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COUNCIL MINUTES

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in regular session on Tuesday, November 21, 2006 at 1:00 p.m. in the City Council Chamber, Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 West Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina, with the following present:



Mayor Charles C. Meeker



Mayor Pro Tem James P. West



Thomas Craven



Thomas G. Crowder



Philip R. Isley



Russ Stephenson


Jessie Taliaferro

Mayor Meeker called the meeting to order and invocation was rendered by Reverend Tim Rabon, Beacon Baptist Church.  The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Council Member Russ Stephenson.  Mayor Meeker pointed out Ms. Kekas is absent and excused from today’s meeting.  The following items were discussed with action taken as shown.

PROCLAMATION – FIRST AMERICAN BUILDING WAKEFIELD DEVELOPMENT - RECOGNIZED
Council Member Jessie Taliaferro joined the Mayor at the podium in recognizing Billy Sutton, Wakefield Development and Michael Dean Chadwick of First American Builders.  Mayor Meeker pointed out this is one of the most sizeable gifts he has had the privilege of recognizing.  He pointed out First American Building and Wakefield Development constructed a 4,600 square foot home in the Bedford Development and the proceeds from the sale of the home, $600,000 were contributed to the Jimmy V. Foundation.  Mr. Chadwick expressed appreciation to Wakefield Development Company for encouraging First American Building to come forth and the Jimmy V. Foundation for their participation.  Mr. Sutton pointed out he feels very blessed to have been able to be a part of this contribution.

SIR WALTER RALEIGH AWARD – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT - RECOGNIZED
Mitch Fluhrer explained the Appearance Commission has provided 33 years of service to the City of Raleigh.  He talked about the mission and the work of the Appearance Commission.  He explained the Sir Walter Raleigh Awards and pointed out dozens of projects and individuals have been honored with the presentation of the award.  He stated one of the awards this year was presented to the City of Raleigh Community Development Department.  He stated they are no stranger to receiving this award; however, this year their project in his opinion has created a new benchmark.

Andrew Leager, Appearance Commission, talked about the Sir Walter Raleigh Awards explaining one of the categories is residential.  He explained the criteria in naming a project for the Sir Walter Raleigh Award.  He stated this year the City of Raleigh’s Community Development Department was honored for Gateway Park, 701 Gateway Park Drive.  He pointed out they took an under utilized piece of land and developed into a fine residential project which includes a club house, fitness center, meeting room with a kitchen, garden club and internal street network, etc.  The project includes private garages which allows for more green space in the development.  He stated it was an outstanding effort on the part of the Community Development Department.  He read some of the excerpts from the nominations.

Community Development Director Michelle Grant expressed appreciation for the award as well as the comments made.  She recognized members of the Community Development Department for their fine work on this project.  She also expressed appreciation to the City Council and members of the Sir Walter Raleigh Awards Committee.  She stated she was honored to accept the award on behalf of the Community Development Department and staff.  She stated the department will continue to aim high in trying to achieve the intent of affordable housing with quality developments.

PUBLIC UTILITIES – EMPLOYEES RECOGNIZED
City Manager Allen recognized members of the Public Utilities staff for outstanding achievements in their field.  He pointed out the group has been recognized by their peers as some of the best in the business.  He stated the North Carolina American Waterworks Association presented the following awards:

Marla Dalton, Laboratory Supervisor at the Neuse River Wastewater Treatment Plant was selected as the Lab Analyst of the Year in North Carolina.  He stated the Association has a contest for the best tasting water and pointed out in this year’s competition Raleigh tied with Cary for second place with Durham receiving first place.  He recognized John Garland, Kent Best and Willie Tanger.  City Manager Allen pointed out Andy Frogden received the Maffitt membership recruitment award.  City Manager Allen recognized Andy Brogden who introduced the water main tapping team which one first place with a final time of 2 minutes and 8 seconds.  He introduced Bobby Brown, Kevin Radford, Chad Phelps and David Woodlief and explained each man’s position on the team.  He expressed appreciation to Public Utilities Director Dale Crisp and Assistant Public Utilities Director Donna Jackson and the City for allowing them to participate.

MIRIAM BLOCK ART GALLERY – PLAQUE - RECOGNIZED
Mayor Meeker pointed out just prior to the meeting, a plaque honoring former Council Member Miriam P. Block was unveiled naming the City of Raleigh Art Gallery in her honor and memory.  He indicated Ms. Block was an advocate for neighborhoods, fiscal conservatism and giving of her time.

CHRISTMAS PARADE – COMMENTS RECEIVED
Mayor Meeker expressed appreciation to all who helped with the Christmas Parade pointing out it was great to see it on Fayetteville Street again.  He expressed appreciation to everyone involved in the fine event.

CONSENT AGENDA

CONSENT AGENDA – APPROVED AS PRESENTED
Mayor Meeker presented the Consent Agenda indicating all items are considered to be routine and maybe enacted by one motion.  If a Councilor requests discussion on an item, the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered separately.  The vote on the Consent Agenda will be a roll call vote.  Mayor Meeker stated he had not received any requests to withdraw items from the Consent Agenda.  Mr. Crowder moved approval of Administration’s recommendations as outlined on the Consent Agenda.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  (Kekas absent)  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  The items on the Consent Agenda were as follows.

MILITARY LEAVE MANAGEMENT POLICY – EXTENSION - APPROVED
Management Policy 100-39 is extended to provide for a leave of absence and continuation of supplemental salary and benefits for up to one year for City employees called to active duty in the National Guard or in one of the reserve branches of the military.  A copy of the policy was in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  Approve.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
MEETING SCHEDULE – 2007 - APPROVED
Council Members received the following proposed meeting schedule for 2007:

	DAY/DATE
	TYPE OF MEETING
	TIME

	Tuesday, January 2, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	Tuesday, January 16, 2007
	City Council

Zoning Hearing
	1:00

6:30

	Tuesday, February 6, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	Tuesday, February 20, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

	Tuesday, March 6, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	Tuesday, March 20, 2007
	City Council

Zoning Hearing
	1:00

6:30

	Tuesday, April 3, 2007
	City Council


	1:00

7:00

	Tuesday, April 17, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

	Tuesday, May 1, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	Tuesday, May 15, 2007
	City Council

Zoning Hearing
	1:00

6:30

	Tuesday, June 5, 2007
	City council
	1:00

7:00

	Tuesday, June 19, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

	Tuesday, July 3, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	Tuesday, July 17, 2007
	City Council

Zoning Hearing
	1:00

6:30

	Tuesday, August 7, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	Tuesday, September 4, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	Tuesday, September 18, 2007
	City Council

Zoning Hearing
	1:00

6:30

	Tuesday, October 2, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	Tuesday, October 16, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

	Tuesday, November 6, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	Tuesday, November 20, 2007
	City Council

Zoning Hearing
	1:00

6:30

	Tuesday, December 4, 2007
	City Council
	1:00

7:00


March 10-14, 2007 – Congress of Cities, Washington, DC – No conflict

October 14-16, 2007 – NCLM, Fayetteville, NC – Council Meeting is October 16, 2007

November 13-17, 2007 – NLC, New Orleans, MS – No conflict

Election Date – October 9, 2007 – No conflict

Election run off if needed – November 6, 2007 – Council meeting Date November 6, 2007

Recommendation:  Approve.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
ANNEXATION PROGRAM – 2006-2007 - TO BE PLACED ON JANUARY 2, 2007 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM
An initial formal step in the 2006-2007 City initiated annexation program is the adoption of the Resolution of Intent.  The Resolution of Intent declares that it is the intention of the City to consider the annexation of specifically identified areas and to set public information meeting and public hearing dates on the matter.  An annexation report on each area describing the area's specific statutory qualification criteria, services to be provided, the legal boundaries of the area and related matters will also be prepared.  The Resolution of Intent action is followed by property owner notification.  No final Council action is taken to annex until completion of the public hearing.  Areas would be considered for an effective annexation date of June 30, 2007.
The approved annexation schedule calls for the formal Resolution of Intent to be adopted January 2, 2007.
Recommendation:  Defer approval of Resolution of Intent for the fourteen (14) proposed annexation areas as a special item on the Tuesday, January 2, 2007 Council agenda.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
CRABTREE INTERCEPTOR REHABILITATION PROJECT – RESOLUTION FOR APPLICATION FOR STATE REVOLVING FUND LOAN - APPROVED
Council held a public hearing on November 7, 2006, as required for application and acceptance of a state revolving fund (SRF) loan for construction of the Crabtree Interceptor Rehabilitation Project.  The total estimated project cost is $15.5 million and the anticipated loan amount is $7.5 million.  The remainder of the project costs will be funded through the Public Utilities Capital Improvements Program.  The next step in the loan application process is for Council to adopt a resolution approving the selected alternative as described in the public hearing, requiring the City to arrange for financing for the remainder of the project costs, maintain a user charge system adequate to repay the loan, properly operate and maintain improvements, assign an authorized representative to execute the loan documents, and comply with all applicable Federal, State and local laws.

Recommendation:  Adopt the resolution.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)  See Resolution 78.
ANNEXATIONS – VARIOUS LOCATIONS – REFERRED TO CITY CLERK TO CHECK SUFFICIENCY AND SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARINGS
The agenda presented the following petitions for annexations:

	Area Name Contiguous
	Petitioner
	Acres
	Proposed Use

	Plantation Point (expansion of) and intervening R-O-W
	Brian Parro, Plantation Point Development, LLC
	3.95
	Commercial

	Leesville Road CVS and intervening R-O-W
	Randall L. and Susan P. Ward
	3.57
	Commercial

	Jobs Journey Apartments and intervening R-O-W
	Jeanne Tedrow/Passage Home, Inc.
	1.87
	Residential

	The Glen on Spring Forest
	Lance J. Williams/The Glen on Spring Forest, LLC 
	8.58
	Residential


Recommendation:  That these annexation petitions be acknowledged and that Council request the City Clerk to check their sufficiency pursuant to State statutes and if found sufficient, advertise for public hearings on Tuesday, December 5, 2006.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
PARADE ROUTE – MARTIN LUTHER KING CELEBRATION – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY
David Prince, representing the Martin Luther King Celebration Committee, requests a street closure on Monday, January 15, 2007 from 11:00 a.m. until 12:00 p.m. for a MLK Day Parade.

Recommendation:  Approve subject to conditions on the report in the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
STREET CLOSING 2400 BLOCK OF GOODRICH DRIVE – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY
Jennifer Andrews, representing her neighborhood, requests a street closure on Thursday, November 23, 2006, from 8:00 a.m. - 10:00 p.m. for a neighborhood party.

Recommendation:  Approve subject to conditions on the report in the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
FP-1-07 - BEAMAN LAKE DAM REHABILITATION FLOODMAP REVISION – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED
Authorization for a public hearing to consider floodmap revision FP-1-07 is requested.  The revision will affect the downstream reach of the New Hope Tributary in the vicinity of Beaman Lake.

Recommendation:  Authorize a public hearing on Tuesday, January 16, 2007, to consider this request.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT – AMENDMENT TO FY 2006-2007 ACTION PLAN – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED FOR DECEMBER 5, 2006
The Community Development Department may receive revenue from its Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) investments in excess of appropriated funds.  Generally, such revenue is derived from land sales, rental income, and loan payments from developers and individual borrowers.  The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), the federal agency that provides CDBG funds to the City, requires that the program income be spent on the same type of activities eligible under CDBG regulations.  Cities receiving CDBG assistance are required to follow their Citizen Participation Plans in determining the required public notice and consultation process for the allocation of new dollars or reallocation of current funds.

Community Development received $301,524 in prior year un-appropriated program income and anticipates receiving $1,068,000 in unbudgeted program income this year from the sale of rehabilitated houses in the Martin/Haywood area.  In addition to this program income, Community Development proposes to reallocate the previously budgeted $318,324 for the acquisition of an automotive business at 927 Saunders Street.  Staff recommends not proceeding with this acquisition as it would require an amendment to the existing Jamaica Drive Redevelopment Plan and expenditure in excess of those budgeted.

The $1,687,848 in program income/reallocated spending is over 20% of this year’s current CDBG budget, which requires an amendment to the Action Plan following a public hearing and a thirty-day comment period.  Community Development proposes to use these funds for additional housing rehabilitation loans, acquisition of dilapidated rental properties in the College Park/Idle wild redevelopment area, and to cover additional relocation costs in the current fiscal year.

Community Development is therefore requesting that Council approves a public hearing for the December 5, 2006 Council Meeting, with expected Council adoption of the amended Action Plan at the next scheduled Council meeting.  The thirty-day public comment period would run from November 16 - December 15, 2006.

