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COUNCIL MINUTES

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in regular session at 1:00 p.m. on Wednesday, November 5, 2014 in the City Council Chamber, Room 201 of the Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 W. Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina, with the following present.




Mayor Nancy McFarlane, Presiding



Mayor Pro Tem John Odom




Councilor Mary-Ann Baldwin




Councilor Kay C. Crowder



Councilor Bonner Gaylord




Councilor Wayne K. Maiorano




Councilor Russ Stephenson




Councilor Eugene Weeks

Mayor McFarlane called the meeting to order.  Invocation was rendered by Reverend Tom Harris, Saint Andrew’s Presbyterian Church.  The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Councilor Maiorano.  

The following items were discussed with action taken as shown.

RECOGNITION OF SPECIAL AWARDS

PROCLAMATION – NATIONAL HOSPICE PALLIATIVE CARE MONTH - PROCLAIMED

Mayor McFarlane read a proclamation proclaiming November, 2014 as National Hospice Palliative Care Month in the City of Raleigh.  The Proclamation was accepted by John Toma, CEO of Transitions Life Care, who briefly described their work and expressed appreciation for the proclamation.
PROCLAMATION – HAROLD WEBB DAY - PROCLAIMED
Mayor McFarlane read a proclamation proclaiming November 5, 2014 as Harold Webb Day.  The proclamation cited his membership in the Tuskegee Airman, Red-Tail Angels, his work as a teacher, principal, deputy Superintendent and North Carolina’s first African American Personnel Director for North Carolina State Government, seven years on the Wake County Board of Commissioners and one term as Chairman.  The proclamation indicated in this the Centennial of the beginning of World War I, the City of Raleigh is privileged to say, “thank you” to Mr. Webb and honor his life of courage, commitment and great integrity.  Mr. Webb received a standing ovation.

PROCLAMATION – GIVING TUESDAY – PROCLAIMED

Mayor McFarlane read a proclamation proclaiming December 2, 2014 as Giving Tuesday Day in the City of Raleigh.  The proclamation was accepted by Denise Crumpler, Marla Shepard and Nell Wagner representing North Raleigh Ministries.  In accepting the proclamation, they expressed appreciation for everyone in Raleigh who gives to nonprofits and promoting voluntarism.  
EAGLE SCOUT – REX GALLEGOS – RECOGNIZED

Mayor McFarlane read a proclamation recognizing Rex Gallegos who recently obtained the rank of Eagle Scout from the Boy Scouts of America.  For his project, he organized a team of 25 youths and 10 adults who spent 117 hours collecting $5,040 worth of supplies.  The team prepared 245 rack packs for United Service Organizations of North Carolina to be given to Military Service men and women throughout the state.  

Mr. Gallegos expressed appreciation to all who helped him in his project.

FORTIFY 40/440 PROJECT – UPDATE RECEIVED

Mike Charbonneau, NCDOT, was at the meeting to provide an update on the 40/440 Fortify project.  He explained the 30 year old pavement is cracking and crumbling because of a chemical reaction happening underneath the road triggered by a substance used in paving several decades ago.  He stated the project includes rebuilding an 11.5 mile stretch of I-40 and I-440.  He presented a map showing the phases, talked about impacted areas, pointed out congestion or potential congestion will not be confined to where the road we building will occur.  It will also impact those roads that feed into I-40 and I-440 during commuter times and the expectations that commuters will try to get around the work zone by using other roads.  He pointed out after Secretary Tata took office, he asked that the project be reevaluated and talked about what NCDOT is doing to help ease the pain which includes keeping 3 lanes open in both directions for most of the project and during the entire I-40 rebuild.  This means 1 ½ years of reduced lanes on one of the busiest interstates in North Carolina.  He stated the goal is to try to get 30,000 of the 100,000 cars that use the road off during heavy commute times which are 6:00 a.m. to 8:30 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.  He talked about the outreach and engagement of the various governing units, chambers, businesses, schools, universities, neighborhood associations, etc.  
He stated what they are doing and hope every one will do is to help with plans to help reduce congestion is to look at alternate work options for eligible employees, utilization of “Go Passes” which the State plans to re-implement, look for alternate work locations, utilize public transit and car or van pool when possible.  He pointed out State government is leading the way by approving alternate work options for eligible employees and again pointing out they will be issuing “Go Pass” which is already available to city and county employees.  He talked about what they are doing to try to keep everyone informed including websites, live traffic cams, updated information, transit options, etc.  
Mr. Stephenson stated he knew some open houses have been held to inform interested parties and questioned if others are scheduled with Mr. Charbonneau indicating a number has scheduled.  They have contacted every neighborhood and community group they know about.  Mr. Stephenson commended the State for getting back into the “Go Pass.”  Mr. Weeks asked about the area around Exit 300 to the next exit questioning if information has been made available to the CACs and the neighborhoods.  He stated the road between Exit 300 and Wilmington Street it is backed up every day from 3:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. and asked if information could be provided to the effective area.  
COUNCILOR KAY CROWDER – WELCOMED

Mayor McFarlane and Council members welcomed Councilor Kay Crowder pointing out this is her first meeting and every one looks forward to working with her.

AGENCY GRANTEE PRESENTATION - THEATRE IN THE PARK – RECEIVED

Ira David Wood, Theatre In The Park, stated he and J. R. Richardson are at the meeting to express appreciation to the City for its continued support of Theatre In The Park.  He stated this is the 40th anniversary of the Christmas Carol, talked about Theatre In The Park playing to over two million people, with three international tours, and how they were honored to represent the City during those events.  He talked about Christmas Carol production this year and invited everyone to come out and be a part of the Mayor Nancy McFarlane Dancers.  He stated in honor of their 40th anniversary they have authorized a Christmas tree ornament and presented one to each Council member.  He played tribute to deceased Council Member Thomas Crowder who was a dear friend and a great supporter of the arts.  
Mayor McFarlane expressed appreciation to Mr. Wood for being Master of Ceremony of the recent Arts Awards.  

J. R. Richardson expressed appreciation for every thing the City does for the arts.  He stated he is extremely pleased that the Parks and Recreation Bond passed and hopefully work on the remaining side of Pullen Park can be started.  He also expressed appreciation for the City of Raleigh Arts grants given to the Theatre.  
CONSENT AGENDA

CONSENT AGENDA – APPROVED AS AMENDED

Mayor McFarlane presented the Consent Agenda indicating all items are considered to be routine and may be enacted by one motion.  If a Councilor requests discussion on an item, the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered separately.  She explained the vote on the Consent Agenda will be a roll call vote.  Mayor McFarlane stated she had received the following requests to withdraw items from the Consent Agenda:  Neighborhood Traffic Management Program Update (Maiorano, Weeks, Gaylord, Stephenson); Petitioned Annexation – Wyndcrest Subdivision (McFarlane); Stormwater Drainage Cost Share Program (Maiorano, Weeks).  Without objection those items were withdrawn from the Consent Agenda.  Mr. Weeks moved approval of the Consent Agenda as amended.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  The items on the Consent Agenda were as follows.

JORDAN LAKE REGION WATER SUPPLY PARTNERSHIP – RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT – AUTHORIZATION FOR JORDAN LAKE ALLOCATION – APPROVED
In 2009, regional local governments and public water systems formed the Jordan Lake Regional Water Supply Partnership to jointly plan for meeting future resource needs of the region, which includes expanded use of the Jordan Lake water supply.  The Partnership is in the final stages of producing the Triangle Regional Water Supply Plan, and has requested that each jurisdiction in the partnership adopt a resolution of support.  A draft resolution is included with the agenda packet.  Staff also recommends that Council authorize staff to seek a water supply allocation from Jordan Lake in an amount not to exceed 8.8% of the existing water supply pool, which would currently represent an equivalent of 8.8 million gallons per day of allocation.

Recommendation:  Adopt the resolution of support and authorize staff to seek an appropriate allocation from Jordan Lake as part of the Triangle Regional Water Supply Plan.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Weeks/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 18.
COUNCIL MEETING SCHEDULE – 2015 – APPROVED
Council members received the following proposed schedule for City Council meeting for 2015.  

CITY OF RALEIGH

2015 CITY COUNCIL MEETING SCHEDULE

	DAY/DATE
	TYPE OF MEETING
	TIME

	
Tuesday, January 5, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	
Tuesday, January 19, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

	
Tuesday, February 2, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	
Tuesday, February 16, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

	
Tuesday, March 1, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	
Tuesday, March 15, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

	
Tuesday, April 5, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	
Tuesday, April 19, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

	
Tuesday, May 3, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	
Tuesday, May 17, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

	
Tuesday, June 2, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	
Tuesday, June 16, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

	
Tuesday, July 7, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	
Tuesday, July 21, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

	
Tuesday, August 4, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	
Tuesday, September 1, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	
Tuesday, September 15, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

	
Wednesday, October 7, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	
Tuesday, October 20, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

	
Wednesday, November 4, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00

	
Tuesday, November 17, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

	
Tuesday, December 1, 2015
	City Council
	1:00

7:00


Recommendation:  Adopt the 2015 meeting schedule as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Weeks/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

ANNEXATION PETITIONS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

The agenda presented the following petitions for annexation:

	Area Name
	Petitioner
	Acres
	Proposed Use

	Contiguous Petition
	
	
	

	Bacarra II Subdivision
	Ray E. Carroll, II/Bacarra, LLC
	15.36
	Residential

	
	
	
	

	Satellite Petitions
	
	
	

	4405 Dewees Court
	Douglas & Diana Frederick
	2.16
	Residential


Recommendation:  Acknowledge the annexation petitions and direct the City Clerk to check the sufficiency of the petitions pursuant to State statutes and, except as noted below and if found sufficient, authorize advertisement for public hearing on December 2, 2014.
Acknowledge the Bacarra II annexation petition and request the City Clerk to check its sufficiency pursuant to State statutes and, if found sufficient, to advertise for public hearing on January 6, 2015.  Appropriate agencies should be notified of this request in accordance with the annexation agreement with the Town of Cary.
The property located at 4405 Dewees Court is connecting to City water only and the other utility is not available at this time.  It is recommended that the annexation of this property be deferred.
Upheld on Consent Agenda Weeks/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

WASTE DISPOSAL AND TRANSPORTATION SERVICES – CONTRACT WITH WASTE INDUSTRIES, LLC – APPROVED

A contract of three years duration with the option for two concurrent one-year extensions is proposed for container service disposal and transportation services at Public Utilities plants and facilities.

Name of Project:

 
Transportation and Waste Disposal

Vendor: 



Waste Industries, LLC

Managing Division: 


Public Utilities – Resource Recovery

Approval Requested: 


Contract Award

Reason for Council Review: 

Contract >$150,000

Cause for Contract: 


New Contract

Amount of this Contract: 

$215,259

Encumbered with this Approval: 
$179,617

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the contract with Waste Industries, LLC.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Weeks/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

TAX COLLECTION – CONTRACT WITH DURHAM COUNTY – APPROVED

Under the “Tax and Tag” program the North Carolina Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) has assumed responsibility for state wide property tax billing for vehicles in concert with registration renewals.  Prior to this program, each individual county administered the billing and collection for both county and city vehicle taxes.  With the implementation of the Tax and Tag system of billing and collection for vehicle taxes, an updated contract between the City and Durham County for billing and collection of property taxes for those portions of the Raleigh jurisdiction which reside in Durham County is required.  There is no change in service with respect to real estate and personal property tax administration, and there is no budgetary impact.
Name of Project:


Durham County Tax Collection

Managing Division:


Finance

Request Reason:


Contract Approval

Cause of Contract Update:
To reflect change in vehicle tax billing and collection process.

