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COUNCIL MINUTES

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in regular session on Tuesday, May 2, 2006, at 1:00 p.m. in the City Council Chamber, Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 W. Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina, with the following present.




Mayor Meeker




Mr. West




Mr. Craven



Mr. Crowder




Mr. Isley



Ms. Kekas




Mr. Stephenson



Ms. Taliaferro
The Mayor called the meeting to order and invocation was rendered by Rabbi Lucy Dinner, Temple Beth Or.  The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Council Member West.  The following items were discussed with action taken as shown.  
RECOGNITION OF SPECIAL AWARDS

CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT – O. MORTON CONGLETON – PRESENTED

Mayor Meeker explained the Certificate of Appointment presentation and presented a Certificate to O. Morton Congleton who was recently appointed to the Convention Center Commission.

PROCLAMATION – RALEIGH TOURISM WEEK – PROCLAIMED

Mayor Meeker read a Proclamation proclaiming May 14-20, 2006 as Raleigh Tourism Week.  The Proclamation was accepted by Dave Heinl, Executive Director of the Greater Raleigh Convention and Visitor’s Bureau.  He explained this week is celebrated all over the nation in honor of what tourism does for our economy.  He talked about an exhibit which will be held on May 16 and a legislative reception and expressed appreciation for the city proclaiming tourism week.
PROCLAMATION – LETTER CARRIER FOOD DRIVE – PROCLAIMED

Mayor Meeker read a proclamation proclaiming May 15 as Letter Carrier Food Drive in the City of Raleigh.  The proclamation was accepted by representatives of the National Association of Letter Carriers, who expressed appreciation to the City for proclaiming the date.
PROCLAMATION – LADY BEARS DAY – PROCLAIMED
Mayor Meeker read a proclamation proclaiming May 2, 2006 as Lady Bears Day in the City of Raleigh.  He welcomed members of the Shaw Lady Bears basketball team, their coaches and Dr. Newsome.  He stated he feels the Lady Bears are the most successful athletic team in the triangle in the last few years.  In accepting the proclamation, a representative of the expressed appreciation for the City for declaring Lady Bears Day and presented the Mayor with a pack of Lady Bears basketball trading cards.  President Newsome expressed appreciation for the honor pointing out it is a special group of young ladies and coaching staff.  Each of the students has a 3.0 or better average, are involved in community activities and this is probably one of the best teams in the history of Shaw University.
FIRE TOWER DEDICATION – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mayor Meeker expressed appreciation to Council members who attended the dedication of the new City of Raleigh Fire Training Tower.

WATER CONSERVATION – MANDATORY STAGE II RESTRICTIONS LIFTED – CITY IN VOLUNTARY CONSERVATION MODE

In response to questions from the Mayor, City Manager Allen pointed out Falls Lake is now full.  He stated the City Council had pretty much said that once the lake was full it would lift the Stage II mandatory restrictions.  He pointed out staff would recommend that the Council lift the Stage II mandatory restrictions but stay in the voluntary conservation mode.  He stated we are still in a draught condition however the lake is full.

Mayor Meeker expressed appreciation to the citizens of Raleigh, surrounding towns and the Corps of Engineers for their help in getting the lake filled.  He stated he feels the City should return to the voluntary conservation mode.  He called on citizens to continue to conserve, water their lawns only once or twice a week and just be very careful about water consumption.  He stated it makes sense to him to move from Stage II Mandatory restrictions to voluntary conservation and everyone keep an eye on their water consumption and lake levels and moved that the City Council lift the mandatory Stage II restrictions and go to the voluntary conservation restrictions.  His motion was seconded by Mr. West.
Ms. Taliaferro questioned the conditions of the streams that flow into Falls Lake with City Manager Allen pointing out the inflow into the lake is good.  He talked about the levels of rainfall and comparison with previous years.  He stated the long term predictions look like a 50-50 chance of average rain fall pointing out however it could go either way.  Ms. Taliaferro asked about the possibility of lifting some of the restrictions but not all of the restrictions.  City Manager Allen pointed out the Council could consider a mix of voluntary restrictions and mandatory if that is the desire of Council.
Mayor Meeker pointed out the Council is holding a hearing during the night portion of the meeting on the Water Conservation Task Force recommendation.  He stated he feels that it would be good to clear the slate and remove all of the mandatory restrictions and start out with new restrictions or new regulations pending the outcome tonight’s hearing.  He stated we do need to keep an eye on the situation as the draught is not over yet but the lake is full and he feels we could lift the mandatory restrictions and look at long-term efforts.

Ms. Taliaferro pointed out the citizens have done a good job but she fears that if the mandatory restrictions are lifted, people might go out and try to use water to the fullest extent, or may feel free to overuse water.  She stated she would rather see the City remain cautious.  Mayor Meeker stated the citizens and the City of Raleigh have been very cautions as many of our surrounding municipalities lifted their restrictions in December but Raleigh had said it was going to keep mandatory restrictions in place until the lake was full and that has occurred.  Mr. West stated he could not discount what Ms. Taliaferro had said but sometimes positive motivation is as good as negative.  Ms. Kekas asked about the levels of consumption between mandatory restrictions and voluntary restrictions stating it would be good to look at the percentages just to get an idea of what people have been using, how they have tried to save, that is the consumption under the various levels.  City Manager Allen pointed out the Council has been provided periodic reports that shows the percentage.  Mayor Meeker stated if we lift the mandatory restrictions and go to voluntary conservations he hopes we see only a moderate increase in usage.  Mr. Isley stated he shares Ms. Taliaferro’s concerns.  He does not want to see us get into a deficit situation but does not want to see people fined for washing their cars.  He stated however he would like to see some protection.  Ms. Taliaferro asked about waiting to make the decision until after the comments at tonight’s hearing.  Mr. Isley made a substitute motion that the Mayor’s motion be tabled until after the hearing on the Water Conservation Task Force recommendations at the night portion of the meeting.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. West and Mayor Meeker who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the substitute motion adopted on a 6-2 vote.
During the night portion of the meeting, after the hearing on the Water Conservation Task Force recommendation, Mayor Meeker pointed out this is a serious matter, the draught is not over but the lake is full and people are asking the Council to consider voluntary conservation methods.  He talked about the Task Force recommendations as to when we should go to mandatory restrictions.  He stated at this point the lake if full and we have a water supply to take us through the year.  He stated if our citizens will do voluntary conservation, be very careful with their water usage, not water lawns more than twice a week, he feels the right way to go is to lift the mandatory restrictions.  He stated he knows we are not out of the woods yet, but the lake is full.

Ms. Taliaferro asked about the level of the lake when the City went into mandatory restrictions and voluntary conservations measures.  Brief discussion took place on the changes in the Corp of Engineers release rate with Ms. Taliaferro questioning if they will change that rate.  Public Utilities Director Crisp talked about the level of release and pointed out when the voluntary conservation went into effect on September 20, 2005 the lake was at 247 feet.  Stage 1 was November of 2005 and the lake was at 244 feet.  The Stage II mandatory restrictions went in effect November 16, 2005 and the lake was approximately 243.05 feet.

Mr. Crowder stated we do need to ask our citizens to be extremely frugal with their water usage and pointed out the majority of our citizens have been doing everything in their power to conserve.  He stated he feels if we go to year round conservation measures it would be helpful but he would support the Mayor’s motion that was left on the table to move from mandatory Stage II restrictions to voluntary conservation.  That motion was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

CONSENT AGENDA
CONSENT AGENDA – APPROVED AS AMENDED

Mayor Meeker presented the consent agenda indicating all items are considered to be routine and may be enacted by one motion.  If a Councillor requests discussion on an item, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and considered separately. He explained the vote on the consent agenda will be a roll call vote.  Mayor Meeker pointed out he had received the following requests to withdraw items from the Consent Agenda:  Lake Woodard TBX Proposal (Crowder); Nutrient Reduction Fee (Crowder); Transfer – Community Development (Stephenson); Traffic – Bike lane on Ridge Road (Meeker/Stephenson). Without objection those items were removed from the consent agenda.  Ms. Taliaferro moved administration’s recommendation on the reminding items on the consent agenda be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  The items on the consent agenda were as follows:

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ANNUAL ACTION PLAN – FY 20006-2007 – SUBMISSION APPROVED
The FY 2006-2007 Community Development Action Plan describes the City’s plans for the expenditure of $10,570,204 in funds from the following sources:  the Federal Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), HOME Investment Partnership and the City’s Affordable Housing Bond.  The funds will primarily address the housing needs of lower-income residents and the housing and community development needs of southeast Raleigh.  Public hearings were held from October to April to gather input on the City’s housing and community development needs and the proposed strategies to address them.  The 2006-2007 Annual Action Plan was in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  Approve submission of the 2006-2007 Action Plan to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development and authorize the City Manager to sign the transmittal letter and certifications.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.

BRIER CREEK ASSOCIATES LIMITED PARTNERSHIP – SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT – INFORMATION RECEIVED

Per previous Council concurrence, a Release of Claims has been executed between Brier Creek Associates Limited Partnership, the Wake County School Board and the City of Raleigh concerning excavation and grading at the Brier Creek Elementary School/Park site.
Recommendation:  Receive as information.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.

TRANSIT MANAGEMENT SERVICES – CITY MANAGER AUTHORIZED TO NEGOTIATE CONTRACT WITH CONNEX/ATC

Based on a comprehensive review of proposals for management of a transit system, it is recommended that Connex/ATC be selected as the most qualified management company and that a negotiated contract be pursued.

As documented in the memo in the agenda packet, two vendors submitted proposals.  The proposals were evaluated by a team comprised of the Transportation Operations Division and Raleigh Transit Authority members.
Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to negotiate a contract with Connex/ATC for the operation and management of the transit system.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder -8 ayes.

UTILITY ACREAGE FEES – REVISION – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The City Code provides for an annual adjustment based on the construction cost index of Engineering News Record.  For 2005, the cost increase was 4.65%, and the rates have been adjusted to reflect this increase.

Recommendation:  Approve the revised acreage fee ordinance and amend the City Code, Section 8-2092, to be effective July 1, 2006.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 13.

ACREAGE FEE REIMBURSEMENT – AMENDMENT – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

City policy provides a schedule of reimbursement amounts for the different sizes of oversized mains that are eligible for acreage fee reimbursement.  The costs are adjusted annually by the construction index from the Engineering News Record as the acreage fees are adjusted.  The increase in the construction index for 2005 was 4.65%, therefore, City Code, Section 8-2094(C), should be amended to reflect this increase.  A copy of the revised schedule was in the agenda packet.
Recommendation:  Approve the revised acreage fee reimbursement and amend the City Code, Section 8-2094(C), effective July 1, 2006.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 14.

WATER METER INSTALLATION CHARGE – REVISIONS – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

In March 1986, the City began installing all water meters.  The proposed water meter installation fee ordinance annual adjustment reflects an approximate 4.65% increase in all the meter sizes indicated in the schedule.  The “not ready” fee remains unchanged.

Recommendation:  Approve the proposed water meter installation charges and amend the City Code, Section 8-2005, effective July 1, 2006.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 15.

SEWER MAIN EXTENSION IN CONNECTION INSPECTION FEES – AMENDMENT – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

Prior to being placed into service, all sewer main extensions and sewer service connections to the City’s sanitary sewer system installed by a private contractor are inspected in order to determine if they have been properly installed.  An adjustment to increase both the base inspection fee and the per-lineal-foot fee by 4.65% is proposed.
Recommendation:  Approve the proposed sewer inspection fees and amend the City Code, Section 8-2040, effective July 1, 2006.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 16.

ANNEXATION PETITION – VARIOUS AREAS – REFERRED TO CITY CLERK TO CHECK PROFICIENCY AND SCHEDULE HEARINGS; 3217 FORESTVILLE ROAD AND 8601 BOURNEMOUTH DRIVE – DEFERRED

The agenda presented the following petitions for annexation.


Area Name


Contiguous
Petitioner
Acres
Proposed Use


Builder’s Mutual Property/ 
John Beard/Builder’s
20.42
Commercial/


   10800 Durant Road
   Mutual Insurance Company

   Residential

French Woods Subdivision
Ray Figura/Andrea 
8.10
Residential



   Development Company, LLC
8.10
Residential

Satellite Petitions


7521 Reba Drive/ Capital Ford
Tim Michael/Capital Gresham
2.13
Industrial


   & intervening right-of-way
   Lake Property, LLC


3217 Forestville Road/ 
Mira J. Bailey
1.00
Residential

   Bailey Property

8601 Bournemouth Drive/ 
Randall A. Jones
1.03
Residential


   Jones Property

Recommendation:  

1. That these annexation petitions be acknowledged and that Council request the City Clerk to check their sufficiency pursuant to State statutes, and except as noted below, and if found sufficient advertise for public hearings on Tuesday, June 6, 2006.

2. Because the existing residence at 3217 Forestville Road is connecting to City water only and sewer is not available at this time, it is recommended that the annexation of this property be deferred.

3. Because the existing residence at 8601 Bournemouth Drive is connecting to City sewer only and water is not available at this time, it is recommended that the annexation of this property be deferred.
Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.

PARADE – NEIGHBORHOOD INDEPENDENCE DAY PARADE IN BEDFORD SUBDIVISION – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY
Loretta Browning, representing the Bedford Subdivision, would like to hold a parade on Saturday, July 1, 2006 from 11:00 a.m. to 11:30 a.m.

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

STREET CLOSINGS – FOR VARIOUS EVENTS ON VARIOUS DAYS – APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS

The agenda presented the following requests relating to temporary street closings for various events.

SPCA Fundraiser - Parham Street

Mondy Lamb, representing the SPCA, requests a street closure on Saturday, May 6, 2006 from 5:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. for a fundraising event.
She also requests waiver of all City Ordinances concerning the possession and consumption of alcoholic beverages on City property and waiver of the amplified noise ordinances.

Artsplosure – Various Streets
Terri Dollar, representing Artsplosure, requests various street closures and the encumbrance of some parking spaces on Saturday, May 20, 2006 from 6:00 a.m. to Sunday, May 21, 2006 at 11:00 p.m.

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

St. Paul AME Church Festival - 100 Block of North West Street

Faye Hooker, representing St. Paul AME Church, requests a street closure on Saturday, May 27, 2006 from 4:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. for a church festival.

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

SIDEWALK INSTALLATION – TRAILWOOD HILLS DRIVE – RESOLUTION OF INTENT SETTING PUBLIC HEARING - ADOPTED

A sidewalk petition for the east side of Trailwood Hills Drive, approximately 83 linear feet, from Alder Ridge Lane to existing improvements was received and signed by a majority of property owners.  The petition has been reviewed and meets both code and sufficiency requirements.  Assessments will apply at the current rate of $6 per abutting foot subject to applicable exemptions.

