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The Law and Public Safety Committee of the City of Raleigh met in regular session on Tuesday, September 25, 2001 at 7:00 p.m. at the Tarboro Road Community Center, 121 Tarboro Road, Raleigh, North Carolina with the following present.
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Chairman Shanahan called the meeting to order.  Invocation was rendered by Deacon Al Perry and a member of the community led the committee and those attending in the singing of God Bless America.  Mr. Shanahan introduced the individual Committee members and explained a little of their tenure on the Council.  He explained that Southeast Raleigh has had a number of important issues for the past several years and although a number of things have been tried, the Council and the City of Raleigh is committed to continuing to make this area safer and as prosperous as any other area of the City of Raleigh.  He indicated this meeting would be a good forum to receive input from members of the community on their ideas of things that are working and things that are not working.  Mr. Shanahan introduced the new Police Chief Jane Perlov and visiting Councillor James West.  He pointed out that a large majority of the time at this meeting would be devoted to the two issues regarding the Fisher Street issues as well as the Southeast Raleigh Redevelopment Area Nuisance Abatement project.  Mr. Shanahan explained there is one other item for the Committee to discuss that involves the installation and use of traffic cameras at targeted intersections within the City.  This item was placed in Committee to be looked at by staff who has brought information to the Committee.  This method of enforcement has been tried in a number of different cities and legislative approval has been received to try this in Raleigh as a means of enforcement.  He indicated the staff report is included in the agenda packet and will be presented by the Transportation Director.

Mr. Jimmie Beckom, Transportation Director for the City of Raleigh, explained at the Council’s request staff has looked at the red light cameras as a possible deterrent to violations for specific intersections in the City of Raleigh.  Mr. Beckom explained that he and the City Attorney have visited two cities, Charlotte and Greensboro, who are currently using red light video cameras as a means of enforcement.  Mr. Beckom explained that the City of Charlotte currently uses 20 cameras that rotate on 31 intersections.  In speaking with their staff it appears they are generally pleased with the results and show a 20 percent decline in red light crashes.

Mr. Beckom explained they are financing the program through a means that has come under some criticism.  They have outsourced their program to a private vendor using a contingency fee concept.  Violations are $50 per ticket.  The contractor receives $28 and the City receives $22 and the contractor provides approximately 10 staff positions and the City dedicates one staff position to run the program.  The cost to upfit each intersection is estimated at a approximately $100,000.  For the City of Charlotte, the vendor absorbs the initial and operating costs in the contract and is reimbursed through the ticket proceeds.  Mr. Beckom went on to explain the City of Greensboro has a very similar program to that of Charlotte and they are very satisfied with the program, although their program has only been in effect for about six months.  The City of Greensboro has 16 cameras in place and anticipates up to 20 cameras at some point in the future.  There are currently 409 traffic signals in the Greensboro system.  The City of Greensboro also contracts with a private vendor who receives $35 of a $50 ticket and the City receives $15.  The installation and operation of the camera system is handled by the contract and is similar to the Charlotte arrangement; there was no upfront costs to the City.  The contractor uses five staff positions to operate and maintain the cameras and the City dedicates approximately 1.5 staff positions.  Mr. Beckom indicated staff is supportive of the program as a safety tool to reduce angle type accidents at problem intersections involving red light violations.  Mr. Beckom went on to explain that the City of Raleigh has identified 21 locations out of 407 signalized intersections.  Staff has pulled the accident data and are now ready to move to the next step at the direction of the City Council.  At their direction staff will proceed to do a more detailed traffic engineering analysis.  Proposed cost at this point is preliminary but believes one can expect cost to run from $70,000 to $100,000 per intersection to install the cameras.  Contracting with the vendor to maintain and operate the traffic cameras will run approximately $600,000 per year as well as in-kind costs in making sure the contractor does an excellent job in making sure the program is working appropriately.  Mr. Beckom explained the draft ordinance is included in the agenda packet.  Mr. Beckom played a video for the Committee and members of the community that explains the program.

Following the viewing of the video Ms. Graw indicated the contractors company was the first step for an appeal and this worries her.  Mr. Beckom pointed out the appeals process can vary from jurisdiction to jurisdiction but the City of Raleigh can certainly structure the process to have the first level of appeal a City staff person.  Ms. Graw indicated she felt this would be an important aspect.