Prior Contract Activity:

Contract executed July 1, 2009

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute a contract with Durham County.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Weeks/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

PERSONNEL – PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT RECLASSIFICATION – APPROVED
Reclassification of position number 00001228 from GIS Specialist (Pay Grade 33, Job Code 000331) to Senior Project Engineer (Pay Grade 41, Job Code 001013) is requested.  The reclassification has been reviewed by the Human Resources Department.  The estimated FY15 budget impact is $14,400 with an estimated annualized impact of $22,000.  Funds are available in the operating budget due to the existing vacancy.
Recommendation:  Approve the reclassification.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Weeks/Stephenson – 8 ayes.

BUDGET AMENDMENTS – VARIOUS – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented the following budget amendments.

Police

A budget amendment in the amount of $13,000 is requested to appropriate funds from the sale of ammunition brass at the Police Range.  Funding will be utilized to remove, replace, and paint all the interior plywood inside the shoot house, as well as to repair the steel deflector plate in front of the turning target system

Public Utilities

A budget amendment in the amount of $52,423 is requested to appropriate fund balance for the procurement of a replacement forklift necessary for operations at the Public Utilities warehouse.

Recommendation:  approve the budget amendments as outlined.  The accounting detail included in the agenda packet outlined the revenue and expenditure accounts involved.  Approve the budget amendments as outlined.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Weeks/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 361 TF 240.
CONDEMNATION – CRABTREE BASIN WASTEWATER SYSTEM PHASE II – RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED

During the March 4, 2104 Council work session, the Public Utilities Department presented an overview of the Crabtree Basin wastewater system improvements, a capital project of significant scope and impact to residents and businesses in the vicinity of and adjacent to the project corridor.  Improvements are necessary to address historic Sanitary Sewer Overflow instances and volume, as well as to increase wet weather capacity of the wastewater infrastructure.  The project involves installation of 21,000 linear feet of 54-inch gravity sewer at a depth of 20-30 feet in most locations, seven crossings of Crabtree Creek and eight crossings of road and railroad right-of-way, and periodic blasting due to the large volume of rock present along the project corridor.  At an estimated $30 million construction cost, the acquisition of easements from property owners in the project corridor have been ongoing; timely easement acquisition is a critical element to the project schedule.

At this time negotiations have been unsuccessful with the following property owners to acquire necessary easements for the project.  A resolution of condemnation is recommended to allow the project to proceed as scheduled.

Property Owner:
Edwin E. and Agnes P. Flythe

Site Location:

3316 Alleghany Drive
Property Owner:
David E. and Anna R. Kouba

Site Location:

3336 Alleghany Drive
Property Owner:
David W. and Avery S. Knight

Site Location:

3348 Alleghany Drive

Recommendation:  Adoption of Resolution of Condemnations.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Weeks/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Resolutions 19, 20, 21.
CONDEMNATION – UPPER PIGEON HOUSE CREEK SANITARY SEWER PROJECT – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

The Upper Pigeon House Interceptor Project involves the replacement of a 24-inch interceptor in the Upper Pigeon House Basin.  The interceptor serves much of downtown Raleigh, including the Glenwood South area, and is one of the oldest in the collection system.  Replacement of the existing interceptor with a new 42-inch pipe is critical to maintaining adequate facilities in the basin.  Easement negotiations have been ongoing, and timely acquisition is critical for the project schedule.

At this time negotiations have been unsuccessful with the following property owners to acquire necessary easements for the project.

Property Owner:
Centerline Bonded, LLC

Site Location:

1515 Capital Boulevard
Recommendation:  Adoption of resolution of condemnations.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Weeks/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Resolutions 22.
CONDEMNATION – LENOIR STREET - SOUTH STREET – TWO-WAY CONVERSION - RESOLUTION ADOPTED

In 2003 City Council adopted the Livable Streets Raleigh Downtown Plan, which included a recommendation to convert Lenoir Street and South Street to two-way operation.  The first phase of the project included Lenoir Street from South Saunders Street to Wilmington Street and South Street from Dawson Street to Wilmington Street and was constructed in 2008.
Phase II of the project includes conversion of the remainder of Lenoir and South Streets to two-way operation, upgrades to the underground water main, and improvement of traffic signals.  At this time negotiations have been unsuccessful with the following property owners to acquire necessary easements for the project.

Property Owner:
Robert Taylor Heirs

Site Location:

234 East South Street

Resolution:  Adopt resolution of condemnation.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Weeks/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 23.

TRAFFIC – VARIOUS CHANGES – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

The agenda presented recommended changes in the Traffic Code relating to speed limit reduction on Beechwood Drive pursuant to partition that meets the requirements of the adopted neighborhood traffic management program.  The agenda also presented a recommendation for a multi-waste stop on Hargett Street at Harrington Street with it being pointed out the intersection meets and/or exceeds warrants specified in Section 2B.07 of the 2009 Addition of the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices which is a Council adopted policy.
The agenda outlined the exact locations involved.

Recommendations:  Approve as recommended and authorize appropriate changes in the traffic code as included in the agenda packets.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Weeks/Stephenson – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 362.

END OF CONSENT AGENDA
NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT PROGRAM – POLICY AMENDMENTS – REFERRED TO PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE; LIST OF STREETSCAPE AND TRAFFIC CALMING PROJECT FY2015 PROJECT LIST – APPROVED; ADMINISTRATION TO PROVIDE REPORT ON TARBORO ROAD
Staff has completed a review of streets identified for traffic calming treatments under the adopted Neighborhood Traffic Management Program (NTMP) for the FY2014-15 fiscal year.  Each project has been evaluated with respect to scope, traffic data, and accident data.  Several new streets have been added since the previous project priority list was adopted by Council on November 5, 2013.  A program status report and recommended master priority list is included with the agenda packet.  The proposed projects have been separated into neighborhood streetscape and traffic calming project categories based on existing criteria.
Each project meets the minimum requirements established by the existing criteria for eligibility to receive traffic calming treatments.  Transportation planning staff will continue to oversee neighborhood streetscape projects until such projects are approved by Council and are turned over to Public Works for implementation.  Transportation operations staff will continue to oversee the design and implementation of traffic calming projects.
The NTMP was adopted by Council in 2009.  The policy has been revised twice previously.  Since the last revision, various requests have been made to address topics that would help clarify the policy and make the process more efficient.  The following changes to policy are being proposed.  Additional details were included with the agenda packet.

(1) Petition process to halt an NTMP design process;

(2) Petition process to remove NTMP installations;

(3) Mandatory speed reduction associated with vertical NTMP treatments;

(4) Incorporation of the Unified Development Ordinance street classifications; and

(5) Clarification of citizen petition signatures.

The FY15 project list is as follows:

Neighborhood Streetscape (Major) Projects

Projects in this category would include significant modifications to the street, including the installation of curb extensions, medians, or traffic circles.  Bike lanes and sidewalks may also be included in these projects.

Street Name
From
To
Hardimont Road
St. Albans Drive
Bland Road

Crest Road
Avent Ferry Road
Varsity Drive

Varsity Drive
Avent Ferry Road
Marcom Street

Quail Ridge Road
Falls of Neuse Road
Spring Forest Road

Harps Mill Road – Middle
Haymarket Way
Litchford Road

Oxford Road
White Oak Road
Anderson Drive

Bridgeport Road – West
Creedmoor Road
Abbottsbury Court

Mine Shaft Road
Lead Mine Road
Sawmill Road

Churchill Road – East
Banbury Road
Chester Road

Wycliff Road
Lake Boone Trail
Morningside Drive

Traffic Calming (Minor) Projects

Projects in this category typically have lower traffic volumes and would predominantly use speed humps or speed tables.

Street Name
From
To
Chester Road
Churchill Road
Lewis Circle

Granville Drive
Glenwood Avenue
Forsyth Street

Brentwood Road – Middle
450’ North of Capital Blvd.
Ingram Drive
Falls River Avenue – Section 6
Wide River Drive
St. Paul’s Square

Ujamaa Drive
Cyrus Street
Idlewood Village Drive

Whittington Drive
Falls of Neuse Road
Wescott Drive

Sycamore Grove Lane
Townfield Drive
Wakefield Pines Drive

Wilmot Drive
Meredith Street
Buck Jones Road

Bunche Drive
Hadley Road
Hadley Road

Timber Ridge Drive
Forest Oak Drive
Port Royal Road

Recommendation:  Adopt the FY15 project list as recommended.  Authorize staff to proceed with project implementation in ranked order.  Adopt the amendments to the Neighborhood Traffic Management Program policy.

Mr. Maiorano stated he was one of the councilors who requested that this item be removed from the Consent Agenda.  He stated he has some concerns relative to the amendments to the policy and he feels it would be best to send the item to committee for review rather than belabor it to the table today.  He feels it would be good to refer discussion about the policy and any changes for a round in committee before taking action.  Mr. Gaylord stated he is not opposed to sending it to committee but questioned what that approach would do to help undo an approved process.  He questioned if this would delay the opportunity for an approved project to be undone.  Engineer Mike Kennon indicated staff could be prepared to discuss the policy at the next committee meeting.  He stated right now we do not have a process in place for a project to be removed or taken back therefore referring the policy discussion to committee would be at least a two week delay in that opportunity.
Mr. Weeks indicated the list has two categories traffic calming and streetscape.  He stated six months or so ago he and Mr. Odom brought forth the possibility of improvements to Tarboro Road.  He stated he did not see that on the project listing.  Public Works Director Dawson stated the Tarboro Streetscape plan was a CIP project which is separate from these streetscape projects.  He stated he thinks the funding for the Tarboro streetscape project was put into an economic development reserve and the City used part of that money to purchase the Charter Square property.  He stated for the funding to be reinstated it needs to come back as a part of the CIP in next year’s budget process.  

City Manager Hall stated since there are questions he feels staff needs to get questions organized and bring back a report explaining the difference between the neighborhood improvement program and the street CIP project.  Mr. Weeks stated given that information he feels before referring the item to committee we should get another report from Council as the status of the project.  The possibility of taking the item into Public Works to discuss the part of the policy of getting names off the list or projects off the list was talked about.  Mr. Maiorano indicated if the policy question is referred to committee he feels the committee could bring forth a recommendation that the Council can move forward on and he recommends that we do that if possible.  Mr. Gaylord stated he had no problem with that recommendation pointing out it could potentially resolve another pending item in committee that is, the Laura Hills traffic calming issue.  Mr. Maiorano pointed out he feels part of what stimulated this policy review includes a number of issues.  We can look at lessons learned, assess the policy, clean it up and come back with recommendations.
Mr. Stephenson stated he had received emails and other communications on two items; one is whether the new policy would solve some of the problems including the Laura Hills item explaining the people are asking if the new policy would supersede the policy in place.  He stated the evidence presented by the Laura Hills community relative to the validity of the signatures presented has been talked about and he has been told by staff that staff would not get into the policy of trying to validate the names on the petition.  He stated may be the City Attorney’s office needs to get involved and bring back some suggestions on how to validate the signatures.  He stated when this issue is taken up may be the committee could ask the City Attorney to deal with the issue of validating signatures and trying to clarify.  He stated the second issue is a number of people want an opportunity to speak to the policy before the Council votes on it.  He stated he has no objection to referring the item to Public Works Committee to address the policy issues.  Mr. Gaylord questioned if there is a component of the recommendation that needs to move forward.  Mr. Kennon indicated if the policy is the question may be put that aspect in committee but approve the list of streets so the City could move forward.  He stated staff could provide a report on the Tarboro Road issue.  Mr. Odom indicated he has concern relative to whether the signatures are valid or not valid.  He stated legitimizes the signatures is difficult and questioned how that could be addressed.  He stated in addition if the Council moves ahead and approves the list he would question if that includes Laurel Hills and if the report comes back on Tarboro Road and it needs to be added to list if that could be done.  After other discussion on exactly how to proceed, Mayor McFarlane stated as she understands the Council would like to refer the policy questions to committee, approve the list of the 2015 projects as recommended and get a report back from staff on the Tarboro Road issue.  Without further discussion the Council agreed to that concept.  
ANNEXATION PETITION – WYNDRCREST SUBDIVISION – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED

The agenda presented a petitioned annexation request relating to Wyndrcrest Subdivision which was submitted by John Burchfield/Classic Neighborhood–FC Holdings, LLC which covers some 17.59 acres of proposed for residential use.  The staff had recommended that the Council acknowledge the annexation petition and direct the City Clerk to check the sufficiency pursuant to State Statutes and have found sufficient authorize advertisement for public hearing on December 2, 2014.  