Recommendation:  Adopt a resolution-of-intent to schedule a public hearing on Tuesday, June 6, 2006 to consider the improvements.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 874.

SIDEWALK REPAIRS – 5317 KAPLAN DRIVE – RESOLUTION OF INTENT SETTING PUBLIC HEARING - ADOPTED

It is requested that a public hearing be authorized to consider a project to repair broken sidewalks at the following location:


LOCATION


TAX ID NUMBER

APPROXIMATE COST

5317 Kaplan Drive

        0085377



$532.00

This work is to be assessed at 100 percent of actual cost to the adjacent property owner in accordance with Section 6-2023 of the City Code with payment due upon completion or over a ten (10) year payment option period.
Recommendation:  Adopt a resolution-of-intent for a Tuesday June 6, 2006 public hearing to consider the improvements.  Upheld on Consent Agenda – Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 875.

GRANT AWARD – WAKE COUNTY HUMAN SERVICES GRANT – CARDIOVASCULAR HEALTH/PULLEN PARK AQUATIC CENTER – APPROVED – BUDGET AMENDED
The City of Raleigh Parks and Recreation Department requests authorization to act as recipient and administrator of Cardiovascular Health Grant funds.  Funds in the amount of $1,000 are awarded through the North Carolina Department of Health and Human Services to Wake County Human Services.  The intent of these funds is to address cardiovascular health among African American Wake County residents who may be/are at risk of cardiovascular disease.  The project focus is physical activity through an aquatic exercise program implemented by the City’s Aquatics Program at Pullen Park Aquatic Center.

Recommendation:  Approve the budget amendment to set the appropriate revenue and expenditure accounts for this project.  Signature is required on the Memorandum of Understanding prior to May 31, 2006.  The MOU has been reviewed by the City Attorney’s office.


Revenue Account:


130-6444-53216-000

Donation/Split Fee Exempt Revenue

$1,000.00


Expense Account:


130-6444-60011-560

Salaries-PT Temp/Seasonal


$1,000.00

Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 17 TF 44.

GRANT AWARD – WAKE COUNTY HUMAN SERVICES – CARDIOVASCULAR HEALTH/CHAVIS COMMUNITY CENTER – APPROVED – BUDGET AMENDED

The City of Raleigh Parks and Recreation Department requests authorization to act as recipient and administrator of Cardiovascular Health Grant funds.  Funds in the amount of $1,600 are awarded through the North Carolina Department of Health and Human Services to Wake County Human Services.  The intent of these funds is to address cardiovascular health among African American Wake County residents who may be/are at risk of cardiovascular disease.  The project focus is physical activity through a weight training program implemented by the City’s Wellness Center at Chavis Community Center.

Recommendation:  Approve the budget amendment to set the appropriate revenue and expenditure accounts for this project.  Signature is required on the Memorandum of Understanding prior to May 31, 2006.  The MOU has been reviewed by the City Attorney’s office.


Revenue Account:


130-6407-53216-000

Donation/Split Fee Exempt Revenue

$1,600.00


Expense Account:


130-6407-60011-560

Salaries-PT Temp/Seasonal


$1,600.00

Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 17 TF 44.
EASEMENT – 0 VALLEY ESTATES DRIVE/BELLSOUTH – APPROVED

A request has been received from BellSouth for an easement from the City of Raleigh for the purpose of installing new equipment to the site improvements adjacent to this site.  A report was in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  Approve the easement request.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.

BUDGET AMENDMENT – VARIOUS – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented the following budget amendments:

Fire Department - $250.00 – to accept a donation from Quintiles for fire education.

Planning - $34,593.00 – to budget funds that are received in support of the Urban Design Center Outreach and Education program.

Police - $225,000 – to budget account for a grant awarded by the U.S. Dept. of Justice for Weed & Seed Program targeted in the Thompson Hunter community.  No City match is required.

Public Works - $4,450.00 - Per a municipal agreement between the City and National Railroad Passenger Corporation (Amtrak) for improvements to West Street adjacent to the station, Amtrak has reimbursed the City for its proportionate share of design costs.  The budget amendment is required to appropriate funds reimbursed by Amtrak to the Capital Reserve Account.
The agenda outlined the revenue and expenditure accounts involved in the various budget amendments.

Recommendation:  Approval.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 17 TF 44.

TRANSFERS – WITHIN VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented recommended transfers in the Department of Community Development, Finance, and Public Utilities Department.  The agenda outlined the Code Accounts involved and the reasons for the recommended transfers.

Recommendation:  Approval of transfers as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 17 TF 44.

TRAFFIC – SCHOOL ZONE TIME CHANGE – DURANT ROAD ELEMENTARY AND MIDDLE SCHOOL – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

It is recommended that the effective times of the existing 35-MPH school zone for Durant Road Elementary and Middle Schools be revised to 7:15 a.m. to 8:15 a.m. and 2:15 p.m. to 3:00 p.m., school days.  This recommendation is made to correct the beginning of the morning school zone time.  It was brought to our attention that the existing morning school zone time did not coincide with Durant Middle School beginning hours.

The agenda outlined the traffic schedules that would need to be amended if the recommendation is approved.

Recommendation:  Approval of the changes in the Traffic Code as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/Crowder – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 18.

END OF CONSENT AGENDA

PUBLIC UTILITIES – LAKE WOODARD PBX PROPOSAL – STAFF AUTHORIZED TO NEGOTIATE CONTRACT WITH BELLSOUTH – FUNDS TRANSFERRED
A Request for Proposal seeking providers who could outfit the telecommunication needs of Public Utilities and Utility Billing at Lake Woodard Operations Center were solicited.  Four proposals from local communications providers were received.  These four communications providers were AllTel, BellSouth, Sprint, and ITCDeltacom.  Based on the weighted scale criteria in relation to the PBX and Call Center application, BellSouth is the preferred provider.  A summary report has been reviewed by the City Manager’s office, Public Utilities, and Utility Billing Departments.  Funding for the recommended PBX system is available in this year’s Public Utilities’ budget.

Recommendation:  Accept the communication proposal by BellSouth; authorize staff to negotiate a contract with BellSouth and authorize a transfer of funds for the PBX system.

It is recommended that the following transfer be authorized:


Transferred From:


349-9182-79001-975

Upper Pigeon House

$286,706.00


Transferred To:


349-9156-79290-975

Lake Woodard OPS Center
$286,706.00

Mr. Crowder stated he had withdrawn this from the Consent Agenda questioning the source of funds.  Public Utilities Director Crisp pointed out the funds would be transferred from the Upper Pigeon House Creek line item.  He stated we were working on that project and run into some underground contaminated soil which will take some time to clear up and we could not proceed until that issue is resolved.  In response to questioning, Mr. Crisp pointed out it will be a several months delay and would be early next fiscal year before the project could continue.  He stated there are additional phases to the Upper Pigeon House Project and we could draw from the next portion.  He stated it is a multi-year project.  In response to questioning from Mr. Stephenson, he pointed out the project will not be shortened or changed.  All of the projections are estimates and we could move funds from one phase to the other.  Mr. Crowder moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 17 TF 44.
NUTRIENT REDUCTION FEE – AMENDMENT – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The City, with its contract sewer customers, established the nutrient reduction fee in June 1998 to fund nitrogen removal facilities construction and operation at the Neuse River Wastewater Treatment Plant.  Due to the increase in cost of the chemical used by the nitrogen removal facilities and the additional cost of biosolids reuse, it is necessary to increase the nutrient reduction fee.

Recommendation:  Approve the nutrient reduction fee ordinance and amend the City Code, Section 8-2123, to be effective July 1, 2006.

Mr. Crowder stated he had withdrawn this from the Consent Agenda asking for clarification on the amount of increase and who it applies to.  City Manager Allen pointed out it applies to everyone and increases are based on indexes of Engineering News Record.  He pointed out this is a 4.65 percent increase.  Mr. Crowder expressed concerns indicating we are talking about facing a tax hike and we keep increasing fees on those who can least afford it.  Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote 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.  See Ordinance 12.
TRANSFER – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT – APPROVED

The agenda presented a transfer of $200,000 to put additional funding in place for unanticipated costs for the Carlton Place affordable housing development.  The agenda outlined the code accounts involved and pointed out this is to provide for a project that was approved by the City Council at the April 4, 2006 meeting.  Mr. Stephenson stated he withdrew this from the Consent Agenda questioning what the unanticipated cost involves.  City Manager Allen pointed out this was reviewed by the Budget & Economic Development Committee and approved by the Council on April 4.  However funds were not transferred to cover the project.  This is just appropriating the money to cover what Council has already approved.  Mayor Meeker moved approval of the transfer as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 17 TF 40.
TRAFFIC – RIDGE ROAD BIKE LANE/PARKING – REFERRED TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

It is recommended that a bike lane be removed from the east side of Ridge Road beginning in front of Lacy Elementary School continuing southward past Darien Drive.

After working with Lacy Elementary School, the decision was made to create parking along the street for visitors.  This change will help provide additional parking for the school that doesn’t have available parking for visitors.

Recommendation:  Approve as recommended.

Mayor Meeker pointed out he and Mr. Stephenson had both asked that this item be withdrawn from the consent agenda.  He stated we have only a few bike paths in the city and this would be taking away the bike path in this area.  He suggested referring the item to Committee to look at the possibility of trimming down the hours that would allow parking to those who pick up and drop off for the school students and leave the bike paths in existence other times.  Without objection, the item was referred to the Public Works Committee.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION

PLANNING COMMISSION CONSENT AGENDA – APPROVED AS AMENDED

Mayor Meeker presented the Planning Commission consent agenda indicating it would be handled in the same manner as the regular consent agenda.  He stated he had received a request to withdraw SP-23-06 from Mr. Crowder and a request from Ms. Taliaferro to withdraw the item relative to the Planning Commission policy for changes to zoning conditions.  Without objection those two items were withdrawn from the Planning Commission consent agenda.  Ms. Taliaferro moved the Planning Commission’s recommendations on the remaining items on the consent agenda be upheld.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. West and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  The items on the Planning Commission Consent Agenda were as follows.

REZONING Z-47-05 – NEW BERN AVENUE – REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF 90 DAYS – APPROVED

This request is to rezone approximately 4.17 acres, currently zoned Residential-4.  The proposal is to rezone the property to Shopping Center Conditional Use.

CR-10972 from the Planning Commission recommends that the City Council approve a 90-day time extension (July 18, 2006) to allow for additional review by the Planning Commission.  Planning Commission recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/West – 8 ayes.

REZONING Z-3-06 – CAPITAL BOULEVARD – APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This request is to rezone approximately 47.01 acres, currently zoned Industrial-1 with Special Highway Overlay District-2.  The proposal is to rezone the property to Office and Institution-2 Conditional Use with Special Highway Overlay District-2.

CR-10973 from the Planning Commission finds that the proposed rezoning is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and that this request be approved in accordance with conditions dated March 9, 2006.  Planning Commission recommendation upheld on consent agenda Taliaferro/West – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 19 ZC 587.

CP-2-06 – US 64 CORRIDOR PLAN – APPROVED – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This request is to amend the Comprehensive Plan within the Wilders Grove section of the US-64 East Corridor Plan.  Requested amendments include:  changing the Industrial designation north of Corporation Parkway to Industrial and Office and Institution that may allow Retail uses with certain restrictions; and changing the Industrial designation south of Corporation Parkway to Commercial.

CR-10974 from the Planning Commission recommends approval.  Planning Commission recommendation upheld on Consent Agenda Taliaferro/West – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 876.

END OF PLANNING COMMISSION CONSENT AGENDA

SP-23-06 – SITE ONE UNDERGROUND PARKING DECK – APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS; ADMINISTRATION TO CONFER WITH APPLICANT
This request is to approve a 346,704 square foot underground parking garage with 688 spaces on a 1.99 acre site (proposed lot 2 of S-91-05), zoned Business Zone and Downtown Overlay District.  This is the first phase of construction on the site of a future multi-story mixed-use development.  Additional site plan approval will be required for the above ground structures.

CR-10975 from the Planning Commission recommends approval with conditions.
Planning Commission Chairman Everett explained the request and the Planning Commission’s recommendation.  Mr. Crowder stated he withdrew this from the Planning Commission Consent Agenda pointing out he does not want us to get in the same position as we did with the Marriott Parking Deck, that is, that the piling or column location seemed to drive the project.  He stated he just wants to make sure that the piling/column locations are not in conflict with any of the projects.  City Manager Allen pointed out this is Phase One of the underground deck.  Mr. Crowder moved approval.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Kekas and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

Later in the meeting, City Manager Allen pointed out this is Site One and we are not aware of any conflict with the piling/columns.  Mr. Crowder pointed out we want to make sure there are no potential conflicts before we move ahead.  Later in the meeting Mr. Crowder again asked that Administration work with the developers to make sure there are no conflicts with the piling/column location and other projects.

TEXT CHANGE – PLANNING COMMISSION POLICY FOR CHANGES TO ZONING CONDITIONS – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED

This is a recommended policy for processing changes to zoning conditions during the Planning Commission’s review.  The policy sets deadlines for receipt of new conditions thus making the process more predictable and allowing staff and the community sufficient time for review. If Council concurs, notice of these guidelines will be communicated to stakeholders for the May zoning cases.  It is recommended that Council authorize a public hearing in July to consider the final policy recommendation regarding no new conditions allowed after the Planning Commission’s action and before the City Council receipt of the Certified Recommendation.
CR-10976 from the Planning Commission recommends that the City Council concur with the adoption of policy guidelines for the timing of revised zoning condition submittals and authorize a public hearing for a text change to prohibit the submittal of revised zoning conditions between final Planning Commission Action and the City Council receipt of the Certified Recommendation.

Planning Commission Chairperson Everett explained the proposal pointing out the Planning Commission felt that this would help make the system a little more predictable and set a policy for timing of revised zoning conditions submittals.  He went over the findings and reasons behind this recommendation as outlined on the certified recommendation and pointed out the Planning Commission felt that this would just provide a little more predictability, expediency and formalize the protocol. 

Ms. Taliaferro stated she is in favor of the idea; however, in the findings and reasons, it talks about the possibility the Council receiving draft form or unsigned conditions and she feels that could cause problems.  She stated she has no problem with the proposal going forward but she would not be in support of applicants being able to submit draft unsigned conditions.  She questioned if the text change could go forward and be amended later on in order to delete the possibility of unsigned conditions.  City Attorney McCormick indicated it could be drafted in a manner that the City Council can make that decision later.

