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 BUDGET & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

The Budget and Economic Development Committee of the City of Raleigh met in regular session at 11:00 a.m. on Tuesday, December 9, 2014, in Room 305, of the Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 West Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina, with the following present.

Committee




Staff

Mayor McFarlane


City Manager Hall
Councilor Crowder


City Attorney McCormick

Councilor Stephenson


Budget & Management Services Director Munro
Councilor Weeks


Parks Superintendent Wayne Schindler

Mayor McFarlane called the meeting to order and the following items were discussed with action taken as shown.  

Item 1302 – Park Maintenance.  Budget and Management Services Director Joyce Munro explained this item was referred to committee through citizen participation during the August 5, 2014 Council meeting.  The group of citizens had a presentation regarding invasive plant management and asked the Council to devote resources for maintenance of neighborhood and pocket parks to control invasive plant species.  She pointed out staff has reviewed and has made a recommendation to identify cross section of 10 to 12 selective park and greenway locations (including the four open space parks referenced by the concerned citizens) and engage a consultant to consist with an inventory of invasive species, review best practices, develop a management plan for these locations and assessing associated resources as necessary to implement and sustain the plan.  Continue items of the current volunteer program for invasive management in city parks and greenways is also recommended.
Park Superintendent Wayne W. Schindler pointed out Council members had received the following memorandum with various alternatives.  He provided an introduction to the item and general agreements among staff and the concerned citizens and highlighted the following executive summary.  
What Is Requested?
It is requested that the Budget and Economic Development Committee review and provide feedback on options and a staff recommendation for addressing invasive plant management issues.

Background:
A group of concerned citizens made a presentation at the August 5, 2014 City Council meeting requesting that the Council allocate additional resources for maintenance of neighborhood and pocket parks (Fallon Park, Cooleemee Park, Cowper Drive Park and Marshall Street Park).  The attached executive summary, report and PowerPoint summarize our findings, provide options and recommend a course of action.

Previous Council Action:
Council referred this issue to the BED Committee on August 5, 2014.

Recommendation:
The department recommends identifying a cross-section of 10-12 selected park and greenway locations (including the four open space parks referenced by the concerned citizens) and engaging a consultant (a one-time funding source will identified through the FY16 budget process) to assist with the following:

· Develop an inventory of the invasive species on these selected properties;

· Review best practices in invasive plant management; and

· Develop an invasive species management plan for these locations and assess associated resources necessary to implement and sustain the plan.

As this work is being undertaken, the City will continue its current program of utilizing volunteers for invasive plant management in city parks and greenways on both an individual project basis and through the Adopt-a-Park Program.

Pros:
· Establish baseline for understanding of best management practices and overall strategy that could applied to other properties over time.

· Phased approach that could be expanded to other city park and greenway properties.

· Test efficacy through implementation and data collection over time.

Cons:
· No consideration of other public/private property; 
· limited impact.
· Staff resource impact; 
· additional funding required for herbicide applications.
Alternative 1:  Continue current program of utilizing volunteers for invasive plant management in city parks and greenways on both an individual project basis and through the Adopt-a-Park Program

Pros:
· No additional funding required;
· Potential to develop volunteer program specific to the issue.
· Integrate a public education program to address problem on other public and private property throughout the City.
Cons:
· Limited Impact: no guarantee of control on property outside of city parks and greenways; voluntary participation.
· If volunteer program expanded additional funds would be needed:  pruning tools, herbicide, etc.  Staff time to coordinate projects.

Alternative 2:  Undertake a comprehensive assessment and develop a citywide management plan.  Request funds for consultant services (estimated at $125K) to assist with the following:
· Inventory invasive species on park, greenway and other municipal properties, review need to include private property and property controlled by other agencies determine possible options and costs and develop a prioritized management plan including a public education component.

· Determine program structure, associated resources necessary to implement and sustain the plan.
Pros:
· Broader understanding of magnitude of the problem citywide.
· Ability to prioritize and apply resources to critical areas.

· Potential for partnership with other government agencies, private sector.

Cons:
· Cost to establish and sustain a comprehensive program.
· May require changes or additions to city code; enforcement capability.
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This is a prepared response to the citizen request for increased maintenance related to invasive plant management in natural areas of parks with riparian buffers.  These parks include Fallon Park, Cooleemee Park, Cowper Drive Park (Potomac Park), and Marshall St. Park.

