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James P. West (for Item #07-42)
Chairman McFarlane called the meeting to order at 9:05 a.m.
Item #07-52 – Z-27-09 – Nowell Road Conditional Use

Planner Dhanya Sandeep presented this item.  The following information was included in the agenda packets:


This is a request to rezone one (1) acre located on the west side of Nowell Road, north of Chapel Hill Road, from R-4 to Thoroughfare District Conditional Use.  Zoning conditions associated with this request prohibit numerous uses, limit building height to a maximum of 35 feet, require that the primary building material be masonry, provide for a future transit easement, prohibit LED signs and limit hours of operation from 6:30 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.


This request is consistent with the land use recommendation of the Comprehensive Plan.  The site is located within an employment area as designated by the Arena Small Area Plan where non-residential uses are appropriate.

The Planning Commission recommended approval of the request (9-0 vote).

This item was discussed at the May 13, 2009 Comprehensive Planning Committee meeting.  Committee members expressed concerns related to retail and industrial uses that would be permitted within the proposed Thoroughfare Conditional Use District.  The case was deferred to allow the applicant to consider submitting revised zoning conditions to address the Committee's concerns.  Following the May 13, 2009 meeting, the Planning Department received a letter from the applicants requesting denial of the request (letter attached).
The letter from the applicants read as follows:

May 14, 2009

To:
Mayor Meeker & the Raleigh City Council Members

From:
The Property Owners of 


965 Nowell Rd,


Raleigh, NC 27607

We, The Property Owners filed Rezoning Petition Z-27-09 for the property at 965 Nowell Road, Raleigh, NC 27607.  The case was discussed by the Comprehensive Planning Committee on May 13, 2009 and based on the discussion, we therefore, respectfully request that the City Council deny this rezoning request.

Respectfully Submitted,


Johnnie Sue Evans


C/o The Property Owners of


965 Nowell Road Raleigh NC 27607
Ms. Baldwin moved to recommend denial of Z-27-09 as requested in the letter from the applicant dated May 14, 2009.  Mr. Stephenson seconded the motion, which carried by unanimous vote of 3-0.
Item #07-53 – Z-22-09 – Six Forks Road Conditional Use/MP-4-08 – North Hills East Revised

Planner Dhanya Sandeep presented the rezoning request portion of this item, and Planner Eric Hodge provided details of MP-4-08.  They highlighted the following information that was contained in the agenda packets:


This is a request to rezone 50.53 acres located on the northeast quadrant of the interchange of Six Forks Road and the I-440 Beltline (North Hills East).  43.64 acres are currently zoned Planned Development Conditional Use Overlay District (over multiple underlying zoning districts), 3.1 acres zoned Office and Institution-3 with Special Highway Overlay District-2 (SHOD-2), 1.9 acres zoned Office and Institution-1 Conditional Use District with SHOD-2 overlay and 1.89 acres zoned Conservation Management with SHOD-2 overlay, all being proposed to be rezoned to Planned Development Conditional Use Overlay District and removal of the SHOD-2 Overlay District (6.89 acres).

The applicants' request includes adding an additional 6.89 acres to the existing Planned Development District (PDD) Master Plan area and proposes revisions to the previously approved Master Plan document.  The request proposes an increase in the number of dwelling units allowed in the existing land zoned PDD from 1563 dwelling units to 1746 dwelling units.  Also, by increasing the land area of the PDD by 6.89 acres, the potential number of residential dwelling units on the 6.89 acres currently outside of the existing PDD would increase from a potential 53 dwelling units to 275 dwelling units (40 DU per acre).  This increases the overall number of dwelling units allowed on the entirety of subject property by 405 units to a total of 2021 dwelling units.  The rezoning request would also add an additional 13,500 SF of office and/or Institution/Civic/Service uses into the PDD for an overall office and/or Institution/Civic/Service square footage of 1,503,500.  However, in evaluating the existing non-PDD O&I tracts using only the existing CUD conditions and FAR limitations, the existing non-PDD portions of the site could allow up to 71,874 SF of office space in theory.  Therefore, the amount of office uses allowed on the existing non PDD portions of the subject property is being reduced by 58,374 SF.  Lastly, this proposal increases the number of hotel rooms from 850 rooms allowed by the existing PDD to 1,975 rooms.  Consistent with the previously adopted Master Plan, the final development intensity for this Master Plan shall not result in traffic generation that exceeds the total number of peak P.M. vehicle trips for the overall development as reflected in the Trip Generation Table located within the Traffic Impact Analysis submitted with this Master Plan.

