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The Public Works Committee of the City of Raleigh met in regular session on Thursday, October 29, 2009, at 9:00 a.m., 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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These are summary minutes unless otherwise indicated.

Following a brief delay, Mr. Stephenson called the meeting to order at 9:05 with Mr. Koopman leading in the recitation of the Pledge of Allegiance, after which the following items were discussed with actions taken a shown:

Item #07-29 – Trenton Road – Bicycle/Pedestrian Path.  This item was previously discussed during the March 26, 2009 Public Works Committee and held over for further discussion.  Mr. Stephenson noted this item is closely related to the “no parking” zone request for Trenton Woods Way and Tree Side Court; however the committee will discuss this item separately.  

Traffic Engineer Eric Lamb, outlined the following report.

I have been working with Mr. Stuart Jones of Jones & Cnossen to address the discrepancy of shoulder width raised by Dr. Jean Spooner in previous discussions of the item.  After reviewing the field survey data with Mr. Jones, we feel the developer and their contractor did not intentionally install less than they were required to per the City’s approved plans for the Trenton Woods subdivision.  The road bed was not centered in the right-of-way, however the basis of the development’s required improvements would have been based upon the right-of-way centerline, not the roadway centerline.  The issue was further complicated when NCDOT resurfaced the roadway.  Our Engineering Inspections staff was unable to inspect the developer’s work prior to NCDOT’s paving. 

As a follow-up to our research, we have broached the idea with the developer, Mr. Jon Buxbaum, if he would be willing to add an additional two feet of asphalt uniformly along this portion of the subdivision frontage, a length of approximately 630 feet.  This work would ultimately be reimbursable by the City and would be in addition into the reimbursement he is already due for his prior work.  NCDOT has given verbal approval to allowing these improvements under the original encroachment application for the Trenton Woods subdivision.  

Here is a breakdown of costs and reimbursements associated with -the road construction along Trenton Road: 

1.
For the street improvements that have bee installed to date, Mr. Buxbaum will be eligible for a thoroughfare reimbursement in the amount of $21,962.82 through the City’s facility fee reimbursement program.  These reimbursements usually occur over multiple years, depending upon the funds available in a given facility fee reimbursement zone. 

2.
Mr. Buxbaum has received a preliminary estimate from his contractor for $15,700.00 to add the additional two feet of asphalt uniformly along the 630 feet of Trenton Road along the subdivision’s frontage.  Based on the City’s standard unit rates, Mr. Buxbaum would be eligible for a reimbursement in the amount of $10,720.66 through the City’s facility fee reimbursement program. 

3.
As part of the preliminary subdivision plan approval, the Trenton Woods subdivision planned to construct an eight-foot multiuse path along the property frontage.  After the plan was approved, it was determined that building the pathway across the frontage of the project with no other continuity was unnecessary.  Mr. Buxbaum opted instead to pay a fee-in-lieu for one-half of the path cost in the amount of $8,702.63.  In reviewing this further, staff has determined that a fee-in-lieu payment was not required since the roadway is classified as a sensitive minor thoroughfare with no sidewalk requirements.  Mr. Buxbaum may request a refund of these funds administratively. 

After discussing this situation with Mr. Buxbaum, he is willing to install the additional two feet of pavement along Trenton Road, provided that he can use the funds from the reimbursement ($21,962.82) to offset the capital costs of the additional work.  The City Council has the authority to authorize a lump sum reimbursement payment under Section 10-3024(b)(5) of the City Code.  In addition to the reimbursement, Mi. Buxbaum is also requesting the refund for the previous sidewalk fee-in-lieu payment ($8,702.63), which does not require a Council action.  Once the additional widening is complete, Mr. Buxbaum would apply for a standard reimbursement for the two feet of additional shoulder ($10,720.66), which would be paid out normally over a multi-year period. Staff is amenable to this scenario as a reasonable means of obtaining the additional widening. 

Mr. Stephenson talked about the three way construction in the area and questioned how the City could acquire right-of-way for the greenway along Trenton Road.  Parks Planner Vick Lebsock stated since the proposed greenway connector was added to the Greenway Master Plan, the City can acquire right-of-way through reimbursement or site plan approval.  He stated the City could also approach property owners in reference to acquire the right-of-way as part of a target site.  
Mr. Stephenson questioned whether the proposed subdivision along Trenton Road (the Lake at Umstead) was approved and questioned how the City could acquire additional right-of-way for the greenway with Mr. Lamb indicating additional right-of-way could be acquired.  Mr. Stephenson questioned what would happen if adequate right-of-way were not available for a greenway with Mr. Lamb responding the City would have to proceed through the easement acquisition process.  Discuss took place regarding whether such a process would create an adversarial situation with Mr. Koopman suggesting that if staff would speak with the developer of the proposed subdivision so such a situation could be avoided and Mr. Lebsock responding in the affirmative.  Mr. Koopman questioned whether the developer was aware of the situation with Mr. Lebsock responding he did not know, however, staff would discuss this possibility with the developer.  Mr. Lebsock noted that it is possible that the subdivision had sunsetted.  Mr. Koopman questioned whether the City could perhaps barter for the additional right-of-way with Mr. Lebsock responding in the affirmative.  Discussion took place regarding whether any of the lots in the proposed subdivision have sold.  