Mayor McFarlane stated she had asked that this be withdrawn from the Consent Agenda questioning if it is in the watershed.  Interim Planning Director Ken Bowers indicated it is in the watershed but in a portion which we would supply utilities.  Mayor McFarlane moved the recommendation to check sufficiency and schedule hearing be upheld.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  

STORMWATER DRAINAGE COST SHARE PROGRAM – APPROVED; 7916 FEATHERSTONE DRIVE – REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

Eight requests for stormwater drainage assistance projects were reviewed by the Stormwater Management Advisory Commission as part of the annual review cycle.  The following six projects are recommended for approval in accordance with the provisions of the City storm drainage policy.

Council recently implemented a moratorium for new water quality cost share projects; the projects listed below represent drainage projects not affected by the moratorium:
	Property Petition
	Total Cost
	City Share
	Owner Share

	500 Brent Road
	$65,300
	$60,300
	$5,000

	12801 Pegasi Way
	$42,000
	$37,000
	$5,000

	7317 and 7321 Laketree Drive
	$27,000
	$24,300
	$2,700

	609 Northclift Drive 
	$15,500
	$12,400
	$3,100

	6425 and 6429 Belle Crest Drive and 6500 Valley Estates Drive
	$56,800
	$48,300
	$8,500

	400 Rosehaven Drive
	$56,700
	$51,700
	$5,000

	Total Petition Projects Cost
	$263,300
	$234,000
	$29,300


The property owner at 500 Brent Road has requested installment financing.  The property owner will pay a 10 percent deposit in the amount of $500 and the City will finance $4,500.  Funding for these projects is appropriated in the capital budget.
Recommendation:  Approve the projects.
Mr. Weeks stated he withdrew this from the Consent Agenda as he had questions about 500 Brent Road.  He stated as outlined on the agenda the property at 500 Brent Road requested installment financing.  He questioned the City policy relative to a deposit.  It was pointed out there is no set date but the citizen’s portion would be paid prior to the contract being signed.

Stormwater Manager Hinkle pointed out the citizens’ portion will be paid prior to the project commencing that is, the deposit.  He stated no date has been established for the construction and they will be notified.

Mr. Maiorano stated he pulled this as he understands there were 8 requests and 6 are being recommended for approval.  He can’t determine exactly what is not being recommended for approval.  He stated however he is aware of one issue that has been under consideration – 7916 Featherstone Drive.  He asked that particular project be reviewed and further information be provided on the request and the status.  He stated it is his understanding that it could have been put on hold or rejected as the City does not consider any request that does not have associated flooding.  He stated he would like to get more information on the eligibility requirements, etc., so that he and the full City Council can better understand how the program is working, what restrictions are being placed on use of the funds and exactly how the requests are evaluated or vetted.  
City Manager Hall stated he understands Mr. Maiorano is requesting staff to provide a report on the particular location with Mr. Maiorano pointing out he wants a report on the particular location and the information on the program in general.  Mr. Stephenson agreed a report would be useful to broaden the Council’s understanding as to whether the program is working, how much revenue it generates, how much is expended, number of projects in the pipe line, or we keeping up with the request, etc.  Mr. Maiorano stated that is part of why he raised the question.  He stated he would like to see a report on this particular item and the program in general with the City Manager agreeing.
Mr. Weeks moved approval of the commendation as outlined with the understanding the City Manager would provide a report on the Featherstone Drive location as well as the program in general.  The report could be submitted in the City Manager update and if the Council would like further discussion it can be pulled from the Manager’s report and discussed further.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION

NO REPORT

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY MANAGER

LOWER LONGVIEW LAKE – DREDGING STUDY – HELD

During the December 3, 2013 City Council meeting the Public Works Committee recommended that staff further research the potential cost and benefit of dredging Lower Longview Lake in conjunction with the dam rehabilitation project.  Staff was directed to proceed with the dam restoration project and to further review the cost and benefit of dredging the lake as a separate initiative from the dam rehabilitation project.
Staff contracted with consultant CDM Smith to conduct an additional study, which is now completed. The study finds there is little public benefit to be derived from dredging Lower Longview Lake at the present time.  The findings are consistent with previous studies conducted in 2002 and 2004 by CDM Smith.  Additionally, the study concludes that the cost to dredge the lake would be on the order of $2 million, with project component cost estimates as follows:
	Item Description
	Projected Cost

	Equipment
	$15,000

	Excavation & Loading
	300,000

	Transport
	280,000

	Disposal
	960,000

	Surveying
	10,000

	Subtotal
	$1,565,000

	Mobilization (5%)
	78,000

	Contingencies (10%)
	157,000

	Engineering, Legal, Project Administration, Permitting (15%)
	235,000

	Total Projected Cost
	$2,035,000


After a thorough review of the report provided by CDM Smith, staff concurs that the project does not provide a sufficient level of public benefit to justify the cost.  Additional information is included with the agenda packet; staff will make a brief presentation during the meeting.

Recommendation:  Direct staff to remove the project from further consideration.
Stormwater Program Manager Blair Hinkle provided a history of the City’s Lower Longview Lake Dam restoration project including the dredging study.  He pointed out it is in the Crabtree Creek Watershed, receives drainage from over 700 acres, a privately owned lake with a regulatory high hazard dam on Albemarle Avenue and the upper lake acts as a natural forebay.  He presented photos of the existing lake which was constructed in the 1940s and is privately owned and maintained even though there is no active homeowners association.  It failed the USACOE Dam Safety Assessment in the late 1980s, dam was over topped during Hurricane Fran in 1996, lake preservation program was developed and CDM Study of the upper and lower Longview Lakes was conducted in 2002.  Designs for dam and spillway repair was facilitated b the stormwater utility funding.  The road over the dam at Albemarle Avenue was closed to traffic in 2009.  A design for dam rehabilitation project was completed in 2014 and construction was scheduled to begin in 2015.  Additional dredging studies were completed in 2014.  At that time, the item was referred to Public Works Committee and Engineer Hinkle gave the dates and the recommendations.  He pointed out there have been 3 studies to investigate the dredging of the lower lake.  The 2002 CDM Smith study recommended dredging only the upper lake; 2004 study did not recommend dredging the lower lake and the 2014 CDM Smith study recommended against dredging the lower lake.  Reasons behind the recommendation include negligible water quality benefit, a significant unplanned cost, not the right time to do it and it does not address the aesthetics of the lake.  He indicated the lake volume has significant effect on treatment capacity up to a certain size and beyond that there is negligible increase in treatment for additional volume.  Surprisely when the lake was constructed in 1940 it was built about twice the size necessary to adequately treat the drainage area.  Currently only about 20% of the original volume is composed of sediment and the lake currently has approximately 30% excess capacity which provides little additional treatment.  At the current rate of sedimentation it will take some 75 years before the volume will be reduced to a level which significantly affects the lake’s treatment capacity.  One possible benefit is that the sediment removal may temporary reduce the amount of algae in the lake but the benefit is limited to the private lake alone.  
Engineer Hinkle indicated the estimated cost of the project is some $2,035,000 of which $960,000 relates to material disposal.  He pointed out the material is in no way hazardous however it is not desirable material to use as a cover material or soil amendment.  If you take away the disposal cost the project alone would be some $1M and that is for a project that doesn’t have public benefit, is an unplanned expenditure and would delay other more beneficial projects.  

Engineer Hinkle indicated it is estimated that the lake has some 75 years of life left in the treatment volume, and at that time a joint project could be undertaken.  He stated at the various hearings, the bulk of the citizens concerns related to aesthetics or access to open water.  He stated the sediment removal would be below the water surface area, there would be no removal of jurisdictional wetlands, removal of bank vegetation, etc., therefore if done correctly, one would not even know that the lake had been dredged.  Engineer Hinkle pointed out per the City Council policy lake preservation by the City is restoring privately owned lakes to a condition in which they are safe and provide water quality or flood control benefit to the watershed.  It is not for the purpose of recreation amenity or aesthetics.  He stated the study conclusions indicate there is negligible downstream water quality improvement, additional unexpected cost, could be better scheduled during the next dam rehabilitation cycle and would not address the issue that is the main concern of the residents.  Staff recommends removing the dredging project from consideration at this time.

Mayor McFarlane questioned if the City had considered any other source of funding or cost estimates or whether we could find someone who would take the dirt with Engineer Hinkle pointing out the City had not been able to locate anyone who would take the removed dirt and even if you took the disposal cost out, it would still be a $1M project.  In response to questioning from Councilor Odom, it was pointed out the Northshore Lake cost some $4M. 

Mr. Odom pointed out when the stormwater fee was added to people’s water bills he understood it was for projects such as this.  He stated he is in favor of cleaning the lake.  He feels there is benefit as the City has grown, the sediment has increased and he feels even though the cost is high, that is what the stormwater fee is for and we have funds to cover it.  He stated 75 years from now it will cost a lot more.  He compared this project to the Northshore project.  Engineer Hinkle again talked about the use of the stormwater fee which relates to water quality, safety or flood reduction and in this case the consultant has found no public benefit.
Mr. Weeks pointed out he had met with the neighbors some 3 or 4 times and he agrees with Mr. Odom that it is a good project and we should consider moving forth.  

Councilor Baldwin pointed out one of the reasons given for not doing the project is that there are other projects that have a higher benefit.  She questioned the trade off.  Stormwater Engineer Scott Bryant pointed out we do have a lot of opportunities to continue on other stormwater projects.  The need is significant.  There are a growing number of failing corrugated drainage pipes, some portions of roads have to be closed because of overflow, the system is aging, etc.  He stated we spend about $5M per year on stormwater projects and here we are talking about one that is about $2.5M.  There are many needs and projects completing for the money that have stormwater components that are needed to help protect the public right-of-way, etc.  Ms. Baldwin stated she would like to see specifics.  Mr. Bryant indicated we currently have about 120 active projects and he would be glad to provide specifics.  

Mr. Maiorano stated he would be glad to receive further information.  He stated he has concern about this project as it doesn’t provide a significant level of public benefit.  He stated right now he would have to oppose going forth with this project but would be glad to receive additional information.  

Councilor Baldwin questioned if there is anything that could be done to approve the aesthetics that doesn’t require draining the entire lake with Mr. Hinkle pointing out not under the current policy.  He stated aesthetics is not one of the reasons listed to utilize public funds to correct.  Mr. Maiorano pointed out it is a private lake and the City would be investing public dollars to improve private property and that causes him concern.  Mayor McFarlane pointed out it functions as a part of our stormwater system with Ms. Baldwin pointing out it does serve a public purpose.  Mr. Maiorano stated he understood all of that, but we are talking about aesthetics versus true erosion of property.  Mayor McFarlane questioned the cost of getting another estimate with Engineer Hinkle pointing out we could get CDM Smith to take a hard look at the numbers.  

