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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

The Public Works Committee of the City of Raleigh met in regular session on Tuesday, September 25, 2007, in the City Council Chamber, Room 201 of the Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 West Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina with the following present:
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Staff
Ms. Taliaferro, Chairman Presiding

Public Works Director Carl Dawson

Mr. Craven




Deputy City Attorney Botvinick

Mr. Stephenson



Stormwater Development Supervisor Brown







Inspections Director Strickland







Transportation Services Manager Eric Lamb

These are summary minutes unless otherwise indicated.

Ms. Taliaferro called the meeting to order at 1:05 p.m. and the following items were discussed with actions taken as shown.

Item #05-88 – Stormwater Variance – Maisons-en-Mer.  The September 18, 2007 City Council meeting this item was referred to the Public Works Committee for further discussion.  Ben Brown, Stormwater Development Supervisor, gave the following report:

A representative for the builder of lots 24-27 of Maisons-en-Mer (5-128-00) townhome development is requesting a variance from development code sections 10-9022 and 10-9023.  These two sections refer to the stormwater requirements for water quality and quantity.

Background

This subdivision was approved prior to the adoption of the stormwater regulations found in Part 10 Chapter 9 of Raleigh City Code. In order to be exempt from the current stormwater rules, all building permits had to be obtained by May 1st 2006.  Lots 24-27 are a single townhome building consisting of 4 units.  The application for a building permit for these lots was submitted on January 31, 2007.  Therefore, these lots would have to comply with all current stormwater regulations.

The original development was required to meet CR-7107 stormwater requirements.  Therefore, the 2 and 10 year storm events were held to the expected R-4 development runoff rate for the original subdivision approval.  This requirement was achieved through the use of an existing pond on site.

The information provided by the applicant indicates that the 10-year storm event has a pre development runoff rate of 1.44 cubic feet per second for the 4 lots.  The post-development rate has been determined to be 2.36 cubic feet per second.  This is an increase of 0.92 cubic feet per second, greater than the allowable 10%.  Therefore, under current regulations, detention is required to meet the pre-development runoff rates for the 2 and 10-year storm events.  This increase in runoff will cause a 0.34 inch rise in the existing pond for the 10-year storm.

Nitrogen loading calculations provided indicate that the development, as a whole, is under the 10 lb/ac/yr threshold at 8.81 lbs/ac/yr.  A one time buy down payment to the NCEEP would meet our current water quality regulations.  No reduction credit would be given for the wet pond on site, as it is not a shared device.

The 4 lots in question currently drain to the existing pond.  The homeowners’ association has control of the pond and all open space within the development.  Therefore, the builder is limited to the 4 townhome lots to meet any additional stormwater regulations.  If the existing pond was to be used for compliance, maintenance agreements and replacement finds would have to be established.  This would also entail the other 36 lots agreeing to the legal documentation and financial obligation.

The subdivision was original approved for 39 lots (BM 2001 page 1044).  It has since been revised to have only 36 lots (BM 2006, page 1346), 32 of which have been developed.  This particular building was originally a 5 unit building.  The total lot area is 0.4 acres of the original 8.46 acre tract.

Staff cannot approve the stormwater plan as currently designed, but Council can grant a variance.  This variance would not require approval from the State Division of Water Quality.  Per code section 10-9008(a) an exception to these requirements can be made if:

1.
There are unique circumstances applicable to the site such that strict adherence to the provisions of the chapter will result in unnecessary hardship or create practical difficulties

2.
The variance is in harmony with the general purpose of this chapter; and

3.
In granting this variance, water quality has been protected, public safety and welfare has been assured, and substantial justice has been done.

Currently, the variance is not in harmony with the general purpose of the chapter.  Council will need to decide points 1 and 3 are being met.

Mr. Stephenson questioned the difference between the current stormwater requirements and those as outlined under CR-7101 with Mr. Brown responding the current runoff levels are at 1.44 cubic feet per second and when the lots are built out the runoff will be at a rate of 2.36 cubic feet per second.  Mr. Craven questioned if the developer is proposing to pay a buy down with the State regarding nitrogen levels with Mr. Brown responding in the affirmative.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out another option would be to use the existing pond, however additional maintenance agreement with the homeowners association would be required with Mr. Brown noting that is correct.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned if the developer had pursued that option with Mr. Brown responding in the negative.