Anthony Greenridge, 212 N. State Street.  Mr. Greenridge questioned the Committee as to whether any thought had been given to priority.  He questioned how has staff determined the priority of these signal lights and how equitable will the camera placement be in high as opposed to low income neighborhoods.  He also questioned what is the number of successful appeals that have taken place and who takes the money and who logs it in so it is taken off a driver’s record.

Mr. Shanahan explained staff will be looking at fashioning the program giving thoughts to these very same issues.  He asked the Attorney to speak to the legal aspects of these questions.  Mr. McCormick explained that no points are attached to a driving record as a result of this ticket and so it will not go against the driver’s record.  As to the question of where is the money going it will be up to the City Council to decide whether the appeal process will go through the City or a private contractor.

Mr. Greenridge questioned when someone gets a ticket and they do not pay the ticket on time is a warrant issued and if one gets several tickets and these tickets are not paid it is his understanding that large fines begin to accumulate and one can ultimately go to jail.  Mr. McCormick indicated these tickets do not involve the criminal justice system.  This entire process falls under civil penalties just like a parking ticket.  If a driver can prove they did not have the car it is ultimately kicked out of the system.  He added that the number of appeals that have been taken have been very small.  Mr. Beckom added those tickets that have been appealed equals to about 1 ½ percent of the total tickets given.  Mr. McCormick pointed out he was skeptical about this program initially because he did not understand the system, but he has had a chance to watch it work.  If a motorist does not pay the ticket there is a penalty, but it does not continue to mount.  These violations stay as a civil case and do not rise to the criminal level.

Mr. Beckom explained that staff, in order to develop criteria for prioritizing these intersections, went through accident files of every signalized intersection for the past three years and set a minimum limit of 15 right-angle accidents; typically red light violations generally cause right angle accidents.  Mr. Beckom pointed out that 21 intersections met the criteria and are geographically scattered throughout the City.  He explained there are more violations at high traffic intersections as one would expect.  For instance, the intersection at Dawson Street and South Street had a total of 52 right angle accidents, whereas the intersection at Dartmouth and Six Forks Road had a total of 15 right angle accidents.  Mr. Beckom pointed out if you look at the list, it’s the intersections that one would target as likely targets because of the high volume of traffic.  These intersections are located in every quadrant of the City.

Mr. Greenridge questioned whether the proximity of these intersections to schools were considered because schools can increase the traffic through an intersection.  Mr. Shanahan explained that any plan that was adopted will have a way to go back and evaluate it after a set period of time.  Mr. Shanahan pointed out he is hearing that the intersections with the most accidents were picked.

Mr. Scruggs pointed out that he has done a lot around the schools with getting motorcycle police enforcement for traffic speeding through school zones.  He wants to be able to free motor enforcement units to work at schools.

Mr. Shanahan indicated one of Mr. Greenridge’s question was who collects the money.  The City of Raleigh currently has downtown parking enforcement done by a private contractor.  This was looked at from an economical point of view and the City ultimately decided to outsource this program.  He pointed out the program was put out to bid and a contract was awarded to a company to handle parking enforcement for the City of Raleigh.  This program is audited on a regular basis.

Mr. Scruggs pointed out when traffic enforcement cameras were approved by the Legislature it was structured differently for the City of Raleigh than any other city in the State.  The City of Raleigh is allowed to recoup the cost involved in implementing the program; however, any revenue above that cost goes directly to Wake County Schools; so it is not a “cash cow.”

Deacon Al Perry indicated he has been through the years with the City and understands the workings of City Hall, but pointed out the figures that have been presented by the Department of Transportation can certainly show anything they want them to show.  He pointed out he does not want Southeast Raleigh to end up with an overload of these cameras.  He understands there is distribution throughout the City, does not feel that Southeast Raleigh is coming out right.  They have more than their fair share of bad things; Southeast Raleigh does not have a planned rail stop.  If the City is going to do this then it needs to be done right.  He pointed out they don’t get their fair share of most things that take place in the City.

Mr. Shanahan indicated his observation is that most decisions made by the City Council are driven by economics.  For instance, as to the public transportation issue, these lines should be located where people need it the most.  He pointed out this is a planning problem that has everything to do with economics.  He pointed out the proposed existing rail system is planning to use existing rail lines and these lines don’t go anywhere near Southeast Raleigh.  The people in North Raleigh would love to have all of the transit stops; however, there is a need to do what is best for the City and added the rail issue is driven by economics.