City Manager Hall pointed out he feels it would be good if the Council saw this in context with other CIP items.  He stated here we are basically talking about two issues.  It is a tough issue and decisions or concerns are going on in cities throughout.  The public versus private benefits of lakes and how to prioritize the use of stormwater fee dollars.  He stated if the Council wants to change the policy and make it more aggressive in terms of how the money is spent, it would probably open it up for additional projects, etc.  He again stated he felt it would be helpful to see this in context of all of the projects.  After Mayor McFarlane stated the Council would hold this item until we get additional information.  
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PARKS, RECREATION AND GREENWAY ADVISORY BOARD

URBAN FORESTRY MUNICIPAL CODE AND CITY TREE MANUAL UPDATE – TECHNICAL REVIEW GROUP ASKED TO PROVIDE COMMENTS

The 2011 annual work plan of the board directed a review of the Urban Forestry section of the City Code and directed the board to conduct a review the City Tree Manual.  The review process included the opportunity for the PRGAB, citizens, stakeholders, and the City Attorney’s Office to provide input.  Staff will provide a brief presentation of the proposed updates.
Recommendation:  Adopt the ordinance amending the City Code and authorize the updates to the City Tree Manual.
Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board Kimberly Siran introduced the item and Sally Thigpen, Assistant Parks Superintendent.

Sally Thigpen, Assistant Park Superintendent indicated this information was submitted to Council at September 2 Work Session, Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board to receive public comment and was approved by that group on October 23, 2014.  She indicated the purpose of update is to reformat documents to improve clarity and ease of use, build consistency with other city requirements and cross reference the Street Design Manual and UDO; to clearly define the role of trees as a part of Raleigh’s green infrastructure; reflect current arboriculture industry standards with extensive comparison of other municipal codes; produce a user manual for internal and external customers including developers, contractors and citizens that is accessible online; and strengthen enforcement capability for city trees impacted without a permit to maintain the urban forestry canopy. 
Ms. Thigpen talked about the Unified Development Ordinance in which the City has developed design guidelines that enable trees in urban environments to survive and thrive with a focus on providing spaces that enhance pedestrian and vehicular circulation.  She stated the goal is to grow large maturing trees for all of the environment, social and economic benefits they provide and survive and thrive for 30+ years.  Urban foresters are doing this successfully over the world.  She stated the new design standards bring all required trees into the City rights of way next to the street and the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Resources Department is responsible for maintaining all city trees.  

Ms. Thigpen indicated the main code and tree manual changes relate to new fees in Chapter 8, provides for an administrative fee of $100, outlines replacement requirements.  She stated current practices not spelled out are included.  The fee in lieu would be $100 per inch of diameter destroyed not able to be replaced on site to bring the code in line with the tree conservation ordinance.  
Mr. Gaylord talked about the hand book and how it was publicized to get public comment with it being pointed out the document was on line, a press release was issued, etc.  Mr. Gaylord stated he feels it is an excellent job but he would like to have some public feedback from the users.  Ms. Baldwin suggested that the Technical Review Group (PRG) give feed back with Council members indicating it is always best to educate up front and make sure everyone is on board.  It was agreed to hold the item and ask TRG to give feedback and recommendation back to Council.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF BUDGET AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

WATER PROTECTION TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATIONS – VARIOUS – APPROVED; RATE INCREASE – REFERRED TO BUDGET WORK SESSION

Mayor McFarlane reported the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends approval of the Watershed Protection Task Force recommendations as follows:

(1) Council confirmation to leave the watershed protection ordinance unchanged;

(2) Direct staff to ensure future funds dedicated to the program should roll over annually as part of the normal budget development process;

(3) Direct staff to bring forward an agenda item that reconciles and sets aside all unused funds collected since 2011;

(4) Direct staff to seek collaborative opportunities for alternative nutrient pollution removal projects;

(5) Council authorization to expand program area to include Upper Swift Creek Watershed;

(6) Direct staff to focus on agriculture and forestry practices improvement;

(7) Council confirmation that funding for monitoring activity by the Upper Neuse River Basin Association (UNRBA) from the watershed protection fee be limited to $200,000 annually, and phased out in four years.  Direct staff to incorporate into future budget planning;

(8) Direct staff to continue supporting UNRBA efforts to quantify the impact of watershed protection practices, including land preservation;

(9) Direct staff to create a centralized review process for innovative water protection practices seeking funding from the Watershed Protection Fee as well as land conservation projects currently reviewed and funded through the Upper Neuse Water Initiative.
The Committee recommends that the proposed water rate increase from $0.10 per 1,000 gallons to $0.15 per 1,000 gallons for program expansion be referred to budget work sessions.

Mayor McFarlane pointed out there was a great deal of discussion in committee about Item #6.  The Committee felt Council should direct staff to focus on agricultural and forestry practice improvements, that is, look in the areas of highest impact on water quality in Falls Lake and perhaps target specific areas that have compliance problems.  In addition, the Committee felt that before we purchase land it should be assessed to determine whether it could have the ability to be developed either commercially or agriculturally so we do not target land for acquisition that couldn’t be used anyway.  She stated with that clarification she would move approval.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson.  
Councilor Maiorano had questions concerning Item #3 questioning if the motion is being made so that the dollars would be put back in before the Council knows the cost.  City Manager Hall pointed out it would just reconcile all of the amounts of money that have been set aside since the beginning of the program.  The definitions established in the task force will make sure that funds stay in the program.  This would determine the total funding and direct the use in the future.  Mr. Maiorano questioned if there were dollars collected from the fee that were put in the general fund and used for other things and if this recommendation is to find out how much of that occurred and the Council would replenish a like amount.  If that is what is meant, it concerns him.  

Public Utilities Director Carmen indicated previously this money was in a capital project line item.  The UTAT recommended that the money be placed in a reserve item and stay available for future projects.  In the past some of the money has been applied or transferred to other capital projects but this cleans it up and make sure all funds starting back in 2011 are available for future projects.  In response to questioning, Public Utilities Director Carmen stated he thought we were talking about may be a quarter of a million dollars.  
Councilor Maiorano stated the intent of this program is water quality improvements and that is extremely important to the City.  He is not opposed to that.  He is concerned however talking about taking dollars from the current programs and putting it back into this fund.  He would like Item #3 carved out and have further discussions.  He stated with his lack of understanding with #3 he would have to vote against the motion if it stays in.  He would like to take #3 out, get additional information so he could further understand.  Discussion took place as to what #3 actually means with it being pointed out that once the funds have been reconciliation and the dollar amount determined, a report would be provided back to City Council to take action on what they want to do once they know the total situation.  It was pointed out the Council would have to take action to transfer any funds.  It was agreed that #3 simply means for the staff to bring forth an agenda item which has information on the reconciliation and the funds set aside since 2011 and City Council would take action as to how to proceed with that information.  Councilor Maiorano stated with that understanding he could vote for the motion as presented.  Mr. Odom moved approval of the motion with the clarifications and understandings as outlined by the Mayor and Councilor Maiorano.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.
Mayor McFarlane stated the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends that the proposed water rate increase from 10 cents per 1,000 gallons to 15 cents per 1,000 gallons for program expansion be referred to budget work sessions.  Without objection it was agreed to follow that action.  

BUDGET AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE – NOVEMBER 11, 2014 – CANCELED

Mayor McFarlane reported the Budget and Economic Development Committee meeting scheduled for November 11, 2014 has been canceled because of the holiday schedule.  

RESIDENTIAL RECYCLING PROGRAM – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

Mayor McFarlane reported the Budget & Economic Development Committee recommends upholding the staff recommendation to develop an advisory task force to make recommendations to the City Council and staff on waste reduction goals.  The task force would have the following two main objectives:  identify waste reduction goals and further evaluate the strategies outlined in the Comprehensive Plan Material Resource Management Plan through a set of guiding principles which would be developed considering social equity, fiscal impact to the City and its citizens, as well as environmental impacts.  The task force would be composed of representatives from the Environmental Advisory Board, WakeUp Wake County, Downtown Raleigh Alliance, Shaw University, Greater Raleigh Merchants Association, Citizens Advisory Council, North Carolina Social Justice Project, North Carolina Restaurant and Lodging Association, Triangle Apartment Association, Chamber of Commerce, senior citizen representatives, NORCHOA, Sierra Club, and neighborhood groups.

The Committee also recommends authorizing staff to retain an external facilitator to guide the work of the task force, with the cost for facilitation services to come from existing budget appropriations.

Mr. Odom moved approval of the recommendation as read.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson.  Ms. Baldwin questioned if Council members would have an opportunity to make recommendations for people to serve on the Task Force.  Councilor Maiorano pointed out the Appearance Commission spent a lot of time on trash collection in the downtown area and he feels they would have helpful information to be considered.  City Manager Hall pointed out staff will be reaching out to various groups, etc., to get input as to their desires on having someone serve.  If Council members have suggestions on groups and/or individuals provided to Council for inclusion in the group. 
Mr. Odom pointed out he is familiar with NORCHOA and questioned why it is listed out individually or it is a neighborhood group.  Councilor Maiorano stated here we have an opportunity to rely on the CACs and questioned why they could not serve that purpose suggesting the Council could task them to participate and he feels that would be good.  Mayor McFarlane pointed out there are other groups like homeowners associations, etc., and that is why the neighborhood groups were added.  She stated in committee she thought they mentioned the Latino community.  Councilor Maiorano again stated we have the CACs that we use for communication activities and he feels this would give the CACs an opportunity to provide meaningful input.  He stated he is not asking as a criticism it is just a question.  Mr. Odom talked about the balance of all groups, neighborhoods across all geographical areas, and the need to balance representation.  The motion with the addition of Latino groups and Appearance Commission was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

REZONING Z-16-14 – AVENT FERRY ROAD/VARSITY DRIVE – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED

The City Clerk reported Councilor Maiorano had been excused from participation on this item previously; therefore, would be excused on this recommendation.  
Chairperson Stephenson reported the Comprehensive Planning Committee recommends the City Council authorize a public hearing for this rezoning request.  Staff suggest the public hearing be scheduled for December 2, 2014.  Councilor Crowder indicated this particular intersection is the main entrance to Centennial Campus.  She talked about the need to help protect the green aspect and she would like to have discussion on how the Council can look into that as it relates to this piece of property.  Mr. Stephenson indicated that could be discussed at the public hearing.  Mr. Odom moved approval as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Maiorano who was excused from participation.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING – RESCHEDULED FOR WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 12, 2014

Chairperson Stephenson reported the Comprehensive Planning Committee scheduled for November 11, 2014 has been changed to Wednesday, November 12 has been changed to 2:00 p.m.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
NOISE CONCERN – GLORIOUS CHURCH – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Ms. Baldwin questioned if the City is making any progress relative to the noise concerns relating to the church and questioned if there is a timing factor.  City Attorney McCormick indicated no.

LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE – NOVEMBER 11, 2014 – CANCELED

Chairperson Baldwin reported the Law and Public Safety Committee scheduled for Tuesday, November 11, 2014 has been canceled.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

NO REPORT

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE – NOVEMBER 11, 2014 – RESCHEDULED

Chairperson Weeks reported the Public Works Committee meeting scheduled for November 11, 2014 has been rescheduled for Wednesday, November 12, 2014 at 4:00 p.m.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE TECHNOLOGY AND COMMUNICATION COMMITTEE

NO REPORT

TECHNOLOGY AND COMMUNICATION COMMITTEE – NOVEMBER 11, 2014 – CANCELED

Chairperson Gaylord reported the Technology and Communications Committee scheduled for November 11, 2014 has been canceled.  

REPORT OF MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

RAILROAD CLEANING – 14 GLENWOOD AVENUE – INFORMATION REQUESTED
Mr. Odom indicated he had received some information from the owner of the property which he identified as the second building on the right heading north on Glenwood Avenue from Hillsborough Street (14 Glenwood Avenue).  He indicated as he understands the Railroad had cleaned their right-of-way and the owner of the business has concern about possible negative impact or erosion and asked Council to check.  

VETERANS DAY – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mr. Odom expressed appreciation to the City Council for honoring Veteran Harold Webb.  He pointed out next Tuesday, November 11, 2014 is Veteran’s Day and talked about the parade and invited all to attend.

STORMWATER – INFORMATION REQUESTED

Mr. Maiorano expressed appreciation to the staff including the new Stormwater Division Manage Blair Hinkle, for spending time with him visiting with the neighbors concerning stormwater issues in District A.  He stated all did a fantastic job, they were very receptive, very informative and thoughtful.  The City is fortunate to have Mr. Hinkle on our team.  