When the existing PDD Master Plan was approved on the subject property in 2006, the SHOD-2 was removed from that portion of the property covered under the Z-16-06 petition.  In lieu of the 25-foot protective yard and vegetative plantings required by the SHOD-2, the adopted Master Plan proposed the construction of a 10-foot concrete or masonry wall adjacent to the I-440 Beltline.  Z-22-09/MP-4-08 proposes to continue the construction of this wall as an alternative to the SHOD-2 zoning.  The SHOD-2 requires a 25-foot protective yard and plantings for any portion of the property immediately adjacent to a public marginal access street (Church at North Hills Street) parallel to a major access corridor (I-440).  Approximately 450 linear feet of the subject property currently zoned SHOD-2 lies adjacent to the major access corridor (I-440).

The subject request is partly inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan. The site is located in the North Hills Planning District within the North Hills City Focus area. Specific land use polices are included in the Wake Forest Road Small Area Plan.  A large portion (45 acres) of the subject property was rezoned in 2006 (Z-16-06/ MP-6-05) with a Planned Development District Overlay and an approved Master Plan.  The approved Master Plan provides for a pedestrian-oriented, mixed-use development including residential, recreation, open space, office and institutional, retail, and other commercial uses.  As part of that rezoning approval, a Comprehensive Plan amendment was concurrently adopted to designate the 45 acres of the PDD area for mixed uses within the Wake Forest Road SAP-North section.  That portion of the subject property which falls within the mixed use area approved in 2006 is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.


The inconsistency stems from the addition of approximately 6.89 acres to this PDD. These three new parcels (tracts N, O and P) are currently designated for office and institution uses by the Wake Forest Road SAP.  The retail allocation on tracts N & O would be inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan.  It should be noted, however, that the proposed amendment does not change the maximum 450,000 square feet of retail approved as part of the earlier PDD, thereby maintaining consistency with the Retail Use Guidelines of the Comprehensive Plan.


The Planning Commission recommended approval of this rezoning (Z-22-09) and the Master Plan document (MP-4-08) by a 10-0 vote.  Although the Planning Commission found the request to be partially inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan, they determined that the subject request was reasonable, compatible with surrounding properties and to be in the public interest.
The Committee members and representatives for the applicant, including T.J. Barringer and Jim Baker of Kane Realty, Eric Braun, Esq. of K&L Gates, LLP and Andy Padiak of John R. McAdams Company, discussed at length the location of the SHOD-2, the requirements of the SHOD-2, the impacts of the deletion of the SHOD-2, and the intent of the Master Plan as it relates to the SHOD-2.  In response to concerns expressed by Mr. Stephenson about screening the wall along I-440, Mr. Barringer and Mr. Braun said the applicant would plant 2" caliper street trees every 50 feet along the wall facing the off ramp on I-440 plus eight shrubs every 100 feet (four shrubs every 50 feet) with direction from the Urban Forester.  Discussion continued, including consistency with the rest of the North Hills development, pedestrian interconnectivity with the existing older properties, and potential future redevelopment of the existing church property if the church was no longer located there.
Mr. Braun, on behalf of his client, offered the following amendment to MP-4-08:  upon redevelopment of Tract N and subject to attaining all necessary encroachment agreements and the approval of the City's Urban Forester, the developer will plant the equivalent of SHOD-2 landscaping material in combination with the required street plantings within the right-of-way of Church at North Hills Street where adjacent to the I-440 right-of-way.  He said he and Deputy City Attorney Ira Botvinick would prepare the appropriate technical language.
Chairman McFarlane made a motion to recommend approval of Z-22-09 and MP-4-08 with the amendment described by Mr. Braun, plus the earlier amendment offered by Mr. Barringer and Mr. Braun that the applicant would plant 2" caliper street trees every 50 feet along the wall facing the off ramp on I-440 plus eight shrubs every 100 feet (four shrubs every 50 feet) with direction from the Urban Forester.  Mr. Stephenson seconded the motion and approval was unanimous, 3-0.
Item #07-42 – Chavis Park Carousel
The following information was contained in the agenda packets:


This item was referred to the Comprehensive Planning Committee following the Council's receipt of a Petition of Citizens from F. Lonnette Williams representing the Central Citizen Advisory Council (CAC).  Ms. Williams' concerns relate to the Chavis Park Master Plan, the decision to relocate the Chavis Park Carousel and the historic preservation and restoration of Chavis Park.

Included in the background information is the following information:

· Cover memo documenting the history of Chavis Park;

· Memo from June 1, 2007 documenting presentation and public input efforts for the Carousel project(s);

· April 4, 2006 Summary of Comments from two Chavis-specific meetings;

· Plan view of the proposed location of the new Chavis carousel house Fall 2006; and

· Recommendations specific to the Chavis carousel from the Carousel Task Force 2004.

City staff will be present for discussion and questions at the Committee meeting.

Parks Planner David Shouse presented this item, noting that the issue is more than just the carousel, although the carousel is the primary focus.  Other concerns mentioned in the Request and Petition of Citizens included the use or re-use of the existing building that houses the carousel; additional programs and activities at the park; the train that formerly existed at the park; access to restrooms; upgrade of the existing pool facilities; and references to the airplane or airplane slide that used to be at the park.  There were also references to appropriate maintenance responsibilities by Parks and Recreation staff.
Mr. Shouse highlighted the following information from the memorandum that was included in the agenda packets (emphasis indicated as in the memorandum), using a PowerPoint presentation to help illustrate:


Chavis Park was built by the Works Progress Administration (WPA) in the mid-1930s.  Named after prominent free black teacher and preacher John Chavis in 1938, the park was one of the first to serve the black community during the Jim Crow era and was popular with local citizens and visitors from throughout North Carolina.

The carousel was dedicated in 1937.  The park also featured a large pool, a sports field with stadium seating, and was home to many black athletes.

The present community center was opened in 1961.


A park master plan was adopted in 1971 that rerouted Chavis Way around the park and resulted in improvements to the pool, parking, tennis and landscaping.  The carousel pavilion building was remodeled in 1975.  The carousel ride was restored in 1982 as part of the community interest that also resulted in the restoration of the Pullen carousel.

A revised master plan was unanimously recommended by a citizen committee and adopted by City Council in 1994.  The recommendations that were implemented include renovations to the pool, addition of a "sprayground" to the pool area, renovations to the community center that included a new orientation of the entrance, and a new park entrance off Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard.  One feature that has not been implemented was clearly addressed:

"Relocating the carousel to the Core Area is expected to increase the activity and usage as well as provide animation, sound and color creating a fun atmosphere."  (Chavis Park Master Plan, 1994).

In response to concerns for the deterioration of the Pullen carousel and the lack of visitation of the Chavis carousel, the Raleigh City Council authorized a Carousel Task Force (CTF) in 2003 at the recommendation of the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board (PRGAB).  The Task Force membership included art conservationists, marketing consultants, cultural resource professionals, citizens from the southeast Raleigh community, and PRGAB representatives.  The CTF broke into subcommittees to study both carousels individually and pool their recommendations. The resulting report was well received by carousel enthusiasts and City Council.  The report supported the move of the Chavis carousel from its existing location to a location closer to the pool and community center in order to increase its visibility and bring it closer to the energy of the central "core area" described in the Chavis Park Master Plan.