Deacon Perry indicated that typically what is done is not in the best interest of Southeast Raleigh.  The people of Southeast Raleigh work and the system should serve all areas of Raleigh.  If people can’t get to work they can’t buy the fancy cars.  The rail system should be more economical, but the Council typically does not give Southeast Raleigh that kind of consideration.  Southeast Raleigh needs their share and piece of the pie.  He feels they have not been dealt a fair hand and the deck is stacked.  He indicated next week he is going to Las Vegas and he has to have a way to get to the airport.

A motion was made by Mr. Scruggs to recommend that Council adopt the ordinance as written by the City Attorney that complies with State law; to pass the concept as developed by the Department of Transportation staff and the City Attorney to move forward with these procedures; and, to have the City Manager identify funding sources for the first 21 intersections as listed on the schedule.

Ms. Graw questioned whether his funding sources would include the Governor’s Highway Safety Program and his contract.  She feels that the City of Raleigh is improving traffic safety with this program and the program saves lives and is driven by the number of accidents at an intersection.  She feels there are still analysis to be done.  Staff has pinpointed the 21 highest rank intersections and these do appear to be scattered throughout the City.  Ms. Graw indicated she would second Mr. Scrugg’s motion.

Mr. Shanahan questioned the appeal process pointing out the third highest level of appeal and who may be appointed to hear that appeal.  Mr. McCormick indicated the City Council can select the Mayor or other administrative person to hear the appeal, but understands Mr. Scruggs has suggested that the reviewer not include the Mayor.  Mr. Shanahan pointed out the funding sources to be identified may be more appropriate in the Budget and Economic Development Committee to identify those sources.  Mr. Scruggs pointed out he feels it should be up to the City Manager to come up with the initial funding and done in a lump sum manner.  He would suggest at this time six employees from the vendor and one to two City of Raleigh employees there at all times.  It will be necessary to find a company for a temporary basis, a 5 year basis, and perhaps at $1 million a year.

Pamela Anderson pointed out she would like to question the constitutionality of the law since Federal money is given to improve roads.  She pointed out the State of Florida has recently said the red light cameras are unconstitutional and questioned has anybody looked at the camera issue from a constitutional standpoint.  Mr. Shanahan pointed out you cannot stop lawsuits with any new law.  They are bound to happen, but believes the state she is referring to is California rather than Florida and believes the research has been done and feels comfortable with this proposal.  Ms. Anderson pointed out the right to privacy is an issue as well.  She understands there are laws and traffic lights, but feels there is more of a problem for people suddenly changing lanes than running red lights.  Mr. Shanahan indicated he would not disagree.  His initial feeling is like Ms. Andersons.  He feels they were faced with the very same type of opposition some years ago when the seatbelt law went into effect.  Basically what is happening when you get into a vehicle you are driving a deadly weapon and there is a necessity to weigh the balance of safety and rights.  They are trying to make it as least intrusive as possible.  Raleigh has become a very large City and feels this is worth giving a try.  After a specific time period they will evaluate the program to see if it is meeting the objectives and one of those objectives is to prevent invading rights of privacy.

Mr. Beckom pointed out the Council can certainly set the evaluation period at any time they wish and pointed out six months may be to short a time period, but feel a year may be more reasonable.  Mr. Shanahan indicated he would like to set the evaluation time at one year and revisit this program to see if it is meeting the objectives as initially discussed.

Mr. Scruggs indicated that privacy was certainly a big issue and deserves due process.  He pointed out signs are put out at all these intersections that warn motorists that it is a camera surveyed intersection and ample information is made available that this program exists at this location.  He indicated the Council may want to consider looking at bilingual signage at some point in the future for the Hispanic community.

A call for the question was made by Mr. Shanahan and the motion as stated by Mr. Scruggs was put to a vote that resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.

Item #27 – Fisher Street, Carver Street, Maple Street and Hill Street – Nuisance Abatement

Item #99-26 – Southeast Raleigh Redevelopment Area – Nuisance Abatement Project.  

Mr. Prosser explained these two items were put on the agenda to discuss current reports which have been received from staff.  Mr. Prosser explained the recently initiated CHIP program can provide additional assistance to address the problems that continue in the areas of Southeast Raleigh.  Mr. Prosser indicated we have a representative of the CHIPS program to explain a little more about it.