David Brown, J. Davis Architects, representing the developer, pointed out there are 32 other property owners and that it was problematic to obtain the additional agreements for the use of the pond.  He stated the most reasonable solution is to seek the nitrogen level buy down.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned the reason the plans for the last four sites were not approved prior to the May 2006 sunset date with Mr. David Brown responding it is the case of having an out-of-town builder who is not aware of sunset date. 

Mr. Craven pointed out after the water drains into the pond, it then drains into a nearby creek and questioned the size of the drainage area with Mr. David Brown responding more than 10 acres at least.  Mr. Stephenson pointed out water running off the remaining lots will add some amount to the pond and questioned if there were some concerns by the homeowners association with Mr. David Brown stating what his client is proposing is actually a matter of timing.  He pointed out the lots would have met the stormwater runoff requirements as set prior to the sunset date.  Mr. Craven indicated he thought the pond was sized to handle the runoff from all 36 lots with Mr. David Brown responding in the affirmative.

Discussion took place regarding the actual ownership of the lots.  Mr. David Brown pointed out the lots does have access to a stormwater easement.

Mr. Craven indicated he thought the request was reasonable and is satisfied the developer will do a buy down of the nitrogen levels of the state; and based on those conditions he made a motion to recommend approval of the variance request.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  Ms. Taliaferro ruled the motion adopted.

Item #05-89 – Traffic Conflict – North Raleigh Christian Academy/Perry Creek Road Area.  During the September 18, 2007 City Council meeting this item was referred to Committee by Ms. Taliaferro for further discussion.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out there have been some changes to the traffic patterns at North Raleigh Christian Academy pointing out she has had a great deal of contact with the neighbors regarding this matter.

Eric Lamb, Transportation Services Division Manager, used a PowerPoint presentation which included a map of the original site plan approval (SP-169-00) while in support of the following report.

This memorandum is in response to concerns raised by Councilor Taliaferro concerning the operations of the North Raleigh Christian Academy (NRCA) on Perry Creek Road in response to concerns raised by adjacent residents.

The adjacent neighborhood, Perry Creek Subdivision, was approved by the City in 1994 and consists of single family homes on public streets (5-57-94).  When the neighborhood was created, a public street stub, Neuse Creek Place, was provided to the western property boundary to allow for interconnectivity when the adjacent property developed.  Two residential subdivisions (5-84-97 and 5-23-98) were approved but never built on the current NRCA property.

The creation of the NRCA was approved via a special use permit (A-154-1998) by the City’s Board of Adjustment in December 1998, which permitted the construction and operation of a parochial school with a maximum of 1200 students.  The site plan for the school (SP-169-2000) was administratively approved by the Inspections Department and opened to students in August 2002.

Between the NRCA property and the Perry Creek Subdivision was an undeveloped property owned by the Horton family.  This property was recombined into the NRCA campus in 2005 (R-45-2005).  In 2006, the NCRA submitted a grading plan to the City expand the campus onto the former Horton property.  This expansion included the construction of a soccer field, a practice football field, and approximately 67 parking spaces.  As part of the review of this property, staff required the termination of Neuse Creek Place in lieu of extending it into or across the NRCA property.  The plot plan as approved included the construction of a residential cul-de-sac, along with a gated rear access to the school.  According to school administration, this automatic gate is open from 6AM-6PM, but is loop controlled and can be exited at anytime the gates are closed.

Staff’s review of the site plan approvals and the special use permit determined that the expansion of the school was handled appropriately.  There were no restrictions concerning the addition of access points (gated or otherwise), nor did the expansion require any changes to the special use permit since no change in enrollment occurred.  However staff determined that construction of the NRCA’s football stadium was not covered under the school’s special use permit.  Stadiums providing more than 250 seats require special use permit approval by the City Council, which has not occurred for this stadium.

On August 27th, Traffic Operations staff discussed the operational issues with an adjacent resident, Ms. Katy Perazzo, 5409 Neuse Creek Place. She raised the following concerns:

· Speeding on Thebes Road and Neuse Creek Place

· Stop sign running at the intersection of Neuse Creek Place and Thebes Road

· Parking during events such as football games, including blocking driveways and parking on curb and sidewalks.