In 2006 the schematic development of the Pullen and Chavis park improvements proceeded as part of the 2003 Park Bond project.  Development of the carousel building concepts for Chavis had as its basis the specific guidance from the 1994 Revised Master Plan and the more recent CTF Report.  As part of this process extensive investigation was performed on the carousel rides as well as the immediate building environments and architectural programs necessary to fulfill the recommendations of both citizen-inspired and Council adopted documents.  The public review process of schematic design work included numerous presentations at meetings of the Raleigh Historic District Commission, Raleigh Arts Commission, PRGAB, City Council, several Citizen Advisory Councils, and the spring Carousel Festival.  Notices of the meetings were mailed to the former master plan committee members of both Chavis and Pullen Parks as well as the CTF.  Presentations were posted on the project web site.  A summary of the public presentations is also attached as a supplement to this report.

Supplemental to the CTF Report, interest has been expressed by the community in the reuse of the existing carousel building once the carousel has been moved to a new location.  Discussions with Citizen Advocates for Parks in South East Raleigh (CAPSER) demonstrated their support for adaptive reuse of the building, perhaps as a cultural repository honoring the Chavis Park heritage or African-American athletes from the area.  Funding has been proposed in FY 2011 for an engineering evaluation and potential modifications if reuse is feasible.

The consultant contract for the Chavis carousel project has been amended to pursue construction drawings and construction administration for a new carousel building.  Cost estimates from the schematic phase indicated the budget severely limits the building and site options; efforts are currently underway to revise the cost estimates and explore areas for savings.

The comprehensive, City-wide Raleigh Aquatic Facilities Study presented to the Council in early 2008 made recommendations on the type of facility, such as Neighborhood, Medium, Large, Training/Competition, etc. that would be appropriate and proposed a phasing plan to implement aquatic facilities over a 25-year period. Chavis Park pool is included in the recommended Phase One – Years 1-7 plan, along with 5 other possible projects.  The Chavis project could include renovation and expansion of the bathhouse, refurbishing and equipping the pool with an assortment of upgraded recreational and water play features (probable cost $3.3 million).  At this time Council has moved ahead with funding the first phase of an aquatic competition venue in northeast Raleigh at Buffaloe Road Athletic Park.

Consultants for the project in the design development phase examined the Master Plan location for the carousel and made recommendations for a better location that increases the visibility of the carousel.  Mr. Shouse illustrated the difference in elevations on the site.  Research by the Task Force indicated that locating the carousel close to fountains and the pool as suggested by the Master Plan created an operational problem because children with wet swimsuits would be riding the wooden carousel animals.  Additionally, there was a drainage challenge in the area and the Task Force thought that putting the carousel in a low space at the bottom of the hill and against the pool building would create problems from the relative humidity created by the pool building.
Mr. Shouse showed a slide of the Carousel Task Force Committee members and their areas of expertise, noting that their effort was intense and their report was detailed.  The 1994 Master Plan and Task Force Report are what were used for the design development stage for this particular project.  The original funding of $750,000 was increased to $975,000 because of projected construction prices.  Mr. Shouse cautioned that the project will probably be budget-challenged a considerable amount of design work is necessary for a unique facility like this.  He noted that City staff conducted exhaustive research regarding the airplane and determined the planes at Chavis and Pullen Parks were phased out years ago due to public safety issues.  In terms of a larger picture, Mr. Shouse said it will not be long, perhaps by the end of the summer or next year, before pedestrians will be able to walk past Moore Square to Chavis Way, which is one of the best examples of urban greenway, through Chavis Park and down Little Rock Trail, which is being extended.  Chavis Park is central to connecting downtown to other areas of the City.

Mr. Stephenson asked if the bathhouse would include new restrooms.  Mr. Shouse replied not at this time, because that is a pool feature and it is not desirable to have the general public coming into the paid pool area.  It could be included in the scope of re-doing that building.  One way to approach that is to have restrooms open to pool patrons only during pool hours, and restrict access when the pool is not open so that they could be used by the general public during certain hours.  Ms. Baldwin said one of the citizens' concerns is that there is a playground area there, and there should be restrooms located nearby.  Mr. Shouse pointed out that the proposed location of the carousel puts it in sight of, and a very short distance from, the community center.
Mr. Stephenson asked if there would be a retaining wall between the carousel and the pool since the carousel is eight feet above the pool in the proposed location.  He asked if the carousel would be isolated or if the grade will allow walking.  Mr. Shouse explained eight feet is the floor elevation and the building is 15 to 20 feet tall.  There will be some cut and fill, and some retaining wall, on the lower side.  Access to the tennis courts from the carousel must be maintained.  Last fall, a contract for design work was awarded to the firm of Little & Little.