Recommendation:  Approve a public hearing on Tuesday, December 5, 2006 to receive community input on the use of new and reallocated Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds and to amend the City’s FY 2006-2007 Housing Action Plan accordingly.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM – HOUSE CREEK GREENWAY GRANT AWARD – MAYOR AUTHORIZED TO EXECUTE
The City of Raleigh received a copy of the proposed reimbursement agreement in the amount of $400,000 to assist in the construction of the segment of the House Creek Greenway extending from Horton Street to the existing I-440 pedestrian bridge.  All work must be completed within three years from the date of execution of the agreement.  No matching funds are required.

Recommendation:  Authorize the Mayor to execute the reimbursement agreement, TIP Project No. E-4929 for the construction of the segment of the House Creek Greenway extending from Horton Street to the existing I-440 pedestrian bridge and approve the associated budgetary adjustments.
Revenue Account:

636-9321-51324-977
State Match
$400,000.00

Expense Account:

636-9321-79202-977
General Construction Contracts
$400,000.00

Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)  See Resolution 79 and Ordinance 135 TF 57.
EASEMENT EXCHANGE – RAMBLEWOOD DEVELOPMENT – RESOLUTION OF INTENT ADOPTED
A request has been received from John M. Kane, Managing Partner of Ramble wood 2005, LLC, property owner, to exchange an existing 20-foot City of Raleigh sanitary sewer easement for a relocated 20-foot City of Raleigh sanitary sewer easement at Tara Drive in Raleigh.  The builder is realigning the sanitary sewer easement to allow for better lot development.  This exchange is in accordance with construction plans approved by the City of Raleigh Public Utilities Department.  The property owner is responsible for all costs of the easement exchange.

Recommendation:  Approve the easement exchange and authorize the City Clerk to advertise.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)  See Resolution 80.
EASEMENT – 0 SOUTH WILMINGTON STREET - APPROVED
A request has been received from Empire Properties for 1) staircase easement, 2) pedestrian access easement and 3) temporary construction easement on City owned property located at 0 South Wilmington Street on the ten feet between the Wilmington Street Parking Deck and the Empire Properties property line at 0 East Hargett Street and the Nowell Family Alley as shown on the map in the agenda packet.  Easements would allow for the construction and location of a staircase and pedestrian access way to benefit 111 East Hargett Street, 0 East Hargett Street, 115 East Hargett Street and the City’s property occupied by the Wilmington Street Parking Deck.

Empire Properties will complete both staircase and pedestrian access improvements in a timely, workmanlike manner and will bear all costs of construction and maintenance.  No parking spaces will be lost due to the proposed improvements.

The Public Works Department has reviewed plans for this property and is in agreement with the easements needed.

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the proposed easement agreements subject to final review by the City Attorney’s office.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
GARNER REGIONAL PUMP STATION PROJECT CONSULTANT SERVICES – CONTRACT WITH KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES - APPROVED
A contract of $151,100 has been negotiated with Kimley-Horn and Associates for the preliminary engineering report, environment permitting, and the environmental assessment for the Southwest Garner Regional Pump Station Project.

Recommendation:  Approve the contract with Kimley-Horn and Associates for the Southwest Garner Regional Pump Station Project (transfer to be handled administratively).

Transferred From:

349-9033-79001-975
US 401 South Trunk Sewer Main
$151,100.00

Transferred To:

349-9033-79201-975
US 401 South Trunk Sewer Main
$151,100.00

Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
GREENBRIER WASTEWATER PUMPING STATION MODIFICATIONS PROJECT – AMENDMENT #3/MCKIM AND CREED P.A. – APPROVED – FUNDS TRANSFERRED
The City currently has an agreement with McKim & Creed, P.A., for the Greenbrier Wastewater Pumping Station Modifications Project.  Amendment #3 in the amount of $150,700 is for additional engineering services necessary to complete the design and environmental permitting for the project, including the preliminary engineering report and wetland delineation and survey for the Swift Creek Water Quality Sanitary Sewer Extension Project as well as some design modifications to the Lake Glad Pump Station Project in Wendell.

Recommendation:  Approve Amendment #3 and the budgetary transfer.

Transferred From:

349-9427-79001-975
Swift Crk Water Quality Sewer Ext
$  97,200.00

349-9601-79001-975
Greenbrier/Maxwell Pump Sta Impv
    53,500.00


$150,700.00

Transferred To:

349-9601-79201-975
Greenbrier/Maxwell Pump Sta Impv
$150,700.00

Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)  See Ordinance 135TF57.
ENCROACHMENT – 500 BLOCK OF EAST DAVIE STREET – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY
A request has been received from the City of Raleigh Planning Department to encroach on City right-of-way for the purpose of installing monitoring wells.  A report was in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  Approve the encroachment agreement subject to conditions outlined in Resolution 1996-153 and the following:

1. The Owner/Contractor shall obtain “Street Cut” and/or “Right-of-Way” permits from the Inspections Department prior to installation.

2. The Owner/Contractor shall contact City of Raleigh Street Maintenance at 831-6446 for an on-site pre-construction meeting.

3. The Owner/Contractor shall contact “NC One Call Center” 48 hours prior to excavation and shall remain 10’ from existing utilities.

Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
ENCROACHMENT - 119 EAST HARGETT STREET – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

A request has been received from Raleigh Furniture Tenant, LLC to encroach on City right-of-way for the purpose of installing an awning, lighting and doorswing.  A report was in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  Approve the encroachment subject to conditions outlined in Resolution 1996-153, the owner obtaining a “Right-of-way” and “Building” permit from the Inspections Department and contacting the City Urban Forester for approval prior to any tree pruning.
Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
ENCROACHMENT - 315 CAPITAL BOULEVARD – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

A request has been received from A. G. Zalal to encroach on City right-of-way for the purpose of maintaining existing steps, a proposed ramp and parking spaces.  A report was in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  Approve the encroachment subject to conditions outlined in Resolution 1996-153 and the following:

1. The Owner shall obtain a “Right-of-Way” permit from the Inspections Department prior to installation.

2. The Owner shall contact “NC One Call Center” 48 hours prior to excavation and shall remain 10’ from existing utilities.

3. The Owner shall provide a continuous connection from his sidewalk to the existing sidewalk on Dawson Street.

4. The Owner shall provide a full review of parking layout with final submittal to Inspections Department prior to issuance of building permits.

5. The Owner/Developer shall submit planting specifications to the City Urban Forester for approval of trees to be installed in the right-of-way.

Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
REIMBURSEMENT CONTRACT – THOROUGHFARE FACILITY FEE -- APPROVED
The agenda presented the following reimbursement contract:

2006 - #1 Thoroughfare Facility Fee

Curtis Dean

Strickland Road

Priority 2 Project

Total Reimbursement $6,412.50

Recommendation:  Approve contract.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
REIMBURSEMENT CONTRACT – MAJOR WATER AND SEWER - APPROVED
The agenda presented the following reimbursement contract:

Water Area 93 Contract #12

Mitch Murphy ETAL, LLC

Construction of 12 inch and larger water mains

Total Reimbursement $17,421.00

Recommendation:  Approve contract.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)
CONDEMNATION – 605 FOOT ZONE FALLS OF NEUSE WATER TRANSMISSION MAIN – VARIOUS LOCATIONS – RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED
Negotiations have, thus far, been unsuccessful with the following property owners for the waterline easements required for the 605’ Zone Falls of Neuse Water Transmission Main project.  Though negotiations are still ongoing in some of these cases, in order to keep this project moving forward, it is recommended that authorization be granted for condemnation to acquire the waterline easements needed from these properties.

Name:

Arvil Wayne Lowery

Location:
11808 and 11820 Falls of Neuse Road

Name:

Charles Linwood Lowery

Location:
11712 Falls of Neuse Road

Name:

Iris L. Dickinson

Location:
11704 Falls of Neuse Road

Name:

Dickinson Petroleum LLC

Location:
11800 Falls of Neuse Road

Name:

Judith K. Leonard, et. al.

Location:
11420 Falls of Neuse Road

Name:

Gilbert C. McConnell and Cynthia S. Paschal

Location:
11910, 11916 and 12006 Falls of Neuse Road

Name:

Mount Pleasant Baptist Church

Location:
10720 Falls of Neuse Road

Name:

Obie W. Perry and Glenda Y. Perry

Location:
0 Falls of Neuse Road

Name:

Den-Mark Construction, Inc.

Location:
10604 Marion Stone Way

Name:

William Gaston Allen, Jr. and Cecilia Y. Sneed

Location
10599 Falls of Neuse Road

Recommendation:  Approve condemnations.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)  See Resolutions 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89 and 90.
TRAFFIC – VARIOUS CHANGES – ORDINANCE ADOPTED
The agenda presented recommended changes in the traffic code relating to Middle Branch Road Channelization, U-turn Prohibition on Wade Avenue at NC SECU Driveway, No Parking Zone on portions of Garvey Drive, Blazing Star Lane, Darien Drive, Two-Hour Parking Zone on portion of Jones Street overlapping a no parking zone on Glenwood Avenue, Bus Zone Time Change on Glenwood Avenue and site distance at Liles Road.  The agenda outlined the exact locations involved and the reasons for the changes in the traffic code.  

Recommendation:  Approval of the changes as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Crowder/Taliaferro – 7 ayes.  (Kekas absent)  See Ordinance 129.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
CP-6-06 – FALLS OF NEUSE CORRIDOR PLAN – APPROVED AS AMENDED
This request is to adopt the Falls of Neuse Corridor Plan to apply land use and design policies for properties fronting and near the Falls of Neuse Road.  The plan adoption will include amendments to the Urban Form Map to reflect land use policies recommended in this document and amendments to the Transportation Plan to reflect the transportation policies recommended in this document.

CR-11044 from the Planning Commission recommends adoption of the Falls of Neuse Corridor Plan as an element of the Comprehensive Plan.  
Planning Commission Chairman Baker explained the proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment, the location and pointed out the Planning Commission unanimously recommended approval.  He stated this has been under study for over a year pointing out some rezoning along the frontage came through and at that time a public meeting process started to look at the land use and development policies fronting Falls of Neuse Road.  He pointed out the road design is not complete; therefore, the Planning Commission focused on land use.  He pointed out since the Planning Commission’s recommendation for approval, apparently there has been some discussion about area two which is at the intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Road as to whether it should be a Neighborhood Center or a Neighborhood Focus Area.  He pointed out the zoning on the property predated this plan.

Ms. Taliaferro expressed appreciation for all of the hard work which went into the development of the plan.  The plan does address many of the issues and she supports the plan and the only question she has is whether the intersection of Falls and Dunn Roads should be a Neighborhood Center rather than a Neighborhood Focus Area.  She talked about the location of the watershed, the land development patterns in the area and her feeling as to how it will be developed; therefore, she would move approval of the Planning Commission’s recommendation as outlined in CR-11044 with the change of the designation of the intersection of Dunn Road and Falls of Neuse Road to Neighborhood Focus Area.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. West.

Discussion followed as to the differences in the two designations, the fact that Planning staff would look at the guidelines on a case by case basis as projects come in, requirements in other portions of the Code relating to tree buffers, tree ordinance, etc.  Ms. Taliaferro stated there is a lot of protection already in the Code that would go along with this amendment.  Mr. Crowder stated he would yield to Ms. Taliaferro but expressed concern and the feeling that there is not a conflict between the Urban Design Guidelines and the Village concept.  Other discussion took place as to the pros and cons of Neighborhood Focus versus Neighborhood Center.  Planning Director Silver again pointed out that staff works with the applicants, etc. to make sure all of the rules and regulations are followed and fits into the surrounding context.  In response to questioning from Mr. Stephenson, Planning Director Silver pointed out he does not see big difference in designating the area one way or the other, as staff will look at all of the concepts, etc.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  (Kekas absent)  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Resolution 91.

MP-4-04 – RENAISSANCE PARK UNITY AND SIGN CRITERIA - APPROVED
This is a request for unity of development and sign criteria approval for Renaissance Park Planned Development Master Plan.