Hardy Watkins, Director of Community Services, explained the CHIP program coordinates the different departments and the group is currently working on several issues.  This includes a review of ordinances currently in place to address issues and any possible text changes that may be required to adjust these ordinances to take into account on-going problems.  He explained the issues in this community are issues that fit well within the program.  The CHIP program can determine the best way to proceed with concerns such as the issue of rooming houses which have been an on-going problem as well as the number of people that are allowed to live in these rooming houses.  Once the review takes place the CHIP program will make a recommendation directly to the City Council.

Mr. Shanahan explained part of this strategy is the “broken windows philosophy”.  In other words if you don’t tend to the little things they tend to become big things.  The  CHIP’s program will help make sure things don’t fall through the cracks.  It is necessary to use existing laws such as zoning laws and look at all the components of existing laws and use them.

Councilman James West explained the CHIP program has the mechanics to handle the far reaching affects and allow a number of departments to come together for a solution.  He indicted the program has had a number of successes.  One of the concerns was the opportunity for feedback from the citizens.  He explained they are targeting this area as a pilot and can receive feedback as they continue to work on different problems.  This is a pilot program and the program will use all of the resources available.  The idea was to come in and do a test project on the Southeast Raleigh issues and then spread this out to all areas of the City.

Ms. Graw pointed out the City is doing something different than has been done in the past.  This is the first time they have a untied front of department heads and are now able to move quickly an negate public nuisances.  She understands the Fisher Street and Carver Street area was going to be the pilot program.  Mr. Shanahan indicated he feels it is necessary to hear from the Fisher, Carver, Maple and Hill Street people.

Kevin Reid, 1300 block of Pender Street, indicated Pender Street in this area is a very good block and he loves 85 percent of his neighbors; however, littering and loitering is his problem.  The drug problem around Pender Street is no greater than just anywhere else it just seems to be in your face.  His particular concern is having a clean street.  He indicated when you drive to North Raleigh before you get to the big house with the fancy car you see a clean street.  Trash on his street directly affects his quality of life.

Octavia Raney, 315 ½ N. Carver Street, indicated she has three points.  The first being what happened to the nuisance abatement program she submitted; 2) proposed policy changes; and, 3) the budget.  She pointed out she does not see any money in the budget for this program and questioned how the City plans to address issues on Carver, Maple, Hill and Fisher Streets.  She explained in 1997, Mayor Fetzer and Brad Thompson attended the area following a drive-by shooting.  A hearing was held at the First Church of God.  The issues that were brought up at that meeting are still on the table.  She feels the CHIP program is not a nuisance abatement program, but a policy program.  When the particular shooting occurred a Gestapo affect was used in order to inspect the housing in the area.  She feels the citizens were treated like second hand citizens.  She questioned how the CHIP program stops the Gestapo style tactics.  How do the citizens know that these inspectors are really City of Raleigh employees.  She pointed out they cannot continue to do the same thing because they always get the same thing.  She indicated just today has had a crack dealer move in across the street from her personal home on Carver Street.  She questioned that status of the proposal she sent to the City almost a year ago.  The City of Raleigh is spending money with the Wake County D. A.’s office.  The Police Department does a good job, but the problem comes in when they get to court.  Her concern is that the crack houses as well as prostitution in the area needs to be addressed and it will take more than just the police officers.  They need a judge and a night court in order to treat things differently.

Mr. Shanahan pointed out the program Ms. Rainey submitted is not inconsistent with the intent of the CHIP program.  CHIP is not a replacement program but an addition to what is already in place.  He pointed out we do not need new programs we need to use what is currently in place and have everyone working together.  Conceptually it is getting the right person to take care of the problem  The people that are dedicated to the CHIP program are the top people in the City government and are people that can get things done.  There is a need to get the resources dedicated to the program.

Chief Perlov indicated she had met with Colon Willoughby, Jr. and they are discussing the current situation in Raleigh.  She indicated she will be glad to take the concerns of this community back to Mr. Willoughby and will express a concern in the way the cases are handled.  Ms. Rainey pointed out she had talked to Bob Hensley who said the money is in place to begin to look at a night court to treat these particular cases.