· Delivery vehicles using neighborhood to get to school

· Littering

· Noise during events, band practice at 7am next to the houses

· Lights from the parking lot and football fields being too bright and shining into the neighbor’s house

Traffic Operations staff reviewed the issues in the field and collected data concerning the speeding and the stop sign compliance issues. No stop sign violations were observed.  Speeds along each sheet were as follows:


Neuse Creek Place


Eastbound: 85th percentile 23.5 mph, Westbound: 85th percentile 26.2 mph


Thebes Drive


Southbound: 85th percentile = 29.3 mph, Northbound: 85th percentile = 29.8 mph

The remainder of Ms. Perazzo’s complaints were passed along to the Raleigh Police Department. Based on the observed speeds in the field, no additional changes are recommended at this time.  Ms. Perazzo indicated that additional property adjacent to the school has been purchased for additional school expansion; however, the City has not received or reviewed any development proposals at this time.

Ms. Taliaferro questioned the purpose of the rear gate with Mr. Lamb responding the gate is to limit access to the property.  He noted there is no access onto the property through this gate during off hours.  Ms. Taliaferro stated the reason special use permits for football stadiums with a seating capacity greater than 250 come before the Council is because of potential impact on the surrounding neighborhood.  She questioned when the traffic study was conducted with Mr. Lamb responding it was during the time school was in session on August 30 and 31st of this year.  He indicated in the course of the study staff did not notice anything exceptional.  He talked about the exceptional traffic levels that occurred during homecoming noting incidents like that are allowed occasionally.

Larry Strickland, Inspections Director, explained the difference in Special Use Permits stating special use permits for schools are approved through the Board of Adjustment while special use permits for seating capacity greater than 250 go before the City Council.  He indicated his research reveals quite a few schools in the area have stadiums with more than 250 seats and do not have special use permits.  He pointed out the athletic fields at North Raleigh Christian Academy were built at the time the school was built and are ADA accessible.

Ms. Taliaferro questioned the requirements for parking with Mr. Strickland pointing out the code breaks down the parking requirement by school grades noting different the number of parking spaces required based on the amount of square footage of the school.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned how North Raleigh Christian Academy (NRCA) handles parking for the stadium with Mr. Strickland responding the school already has the required amount of parking on site.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned if the parking lot is accessible by both the rear gate and Perry Creek Road with Mr. Strickland responding in the affirmative.  He pointed out the school changed its internal traffic flow to improve circulation on campus with Ms. Taliaferro responding circulation may not benefit neighborhood.  Mr. Strickland pointed out a parking lot of more than 80 spaces requires site plan approval.

Alexandra Demers, 5328 Neuse Creek Place, indicated she is the traffic engineer who lives in the neighborhood pointing out her the location of her property in relation to the school.  She stated some of the issues involve both North Raleigh Christian Academy and the Perry Creek Road widening project.  She stated when the traffic studies were conducted she stated ATR traffic counters were not used in the Perry Creek Road project.  She pointed out when staff conducted the study it picked a specific peak of time.  She pointed out traffic from the school is directed to two accesses on Perry Creek Road plus under the cul-de-sac and out through Neuse Creek Place and Thebes Drive.  She pointed out Thebes Drive intersects Perry Creek Road very close to the US 401 intersection which is also being widened.  She stated if the traffic from the school were moved further west he would have less impact in the area.  She pointed out there are 61 homes in the neighborhood and they generate very little traffic.  Ms. Demers stated NRCA purchased more tracks of land recently and will be looking to purchase additional land for expansion.  She stated the reason for this expansion is that it is a business.  She stated the NRCA does educate children; however, it is a money generating business.  She pointed out each track of land recently purchased has existing curb cuts under Perry Creek Road which could be used as extra access to the school and permanently close the cul-de-sac access except for emergency uses.  She pointed out the statement made regarding the cul-de-sac access gate is not totally correct.  She pointed out the gate is open from 6:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. and that cars can exit from the property through the gate after 6:00 p.m. and often as late as 10:00 p.m. due to sporting events taking place at the school.  Ms. Demers stated the lights on the sports fields shine into the neighboring homes.  She stated trees that were planted as a promised buffer were not adequate.  She talked about some of her neighbors whose children have to get up at 5:00 a.m. to catch a school bus to other schools and are not able to get to sleep at a reasonable time at night due to the amount of light filtering to the homes from the nearby sport field and parking lot.  She pointed out her neighbors have had to take to purchasing dark window covers to block out the excessive light.  Ms. Demers talked about the school band holding its practice at 7:00 a.m. in the area immediately adjacent to the homes which wakes up shift workers who live in the neighborhood and questioned whether the practice should be conducted at a later time.  She noted the school has not been accommodating to the neighbors’ requests.