Mr. Crowder and Mr. Stephenson questioned how surrounding neighbors or concerned citizens would be made aware of new conditions and expressed concern pointing out they feel that the surrounding neighborhoods should be given the opportunity to review any new conditions.

Ms. Taliaferro moved approval of the Planning Commission’s recommendation for a public hearing with the understanding that the text change would be written in such a manner that allows only signed revised conditions.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. Kekas and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

REZONING Z-4-06 – ROCK QUARRY ROAD – REFERRED TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

This request is to rezone approximately 8.43 acres, currently zoned Residential-4.  The proposal is to rezone the property to Residential-15 Conditional Use.

CR-10977 from the Planning Commission finds that the proposal is not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.  Based on the Findings and Reasons of this document, the Planning Commission recommends that this request be approved in accordance with conditions dated April 25, 2006.

Planning Commission Chairperson Everett explained the location, request and the Planning Commission’s recommendation.  Mr. West talked about concern of the CAC and the neighborhood relative to density.  He stated many times people do not understand our zoning regulations, verbiage, etc. and what they see is a request for R-4 being rezoned to R-15 and do not necessarily understand conditions that would limit the density of development to less than the R-15.  He pointed out a lot of pressure is being put on this area in terms of intense growth.  He talked about the possibility of looking at this case, looking at the revised conditions, do some work to educate the residents and help them understand the need for approval of change in order to meet the delicate balance of growth, density, etc.  Mayor Meeker questioned if the item could be taken into the Comprehensive Planning Committee and without objection the item was so referred.
TC-1-06 – HISTORIC PRESERVATION – REFERRED TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

This text change proposes to amend the City’s Subdivision Regulations to require subdivisions of properties located within historic overlay districts and historic landmarks to receive preliminary subdivision approval by the City Council.

CR-10978 from the Planning Commission recommends that this text change be denied.

Planning Commission Chairman Everett explained the proposed text change and the Planning Commission’s discussion that properties designated as historic land marks will be adequately reviewed for code compliance under current administrative review guidelines that is adequate to protect surrounding properties and public interest.  He pointed out the attorney’s office had some concerns about the issue of building permits.  He stated basically the commission felt that there are other items in the code that would protect everyone’s interest.  Mayor Meeker pointed out he feels there may be cases where it would be helpful for the City Council to have this authority.  Mr. Crowder suggested the item be referred to the Comprehensive Planning Committee.  Without further discussion the item was so referred.

TC-6-06 – WALL SIGNS ON TALLER BUILDINGS – REFERRED TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

This text change proposes to permit additional wall signage for buildings in excess of 200 feet when located with in the Downtown Signage District.
CR-10979 from the Planning Commission recommends that this text change be approved.
Planning Commission Chairman Everett explained the proposal pointing out the Council has previously recognized the downtown signage district as an area of special sign control and permitting wall signs along the top of tall buildings will help identify the downtown area from gateways leading into the city, help create a sense of place, support downtown economic development and promote the downtown as a special place of interest.  Mayor Meeker moved approval of the Planning Commission’s recommendation.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro.
Mr. Crowder stated he would like to see this issue have further study.  He stated we are making and undergoing a lot of change in the downtown area and he appreciates the desire for crown signage but pointed out some other municipalities restrict crown signs.  He stated as we get more residential in the downtown area some signs could cause visual problems/clutter and he feels this issue needs further discussion.  Mayor Meeker pointed out we have two or more projects underway that want to take advantage of this change.

Ms. Taliaferro pointed out a lot of change is taking place in the downtown area and talked about wall signs or crown signs on skyscrapers or tall buildings.  Mr. Stephenson pointed out Progress Energy has a great sign that is very visible and it is allowed under our current regulation so he too would have some questions about changing the current regulations.  Mr. Stephenson made a substitute motion that the item be referred to the Comprehensive Planning Committee.  His substitute motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Ms. Taliaferro who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-1 vote.
SP-46-04 – TTA FAIRGROUNDS STATION #10 – APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS

Mayor Meeker pointed out his firm does some work for TTA but he is not aware of any connection to this particular site.  In response to questioning, City Attorney McCormick pointed out the Mayor does not need to recluse himself from this issue.  He simply can disclose.  
This request is to approve a TTA transit station facility on a portion of the North Carolina State owned fairgrounds property.  The area is 5.38 acres, zoned Industrial-2.  This site requires final approval by the Planning Commission, as in accordance with 10-2081, as a parking study is required to be approved by either the Planning Commission or City Council.  This proposal requires only Planning Commission approval.
CR-10980 from the Planning Commission recommends approval with conditions.

Mr. Stephenson moved the Planning Commission’s recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Craven who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-1 vote.

SUBDIVISION S-11-06 – SARA BOONE INFILL SUBDIVISION – APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS

This is a request for subdivision of two existing lots (totaling 0.92 acres) into three single-family lots, zoned Residential-4.  The new lots are proposed to average .30 acres (13,474 s.f.).  The minimum lot size proposed is 0.283 acres.  The minimum road frontage proposed is 81.84 feet. There are two existing houses along Lassiter Mill Road that will remain.

CR-10981 from the Planning Commission recommends approval with conditions.  Planning Commission Chairman Everett explained the proposal and the Planning Commission’s recommendation.  He pointed out the existing houses would remain on the property and a third house would be added.  He indicated there was some discussion and questions relative to the tree preservation, fear of change of character of the neighborhood and larger homes on small lots.  Mr. Isley stated he understands everyone in the neighborhood with the exception of possibly one neighbor is supportive of this proposal.  He stated the feels most people like the proposal and feel it will increase their property value.  Mr. Isley moved approval of the Planning Commission’s recommendation.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

SPECIAL ITEM

TC-7-06 – FACILITY FEE AND REIMBURSEMENT RATES – APPROVED ON SECOND AND FINAL VOTE

During the April 18, 2006 Council meeting, the City Council adopted Ordinance 2006 2 TC 284 which is an ordinance to revise the Facility Fee Regulations.  The ordinance received only five votes.  It would be appropriate to consider adoption of the ordinance on a second and final reading.

Mayor Meeker stated the procedure is that the ordinance has been adopted on the first reading and the motion on the floor is to consider adopting it on a second reading.  Mayor Meeker made a substitute motion to refer the issue to Budget Work Session.  His substitute motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson.  Mayor Meeker stated he doesn’t feel the propose ordinance deals with reimbursement, affordable housing, the increase is too low, the proposal is not equitable.  The proposed ordinance increases the impact fee by only about $250 per year and he feels if this version is passed it will cost the citizens of Raleigh some $5 million a year.  The substitute motion to refer TC-7-06 (Ordinance 2006 2 TC 284) to Budget Work Session was put to a vote which resulted in Mr. Crowder, Mr. Stephenson and Mayor Meeker voting in the affirmative.  Mr. Craven, Mr. Isley, Ms. Kekas, Ms. Taliaferro and Mr. West voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion defeated on a 3-5 vote.
The motion which would approve the Ordinance 2006 2 TC 284 on a second reading was put to a vote with results as follows:  Ayes – 5 (Craven, Isley, Kekas, Taliaferro, West); Noes – 3 (Crowder, Stephenson, Meeker).  The Mayor ruled Ordinance 2006 2 TC 284 adopted on a second and final vote.

ENTERTAINMENT ORDINANCE – PROPOSED AMENDMENTS – TO BE PLACED ON MAY 16 AGENDA

During the April 18, 2006 Council meeting, the Law and Public Safety Committee was prepared to recommend adoption of amendments to the Entertainment Ordinance.  A copy of the proposal is in the agenda packet.  At the meeting, representatives of several businesses spoke in opposition and requested further discussion on the item.  It was directed that the issue be placed on this agenda for further consideration.

Mayor Meeker stated he feels the “one strike and you are out” is not appropriate.  He stated he feels if there are three or so violations then the entertainment permit could be pulled but one strike and you are out he feels is a little severe.

Ms. Taliaferro asked the City Attorney to explain how our ordinance addresses problems inside an establishment.  City Attorney McCormick indicated there was brief discussion on this issue.  He stated inside the establishment there is a process involving several steps.  The first violation is a small fine, second violation the fine increases and the last step the permit can be revoked.  He stated the proposed amendment to the ordinance is not drafted properly and he would like to hold the proposal and submit a redrafted ordinance that treats violations on the outside the same as violations on the inside of an establishment with an amplified entertainment permit.  Brief discussion took place as to whether the Council should move forward by taking action on the proposal and asking the City Attorney to draft the ordinance.  City Attorney McCormick indicated he had rather the Council hold this issue, provide him an opportunity to rewrite the amendment so that the Council would have the actual language before it when voting.  Ms. Taliaferro moved that the City Attorney be asked to draft the appropriate amendments as outlined, that is, an amendment that would treat violations in the parking lot the same as violations inside an establishment and place it on the agenda for May 16.  Her motion was seconded by Mayor Meeker and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted and asked the City Attorney to make sure to circulate the proposed amendment to Council and people involved or who have expressed interest in this issue.
REZONING Z-10-06 – FRENCH DRIVE CONDITIONAL USE – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

During the March 7, 2006 Council meeting, the Comprehensive Planning Committee recommended upholding the Planning Commission’s recommendation for approval of Z-10-06 as outlined in CR 10930 as the proposed rezoning is consistent with the recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan.  Mr. Craven made a substitute motion to hold the item at the table until the street network situation catches up with the rezoning case and consider it all at once and asked that the item be placed on the May 16, 2006 agenda.  During the April 18, 2006 meeting, Mr. Craven asked that the item be placed on this agenda for consideration.  A copy of CR 10930 was in the agenda packet.

Mr. Craven indicated he had asked that this issue be held as it was hoped some collector street changes in the area could be worked out but the right-of-way is not available, therefore the Council could move ahead and take action on the zoning case.  Mr. Craven moved approval of rezoning Z-10-06 as recommended by the Planning Commission in CR-10930 as the proposed zoning is consistent with the recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan.  Mr. Craven expressed appreciation to the proponents for their patience in this issue.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 19 ZC 587.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY MANAGER

HOUSING BOND – PROPOSED POLICY CHANGES – REFERRED TO THE BUDGET & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

The first fiscal year in which the City may allocate funds from the $20 million housing bond approved by the voters in 2005 begins July 1, 2006.  The use of these funds is governed by the wording of the bond order, State law, and the priorities contained in the City’s five-year 2005–2010 Consolidated Housing Plan adopted by Council in May 2005.  Within these constraints there is the opportunity to specify terms of assistance, the amount of funds to be allocated among eligible categories of use, target population groups, etc.

The Community Development Department, considering input received from a variety of groups over the past year, has developed housing bond policies to help guide the expenditure of this source of funding over the next seven years.

Recommendation:  Council review and direction.

City Manager Allen briefly explained the issue. Community Development Director Grant indicated Council members had received the following memorandum in their agenda packet.

What is requested:     Council approval of policies developed by the Community Development Department for the $20 million housing bond passed last October.

Background 

The first fiscal year in which the City may allocate funds made available from the $20 million housing bond approved by the voters last fall begins July 1, 2006.  The use of these funds is governed by the wording of the bond order, state law, and the priorities contained in the City’s five-year 2005 – 2010 Consolidated Housing Plan adopted by Council in May 2005.  Within these constraints there is the opportunity to specify the terms of assistance, the amount of funds to be allocated among eligible categories of use, target population groups, etc.  

The Community Development Department, considering input received from a variety of groups over the past year, has developed housing bond policies to help guide the expenditure of this source of funding over the next seven years.  

On Attachment A below, there is a discussion of proposed City housing policies (changes to existing policies as well as new initiatives) for Council to consider.   Several of the proposed policies involve more generous forms of financial assistance, such as forgivable loans or flexible financing, that are aimed at providing the level of subsidy to allow the City and its affordable housing partners to assist residents at lower income levels.  The “flip side” to this approach is that less revenue is produced for the City to sustain its housing programs long term.

Attachment A

2005 City of Raleigh Housing Bond and Other Policy Issues

This memo is provided as Community Development Department staff recommendations on the use of the 2005 affordable housing bond funds. 

Background

The Community Development Department has always operated in an environment of public consultation on the use of its resources, including affordable housing bond funds.  Most recently this public consultation process has included a one-day-and-a-half “FutureSearch” event, the process of developing the city’s five-year Consolidated Plan, the Ten Year Action Plan to End Homelessness development and subsequent implementation discussions, and input from ROAR.   In addition, CD commissioned a housing market analysis and housing program policy review in 2005.    The City of Raleigh is currently (and through June 30, 2010) administering its housing and community development programs under the guiding principles and strategies contained in the five-year Consolidated Plan adopted by City Council in May 2005.  These are as follows:

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT GUIDING PRINCIPLES

The City of Raleigh follows Federal housing and community development guidelines, as well as the following principles:

· All City residents should have access to affordable, decent, safe, and sanitary housing  

· The City should maintain an ongoing partnership with the private [including nonprofit] sectors and continued intergovernmental cooperation with County, regional, and state governments

· Affordable housing must be made available throughout the City of Raleigh

· Raleigh’s housing and community development programs emphasize neighborhood revitalization to encourage neighborhood stability and preservation of existing housing stock

City of Raleigh Five-Year Strategies

From July 1, 2005 to June 30, 2010, City housing programs will be directed to the following priorities.

HOUSING

Priority One
· Very low-income renter households

· First time low- and moderate-income homebuyers

· Households needing significant rehabilitation assistance

· Special populations such as homeless persons, disabled persons, and the frail elderly

Priority Two
· Existing homeowners

· Other households with special needs

· Elderly new construction

· Persons needing moderate rehabilitation

Priority Three
· Support facilities and services to non-homeless facilities and individuals

Community Development

· Continue existing programs to support community revitalization in Redevelopment Areas

The Community Development Department recognizes the above as its “charter” as it handles the day-to-day business of administering the City’s housing and community development resources to benefit the low- and moderate-income citizens of Raleigh.  These priorities may be amended through procedures described in the Citizen Participation Plan included in the Consolidated Plan.   Also to be considered as guidance in the development of policies for the city housing bond implementation is the language contained in the bond order approved by the voters last fall.  

City of Raleigh 2005 Affordable housing bond order

On October 11, 2005, City of Raleigh voters approved a $20 million affordable housing bond. The funds will be available beginning on July 1, 2006.  The eligible uses of the housing bond are restricted to those adopted by Council in the bond order adopted on August 2, 2005 and approved by the voters the following October.  These uses are:

….to provide and rehabilitate housing, multifamily and single family, within the corporate limits of [Raleigh], principally for the benefit of persons of low and moderate income, including (a) the acquisition of land, (b) the construction or rehabilitation of housing or related improvements, including related public infrastructure, and (c) programs to provide loans and other financial assistance to such persons and to public and private providers of housing….