Councilor Maiorano stated he and the City Manager have spent a good deal of time talking about stormwater issues and he has also discussed this with Mr. Hinkle.  He stated we as a city are working hard to address the problem of stormwater.  We have a couple of programs that are in place and while he is not critical of those programs, he is concerned about the magnitude of the problem and without trying to be flippant his sense is that the programs we have are band aids for the problems we have.  He stated he would like to ask if the City Manager and Staff could look at the issues and consider what it would take for the City to undertake a comprehensive analysis of our stormwater problem and come up with some type comprehensive systematic approach on how we are moving our water.  He stated he is not asking the City to engage in such an exercise or spend the money to do it but he is asking that staff give some thought on what it would take to develop such a comprehensive systematic approach.  The information could come back in the City Manager’s report saying how long it will take for the City to do that, what it would look like, a way to approach it, etc.  He stated he will be glad to have more conversation at the Council table or off line but he feels that the Council will all agree that we are clearly growing as a city, development is occurring again on a larger scale and while we are not going to be able to alter the sins of the past, we have to do something to deal with this for the sake of our quality of life and economic development in our city.  He stated if this is going to require policy issues or financial resources or manpower he just needs to know and better understand what it’s going to take so that possibly when we go into the budget discussion the Council can have some information on the item.
City Manager Hall indicated that a request of this nature is not conducive to a quick written response.  He stated there has been discussion about a variety of different options to consider if the Council wants to scientifically move the needle on stormwater.  He stated may be one way to approach this is to come back at a future work session or bring back information on how the City could go through such a comprehensive analysis and what some of the things might look like.  He stated this could also address some of the questions Mr. Stephenson had earlier on where we are on our current income, cost and programs relating to stormwater.  He stated once that information is gathered we could have a work session during budget deliberation or another time on stormwater use and proposals and how that may impact what choices the Council makes.  He stated this could be done at one of the work session prior to a Council meeting or a special work session may be some time in January.  He stated with words like comprehensive and significant he thinks we would need some time with the Council to talk through that and share some information.  Mr. Maiorano stated he would welcome that and would request the Mayor and Council to consider asking staff to proceed.  He stated he knows this is an ongoing conversation but it is a prudent conversation.  The Mayor stated she feels it would be good to have some offline conversations to get the full scope of exactly what the Council is looking for and it might be something that should be considered for a Council work session.  
Mr. Stephenson stated he supports the comments Councilor Maiorano made.  He stated for many years we have seen stormwater as a waste product we have to dispose of and it is expensive.  He stated we should look at it as a resource that we can use and benefit from.  He stated since the drought, the City has been talking about measures such as on site capture, reuse verses mitigation, etc. and he feels the work the City is doing on LID practices will be one thing to look at in the long term.  He stated we will always be balancing whether stormwater retention rules are adequate, we have gone from the two to the ten year storm, we have the larger events and we may need to tighten up some of our rules and regulations.  He stated these are really important discussion items but for him no longer seeing stormwater as a waste product that is expensive to dispose of but as a resource that we can use and benefit from is his long term goal with Council members agreeing.

STAFF – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mr. Weeks expressed appreciation to the staff for their fast work on a number of items he had sent to them over the past few weeks.  He stated they have been able to give him responses in a very timely manner and he can reply to his constitutes.  He stated he can see where getting the Assistant City Managers on board has helped and he wanted to publicly express appreciation to staff for all the work.
PERSONNEL – CITY MANAGER ANNUAL REVIEW – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Mayor McFarlane stated on Friday she will provide Council members with a survey and some additional material relating to the survey on the City Manager’s annual performance evaluation.  She stated hopefully Council can get it back very quickly and if there are any questions to please give her or Jamie Brown a call.  She stated it is planned to hold the evaluation following the 1:00 meeting on Tuesday, November 18.

SISTER CITIES – FUNDS FOR UPCOMING ANNUAL DUES – APPROVED; COUNCIL TO APPOINT THREE MEMBERS TO BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Mayor McFarlane stated on March 18, Gretchen Chapman representing the Sister City Organization presented information on the partnership.  That information was referred to staff.  She understands most of the items have been discussed and acted upon but there are two that require City Council action.  She stated the Sister City annual dues payment is $1,200.  Representatives of the association has asked the City to pay those dues on their behalf.  Mayor McFarlane stated for FY16 and after, she would request that they go through the annual grants process.  She stated however dues are due in January 2015 therefore she would move that the Council appropriate $1,200 from the City Council Contingency to pay the upcoming dues.  She stated she has worked with this group since she has been on Council and it is a very worthwhile and growing partnership.  

She stated the second request relates to the City Council appointing three members to their Board of Directors and she would request that be placed on the next agenda for consideration.  Mayor McFarlane moved approvals of the transfer of $1,200 from City Council contingency to pay the upcoming dues and the City Council agree to appoint three representatives to their Board of Directors.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 361 TF 240.

RETREAT COMMITTEE – MEETING ANNOUNCED

Mayor McFarlane stated at the last meeting the announced the formation of a committee made up of her and the two at large members to work on planning and developing information for the annual retreat in January.  She stated that committee will meet on Monday, November 10 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 228.  The comments were received.
COMMITTEE STRUCTURE – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

Mayor McFarlane stated she is appointing Councilor Kay Crowder to the Budget and Economic Development Committee, Comprehensive Planning Committee and nominating her for the Hillsborough Street Community Services Corporation Board.  

Councilor Baldwin stated she wanted to talk about the Hillsborough Street Community Service Corporation.  She pointed out she doesn’t disagree with Councilor Crowder serving pointing out she serves as the liaison to the Downtown Raleigh Alliance but she is not a voting member.  She stated she feels there is potential for conflicts that arise and her suggestion is that the Council appoint Councilor Crowder to be the liaison to HSCSC and offer advice and whatever but that the Council look at changing the position from a board member to a liaison roll to avoid any potential conflicts.  
In response to questions, City Attorney McCormick indicated that would probably be a question of how the partnership was set up.  We would have to look at their bylaws and see what changes that would require.  He stated the Council could go ahead and appoint Councilor Crowder as a liaison today and we can look at the other half of the issue later.  Mayor McFarlane questioned if this is something that the Hillsborough Street Community Service Corporation Board had expressed concern about with Council members indicating not to their knowledge.  Councilor Maiorano stated he is not sure that the Board has expressed public concern but he would agree that there could be sensitivity to the issue; that is, the dual role and the potential risk of conflict.  He stated that is one of the things he feels the Council could look at and remove that as a concern so he feels Ms. Baldwin’s recommendation is good and he would ask that the Council look at the bylaws to determine the requirements, what changes should be made, etc. 
Mayor McFarlane questioned if there are other boards where the Council has appointed Council members serve on in voting positions and whether that is problematic.  It was pointed out that Ms. Baldwin is on the Triangle Transit Board and that is in a voting position.  Whether there are others and the possibility of developing a list to determine if there are Council members that serve on boards and commissions as a voting member was talked about.  Councilor Crowder suggested that she just continue what Mr. Crowder had been doing and if there is a conflict on any issues she could remove herself.  
How to proceed from this point was talked about and the need to determine if we have other similar issues was discussed.  Councilor Odom pointed out Ms. Baldwin raised the point about voting and nonvoting appointees to various boards and he feels we need to let the attorney provide a report pointing out having members having to sustain from voting because of a conflict of interest could cause problems.  It was pointed out HSCSC has a position open now and Council could appoint Councilor Crowder and then get a report to see if any changes should be made.  City Attorney McCormick indicated it is up to the Council as to how to handle this.  The Council could go ahead and appoint Councilor Crowder as a liaison and get a report and change it later if need be.  Mr. Maiorano questioned if we could produce a list of what boards the Council members participate in as a voting member or have a role more than a liaison function, it might help in make a better decision on whether to make a change.  Mr. Gaylord made a motion to appoint Councilor Crowder to the Board.  Mayor McFarlane pointed out she had made a motion to appoint Councilor Crowder to the Board and it was seconded by Councilor Gaylord and the motion was clarified to indicate appointing Councilor Crowder to the Board and ask for a comprehensive review from the City Attorney which was put to a vote which was passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.
COUNCIL DISTRICT D – KAY CROWDER – WELCOMED
Councilor Kay Crowder expressed appreciation to the City Council for allowing her the opportunity to represent District D and carry forward the vision that Thomas Crowder had for District D.  Various Council members welcomed her to the Council.  

APPOINTMENTS

APPOINTMENTS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

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

Appearance Commission – One Vacancy – No Nominees

Board of Adjustment – One Vacancy – Gene Conti – 5 (Weeks, Gaylord, Odom, Baldwin, Maiorano); Betsy Kane – 3 (McFarlane, Crowder, Stephenson)

Dangerous Dog Committee – Sue Sterges – 5 (Weeks, Gaylord, Odom, Stephenson, Maiorano).  The Clerk reported Mr. Stephenson had nominated Joe Bloomquist and Joette Holeman.  Mr. Weeks nominated Charles Rodman.  Ms. Baldwin moved that nominations be closed and the four people appointed by acclamation.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and put to a vote which passed unanimously.

Environmental Advisory Board – Two Vacancies – Justin Senkbell – 5 (Weeks, Gaylord, Stephenson, McFarlane, Maiorano)

Human Relations Commission – One Vacancy – No Nominees

Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board – One Vacancy – Shane Mellin – 6 (Weeks, Gaylord, Odom, Baldwin, Stephenson, McFarlane)

The Clerk reported the appointment of Gene Conti to the Board of Adjustment, Justin Senkbell to the Environmental Advisory Board, Ms. Sterges, Ms. Holeman, Mr. Rodman and Mr. Bloomquist to Dangerous Dog Committee and Shane Mellin to Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board.  The other items will be carried over to the next meeting.
NOMINATIONS
PARKS, RECREATION AND GREENWAY ADVISORY BOARD – VACANCY ANNOUNCED

The City Clerk reported Johnny L. Tillett was recently reappointed to the Parks, Recreation, and Greenway Advisory Board.  He is moving out the City; therefore, he is no longer eligible to serve.  There is one vacancy for consideration.  Mr. Maiorano stated before the Council starts nominations, he would ask Parks, Recreation and Cultural Resources Director Sauer for a perspective on the needs of the board and may be the Council could take those in consideration when making nominations.  It was agreed to follow that course of action.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

NONE

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY CLERK

TAXES – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Council members received in the agenda packet a proposed resolution adjusting, rebating or refunding penalties, exemptions and relieving interest for late listing of property for ad valorem taxes.  Adoption is recommended.  Mr. Odom moved adoption of the resolution as presented.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Maiorano and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 24.

MINUTES – OCTOBER 7 AND 21, 2014 – APPROVED AS PRESENTED

Council members received in their agenda packet minutes of the October 7, 2014 and October 21, 2014 Council meeting.  Mr. Odom moved approval as presented. His motion was seconded by Mr. Maiorano and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

COUNCILOR CROWDER – EXCUSED FROM NIGHT MEETING

Councilor Crowder asked to be excused from the night portion of the meeting.  Without objection, Mayor McFarlane announced that Councilor Crowder would be excused from the night portion of the meeting.

ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, Mayor McFarlane announced the meeting adjourned at 2:55 p.m. to be reconvened at 7:00 p.m.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk

jt/CC11-05-14

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in regular reconvened meeting on Wednesday, November 5, 2014 at 7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chamber, Room 201 of the Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 W. Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina, with all Council members present except Councilor Crowder who was excused from the evening portion of the meeting.  Mayor McFarlane called the meeting to order and the following items were discussed with action taken as shown.
JOINT HEARING OF THE CITY COUNCIL AND RALEIGH HISTORIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION – 418 NORTH PERSON STREET – HEARING – REFERRED TO THE RALEIGH HISTORIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

This was a hearing to receive public comment on an owner initiated and Raleigh Historic Development Commission sponsored application for the Garland Scott and Toler Moore Tucker House at 418 North Person Street.  Following the hearing the matter should be referred to the Raleigh Historic Development Commission to consider the State’s recommendation and any additional information received during the public hearing.