Ella Clarke, 1104 E. Lane Street, indicated she would like to follow through with an additional complaint regarding the trash that is present on the street which is awful.  She indicated recently there was a cleanup drive in her neighborhood and she received a reward for her participation in that cleanup drive.  She explained she walks in the morning and it is so sad.  People drop trash and that pieces of a broken telegraph post has been laying on the ground for so long that grass is growing around them.  She suggested some consideration for the City installing trash containers much like those you find in City parks and have crews to empty them.  An additional issue is prostitution and it concerns her greatly.  She indicated she was born in Raleigh, but not raised here.  She moved back to her family home and has lived there for the past 10 years.  She said early on they had a reasonable nice street, but it now has so many prostitutes on the streets looking for customers and it offends her.  She urged the Committee to make an effort to do something about it.  She indicated there is a need to get the red light district off the street.  She pointed out her family home was deeded in 1918 and she will be the last one to live in this house.

Mr. Watkins pointed out last Thursday at the Neighborhood Improvement Action Committee meeting  at Chavis Park this issue was discussed and the City is reviewing the program and is looking for a response from the different departments.  They are currently looking to see what the ordinance says about it and what provisions are currently in place.

Anthony Greenridge indicated he originally moved from the Hilltop area of Tacoma, Washington.  This was a very famous area as it was gang infested filled with prostitution and open drug sales, but it appears the area has turned the corner.  The police in Tacoma, Washington issue SODA orders that prevent people from frequenting an area on a regular basis.  The order is issued immediately by the office on the spot.  Many of the ladies are out in their area every day.  He pointed out he walks his dog everyday and has to take a specific route in places to avoid broken bottles just to insure the safety of his dog and himself.  He pointed out the Tacoma, Washington Police Department also installs cameras in the high drug and prostitution areas.  Once these people realize there are cameras they tend to leave the area.  It is unfortunate that they move to another area, but they have to start somewhere.  He indicated he is the Dean of Men at St. Augustines and explained there are many students who walk in this area and have to pass by the H&K Market in the 300 block of N. Tarboro Street.  There is considerable amount of loitering in front of this market many of these are unsavory men and businesses there.  He has warned the students to be very careful and to walk in pairs.  He recalled one incident where a gun was actually pulled on a student.

Judith Lewis explained she is recently made an offer on a house on Maple Street.  The contractor convinced her that the area is changing.  Ms. Lewis explained what she and a friend saw and experienced on a recent visit.  She pointed out it is economics problem.  Some of the highest paid Raleigh residents own property in Southeast Raleigh and rent it out.  She pointed out it may be necessary to go back and begin taking property and put that property in a City rehabilitation program and sell the property to someone that could not otherwise own a home.  It is necessary to look at the whole picture.  The City of Raleigh can give grants to establish a committee to handle these properties.  She feels the community has not been represented and many of the property owners don’t take pride in their property.  It may be necessary to target the real estate people who only care about the rent they get.  It is necessary to stop renting this property to drug dealers and other unsavory people and bring in a different kind of people.  She pointed out she sees Council members in the community about election time but once the election takes place she does not see them anymore.  It is a shame to have to take her money to North Raleigh just to buy a pair of shoes or pair of jeans but there is no where in Southeast Raleigh to shop for these types of things.  She indicated she used to participate quite often in the proceedings of the City Council and explained at the last meeting she attended one of the Council members was asleep and she got so frustrated she never went back.  She asked the Committee to stop sugar coating the problem and get to the heart of the problem and it may be necessary to go in and take property.  This is a historical area and questioned why the cost of real estate drops from $300,000 for a house on Oakwood to $80,000 for a very similar house just one block away.

Mr. Shanahan recognized Eileen Breazeale, Director of the Community Development Department, and asked Ms. Breazeale to speak briefly to the number of redevelopment programs currently taking place in the City.  Ms. Breazeale pointed out the City does have an active redevelopment program and the Council targeted several areas for redevelopment.  In these programs the City goes in and acquires blighted property and typically demolishes the property unless there is some restoration value.  The families are relocated to better housing.  Once a property is acquired the City clears the site and the property is sold to a developer specifically for single family home ownership.  Typically these houses sell for less than $120,000 noting the City also promotes a second mortgage funding program.  She pointed out that funding for the redevelopment areas is limited and the City has already bought most of the properties on Carver Street and these properties will be offered for sale.  When the City works in a blighted area they have to meet certain criteria.  The property must be in a severe state of neglect or mismanagement.  The City can go in and condemn the property and an evaluation is made as to whether the property can be rehabilitated or has to be demolished and rebuilt.  Ultimately the property is offered for sale to first time homebuyers.

