

Law and Public Safety Committee



July 24, 2001


LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

The Law and Public Safety Committee of the City of Raleigh met in regular session on Tuesday, July 24, 2001, at 5:00 p.m., Room 201, City Council Chambers, Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 West Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina with the following present:


Committee






Staff
Mr. Shanahan, Presiding



Administrative Services Director Prosser

Ms. Graw





City Attorney McCormick

Mr. Scruggs





Acting Inspections Director Ellis








Zoning Enforcement Officer Strickland


Also Present

Mr. Kirkman

Mr. Congleton

Mr. Odom

Chairman Shanahan called the meeting to order, indicating the agenda items would be heard in reverse order.

Item #99-4 – Political Signs – Enforcement.  This item was referred to Committee from the January 4, 2000 Council meeting to address the issue of placement of political signs.  Mr. Shanahan indicated included in the agenda packet is a more user friendly copy of a letter and attached City of Raleigh political sign regulations.  He indicated also included are letters that have been used in the past.

Mr. Prosser pointed out these letters only go out when timing is an issue.  Mr. Shanahan indicated if a candidate goes by the rules they do not receive copies of the letters; however, if a complaint is made about the sign the City of Raleigh then has to take some action.  If there is a wide spread abuse situation then the City does sweeps across the City.  He indicated the sample letter had a shrill feel to it and a more user friendly letter may be in order.  He indicated this has been a long-term issue and understands some are not going to like it under any circumstances.

Ms. Graw indicated all candidates will get a copy of the new letter and a copy of the political sign regulations.  She suggested that staff highlight the part in the notice about the signs being removed that are located in the right-of-way and the reference to the $50.00 fine.  Mr. Prosser indicated that would not be a problem.  Ms. Graw indicated she understands that many time zoning enforcement officers and police officers remove signs that are in violation.  Mr. Strickland, Zoning Enforcement Officer, explained his inspectors have been removing signs in the past particularly when they are found in roadway medians.  Ms. Graw indicated it appears to be necessary to make clear those instructions about removing the signs.  Mr. Strickland indicated not only do his inspectors remove signs but the Parks and Recreation folks remove signs also and added they only remove the signs that appear to be hazardous to motorists.  Ms. Graw indicated the City is making laws and they expect the citizens of Raleigh to abide by those laws.  If signs are located in the right-of-way, its gone, and the City’s officers as well as inspectors, Parks and Recreation folks and the Department of Transportation folks will remove them.

Mr. Congleton indicated he had some mixed feelings about this.  He sees the good and the bad.  If the signs are put in safely he feels its fine.  But a political campaign serves a public purpose and perhaps there should be some time limit applied.  It also may be appropriate to require candidates to put a bond up and if the signs are not removed within 48 hours following the election, “X” amount will be charged to the campaign.  This is a public purpose and perhaps certain areas should be allowed to be used for the placement of signs.  He feels there should be some dialogue as to what is available.  He indicated the City has a policy regarding election night and beyond where campaign signs must be removed.

A motion was made by Mr. Shanahan to forward the letter and requirements to Council for their endorsement and for Administration to direct the appropriate staff in removing these signs and to emphasize the language in the requirements as stated by Ms. Graw.  There were no objections and the motion passed by concensus.

Item #99-33 – Outdoor Entertainment Ordinance – Policy Review.  Mr. McCormick indicated changes were made to the ordinance prior to the VIA.com tournament being held at the Wakefield Golf Course.  Mr. McCormick pointed out the ordinance did get changed and this item could be reported out of Committee with no action.

A motion was made by Mr. Shanahan to report this item out of Committee with no action.  Without objection the motion passed by concensus.

Item #99-19 – Traffic Cameras.  Mr. Prosser explained the City Attorney has been working on the ordinance to encourage state enabling legislation to allow the installation of traffic cameras and are working on areas of the City where it may be appropriate to have these cameras installed.

Mr. McCormick indicated two things are taking place.  No. 1, his office is preparing an ordinance to propose at the next City Council meeting that would set up procedures for appeals and where they would be taken.  Secondly, they are getting quotes from vendors for prices of traffic cameras.  The question remains whether it is better to buy the cameras or to lease the equipment and it will be necessary to see what’s available and weigh this information against the number of tickets that are given.  The City is limited to no more than a $50.00 fine for this violation and feels this information will be ready to present in September.

Mr. Scruggs pointed out the City Attorney will bring the ordinance back to next full Council meeting where everyone can look at it then.  He questioned whether a public hearing would be required for adoption of this ordinance.  Mr. McCormick indicated a public hearing is not required and the City Council can adopt the ordinance when they receive it.  He pointed out this ordinance simply establishes an appropriate appeal procedure.

Ms. Graw questioned whether there was a limit to the number of cameras that would be allowed with Mr. McCormick indicating there was no limit.  Ms. Graw pointed out recently they have had a number of guests from the United Kingdom.  She explained they currently have cameras located all over the place and some are actually dummy cameras but work very well.  She indicated it would be worthwhile to find out whether there is a cost savings using a situation such as this and can the City do it.  She would like to see if there are benefits to this type of setup.  She indicated the installation of these cameras could be a boost to traffic safety and would help stretch police manpower even further.

Mr. Scruggs asked that the City Attorney include the first draft of the ordinance in the backup for the agenda packets with Mr. McCormick indicating that he plans to have the ordinance draft ready for the agenda packets.  Mr. Scruggs indicated he would very much like to move this along as quickly as possible and adoption of the ordinance is the first step.

Adjournment.  There being no further business the Committee adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Donna Hester

Deputy City Clerk
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