Raleigh Historic Development Commission members present were:  Elizabeth Caliendo, Rachel Rumsey, Scott Shackleton, Jenny Harper, Sarah David, Jannette Coleridge-Taylor and Don Davis.

Tania Tully, Department of Planning and Development, stated all requirements of the North Carolina General Statute and City Code, proceeding the scheduling of this public hearing, have been complied with.  See explained the Raleigh Historic Development Commission reviewed the report on the Garland Scott and Toler Moore Tucker House and found it meets the requirements for designation.  The State has also determined that the property has requisite special significance and integrity for landmark designation.  The property is located at 414 and 418 North Person Street and was constructed/altered in 1914, CA 1930, moved 1974.  The Tucker House is agriculturally significant as an excellent expression of the southern colonial style, possessing a number of notable classical elements as well as a full-height porch over a single-story full width porch, a defining feature of this style.  It is very intact, having seen only a few minor modifications, although the house has been moved from its original location it remains in the residential neighborhood that developed at the same time as the Tucker House was built.  
The Mayor opened the hearing, no one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Odom moved that the item be referred to the Raleigh Historic Development Commission for review and report back to City Council.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused from the meeting.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  

LANDMARK DEDESIGNATION - 606 TRANSYLVANIA AVENUE – HEARING – REFERRED TO THE RALEIGH HISTORIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

This was a hearing to receive public comment on an owner-initiated application for the de-designation of the Bill and Betty Weber House located at 606 Transylvania Avenue.  Following the hearing, the matter should be referred to the Raleigh Historic Development Commission to consider the State’s recommendation and any additional information received during the public hearing.
RHDC members present were Elizabeth Caliendo, Rachel Rumsey, Scott Shackleton, Jenny Harper, Sarah David, Jannette Coleridge-Taylor and Don Davis.  

Tania Tully, Department of Planning and Development, indicated all requirements of the North Carolina General Statute and City Code, proceeding the scheduling of this public hearing have been complied with.  She stated the Bill and Betty Weber House, 606 Transylvania Avenue is the subject of this hearing.  She explained the Raleigh Historic Development Commission has not yet made a formal recommendation on the request for dedesignation.  The State made the following comment.  “The alterations to the house discussed and the property owners’ cover letter accompanying the Dedesignation report were addressed in the 2009 Designation report and found to have a negligible impact on the architectural significance and historic integrity of the Weber House.  The dedesignation report contains no information about the Weber House beyond that contained in the 2009 dedesignation report which clearly established the property’s architectural significance and integrity.”  Ms. Tully stated the house is a dramatic, split-level modernistic house designed by Architect William Weber for his personal residence.  George Matsumoto served as a consultant on the project.  The house is an excellent example of modernistic style.  She stated as she understands the reason for the request is to simplify the sales process should it become necessary to sell the house.  The landmark designation and the associated regulations carried with the property to future owners.
The Mayor opened the hearing.

Attorney Tom Worth indicated he is a long term friend of the owners of the house.  He stated there is no desire on the part of the owners to demolish the house but if the need arises, they would like the opportunity to move forward.  The owner does not want her children to be straddled with the regulations of the landmark designation.  He stated as he understands when she agreed for the designation, she did not know all of the requirements.  He stated he understands representatives of the State Historic Office indicate their comments are advisory and not binding.  In response to questioning from Mr. Stephenson, Attorney Worth indicated the dedesignation would allow the property owner or future owners to demolish the house if they so chose and not have to go through the one-year open period.  He stated the owner has had real estate people look at the house and indicated the designation on the house may have some detrimental effect on her ability to sell the house in the future if she so desires.  It would require a longer planning period or it may require the house to stay on the market larger than it would be desired.  No one else asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Ms. Baldwin moved the matter be referred to the Raleigh Historic Development Commission.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.

REQUEST AND PETITIONS OF CITIZENS

TRAFFIC – GLENWOOD AVENUE – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Jim Belt, representing the Glenwood South Neighborhood Collaborative, requests removal of current parking restrictions, during commuting hours, on Glenwood Avenue between Peace Street and Hillsborough Street.

Mr. Belt, 510 Glenwood Avenue, stated their request is to remove the parking restrictions along Glenwood Avenue that restricts parking 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. on the west side and 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. east side.  His request stated indicated currently the south section of Glenwood Avenue has one travel lane in each direction most hours of the day but during peak commuting times, the parallel parking lane converts to a driving lane.  Removing these restrictions to allow on-street parking would provide a safer, environment for pedestrians and help support day time commercial activity along this urban main street corridor.  He stated current restrictions would give everyone two lanes of traffic to get through during peak hours.  Current restrictions take out approximately 67 parking space.  He pointed out the Glenwood South area is highly residential and compared its density to other sections of the city pointing out it is definitely a residential artery; however, they do have a lot of businesses.  He stated when you have cars traveling 35 mph in the outside lane next to the sidewalk it is very dangerous.  He pointed out when you talk about taking 67 parking spaces away it would create problems for businesses by reducing the amount of parking.  He stated however the way it is presently signed it is very difficult for people to understand.  There are 6 different types of signs with different hours of the day.  He stated he had provided Council members with an outline that shows the different parking allowances on both sides of the street.  He indicated when people come down to their businesses, it is difficult to find a place to park and he understands that and he has been unable to convince staff to take these steps.  
Mayor McFarlane suggested the item be referred to staff for a report.

City Manager Hall indicated everyone is aware of the concerns.  He pointed out when new construction projects come online there will be greater demand.  He stated staff would be happy to develop a staff report.  He stated they have had dialogue with Mr. Belt and others.
Ms. Baldwin pointed out the parking signs are very confusing; people park, get tickets and become very angry.  She stated we need to find a way to balance the short term verses long-term need.  City Manager Hall pointed out Council will be provided a report and Council can decide how to move forward.  

Mr. Stephenson stated it would be helpful to him if the Council got a full picture of whom or what groups Mr. Belt represents.  It would be good to have that information in the report.  Without further discussion the item was referred to administration to provide a report.  

DIGNITY ORDINANCE – REQUEST FOR ADOPTION – RECEIVED

Joshua D. Bradley, 1324 Springlawn Court, Raleigh, was at the meeting representing Occupy Raleigh and Others.  Mr. Bradley asked to give his time to Johnathan Halperen, 2606 Wells Avenue.

Mr. Halperen thanked the Council for providing a community outreach center where the homeless of Raleigh may get food on weekends while sheltered from the elements.  He stated however more needs to be done.  He stated he is sure Council members remember Occupy Raleigh for its previous opposition to the panhandling law.  He stated tonight they would like to present a proposed dignity ordinance; in short, the ordinance simply guarantees equal rights and protection under the law to all residents of the city regardless of housing status.  He stated the dignity ordinance codifies freedom of movement, equal treatment by municipal agencies, equal access to employment, medical care, right to vote, privacy of records and property, right to file complaints and general access to education.  He stated while these rights are implied in the Federal and State Constitutions, they believe that recent events have shown the need for a more explicit ordinance.  He stated camps of homeless people have been raided and their meager shelters and belongings destroyed.  Homeless people are routinely driven from parks and sidewalks.  He stated this situation is unworthy of Raleigh and hopefully the City Council will read and enact the proposed Dignity Ordinance that has been presented.  

Mr. Bradley stated they have been working on this since January 2013.  He talked about efforts to get the ordinance adopted in other locations, talked about the outreach center being a good idea, and the hope that things like that will be enlarged.  He hopes Wake County Commissioners will get on board and help with the situation.  The comments were received and Council members received a copy of the proposed dignity ordinance.

TAXIS – VARIOUS CONCERNS – REFERRED TO ADMINISTRATION

Iyman Massoud representing the Taxi Association of Raleigh was at the meeting to talk about harassment and discrimination of taxi drivers, need for more taxi zones, and police enforcement. He talked about the number of taxi zones and the number of taxis in the City pointing out that leaves taxis having to circulate.  He stated they can’t park to go to the rest room and eat or they are ticketed.  He pointed out they have heard that over Halloween some taxicab companies were charging 10 times the amount allowed.  Taxis are operating illegally in Glenwood South and there is no parking allowed at all.  He stated if a taxi driver gets flagged down by a customer, the police will give them a ticket if they stop.  Police give taxi drivers a ticket if they park to wait.  He asked the Council to do something about the situation.  
A man who identified himself as a taxi owner for a number of years, talked about concerns that occur around the convention center explaining when big events are taking place the taxi line is closed and they have to leave.  He talked about the possibility of moving the taxi line to the other side or the back of the convention center.  He talked about the problems taxi drivers are having being ticketed, the effect it is having on his company and other cab drivers, his conversations with the police and again requested that the City look at the problems with the taxi industry and also consider moving the line to the other side of the building referring to the problems around the convention center.  It was agreed to refer the item to administration for a report.  
BOY SCOUT TROOP 94 – WELCOMED

Mayor McFarlane welcomed members of Boy Scout Troop 94 to the meeting and expressed appreciation for their interest.  

MATTERS SCHEDULED FOR PUBLIC HEARING

RALEIGH HOUSING AUTHORITY – PROPOSED BONDS RELATING TO BLUFFS AT WALNUT CREEK – HEARING – CONTINUED UNTIL NOVEMBER 18 MEETING

This was a hearing to receive public comments on a proposed issuance by the Raleigh Housing Authority of up to $21,000,000 in multi-family housing revenue bonds related to Bluffs at Walnut Creek project.  
Chief of Staff Louis Buonpane introduced the proposal.  

Christine Kirby, Hunton and Williams, Bond Council to the Raleigh Housing Authority for this issue of tax exempt bonds explained the process pointing out as part of the statutory approval process under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 as amended, the governing body has to hold a public hearing and hopefully adopt a resolution.  She stated neither the Housing Authority nor the City will have any liability for payment of the bonds and it will not affect the City’s debt ratio or legal debt limit.  She explained the location of the bluffs at Walnut Creek and the procedure.  

The Mayor opened the hearing.

Octavia Rainey spoke in opposition pointing out for 25 years she has worked in fair housing.  She questioned how the City could even consider approving this process.  She expressed concern pointing out every one knows we have the need but questioned why the City waived the scattered site policy pointing out it is in committee for discussion.  She feels the City is in violation, talked about the annual action plan, why the City would waive the scattered site policy, the obligations of the city, her conversations with the IRS, questioned who is responsible for the bonds, who will pay for the bonds, and how it will impact the residents who will live in the facility.  She stated we need affordable housing, the city needs to look at the scattered site policy but it is stuck in committee.  She questioned who is the liaison to the Board, pointing out it is not at full status and again asked the Council to act on updating the scattered site policy.  She talked about the analysis of impediment that came out in 2008 and pointed out the City should follow those rules.  She stated she is concerned about the action being requested of the City.
Reverend Joseph P. Rappl, Chair for Social Justice Housing Team, 3313 Wade Avenue, presented the following prepared statement:

1. We appreciate the addition of 198 additional units of affordable housing in the City of Raleigh through the “Bluffs at Walnut Creek Apartment” project by RHA.
2. At the same time we note that the amount of decent affordable rental housing for those making less than 40% of the Area Median Income continues to decline as redevelopment efforts grow in the city.