2005 Housing Bond Policy Issues

In conformance with the City’s Consolidated Housing Plan and the housing bond order, both adopted by City Council following public hearings and other public discussions, the following are the proposed uses of these funds, with the amounts budgeted for FY 2006-2007 (which includes program income from the two previous bonds).   Only the bond fund amounts are shown, although in several cases CD also allocates other funding sources (Community Development Block Grant or HOME funds) to those uses as well.

· Housing Development RFPs $1,500,000

Staff recommends continuing making bond funds available on an annually competitive basis through a Request for Proposal (RFP) process whereby developers may receive financing for new construction or rehabilitation of rental or ownership housing.  Proposals for rehabilitation of existing units will receive priority. The income groups most appropriate for homeownership developments would fall into the 60% - 80% of area median income (AMI) while rental developments should be targeted generally to serve households below 60% AMI.  CD staff believes it is appropriate to award extra scoring consideration to rental proposals that include units for households below 40% of AMI.  CD proposes to continue to work with Wake County on many funding proposals, prioritizing rehabilitation over new construction and providing units for persons under 40% AMI. 

· Support for Ending Homelessness $400,000

This category of funding was previously referred to as “SRO Joint Venture Rental”.  Although it has been difficult to attract applicants to these resources made available annually, CD staff feels we should continue to make them available.   This funding category will support the Ten Year Action Plan to End Homelessness as such assistance is aimed at housing developments that serve persons emerging from homelessness, as well as disabled persons, the frail elderly, or other special populations.   CD proposes that assistance under this category require units for residents at or below 40% of area median income.  Loan terms would be flexible, depending on specific needs of the proposed development.  CD also allocates other non-bond funds to the support of ending homelessness and proposals for housing developments to serve the homeless can also be submitted for funding consideration in the Housing Development RFP described above. 

· Second Mortgage Homeownership $400,000

In previous years CD has offered nearly $1 million annually from bond funds and federal HOME funds for second mortgages, with most of the funds coming from the City bond.  The City’s second mortgage investments are available in two separate programs: Citywide and “Downtown.”   In the Citywide program, CD makes up to $20,000 available in a second mortgage at a rate of 0% with payments of $25/month for years 1-5, then amortized at 4% for the balance of the 30-year loan for first-time low- and moderate-income buyers.  In the Downtown program, CD has made 0% second mortgage assistance available to buyers (not just first-time buyers) buying homes in distressed areas and whose incomes could be up to the level of the state housing finance agency’s second mortgage program (1-2 person family: $56,160, 3+ person family: $65,520).   Up to $15,000 currently is available to those over 80% AMI, and up to $30,000 is available to those under 80% AMI.   

There are two major issues for which CD proposes policy changes:

Issue A, Maximum House Purchase Price: Currently the house price in both programs is limited to $150,000.  Removing the cap and using instead the North Carolina Housing Finance Agency down payment assistance program sales price limit (currently $160,000 for new or existing house) will be more useful to a greater range of eligible households and will rely on a state-wide standard adjusted for each county for a program that is often used in conjunction with the City’s program.  

Issue B, New Income Limits for Downtown Homeownership Program: while in previous years a downtown second mortgage option was made available at attractive terms (no interest) even to persons earning above the 80% of AMI, CD proposes that the City restrict the availability of this assistance only to buyers at or below 80% AMI, consistent with its other programs.  Downtown/near downtown locations are now popular with first time homebuyers and CD believes its assistance should be made available only to those meeting the definition of low- and moderate-income, or those whose total household income is at or below 80% of AMI.   Furthermore, the $30,000 second mortgage option should be available only for those in the below-65% AMI category.  This would target the most generous assistance to those with more limited resources.   Up to $15,000 of assistance would be available to borrowers of incomes between 66% - 80% AMI. 

See Attachment B for the proposed changes to this program. 

CD will continue to study the use of shared-equity appreciation arrangements in developments supported by its second mortgage assistance, similar to what Council approved in the sale of the City owned Martin/Haywood houses.  

· City-Owned Rental Housing $375,000

CD has traditionally used bond funds to add units to its City-wide portfolio of affordable rental units, meeting the City goal of providing scattered site housing.  Renters must earn at or below 50% of area median income.  In practice, this rental housing serves many at much lower incomes than 50% AMI.  

· Neighborhood Revitalization $575,000

In the allocation of dollars from previous housing bonds, CD did not include neighborhood revitalization among the uses.   This term includes acquisition, demolition, and land assembly preparation for new uses (legal costs, planning, site development, marketing, etc.)  In 2005 this category was specifically included as land acquisition and public infrastructure were mentioned in the bond order as voters considered whether to support the housing bond.  As such it is the intent of CD to allocate 2005 bond dollars to support additional activities in the Redevelopment Areas in accordance with the adopted Redevelopment Plans.  

· Pilot Homeowner Rehab Forgivable Loan Program  $450,000

CD is providing funds for the one-year pilot program for the forgivable loan program for homeowners at or below 50% of the area median income residing in homes located within the low-income census tracts.  This program will be evaluated at the end of the one-year pilot, or in December 2006, for Council consideration of whether to continue the program on a permanent basis.  These funds are made available for sustaining the program from July 1, 2006 through December 31, 2006.  

· Limited Repair Program $100,000

CD provides funds to low-income (below 50% AMI) homeowners for housing repairs of a health and safety/code violation nature up to $5,000 in a deferred loan.  CD believes a more appropriate type of assistance for this part of the Raleigh population would be a five-year forgivable loan, where 20% of the loan is forgiven every year and no payments are sent to the City and the lien is released at the end of the five-year period.  These features would remain as long as the borrower (or their heirs, if they are low-income) remains in the property. 

Housing Bond Funds Available

Over the next five years the following level of funding is proposed for housing bond activities.  The chart below includes proceeds from the sale of the 2005 bond and additional funds generated from previous bond-financed loans as the repayment stream produces revenue for City housing programs.   







Phase I


FY 06-07
FY 07-08
FY 08-09
FY 09-10
FY 10-11
Total

  
 
 
 
 
 


Housing Bonds
$2,800,000
$2,800,000
$2,800,000
$2,800,000
$2,800,000
$14,000,000

Program Reserves 
1,000,000
750,000
600,000
400,000
300,000
3,050,000

Loan Repayment 
0
0
0
200,000
300,000
500,000

   Proceeds
Total Funding
$3,800,000
$3,550,000
$3,400,000
$3,400,000
$3,400,000
$17,550,000

Note:
The $20 million of 2005 Affordable Housing Bonds are proposed to be issued over a seven-year period with the final allocations of $3 million per year in FY 2011-2012 and FY 2012-2013.

Attachment B

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO DOWNTOWN HOMEOWNERSHIP PROGRAM

GOAL: To stabilize selected inner city neighborhoods experiencing transition (property disinvestment, decreasing levels of owner-occupancy) through homeownership activities.  

SOURCE OF FUNDS First Mortgage: Participating Private Sector Financial Institutions; 

Second Mortgage: City of Raleigh Housing Bond Funds

ELIGIBLE PROPERTIES:  Eligibility is area specific for single-family homes (including townhouses and condominiums) located within designated areas of Raleigh (see attached map).  

MAXIMUM LOAN: Second Mortgage: Eligible borrowers whose combined household income is less than or equal to 65% of area median income can receive up to $30,000; for borrowers whose combined household income is between 65% and 80% of Median Income maximum loan amount is $15,000.

(Note: First mortgage plus second mortgage cannot exceed 100% of appraised value)

TERM/RATE:  Thirty-year mortgage at 0% interest.  For borrowers making at or below 65% of the area median income, payments of $25/month for years 1-5, equal monthly payments of remaining balance divided by 300 (months remaining in term) for remaining 25 years; for borrowers making between 65% and 80% of Median income, payments of $25/month for years 1-5, equal monthly payments of remaining balance divided by 300 (months remaining in term) for remaining 25 years.  

MAXIMUM SALES PRICE: New Construction and Resale: $160,000 (subject to change to reflect maximums as 
established by the North Carolina Housing Finance Agency for their down payment assistance program).  

MAXIMUM QUALIFYING INCOMES
 

For Loan up to $30,000 (For Borrowers Earning ≤65% AMI)
Household Size 
1

2 

3

4

5
Maximum Income
$32,550
$37,250
$41,900
$46,550
$50,300

For Loan up to $15,000 (For Borrowers Between 65% and 80% AMI)

Household Size
1  

2

3

4  

5

Maximum Income
$40,100
$45,850
$51,550
$57,300
$61,900

ELIGIBILITY

· One year of satisfactory credit is required.

· Borrower must occupy property financed as primary residence

· Preference will be given to applicants who reside or work within the City limits of Raleigh 

· for a minimum of two years

· All first time homebuyers must complete a homebuyer counseling course.  The City of Raleigh contracts with DHIC, Inc. to provide homeownership and credit counseling.  For more information, contact DHIC at 832-4345.   

· Net asset limits apply.  

Ms. Grant highlighted the memorandum.  Without objection or discussion, the item was referred to the Budget & Economic Development Committee.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PARKS, RECREATION AND GREENWAY ADVISORY BOARD

PARKS – MILLBROOK POOL DESIGNATED LOCATION FOR CONVERSION TO YEAR ROUND FACILITY

The conversion of a seasonal (summer) pool to a year round facility was included as a project in the 2003 Park Bond.  Upon a detailed evaluation of the City’s six seasonal pools, Millbrook is recommended as the proposed location for conversion. A public meeting was held on April 6, 2006 regarding Millbrook pool as the proposed location and this recommendation received a positive response from the public.  On April 20, 2006, the Parks, Recreation, and Greenway Advisory Board voted unanimously to recommend Millbrook as the proposed location for conversion.
It is recommended that City Council approve Millbrook Pool as the location for the conversion of a seasonal pool into year round use. Funds are available in account 636-9333-79001-975 (design and construction).
Wayne Marshall was present to answer questions.  Ms. Taliaferro moved approval of the recommendations as outlined.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Craven and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.
CAPITAL AREA GREENWAY MASTER PLAN – POSSIBLE AMENDMENT – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED

On February 21, 2006, the City Council received a request from the North Carolina Museum of Natural Sciences to amend the Capital Area Greenway by adding a corridor along Reedy Creek Road that would connect the North Carolina Museum of Art to Umstead State Park. This item was referred to the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board (PRGAB).

On April 20, 2006 the PRGAB reviewed the information and recommends that City Council authorize a joint Public Hearing of the Council and Planning Commission to amend the Capital Area Greenway Master plan to include the greenway trail along Reedy Creek Road from Blue Ridge Road to Umstead State Park and Trenton Road; that North Carolina Parks and Recreation Department and Umstead State Park staff be asked to adopt a signage system along the Reedy Creek Road trail that is complementary to the City’s signage; that the budget will likely not be adjusted in the near term to fund the additional costs of maintenance but that volunteer staff seek groups and individuals to assist to defray these costs and that staff seek other additional funding sources; and that staff should coordinate discussions with other agencies and advocacy groups to find a solution to provide parking for access to Umstead State Park and Loblolly Trail.

Wayne Marshall pointed out this is a recommendation to go to public hearing with this proposal.  He stated parking is a big issue and the people who use the facility and live in the area indicated it is a pretty long hike to get to the pedestrian bridge and everyone wanted to make sure that issue was addressed as we go through the public hearing process and spoke briefly about the need for parking which would be jointly controlled by the city and state.  Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE BUDGET & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

MUSEUM – EXPLORIS/PLAYSPACE MERGER FUNDING – FUNDS APPROPRIATED

Mayor Meeker reported the Budget & Economic Development Committee recommends that the Council appropriate $35,000 from City Council contingency to match Wake County’s appropriation for a feasibility study relating to a possible Exploris/Playspace merger.  On behalf of the Committee, Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. West.

Mr. Isley spoke against the proposal pointing out he does not feel the City should be asked to share in the cost of the feasibility study.  He stated the City is paying for the feasibility study and work towards the Senior Citizens Center and the County refused to participate in that study.

Mayor Meeker stated he understood the concern but pointed out the County has helped us on other issues.  They have responded positively when asked for help.  He stated he would like to see this county as a partner on the Senior Citizens Center but that has not occurred yet.  Mr. Stephenson stated he too agreed it would be appropriate and best to get the County on board with the Senior Citizens Center.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out we are not talking about operation or capital for this, this is just a feasibility study, and they are not asking the City for funds to operate.  Mr. West spoke in support of the motion pointing out that he sees this as an opportunity to have synergy by combining the two organizations.  It will help improve quality of life and meet the needs of many.  We are just talking about a feasibility study of this happening.  It is a small amount of money to get something that hopefully will provide good returns for all.  Mr. Crowder stated we have two individual organizations with similar missions and this is an opportunity of the possibility of getting them together.  Ms. Kekas pointed out the original boards have changed and there are totally new boards and staff and she feels this may be a good opportunity.  Mr. Craven pointed out both organizations have boards and staff, they know what they need and whether this is a possibility.  He does not see the need to have a consultant to tell them what they want and need.  The motion as stated was put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Isley, Mr. Stephenson and Mr. Craven who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 5-3 vote.  See Ordinance 17 TF 44.

Mr. Craven questioned how much money we have left in contingency pointing out it has just been replenished and it is now probably close to depletion.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT – MURPHY SCHOOL REFINANCE RECOMMENDATION – APPROVED

Mayor Meeker reported the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends approval of the refinancing of the Murphy School loan of $825,000 at 2% interest with monthly payments as proposed contingent upon receiving tax credits and that the staff renegotiate the lease terms with the State (or new owner) and DHIC in order to insure funding of the project.  On behalf of the Committee Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

APPEARANCE COMMISSION – 2006-07 WORK PROGRAM – REFERRED TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

Mayor Meeker reported the Budget & Economic Development Committee recommends approval of the Raleigh Appearance Commission 2006-07 Work Program with the understanding the Appearance Commission could have a non-voting liaison to the Planning Commission, not an ex-officio member.  On behalf of the Committee Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson.