The function of these parks is to provide green relief in urban residential areas, stormwater filtration, wildlife habitat and recreational opportunities while serving an integral role in creating a healthy urban ecosystem.
Based on the following presentation to City Council on August 5, 2014, conversation with interested citizens and the current electronic petition effort, there is an indication that general maintenance of these parks may not be sufficient:

“I am working with several volunteers in the 5 Points area with a goal to help P&R acquire additional resources.  We feel that the dept. or division is under resourced, and we will ask City Council to help find resources to make it easier for your department to do its very essential job in maintaining the neighborhood and pocket parks.  The Adopt-A-Park program needs additional help, and we won’t get that help f we don’t ask the Council to deem parks maintenance a priority.”
In a nutshell, our concern is that the City doesn’t provide enough resources to keep vines cleaned up in neighborhood and pocket parks.  Fallon and Cowper Drive are two examples where the ivy and other vines have overgrown trees and provide hiding places for copperheads and other vermin.  We will be asking City Council to consider providing more resources to Parks & Rec for ark cleanup and maintenance.  Adopt-a-Park provides 2 cleanups a year, which is not sufficient.  These have been concerns in odder neighborhoods for many years.  Thank you fro all you and your staff do.  We just want more cleanup, that’s all.”

“Thank you to the City staff for its conscientious work in maintaining our beautiful local parks.”
Department staff continues to work with citizen volunteers to address invasive plant management concerns in our natural open spaces parks.  Staff’s attached report provides the following information:
· Current resource allocation and general maintenance practices,

· Invasive plant management options and limitations

· Summary of current efforts through he Adopt-a-Park Program and

· Management program options for consideration

To summarize:

Current Resource Allocation/maintenance Practices

Four of the five identified open space parks fall within District 4 of the Parks Division.  This unit is allocated 7 fulltime staff and 1 part-time stall.  The unit maintains 35 park locations totaling 228 acres.  These include Fletcher Park, Jaycee Park, Glen Eden Park, Laurel Hills Park, Kiwanis Park, etc.

· Mowing Maintenance: (general 3 week mowing cycle):  Tasks include litter pick up, mow the edges of the wooded areas and open turf areas, edge concrete curbs and sidewalks, debris collection and removal, service trash receptacles.  Maintains light lines and visual access to the interior of open space where possible.  High quality irrigated turf mowed weekly; priority turf at Fletcher Park and Jaycee Park mowed biweekly.

· Horticultural Maintenance: Monthly herbicide application to control weed growth in park landscapes.  Inspection of park trees for potential hazards. Daily tasks include planting and mulching of sign beds and other local areas with annual and perennial plants, plant sanitation and pruning
· Special Event Preparation: Clean picnic shelters, pick up trash, mow common areas, etc. prior to weekend rentals and events

Invasive Plant Management
· Invasive plant populations are a serious management concern across the country and within the State of North Carolina. They can be managed but in most cases it is unrealistic to set a goal of eradication.

· The Best proven approach is to develop a plan that indulges early detection and rapid response to protect native populations and is based on acceptable thresholds.

· There are a variety of management options, but in most cases the aggressive and persistent nature of these plants will require a multi-treatment and multi-year approach.

· The use of goats as a viable control method is questionable within Neuse river Buffer areas.

Adopt-a-Park Program
· Volunteer projects to manage invasive species vegetation (123 projects between 2009-2014)

· 1,756 participants and $87,447 value

· Fallon Park:  15 projects between 2010-2014

· Cowper Drive Park:  9 projects between 2011-2014

Options for Consideration
· Option 1:  Continue current program of utilizing volunteers for invasive plant management in city parks and greenways on both an individual project basis and through the Adopt-a-Park Program.

· Option 2:  identify a cross-section 10-12 selected park and greenway locations to include the four open space parks.  Request funds for consultant (one-time funding to be identified through the FY 16 budget process) to assist with the following:

· Develop an inventory of the invasive species on these selected properties;

· Review best practices in invasive plant management; and

· Develop an invasive species management plan for these locations and assess associated resources necessary to implement and sustain the plan.