3. While we applaud efforts like the Bluffs at Walnut Creek by RHA and the Washington Terrace redevelopment by DHIC, we see the need for more coordination and increased focus on affordable housing efforts in the city.
4. We use this opportunity to encourage the City Council to act soon on their promise (May 20, 2014) to form an Affordable Housing Task Force and ask you to seriously consider the formation of an affordable housing commission to assist the city in securing more affordable housing through new construction and redevelopment.
5. We also ask the Mayor to move forward with appointing additional RHA board members before the hiring of the next Housing Authority Director.  We believe while the next director must be concerned with the health of all aspects of the authority, he or she should also be committed to a leadership role in coordinating and focusing affordable housing efforts with other agencies across the city.  We hope the mayor takes this need into consideration when appointing RHA board members who will hire the next director.

6. Finally we again encourage the mayor to appoint RHA board members who truly represent the community being served by the authority.

Mr. Odom had questions on the past Council action on Bluff at Walnut Creek stating he wanted to make sure of his stance.  Mike Bryon, Pedcor Investments, Inc., indicated they are the developer and they were before the Council on April 2014 to request and were granted an exemption from the scattered site policy.  In response to questions Mr. Bryon indicated Mr. Odom did vote against it but the rest of the Council voted in favor of the exemption.  

Mr. Odom pointed out the scattered site policy has been around a long time and while there is no doubt that we need affordable housing it is a catch 22 of where we want it, etc.  He stated once the Council waives or grants an exemption to the scattered site policy, he feels the City looses a lot of power to make sure certain things happen.  He stated in some of the cases we ask developers of the housing projects to do particular things to make it a development more palable to the community surrounding it.  He stated he is concerned when we grant a waiver and he would have to vote against this proposal also.  
Mayor McFarlane pointed out the scattered site policy and affordable housing policy are both in committee.  She stated when an exemption was requested it was granted but the policy was referred to committee and pointed out there would be further conversations around how we are addressing the issues, maybe putting together a working group, etc.  

City Manager Hall indicated one of the things that has been discussed is the need to look comprehensively at the affordable housing policy of which the scattered site policy is an element.  Both issues are in committee and discussion has been pending until we completed the consolidation of the new department of housing and neighborhood.  We now have the director in place and will now start working on the policy, etc.  
Mr. Weeks talked about his support of approving the exemption from the scattered site policy back in April.  He stated there was a project on Sunnybrook Road but it did not go through and this one came to Council.  He stated he had no objection to the one being approved but not two.  The first one did not go through.  He talked about the effect of the scattered site policy on his and Mr. Odom’s districts and that is why he wanted to put the item in committee for more discussion.  

Mr. Odom pointed out he understands and realizes how these things work.  He pointed out the developments are wonderful, the people do a good job and we need the housing projects there is no doubt about that.  He expressed appreciation to the City Manager for putting a team in place that can give some help and guidance.  He talked about local, state and federal requirements.  

In response to questioning, Mr. Bryon indicated they are going through HUD financing and they need to have the financing completed by April, 2015.  How to move forward was talked about.  Mr. Odom stated he would like to hold this at the table as he would like to have some more conversation and get some more information.  Mr. Stephenson talked about the Manager’s comments about how both the updates to the scattered site and affordable housing policy are in the works, new staffing in place, discussions that were held recently, and the assignments of the policies to committee.  He talked about the past discussions and input from the stakeholders and how he looks forward to the recommendations coming forth, etc.  
Ms. Baldwin questioned if holding this item at the table would impact the ability to get financing and she also would like to know if transit is available to this site.  It was pointed out there is no bus service available to the site.  Representatives of the developer pointed out the project includes financing through the Raleigh Housing Authority, HUD, etc., and how holding the item would have an impact on their ability to meet the deadlines.  The Housing Authority has given preliminary approval to the project, the City Council has already approved the exception to the scatter site policy and they now need to get approval from the Local Government Commission as well as another approval from the Housing Authority.  

Mr. Maiorano questioned what we are going to accomplish by holding the item for a two-week time frame.  What information will the Council get that will help make a decision on the particular matter.  Mr. Odom stated he would like some more information on our scattered site policy, he wants to make sure that the Council has some kind of control over these type projects, it is a huge issue to him and some body has got to resolve it quickly or some body is going to get burnt such as one of these groups that are trying to do a good thing, they are doing good work and that is great but we need to have a better handle on what is being approved.  

City Manager Hall suggestion that staff could take some time between now and the next agenda or a subsequent agenda to develop some additional information and update the Council about where we are in terms of looking at the policy.  He stated to go through the entire process of reviewing and revamping the scattered site policy and affordable housing policy would put the time frame outside this particular project decision.  He stated however staff can do an update in general on what the issues are as it relates to the scattered site policy and affordable housing policy and where we are in the process of going forward.  He stated staff could provide some additional information about the specifics of this project and suggested bringing that report back to the next agenda and see if that satisfies the project questions.  While we are moving forward with the policy questions the Council could act on this particular project questions.  Mr. Odom stated that was a good suggestion pointing out he would probably be in the manager’s office with questions next week.
Ms. Baldwin stated scattered site policy and affordable housing but have a couple of dynamics working against each other.  She stated for example here we have a site where there is no transit service so she would question what would happen when the project is built will transit be extended.  She stated we are actually making it more difficult to provide transit service to people who need affordable housing.  The two policies directly conflict with each other explaining what we are looking at in transit is trying to build ridership instead of spending money on coverage.  The scattered site policy allows housing in locations that are not currently served.  The two policies do not fit each other and that is part of the policy discussion that has to take place.  She stated her concern with this particular site is if we don’t provide transportation services to the site now what it will cost to do so later.  She stated she would like to have two weeks and that is one of the questions she would like to have answered.  City Manager Hall indicated that can be included in the follow up for next time.  
Discussion that has happened in the past and problems with trying to get the policies together – federal, state, local and struggling with having amenities available and things that are pushing the sites into the suburban areas which causes more cost was talked about.  Mayor McFarlane stated this discussion has taken place in Budget and Economic Development Committee a few times.  She stated the Council would hold this for two weeks understanding that there would be a longer conversation but we can get some information back to better understand this particular project.  It was agreed to hold the hearing open for two weeks and receive a report at that time.

HOSPITALITY DISTRICT – GLENWOOD SOUTH PROPOSED PILOT PROJECT – HEARING – APPROVED - TO BE PLACED ON NOVEMBER 18, 2014 AGENDA

This was a hearing to consider a proposal to establish the Glenwood South Hospitality District pursuant to Ordinance 2014-349.  This designation is to be for a one-year pilot program.

Following the hearing, if the Council wishes to proceed, the Council should adopt an ordinance applying the Glenwood South Hospitality District boundaries.
Assistant City Manager Marchell Adams-David gave a brief history on the back ground of the proposed hospitality district proposal.  

September 2013 when the City Council raised concern about the downtown events which was followed by requests for information on decibel standards and number of amplified permits.  The item referred to Law and Finance Committee which held discussion over a number of months from late December until May of 2014.  At that time the City Council authorized a one-year pilot entertainment district program for Glenwood South and then in October of 2014 the City Council adopted the hospitality district ordinance.  

· The Ordinance established the hospitality district entertainment permit which is issued administratively in place of the outdoor amplified entertainment special use permit
· Replaces existing amplified entertainment and outdoor amplified entertainment permits within the boundaries of a City Council established hospitality district

· Outdoor amplified entertainment special use permit remains in effect elsewhere in the City

· Requires a hospitality district entertainment permit holder to designate a premises manager available to citizens whenever an establishment is open, occupied or employees are on site

· Citizens may also utilize public contact information to contact a manager directly if amplified entertainment is causing a disturbance
· Allows permit holders to play recorded or live acoustic music, subject to time of day and decibel limitations.  No audio sounds from exterior of any buildings from 2:00 a.m. to 7:00 a.m.

The Ordinance establishes a complaint registration system which is available to the general public, a mediation process for resolution of noise complaints, within a hospitality district and establishes an escalating series of civil penalties for violations of the hospitality district entertainment permit.  

Assistant City Manager Adams-David explained the public hearing process and pointed out the staff has received an email request from the owner of ComedyWorx Comedy Club located at 435 West Peace Street to be included in the proposed district.  

Assistant City Manager Adams-David went over the features of the hospitality district entertainment permit which include:

· Requires an HDEP permit for amplified music – schools and religious facilities are exempt
· Existing amplified entertainment permits convert to HDEP (there are 24 of these)

· New permits require payment of a $500 fee with annual renewal amount of $100

· City noise ordinance remains in effect

· Amplified entertainment prohibited from 2:00 a.m. to 7:00 a.m.

· Citizens have ability to contact staff of HDEP permitee regarding operation and disturbances

· HDEP permitees to agree to participate in mediation if the issues with residents are not resolved

· Police Chief or designee initiates mediation process.

The Mayor opened the hearing to the public.

Martha Lamb, 415 Calvin Road indicated her property is located within 100 feet from the proposed boundary line.  She was surprised when she received notification and she called the City Manager’s office and had questions as to why St. Mary’s was included.  She talked to the Neighborhood Association and they too had a list of negative concerns about the possibility of being included in the district.  She stated St. Mary’s Street is not a part of Glenwood South.  She stated, if in their area, if the ordinance is not broken, why fix it.  She suggested that the area for the boundary be drawn further east.
Darcy Downs, 610 Hillsborough Street, spoke in favor of the proposal as she feels it encourages neighborly feelings between the residents and the businesses.  She stated however she has two questions and concerns.  She questioned if the same decibel levels apply when the doors and windows are open.  The second question relates to the escalation of complaints which cause fines.  She stated if she calls an owner and says to the owner the noise or the music is too loud and they say it is not, is that a response.  She stated if that is a response then it doesn’t count toward getting a violation.  She asked that be clarified.
Mayor McFarlane asked that the questions be answered.

Captain Council, Raleigh Police Department, stated it would constitute a response, information would be taken into consideration and would still apply.  He stated none of the present ordinances relating to noise, etc. are taken away.  This a way to encourage the businesses and neighbors to try to work things out before the police are called.  It is very still the same offenses.  He talked about how the boundaries were drawn indicating some areas were added to give the options and to help the process to encourage people to try to work things out.

Mayor McFarlane questioned the rationale of including St. Mary’s Street questioning if there is a down side.  She stated some people feel if they are inside the boundary some one could get a permit and start playing music where that opportunity doesn’t presently exist.  Captain Council pointed out that could occur.  He talked about the difference in the amplified entertainment permit and the permit that would be required if you were inside the district.  

Mr. Gaylord talked about this being a pilot project and the possibility of moving ahead to see if it works.  Mayor McFarlane stated if an establishment is in the district it would be easier to get a permit.  Ms. Lamb pointed out she understands that one of the reasons the boundary included St. Mary’s is Ciago’s which had requested an amplified entertainment permit but it was withdrawn as they do not use outside music anymore.  

Mr. Odom indicated someone can still call the police whether they are in the boundary or outside of the boundary.  Ms. Baldwin questioned the level of complaints coming from the St. Mary’s Street area with Captain Council pointing out he does not have that number but the majority of the complaints are not from that area.  

Mayor McFarlane closed the hearing.

Ms. Baldwin moved approval of the ordinance establishing the Glenwood South Hospitality District with boundary moving from St. Mary’s Street to Boylan Avenue and expanded to include ComedyWorx. Her motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson.  