Ms. Taliaferro indicated in reading the minutes it looked like most of the discussion was about the issue of an ex officio or liaison member to the Planning Commission.  She questioned how much discussion took place on the proposed work of the focus groups.  She stated she is very concerned about setting up self selection on the website and the way the focus groups may go about their work as she fears we will get the opinion of special interest groups and not opinions of the citizens at large.  She talked about her concern about an on-line survey pointing out many people are not computer savvy or do not have computers.  She stated a lot of the items they are talking about having focus groups discuss are planning issues not appearance issues, things that the Council is already dealing with.  She stated she has concern about the work program pointing out the City Council should be directing the commission or requesting the commission to work on certain items of interest to the Council rather than having the Appearance Commission going out on a fishing expedition.

Mr. Crowder talked about the work of the Commission and their survey pointing out in addition to a computer survey they used telephone surveys and focus groups.  He stated appearance seems to be one of the #1 issues and pointed out many times we discuss an item and take an action and it comes back.  He talked about context sensitivity, how planning and appearance work together or dictate each other, the need for our various advisory commissions to be able to work together pointing out he has no problems supporting the commission’s work program.  A dialogue followed between Mr. West and Mr. Crowder as to what is meant by context sensitivity, issues or concerns as to how to address issues relating to gentrification, infill, what is appropriate.

Mr. Isley expressed concerns pointing out we have many guidelines as it relates to infill and other type development and he does not feel that we should force one group’s values on another.  How a person develops their own property within guidelines is totally up to them.  He has concern about the Appearance Commission taking on too many issues and seemingly wanting to control many things.  He stated any one can attend a Planning Commission meeting or any meeting of any city board and commission and provide input and he does not see the need to name liaisons or ex officio members.  Other discussion followed relative to context sensitivity, cultural values, use of focus groups, the Appearance Commission’s goals as it relates to utilization of focus groups, need to get input from real people with real issues.  Issues that have been broached before such as lighting in neighborhoods and the fact that depending on the needs of a neighborhood the desires may be different.  The need to hear from the citizens and the focus groups being a way to do that was talked about as was the need to hear from the citizens and get their input.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out she is in no way saying she does not want to hear from the public, she just feels that the Appearance Commission or other advisory commission should focus on things that the City Council refers to them.  She stated the survey questions proposed by the Appearance Commission ran the gambit; it got into land use issues, budget elements, etc.  She stated she feels the City Council has the responsibility to look at the total survey responses and then decide if and what focus groups may be needed and proceed from that point.  She feels the Council should look at this survey pointing out all of the results are not even in.  Once the Council studies the survey responses, it could determine what work program it wants the Appearance Commission to undertake.  She suggested referring the issue to the Comprehensive Planning Committee for discussion and then the Council could advise the Appearance Commission how to proceed.  Her substitute motion was seconded by Mr. Isley.

Mr. Crowder pointed out advisory is the key issue.  He stated the Appearance Commission is an advisory board to the City Council.  Mr. Craven stated he looks at the advisory committees as focus groups which provide input to the City Council.  He feels the Appearance Commission is basically a focus group for the City Council as it relates to appearance issues.  They do not need to farm that out to other people.  He stated he really saw no need for the survey and talked about infill development needing to be based on planning principles not necessarily appearance issues.  He talked about his concern about some of the issues that are being discussed.  Mr. West talked about a report done by Dr. Johnson relative to competitive communities and the need to see how things fit together rather than ending up with the silo effect.  He stated he feels that information should be looked at in committee.  Ms. Kekas talked about the discussion in Budget & Economic Development Committee in which they expressed concern about an ex officio member.  She also talked about the role of a liaison and pointed out the need for our boards and commissions to utilize the talents of other people and request information if they need it.  The substitute motion to refer the issue to the Comprehensive Planning Committee was put to a vote and passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

SURPLUS PROPERTY – 1013 GARNER ROAD – BID FROM BRILL INVESTMENTS LLC - ACCEPTED SUBJECT TO UPSET BID PROCESS

Mayor Meeker reported the Budget & Economic Development Committee recommends accepting a bid of $12,600 from Brill Investments, LLC for property at 1013 Garner Road subject to the upset bid process with the following conditions:
The parcel may not be used to increase density of the parent tract in order to increase the number of building units on the parent tract, must be recombined with the adjoining lot within 90 days of closing and all easements of record being retained by the City.

On behalf of the Committee, Mayor Meeker moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Kekas and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 17 TF 44.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

REZONING Z-19-06 – ST. MARY’S STREET CONDITIONAL USE – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

Chairperson Crowder reported the Comprehensive Planning Committee recommend upholding the Planning Commission’s recommendation for approval of Z-19-06 as outlined in CR-10966 with conditions dated April 11, 2006.  On behalf of the Committee, Mr. Crowder moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Kekas and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 19 ZC 587.

REZONING Z-54-05 – WADE AVENUE CONDITIONAL USE AND MP-2-05 – FORTY WADE MASTER PLAN – TO BE PLACED ON MAY 16, 2006 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM
Chairperson Crowder reported the Comprehensive Planning Committee recommends denial of Z-54-05 and its companion master plan MP-2-05.  He stated since the committee meeting, the petitioner had sent some additional documents and a letter has been received from the petitioner as well as the RBC Center asking that this be held so that they could work out some of the issues.  Mr. Crowder suggested that the items be held and placed on the May 16 agenda as a special item. Don d’Ambrosi representing the petitioner indicated they are considering some additional changes with Mayor Meeker asking that they be submitted to everyone early.  Without further discussion, it was agreed to place Z-54-05 and MP-2-05 on the May 16 agenda as a special item.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

STORAGE UNITS – PODS REGULATION – NO CHANGE IN CURRENT PROCEDURE

Chairperson Isley reported the Law and Finance Committee recommends no change in the City’s current procedure and that this item be reported out with instructions to the Inspections Department to handle complaints as received.  On behalf of the committee, Mr. Isley moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

Later in the meeting, Mr. Isley pointed out these units are allowed in front yards for a twenty day period.  After that, they must be relocated to the rear yard.

LOITERING REGULATION – HELD IN COMMITTEE; POLICE STAFF – REFERRED TO BUDGET WORK SESSION

Chairperson Mr. Isley reported the Law and Public Safety Committee recommends police staffing be referred to Budget Work Session discussion.  He reported the Committee is holding the item – loitering regulations to receive a report from Administration relative to special enforcement action.  Without objection, the report was received and approved.
PRAYER AT COUNCIL MEETING – CITY TO CONTINUE THE PRESENT PROCEDURE
Chairperson Isley reported the Law and Public Safety Committee recommends that the item relative to prayer at Council meetings be reported out and that the City continue with its present procedure.  On behalf of the Committee, Mr. Isley moved the recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro.

Mayor Meeker pointed out the City Council uses a variety of ministers from a variety of faiths.  The selection is not done by the City Council and the invitation is issued to members of all faiths and they are assigned dates based on first come basis.  He stated the City has never heard any objections concerning its present procedure until the City received a letter from the ACLU.  He stated the person who is scheduled to render invocation is listed on the Council agenda and if anyone objects to that particular faith, they have the right and the knowledge so that they could leave the room prior to invocation if they so desire.  He stated in the past we had a city council member step out during the invocation when that Council person saw that the innovation being rendered by someone of the Muslim faith.  Mayor Meeker stated our City Council meetings have been started with a prayer and it is a long standing custom in the City of Raleigh and is not meant to offend anyone.  The Mayor requested that a copy of these minutes be sent to the ACLU.
The motion as stated was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative. The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

STORMWATER RETENTION POND – UJAMAA SUBDIVISION PHASE II – REMOVED FROM THE AGENDA WITH NO ACTION TAKEN
Ms. Taliaferro reported, by split vote, the Public Works Committee recommends that the item relating to stormwater retention pond – Ujamaa Subdivision Phase II be reported out with no action taken.  On behalf of the Committee, Ms. Taliaferro moved the recommendation be upheld.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Craven.

Mr. Stevenson pointed out this was a very strange situation.  The neighbors came before the committee four different times.  He stated he felt the developer went out of his way to address some of the issues but in the course of designing a solution, modifications, etc., were made and he does not feel we have a properly functioning system.  He stated it doesn’t seem like the City has handled this process very well.  We still have a very bad situation.  He thought the committee was going to be shown pictures of the situation but that never came fourth from staff.  He stated we still have a bad situation in this location.
Mr. West expressed appreciation from Mr. Stephenson’s comments.  He stated as he understands, the stormwater retention facility meets the code requirements and the responsibilities of the city.  He stated he understands there will be some private arrangements that need to be made to further address the situation and the City will not be involved.  He questioned if Mr. Stephenson has some suggestions as to how to address the situation and come up with a workable solution.  Mr. Stephenson pointed out he had asked for information including photographs and had asked for information on the conditions.  He stated he did not get the information he needed and never got to the point that he understood who is responsible and how this situation can be solved.  He stated he understands the City required the facility; however, there were some changes and alterations to the design.  He stated he never had enough information to completely understand and that was why he voted against the proposal.

Mr. West indicated he had been out and had talked with the neighborhood representatives.  He stated there is no question they have a problem.  He stated he had talked to many people about this issue.  There was a lot of misunderstanding on the part of the citizens as to the role of the City as it relates to the situation.  He stated he understands everything has been installed according to the code and he understands the swale was supposed to be dug and constructed by the developer.  He stated he understands the City has no responsibility and the developer has to draw up an agreement with adjacent property owners before he can move forward with any additional corrections.  He pointed out he understands there is a large open area but the City says that if that area is closed or done away with it would cut down on the efficiency of the retention pond.  Mr. West talked about this situation, how the water is managed, and the possibility of utilizing a sump pump, etc.  He stated even though the City has no legal obligation the City has been trying to work with all of the property owners to resolve the issue.  He stated he hopes the City will continue to monitor the situation and try to make sure that the agreement with the developer is followed through on.
Mr. Craven talked about all of the time the Committee has spent on this issue pointing out he felt the City may have stuck its neck out to try to improve on an installation that is in compliance with the code, we tried to improve on the design.  He stated there was an agreement between the neighbors and the developer and the City tried to arbitrate and make sure that the situation was addressed but he does not see anything else the city can do.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Stephenson who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-1 vote.

Ms. Taliaferro pointed out she was reluctant to take this item into committee in the beginning as she understood everything was in compliance with the code and taking it into committee might have made the citizens think that the City could do something outside the rules and regulations and that gives false hope and that cannot be followed up on.
STORMWATER MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS – UTILITY CREDITS – REFERRED TO STAFF

Chairperson Taliaferro reported the Public Works Committee recommends staff be directed to begin work on developing water quality standards for lakes used for stormwater retention and bring recommendations back to the City Council for consideration.  On behalf of the Committee, Ms. Taliaferro moved the recommendation be upheld.  Her 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.

ENCROACHMENT REQUEST – FOREST PINES DRIVE AND WAKEFIELD PARK – REMOVED FROM THE AGENDA WITH NO ACTION TAKEN

Chairperson Taliaferro reported the Public Works Committee recommends the encroachment request relating to Forest Pines Drive in Wakefield Park be removed from the agenda with no action taken as the developer has decided not to pursue the encroachment.  On behalf of the Committee, Ms. Taliaferro moved the recommendation be upheld.  He 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.

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE – MAY 9 – CANCELLED

Ms. Taliaferro reported the Public Works Committee would not be meeting on May 9, 2006 as Mr. Stephenson would be out of town.  The item was received and the Public Works Committee meeting scheduled for May 9, canceled.

REPORT OF MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

DEFIBRILLATORS – PLACEMENT IN CITY FACILITIES – REPORT REQUESTED
Mr. Isley pointed out last week a close friend of his, Attorney Tom Farris, died in the Wake County Courthouse during a trial.  He stated from what he understands the County was in the process of placing defibrillators in different County facilities but had not done that at that point.  He stated he called and asked if the City of Raleigh has defibrillators in city facilities and was told currently we do not.  He talked about the value of having defibrillator kits placed strategically throughout city facilities.  He stated he understands we have funds in place to for the placement of defibrillator kits in various public spaces including the City Council Chamber.  He stated he does not want us to get caught in a situation like the one that occurred at the Wake County Courthouse. 
Mayor Meeker suggested that the Council get a report on where we are on placing defibrillator kits in city facilities, training that is required, etc.  Mr. Isley stated he would like to take advantage of being trained on how to use a defibrillator.  Administration was asked to provide a report.

AVIAN FLU – CITY’S PLAN – ADMINISTRATION TO PROVIDE A REPORT

Mr. Isley talked about the possibility of an Avian Flu or pandemic outbreak in the U.S.  He stated he does not know if the City of Raleigh has a plan to react if such occurs.  He stated he feels it would be prudent for the City to develop a plan.  He talked about the possibility of developing a plan in connection with Wake County.  City Manager Allen pointed out the City has had some discussions on this issue with Wake County.  We are working with County and State officials.  He stated as he understands the State of North Carolina indicates it would be best to let the plans be developed on a city/county basis.  He stated it is a very complex issue and it would be hard to say when we would have a plan in place.  Mr. Isley asked Administration to work on a plan that we can implement to the extent possible.  He stated he would like to have a report as to what the City can do to get some type plan together and in place.   The item was referred to Administration.

GREENWAY – HORTON STREET – INFORMATION ACKNOWLEDGED

Ms. Kekas expressed appreciation to the City Manager for the report she received on the parking lot on Horton Street which will provide access to the Greenway.

STORMWATER PROBLEM – WESTERN BOULEVARD/BREWSTER DRIVE – REFERRED TO PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

Mr. Crowder indicated construction is taking place on Western Boulevard between a daycare and Fire Station 8.  He stated the property backs up to Brewster Drive.  He understands a site plan is coming through the process but pointed out there seems to be a lot of stormwater issues.  He stated he understands when Western Boulevard improvements were made, a 42 inch pipe was bypassed and talked about the resulting stormwater concerns.  He asked that the stormwater issue on Western Boulevard/Brewster Place be referred to the Public Works Committee.  Without objection the item was so referred.

SAFETY CLUB AND FAIR HOUSING CONFERENCE – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mr. West talked about a recent event he attended at the Safety Club and the work that is being done in that area and facility which is giving a whole lot of hope to the area.  He stated several charter members who are in their 90’s were present at the event.  He stated the community has been in transition and expressed appreciation for the hard work of the people, the various groups, events that are taking place, etc.  He stated it was a very uplifting weekend.  Mr. West talked about the gospel fest and a number of other events that are taking place in the area and expressed appreciation to all who played a big role including the Lost Generation Task Force Passive Homes, David Price, Bobby Etheridge, Chief Perlov, NCSU, Captain White, Progress Energy, etc.  He expressed appreciation to all and acknowledged their efforts in this area.