CR-11045 from the Planning Commission recommends approval.  Planning Commission Chairman Baker explained this relates to the sign package only.  Mr. Crowder moved the Planning Commission’s recommendation be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  (Kekas absent)  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.
SPECIAL ITEMS
TRIANGLE TRANSIT AUTHORITY – PRESENTATION RECEIVED – NO ACTION TAKEN
During the September 5, 2006 Council meeting, Councilor Isley presented a proposed resolution to request the consent of the General Assembly to redirect certain revenues from one use to another.  The item was placed on the September 19, 2006 agenda.  During that meeting, the City Council requested that representatives of the Triangle Transit Authority make a presentation on their future plans.
David King, General Manager, Triangle Transit Authority, indicated Carter Worthy and Ann Franklin, members of the Board of Trustees are also present.  He explained the makeup of the Triangle Transit Authority which includes representatives from three counties making up a 12 member board of trustees.  He went over how the trustees are appointed.  He stated the Authority currently operates a bus system linking the CAT system, DATA and Chapel Hill systems.  He pointed out TTA also operates a vanpool program which serves the 3 counties and beyond.  They currently move some 750 people per day through their vanpool program.  He talked about the transportation management programs they operate including Smart Commute challenge, carpools, etc.  He stated the most visible part of their activity is probably the light rail system, pointing out initially the plan called for a 35 mile light rail system with 17 stations.  He stated over the years that had been changed to a 28 mile system with 12 stations and touched on how and why that had occurred.  He talked about recent funding cuts and pointed out in the last several months TTA has been rethinking their program and looking at if it is not light rail system then what.  He stated it is common for transit agencies to experience one or more setbacks in planning and implementation of rail projects.  He talked about the number of people that will be moving into our area over the next several years, pointing out projections are that we will have some 800,000 more people in our area.  We have to put them somewhere and provide someway for them to move about.  He stated we face enormous mobility challenges, we must figure something out.  He stated as of next Wednesday the two metropolitan planning organizations (CAMPO and DCAC) are getting together and starting that rethinking process.  They hope to develop a blue print to get everyone re-engaged and develop a plan.  He stated his critique of what has happened is that what started out as a regional plan got more into a Triangle Transit Authority plan and he feels that is unfortunate.  We have to have a regional plan.  He stated as we go forward we must re-engage all who were originally involved and make sure the new plan is embraced as a regional system.  He talked about the players involved including the two MPO’s, the North Carolina Railroad Company, NCDOT, Regional Transportation Alliance, Raleigh/Durham International Airport, elected officials and others.  He talked about the work to make the area bus system seem seamless.  He spoke to the work of the Regional Transportation Alliance, Chambers of Commerce of the various towns involved, and possible partnership with a local development company which is situated on Oberlin Road in Raleigh that develops around transit stations.  He stated it is wonderful to have a resource such as that in our area.  He stated the area has what it takes to do a good job and it is up to the group he has been talking about to find out what approach to provide a regional transit system works best.  He talked about a recent N&O survey which indicates some strong support for a light rail system in the area.  He talked about the traffic congestion in the area.

Mr. King indicated the next step is for the two MPO’s to get together to develop a process to produce a blue print for a regional system.  We must have active collaboration with NCDOT Fail and Public Transportation Divisions as well as the North Carolina Railroad Company and continue discussions.  He talked about the coming needs, pointing out growth seems to be moving eastward and there is a lot of work to do to meet the transportation issues.  He stated after 6 to 8 months they expect to have a map showing corridors of interest.  He stated if we all come together and talked about RDU’s involvement and the fact that they want to work with TTA and all come together with a regional plan not a Triangle Transit Authority plan.  He stated we do not have funding sources that are available in cities like Charlotte and spoke briefly to the existing funding sources in the region which includes a car registration fee among other things and talked about funding that is available and how it is being utilized.

In response to questioning from Mr. Isley relative to TTA’s request for federal funds and concern on the part of many that the system did not include the airport.  Mr. King pointed out that needs to be given more careful consideration.  He stated he feels that corridor is at or near the top but the technique for proving service needs to be rethought.  He talked about capital cost, etc. and the importance of certain corridors.  

Mr. Isley pointed out he understands TTA has been acquiring quite a bit of property around various proposed stations and questioned if there is any plan of selling off any of the assets of TTA to help pay for plans.  Mr. King pointed out the station sites are the correct sites.  Whether we were looking at the right mode of transportation is another thing.  He stated until or unless they determine the sites are inappropriate he feels it would be premature to sell off any of the station sites or surrounding property.  He stated if at the end of this re-examination they are moving into they find that any of the station locations are not in the right place then consideration of selling the property could take place.

Mr. Isley talked about the cost which has almost doubled, cost overruns, etc.  He talked about the cost in Charlotte which has doubled and pointed out he is very concerned about going down the fixed rail path.  Some people are stepping back and saying they did not know it was going to be this expensive.  He talked about connecting the large cities together and that possibility.  Mr. King pointed out costs have roughly doubled in the last three years for highway construction and other type construction.  Cost of labor has increased.  He talked about transit systems in other cities pointing out no one should be surprised if a transit system does stumble.  You have to pick up and redo.  We have to pay attention to lessons learned.  Mr. Crowder stated he is glad to hear we will not abandon what has been done to date.  He stated we are a radial not a lineal system.  He talked about the global market place and opportunities we have in the Triangle area that are not available in other parts of the State.  He talked about the importance of the Airport being included and being a key link to the system and possibilities of linking to the high rail system between Atlanta and DC.

Ms. Taliaferro expressed appreciation to Mr. King pointing out she sees this as a great opportunity to rethink the whole system.  The airport has to be involved.  She stated somewhere along the way we forgot about the people who need public transit to get to their jobs and pointed out we are not just about the government complexes, there are people who need to get to jobs all over the region.  She spoke about the problems that were caused when TTA dropped back on the number of stations and miles of system.  Mr. Stephenson talked about a low density base and the challenges that offers.  He talked about opportunities for getting funding and what we should advocate to get.  Mr. King pointed out North Carolina is a donor state for highway funds and get back roughly 90 percent what we send to the Feds, we have to work on that.  He talked about the delivery mechanism being a new start, his testifying before a national committee recently and the support of Senators Burr and Dole for the right plan.  The need for local groups to get involved and advocate for funding sources was talked about.  We need to have a regional plan not a TTA plan.  The need to have a truly collaborative effort and the difficulties in doing that was also touched on.  In response to questioning from Mr. West, Mr. King talked about the MPO process and the collaboration of the different organizations such as NCDOT, TTA, CAMPO, Raleigh Transit Authority, etc.

Mr. Craven pointed out in February the City Council asked that representatives of TTA come before the Council and talk about plan B, what is the solution; however, what he has heard today is an itemization or details of the problems we face.  There is no financial data, no plan presented by TTA except that they want to keep the revenue secure.  He pointed out there are many other uses that could be made of the revenue but what he is hearing is TTA wants to keep the revenue and continue planning.  He has heard nothing today that gives him any reassurance.

Carter Worthy pointed out it seems the big criticism started when this became a TTA plan.  She stated at this point they do not have a Plan B, what they are saying is they have to come up with Plan B and it shouldn’t be just TTA.  She stated when the project was scoped down they heard no complaints from Raleigh.  She stated she fought tooth and nail for Raleigh but they did not hear anything from North Raleigh.  She stated no partner has more to gain or loose than Raleigh.  We need to re-look at transit across the region.  She stated Raleigh has to take an active role.  She talked about what we already have and are doing.  She stated no one is more frustrated than she is but we all have to work together.  We must find the right way to do it and Raleigh’s input is necessary.  Mr. Craven pointed out some entity needs to take the leadership role and he believes that is TTA’s responsibility.  When a suitable plan comes forth, he believes it will get support.  If TTA doesn’t take the role we have to find another group to develop a plan.  Mr. West talked about the need to clearly define the role of TTA pointing out he feels that role maybe facilitator or catalyst.  He talked about the concept of “IOU” – involvement, oversight and understanding.  He stated however he is hearing disagreement about the various roles and plans.  Mr. Crowder pointed out TTA has provided a base plan and concept.  He stated Raleigh cannot address this issue on it’s on.  We have to work to salvage a regional system and maybe we can use the TTA spine and continue to work to connect that spine.  He pointed out we have to help and maybe make a connection down east or towards the Triad.  We are intelligent and creative people and he feels the entire state maybe depending on us to develop the regional plan.  If we can’t do that then we have to back up and rethink.

In response to questions, Mayor Meeker pointed out as he understands we are taking a fresh look at the corridors and technique.  He is sure later on there will be some type citizens group but there will be a MPO meeting next Wednesday and he will attend.  He stated the Mayors have been meeting to try to coordinate bus service and he will provide an update on that soon.  He stated he feels we are moving in the right direction.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned the next steps and how the City Council will be informed.  She stated the Council needs to be kept in the loop.  The Mayor pointed out the meeting on Wednesday will be a public meeting and at that meeting there will be discussion and perhaps a process set out to analyze the corridor, transportation  mode, cost effectiveness, etc.  He stated that information will be developed over the next six to ten months.  He stated there has already been some discussion about a citizen advisory board being formed.  There seems to be a lot of consensus to take a fresh look, but no schedule has been set.  He assumes there will be public meetings, etc.  He stated the next meeting will be on Wednesday, November 27 at 9:00 a.m. and asked the City Manager to be sure to circulate all information and meeting schedules to the City Council.

Mr. Isley pointed out he would like to again take up the proposed resolution to request the consent of the General Assembly to redirect certain revenues from one use to another, pointing out he is talking about the resolution he submitted to the Council on September 5.

Mayor Meeker stated he has been excused from participation in this matter previously; therefore, would be excused and left the room.  Mayor Pro Tem West took the chair.

Mr. Isley asked that the Council carefully consider his resolution.  He stated later today the Council will be getting a presentation on the number of road needs in the area and we know people use roads and we have pressing needs in that arena.  He stated if we could get the public funds given to the City it could help lower our bond debt, etc.  He stated we need to look at the formulas and highway taxes coming back from the State, and the Feds.  He does not feel we get anywhere close to the amount we pay in.  He stated the City is hamstrung and we need to get the funding for our road needs.  Mr. Isley moved approval of the resolution as presented.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Craven.

Ms. Taliaferro pointed out she appreciates Mr. Isley’s position but she could not support adoption of the resolution today.  She stated the Council had just received a request from TTA saying they are moving forward to develop an alternate plan.  She feels we need to give them time to work through that as Raleigh will gain from the right plan.  Mr. Crowder also agreed with Mr. Isley’s comments that the City doesn’t get its fair share of funding.  He stated he knows a lot of people use roads and we need roads; however, we need rail.  Mr. Stephenson also expressed support that the City does not get its fair share of funding but we need a regional system and he does not feel we should pull the rug out from under the TTA at this point with Mr. West agreeing.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which resulted in Mr. Craven and Mr. Isley voting in the affirmative and Mr. West, Mr. Crowder, Mr. Stephenson and Ms. Taliaferro voting in the negative.  The Mayor Pro Tem ruled the motion defeated on a 2-4 vote.  (Meeker excused, Kekas absent)

Mr. Isley expressed appreciation to the Council for listening to his concerns and considering his resolution and pointed out he would be bringing it back at a later time.

TEXT CHANGE – DOWNTOWN OVERLAY DISTRICT – TO BE PLACED ON DECEMBER 5 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM
During the October 3, 2006 Council meeting, TC-16-06 - Downtown Overlay District - Density Standards was adopted.  During discussion of the ordinance it was directed that an item be placed on the October 17 agenda to receive a report from Administration concerning the feasibility of having the Downtown Overlay District exempt from landscaping, parking, open space and the tree ordinance.  During the October 17 meeting it was reported that additional time was needed in order to develop the report and it was directed that the item be placed on this agenda to receive the report.
Dan Douglas, Urban Design Center, presented the following PowerPoint:

What are the implications of exempting the DOD from stormwater, tree conservation, parking and open space requirements?

Background

· Regulatory Reform is one of Livable Streets’ 5 in 5

· The Downtown Overlay District (DOD) was created 2 years ago to simplify regulations guiding development

· The DOD regulations had unintended consequences that necessitated further text changes

· A proposal was brought to Council to exempt projects in the DOD from stormwater, tree conservation, parking, and open space requirements

Areas of Applicability

Downtown Overlay District with the option of applying to other specified areas.

Process

· Interview members of the downtown development community

· Research other cities’ ordinances

· Meet with staff from Planning, Inspections and Public Works Departments

· Undertake GIS research on potential development site characteristics

Stormwater

· City Regulations are more stringent than State regulations

· Cost of typical urban solution (sand filter) is twice as expensive as suburban solution (detention pond)

· Downtown development sites are already predominately impervious

· For many projects – high cost with limited benefits

Tree Conservation

· Tree Conservation regulations have major impact on a few sites downtown

· Most applicants will choose fee in lieu option in order to build an urban building.