· Continue current program of utilizing volunteers for invasive plant management in city parks and greenways on both an individual project basis an trough the adopt-a-Park Program

· Option 3:  Undertake a comprehensive assessment and develop a citywide management plan.  Request funds for consultant services (estimated at $125K) to assist with the following:
· Inventory invasive species on park, greenway and other municipal properties, review need to include private property and property controlled by other agencies, determine possible options and cots and develop a prioritized management plan including a public education component

· Determine program structure, associated resources necessary to implement and sustain the Planning Commission recommendation Upheld on Consent Agenda Isley/West - 7 ayes (Baldwin absent and excused). Continue current program of utilizing volunteers for invasive plant management in city parks and greenways on both an individual project basis and through the Adopt-a-Park Program

Department Recommendation:  Option 2 (including continued use of volunteers to manage invasive).

Report Prepared by:  Wayne Schindler, Parks Superintendent, Sally Thigpen, Assistant Parks Superintendent, and Nell Wisenbaker, Acting Supervisor District 4

Parks Superintendent Schindler indicated invasive plant management is an extensive problem across the country, state and Wake County.  The State has indentified 544 invasive plants in North Carolina, 280 of which are in Wake County.  He stated it doesn’t only impact parks and open spaces, but all city owned land pointing out the City’s Parks and Recreation Department in charge of the largest part of the City’s holdings; however, other city departments are involved such as Public Works, Public Utilities, etc.  He pointed out we have over 40 parks, over 100 miles of greenway trails and 3,800 acres of greenway property, 13.8 acres of FEMA lots and 12.2 acres of small areas.   He went over the current approaches, talked about the problems of management which include fast growth, high fruit production, rapid vegetative spread, various eradication methods, locations, etc.  
Mayor McFarlane talked about the options outlined with Mr. Schindler pointing out the volunteer program would be continued regardless of which option the City chooses.  Mr. Schindler talked about the various options and how they would be carried out if selected.  The pros and cons of each option were touched on with various committee members talking about the merits of the various options but the feeling that they are leaning toward Option 2.  The use of volunteers was talked about and representatives of the group who brought the issue to Council presented additional information and recommendations on staff comments stating they would be happy to continue to work with staff on any of the options (Clerk’s Note their report indicated support of Option 3 however they do not object to Option 2 but have concerns about the burden being placed on Parks and Recreation staff).  Mayor McFarlane moved approval of Option 2.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  
Stones Warehouse.  Budget and Management Services Director Munro gave a history of this item starting with Community Development issuing a request for expressions of interest for the redevelopment of Stone’s Warehouse site in January 2014.  Seven proposals were presented to the BED Committee for review and guidance for a final request for proposals which was issued on August 5, 2014.  The three proposals received by the October 8, 2014 deadline were deemed responsive and are being presented to the Committee for consideration.  

What Is Requested?

That the Committee reviews the results of the panel review of the three proposals received for the redevelopment of the Stone’s Warehouse property, located at 500 E. Davie Street, and approve the recommendation of the Housing and Neighborhoods Department.

Background:
A request for Expressions of Interest was issued in January of this year with submittals due on February 28.  The seven submittals received were presented to the Budget and Economic Development Committee (BED) at which time the Community Development Division requested guidance on several site priorities that would help shape the final Request for Proposals (RFP).  The guidance from the Committee included priorities for requiring preservation of the historic Stone’s Warehouse structure, mixed use development (with housing being a required component and some degree of affordable housing being a desired objective) and keeping the Rex Senior Health Center on site or, at a minimum, assisting with the relocation of the Center.  Additionally, the guidance from the BED Committee included a recommendation to rezone the Stone’s Warehouse site as Neighborhood Mixed Use – 3 stories – Urban Limited (NX-3-UL) which is consistent with Comprehensive Plan policies outlined in the Olde East Raleigh Small Area Plan.

Proposals:

On August 5, 2014, the final RFP was issued.  Three proposals were received by the October 8, 2014 due date and all three were deemed by the Department to be responsive.

Transfer Company, LLC:

Submitted by Jason Queen, Dr. Matt Flynn, Will Jeffers, Steve Schuster (Clearscapes), Jason Widen (HQ Raleigh) and Clancy & Theys.  It should be noted that DHIC was a part of the original RFEI submittal but withdrew from the RFP submittal citing development restrictions which made an affordable housing element difficult.

· The development proposal includes a mix of uses as directed by the Comprehensive Plan Small Area Plan including:  food production hub anchored by existing local businesses, a community hall and gathering space, a micro production facility/restaurant, a neighborhood grocery and café and 16 market rate townhouses.

· The proposed development will not accommodate the Rex Senior Health Center onsite but will assist them in relocation efforts.