Deacon Perry expressed concern that there appeared to be no representative from Southeast Raleigh on the Community Development staff working on the redevelopment area property acquisitions.  He expressed further concern that Council dedicates no money to this effort and there is no budget.

Wanda Mitchell Shade indicated she lives at the corner of Martin and Camden Streets.  She pointed out this property has been in her family for 65 years and she and her daughter are preceding to open a dance studio at this location.  Ms. Shade explained they used to live in this house and the area has a police mobile unit and police walking the area at all hours of the night, but there has been no decline in prostitution, drug dealing, loitering or trash in the area.  She questioned why hasn’t the activity such as this decreased.  In speaking with the police they tell her they arrest people, but the people are not confined to jail and are simply turned out and back in the area within a matter of hours.  Ms. Shade indicated she is very concerned about her area.  Her family spent a considerable amount of time in renovating this house, but there was so much trafficking in the community she ended up moving out of this community to the North Raleigh area.  She doesn’t feel it was fair for her to be pushed out of her own community.  The police mobile unit has been there four to five years and prostitution continues to be vivid in the area.  She is trying to start a business for children two years old and up to adults.  She questioned why was this allowed to happen when it is not allowed to happen in North Raleigh.

Mr. Shanahan extended congratulations to Ms. Shade for coming back to her home to be a business owner.  He explained the Committee and members of the Council are as frustrated as the residents are.  He agreed there is an extremely high level of frustration, but it is necessary to get all the residents of a community to buy into the community along with the Committee and the City Council.

Ms. Shade questioned why Mr. Shanahan felt the community has not bought into the idea.  She indicated the community knows there have to be numerous arrests to take place in order for this activity to be stopped.

Mr. Scruggs indicated some time back he had an opportunity to ride with a police officer.  This ride was enlightening and as they rode through sections of Southeast Raleigh, the police officer pointed out drug users by name and what they will do.  He would like to congratulate Mr. Hensley on the court issue and hopes the Police Chief and the Federal people continue to make progress on this issue.  As to the rooming house on Swain Street, he tried to have the Federal government seize this house as there were 101 calls to this residence and they would not take the house because police officers had not had an opportunity to advise the landlord on where to put a deadbolt.  He feels this behavior is despicable.

Chief Perlov explained that she is hearing some things from the officers that may help in resolution of these issues; however, the Police Department has to be very careful to work on a balancing act.  They have to comply with the constitution and they have to catch violators actually doing something.  She indicated the Police Department can certainly make them uncomfortable to be in the neighborhood, but it is going to be necessary to have everyone working together to come up with a plan to rid the neighborhood of these activities.  She indicated she is willing to spend days and nights figuring out a plan to raise the comfort level in this community and to lower the comfort level of these violators or leave Raleigh altogether.

Ms. Shade questioned what kind of time line is Chief Perlov speaking to as she feels four to five years is a lot of time.  Chief Perlov indicated she is looking forward to resolving these issues and the Police Department will continue to use every tool available to them, but the down side is the criminal justice system works independently of the Police Department.  It is necessary to look at ways to keep people out of the system and keep the young people from entering these types of activities.  Ms. Shade indicated she feels there needs to be a time line as it has been long enough.  Mr. Shanahan pointed out the Police Department and the City are willing to work at it as long as it takes.

Mary Mosley indicated she sees many kids that are going to be affected and will pass it to next generation.  This problem has gone past the criminal level to a spiritual level and it is necessary to rehabilitate these people.  Prison is not the answer.  They have to look at curing the disease.  Children look at their parents and so on.  The problem starts in Mexico and they need to be put out of business.

Joyce Kelley, 208 State Street, indicated her main concerns are prostitution and drugs.  She would like to point out to the Committee what is really going on.  On July 4, 2001, she was sitting on her front porch and a prostitute walked by her house down to the corner and turned around and walked back.  When she got to her front yard a customer pulled into her very own driveway.  The prostitute began talking to him and the customer proceeded to conduct himself in a lewd manner.  She questioned how they can keep living here with this going on in front of their houses.  She indicated the other night when she was coming home from work she turned the corner onto her street and a prostitute was standing in the middle of the street and would not move.  She took that to be a threat and questioned why is it taking so long to take care of this problem.

