner GST Trust 12-01-1993
	0089315
	$308

	713 Grantland Drive
	NC Property Development LLC
	0101713
	$305

	2 Henderson Street
	Mark A Robertson & Sarah D Markman
	0072945
	$231

	507 Hocutts Lane
	Bredell M Evans Sr Heirs
	0159333
	$974

	506 Hoke Street
	McKnitt & Associates LLC
	0001063
	$207

	4234 Lake Ridge Drive
	Lake Ridge Villas Condominiums
	0113964
	$361

	2449 Lynn Road
	American Home Buyers
	0038612
	$297

	2808 Newark Drive
	Willie E & Lucy Lee Jones
	0050578
	$297

	4200 Pike Road
	Walid R Dakduk & Amal Adib Yauhari
	0082393
	$297

	5209 Rembert Drive
	James A & Pamela J Smith
	0042681
	$352

	420 Rogers View Court
	Rogers View Ventures LLC
	0245009
	$308

	1212 Savannah Drive
	Eduardo Martinez

Jose Luis Martinez
	0038744
	$536

	7109 Snodgrass Hill Court
	Jerry Gower Construction Co Inc
	0298916
	$257

	517 Solar Drive
	James & Annette Shufford
	0102040
	$305

	212 East South Street
	Shaw University
	0090383
	$267

	102 North State Street
	Yasmine A Ibrahim

Michael Ahmed A Ibrahim
	0049905
	$370

	306 North State Street
	Anita Marie Lee

Northington Goodson
	0025637
	$308

	310 North State Street
	Anita Marie Lee

Northington Goodson
	0025638
	$308


The Mayor opened the hearing on each case, no one asked to be heard thus the hearings were closed.  Mr. Crowder moved adoption of the resolution as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks 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 535.
STC-10-11 – SIX KNIVES ROAD – HEARING – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Mr. Gaylord stated he needs to recue himself from this issue.  Mr. Stephenson moved that Mr. Gaylord be excused from participation in STC-10-11.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  Mr. Gaylord left the table.  

This was a hearing to consider the permanent closing of right-of-way known as Six Knives Road pursuant to petition, resolution of intent, notification, and advertisement as required by law. (STC-10-11).  The Mayor opened the hearing no one asked to be heard.  City Manager Allen pointed out if the Council wishes to proceed there are easements that probably need to be reserved.  Mr. Crowder moved approval of the resolution with reservation of necessary easements.  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 a 7-0 vote (Gaylord excused from participation).  See Resolution 536.
STC-11-11 SIX SPOONS ROAD – HEARING – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Mr. Gaylord stated he needs to recue himself from this issue.  Mr. Stephenson moved that Mr. Gaylord be excused from participation in STC-11-11.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  Mr. Gaylord left the table.  

This was a hearing  to consider the permanent closing of right-of-way known as Six Spoons Road pursuant to petition, resolution of intent, notification, and advertisement as required by law. (STC-11-11).
The Mayor opened the hearing no one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  City Manager Allen pointed out there should be reservation of necessary water, sewer and gas mains.  Mr. Stephenson moved approval of the street closing with reservations of necessary easements.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Gaylord who was excused from participation.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Resolution 537.

APPOINTMENTS
APPOINTMENTS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

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

Board of Adjustment – One Vacancy – The Clerk reported that Eric Braun had withdrawn his name.  Karen Kermerait received 7 votes - (all be Gaylord).  Ms. Kermeriat is appointed.

Convention Center Commission – One Vacancy – Dan Douglas – 8 (all Council members) therefore Mr. Douglas would be appointed

Environmental Advisor Board – One Vacancy – no nominees
Housing Appeals Board – One Vacancy – no nominees

Human Relations Commission – One Vacancy – no nominees

Raleigh Durham Airport Authority – One Vacancy – Dickie Thompson received 7 votes – (all but Baldwin) Mr. Thompson is appointed
Raleigh Transit Authority – One Vacancy – Alternate member –Jason Horne received five votes (Gaylord, Stagner, Crowder, McFarlane, Weeks).  The Clerk reported he received five votes and could be appointed.  She stated however two additional nominations were made.  Ms. Baldwin questioned if that meant her nominee was never considered with the City Clerk indicating she would assume so based on past practices.  The City Attorney pointed out the Council does have an appointment policy which indicates Council cannot make nominations and vote at the same meeting.  He explained the appointment policy which has three steps - nominate, close and vote and you do not do 2 of the 3 at any one meeting.  He stated however the Council had not followed its policy for quite some time.  
Discussion took place as to how to proceed after which Mr. Odom moved that we reconsider the vote or rescind the previous action and accept the new nominees, close the nominations and vote at the next meeting.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks.  Discussion followed on how to proceed, what motions need to be made, and following the proper appointment procedure.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The City Clerk reported Mr. Stephenson had nominated Helen Tart.  Ms. Baldwin and Mr. Gaylord had nominated Harry Johnson.  Mr. Gaylord stated he had nominated Mr. Johnson but thought it was for the next vacancy.  After discussion on what had occurred it was agreed that nominations to the Transit Authority are closed and the nominees include Jason Horne, Helen Tart and Harry Johnson and there would be a vote at the next meeting.