· The proposed development includes housing but does not commit to meet any affordable housing thresholds due to development restrictions imposed by the RFP.

· The proposed development and resulting building form preserves and renovates the historic warehouse and adjacent older structures while not overshadowing those structures with proposed additions.  It maintains a height (3 stories) compatible with the surrounding neighborhood and suggested by the Small Area Plan.  It successfully transitions a mixed use development into the primarily residential character of the neighborhood.

· Letters of commitment from future tenants were included in the proposal.

AACRE Properties:
Submitted by Jim Anthony (AACRE), Woody Coley (AACRE), Kelvin Dumas (Colliers International), Rick Amon (Colliers International), JDavis Architects, Choate Construction and Kane Residential.

· The development proposal includes a mix of uses as directed by the Comprehensive Plan Small Area Plan including:  a grocery store and accessory restaurant, medical office, 200 apartment units served by private amenities such as fitness center, pool, community garden and a rooftop deck.

· The proposed development will accommodate the Rex Senior health Center onsite (3,000 sq. ft. proposed; 5,000 sq. ft. existing) at market rate but has not located the facility on proposed building plans.

· The proposed development includes rental housing (200 units) and commits to build 10-20 affordable rental units.

· The proposed development and resulting building form preserves the street facing façade and steel structure of the historic warehouse and removes all older structures on the site.  The proposed height (5 stories) is not compatible with the surrounding neighborhood or the heights suggested by the Small Area Plan (2-3 story).  The resulting building mass overshadows the warehouse structure and occupies the entire block.

· The proposal will require acquisition of additional property (not owned by the City on the south side of the block) and subsequent demolition of the existing single-family homes located there.

Empire Properties:
Submitted by Greg Hatem (Empire), Stephen Porterfield (Capital Associates), Brett Muller (Capital Associates), Gordon Smith (The Wood Pile, LLC), Maurer Architecture and Raleigh Durham Construction Company.

· The development proposal includes a mix of uses as directed by the Comprehensive Plan Small Area Plan including:  a charter school, medical office, 49 apartment units (of which 30% are proposed to be affordable), a community center (including a city history; cultural museum and community kitchen) and a 500 seat music venue.

· The proposed development will accommodate the Rex Senior Health Center by retaining a 5,000 sq. ft. space located on the site plan. However, the submittal was silent on proposed rental rates.

· The proposed development includes rental housing (49 units) of which 30% (15 units) will be dedicated as affordable rental units.

· The proposed development and resulting building form preserves the street facing facades of all existing structures and the exterior walls and steel structure of the historic warehouse.  The proposed height (3-4 stories) is in places not compatible with the heights suggested by the Small Area Plan (2-3 story).  The resulting building mass engulfs the warehouse structure.

· No information was provided as to the funding for community related uses (such as the museum, heritage trail or music hall)

· Specific commitments from major tenants of this development while stated generally were not provided.

· Project financing and development team financial information was not provided.

Each of the proposals were reviewed and scored by the following City staff:  Britni Edwards, George Adler, Shawn McNamara and Hillary Leacock (Community Development Division), Martha Lauer (Planning and Development), Grant Meacci (Urban Design Center) and James Sauls (Economic Development).  On November 7, the panel convened at which time individual scores were reported and recorded.  It should be noted that each reviewer independently ranked the proposals in the same order, which resulted from the averaging of the independent scores.

Stones Warehouse RFP Scoring

	
	Possible Points
	Transfer Company, LLC
	AACRE Properties
	Empire Properties

	Transmittal Letter
	2
	2
	2
	2

	Development Team Members
	5
	4.71
	4.57
	3

	Developer Experience
	5
	3.71
	4.57
	3.14

	Developer History, Financial Position and Abilities
	4
	3.43
	3.71
	2.29

	Financing
	8
	6.14
	4.86
	1.29

	Proposed Associate Team Members
	3
	3
	2.57
	1.71

	Preservation of Stone’s Warehouse
	15
	14
	8
	10

	Mixed Use Site
	10
	9.29
	7
	6.14

	Housing Element*
	10
	2
	2
	7

	Rex Senior Health Center
	4
	2
	2.57
	2.71

	Development Specifics
	10
	8.71
	6.86
	6.43

	Building Proposal
	10
	9
	5.57
	5.43

	Project Schedule
	5
	4
	3.57
	2.43

	Statement of MWBE Participation
	4
	4
	2.86
	3

	Sustainable/Green Construction
	5
	4.43
	3.86
	3.86

	Proof of Concept (10 bonus Pts.)
	10
	7.29
	0.57
	0

	Total
	110
	87.71
	65.14
	60.43


*No housing (0 points), housing element (2 points), 15% affordable units (4 points), 30% affordable units (7 points), 50% affordable units (10 points)

In the RFP, responders were asked to clearly indicate their intentions with regard to the retention of the Rex Senior Health Center.  Associated possible points were 0 points for no assistance to the Center, 2 points for assistance to the Center in relocating and 4 points for maintaining the Center on site.