Mr. Stephenson asked how soon the new climate-controlled carousel building could be ready for use once the City Council approves a plan for the park.  Mr. Shouse said that is difficult to answer.  The project is probably underfunded right now, and staff would have to do a cost estimate from the schematic with the first part of construction.  This is probably a 10- to 12-month job and existing services, such as tennis and pool use, should not be disrupted.  The Parks and Recreation Department has encumbered $420,000 for design services.  This site is somewhat challenged in that it is actually five parcels.  The park proper is owned by the Raleigh Housing Authority, the State of North Carolina owns two parcels, and the City of Raleigh owns two parcels.  There is also a conservation easement for the stream.  The tree conservation area is limited to trees on the parcel owned by the Raleigh Housing Authority.
Chairman McFarlane asked if anyone from the audience would like to comment on this issue, and the following people spoke:

Eugene Weeks (no address provided) – Mr. Weeks stated he is Chairman of the Parks, Recreation and Greenway Advisory Board (PRGAB).  He said the PRGAB held public hearings on each proposed plan.  The Master Plan was presented to all CACs involved and was put on display in Chavis Center for over 30 days.  They also held charrettes on the plan.  The PRGAB recommends moving forward with this plan.
Welton Jones, 2021 Bowman Lane, Raleigh, NC 27610 – Mr. Jones questioned the relocation of the carousel, stating he is 75 years old and does not remember a time it was not at its current location.  It should remain where it is.  He and the community want the Olympic-sized swimming pool and grandstand, and everything else that was removed from Chavis Park, returned.  He asked the audience members who agreed with him to stand, and approximately 30 people stood.  Mr. Jones said he had obtained from the Parks and Recreation Department the amount of money spent on Pullen, Chavis and Exchange Parks for the past 10 years, and very little was spent at Chavis compared to the other two.  He stated the City of Raleigh has no right to spend $5 million on Pullen and disassemble Chavis.  Mr. Jones said he has asked that a P-51 Mustang plane be placed at Chavis Park to honor the Tuskegee Airmen, who were an important part of this country's history.  He suggested repairing the carousel and leaving it alone.  Mr. Jones concluded his comments by expressing his opinion of discrimination by the City of Raleigh with regard to hiring practices and equal provision of facilities for all communities.  
Hubert Poole (no address provided) – Mr. Poole stated he was born and raised in West Raleigh, and has been going to Chavis Park almost his entire life.  He and John Baker, the first black policeman in Raleigh, used to go there together every day.  Mr. Poole said he knows the park and worked there for years.  He ran the carousel when he was in high school.  In high school, he was drafted into the Marine Corps.  When he got out of the Marine Corps, he went back to school and went back to running the carousel.  Mr. Poole became the athletic director for the black city of Raleigh years ago when it was segregated.  His office was located in Chavis Park, and later he became manager of the park.  He also served on the Parks and Recreation Committee, and they frequently asked for improvements to Chavis Park, such as bathrooms and water fountains like the other parks had.  Mr. Poole stated he does not know whose idea the Master Plan is, but it is unfair that the community did not have enough input and the people want to get more involved.  He suggested the City slow down on this project so residents of Southeast Raleigh can get together to find out what is going on and discuss it.
Mr. Stephenson said his sense is that there are two different viewpoints.  One is that the historic aspects of Chavis Park should take precedence.  The other is that the use of the park by the citizens of Southeast Raleigh suggests reorganization of some of the elements of the park so it is more useful.  He does not believe the current situation was caused by lack of discussion, and there is always room for more discussion.  Mr. Poole said he knows about and understands the historic aspect of the park.  He repeated his request to slow down and allow the residents to have more input.
Adelaide Riddick (no address provided) – Ms. Riddick said she is aware that change is constant.  However, the history for Chavis Park is for the entire state of North Carolina, not just the City of Raleigh.  It was the only park available to blacks and they traveled for miles to go there.  Lack of basic facilities, such as bathrooms, gives the impression that the people who go to the park are not worthy of having even the basics.  Ms. Riddick said she understands the importance of studies; however, the citizens look at all the money that is spent on studies versus the disrepair of the park, and they think that money could have been used on the upkeep of the park.