Mr. West talked about the annual Fair Housing Conference and the work of Octavia Rainey in that area.  He expressed appreciation to Council members who attended the event and talked about the disparities which are evident in our community and how it is impacting the African American community.  He stated the fair housing experts who were at the conference talked about what Octavia Rainey has been talking about and requesting for quite some time and that is an analysis of impediments.  He stated he understands the City of Raleigh has undertaken analysis of impediments that is internal but he feels we need to do an external analysis.  He stated internal analysis does not give us the data we need to see.  He asked for some information from the City Manager relative to the status of an analysis of impediments internals versus externals.  Look at the process of how we can get on par with other major cities.  The item was referred to Administration.
RECYCLING – EDUCATIONAL EFFORTS REQUESTED

Mayor Meeker requested that the Public Affairs Department and the City do some additional promotion and educational efforts on our recycling program and efforts to try to elevate our citizen’s participation in this program.  He stated may be we could do some public service announcements or programming on Raleigh Television network.  City Manager Allen pointed out the City just issued a brochure in English and Spanish relating to our solid waste program.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out we are adding eligible items to our recycling pickup and so may be we could highlight those in an effort to help educate and encourage people to participate in recycling at a higher level.

COMPANIES – ANNOUNCEMENTS – RECEIVED

Ms. Taliaferro pointed out she attended the opening of the Safety Club and it was an exciting event.  She also told about a company which opened its North American Headquarters in North Raleigh pointing out they moved here from New York.  She explained it is an agricultural company and she is pleased to see its presence in Raleigh.  She also pointed out Crescent State Bank has opened its first branch in North Raleigh.  She welcomed both companies to the City.
LANDSCAPING ORDINANCE – SINGLE-FAMILY – INFORMATION REQUESTED

Ms. Taliaferro pointed out one of the things the Appearance Commission asked to look at in their work program is a landscaping ordinance for single family residential developments.  She pointed out when the City Council adopted the tree ordinance they asked the Planning Commission to look at developing a landscape ordinance for single-family residential developments.  She asked for a status report on where staff is on that request.  The item was referred to Administration.

WAKE COUNTY SCHOOLS – PROPOSAL TO GO TO YEAR ROUND AND THE IMPACT ON OUR PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT – INFORMATION REQUESTED

Ms. Taliaferro pointed out Wake County Schools is talking about going to year around program and she understands why and the purpose behind that proposal.  She stated however she feels that could have extreme ramifications on our park system and summer programs.  She questioned how we are going to address providing services in our Parks and Recreation Department to address students tracking in and tracking out and what we can do to help with that situation and what the impact would be on our programs.  The items were referred to Administration.

ALLEY CLOSING – DALE/FILMORE – PLANS – ADMINISTRATION ASKED TO PROVIDE A REPORT

Mr. Stephenson talked about an issue relative to an alley closing relating to Dale/Filmore Streets.  He stated as he understands there are some problems and encroachments and the alleyway has never been improved or maintained.  There seems to be a lot of confusion about how to proceed with the questions.  He stated he understands the City Council has the legal authority to direct the closing and remove the encroachments and asked Administration to provide a plan describing the terms of such an alley closing and the procedures.  It was pointed out an item relating to this is on the evening session of the Council agenda.

NEUSE RIVER – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mr. Craven pointed out he recently had the opportunity to paddle a section of the Neuse River along with the Neuse River Keeper.  He explained the trip and pointed out the Neuse River Website is chronicling the Neuse River and a trip down the River.  He pointed out the website is doing a great job in getting their journals online which leads one through an experience of going down the Neuse from head waters to the coast.  The comments were received.
APPOINTMENTS

APPOINTMENTS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

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

Appearance Commission – John Holmes have been nominated.  Sarah Felsen has been nominated by Thomas Crowder.  The item will be carried over to the next meeting.

Mordecai Historic Park Advisory Committee – City Clerk Smith reported Ms. Taliaferro has submitted the following nominations:  Melissa Hockaday, William A. Schnorr, Craig Friend, Treva M. Jones, C. Edward Morris, Bonnie Leopard.  The City Clerk indicated she needed some clarification on the Council direction as it relates to the number of appointments to the Mordecai Historic Park Advisory Board.  She indicated the recommendation coming from the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board was for the appointment of 8 persons plus one member from the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board.  The original recommendation requested that the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board be authorized to make the appointments The Council action in setting up the advisory board was to follow the recommendations of the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board but that appointments would follow normal council procedure.  Therefore she would like clarification as to whether the Council intends to appoint 8 members and let the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board provide a recommendation for one of their members to serve making the nine member or if the Council intends to appoint 9 members.  Either way, the Mordecai Historic Park Advisory Committee would report directly to the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board.  By consensus the Council indicated it would like to make 8 appointments, request the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board to make a suggestion for one of its members to be the ninth member and the Advisory Board would report to Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board.

The City Clerk also reported nominations prior to today included Sam Mordecai and Sara Williamson.  Both have indicated they could not serve if appointed therefore their names would be withdrawn leaving the nominees Cyrus Stacey, Janet Cowell, and Tom Alexander.
Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board – Three Vacancies – Gregg Barley – 4 (Isley, Kekas, West, Taliaferro); Doris Burke – 8 (all Council members); Shoshana Serxner – 5 (Isley, Kekas, Craven, West, Taliaferro); Kevin Brice – 3 (Stephenson, Crowder, Meeker); Joseph Huberman – 3 (Stephenson, Crowder, Meeker).
Substance Abuse Advisory Board – One Vacancy – Alber Scott – 8 (All Council members).

The appointment of Doris Burke and Shoshana Serxner to the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board and the reappointment of Albert Scott to the Substance Abuse Advisory Board was announced.  The other items will be carried over until the next meeting.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

LEGISLATION – LAND FOR TOMORROW – RESOLUTION – ADOPTED

City Attorney McCormick indicated at the last Council meeting Mr. Crowder presented a proposed resolution relative to supporting the State putting forth a bond issue relative to conservation of land.  He stated there was concern expressed about the proposed resolution as it relates to distribution of the funds if a bond order is approved, etc.  As requested he presented Council members with a rewritten resolution.  Mayor Meeker questioned if the Council would like to place this on the next agenda or consider it at today’s meeting.  Mr. Isley moved approval of the resolution as submitted by the City Attorney.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 877.
CABLE TV – POSSIBLE CHANGES – PRIORITIES ESTABLISHED

City Attorney McCormick indicated the Council had directed that he work with the Cable Administrator and others relative to issues about efforts at the State and Federal level to take away or modify local government authority as it relates to regulations of cable TV.  He suggested that the Council authorize city administration, possibly through our cable administrator Mike Williams to convey, the City’s position to the North Carolina General Assembly.  He stated we want to maintain our authorities and he feels the City should prioritize the things within our franchise the City feels is important to keep control and authority over.  He stated he had talked with the City Manager and others concerning this issue.  He feels the priorities should be as follows:  

1. Revenue protection – we would like to retain at least as much as we currently get from Time Warner or any other cable provider in our city.

2.  Protect our right-of-way – make sure we get proper installation of cable on our right-of-way to avoid cuts and any destruction.

3. Protection of our education or PEG channels with our current franchise holder or any that may come into our area we would want to have the authority to require other franchise holders to provide similar services.

He stated what he is recommending is if the need comes within any changes in the Federal or State law that these are the city’s priorities.
Mr. Isley stated he has no problem with having additional companies coming in or the phone company providing this service.  City Attorney McCormick indicated he agrees, we do want and welcome competition but we do not want the cities to loose the financial support we receive and authorities we have.  Mayor Meeker moved the priorities as outlined be adopted.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro.  Mr. Crowder questioned if the City has been in contact with Triangle J and the League of Municipalities on this issue.  City Attorney McCormick indicated he knew the cable administrator had been contact with Triangle J, professional organizations, etc.  Mr. Stephenson pointed out he understands this is a big concern for all municipalities in the State.  City Attorney McCormick indicated discussions have been held with the general counsel of the League of Municipalities and he feels we are all on the same page.  The motion as stated was put to a vote and passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY CLERK

TAXES – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Council members received in their agenda packet a proposed resolution adjusting, rebating or refunding penalties, exemptions and relieving interest for late listing of property for ad valorem taxes is in the agenda packet.  Adoption of the resolution is recommended.  Mayor Meeker moved approval as presented.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 878.
MINUTES –APRIL 18, 2006 – APPROVED AS PRESENTED

Council members received in their agenda packet a copy of the minutes of the April 18, 2006 Council meeting.  Mayor Meeker moved approval as presented.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLLS – VARIOUS – RESOLUTION SETTING PUBLIC HEARING FOR JUNE 6, 2006 ADOPTED
The following preliminary assessment rolls were presented.  Adoption, which would set a public hearing to consider confirmation of cost on Tuesday, June 6, 2006, is recommended.
Paving AR 907 - Forsyth Street

Paving AR 908 - Mayflower Drive

Sidewalk AR 362 - Sidewalk Repairs, various locations

Water AR 1302 - Forsyth Street main replacement

Sewer AR 1303 - Sandy Chase Subdivision Annex/Birch Brook Court Sewer (PU 2003-7 & PU 2003-9)

Mayor Meeker moved adoption of the preliminary assessment rolls as presented.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolutions 879, 880, 881, 882 and 883.
RECESS

There being no further business, Mayor Meeker announced the meeting recessed at 3:10 p.m. to be reconvened at 7:00 p.m.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk

jt/CC05-02-06

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in a regular reconvened meeting at 7:00 p.m. on Tuesday, May 2, 2006 in the City Council Chamber, Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 West Hargett Street, Raleigh, N.C.  All Council members were present.  Mayor Meeker called the meeting to order and the following items were discussed with action taken as shown.

BOY SCOUTS - WELCOMED TO THE MEETING

Mayor Meeker recognized the Boy Scout Troop from White Memorial Presbyterian Church and asked them to stand.  Mayor Meeker welcomed them to the meeting.

REQUEST AND PETITIONS OF CITIZENS

UNFIT BUILDING DEMOLITION – 3225 PINECREST DRIVE – 45 DAY EXTENSION GRANTED

Carlos A. Villamarin, 2612 Olender Drive, Durham, pointed out he purchased the property at 3225 Pinecrest Drive on April 12.  He pointed out the City had adopted an ordinance directing demolition of the property but it had not been recorded when he purchased the property.  He is at the meeting to request an extension of time as he is trying to fix the property and save it.  He stated he replaced the roof to keep the property from having further damage but has not done any additional work until he found out if he could get an extension.  He stated he needs about 45 days in order to complete the repairs.

Inspections Director Strickland pointed out the City Council passed an ordinance on March 7, 2006 to require demolition.  Mr. Strickland stated last week he went out to check the property and there was construction going on without a permit so a stop order was issued.  He stated he has no problem with an extension.  Mr. Isley moved approval of a 45-day extension in order to make the repairs at 3225 Pinecrest Drive.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Kekas and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote. See Ordinance 20.

RIGHT-OF-WAY – 3120 TANAGER STREET – REMOVED FROM THE AGENDA

David Ward Jones, representing Mary and Jack Garrison, had requested permission to discuss reclaiming right-of-way adjacent to 3120 Tanager Street.  It was pointed out Mr. Jones had withdrawn the request from the agenda and would come back at a later date.
YOUTH COUNCIL INITIATIVE – REQUEST FOR SUPPORT – RECEIVED

Ralph D. Bolton pointed out he is a new resident in the city.  He has just moved here from New Jersey.  He stated in New Jersey they had a Youth Council Initiative and it was very successful.  He stated it would be good if groups such as this could be authorized to utilize city facilities without charge.  He stated it is a very worthwhile effort and helps in many ways but they just need to be allowed to use the city facilities without charge.

Mayor Meeker stated the Council hears the request from many groups.  He stated once a rent-free use is granted to one nonprofit all others would request the same thing and the precedent setting would not be good.  The comments were received.

Salaam Ismial pointed out he is chair person of the Youth Council Youth Leadership Summit.  He pointed out they were incorporated in North Carolina about a year ago and at that point he came before the Council to request assistance.  He talked about the work of the group and the Leadership Summit and pointed out he had spoken to many nonprofits who would like to utilize the facilities but they cannot afford the rental cost plus the insurance they would have to pay.  He stated if the City would open its facilities to nonprofit at no charge he feels it will save money in the long term.  He stated if they had free access and others had free access they would become more involved and help eliminate some long term problems.  He stated he would come back with some facts and figures and a specific request.  The comments were received.
ENCROACHMENTS – DALE/FILMORE ALLEY – REFERRED TO LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

Martha Green, 1315 Dale Street, explained at the back of her property is a 15-foot wide alley known as the Dale/Filmore Alley.  She stated it is believed that the City intends to close this alley in the near future.  She explained a party and or parties have encroachments in place in this alley.  If these encroachments are not removed from the more easterly half of the alley by the time the alley is closed, it is believe that they may be faced with the prospect of inheriting a property line (trespass) dispute with the encroaching party and/or parties.  She stated also she and her husband believe in the weeks leading up to the closing that adjacent property owners should be able to survey the alley without being impeded by encroachments in at least the half of the alley closest to their property lines so that they may begin to prepare for the way in which this additional land will affect their lots.  She stated for these reasons – to avoid a trespass problem and to be able to survey the alley freely, they believe the encroachments located in the more easterly half of the Dale/Filmore alley should be removed by if not before, the deadline of May 30, 2006.

Mr. Stephenson stated there has been a lot of discussion on this issue and he understands the City Attorney has indicated before the Alley could be closed the encroachments would have to be removed.  Without further discussion the item was referred to Law and Public Safety Committee.  In response to questioning from Mr. Isley, City Attorney McCormick indicated the city would like the alley freed of any encroachments.
COUNCIL COMMITTEE/AGENDA – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Richard P. Nordan, 1315 Dale Street, requested that Council subcommittees adhere to the published agenda in their deliberations.  He stated his concerns stem from the published agenda for the Public Works Committee meeting on April 11, 2006.  On the agenda for that meeting was the topic “unopened alleyway maintenance’ Item 03-39.  He stated he believes this topic was assigned to the Public Works Committee by the City Council in February of 2005 as a result of a controversy surround the property at 2011 Glenwood Avenue.  Mr. Norton pointed out he owns property adjacent to a city alley that is arguably “unopened” this being the Dale/Filmore alley so the topic of  unopened alley maintenance is of interest to him.  Mr. Norton stated he believes the reason the City goes through the trouble of publishing an agenda in the first place is to give citizens notice of when a topic that is of interest to them may become before the Council or one of its subcommittees.  In this particular case the public agenda confused him because he assumed that the Public Works Committee would be discussing unopened alley maintenance and not the possible closure of Dale/Filmore Alley.  He stated he understands that circumstance may evolve between the time the City Council refers an item to committee and the time the committee takes the matter up for public discussion.  In the particular case he is concerned about, he would respectively suggest that when topics are being discussed under a broad agenda topic that the City Council and its committees proceed with caution, knowing that some citizens are taking the public agenda at face value, assuming that the agenda is fully descriptive of the matters to be discussed.
Ms. Taliaferro pointed out the issue of an unopened alley maintenance did not stem from any particular issue.  She stated she made it very clear in the committee discussions that the Dale/Filmore Alley closing issue would not be discussed.  The comments were received without further discussion.