Zoning:

Currently, the Housing and Neighborhoods Department has an open zoning case (Z-25-14) which would rezone the entire Stone’s Warehouse assemblage to NX-3-UL.  The zoning case has been placed on hold pending a review of the proposals to ensure that all proposed uses can be accommodated by the new proposed zoning.  Upon review of the Transfer Company, LLC proposal, Planning and Development staff have advised that some proposed uses may not be accommodated by the NX-3-UL zoning.  The proposed brewery will require and the chocolate production area may require an Industrial Mixed Use (IX) zoning to accommodate those proposed light industrial uses.  As such, to accommodate the uses presented by the Transfer Company, LLC, the zoning application may need to be amended.  Revisions to the zoning case would be defined in future conversations with the Transfer Company, LLC and presented to Planning Commission and City Council through the rezoning process.

Recommendation:

The Housing and Neighborhoods Department recommends that City Council approves the selection of Transfer Company, LLC for the redevelopment of the Stone’s Warehouse site and authorize the Department to coordinate the preparation of a Purchase Agreement specifying the terms and conditions of the property sale for subsequent consideration by Council.  Additionally, the housing and Neighborhoods Department recommends that the zoning application be amended to include a split zoning with conditions to accommodate the proposed uses submitted by Transfer Company, LLC.

Director Munro went over the three proposals and the committee’s recommendation.  
The three proposals were discussed and presented by Housing and Neighborhoods Director Larry Jarvis and Grant Meacci of the Urban Design Center.  They talked about how the projects were evaluated, the scoring and how they fit the Comprehensive Plan.  Brief discussion took place on what is meant by food production area.  

Councilor Weeks stated as he understands under the Transfer Company proposal, Rex Senior facility will be relocated and questioned where and how, etc.  Housing and Neighborhoods Director Jarvis indicated staff recommends moving forward with the Transfer Company proposal and move forward with the preparation with a purchase agreement, pointing out that is where we will get down to that level of detail on the Rex facility future or location.  That agreement would come back to City Council for approval.  Councilor Weeks talked about the needs and desires of affordable housing and what would happen if we got the full market value of $2M as that would give us an opportunity to help get affordable housing back into the area.  Questions about whether the proposals are eligible for State and Federal tax credits and the fact that the last group that was selected was not eligible for the credits as they did not have a grocery store in the proposal.  City Attorney McCormick indicated if we move forward under G.S. 168-147 that would require a public hearing on the purchase agreement and we could get that type question answered at that point.  
Danny Coleman, South Central CAC, indicated he was disappointed with the recommendation and how various proposals and thoughts of the past have been paired with getting affordable housing back into the area.  He talked about previous proposals and how that would relate to affordable housing, concern that the CAC has had no input on this latest proposal and recommendation, his feeling that the proposal submitted by AACRE fits the desire of the community better than the other proposals, expressed concern that the City seems to be turning its back on affordable housing and talked about the developments east of Fayetteville Street that do not include affordable units.  He talked about the Arts Village concept, previous hopes and plans to keep Rex and affordable housing in this location and the fact that the staff is recommending the one proposal that offers none of that.  He talked about the guidance from Council that is needed to make this area what the community and area needs.  He called on the Mayor and the Council to make a statement for the area.  The Mayor talked about previous discussions that came out with a desire of a grocery store in the area, service and jobs.  If we sell the property and get the market value, we could use that money to get affordable housing back into the area. 