Michael Sessoms (no address provided) – Mr. Sessoms said he is from Cary but has been in Raleigh and Wake County for about 20 years.  Like Mr. Poole, he is also a former Marine.  When he first came to Raleigh from the Bronx, he had friends who went to historic black colleges.  He went into the military because his family could not afford to send him to school.  Even while living in New York he read about John Chavis, an inspirational role model for young African-Americans.  Mr. Sessoms stated Chavis Heights is a strong community and the park has a lot of history.  He said if the City is designating the Chavis Park carousel as an historic landmark, it should remain on the foundation where it first originated and should not be moved.  He is proud of Chavis Park and wishes the City of Raleigh would leave the carousel where it is.  Mr. Sessoms suggested it would be "great" for the City of Raleigh to upgrade the park; it could be a beacon leading into downtown Raleigh.  He asked that the City leave the historic pieces where they are and enhance the remainder of the park.

Barbara Nell Jones Atkins (no address provided) – Ms. Atkins stated she is a product of the Raleigh educational system and a retiree from the Baltimore City public schools.  She possesses a double master's degree in education and has taught school for 42 years.  Chavis Park meant a lot to her growing up in Raleigh and she is proud of it.  She would bring people down from Baltimore to the park.  Chavis Parks means a lot to the people.  She said the City will (sic) listen to the people and bring that park up to standards and do the kind of things that have been done to Pullen Park.

Johnny Jones (no address provided) – Mr. Jones said he is Chairperson for the John Chavis Historical Society.  He has a real interest in history and the City of Raleigh is one of few places that deplete its archives and relics with no regard to history.  As a child, he and others frequented the park and now as adults, they are seeking the opportunity to do things in their community to support their legacy.  Mr. Jones announced the Society is hosting John Chavis Day on June 13.  He said people need to do something about their legacy and be proud of it.  Mr. Jones would like the carousel to remain where it is.  He said he has worked in restoration of antiques, including carousels.
Pamela Anderson, 217 Seawell Avenue, Raleigh, NC – Ms. Anderson stated she spent 12-1/2 years in the military.  While in the military, in addition to missing her family, she missed her park.  When she came back to Raleigh and Chavis Park, she found the park concession stand had been replaced by a track, the Olympic swimming pool was gone, the carousel was not "up to snuff," the plane was gone, the train was gone, and she did not recognize the place.  While these changes did not deter her from going to the park, Ms. Anderson said it is very bad of Raleigh to allow the park to fall apart like it did.  She came back to Raleigh in 1985 and has seen no improvements to the park since that time.  She is very disappointed in the condition of the park and very disappointed in the City of Raleigh and everyone associated with the park.
Minnie Jones Adam (no address provided) – Ms. Adam said Chavis Park is an historic park.  Years ago, it was the only place black people had to go, and people came from everywhere to Chavis Park.  The park had a concession stand, an Olympic-sized swimming pool with a grandstand in the back, places to change clothes, bathrooms and water fountains.  Suddenly there was a hole over there; it is no longer a swimming pool, it is just a little place to slide into.  The park had a train and an airplane and was kept up beautifully.  Nothing has been done to the park for a long time.  When integration came, the City stopped what it was doing for blacks and everything went the opposite way.  The City took away the Chavis Park swimming pool, but installed an indoor pool at Pullen Park.  Chavis Park used to have monkey bars and swings, a place up front for dancing, and field sports where the track is now.  Ms. Adam said everything that black people own is being taken away, and all residents should be treated equally.  She asked that the City bring Chavis Park up to par and let their children see some of what she and others used to have growing up.