Mr. Stephenson questioned whether any connections with the I-40 bike path were planned with Mr. Lebsock responding that the bike path for I-40 is located on the Cary side of the interstate and therefore had no knowledge of any connectors being planned.  He pointed out a connector is planned for the greenway at Harrison Avenue.

Discussion took place regarding the establishment of Umstead State Park and how long the entrance at Reedy Creek Road was in place with Mr. Stephenson talking about pedestrian access to the Reedy Creek Road entrance to Umstead State Park.

Mr. Lebsock referred to his report included in the agenda packet, which reads as follows:

The Reedy Creek Greenway Trail extending from the North Carolina Museum of Art to the southwestern boundary of Umstead State Park was completed in 2005.  At that time, the Raleigh City Council amended the Capital Area Greenway to add this connector to the Greenway System and to accept the greenway.  When the trail was accepted by Council, it was noted that there was no parking at the entrance to the park.  The City established a CIP account of $35,000 to assist in developing a parking area near the entrance to the park and the intersection of Trenton Road with Reedy Creek.  The staff was to seek partners who would provide a location for the parking area and the City’s funds would be used to construct the parking area. 

Several options have been explored as a possible location for a parking area: 

1.
A small cleared area within the park boundaries that was previously used as a Wake County equipment service area, which is now abandoned.  The NCDENR State Parks Division has stated that this area is restricted by deed and is not available for any development.  Also, the Umstead State Park Master Plan calls for parking to be centralized inside the park boundaries.  This reduces the personnel and equipment needs to secure parking areas on the boundary of the park. 

2.
The State Parks Division suggested that parking areas on State property near the intersection of Edwards Mill with Reedy Creek should be explored.  These facilities are approximately 3/4 to one mile distant from the park entrance and would not be suitable.  The North Carolina Department of Administration has indicated that they are not interested in allowing this use. 

3.
Most recently, Councilor Russ Stephenson has been in discussions with Dr. Jean Spooner of the Umstead Coalition, the State Parks Division, and an adjacent property owner, Dr. Russell Walton, in an attempt to secure a temporary parking lease.  Dr. Walton has declined the request to lease property. 

4.
A final option has been suggested which would require that the state acquire a property owned by Beazer Homes at the northwest intersection of I-40 and Trenton Road.  An area might be provided that would allow the City to construct a parking area.  A new trail internal to Umstead State Park would be constructed by NC Parks that would connect the existing trail system to this parking area.  There are electronically-controlled gating options available that would allow the City to secure the area at night when the park is not open.

The fourth option is the only remaining viable alternative.  This option does require either the State Parks Division or the Department of Administration to negotiate and secure property for a new parking area.   This alternative would require the state to construct a trail from the new parking area to the internal trail system.  Without this additional trail, a parking area at this distant location would provide little benefit. 

Mr. Lebsock referred to a map included in the agenda packet that showed the locations of the four options. 

Mr. Stephenson questioned when the $32,000 were appropriated with Mr. Lebsock responding the money was appropriate in 2005.  Mr. Stephenson questioned whether Option 2 would not be available even on a temporary basis with Mr. Lebsock responding in the affirmative.  Mr. Stephenson stated he was involved with discussions with Dr. Walton regarding a leasing portion of his property for parking for Umstead Park patrons and felt at the time the deal would go through.  He stated perhaps given the current economic climate, property owners would be more open leasing their land for a certain time period for parking and talked about the possibility of approaching property owners of The Lake at Umstead Subdivision with Mr. Lebsock noting the possibility of leasing the land for parking could become a secondary discussion with the developer.
Brief discussion took place regarding the size of Umstead State Park.

Discussion took place regarding the possibility of constructing a crosswalk on Reedy Creek Road with Transportation Manager Mike Kennon pointing out NCDOT would only install a cross walk if it were connected with a pedestrian path or a sidewalk.  Mr. Stephenson noted he has been in discussion with NCDOT as part of the long term solution.  He suggested holding the item in committee so that he could meet with NCDOT.  He suggested that staff explore the option of leasing land for parking with the developer of The Lake at Umstead for a possible five year lease.  He suggested that staff also look at greenway connection to the Cary bypass.  
Discussion took place regarding holding the item in Committee with City Attorney McCormick suggesting that the committee could report the item out with no action and request that the City Council refer the item back to the new Public Works Committee when it takes over in December.