Ms. Demers questioned the speed study conducted and questioned the maximum speeds recorded with Mr. Lamb responding on Neuse Creek Place speeds of up to 31 miles per hour and 37 miles per hour were recorded and on Thebes Drive speeds of up to 37 and 42 miles per hour were recorded.

Ms. Demers stated spillover traffic from last year’s homecoming caused extreme safety problems.  She stated school personnel and staff directed people to park in her neighborhood noting that is okay that it is legal to park there; however, she pointed out cars were blocking driveways, parking on lawns and often blocked the road.  She stated Raleigh Police were called to handle the situation.  She stated the school superintendent, Dr. Sherrill, was contacted where upon he promised her that parking in the future would be moved over to the WRAL soccer field.

Kathy Perazzo, 5409 Neuse Creek Place, pointed out the report presented by staff is very misleading.  She stated the tree buffer that was there before the parking lots were added worked very well.  She stated at present there are no trees left in the buffer.  She stated what trees that were planted have not been adequate and need to be replaced.  She stated she is not there to specifically attack the school; however, her concerns are the safety of the children in the neighborhood, excess noise from the school, and negative impacts on property values.  She pointed out NRCA students are not driving safely through the neighborhood.  She talked about an accident that occurred during last year’s homecoming that blocked access through the neighborhood.  She talked about an incident that same evening where a man in a black Cadillac almost to run over her as she tried to stop him from blocking her driveway as he parked.  She stated the incident was exclusive to the homecoming and she did receive a letter of apology from the school; however parking is still an ongoing issue.  She talked about a neighbor whose property is adjacent to the cul-de-sac who has been asked to move their legally parked car in order to improve access to the NRCA back gate.  She pointed put there are no parking signs posted; however, NRCA people still park there anyway.  

Ms. Demers presented pictures of the buffer area as it exists now and pictures of cars that were parked in the neighborhood during last year’s homecoming.  She stated there are also commercial vehicles involved with projects on the NRCA property parking in their neighborhood.  She stated the school promised to do many things but have not followed through.

Mrs. Perazzo pointed out the parking lot life are much brighter than her neighborhood street lights.  She stated the football stadium lights are so bright that houses on the far side of the cul-de-sac need to install blinds to block out the lights.  She stated the noise from the football stadium is so great she can tell what the score of the game is and what is being sold at the concession stand.  She talked about the early morning band practices, practices taking place right next to the houses under nearby trees with band director using the microphone.  She stated children in her neighborhood no longer ride their bikes because it is too dangerous.  She also talked about littering and noise problems from patrons and from NRCA.  She stated the properties in her neighborhood have become harder to sell.  She related an incident where a neighbor had recently sold their house; however, when the buyers came back for a final inspection before closing they had difficulty leaving the property due to the amount of traffic coming from the school.  She stated once the potential buyers were able to leave they went to call their realtor and canceled the deal.  She stated her neighbor had to put the property back on the market and ended up accepting a bid that was lower than the first one.

Len Perazzo, 5409 Neuse Creek Place, pointed out when the gate was installed a neighbor’s lawn was dug up in order to supply electricity to the gate.  He stated the school promised to put in noise barriers however they are not in place.  He pointed out the school has a large amount of land and that the band can hold its practices elsewhere on the property.  He expressed his concern that the neighbors have been constantly lied to by an institution that is suppose to be Christian.  He pointed out the neighbors were told the rear exit was suppose to be used for emergency purposes noting that also turned out to be a lie.

Ms. Taliaferro stated the predominating issues appear to be compliance with both the lighting and the noise ordinance with Mr. Strickland pointing out staff will go to the property to check and make sure the compliance is there.  Ms. Taliaferro also asked the staff to check out the amount of parking to see if it is also adequate.

Discussion took place regarding commercial vehicles parking in the residential area with Public Works Director Dawson pointing out there is no ordinance that prevents commercial vehicles with two axles or less from parking on the residential streets.

Mr. Strickland noted there is a Type C buffer located along the east side of the school property line that was approved by staff.  Ms. Taliaferro requested the staff to check to see if the proper plantings are in place or if more is required.  