· Fee in lieu option could reach multiple hundreds of thousands of dollars for larger sites

· No other comparable city in study requires tree conservation in downtown

Parking

· Core of downtown was parking exempt prior to creation of DOD

Parking

· Cost of providing parking adds expense, hurts effort to provide affordable housing

· Adjacent PBODs have reduced parking requirements but cannot have requirements waived

· Collective parking management system could more efficiently use resource, provide revenue

· Any neighborhood spillover could be managed with a permit system

Open Space

· Core of downtown was open space exempt prior to creation of DOD

Open Space

· Particularly difficult for low rise projects – can’t put open space on roof

· 10% of a small site doesn’t necessarily result in meaningful open space

· Adds to the cots of projects and hinders effort to provide affordable housing

· No other comparable city in study requires open space for residential

Recommended next steps

· Draft a text change to exempt the DOD from tree conservation ordinance

· Draft a text change to exempt the DOD/PBODs from parking requirements

· Draft a text change to exempt the DOD from open space requirements

· Further explore stormwater regulations and creative solutions w/ input from State

Mr. Crowder stated he concurs with the majority of what was being stated or recommended especially with the complexities of small projects, particularly as it relates to stormwater.  He pointed out he does not see how we could have one size that fits all and questioned what we can do to increase water quality pointing out sand filters, etc. is not the only way to deal with that.  He talked about the exemption for tree and open space and pointed out however many of the best has little nooks and crannies where one can dine, have quiet space, etc.  He stated we have to cognizant of open space.  It doesn’t have to be huge parks we can have small open spaces.  We need spaces for refuge in the downtown area.  Mayor Meeker moved approval of staff recommendations.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Crowder.  Discussion followed as to what assurances we would get that we would have more affordable housing if we drop the various requirements.  Planning Director Silver talked about it being very expensive to build in the downtown area and hopefully if the expenses were lower we would get more affordable units, it provides more choice.  What is required or prohibited now was also talked about.

Mr. Craven stated in his opinion this is the most inappropriate piece of legislation that has come across the Council table since he had been on Council.  He stated he continues to hear people who want to build in other parts of the City that we have all of these regulations and it would be better to let the market prevail.  He stated in his opinion to waive these requirements simply because a development is going downtown is unfair to the people who are developing in other parts of the City.  He stated to drop these requirements in his opinion makes the problems worst and leaves it to someone probably the City at a later date to have to address the concerns or problems that come about because of the exemptions.  He stated he does not feel this will solve any problem and he adamantly opposes these recommendations.  Mayor Meeker pointed out there are different problems from building downtown than in suburban areas.  Discussion followed with Mr. West making comments relative to affordable housing and trying to understand the correlation of the recommendations with affordable housing as it relates to parking.  The fact that if you do not have to include the cost of providing parking spaces in a building it should reduce the cost per unit with Mr. Craven questioning how we could say that people who live downtown will not own a car.  What the free market will address was talked about with Mr. Craven pointing out he fears the City will end having to provide the amenities, parking etc.

Ms. Taliaferro stated she is not ready to vote on this proposal as it was just received today and it is sweeping action.  In her opinion the stormwater issue needs more work.  She stated when the tree conservation ordinance was adopted there was an enormous amount of discussion as to the size of the exemption whether it was two acre lots, five acre lots, etc.  There was a lot of discussion about how infill lots would be handled and she talked about the buy provision in the ordinance.  In her opinion the parking exemption is not just a simple exemption.  She stated she would love to see a parking management authority and pointed out she has often asked that we have a parking study.  We need to address the parking needs in a systematic fashion not just exempt the downtown area.  She questioned if we drop the requirement for open space if that is incentivizing low rise development where as we want high rise downtown.  She again questioned why we have never gone forward with a overall downtown parking study, look at locations for decks, etc.  Mr. Crowder pointed out the answer to density is not necessarily high rise, not everyone can afford to build high rise as they are expensive, there are life safety issues, etc.  He would want to encourage all types of development and he would like to see a walkable environment.  Mayor Meeker pointed out he thought the first three recommendations are basically cleanup items with Mr. Isley questioning if we would want extend this to every City focus area.  Planning Director Chapman pointed out he did not think so, but we will be looking at the parking issue citywide.  After brief discussion it was agreed to hold the item and place it on the December 5 agenda for further consideration.

HILLSBOROUGH STREET ROUNDABOUTS – PHASE I/25 PERCENT DESIGN PRESENTATION – TO BE PLACED ON DECEMBER 5 AGENDA AS A SPECIAL ITEM
During the November 7, 2006 Council meeting, representatives of Kimley-Horn and Associates presented their 25% preliminary design and requested direction on which design alternative to carry forward to the 100% design.  The presentation related to the Hillsborough Street Roundabouts, Phase I, from Gardner Street to Logan Court (project A) and from Enterprise Street to Oberlin Road (project B).  It was directed that the item be placed on this agenda to receive additional information from staff, NCSU and the Hillsborough Street Partnership.

Mayor Meeker stated Ms. Kekas had asked that this issue be held until the next meeting to give her an opportunity to participate.  He suggested we get all of the questions on the table today.  It was pointed out Kimley-Horn has a presentation to answer the questions asked at the last meeting.  It was agreed to proceed with that.
Jeff Moore, 9629 White Carriage Drive, Kimley-Horn made the following presentation for the three key questions that were asked at the last meeting.

I.
What are we getting with the project?

1.
This photograph made the front page of the N&O on November 13, 2006. The footer said “Pedestrians and nearly 19K cars a day coexist uneasily on HS.” In this photo, 30 pedestrians are crossing HS compared to 6 cars.

This shows that HS has a safety problem. With the proposed project, the City gets a safer street. Between 2000 and 2005, 11 pedestrian accidents were reported at the HS/Pullen Road intersection alone. We project a 75% reduction in pedestrian crashes and a 44% reduction in total crashes. Why the reduction? Shorter pedestrian crosswalks, median refuges, slower vehicles, and the elimination of left-turns.

2.
With the project, the City gets increased parking. In fact, the City gets 80 addtl daytime parking spaces along both sides of HS. Overall, public parking availability between 6 am and 10 pm is increased by 61%. We estimate that the new spaces could generate $131K annually for the City.

3.
With the project, the City gets extensive streetscape, utility, and transportation improvements.

We have shown the construction costs for Project A. If the City constructs Project A, you get 2 roundabouts for approx $765K, and streetscape improvements of approx $615K. If the City constructs Project B, you get 2 roundabouts for approx $1.2M, and streetscape improvements of about $485K.

From a utility perspective, the City gets utility improvements including new decorative street lights on both sides of HS.

From a transportation perspective, the City gets a solution to “dysfunction junction”.  Pullen Road is extended to the north to Oberlin Road, eliminating the adverse dogleg intersections that have plagued motorists for many years.

The point is this: the proposal is not just about roundabouts. The City is making a significant investment behind the curbs as well.

4.
With the project, the City gets community support. The HSP, NCSU, adjacent neighborhoods, and the business community all agree that change is needed on HS.  Individually, they might not agree on the specifics of what that change is, but they all agree on a change.

I would like to quote a letter from Chancellor Oblinger dated 9/18/06 – “we believe these street improvements will be a catalyst for the HS revitalization. The roundabout at Pullen Road and Stinson Drive … has proven to be enormously successful in both traffic calming and intersection efficiency. NC State is convinced that roundabouts are critical to accomplishing the key goals for improving HS by positively impacting the speed of vehicular traffic, on street parking, and pedestrian safety.”

The HSP voted unanimously on Nov 8 to recommend that the Council move forward with final design of both projects. Mr. George Chapman is here to expand upon that recommendation if desired by the Council.

II.
Has anyone built a project like this?

Several municipalities across the nation have built a series of roundabouts within an important corridor. You can see examples in CO, OR, IN, NV, and WA on the slide. NC is also no stranger to roundabouts. We have approx 100 roundabouts on public and private roads including 35 in Raleigh alone.

For the sake of time I would like to summarize the roundabout results in Golden, CO near Denver. South Golden Road was a 4-lane road with a center turn lane and parking, safety, and access problems, just like HS. Between 1996 and 1999, 31 injury accidents were reported along the corridor. The City of Golden desired to slow traffic, improve access, pedestrian safety, and aesthetics through this primary commercial area. The City decided to build 4 roundabouts and completed them in 1999. The business community was skeptical about the proposal.

Between 1999 and 2005, this corridor was the only area in the City reporting growth in sales tax revenues. In fact, tax revenues increased by 60% in the six years. Only 1 injury accident was reported during this period after roundabout construction. This project served to stimulate economic activity. In Golden CO, businesses have said “Yes, roundabouts are good for business.”

III.
How will reducing 4 to 2 lanes help traffic?

To answer this, I would like to show you a quick video of the existing conditions on HS.  What this video shows is how a bus basically stops one of the travel lanes, thus reducing the capacity to one lane.  The second video shows how left turn maneuvers do the same thing, reducing the lanes to one.

Existing HS consists of 4 travel lanes, less than 10 feet wide, no bike lanes, no on-street parking buffers, no left turn provisions, no bus turnouts, and 5 traffic signals. 

All of these features bring down the capacity of the corridor. It is estimated that traffic signals cut traffic capacity by as much as 40%. From a traffic engineering perspective, HS is hardly operating as a 4-lane section right now due to traffic constantly stopping for left turn movements, parking maneuvers, and buses. 

ITRE is the Institute of Transportation Research and Education, a part of NCSU. We worked with ITRE to develop a traffic simulation using a program called VISSIM for the Hillsborough-Pullen roundabout. This is the busiest intersection along the corridor. We would like to run a portion of that model for you today. This shows how the traffic would work through the 2-lane roundabout including their coexistence with pedestrians. This analysis indicates that the roundabouts will preserve the capacity of the corridor, allowing it to operate at a LOS A or B, without major approach backup except for SB Pullen Road.

So, how can we reduce the corridor from 4 to 2 lanes and help traffic?

· The project replaces traffic signals with roundabouts. This allows cars to constantly move, albeit slower.

· It would prohibit left turn movements except by way of the roundabouts

· It would make the travel lanes wider to better serve buses and trucks

· It would add a buffer between the travel lane and on-street parking, allowing easier bicycle travel and better bus stops.

All of these items contribute to our conclusion that making these improvements will preserve the corridor capacity.

Ms. Taliaferro questioned when Mr. Moore talks about the project what he is referring to, with Mr. Moore pointing out he is talking about project A and project B.  Ms. Taliaferro stated she had asked for information about roundabouts in other cities.  She stated Council did receive a report but the photos did not come out clearly.  She would like to see color photos.  She stated the only other municipalities in which the information was shared are much smaller cities.  She would like to see the same type information on Las Vegas or other cities similar in size to Raleigh.  She stated she is aware there are places where roundabouts were not successful and she would like to know about that information.  She also asked for the current membership of the Hillsborough Street Partnership and how it has changed since it started to make sure there has been some continuity.  She also questioned if there are any towns that have streets that have as many roundabouts or as much mileage as what is being proposed here.  She talked about pedestrians and pointed out we will always have jaywalkers.  Mr. Moore talked about the desire to channel the pedestrians into crosswalk locations.  He stated there had been discussion about putting a fence along Hillsborough Street to channelize the pedestrians.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out the information from NCSU was helpful and asked about the location of the retaining wall along their property and how that would help with pedestrians.

Mr. West questioned if this is a project based on the fact that we are looking at a specific street that has a uniqueness and its history and exactly why we are proposing this treatment for Hillsborough Street.  He would like to get a context on what we are trying to do.  He questioned if the uniqueness and history is part of why we are moving in this direction.  Are we trying to move traffic or are their other factors involved.  Mr. Crowder talked about a sense of place and destination and the uniqueness of Hillsborough Street.  He stated former Council Member Block had always said that all streets should go somewhere and he feels that maybe she would think a roundabout is a cul-de-sac with a place to go.  Ms. Taliaferro asked for updated information on accidents with cars, pedestrians, etc.  It was agreed to hold the item until December 5.

DOROTHEA DIX CAMPUS – ULI ADVISORY PANEL RECOMMENDATIONS – DIRECTIONS GIVEN
At the November 7, 2006 Council meeting, a representative of the ULI District Council made a presentation on the ULI Advisory Panel’s recommendations to preserve, re-use, finance and govern the preservation and development of the Dorothea Dix Campus.  The Council expressed a desire to move forward with the State General Assembly in a manner consistent with the Panel’s report.  Council asked the City Attorney and City Manager to advise on next steps.  A report is included.
City Manager Allen pointed out he and the City Attorney had suggested the steps could include the following:

A meeting to include the Mayor, City Manager, City Attorney and Senators Stevens and Malone and Representatives Weiss and Ross to determine a strategy related to support of the Wake County Legislative delegation and a meeting with the City Manager, City Attorney and Chief Financial officer with the City’s Bond Counsel, Tom Lee, in order to review the proposed structure of the financing plan to determine if the approach is allowed under State law.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned why these particular legislators were specified with it being pointed out they are the ones on the Committee.  Mayor Meeker pointed out the Committee will be meeting in December or January.  There has been a lot of discussion and a lot of people are very interested in preserving the 215 acres and more for park land.  What he is hearing is the people are very appreciative of a plan with a balanced framework.  He pointed out the ULI plan is a framework but does not specify any details.  The first step would be to get the Council to support the plan, meet with the legislators, get the owner of the property to sell the property and then we could develop details.  Mr. Craven asked that the Mayor make sure the full City Council is advised of the meeting dates and kept informed of the progress being made.  Mayor Meeker moved approval of the process as outlined by the Manager.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Craven and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  (Kekas absent)

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY MANAGER
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM REVIEW – DRAFT 2007-2013 NCDOT – REFERRED TO PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE; RESOLUTION REQUESTING AUDIT – TO BE PLACED ON DECEMBER 5 AGENDA
The North Carolina Department of Transportation has released a draft of its updated multiyear 2007-2013 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for review and comments.  A summary of the proposed changes from the adopted 2006-2012 TIP is in the agenda packet.  It is appropriate to review how this compares to the previous Council requests from the July 5, 2005 meeting.  A report comparing the two TIP documents is in the agenda packet.