Mr. Stephenson talked about Mr. Coleman’s remarks, the importance of Rex Center, affordable housing and historic preservation.  He talked about the proposals and the opportunities before the Council today, preservation and protecting the scale of the development and work to provide affordable housing.  He stated he thinks the idea that the proceeds from this project could be directed to develop affordable housing in that area and provide opportunities for Rex to stay in the area is good.  He feels there is a way we can accomplish all that has been talked about previously.  He stated he understands the desire to hear from the South Central CAC but questioned if we would hear anything different than what has been heard in the past.  Mr. Coleman indicated they could look at the three proposals and come back with a recommendation.  He talked about the need to meet with the people in the area, get the people in the area to understand the various proposals and make recommendations with Mr. Stephenson pointing out he felt if the neighborhood come back with something different it would be a shift than from what they have been saying in the past.  The timeframe and number of affordable housing units under the various proposals was talked about.   Mr. Weeks talked about the grocery store and pointed out even if we do not have affordable housing on the site the proceeds could be used to accomplish that goal.  It was pointed out that could be addressed in the purchase agreement which would have to come back to Council. 

Various members in the audience including Gordon Smith and others talked about what is included in the proposal.  They asked whether a grocery store would be an urban or full service with it being pointed out it would be around 7,000 square feet.  
Gordon Smith talked about his sale of the Longview Center and purchase of land on New Bern Avenue and his work to try to determine the best use for that property.  One of the things that has been talked about is an urban grocery store.  He also talked about the history and uses that have been made of Stones Warehouse including musical reviews, garage and how some of that could be carried forth.  He questioned transit and the fact that the new development code would require easements to be set aside regardless of what is chosen was explained.  The various goals, parking facilities, concerns about demolition of existing facilities and what the plan would do with existing facilities was talked about.  Mr. Stephenson talked about the proposal which includes food services, preservation, jobs, scale of development, height, the fact that the proceeds from the sale could go a long way towards reaching the affordable housing for the area, the work of the various proposals, the fact that staff did a good job of studying the proposals.  Mr. Stephenson pointing out he supports the staff’s recommendations with the understanding the net proceeds from the land sale should be primarily if not totally directed to affordable housing and keeping Rex in the vicinity.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  It was pointed out a public hearing would be held on the purchase agreement.  
Item 09-42 PROP/Rental Restoration – Updates.  Mr. Stephenson moved that this item be removed from the agenda with no action taken.  His motion as seconded by Mr. Weeks and put to vote which passed unanimously.

Sewer Easement – 3215 Avent Ferry Road – Declared Surplus And Offered For Sale.  Committee members received the following information in their agenda packet.

What Is Requested?
That the Committee recommend to City Council that it declare as surplus and authorize the sale of a portion of the City’s real property interest located at 3215 Avent Ferry Road containing approximately .0351 acres (203.6 +/- sq. ft.) to WRI Raleigh, LP for $100.00, subject to the negotiated offer and upset bid process with the condition that the winning bidder pay all advertising costs accrued during the upset bid process.  

Background:  
The City received a request from property owner WRI Raleigh, LP to purchase an existing City of Raleigh-owned sanitary sewer easement (of approximately .0351 acres) on their property.   The City acquired the easement in 1992, by dedication in advance of the development through a previous property owner.  The existing sewer easement that extends into the property is not needed in its entirety to serve the development that is now proposed on the property.  

The petitioner is in the process of redeveloping two of the outparcel lots of Avent Ferry Shopping Center. 

During the site plan review of the redevelopment plans, city staff suggested abandoning a portion of the existing easement in order to facilitate utility service for the redevelopment. The sale of this easement will not impact service to this or any other property. 

The petitioner of the sale has agreed to pay all costs associated with the sale of this surplus sanitary sewer easement, which will include a minimum bid of $100.00 plus advertisement cost associated with the upset bid process. The easement has no other value to the City of Raleigh. The City’s Public Utilities Department has approved the sale of this portion of the easement.  

Additional Property Data:

· A portion of 3215 Avent Ferry Road – Real Estate ID 0117044 (PIN 0793041078)

· Date City was granted the sanitary sewer easement:  1992 via dedication as note on recorded plat BM 1992 PG 720

· Acquisition Price:  Dedication

· Zoning:  SC

Previous Council Action: 
None 
Recommendation:
That the Committee recommend to City Council that it declare as surplus and authorize the sale of approximately .0351 acres  or 203.6 +/- square feet of sanitary sewer easement interest located at 3215 Avent Ferry Road to WRI Raleigh, LP for $100.00, subject to the negotiated offer and upset bid process, with the winning bidder paying all accrued advertising costs.

Mr. Weeks moved approval.  His motion was seconded by Mayor McFarlane and put to a vote which passed unanimously. 

Adjournment.  There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 12:30 p.m.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk
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