Dr. Sonny Sherrill, Superintendent of North Raleigh Christian Academy, stated last year was a learning process with the rear exit noting there were some snafus.  He stated last year’s homecoming was a problem.  He stated in the past the school has used WRAL soccer field parking lot and provided shuttle buses for the patrons.  He stated school officials felt they had enough parking to accommodate visitors for last year’s homecoming; however, they were playing a local rival, Wake Christian Academy, and everybody turned out thus causing the fiasco.  He pointed out in the future they will use the parking lot at the WRAL soccer field and have entered into an agreement with CASL for the use of those parking areas during their home football game.  He submitted the following letter of apology that was distributed to the neighbors, dated October 2, 2006:

Dear Perry Creek Neighbors,

Let me begin with a most profound apology for this past Friday night.  It was our annual football homecoming.  Never did we imagine that the crowd would exceed by 25% what we normally have had in the past.  The lovely evening’s weather, the opponent being local (Wake Christian Academy), and our 1st year at 11-man football drew an unusually large crowd for the Homecoming festivities.  As a result, we were not prepared for the overflow that occurred and ultimately spilled into the neighborhood.

The leadership team met this morning to discuss these matters. Next year, we plan to do the following in order to be a good neighbor:

· Reserve the parking lots at WRAL soccer park and provide shuttle buses to move the crowd to and from the football stadium once parking on campus is full.

· Encourage our parents by eNews to carpool and/or not come in multiple cars per family.

· Inform parents that the cul-de-sac at the Neuse Creek Place exit is a no parking zone.

· Encourage our parents by eNews and class letters not to park in the Perry Creek neighborhood.

· Place staff at the Neuse Creek Place exit to encourage any parents who may decide to park in the neighborhood to move to the soccer park.

Other Concerns:

· We have met with our students and encouraged them as to their speed and care in the Middle School Principal neighborhood.  The administration is acting upon any reports given by the neighborhood.  Please feel free to call Mr. Bruce Dial, our Dean of Students, at 573-7980.  If they are speeding or failing to stop at posted signs, they should be ticketed.

· NRCA has doubled at great expense what was required by the city as a transition yard between our property and the neighborhood.  I think Bobbie Hargrove at 5324 Neuse Creek Place will attest to the efforts we made in this area.  Her property borders the school.  I trust with time and growth, it will create more of a sound and sight barrier.

· Parking lot lights have to be on in the evenings until all activity has ceased for safety and security. Some lighting must remain for security.  We are working on the schedule to adjust the times and accommodate the neighborhood as much as we can.  The additional landscaping should help with lime and growth.

· The marching band, like many schools, practices before school in the fall.  Their practice is from 7:00-7:45 a.m.  It is only a fall activity and will come to an end in November.

· We posted a sign on Perry Creek Road, as requested by the neighborhood two years ago, that Friday night was homecoming and that fireworks would be displayed. We continue to give the week’s notice.

Football games are the only activity that creates the issue of parking.  We have two home games left on October 13 against Ravenscroft and October 27 against Fayetteville.  We have not had problems with people parking in the neighborhood at previous ballgames.  However, we will work hard to make sure that these games are not the disturbance that homecoming was.

Please use the contact numbers below if concerns arise. Feel free to email the Superintendent at sls@ncraknights.com.

Yours for Kingdom education,

Dr. S. L. Sherrill

NRCA Superintendent

Ms. Taliaferro questioned if the shuttle buses access the school property by Perry Creek Road only with Dr. Sherrill responding in the affirmative.  He stated school has urged parents to carpool to events and that the cul-de-sac is a no parking zone.  He stated staff is posted at the entrance to ensure compliance, and the school also has two Raleigh Police officers onsite Fridays to monitor safety.  He stated the school addressed the speeding issue with students and parents and staff during orientation pointing out adding the school book continue to work on this situation and will address the problem again.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned if students are entering the school property from the rear entrance with Dr. Sherrill responding in the negative; however he pointed out student parking is located on that side of the property.  He stated NRCA has three schools with the elementary and middle school buildings located on the west side of the property.  He stated the schools’ starting times are staggered in order to ease traffic problems pointing out NRCA has no existing bus service.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned if the school considered making its main access drive wider to accommodate traffic off Perry Creek Road with Dr. Sherrill responding the entrance is already four lanes wide.  Dr. Sherrill stated with regards to the commercial vehicles parking in the neighborhood he related an incident where a landscaping vendor drove a tractor through the neighborhood to access the other property.  He stated when he receive telephone calls from the neighborhood about the he notified all of the school’s vendors they are to access the property from Perry Creek Road.  Ms. Taliaferro questioned if the activity buses also used Perry Creek Road with Dr. Sherrill responding in the affirmative pointing out they usually use the service road.  He talked about incidents where visiting schools have missed the turn off to the school and have accessed the property from the rear gate.  He stated the visiting schools are supplied with maps and directions to get to the school to help prevent further occurrences.  