CITY COUNCIL – COMMITTEE AGENDAS – WITHDRAW

Mary Watson Noe had requested permission to discuss clarification of rules and procedures of City Council and City Council committee agendas and assignments.  Ms. Noe had withdrawn her request from the agenda.

DOROTHEA DIX PROPERTY – REQUEST THAT IT BE DESIGNATED A PARK DISTRICT – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Gregory Poole, Jr., pointed out he is a life long resident of the city.  He explained his love for open space and the efforts and the plans on the disposition of the Dorothea Dix property.  He stated at one of the public hearings he met Janis Ramquist and found that their support for maintaining the property as a park district preserving the existing open space was very compatible.  He told of the concept of Friends of Dorothea Dix Park pointing out the property could become a world class park and it could be a county, neighborhood or city park.  It has every attribute needed for a park.  He stated he is very emotional about this piece of land and has been for many years.  He stated he is asking the Council’s support before the General Assembly to declare this property a park.  It is felt that would be the best long-range decision.  He talked about other public private ventures that have been successful and pointed out preserving this property as a park he feels will give an opportunity for the surrounding properties to have increased values, opportunities, etc.  He stated all great cities have parks.  Raleigh has been named a great place to live, work, etc., and this is a wonderful opportunity.  He talked about letting Dix be permitted to exist as we know it and at the end of five to 10 years it could become a park.  He talked about possible efforts and utilization of the NCSU School of Design or a Blue Ribbon Committee to raise funding, etc.  He talked about local efforts such as Yates Mill and Oakview talked about the legacy of our forefathers in creating the city and the legacy they left.  He pointed presented Council members with a packet of information on the efforts and the art concept developed by Friends of Dorothea Dix Park.
Mr. Stephenson pointed out it seems that the design process that has been going on puts all of its attention within the bounds of the Dix property.  He talked about the peripheral property and the need to include that in the studies and called on having the opportunity to expand the scope of the studies so that we could use the Dix property as a focal point and center piece and manage the development around that in a compatible way.

Mr. Crowder pointed out we have a wonderful opportunity to look at the peripheral property around the Dix property and that is through the Southwest planning update that is underway.

Representatives of friends Dorothea Dix asked for the opportunity to present an 8 minute video showing the property with the Mayor indicating there was not time for that at this point.  The video or copies of the video could be provided to Council members.
SOLID WASTE CITATION – 1007 NORTH BEND DRIVE – REFUND AUTHORIZED

Marcie and Keiser, 1007 North Bend Drive, stated she is requesting a refund of $50 for a fine which she paid for Solid Waste Citation #263.  She stated the citation stated if she didn’t pay it by a certain date, there would be another citation for a greater amount, therefore she paid it.  She was then told by the Solid Waste Department that she could appeal for a refund.  She did that and also got information on the rules and regulations so that she would not violate the ordinance again.  She stated there was a very confusion time frames in which to place solid waste at the curb.  She travels for her work.  She stated she had received a letter saying she missed the window of appeal and explained the timing and the inability to do the appeal in the time allowed.

Mr. Isley moved approval of the refund of Solid Waste Citation #263.  His motion was seconded by Mr. West and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

URBAN MINISTRIES – REQUEST OF SUPPORT IN CAPITAL CAMPAIGN – REFERRED TO BUDGET WORK SESSIONS

Ann Burke, 2201-105 Tallon Court, Raleigh, presented the following prepared statement.

I thank you for this opportunity to come before you this evening. I am here tonight as the Executive Director of Urban Ministries of Wake County. I would also like to introduce Chuck Nichols, Chair of our Board, and to acknowledge other members of the Board of Directors and staff who are here with me tonight.

Urban Ministries has been living out its mission to help alleviate the effects of poverty in Wake County by meeting people’s basic needs for food, shelter, and health care for the past 25 years. Through its three programs---the Crisis Intervention Program, the Open Door Clinic, and the Helen Wright Center for Women (formerly the Ark Shelter)---our organization improved the lives of 20,000 people last year alone, 75% of whom live within the City limits.
We come before you this evening to make a capital request of the City of Raleigh in order to expand health care and social service supports for people in Raleigh and Wake County who lack health insurance and other resources to meet their basic needs.
The Crisis Intervention Program and Open Door Clinic, along with our administrative offices, will move to an existing, renovated facility in early 2007.  WakeMed has generously donated $1 million towards this relocation, and committed approximately $1 million in additional funding to pay for a paid physician and physician extender during the first three years of operation.
This incredible commitment from WakeMed underlines the pressing need in our community for additional health care and social service supports for uninsured and low-income people in Wake County.
This move will also allow us to better integrate the services of these two programs and create a seamless service center where someone can come for both health care and social supports. We plan to double the number of patient visits — to 10,000 — within a year of moving. We plan to streamline our intake and eligibility process, offer more intensive health education and wellness programs, use our teaching kitchen to incorporate the food people can get from our food pantry into a healthy diet to combat the effects of chronic illnesses, such as Obesity, Diabetes and Hypertension.  In other words, we plan to treat the whole person and help our clients live the most productive lives possible given individual circumstances.  In our current location on Semart Drive, with its serious physical space limitations, we are not able to do this.
The site of our new location is 1390 Capital Boulevard, the former Harris Wholesale Office Building.  Rather than build something new, our board elected to purchase an existing facility that could be renovated to meet the needs of expanded and more integrated services. 
This two-story building is well designed for our needs. With very few changes on the first floor, we will be able to move our administrative offices and Crisis Intervention Program to this area.
The second floor is completely open, which has allowed us to design an efficient health clinic with a pharmacy, lab, classrooms and room for expansion.

We also plan an addition to the existing building of approximately 4,000 square feet to house a food pantry, teaching kitchen and wellness center.
Capital Boulevard is centrally located and easily accessible to all areas of the City. The new location is less than one and a half miles from our current site. This is especially important for the more than 600 volunteers who provide our services in these programs, as well as for our clients and patients, most of who come from central, south, east and northeast Raleigh.
The projected cost of buying the building, renovating the existing space and building the addition is approximately $2.7 million. With $1 million committed from WakeMed, $100,000 from White Memorial Presbyterian Church, plus an additional $325,000 from the sale of our Semart Drive building, we are left to raise approximately $1.3 million more from the community for the bricks and mortar portion of our total Capital Campaign.
We respectfully ask the City of Raleigh for a commitment of $300,000 over three years to help us meet a total campaign goal of $5 million. The money from the City would be used solely for bricks and mortar, and not go toward the operating reserve we have built into the campaign total.
Enclosed in our materials is a copy of our business plan that includes a listing of other significant sources of support for this capital expansion and anticipated costs of renovation.  Renovation will begin this summer and will last for approximately 6 months. We expect to move in to our new facility by year’s end.
This is the first time in our 25-year history that Urban Ministries has come before the City Council for Capital Support. We thank you very much for the opportunity to appear before you this evening, and we hope that you will grant our request for this one-time capital request. 

Mr. Stevens complimented Urban Ministries for the aray of services they provide and pointed out the number of donors they have attracted speaks well for the group.  The donation of $1 million from WakeMed says a lot.  He stated it seems like a modest request from the number of things they give back to the community.

Without further discussion the item was referred to the Budget Work Session.

WATER CONSERVATION – REQUEST FOR FLEXIBILITY FOR GOLF COURSES – TO BE DISCUSSED ALONG WITH WATER CONSERVATION TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATIONS
Charles M. Borman, Carolinas Golf Course Superintendents Association, explained that is an association of 1,700 members in North and South Carolina.  He stated he is at the meeting representing Brier Creek Country Club, Carolina Country Club and Raleigh Country Club.  He stated they are requesting some flexibility in the current Phase II mandatory restrictions.  He stated he has experts and turf grass specialist with him who would be glad to answer questions.  He explained his interpretation of the present Stage II mandatory restrictions which would allow golf courses to water a total of 14 hours per week but that is based on the odd/even addresses and two cycles on those days.  He stated his request is for flexibility to allow the three country clubs in the City of Raleigh which utilize city water to be able to live within the same amount of water that could be pumped in those time periods but be able to pump that amount of water as they see fit and as needed.  He stated this could lead to a more efficient use of water than what is occurring under the present Stage II mandatory restrictions.  He pointed out currently whether watering is needed or not a group might utilize the water as they are afraid it might not rain and they might not get a chance to water the next day; however, if they are allowed to have some flexibility they could only water when needed.  He stated they would like to have this flexibility and would do a monthly self report to the Public Utilities Department to ensure that are not over utilizing the amount of water.  He pointed out the current ordinance allows watering only at night time but in summer months the greens could get up to 135 degrees at mid day and they are wanting the ability to do light watering during the day.  He went through various scenarios and how giving this flexibility would allow more efficient use of the water.  He talked about the number of employees these clubs have and the number of people they serve.
City Manager Allen pointed out City Administration is recommending lifting the Stage II mandatory restrictions and go back to voluntary conservation and if that occurs the request would be a moot point.  He stated however if the Council keeps the Stage II mandatory restrictions in place what the golf course people are asking would be an exception to the ordinance.  He stated he is sure other organizations could make the same case for similar flexibility.  He stated he understands some may and some may not have equipment to monitor the amount of water being used.
Mr. Craven questioned the cost of replacing a green with it being pointed out it would be $5.00 to $7.00 per square foot, $30,000 to $50,000 to completely rebuild a green, reseeding would be much cheaper but you can reseed only certain times of the year.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out there were some discussions by the Task Force relative to an irrigation certification system.  After brief discussion, the status of Administration’s recommendation on lifting the Stage II restrictions and the fact that a public hearing is scheduled for later in the meeting, Mayor Meeker suggested the request be held and discussed after the hearing on the Water Conservation Task Force recommendations.
INSPECTION REQUIRED REPAIRS – 3 MAIDEN LANE – REFERRED TO LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
Francis McGrail, 2822 Van Dyke Avenue, pointed out he has owned this house for some two years.  He stated in February an inspection was made and a number of violations were found.  He stated they did not realize the seriousness of the situation until that time.  He pointed out the electrical work has been done, the exterior work has been done and the life saving repairs are in place.  He stated the remaining repairs are cosmetic and talked about the requirement for new window panes and various other issues the Inspections Department is requiring to be done.  He stated he needs a 90-day extension.

Inspections Director Strickland indicated after the tragic fire occurred on Groveland Avenue a call came in relative to the location on Maiden Lane.  He stated when the inspections were made other issues came up.  He stated this property has been functioning for many years as a single-family dwelling but now it is being used as a fraternity house and that changes everything as the commercial code requirements have to be met.  He stated there are a number of problems with this property and it may be that the Council would want to put it in committee and look at the issues.  He stated Inspections had looked at it from a residential not a commercial dwelling.  After brief discussion it was agreed to refer the issue to Law and Public Safety Committee but prior to the Committee taking up the item, the property owner and the Inspections Director could have discussions on what is being required.

DAYCARE – CHATHAM LANE – NO ACTION TAKEN

Mary Overby was at the meeting requesting that the Council change the law that gives zoning the authority to step in and change laws pertaining to family childcare that have already been adopted by the Department of Child Development.  She stated the zoning laws only apply to certain parts of Wake County and questioned why the situation exists.  She stated she had contacted most of the surrounding areas in North Carolina and other states and not one has stated that zoning could change laws already adopted by the Department of Child Development.  Some of the States did not understand how zoning could have the preeminence in North Carolina over the governing body, Department of Child Development.  She stated all she is asking is that the City of Raleigh treat them the same way that family providers in Cary, Garner and other surrounding areas are being treated.  She stated she owns two family child care homes that have been given a license by both zoning and the Department of Child Development.  Since license for homes she has been told by Zoning that she would have to close one of the homes unless the City Council amends the zoning regulations.  She stated she is already in jeopardy of loosing one of her homes because of a mistake made by zoning and she has it in writing.  She stated the business is incorporated and she is asking that the Council help her keep the two current businesses even if she cannot open another home at this time.  Her plans are to operate as many homes as possible.  She stated she is due to renew her license and she owns the home and thought she could operate both homes as she was given a permit but is now told that she cannot.  She stated this is causing her undue financial hardship.  She is loosing a lot.
Inspections Director Strickland indicated the City Council looked at this issue in February.  Ms. Overby came in and applied for a family childcare and pointed out in order to operate a family childcare one must live in the home and have no outside employees.  Ms. Overby wanted two locations, she lives in one and the other was to be operated by her son; however, that did not occur.  He stated she could request an in-home daycare for 6 or more children.  She has the opportunity to apply for a daycare at this location.  Ms. Overby indicated she was told her son’s wife could take over the location but Zoning said no.  She stated she was told by the former Inspections Director that it would be hard to turn the second location into a childcare center so she took his advice and decided to wait.
Shirley Brown indicated she is in support of Ms. Overby’s request.  She stated she is a victim of similar actions.  She stated what she is trying to do is to have a meeting between the City and the Department of Childcare so that we can discuss some of the issues.  She stated they are caught in the middle and cannot get the issue resolved.  It would be good to have a joint meeting.  Mr. West pointed out this issue has been discussed a number of times.  He stated as he understands in-home daycares allow a person to live in a home and have x number of children without going through the special use permit process.  Mr. Strickland pointed out that is correct and he explained the provisions for an in-home daycare, when you need a special use permit to operate a daycare and the rules in general.  The rules and regulations were discussed with it being pointed out the person can have more than five children but they have to go through the Board of Adjustment to get a special use permit.  Ms. Brown pointed out when you are talking about a special use permit that takes them out of the family daycare arena.  She stated they want to be able to stay in the family day care arena but keep the number of children authorized by the State.  She stated they should be able to operate according to Child Development rules and regulations without having a special use permit.  No further action was taken.
MATTERS SCHEDULED FOR PUBLIC HEARING

WATER CONSERVATION TASK FORCE – RECOMMENDATIONS – HEARING – TO BE PLACED ON MAY 16 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM

This was a hearing to receive public comment on the various recommendations of the Water Conservation Task Force.  Council members had received a copy of the recommendations in their agenda packet.
Mary Brice, Co-chair of the Water Conservation Task Force, went over the recommendations and touched on the proposed irrigation certification program, conservation staff, proposed water conservation rates, year round conservation, proposed rates and explained the Task Force thinking behind the various recommendations.  The Mayor opened the hearing to the public.
Attorney Richard Carlton, Green Industry Council, explained that group represents thousands of jobs in the turf, flowers, grass, etc.  He commended the Task Force on their work pointing out his group was always welcomed.  He spoke in support of the Task Force’s recommendations and spoke to the things that will help their industry.  He also spoke in support of the presentation relative to golf courses and the need for flexibility.  He stated his group is ready to work with the City on implementing any of the recommendations.