Billy Overton, N. State Street, indicated he to is concerned with drugs and prostitution.  He is concerned that the Police Department has to catch these people in action.  He indicated prostitutes are like flies on their street.  He has even seen them jump into City trucks.  When they are picked up they are back out on the streets the next day.  The residents call 911, and he doesn’t understand why they have to give their name and address in case someone hears them call and there is retaliation.  He pointed out this kind of activity starts at 5:00 in the afternoon and he lives only three or four blocks from the Governor’s Mansion.

Major Dennis Ford explained in the last four months there have been three major projects in the College Park, Burchwood and South Park areas of the City.  It seems to be the philosophy instead of going to just one area and then moving onto the next area, the Police Department Special Projects are now going back to both areas again.  In an eight week period there have been 40 arrests made and some of them were the same people.  The Police Department does not want to tip their hand when their moving into an area, but they do have plans for additional projects.  They have to have probable cause to enter a premise and they have undercover officers.  He pointed out prostitution goes hand-in-hand with drugs, but hopes they are gaining on it.  He indicated once the prostitutes have been arrested undercover officers will go back into the area and at that time the “Johns” are arrested by the undercover police officers.

A gentleman from the audience questioned why the Police Department does not arrest the “Johns” at the same time as they arrest the prostitutes.  This has been done elsewhere and their names were posted in the newspaper for all to see.  Major Ford indicated press releases have been done following an arrest of those people arrested for prostitution or soliciting.

Pamela Anderson, 217 Seawell, explained to the Committee her mother is 78 years old and lives on Lane Street.  Her house was inspected by the City and she has been approached about selling her property.  Ms. Anderson pointed out there is a house on Oakwood Avenue that was built in the same time frame as her mother’s home and questioned why has her mother’s home has been targeted by the City and not the house on Oakwood.  An inspector came by her home, looked at her home and indicated within two years the City may be interested in purchasing the property.  She indicated not a month went by when the inspection that the Inspector came back and told her mother the City wanted to acquire the property.  Her motion indicated at that time that she does not want to sell her property.  She pointed out her mother has never had a problem with the City and questioned why she is being targeted.  Ms. Breazeale indicated she is not familiar with this particular situation, but she would be glad to look into it and call her with any information she finds.  Ms. Breazeale added if her mother is located in a redevelopment area than her property could be targeted, but is not sure at this time.  Ms. Anderson indicated the house on Oakwood looks just like her Mom’s house and why hasn’t that house been targeted?

Ms. Rainey indicated there are two other cases for community discussion and asked the community to hold their discussion on these cases at this time.  She indicated Mr. McCormick has not been contacted or informed about these projects and the community will have special meetings and with the proper attorneys.

A gentleman from the audience indicated the other night he sat up for five hours on his front porch and never saw a police officer come down his street.  If drug dealers and prostitutes were to see police officers patrolling the area they may back off.

Chief Perlov indicated that her department is to closely examine where they have people.  She indicated they have a tough time recruiting people to the Police Department and could use the help of this community and every community in Raleigh to help direct peoples interest in the Police Department.  It is an excellent starting pay, excellent benefits for those interested in a career in law enforcement.  The City currently has openings and the department is having difficulty filling them.  A gentleman from the audience indicated he spent 18 years with the New York City Police Department and left there in 1979 as he was shot in the back.

Mr. Shanahan extended a thank you to all the members of the community that came out and what they said speaks volumes.  He has heard a tremendous amount of frustration tonight and reiterated they are committed to be here until the job gets done.  The CHIP program will use resources available in order to get the job done.  Mr. West has been working very hard for their community and agrees everyone should feel safe in their own neighborhood.

Officer Rae indicated she would like to add that many of the problems that have been spoken to this evening are dealt using undercover officers.  She herself has been undercover in this area.  She asked the residents not to be totally discouraged if they do not see police cars because often the officers are there without evidence of police cars.  She added that three of the citizens present in the meeting tonight called 911 when she was working undercover in their neighborhood.

Mr. Shanahan indicated the committee may go to monthly or bimonthly meetings in the community.  He urged the members of the community to get involved with City boards and commissions.  It is a great way to be involved in cleaning up communities and making sure things get done.

Mr. West added that the City also has a Public Safety Task Force.  Octavia Rainey is on this task force and they can certainly help channel some of the concerns.  He pointed out at this time to stop talking and make this a top priority and the City Council is committed to doing just this.  Everyone is willing to work together and it will be acceptable.

ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business the Committee adjourned at 9:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Donna Hester

Deputy City Clerk
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