Ms. Taliaferro questioned the buffer situation with Dr. Sherrill responding additional plantings were installed along certain parts of the buffer and in other areas a wall and staggered plantings were installed.  He stated the school made efforts to go beyond what is required by the City Code.

Ms. Taliaferro questioned the 7 a.m. band practices with Dr. Sherrill responding the marching band practice takes place during time before school starts.  He stated a new drainage system was installed in the baseball fields where the band usually practices and the band had to practice on the football practice field until the project was completed.  Ms. Taliaferro urged the school to advise the neighbors when changes like this happen in the future.

Dr. Sherrill talked about the lighting on the school property stating the parking lot lights are turned on during the morning and are turned off by 11:00 p.m. unless an activity bus is returning from an way game at a later time.  He stated the Raleigh Police Department came out recently to analyze the parking lot and recommended that the school leave the parking lot lights on all night for safety purposes.  He noted the rear gate opens at 6:00 a.m. and does close at 6:00 p.m. with loop access to exit the property thereafter.  Dr. Sherrill pointed out the city’s architect the lighting plans city staff and were approved.  Ms. Taliaferro acknowledges that it is possible the school is meeting the requirements for the lighting ordinance; however, staff will review the situation.

Mr. Stephenson questioned where the service entrance is located with Dr. Sherrill responding it is located next to the church on the property the school recently acquired  He stated once the soccer field has been installed the service road will be removed.  Mr. Stephenson questioned if the soccer field will be lit with Dr. Sherrill responding in the negative pointing out the field will be used for practices only.

Ms. Taliaferro questioned if plans have been submitted to the city regarding the former church property with Dr. Sherrill responding in the negative pointing out the school is still in the preliminary stages of making plans for the property.  Mr. Stephenson questioned what the plans are for the former church property with Dr. Sherrill responding the plans are to build a kindergarten through third grade center.  Ms. Taliaferro pointed out the school still has a 1200 student enroll cap with Dr. Sherrill responding if the school decides to build the new kindergarten center it will come back and ask for a change in the special use permit to increase the maximum student enrollment.  Mr. Stephenson questioned if this will add to the access capacity onto Perry Creek Road with Ms. Taliaferro responding those issues could be addressed during the special use permit process.

Ms. Taliaferro stated there are various issues she would like staff to address, notably lighting of the parking lot and the sport fields, noise, and requested the staff redo the traffic counts on Perry Creek Road for the course of several days and include one event at the school.  She questioned the possibility of posting “no thru truck route” signs in the neighborhood.  She talked about the possibility of the neighborhood initiating a petition to reduce the speed limit in the neighborhood with Ms. Perazzo responding that is currently in the works.  Ms. Taliaferro urged that the school’s leaderships sit down with the community to work on the various issues that affect the neighborhood and the school. 

Mr. Craven questioned the possibility of establishing a neighborhood parking permit program with Mr. Lamb responding there may not be enough lock faces to meet the criteria.  Ms. Taliaferro stated the neighbors could pursue that option as well.

Following brief discussion it was agreed to hold the item in committee.

Item #05-59 - Gloucester Subdivision Drainage Problem.  During the March 6, 2007 City Council meeting this item was referred to committee for further discussion.  Mr. Craven stated he recently spoke with the homeowners association and was advised that the association had decided not to avail itself of the City’s stormwater program and moved that the item be reported out with no action taken.  Ms. Taliaferro seconded the motion and it was put to a vote which passed unanimously.  Ms. Taliaferro ruled the motion adopted.

Adjournment.  There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 2:35 p.m.

Ralph L. Puccini

Assistant Deputy Clerk
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