Substance Abuse Advisory Commission – One Vacancy – No nominees

NOMINATIONS

PARKS, RECREATION AND GREENWAY ADVISORY BOARD – VACANCY ANNOUNCED

The City Clerk reported a letter of resignation has been received from Elaine Perkinson; therefore, there is one vacancy for consideration.

PLANNING COMMISSION – VACANCY ANNOUNCED
The City Clerk reported a letter or resignation has been received from Peter Bachelor; therefore, there is one vacancy for consideration.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

CITY OF OAKS – FOUNDATION INFORMATION RECEIVED

The City Attorney reported at the last meeting the Council made appointments to the City of Oaks foundation.  He presented Council members with a copy of the minutes pointing out all board members have been appointed.  The comments were received.

RECYCLING – THEFT – PROPOSED ORDINANCE – TO BE PLACED ON MARCH 6 AGENDA

The City Attorney reported that City Manager Allen and Solid Waste Director Battle had pointed out they have observed a problem with theft of recycle material from various locations including people in trucks coming along and picking up recycling from the curb prior to the city pick up.  He presented a proposed ordinance that would make that a misdemeanor.  Mr. Crowder moved approval.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks.  Mr. Odom stated he would like to delay it for one cycle with Mr. Crowder questioning why pointing out people are basically stealing from the City as the City sells recycling materials.  Mr. Odom stated he would just like an opportunity to further study the ordinance and made a substitute motion to hold the item and place it on the next agenda as a special item.  His substitute motion was seconded by Mr. Stagner and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote. 
EMPIRE PROPERTIES – SIGNAGE ON RENOVATED PROPERTY – CITY ATTORNEY GIVEN DIRECTION
City Attorney McCormick indicated at a recent meeting, representatives of Empire Properties appeared before the Council requesting projection signage on property they are renovating near the intersection of Wilmington and Hargett Street.  He stated because the request is for projecting signs which would extend over the City right-of-way, the items are not technically signs under the City sign regulations but rather are treated as encroachments.  He stated he had met with staff from the Urban Design Center and they have worked out a solution to the problem using a modified standard encroachment agreement.  This approach would not normally require Council approval but there was a request made at the Council table to make sure that there was some reasonable reduction in any other signage to which the project might be entitled particularly window signs.  He stated if the Council agrees the plan is for the Urban Design Center to negotiate these concessions and place them into a standard encroachment agreement for the Council’s final review and approval.  Mr. Crowder moved that the Council authorize the City staff to respond to the Empire Properties request as set out above.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Gaylord. 

Mr. Odom expressed concern pointing out the City has always worked to uphold our sign ordinance and here we are talking about changing something downtown.  City Attorney McCormick indicated this would apply to anywhere.  This would be the available citywide.  Ms. Baldwin asked what is meant by reasonable reduction with the City Attorney pointing out they just want to make sure that the windows are not covered with signs, etc.  The amount of signage that would be allowed was talked about.  Mr. Gaylord pointed out all signs and displays are signage as such so it is hard to determine what constitutes signage.  City Attorney McCormick indicated in talking with representatives of Empire Properties they had indicated they have no problems with these restrictions.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.
SUPPORTIVE HOUSING REGISTRATION – AMENDING ORDINANCE ADOPTED

City Attorney McCormick indicated he and his staff had worked with advocates for various groups that may be affected by the supportive housing registration and the City has attempted to be responsive to their concerns and had asked and the Council had granted two extensions of the deadline for registration.  He stated some progress has been made but he thinks we are at the point that we need to take action.  He indicated he had provided Council members with a proposed rewrite of the ordinance based on the various discussions.  The rewrite deletes the $76 fee requirement and it clarifies the procedures for registering and the City department responsible for operation of the program.  Its memo indicated that the various groups felt that the program is unnecessary because all of these groups are required to register at State level and the City could simply use the State list.  However, that proved unworkable as no such list exists.  He stated there are various data bases that could be examined and correlated that might ultimately tell the City who some of these groups are but there is no easily assessed list and secondly there are a number of these groups that operate supportive housing but do not have to register with the State.  Mr. Crowder moved approval of the amending ordinance as presented.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 116.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY CLERK

MINUTES – FEBRUARY 7, 2012 – APPROVED AS AMENDED

Council members received in their agenda packet copies of the February 7, 2012 Council meeting.  Mr. Odom moved approval as presented.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stagner and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

RECESS

Mayor McFarlane announced the meeting recessed at 3:35 p.m. to be reconvened at 6:30 p.m. in a joint hearing with the Planning Commission.  Minutes of that part of the meeting are covered in a separate set.

Gail G. Smtih

City Clerk
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