Recommendation:  Comments have been prepared by staff for review.  Council may wish to authorize or amend these comments and transmit them to the Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (CAMPO) and NCDOT.

Transportation Services Division Manager Eric Lamb presented a detailed power point explaining what we are funding which includes safety projects, congestion abatement and mitigation projects, pedestrian and bicycle projects, economic development projects and infrastructure maintenance projects.  He talked about financing of transportation projects is facing major crisis due to 20 to 30 percent cost inflation on construction projects over the past three years, Federal Highway trust fund maybe depleted as early as 2009, more responsibility falling into state and local funding to address transportation needs, current state equity formula fails to address congestion – related needs in the urban areas.  He stated in the draft 2007-2013 there are few changes from the adopted 2006-2013 plan.  Many projects were moved back due to permitting or budgeting issues including US 70, Wake Forest By-pass being delayed, US 401 widening delayed.  He pointed out funding for the Falls of Neuse Corridor and the citywide signal system has been resolved and pointed out several city roadway priorities have been identified for planning studies only including Tryon Road extension, Hillsborough/Blue Ridge grade separation and the Tryon Road realignment.  He talked about the Strickland Road extension which is unfunded but the planning document is near completion.  He touched on funding for bicycle and pedestrian projects, I-440/Wake Forest interchange improvements, bridge replacement projects.  He presented the following summary of the staff recommendations for a response to NCDOT’s draft 2007-2013 TIP.

· Adjust Raleigh’s priority list to focus on most regionally significant projects

· Move Eastern Wake Expressway (R-2829) to #1 priority

· Make I-40 (I-4744) and I-440 (U-2719) widening projects a higher priority

· Push to continue planning document for US 70 Corridor Project (U-2823)

· Improves scoring in CAMPO’s technical evaluation and ranking system

· May advance projects with regional priority

· Request funding to continue project planning and permitting

· Required first step for all projects using state or federal funds

· Positively positions major projects if funding should be made available

· Helps define corridors, project footprints to allow continued growth with certainty

· Encourage set asides for public/private partnerships

· Leverages private sector funds against limited public funds

Discussion took place on clarification of some of the projects.  Mr. Isley expressed concern about Wake County being a donor county and more money going to the State but the State is not funding any road construction projects in Wake County.  The fact that almost no money comes back to the Wake County area for new construction was talked about.  Mayor Meeker pointed out CAMPO is talking about asking the State Auditor to do an audit of the State highway Trust funds to find out how the money is being spent.  The money is being collected but is not coming back for road construction.

Mr. West questioned if the Council approved the recommendation for adjustments or shifts in priorities, what that means for existing projects or priorities such as Tryon Road extension, etc.  How changing the priorities could shift existing projects down and how the City’s recommendations are handled was talked about.  Mr. Lamb explained how the program works pointing out the City presents its recommendation to the MPO.  They evaluate all of the requests regionally and make recommendations.  One of the factors that they consider is whether a project is a City’s priority or where it is on the priority listing.  How shifting the projects and hypothetical situations of shifting a project and the implications and the impact on that area was talked about.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out individual decisions could have a domino affect and she feels before just moving forward with the recommendations that the priorities should be looked at in Public Works Committee and it was agreed to refer the draft TIP to Public Works Committee.

Mayor Meeker pointed out we need to look at funding for the future and questioned the need to look for other sources other than property tax or bonds to pay for the road needs.  Should the City be requesting another source of funding such as a vehicle transfer tax, etc.  Maybe we should approach the General Assembly for authority to have some other type funding source.  The State funding and distribution of those funds was talked about as well as the equity formula.  Why the City of Raleigh seems to be getting nothing and the need to ask the State DOT why the City is getting nothing was talked about.  Whether the equity formula is being followed and whether the City Attorney should be asked to look into that was talked about.  City Attorney McCormick indicated the thought of the MPO asking the State Auditor to look into the situation is very intriguing.  Mr. Craven suggested putting a resolution forward to support asking the State Auditor to look into the situation.  Mr. Isley moved that the City Council waive its rule to require that resolutions be presented at one meeting, be circulated and acted on at the next meeting and suggested the City Attorney could put something together before tonight’s meeting relative to requesting the State Auditor to look into the situation.  It was agreed to ask the City Attorney to draft such a resolution for consideration at the December 5 meeting, that is to look at the equity formula and whether it is being applied properly.  Further discussion took place as to whether in the proposed resolution if the Council wanted to talk about requesting other sources of funding from the General Assembly with Ms. Taliaferro suggesting the staff put together some information on options of what the City Council can ask for and the likelihood of receiving legislation.

Mayor Meeker pointed out about a year ago the Raleigh Transit Authority made some suggestions and maybe the Council could be provided an update on that report.  Mr. Isley asked if we could get someone from the State DOT to come and talk to the City about the situation and explain why no new road construction is being funded in the area.  Mayor Meeker stated the City could ask that but he doubted if anybody would come.  Mr. Isley pointed out Nina Slozburg is on the State Board of Transportation and maybe we could get her engaged in the process.

Mr. Stephenson pointed out he understand it may cost between $12 and $30 million to fix the problems on I-40 and he understands that may come from funding that would go to new construction in our area.  He also asked about the North Carolina Toll Authority and if that could be a funding source.  It was agreed to place the item on the December 5 for further consideration of a proposed resolution relative to asking the State Auditor to audit the highway trust fund equity formula and to also consider what type if any new funding sources the City may want to pursue.

Perry Saffran was in the audience and indicated he is a member of the North Carolina Toll Authority and they will be giving a report to the Council a little later.

BIOSOLIDS PARTNERSHIP ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEM – UPDATE REPORT - RECEIVED
An update report presentation on the National Biosolids Partnership Environmental Management System will be made at the meeting.

Recommendation:  Receive the report.

City Manager Allen explained one of the main byproducts at the Wastewater Treatment Plant is biosolids.  He talked the National Biosolids program pointing out in order to participate the City of Raleigh has to do a number of things.  Public Utilities Director Dale Crisp introduced Marti Gibson, Public Utilities Environmental Coordinator.  He stated Marti does this job among other things such as coordinating the Waterfest, etc.  

Marti Gibson explained the Neuse River Wastewater Treatment Plant biosolids policy provides an exemplary biosolids management program for customers while protecting the environment and maintaining public health at a fair and reasonable cost.  It is a framework to maintain the City’s high standards and identify and act on opportunities to improve in the fields of regulatory compliance, product and service quality, credibility with stakeholders, internal staff communication, emergency preparedness and response.  She indicated in order to do this we must plan, do, check and act.  The reason for an environmental management system is to provide a means for a continual improvement and maintain quality in biosolids products and services, help to effectively and efficiently respond to “situations”, engage supporters and critics effectively, track and report achievements both internally and externally and maintain long-term viability of all biosolids in use options.  The ultimate benefit of a program is to keep the Neuse River clean, protect public health and recycle valuable nutrients in biosolids.  She stated everyone at the plant is involved.  Those that work in the biosolids value chain are directly involved beginning with wastewater collection and pretreatment ending in biosolids use or disposal.  She went over the team members which include Tim Woody the Reuse Superintendent; T. J. Lynch the Treatment Plant Superintendent; Marla Dalton, Lab Supervisor; Burrell Brock, Pre-treatment Coordinator; Winslow Davis, Operations Supervisor; Jesse Luper, Land Management Supervisor and Don Edwards, Residual Distribution Coordinator.  She pointed out there are over 16,000 sanitary sewer systems throughout the United States.  As of September 19, 2006 there were only 13 certified EMS Biosolids systems in the Nation and the City of Raleigh hopes to be number 14 or 15.  She went over the schedule with started in September 2003, an internal audit was conducted in December 2005, the third party audit which is in process and hopefully the NBP certification will come in the Spring of 2007.  She stated during the initial audit there were some things that were identified but they are being worked on and/or are completed.

The report was received without further comment. 

MARRIOTT HOTEL – REVISED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT AND RECIPROCAL EASEMENTS, CONSTRUCTION, PARKING, OPERATING AND USE AGREEMENT – VARIOUS ACTIONS APPROVED
A revised Development Agreement and a Reciprocal Easement, Construction, Parking, Operating and Use Agreement (REA) have been negotiated with Noble Development Group for the Convention Center hotel to be constructed atop the City’s Underground Parking Deck.  These agreements formalize the joint relationship between the parties regarding construction of these two structures on the same site, and establish operating and cost sharing agreements.  More information was in the agenda packet.

Recommendations:
a. Approve the revised Development Agreement with Noble Development Group;

b. Approve the Reciprocal Easement, Construction, Parking, Operating and Use Agreement with Noble Development Group (REA);

c. Approve the encroachment authorization written into the REA for hotel-related items to be located within Fayetteville Street and the plaza to the north of the hotel, which are subject to the City’s normal administrative processes for approval of private use of public spaces in Downtown.

City Manager Allen pointed out the City had entered into a development agreement with the Noble Development Group for the Downtown Marriott Hotel.  He stated since that time a lot of things have changed.  Most significantly is that we are now putting a parking deck under the hotel.  He stated Council members received in their agenda packet a copy of the revised agreements.  He stated one of the most significant changes since the original agreement is that the hotel has determined they will do valet parking so we will be able to get 38 additional parking spaces in the deck.  He talked about the joint time table and pointed out the City is building the deck and talked about the hotel wanting to start construction, etc.  He talked about acquisition arrangements and the fact that we do need authority to enter into encroachment agreements, etc. in order to start construction.  He stated we have mutual dates with guarantees for performance for the underground deck, the surface improvements to Fayetteville Street, and the plaza to the north of the hotel and the hotel itself all tied with the projected opening of the Convention Center in 2008.  He pointed out Council members received information relative to its encroachment authorizations relating to the hotel outdoor seating, awnings, overhangs, the porte space cochere, etc.  The City agrees to maintain the underground deck in accordance with normal written standards.  Noble has agreed to contribute $3, 226,530 which represents the hotel’s portion of the cost of construction of the underground deck.  All of the other aspects of the City’s relationship with Noble as per the original memorandum of understanding and development agreement remain the same.  He pointed out in the two years we have been working with the group Noble has been one of the best development partners possible.  He stated they started out with a $60 million project and the City was committing $20 million as it relates to the parking.  The private project is now at $70 million and we are at the stage of the final agreements.

Mark Refuse, Noble Development Company pointed out they are very excited to be here.  From a financial standpoint they are ready to go.  Their equity is committed.  He stated they are targeting their financial closing for December 2006 and at that point everything would go in escrow and they would issue bonds.  At that point they would pay their share of the demolition cost of $550,000; $500,000 for the underground connector and their share of the shared cost of the financial work.  He pointed out they have entered into a contract with Holder and by using the same contractor they are saving the City possibly as much as $1 million.  He pointed out their permit review is scheduled for December 6 and their anticipated start date is February 2007 with a completion date of 2008.  He talked about their construction sequencing, the fact that they have begun their marketing activities with the Convention Center and they are beginning to market Raleigh in general.  He stated as of now they have committed to 91 groups or 64,000 room nights.  He expressed appreciation to the City staff for their work and cooperation.

City Manager Allen pointed out this involves a lot of work and time has gone into this project.  He recommended the Council approve the three recommendations as outlined and pointed out there are a number of tag along documents such as condo declarations, etc. which need to be updated to reflect the new arrangements and he would suggest that in addition to the three recommendations as outlined on the agenda that the Council also authorize amending the other “tag along” agreements as updated.

Mr. Crowder asked about the cost sharing estimates with City Manager Allen pointing out there are some very complicated issues.  They were able to come to an agreement with the exception of about $90,000 as to whose responsibility that would be so everyone has agreed to split that cost.  Mayor Meeker moved approval of the recommendations as outlined with the approval to execute the amended “tag along” agreements.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Craven who voted in the negative.  (Kekas absent)  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 6-1 vote.