Mr. Odom expressed concern pointing out we have two or three large complexes and they act as a buffer between the community and Glenwood South.  He stated he would like for those neighborhoods to be allowed to call directly to a place of business and ask them to lower the music.  He questioned why the McDonalds and the restaurants on Peace Street are not included.  He stated he feels changing the boundaries will take away options of some of the residents.  Mr. Stephenson pointed out this hasn’t been tested but he does not see a need to expand the boundary to an area that is not having a problem.  
City Attorney McCormick indicated the boundary relates to who can get the hospitality entertainment permit and how you get it.  He stated anyone whether inside or outside of the boundary can still call directly to an establishment inside the boundary to complain and it goes through the same process or they have the opportunity to call the police.  He stated it doesn’t eliminate any avenues of appeal whether one is inside or outside.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Mr. Odom who voted in the negative and Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 6-1 vote.  The ordinance including the modified boundary map will be placed on the November 18 agenda for final vote.  
EASEMENT EXCHANGE – 5100 COUNTRY TRAIL – HEARING – APPROVED

This is a hearing to consider a resolution authorizing the exchange of sanitary sewer easements related to 5100 Country Trail as outlined in Resolution 2014-16.  Following the hearing, if the Council wishes to proceed, it would be appropriate to adopt a resolution authorizing the exchange.  The Mayor opened the hearing, no one asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Mayor McFarlane moved approval of the exchange as outlined.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Resolution 25.
PAVING ASSESSMENT ROLL 937 – GRAYSON STREET – HEARING – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider adoption of a resolution confirming charges as outlined on Paving AR937 – Grayson Street as outlined in Resolution 2014-6 adopted on October 7, 2104 (PW2013-1).  Following the hearing, if the Council wishes to proceed, it would be appropriate to adopt a resolution confirming charges as outlined.  
The Mayor opened the hearing.  No one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Odom moved adoption of a resolution confirming charges as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Resolution 26.

PAVING ASSESSMENT ROAD 936 –NORMAN ESTATES WAY – HEARING – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider adoption of a resolution confirming charges as outlined on Paving AR936 – Norman Estates Way according to charges outlined in Resolution 2014-5 adopted on October 7, 2104.  Following the hearing, if the Council wishes to proceed, it would be appropriate to adopt a resolution confirming charges as outlined.  
The Mayor opened the hearing, no one else asked to be heard, thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Odom moved adoption of a resolution confirming charges as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Resolution 27.  

STC-1-14 – FLORENCE STREET – HEARING – APPROVED

This was a hearing to consider a proposal to close a portion of the right-of-way known as Florence Street, located south of Dorthea Drive across from the paved portion of Florence Street.  Following the hearing, if the Council wishes to proceed, it would be appropriate to adopt a resolution closing the street as advertised.  

The Mayor opened the hearing.  Engineer Eric Lamb pointed out there is one wrinkle in this because of its status in the historic district.  It has been approved by that group.  No one else asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Odom moved adoption of a resolution closing the street.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Resolution 28.

ANNEXATION AGREEMENT – CITY OF RALEIGH/TOWN OF ROLESVILLE – HEARING – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider a new annexation agreement between the City of Raleigh and the Town of Rolesville.  The new agreement would continue to enhance orderly planning by public and private interest in the areas adjacent to Raleigh and Rolesville and guide future annexations.  
Following the hearing, if the Council wishes to proceed, it would be appropriate to adopt a resolution approving the 2014 Raleigh/Rolesville annexation agreement.  
The Mayor opened the hearing, no one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Councilor Odom moved adoption of the resolution as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin.  Mayor McFarlane expressed appreciation to the Mayor of the Town of Rolesville as well as the their staff and the Raleigh staff for their work on this issue.  The motion as stated was put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Ordinance 364.

ANNEXATION – 3109 GLOBE ROAD – HEARING – RESOLUTION AND ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider the petitioned annexation of property known as 3109 Globe Road,
Following the hearing, if the Council wishes to proceed, it would be appropriate to adopt an ordinance annexing the property affective immediately and adopt a resolution placing the property in City Council Electoral District E.
The Mayor opened the hearing no one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Odom moved adoption of an ordinance annexing the property effective immediately and a resolution placing the property on City Council Electoral District E.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Ordinance 365 and Resolution 29.
REZONING Z-14-14 – FORESTVILLE  ROAD – HEARING – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider a request by Lamont and Dolores Inge to rezone approximately 43.7 acres located on the east side of Forestville Road between its intersection with Buffaloe Road to the north and Old Milburnie Road to the south from Residential-4 (R-4) to Residential-6-Conditional Use (R-6-CU).
Following the hearing, the Council can adopt the ordinance to rezone the property or take other appropriate action on the request.  

Planner Bynum Walter explained the request, pointed out the location, the existing zoning map, photos of the area from various angles, went over the proposed conditions relating to building height being limited to 40 feet and 3 stories, number of dwelling units not to exceed 300, provision for distribution of development potential, only single family houses, civic building and open lots allowed south of the Conservation Management area, 40 foot natural protective yard along Southeastern portion of the property line and fence along the natural protective yard.  She showed the Future Land Use Map, went over the analysis of the comprehensive plan stating there are no inconsistent policies.  She pointed out the Planning Commission recommends approval as it is found that the proposal is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use Map and is reasonable and in the public interest.  The proposal would permit a substantial number of new dwelling units in the area well served by the road network and would help make feasible new commercial development that is designated on the Future Land Use Map in the vicinity but not yet constructed.  The Northeast CAC voted in favor.  The Mayor opened the hearing.  Attorney David York representing the owners who he stated were present at the meeting stated Council members received a handout about the case and he would be glad to answer any questions.  No one else asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Mr. Stephenson moved the Planning Commission’s recommendation for approval as outlined in CR11593 be upheld.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Ordinance 366 ZC 703.
REZONING Z-18-14 – SANDY FORKS ROAD – HEARING – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This was hearing to consider a request from Kimberly Development Group to rezone approximately 1.42 acres from Residential-4 (R-4) to Office Mixed Use-3 stories-Conditional Use (OX-3-CU).  The property is located on the south of Sandy Forks Road between Six Forks Road and Spring Forest Roads.

Following the hearing, the Council can adopt the ordinance to rezone the property or take other appropriate action on the request.
Planner Bynum Walter explained the request, presented a map showing the location, existing zoning map, slide of the site from various locations, went over the proposed conditions which indicates certain uses are prohibited, floor area gross limited, building heights limited, dumpster service hours limited, design and height of pole mounted lighting limited and building site and materials limited.  She presented the Future Land Use Map, and went over the comprehensive plan analysis, outlining the inconsistent policies and consistent policies.  She stated the outstanding issues relate to inconsistence with the Future Land Use designation and conditional prohibition of multi-unit living.  The sewer and fire floor matters may need to be addressed upon development.  

Planner Walter indicated the Planning Commission recommends approval as they find the proposal is reasonable and in public interest, the proposal establishes effective transitions between the subject property and existing development and is consistent with the merging development in the area.  It was pointed out the case was presented to the North CAC but there was no vote.  
The Mayor opened the hearing.  Attorney Michael Birch representing Kimberly Development Group, owner of this property and the two adjacent office buildings spoke in support of the rezoning explaining this is in an area of transition, explained the zoning which took place on the two adjacent cases, talked about the adjacent single family development, presented information on the Sandy Forks Road improvements and pointed out the inconsistency with the comprehensive plan relates to the fact that they had a prohibition of multi-unit development on the two adjacent cases as neighbors did not want multi-family.

He talked about the number of conditions that were added to ensure compatibility, talked about the inconsistency relating to the fact that they had prohibited multi-family units on the adjacent property.  He stated it was presented at the North CAC but there was not a vote taken as no one that was present at the meeting lived within 5 miles of the project.  No one else asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.
Ms. Baldwin moved approval as recommended by the Planning Commission in CR11594.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Gaylord.  Brief discussion took place with it being pointed out when the adjacent property was rezoned for office there was concern as to when the office encroachment would stop.  Mr. Birch and others indicated it is their understanding the neighbors are enjoying having office use as a neighbor.  The motion as stated was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Ordinance 366 ZC 703.

REZONING Z-19-14 – LOUISBURG ROAD – HEARING – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider a request by Yathrib Oasis, LLC; Art Builder, LLC; and Muslim Youth Community Center to rezone approximately 11.56 acres from Residential-1 (R-1) to Residential-10-Conditional Use (R-10-CU).  The property is located on the south side of Louisburg Road between its intersection with Fox Road to the south and Spring Forest Road to the north.
Following the hearing, the Council can adopt the ordinance to rezone the property or take other appropriate action on the request.
Planner Walter explained the request, the location, the existing zoning, photos of the area from various points, proposed conditions which include no more than 75 dwelling units, no more than one access way on to Louisburg Road, dedication of transit easement and sharing of development rights in case of future subdivision.  She also presented information on the Future Land Use Map, Urban Form Map, and the comprehensive plan analysis which indicated there are no inconsistent policies.  She reported the Planning Commission unanimously recommended approval as they found that this proposal is consistent with the comprehensive plan and is reasonable and in the public interest:  New housing in the area would support the neighborhood mixed use area to the north.  The Mayor opened the hearing. 
Attorney Beth Trahos representing the property owner explained the request and the conditions and about 25 persons stood in support of the rezoning.  No one else asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval of the rezoning as recommended by the Planning Commission and CR-11595.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Ordinance 33 ZC 703.

REZONING Z-24-14 GLOBE ROAD – HEARING – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider a request by Vedanta Society of North Carolina to rezone approximately 1/773 acres from Rural Residential (RR, Durham County) to Residential-6 (R-6, City of Raleigh).  The property is located on the east side of Globe Road, north of its intersection with Emerald Creek Drive.
Following the hearing, the Council can adopt the ordinance to rezone the property or take other appropriate action on the request.  

Planner Walker explained the request pointing out earlier in the meeting the Council annexed this area.  She explained the location, existing zoning, presented photos of the area from various locations, presented the Future Land Use Map, talked about the comprehensive plan analysis and indicated there are no inconsistent policies and pointed out the Planning Commission recommended approval on a 7-1 vote as the proposal is consistent with the Future Land Use Map and applicable comprehensive plan policy; is reasonable and in the public interest.  Rezoning is proposed in tandem with a request for annexation by the City of Raleigh anticipated expansion of city utilities into the subject area and is compatible with the surrounding area.  Adjacent and nearby properties also within the city’s jurisdiction are similarly zoned.  The North West CAC recommended approval.  The Mayor opened the hearing.  
Craig Dean representing the owners stated he is available to answer questions explaining the request was explained properly by Planner Walter.  No questions asked and the hearing was closed.  Mr. Stephenson moved approval of the rezoning as recommended by the Planning Commission in CR-11592.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and put to a vote which passed with all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Ordinance 366 ZC 703.

REZONING – Z-26-14 – HILLSBOROUGH STREET – HEARING – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider a request by T&L Partnership Group, LLC to rezone approximately 0.21 acre from Shopping Center Conditional Use District with Pedestrian Business and Special Residential Parking overlay districts (SC CUD w/PBOD & SRPOD) to Neighborhood Mixed Use-5 stories-Shopfront-Conditional Use with Special Residential Parking Overlay District (NX-5-SH-CU w/SRPOD).
Following the hearing, the Council can adopt the ordinance to rezone the property or take other appropriate action on the request.
Planner Walter explained the request, location, existing zoning map of the area, presented photos of various views of the site, explained proposed conditions relating to exterior materials limited on Hillsborough Street and Non facades, aspects of canopy design and materials specified; no residential units of 4 or more bedrooms permitted and site construction to be limited to mixed use building type.  Planner Walter presented the Future Land Use Map, urban form map of the area, the comprehensive plan analysis which indicates no inconsistent policies.  She stated the Planning Commission unanimously recommended approval as it is consistent with the future land us map, urban form map and prudent policies of the comprehensive plan.  The proposed rezoning is reasonable and in the public interest and would limit construction to mixed use building type, promoting active ground floor uses and would prohibit residential units of four or more bedrooms.  The proposal is compatible with the surrounding area, conditions specified north and south façade materials and provide parameters for canopy design and materials.  The Wade CAC recommended approval.  
The Mayor opened the hearing.  Ted Van Dyk stated he was present to answer any questions.  The hearing was closed.  Ms. Baldwin moved upholding the Planning Commission recommendation for approval as outlined in CR-11597.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Councilor Crowder who was absent and excused.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Ordinance 336 ZC 703.
ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, Mayor McFarlane announced the meeting adjourned at 8:35 p.m.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk
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