Daniel Currin, Green Industry Council, applauded the Task Force and their hard work.  He too talked about some things that need to be worked on as it relates to the Green Industry.  He spoke in support of the irrigation certification program and concurred with the comments made by the golf course representatives.  He stated he too looks forward to working with the Council on any new ordinances.
Jim Garvey, 704 Currituck Drive, spoke in support of the Task Force suggestions.  He stated he is very pleased as a business person at the wiliness of the Task Force to take into consideration the various professions and their willingness to conserve.  He talked about drip irrigation, landscape establishment and irrigation certification and called on the City to give the professionals a chance to utilize their skills and to not single out one particular industry to bear the blunt of conservation.  He as a homeowner also appreciates the efforts of the City and being good stewards of our water.  He again stated it is good to let people utilize the professional skills as sometimes irrigation systems are much more efficient.
John Marmorato, 7102 Proctor Hill Drive, indicated he is president of the Irrigation Association of North Carolina.  He talked about the Irrigation Certification Program, commended the Task Force on a great job and stated, we need a water conservation policy in the city that is fair and equitable.  He stated one of the problems with the present policy is the lack of differentiation between commercial and residential projects.  He stated it is easy for a resident to water or follow the current policy but it is difficult for commercial to work within the windows of irrigation.  He talked about the possibility of reducing the water window which could lead to overuse as people try to put down as much water as possible when they are allowed to water and may sometimes over water as they feel the supply will not be there long.  He commended everyone for the open dialogue between the groups.

Sue Vaughn, Skycrest Drive questions what will happen if we take the restrictions off and have another draft.  She questioned all of the construction going on in the area and whether we have enough water to support our needs and we continue to allow building.

Sharon Hazouri, 2802 Mayview Road, Vice Chair of the Capital Sierra Club called on the City to do whatever possible to help preserve our precious drinking water.  She endorsed the recommendations of the Task Force and congratulated them on a job well done.  She called on the Council to adopt all of the recommendations pointing out there are a number of ways to conserve water and they all begin with us.

Charles M. Borman, applauded the work of the Task Force.  He pointed out his group did not have a seat at the table and they came to the table a little late.  He presented information as it relates to amount of water utilization calculations of the three country clubs – Brier Creek, Carolina and Raleigh Country Clubs as compared to home-spray irrigation systems.  He went over the information showing the amount of water use under the various conservation rules.  He stated they have concern relative to pumping capacity pointing out as the water use restrictions are currently proposed they could not distribute enough water through their irrigation systems in the time allotted to maintain turf grass health.  He stated as an example a homeowner on a ½ acre lot with a spray irrigation system could distribute .93 inches of water per week under the proposed Stage I restrictions.  In the same week, Brier Creek could distribute only .66 inches of water, Carolina Country Club could distribute only .45 inches of water and Raleigh Country Club could distribute only .71 inches of water.  Under the proposed Stage II restrictions, a homeowner could distribute .62 inches of water per week; Brier Creek .44 inches, Carolina Country Club .30 inches and Raleigh Country Club .47 inches.  The second concern relates to flexibility.  He stated through an odd/even methodology of water conservation can lead to water savings among homeowners and those with less sophisticated outdoor irrigation systems it can also lead to inefficient use of water.  He stated Brier Creek, Carolina and Raleigh Country Clubs all have the latest in irrigation control systems which allow precise water distribution, maximize the most efficient use of water.  Water is used most efficiently when the right amount is applied at the most appropriate time of need.  In many situations golf course superintendents can be more effective with a little water on a regular basis than if they were to have large amounts on a scheduled basis.  He called on everyone to work together to come up with a better plan.  He stated he had other people available to answer questions.
Doug Lowe, Certified Gulf Course Superintendent with the Greensboro Country Club, explained how they worked with the City of Greensboro in 2001 and 2002.  He told of their water situation and how they work together to create and develop new rules and regulations.  He talked about the need to have the flexibility to water at certain times, the need to develop rules and how they develop rules that are enforceable.  He called on the Council to look at rules based on percentage reduction.

Bill Padget, 1213 Dixie Trail, stated while he does not play golf nor belong to a golf club, he would support the comments made by representatives of the clubs.  He stated there are businesses that rely on water in a different way than residential.  He questioned the proposal relating to residential rates, how they will be applied pointing out a single person or a couple would probably never reach the maximum.  He expressed concern and the need to do a little more work on this issue.

Charles Kirk, stated he has lived in Raleigh some 55 years.  He is not a business man and is not representing anyone but himself.  He expressed appreciation to the City for what they have done to help conserve water.  He expressed concern however that the City has given preferential treatment to businesses over the private homeowner.  He stated he is a self-reliant person and likes to do things himself but under the restrictions in place, he cannot wash his own car or pressure wash his deck but he can go or have a professional do it for him.  He stated he lives in a very affluent neighborhood and he sees neighbors sprinkling to the maximum of their ability.  They were being given permission to fill their swimming pools yet he could not even wash his car.  He stated he does not understand how he could not do these things himself using city water but could pay someone to use city water to do it for him.  He stated it seems that the issue isn’t water conservation but toward helping those types of businesses at the expense of other things.

Russell Canipe pointed out he runs a service station on Louisburg Road and has done so since 1960.  He stated he was given a ticket for washing cars at his service station.  He has been doing it for 45 years so he feels he is a professional business person and does not understand why he got a ticket.
No one else asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.

Mayor Meeker pointed out the Task Force made 31 recommendations and the Public Utilities Department had provided Council members with information on the recommendations.  He pointed out there is some policy issues that he feels need to be addressed such as looking at the number of stages in water conservation we should have in times of draught; should we have year around conservation methods; should we have conservation rates above certain usage; how to address the golf course concerns/suggestions, should they be on percentage or some other accommodations.  He stated may be the City Council could take up these four policy issues as a special item at the May 16, agenda and then after addressing those four issues then possibly the other recommendations could be sent to Public Works Committee for further discussion.

Ms. Taliaferro pointed out there are several things that we may be able to implement quickly.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned the golf course suggestions and recommendations and whether they should be acted on at this point.  City Manager Allen pointed out if we go to voluntary conservation their questions would be moot.

Mayor Meeker pointed out it is a very serious situation and the draught is not over; however the lake is full and people will be asking to go back to voluntary conservation.  He pointed out the Task Force had made recommendations as to when to move from voluntary to mandatory conservation methods and visa versa and he feels we would be at that point now.  He stated we have water supply that will take us into the end of the year and he feels if the citizens conserve by not watering more than twice a week, use spray hoses to wash cars, etc. he feels we could move to the voluntary conservation at this point.

At this point the Council discussed the Mayor’s motion to lift mandatory restrictions.  See Minutes under Water Conservation at the beginning of the meeting which shows the Council voted to go to voluntary conservation.

By consensus it was agreed to place the recommendation of the Task Force on the May 16th agenda to look at the four points mentioned by the Mayor and have further discussion at that point.

STREET IMPROVEMENTS – FAYETTEVILLE STREET, PENMARC DRIVE AND SUMMIT AVENUE – HEARING – RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING PROJECT ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider widening Fayetteville Street from Wilmington Street to the bridge over Rocky Branch Creek varying from a 33 foot to 41 foot street on a 50 to 60 foot right-of-way with sidewalk on the west side and a multi-purpose path on a portion of the east side; extending Penmarc Drive from existing Penmarc Drive at Green Street to Fayetteville Street consisting of a 41 foot street on a 60 foot right-of-way with sidewalk along the north side and widening Summit Avenue from Gilbert Avenue to the proposed Penmarc Drive Extension consisting of a 31 foot street on a 60 foot right-of-way.  Assessments will apply.
Engineer Sylvester Percival gave a detailed explanation of the project utilizing colored coded maps showing the location of the improvements and discussions which took place in the public meetings.  He talked about the request for a signal at the intersection of Penmarc and Saunders but pointed out Staff does not feel the warrants are there at this point.  He stated we are over budget with this project mainly because of increase in cost of construction materials.  He stated they are looking at utilizing left over monies from other projects to supplement the budget on this project.  The Mayor opened the hearing.

Connie Crumpler, Gilbert Avenue, indicated they are very excited about the Fayetteville and Penmarc improvements.  She stated they do have a lot of commercial traffic between South Saunders Street and Fayetteville Street and they feel with these improvements it will increase; therefore, they definitely need a signal at the intersection of Penmarc and Fayetteville Street.  She stated it is already difficult to get in and out and the improvements will probably make that worse.

Mary Bell Pate, 2506 Crestline Drive, indicated it is very frustrating that it has taken this long to get to this project.  She talked about improvements being made in the area including Greg Hatem’s work or proposed work at the water plant.  She talked about all of the improvements in the downtown area, Dix property, etc.  She stated it has been six years since this project was approved in the bond issue and it is time to move forward.

Brenda Lovett, Summit Avenue, pointed out she lives on a gravel street and she is glad that it is going to be improved but does not understand why she has to pay for it.  The assessment procedures and policies were discussed.

John Reeves, Jr., and Jason Hibbets, 2140 Ramsgate Street spoke in support of the proposal.

No one else asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Crowder moved adoption of a resolution directing the project as advertised.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Kekas and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 884.

SIDEWALK INSTALLATION – SIERRA DRIVE – HEARING – RESOLUTION DIRECTING PROJECT ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider the installation of approximately 515 feet of sidewalk on the north side of Sierra Drive from Lineberry Drive to approximately 100 feet east of Goshawk Lane with assessments at $6 per abutting foot to apply.  The hearing is pursuant to petition, resolution of intent, advertisement and notification as required by law.  The Mayor opened the hearing.

Jason Hibbets, 2140 Ramsgate Street, expressed appreciation to the Council for considering the petition and the opportunity to improve their neighborhood with the proposed sidewalk project.  He expressed appreciation to Michelle Greenwood and Bryan Butler for their help and dedication in getting the petition submitted.  He stated none of them are direct stakeholders or residents along the street.  He told of the difficulties they encountered in getting the correct information because of accuracies within the Wake County Real Estate records.  He told of the problems he had in tracking down some of the people and pointed out he is hoping these experiences can be cross-pollinated when the Council is making considerations for strengthening the PROP Ordinance, explaining absentee land owners are difficult to find sometimes.  He stated he was sharing the experience so that the Council could appreciate how much they value the proposed sidewalk project and they look forward to having improved safety, interconnectivity and walk-ability in their neighborhood.  He requested a painted crosswalk at the intersection of Lineberry Drive and Sierra Drive upon approval of the proposed sidewalk as it will further enhance the safety of this already popular walkway and help promote pedestrian friendliness in their neighborhood.  No one else asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.

Mr. Crowder moved adoption of a resolution directing the project as advertised and asked the City Manager to check on the possibility of the painted crosswalk.  His motion was seconded by Mayor Meeker and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 885.
SIDEWALK REPAIRS – 409 KINSLEY STREET – HEARINGS – RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider adoption of a resolution directing sidewalk repairs at 409 Kinsey Street.  If the repairs are authorized, the actual cost will be assessed against the adjacent property owner pursuant to Section 6-2023 of the Raleigh City Code.  The Mayor opened the hearing, no one asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Ms. Taliaferro moved adoption of a resolution directing the repairs as outlined.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 886.
SIDEWALK INSTALLATION – VARIOUS LOCATIONS – HEARING – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider adoption of a resolution directing the following sidewalk projects with assessments at the rate of $6 per foot to apply.

a. Blue Ridge Road, west side, from north of Crabtree Valley Drive to Crabtree Bridge

b. Blue Ridge Road, west Side, from Reedy Creek Road to Fairmeadow Lane

c. Creedmoor Road, west side, from Mapleton Lane to Sawmill Road

d. Hollenden Drive, west side, from New Hope Road to Grey Harbor Drive

e. Hollenden Drive, east side, from New Hope Road to 100 feet north of New Hope Road

f. MLK Jr. Boulevard, south side, from Rock Quarry Road to Raleigh Boulevard

g. Millbrook Road, north side, from Old Wake Forest Road to approximately 400 feet west of Atlantic Avenue

h. Millbrook Road, south side, from Old Wake Forest Road to Rail Road Track (approximately 600 feet)

i. South Person Street, west side, from MLK Jr. Boulevard to Lenoir Street

j. Spring Forest Road, south side, from Capital Boulevard to Casa Del Rey
The Mayor opened the hearing on each location.  No one asked to be heard on any of the locations therefore the hearings were closed.  Mr. Isley moved adoption of resolutions directing the sidewalk projects as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolutions 887, 888, 889, 890, 891, 892, 893 and 894.
ASSESSMENT ROLLS – VARIOUS – HEARINGS – RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED

This was hearing to consider adoption of resolutions confirming the following preliminary assessment rolls.
a. Paving AR 905-Tryon Road Widening Part A according to charges outlined in Resolution 2006-853 adopted on April 4, 2006.

b. Paving AR 905A-Tryon Road Widening Part A according to charges outlined in Resolution 2006-854 adopted on April 4, 2006.

c. Sidewalk AR 361-Tryon Road Widening Part A according to charges outlined in Resolution 2006-855 adopted on April 4, 2006.

d. Sidewalk AR 361A-Tryon Road Widening Part A according to charges outlined in Resolution 2006-856 adopted on April 4, 2006.

e. Paving AR 906-Transylvania Avenue according to charges outlined in Resolution 2006-857 as amended adopted on April 4, 2006.

f. Sewer AR 1301-Cooper Road according to charges outlined in Resolution 2006-858 adopted on April 4, 2006.

The Mayor opened the hearing on each location, no one asked to be heard thus the hearings were closed.  Mr. Isley moved adoption of Resolutions confirming the various assessments rolls as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolutions 895, 896, 897, 898, 899 and 900.
Adjournment:  There being no further business, Mayor Meeker announced the meeting adjourned at 9:30 p.m.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk
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