GRANT AWARD – NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CRIME CONTROL AND PUBLIC SAFETY – VIPER – 800MHZ - GRANT ACCEPTED – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN AND DIRECTIONS GIVEN
The Raleigh Police Department applied for grant funding from Crime Control and Public Safety in 2006 to join the VIPER - 800 MHz Trunked Radio System.  Additional information is in the agenda packet.

Recommendations:
a. Approve the budget amendment as listed below accepting the $2,000,000 in grant funds and authorize the Mayor and City Manager to execute the associated grant documents.
Revenue Accounts:

810-7255-51317-982
State Grant
$2,000,000.00

810-7255-51326-982
Equipment Fund Reserve
  1,527,000.00



$3,527,000.00

Expense Account:

810-7255-70890-982
Contractual Services
$3,527,000.00

b. Authorize the City Manager to negotiate and execute an addendum to the interlocal agreement between the City of Raleigh and Wake County regarding the use and support of the Wake County 800 MHz Trunked Radio System.  The addendum will outline the improvements to the 800 MHz system and establish a payment schedule with the County.

c. Extend a request to the Wake County Board of Commissioners for financial support of the basic infrastructure cost.

City Manager Allen explained the grant award pointing out the City of Raleigh asked for $6 million and received $2 million.  He stated we have to use some of our own funds and the agenda outlined other costs that will be incurred by the City.  He pointed out the rest of the County is on the system and the State is going to the system.  He stated there are other costs that will be incurred by the City and pointed out we will need to buy portable and in-vehicle radios over the next couple of years and add a staff member in the Communications Department.  There will be maintenance costs.  He strongly recommends endorsement of this and that the City Council place a high priority on getting the project online.  Mayor Meeker questioned if the City could request additional grants with the City Manager indicating we could.  The City Manager stated he really feels Wake County should help with this project as they did with all other municipalities in the past.  He stated when the County went to the system the City of Raleigh chose not participate.  He stated he would like an opportunity to work with the County and enlist their help.  Mr. Isley moved approval.  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 a 7-0 vote.  (Kekas absent)  See Ordinance 135TF57.

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

DOG PARKS – CAROLINA PINES AND GLEN EDEN PARK – MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT PROCESS AUTHORIZED
During the Parks, Recreation, and Greenway Advisory Board meeting on October 19, 2006, the Board voted to recommend to City Council the proposal for dog parks at Carolina Pines and Glen Eden Park.  (Maps are in the agenda packet).  These sites would require master plan amendment processes.  The Advisory Board would like for City Council to approve following the amendment process which will be an opportunity for public input to evaluate these two sites.  After the amendment process is complete and additional public input gathered a report will be made to City Council with final recommendations.

Gail Till, Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board, pointed out dog parks are very popular.  The two the city has now are overburdened.  This is a process to give the citizens an opportunity to comment on the possibility of having dog parks at these two locations.  Mr. Crowder stated he had spoke to Ms. Kirshbaum concerning this issue and he thinks the CAC understands this is just beginning a process and he just wants to make sure the CAC’s are a part of that process.  Mayor Meeker moved approval.  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 a 7-0 vote.  (Kekas absent)
JOINT HEARING OF THE CITY COUNCIL AND THE RALEIGH HISTORIC DISTRICTS COMMISSION
RALEIGH HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATIONS – VARIOUS LOCATIONS – HEARING – ITEM TO BE PLACED ON DECEMBER 5 AGENDA
This is a hearing to receive applications submitted by owners for Raleigh Historic Landmark designation of the following properties:

Boylan Properties, 817 Hillsborough Street

Former Branch Banking & Trust Building, 333 Fayetteville Street

Mary Elizabeth Hospital/Medical Arts Building, 1100 and 1110 Wake Forest Road

Dan Becker, Executive Director of the Raleigh Historic Districts Commission, pointed out a quorum of the Raleigh Historic Districts Commission is present including Curtis Kasefang, Chairperson.  Mr. Becker pointed out the City has received three owner initiated applications as outlined.  He explained the Commission has reviewed the applications and found on September 19, 2006 they meet the criteria for designation contained in GS 160A-400.5&6 and City Code Section 10-1053(a)(c)(2).  He stated all requirements and City Code requirements have been followed including referring the applications to the Department of Cultural Resources, Division of Archives and History for its analysis and recommendations concerning the reports as outlined in the General Statutes and City Code.  Council members received a copy of the State analysis and recommendation for each of the three properties.  Mr. Becker went through the three locations giving their history, presenting photos, explaining how they qualify and the significant features.  He stated the Commission is not asking for any action at this point that following the public hearing the Raleigh Historic Districts Commission will meet and return on December 5 to make a final recommendation on the proposed designations and present proposed ordinances at that time.  The Mayor opened the hearing on each location.

Diane Wynne, 815 New Bern Avenue, pointed out the Boylan Apartments are owned by a family trust and talked about a major restoration taking place at that location, pointing out restoration is in the $2 million range.  She stated she is indicating this to show the family is very committed to keeping the property in good order and asked the Council to grant the designation.

No one else asked to be heard, thus the hearings were closed and the comments referred to the Raleigh Historic Districts Commission for a report back on December 5, 2006.

REQUESTS AND PETITIONS OF CITIZENS
CENTENNIAL AUTHORITY – RBC CENTER IMPROVEMENTS AND PLANS – REFERRED TO THE CITY MANAGER FOR FURTHER DISCUSSION
Clyde Holt, III, Centennial Authority, indicated earlier this year the Centennial Authority undertook a financial analysis for maintaining the building integrity and competitive position of the RBC Center.  Wake County and the City of Raleigh authorized use of capital reserves to fund immediate RBC Center improvements, but encouraged the Authority to prepare a financial plan providing project solvency over the long term.  Authority members would like to review their plans and discuss implementation of the same.
Bill Mullins, Centennial Authority Chairperson, indicated he is accompanied by Authority members Frasier, Saffran and City Attorney McCormick.  He pointed out they had a great year.  They had over a million and a half people come through the arena, pointing out that is more than any other arena in North Carolina.  Mr. Mullins stated the Authority paid $1.8 million to the City and County and generated over $8 million in State and local taxes which far exceeded the year before.  He explained because of the success or heavy use, the Authority came to the City and County and asked permission to use Authority capital reserves to fund immediate RBC Center improvements.  At that time the Authority was asked to develop a financial plan to help keep the center a state of art facility it is.  Mr. Mullins pointed out with the capital reserve funds they did some improvements outside, pointing out there were some security issues and those have been addressed.  They did work on the concession stands, etc.  Mr. Mullins pointed out based on the financial analysis they conducted they can see a funding shortfall in the year 2014/15.  He stated they had provided Council members information on this issue and he is before the Council to ask the Council to direct the City Manager (he pointed out the County Commissioners directed the County Manager yesterday) to meet with their financial advisor and the County Manager to work on this issue.  He stated representatives of the Authority would like to sit down with the City and County and work through the details, see where hotel/motel food taxes may be available to help, pointing out the tax is being collected at a higher rate than anticipated.  He stated as he is reminded on many occasions this is a good news, bad news.  The good news is the huge success but the bad news is the number of people coming through the facility have made repairs and maintenance necessary.  He asked that the Council direct the City Manager to began the process.  Mayor Meeker moved approval as requested.  His motion was seconded by Mr. West and put to a vote which passed on a 7-0 vote.  (Kekas absent)

STREET IMPROVEMENT – MOTON PLACE – RESOLUTION OF INTENT ADOPTED
Eva F. Stein pointed out Moton Place is a tiny gravel road in the vicinity of Raleigh National Cemetery.  She indicated she purchased property on the street in 2002 and in 2003 through a Community Development program to develop the property.  She spent a lot of time, effort and her own money.  She again stated it is a tiny unpaved street and she has had difficulty maintaining tenancy because of problems with area being dark, adjacent to a large undeveloped piece of property, no good road, etc.  She stated approximately a year ago she asked the Street Department to pave the street and she was directed to the Street Improvement Petition process.  She also pointed out she had talked with Terry Scott about street lights in the area and explained problems with the area being dark, people are afraid, etc.  She pointed out she had tried to go through the Street Improvement Petition process and was told by Neil Johnson that they would prefer to do only a 150 feet through the petition.  She really wanted to get at least 200 feet paved.  She talked about the problems in getting a sufficient petition because some of the lots having the 150 exemption.  There will be only two properties which will be liable for assessments and that is her property and the Hendersons’ property.  She talked about vandalism in the area, break-ins, etc.

City Manager Allen pointed out it is an unusual situation and it does meet code for a variance and Administration would recommend approval of paving of a 20 foot strip no sidewalks.  He stated he did not know about the street lights.  Mayor Meeker moved the Council waive the requirement for a sufficient petition and move ahead and adopt a resolution of intent for the strip paving.  His motion was seconded by Mr. West.  It was pointed out once the street is improved the applicant could contact Progress Energy about a street light.  Mr. West talked about crime prevention program in the area and suggested Ms. Stein contact Lillian Thompson.  The motion as stated was put to a vote a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  (Kekas absent)  See Resolution 92.

SOUTHLIGHT, INCORPORATED – REQUEST FOR FUNDING OF AWARENESS OUTREACH PROGRAM – REFERRED TO BUDGET AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
George York, 20 Furches Street, pointed out he is a member of the SouthLight Board of Directors.  He talked about their program, services they offer for drug prevention and intervention etc.  He stated earlier in the year they submitted a request for $31,375 to help fund the program.  They learned in July funding was not granted.  He stated SouthLight has worked with the City over 20 years and would like to request their funding be reinstated.  He introduced members of the board and staff who were present.

Dr. Tad Kleinfelter expressed appreciation to the City for their support for the past 29 years.  He talked about the services they have offered and pointed out they had received a letter from the Chairman of the Human Resources Commission indicating they were recommended for funding.  He talked about the Budget notes Council received which indicated SouthLight requested no funding for 2006-2007.  He stated he feels part of the problem may have been confusion of the name and location change.  He told of the letter they had received from the Human Relations Commission, how the recommendation was made to the Council, and the fact that evidently their request and the recommendation from Human Relations Commission got lost before it reached Council.

City Manager Allen indicated there was no money budgeted for SouthLight.  The name change and the fact that they have in the past received grants offline may have added to the confusion.  The Human Relations Commission thought that they were hoping to get their funding off line.  Their recommendations were given to the City Council without change.  After brief discussion on the confusion by consensus it was agreed to refer the item to Budget and Economic Development Committee.

PUBLIC NUISANCE – 816 BRENT ROAD – CHARGES WAIVED
Hassen Khouni had requested permission to discuss trash removal citation, recycling and missing pickups.

Mark Dander Borgh, 3321 Bearskin Court, pointed out he was representing the neighborhood in support of Mr. Khouni’s request to have fine that accrued from two nuisance violations waived.  He indicated Mr. Khouni is new to Raleigh and had a bit of a learning curve in dealing with yard waste pickup and yard maintenance.  He stated the first violation was inherited as the yard had literally been abandoned the year prior to the purchase of the home.  Mr. Khouni is on top of it now, the yard is immaculate especially for this time of the year.  Mr. Borgh presented letters from adjoining property owners. Dennis Perry, 820 Brent Road, and Fran Richardson, 819 Brent Road, which praised Mr. Khouni for cleaning up the property and expressed their deep appreciation in having him as a neighbor.  Both are saddened that he has been welcomed with citations and fines.

Inspections Director Strickland explained on June 16 a notice of violation was sent to 816 Brent Road and the violation consisted of grass exceeding 8 inches in height, limbs, brush, boxes, etc.  A $100 administrative fee was held in abeyance.  On September 13 a second notice of violation was sent 816 Brent Road for the same situation.  In accordance with City Code an Administrative fee assessment of $200 ($100 for September 13 notice and $100 for the June 16 notice) and a $250 civil penalty per code had been levied, both nuisances were cleared by the private property.  Mr. Crowder moved waiver of the fees and fines.  His motion was seconded by Mr. West and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  (Kekas absent)
UNFIT BUILDING – 1209 BOYER STREET – 45 DAY EXTENSION GRANTED
A representative of the Joyner Realty was at the meeting to request an extension of time relative to 1209 Boyer Street.  She pointed out the property in the process of being sold and they need 45 days.  Inspections Director Strickland stated he had no objection.  Mr. Isley moved approval of the 45 day extension.  His motion was seconded by Mayor Meeker and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  (Kekas absent)  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Ordinance 130.

PUBLIC NUISANCE – 313 RATTAN BAY DRIVE – COST WAIVED
Linda J. Spence pointed out on March 30 she was sent a notice of violation for a public nuisance vehicle on her property at 313 Rattan Bay Drive.  She stated a couple of months prior to that it was reported they received another offense but they were not aware of that.  They didn’t receive any information on the first offense.  She stated she is new to the area and just does not understand the rules.  She is not trying to disregard her responsibilities, she did not receive any information on an offense in 2005.  She stated she did acknowledge that the car was in the yard but did not know it was a violation.