Bennie A. Mack, Jr. (no address provided) – Mr. Mack said he is a product of Southeast Raleigh and was born in Chavis Heights.  He looks at the 1994 Master Plan and wonders "How long is long?"  Nothing has been done in 15 years; no money has been appropriated and he does not understand.  Mr. Mack said years ago, you could not get into Chavis Park on the weekends.  All he has heard today is "Why did you take it away and why can't you replenish it?"  Mr. Mack said it can be replenished, and something needs to be done on both sides.  There is money in this City but there seems to be none for Chavis Park.  They want to be treated fairly.  He pointed out that black people would travel north from Florida and the only thing they knew between Florida and New York was Chavis Park in Raleigh.  It had the only Olympic-sized swimming pool for blacks on the East Coast, and now that pool is buried in the sand.  Mr. Mack said the concern is not so much moving the carousel, but leaving the historic building where it is.  He suggested the building could be turned into a museum honoring black people.  When the Olympic-sized pool was in Chavis Park, there were bathrooms and locker rooms for men and women, and there were swimming meets and other ways for people to get together.

Mr. Sessoms clarified that his remarks were not meant to disparage the Parks and Recreation staff or anything they have done.  Chavis residents would merely like their history and Chavis Park respected, and he thanks the City for anything it can do in that regard.

Chairman McFarlane thanked everyone for their comments, and said it is obvious there are a lot of different opinions regarding Chavis Park.  Since Fall 2005, staff has spent time looking at the Chavis Park Master Plan and carousel issue.  It has been to the CACs twice, and has been to the Raleigh Historic Districts Commission, the Arts Commission, the PRGAB, and the City Council.  It has involved many community meetings and dedicated volunteer hours by representatives of the community.  She understands there are still many different views about the carousel and what Chavis Park needs.  She said Council Member West is present and has offered to have another group look at this in mediation.

Mr. Jones asked the Committee members if they had any figures to show how much money was spent at Chavis Park, Pullen Park and Exchange Park for the past 10 years.  He stated he has that information and the only money spent at Chavis Park was for a roof on the community center.

Mr. West stated his basic role is to try to come up with something that will result in a win-win situation and will meet the needs of the past and the future.  The memory of Chavis Park stands out and is significant, and the sentiments expressed today cannot be overlooked.  He has attended many CAC meetings.  He heard the same trends and concerns expressed at those meetings and does not believe those concerns are fully understood.  Mr. West believes there is opportunity for some type of mediation for this issue.  He does not believe it would be appropriate for him to be the mediator and does not want to be perceived as the mediator.  He must take a neutral stance, but will work with the City Council and the Comprehensive Planning Committee to find a neutral and objective mediator.  Mr. West the history and meaning of Chavis Park must be taken into consideration during mediation.
Ms. Baldwin expressed concern about the budget, and asked if the mediation could be accomplished quickly before budget concerns stall resolution of the matter.  Mr. West said he is trying to facilitate the Southeast Raleigh Impetus for Progress, and that group will be meeting with the County Commissioners and the School Board.  They have a meeting on Friday to work out some things and Chavis will be part of that as they are talking about quality of life.  He will help facilitate but will not commit to overseeing the process.  He suggested many issues should be delegated to staff, and this matter should involve the entire Council working with him and others.  He will make sure the process gets started, but staff should initiate the process.  For example, former Community Services Director Hardy Watkins used to mediate issues and bring groups together.  He suggested Parks and Recreation Director Diane Sauer could help in this matter, as she is positive about taking this one step further.

Ms. Baldwin made a motion to recommend that staff be directed to look into a mediation process for Chavis Park, with Mr. West leading the facilitation of the overall process, and a recommendation will be brought back to the full City Council.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and carried by unanimous, 3-0, vote.
ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business before the Comprehensive Planning Committee, Chairman McFarlane announced the meeting adjourned at 11:25 a.m.

Leslie H. Eldredge

Deputy City Clerk
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