Inspections Director Strickland pointed out on August 23, 2005 a notice of violation for a public nuisance at 313 Rattan Bay Drive relating to mattress on the ground next to the dwelling was sent.  A $100 administrative fee was applied but held in abeyance.  On March 30, 2006 a second notice relating to a nuisance vehicle being used for storage for boxes of paper, clothing, refuge and other material was sent.  In accordance with Code Section 12-6006 Mr. Spence was sent an administrative fee assessment of $200 ($100 for March 30 and $100 for August 23) and $250 civil penalty as it was the second notice within a 12 month period.  Both violations were cleared by the private property owner.  Brief discussion took place on the number of violations, the cost to abate the nuisance, and photographs of the area.  Mr. West moved that the $450 charge be waived.  His 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 a 7-0 vote.  (Kekas absent)

TRAFFIC – 110 SOUTH WILMINGTON STREET – NO ACTION TAKEN
Michael J. Mettrey, Met-Tech, Inc. had requested permission to discuss parking and loading zones in front of his property on 105 S. Wilmington Street.  Mr. Mettrey was not at the meeting; therefore, the item was removed with no action taken.

BRENTWOOD LAKE AND LOT – POSSIBLE DONATION TO THE CITY – REFERRED TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
Attorney Thomas C. Worth, Jr., representing Judith Adams pointed out he would like to have discussions with the City concerning the possible donation of Brentwood Lake to the City and perhaps the donation of a lot on Graywood Drive to the City.  He stated this has to do with assessments on this property.

City Manager Allen indicated there are many issues and concerns relative to this proposal; therefore he feels it would be appropriate to refer the item to Committee.  Without discussion the item was referred to Public Works Committee.

VEGETATION IMPACT PERMIT – 112 NORTH BLOODWORTH STREET – APPEAL – REFERRED TO THE CITY ATTORNEY
David J. Neill, Smith, Moore, LLP, indicated Prado Construction Company is in the process of moving a house from 620 N. Boylan Avenue to a lot in the Oakwood Historic District at 207 Linden Avenue.  He stated Prado Construction Company through their tree pruning contractor has pruned and removed City trees without securing a vegetation impact permit from the Urban Forester in advance of the work.  The tree pruning was not performed according to professional arboriculture standards and has damaged the impacted trees.  He pointed out a Certificate of Appropriateness was obtained, had a number of conditions including pruning of 17 trees and removal of 2 specific trees within public rights-of-way.  He pointed out a tree was removed.  He stated they were about 90 percent through when they found out about the problems.  The immediately retained a consulting arborist and they are before the City Council requesting permission to move forward and make restitution or make right the wrongs of the past.  He stated if they cannot get the house moved to 207 Linden Avenue they fear the house will end up in the landfill.  He stated they had come up with a route but they cannot get the permits and are asking for the Council’s help.

Matthew Brown, Community Development Chair for the Society for Preservation of Historic Oakwood, pointed out the house is a very fine Queen Anne style house built in 1906.  He explained the characteristics of the house, presented a photograph and pointed out its architectural assets.  He stated the inside of the house is in excellent condition.  Everyone is sorry for the mistakes that were made but the neighborhood is still very much behind the project.  Only one person in the neighborhood is opposed to the pruning and told how the problem came about.  He told about Oakwood’s love for trees, how many have been planted, and their support for the Urban Forester and the tree ordinance in general.  He asked the Council to do what they could to help save the Queen Anne house.

Brief discussion took place as to what steps could be taken, the authorities of the Urban Forester and what could be done to work out the situation after which the Council directed the City Attorney to work with the Urban Forester and if they can work out the issues to allow the house to move forward fine but if the item needs to come back to Council the City Attorney could so direct.

WATSON FLEA MARKET AREA – VARIOUS CONCERNS – REFERRED TO LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY AND PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
Eugene Weeks, South CAC, read a resolution which was adopted by the South CAC at their November 13, 2006 meeting which talked about problems with Watson Flea Market area.  The resolution called for the City Council to take action with deliberate speed to give relief to the citizens of Southeast Raleigh and those who have to drive by and experience daily one of the worst eyesores in the City, an eyesore that detracts from things that define Raleigh as a place of great people, families and neighborhoods.  Mr. Weeks stated he had received a call from Mr. Hale of the Public Works Committee who is trying to address some of the parking problems along Rock Quarry Road.  Mr. Weeks stated according to his count on a recent Sunday there were at least 50 cars on each side of the road.  He stated as he understands if there are “no parking” signs there is nothing the police can do to keep the cars from parking there.  He talked about efforts of various City personnel to deal with the owners of Watson Flea Market but pointed out they cannot get them to return calls.  He talked about illegal turns, safety concerns and called on the Council to do something before someone gets killed.  He stated no one is trying to eliminate the flea market they just need help in cleaning up in the area.  He stated over a 1,000 people attend the flea market each weekend.  He questioned the occupancy law pointing out if a fire breaks out with that many people in the area we will have problems.  He stated Mr. Hale is working with them on the parking.

City Manager Allen pointed out the City has done numerous inspections, he has talked to the Fire Chief about fire inspections and we will be erecting no parking signs.

Mr. West pointed out the operator of the flea market was before the Council sometime back asking the Council to abate some fines that had been levied against the flea market.  Mr. West stated he urged the operator to attend the South CAC and talk with them about their concerns but evidently there has not been any dialogue.  He stated he feels we need to look at the problems in a comprehensive way and it maybe a good idea to refer the item to the Law and Public Safety Committee to see if we can work out a win/win situation.  Mr. Isley stated he would be glad to take the item in Law and Public Safety Committee and suggested it be a joint meeting with the Public Works Committee as there are numerous items.  Without further discussion the item was referred to Law and Public Safety and Public Works Committees.

MATTERS SCHEDULED FOR PUBLIC HEARING
PUBLIC NUISANCE COST CONFIRMATION – VARIOUS LOCATIONS – HEARING – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN
This was a hearing to consider the adoption of a resolution confirming the charges for the abatement of public nuisances as a lien against the property as listed below.  The Mayor opened the hearing.

	LOCATION
	PROPERTY OWNER
	TAX ID NO.
	ABATEMENT

	3356 Alamance Drive (E)
	Zdenek & Ilse Fogl
	0027107
	$210.00

	2025 Atkins Drive (C)
	Frank C. Smith
	0064917
	$239.00

	2604 Big Oak Street (C)
	Adeyinka A. Ewetade
	0100007
	$255.00

	413 Bledsoe Avenue (C)
	Capital Property Management LLC
	0165083
	$247.00

	509 Bragg Street (C)
	Bernice B. Brandon & J H Bias
	0007777
	$324.00

	532 Bragg Street (C)
	Odis L. Hunter
	0022102
	$698.00

	611 Brent Road (D)
	Joseph R. Jr. & Kathy B. Henderson
	0126171
	$541.00

	800 Brent Road (D)
	Austin Family Properties LLC
	0117538
	$222.00

	621 Brooks Avenue (D)
	Robert Grover Boren
	0017980
	$248.00


Robert Brown pointed out he has owned the property at 621 Brooks Avenue since 1996.  He stated he has an excellent relationship with the neighbors and talked about problems which occurred after an August storm in which a tremendous tree fell and damaged a neighbor’s vehicle.  He stated that neighbor complained and he learned of multiple violations which he needed to take care.  He hired a tree service and thought he had addressed all of the concerns.  He talked about an alleged problem on the property line between his lot and the home at 704 Harris Street.  He stated he spent 2 days abating the nuisances.  The neighbors saw him doing the work and he thought he had taken care of everything but then he received a bill from the City for the work the City had done.  He went through conversations that occurred between him and the inspector, the location of the alleged violations, city’s assertion that the work was performed by a city crew; however, he could not get any confirmation or see the video which he was told was made, contacts he had made with the City to try to determine what the bill was for and confusion about who abated and when the abatements were done.  Inspections Director Strickland explained the timeline and actions that had been taken and location of violations.  It was agreed to refer the item to the City Attorney to make a recommendation.

	632 Buck Jones Road (D)
	Jennifer Leigh Buzzard
	0051961
	$255.00

	1014 West Cabarrus Street (D)
	Joel I. & Debbie Lubell
	0030608
	$316.00

	814 Cotton Place (C)
	James Otis Alston & Rosabelle Alston Hinton
	0001694
	$315.00

	703 Harris Street (D)
	George H. & Deborah W. Andrews
	0029013
	$258.00

	602 Haywood Street (C)
	Joyce P. Moore & Hazel E. Moore
	0087002
	$277.00

	119 King William Road (C)
	Wen P. Fan
	0007942
	$441.00

	1500 East Lane Street (C)
	Sylvia Dunn, Heirs 

C/O Roger Dunn
	0019369
	$249.00

	409 West Lenoir Street (D)
	Patrick Crawford &

Maria Antoinette Crawford
	0013692
	$336.00

	4927 Liles Road (D)
	Roberta L. Vaughan
	0027038
	$229.00


Roberta Vaughn indicated a limb had fallen at 4927 Liles Road during a storm and she was in the process of getting it chopped up.  No one complained about the limb in her yard; however, someone around the corner had removed a big tree and complaints were made about that and the inspector was riding around the neighborhood and saw the limb in her yard.  Inspections Director Strickland pointed out the City did receive a complaint on August 29.  The public nuisance consisted of limbs, logs and other brush.  It was abated by the City on September 15.  There was a $54.00 removal cost.  Ms. Vaughn stated she did not receive the first notice.  Mr. Isley moved to adjust the total abatement to the $54.00 removal cost.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  (Kekas absent)

	106 Lord Anson Drive (C)
	Will A. & Betty H. Hudson
	0051062
	$259.00

	818 East Martin Street (C)
	The Wood Pile LLC
	0068364
	$300.00

	505 Merwin Road (D)
	Malvise A. Scott
	0097021
	$280.00

	2351 Milburnie Road (C)
	Tiffany Gray
	0094899
	$392.00

	306 East Millbrook Road (A)
	Gwo Ching & Chai Li Tseng
	0006776
	$240.00

	519 Moseley Lane (C)
	Robert Joseph Wasson
	0026710
	$235.00

	1201 Norris Street (C)
	Steven P. Laesch
	0025973
	$248.00

	212 Northclift Drive (A)
	Kim Lien Thi Hoang
	0035590
	$230.00

	5881 North Hills Drive (A)
	Steve A. Karras
	0084667
	$229.00

	732 Oak Road (D)
	Walter B. Turner, Jr.
	0028614
	$246.00

	1017 South Person Street (C)
	Reginald F. & Furney Pretty
	0054930
	$310.00

	2708 Plainsfield Circle (C)
	Robert L. Gordon, Jr.
	0014860
	$238.00

	1108 Savannah Drive (C)
	Affordable Housing Alternatives LLC
	0078781
	$288.00

	6113 Spice Ridge Lane (D)
	U.S. Bank National Association Trustee Wells Fargo
	0138075
	$334.00

	121 South Tarboro Road (C)
	Lynda Ruddle Gilchrist
	0046307
	$262.00

	2706 Vanderbilt Avenue (D)
	John Kim
	0024719
	$250.00

	2214 Van Dyke Avenue (D)
	John F. McGuire, Heirs

C/O Grace Howell
	0045955
	$240.00

	3408 Whitford Court (D)
	Joseph R. Henderson, Jr.
	0126142
	$333.00

	3710 Wyndcliff Court (B)
	Tyrone Norman & Victoya Purvis
	0327698
	$491.00


Mayor Meeker stated the following locations should be withdrawn from consideration of confirming cost as the charges have already been paid:  509 Bragg Street, 814 Cotton Place, 703 Harris Street, 119 King William Road, 409 West Lenoir Street, 818 East Martin Street and 2706 Vanderbilt Avenue.

Mr. Isley moved adoption of a resolution confirming the remaining charges as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  (Kekas absent)  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Resolution 93.

ANNEXATION – FORTY WADE AND GRIFFIS GLEN – HEARING – ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTION ADOPTED
This was a hearing to consider the following petitions for annexation.  If following the hearings the Council wishes to proceed with the annexations, it would appropriate to adopt ordinances annexing the properties and a resolution placing the properties in the appropriate electoral districts.
LOCATION
ELECTORAL DISTRICT
EFFECTIVE DATE
Forty/Wade Subdivision &

     Intervening R-O-W
E
December 31, 2006

Griffis Glen Subdivision, Phase III
C
November 30, 2006

The Mayor opened the hearing.  No one asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. West moved adoption of ordinances annexing the properties with the effective dates as shown and adoption of a resolutions placing the properties in the appropriate electoral districts.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  (Kekas absent)  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Ordinances 131, 132 and Resolutions 94 and 95.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

REZONING Z-68-05 – CRABTREE VALLEY AVENUE/MP-4-05 CRABTREE VILLAGE MASTER PLAN - APPROVED
Chairperson Crowder reported by split vote the Comprehensive Planning Committee recommends denial of rezoning Z-68-05 and its companion Master Plan MP-4-05.

In response to questioning, Planning Director Silver pointed out there must be a finding about consistency or inconsistency and explained a number of changes have been made.  The applicant had met with the Sierra Club pointing out some felt there was still some inconsistencies.  He read from the staff findings and read the Planning Commission recommendation.  Mr. Crowder talked about the comprehensive plan being clear about extensive grading, steep slopes and scale of buildings.  He talked about language noted as “may” have moderate to high intensity development.

Mr. Craven pointed out in his opinion the Comprehensive Plan is terribly flawed, if not fatally flawed in this area.   It calls for minimal grading of the site, for buildings to fit into the terrain.  At the same time it designates the site as a “high intensity use area” and specifically for “mixed use hotel/convention/entertainment/office, small scale retail, and medium/high density residential”.  It is impossible to fully comply with the comp plan on this site.  After carefully studying this request I do believe that the proponents have done their best to be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan on this site.  The request provides the designated uses.  The building step vertically up and across the site, while at the same time providing the fire and emergency service access necessary to meet City codes and protect the public health safety and welfare, as well as meeting ADA accessibility standards.  The plans will comply with the City’s Stormwater, Floodplain and Tree Preservation Ordinances.  The plans call for re-vegetating the barren stream buffer on the site, additional landscaping and screening beyond code requirements, providing a cistern for storage of stormwater for irrigation purposes, and meeting an erosion control standard that is above and beyond the City standards.  I believe that a balance has indeed been struck.  I believe that the City and the comp plan are both much better served by this proposed zoning and accompanying master plan, than with the current Shopping Center and O&I 2 zoning.  I would move to uphold the recommendation of the Planning Commission that the proposed zoning and master plan is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend that this request be approved in accordance with the latest set of conditions and master plan documents and proposed alternate standards including a 25% reduction from the parking requirements of Section 10-2081.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Isley.  

Mayor Meeker talked about the desire to reduce the amount of grading as much as possible.  Mr. Stephenson talked about the difficulties of this case and the desire for the applicant to continue with ongoing discussions with the Planning Director about limiting the amount of grading on the site.  The motion was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Crowder who voted in the negative.  (Kekas absent)  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 6-1 vote.  See Ordinance 133ZC596.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

MARY JUDD/GOD’S HELPERS OF RALEIGH – REMOVED WITH NO ACTION TAKEN
Chairperson Isley reported the Law and Public Safety Committee recommends that the item Mary Judd/God’s Helpers of Raleigh be reported out of Committee with no action taken.  Without objection the item was so removed.

NOISE ISSUES – FRANKIE’S FUN PARK – REMOVED FROM THE AGENDA WITH NO ACTION TAKEN
Chairperson Isley reported the Law and Public Safety Committee recommends the item Frankie’s Fun Park-Noise Issues be reported out of Committee with no action taken.  Mr. Isley talked about the fact that the proprietor met with the homeowners association, etc. and come to an agreement on ways to reduce the noise.  Without objection the item was removed with no action taken.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
STORMWATER ESCROW – THE OBERLIN’S REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME – DENIED – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN
Chairperson Taliaferro reported the Public Works Committee recommend upholding the Stormwater Management Advisory Commission’s discussion on the following items:

a. In order to educate homeowner associations, develop and include a one to two page synopsis of what escrow accounts mean to homeowner associations and this would be included with the annual invoice sent to the homeowner associations.

b. Continue the current policy of a ten-year payment period for replacement of stormwater devices.

c. That the Stormwater Management Advisory Commission have a standing item to continue discussions of considering the use of incentives for using better materials for stormwater devices.

The Committee also recommends denying the request of The Oberlin for an extension of payment relating to stormwater escrow.
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.  (Kekas absent)  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.

TC-10-06 – FLOODPRONE AREA REGULATIONS – APPROVED AS REVISED
Chairperson Taliaferro reported the Public Works Committee recommends upholding the Planning Commission’s recommendation as outlined in CR 11036 for approval of TC-10-06 as revised.  On behalf of the Committee she moved the recommendation be upheld.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  (Kekas absent)  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Ordinance 134TC296.
REPORT OF MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS
TAX INCENTIVES FINANCING – FORT WORTH POLICY – REFERRED TO DECEMBER 7 MEETING
Mr. Isley indicated he had taken the City Manager funding package and information concerning private financing and had gone through the various documents.  He pointed out the Forth Worth policy seems to be most appropriate.  Fort Worth is similar to Raleigh and he feels that is the most appropriate policy for the City to study; therefore, he would suggest that the December 7, Council meeting relative to private financing that the City Council have this item on the agenda, go through the policy and make some vote as to how that would fit into Raleigh’s situation.

SUSTAINABLE URBAN LANDSCAPE AND HILLSIDES – POSSIBLE MANUAL – REFERRED TO COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE
Mr. Crowder talked about a list of design manuals and talked about suburban urban landscape policies.  He suggested the possibility of referring the item to Comprehensive Planning Committee to look at developing a scope of work, etc. for development of a sustainable urban landscaping manual for the City of Raleigh.  He stated he felt this would help avoid the confusion etc. that has come about in several recent cases.  Ms. Taliaferro suggested referring the suggestion to the Planning Director to look at the Planning Department work schedule, etc. to see how it would fit in.  Mr. Crowder pointed out the Planning Director could report to Comprehensive Planning Committee.  Without objection the item was referred to Comprehensive Planning Committee.

HUMAN RELATIONS COMMISSION – PARTNERSHIP WITH NATIONAL LEAGUE OF CITIES RELATED TO INCLUSIVENESS – TO BE PLACED DECEMBER 5 AGENDA
Mr. West pointed out he had met with the Human Relations Commission Liaison Hardy Watkins to discuss the possibility of joining a partnership with the National League of Cities related to inclusiveness.  He stated there has been a suggestion that one of the staff join the partnership and explained he will be working up a resolution and have it in the agenda packet for December 5.  Without objection it was agreed to place the item on the December 5 agenda.

MEETING SPACES – POLICY/CRITERIA – REFERRED TO LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
Mr. West pointed out 3 or 4 months ago he brought up an item related to a request from some of the fragile community neighborhood groups that are part of the neighborhood registry.  He pointed out the City is encouraging the neighborhood registry and meetings of those groups.  He pointed out at the Council retreat the City Council named as one of its priorities neighborhood quality.  He pointed out in talking to some of these groups he understands there is a problem about meeting space.  It is difficult for some of the fragile communities to get involved and be a part of the group if they do not have a place to meet.  He stated we may need a broader policy relative to providing meeting space and ask the City Manager to review what we might have available and do an inventory of meeting spaces at parks, fire stations, etc.  He stated he does not feel these fragile communities should have to pay a fee.  City Manager Allen pointed out we would need to set some type criteria as to which groups could utilize the spaces without charge.  He stated doing an inventory of what is available may not help the situation as those spaces maybe utilized by other groups.  He stated this could be a budget issue.

Ms. Taliaferro stated an approach that could be thought about is to develop some kind of grant program through community services so that groups could apply for grant funding for meeting space.  She talked about the need to make sure the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board is included.  City Manager Allen again stated an inventory will not give an answer as we know what is available.  The main thing is to determining a criterion for no charge.  Mr. West stated maybe an inventory is not the issue.  Maybe the City Manager could come up with some criteria for the Council to discuss.  He again pointed out we have registered neighborhoods and we want the people to get involved they do not have meeting spaces.  Mr. West stated he is not necessarily saying free space for everyone and maybe we do need to come up with some criteria.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board set the rules and regulations and we do not want to leave them out of any process we develop.  She stated she knows for example Police District #23 has a meeting room and they do not charge or maybe the policy is not clear.  The item was referred to Law and Public Safety Committee.

LEGISLATIVE AGENDA – REFERRED TO BUDGET AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
Mayor Meeker suggested referring development of a legislative agenda to the Budget and Economic Development Committee.  City Manager Allen pointed out staff will be bringing back a recommended list to the full City Council.  Mayor Meeker indicated the Budget and Economic Development Committee could help guide the process and develop the agenda.  Without discussion the item was referred to Budget and Economic Development Committee.

CITY MARKET PARKING LOTS – SIGNAGE AND PAYMENT METHOD – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION
Mayor Meeker indicated the signage at the City Market parking lot does not seem to be clear.  It is not clear whether people have to pay in advance and when they have to pay.  He stated in addition he understands the payment mechanism is not working properly and questioned the policy of ticketing people who park in the area.  Without discussion the item was referred to City Manager.

TRAFFIC – WHITAKER MILL ROAD – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION
Ms. Taliaferro stated she would like for the Public Works Department to look at a request for improve stripping and crosswalks on Whitaker Mill Road.  She stated she would provide the specific information to Administration.

NORTH CAROLINA THEATRE – REQUEST FOR FUNDING OF SOUND SYSTEM – TO BE PLACED ON DECEMBER 5 AGENDA
Ms. Taliaferro pointed out she had received a letter from the North Carolina Theatre requesting $20,000 to purchase a sound system for the Kids on Broadway program.  They currently have to rent a system.  If they had their own system it would help, plus it would help teach kids how to use the equipment.  She asked that $20,000 be appropriated from City Council contingency to purchase such a system.  Without discussion it was agreed to place the item on the December 5 agenda as a special item.

SANDERSON HIGH SCHOOL HOLIDAYS - ANNOUNCED
Ms. Taliaferro invited everyone to attend Sanderson High School holiday festival December 2 and 3.

PARKING – ON-STREET – TO BE REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION
Mr. Craven indicated he had several on-street parking problems and he would provide those directly to the Public Works Director via email.

APPOINTMENTS

APPOINTMENTS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN
The City Clerk read the following results of the ballot vote.

Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board - One Vacancy - Jimmy Thiem - 5 (Isley, Craven, West, Taliaferro, Meeker); Kevin Bryce - 2 (Stephenson, Crowder)

Substance Abuse Advisory Commission - One Vacancy – Mr. Isley nominated Michael J. Gould.

Telecommunications Commission - Two Vacancies - Art Howard and Foster Sikes have been nominated.  Mr. Stephenson nominated Terri Dollar.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out Art Howard is presently serving on the Telecommunications Commission and she would move that he be reappointed leaving one vacancy.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Craven and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  (Kekas absent)
The Mayor announced the appointment of Jimmy Thiem to Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board and the reappointment of Art Howard to the Telecommunications Commission.  The second vacancy on the Telecommunications Commission and the Substance Abuse Advisory Commission vacancy will be carried over until the next meeting.

NOMINATIONS

APPEARANCE COMMISSION – VACANCY ANNOUNCED
The City Clerk reported a letter of resignation has been received from Dennis Glazener; therefore, there is one vacancy for consideration.  The Clerk was asked to research to determine if there is specific criteria a nominee has to meet.  The item will be carried over until the next meeting.

FIREMEN’S RELIEF FUND – NOMINATION MADE
The term of Lynn Johnson is expiring on the Firemen’s Relief Fund.  The Fire Chief recommends the appointment of Lt. Alvin Hunter.  Ms. Taliaferro and Mayor Meeker nominated Mr. Hunter.  The item will be carried over to the next meeting.
REPORTED AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY CLERK
MINUTES – VARIOUS - APPROVED
Council members received in their agenda packet copies of the minutes of the November 7 and November 16 Council meetings.  Ms. Taliaferro moved approval of the minutes as presented.  Her motion was seconded by Mayor Meeker and put to a vote which passes unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  (Kekas absent)

CLOSED SESSION
Mayor Meeker stated a motion is in order to enter closed session pursuant to N.C.G.S. 143-318.11(a)(3) and (5) to consult with the City Attorney and give direction to him regarding the following matters:

1. The Nelson Leonard property acquisition

2. Three worker’s Compensation settlements

3. Hanson Quarry update

On behalf of the Council, Mayor Meeker moved approval of the motion which was seconded by Ms. Taliaferro.  The Council went into closed session at 5:15 p.m.

The Council reconvened in open session at 6:00 p.m. with the Mayor announcing that in closed session the City Council advised the City Attorney and staff on three matters.  The City Council has also recommended authorizing condemnation of the Leonard tract and associated budget amendments in the amount of $8.323 million and outlined the source of funds.  See Ordinance 135TF57.

ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, Mayor Meeker announced the meeting adjourned at 6:02 p.m.  The Council will reconvene at 6:30 p.m. in a joint hearing with the Planning Commission.  Minutes of that section will be covered in a separate set.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk
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