Jean Spooner, President of the Umstead Coalition, read the following prepared statement:

The Umstead Coalition extends our thanks to the City of Raleigh, NCDOT, and the community for working together to reduce the speed limit on much of Trenton and Reedy Creek Roads to 25 mph, installing a cross-walk for the Loblolly Trail across Reedy Creek Road, and NCDOT adding extra pavement to the east side of Trenton Road to assist with wider shoulders when they repaved Trenton Road. 
We would also like to thank the City of Raleigh for their vision of including a separated multi-use path along Trenton Road in the 2030 Comprehensive Plan.  The Umstead Coalition has long sought to encourage safe neighborhood access to William B. Umstead State Park.  The construction of this multi- use path is essential to ensuring this common goal.
However, much more needs to be accomplished to ensure safe bike/pedestrian access to William B. Umstead State Park.  We would like to request the Raleigh City Council act on the following additional items to ensure a safer environment for non-motorized transportation in the Trenton Road-Reedy Creek Road corridor: 
1.
Enable the construction of the planned multi-trail along the east side of Trenton Road when the Woods at Umstead (S-38-2005. formally Trenton Road) subdivision moves forward with its development.  The planned multi-use trail is in the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, but not on the approved subdivision plan.  At this stage there are opportunities to work with NCDOT and the developer because no grading or site work has yet occurred.  The subdivision has dedicated 5 extra feet of right-of-way. 
2.
Ensure the 4’ paved shoulders are constructed per the approved Raleigh subdivision plans for the Trenton Road frontage along the Trenton Place subdivision.  (Trenton Place, 5-96-04 subdivision plan requires they provide “1/2 28’ E-E Roadway”).  Concurrently, modify the steep drainage swales to accommodate a safer shoulder without the extremely steep drop off (similar to the swales that existed before Trenton Place re-graded the swales). 
3.
Request NCDOT to decrease the speed limit the entire length of Trenton Road more consistent with the roads to which it connects and in consideration of the high pedestrian/bike traffic along its shoulders (e.g., 25mph or a transitional 35mph from Trinity Road subdivision to the I-40 bridge). 
4.
Add crosswalks to ensure safe access from the neighborhoods and from Trenton Road to the Reedy Creek greenway and William B. Umstead State Park.  Partner with NCDOT, subdivisions, and land owners to construct sidewalk and greenway connections to these crosswalks. 
5.
Request NCDOT to reinstall the stop signs at the corner of Reedy Creek and Trenton (existed prior to paving).

6.
Request NCDOT restripe Trenton Road to consistent 10’ lanes (currently, they are various widths resulting in decreased shoulder widths).  Trenton Road is designated as “Sensitive Area Thoroughfare.”  10’ lanes with 4’ (or wider) paved shoulders is consistent with this designation. 
Currently, the shoulders of Trenton Road are heavily utilized by walkers, runners, bikers, families with baby strollers, and dogs on leashes.  Please continue to act to make the Trenton Road shoulders safe for bicycle transportation and provide a separated multi-use trail to get the multitudes of pedestrians off the road and onto a safe place to walk. 
Dr. Spooner indicated she herself spoke with NCDOT and stated they were in favor of a multi-use path for Trenton Road.  He indicated if sidewalks were extended to Reedy Creek Road, NCDOT would provide a crosswalk.  

Discussion took place regarding the possible restriping of Trenton Road by NCDOT to make the traffic lanes more uniformed in width.  

John Colvard, 3700 Trenton Road, read the following prepared statement:

I live with my wife and two young boys at 3700 Trenton Road in Raleigh. 

I would first like to thank this Public Works Committee for working so hard to understand the complexities behind the two petitions from the Trenton Road area, and for exploring every angle to fully resolve the issues.  We truly appreciate the time you have given to these issues, and the time you have given us to be heard and understood.  I would also like to thank all of the residents and others who are here today, or who have otherwise spoken up from every side of these Issues, to let their concerns and insights be known and considered.  And finally, special thanks to all residents of the Trenton Road area, as well as Park users from surrounding areas, for the compromises we all have made in order to create a fair and lasting solution. 
Our roads are still not safe.  In fact, they are quite dangerous for hundreds of residents and Umstead Park users of all ages, cyclists commuting to SAS and beyond, SAS employees exercising at lunchtime, the Cary Academy track team at rush hour, and many others that utilize this Metro-Park Protection Overlay District.  In the case of Trenton Road, changes made to it in recent years, that may be standard for other areas, made that road dangerous. 
The Metro-Park Protection Overlay District extends up Trenton Road north from the I-40 overpass and along Reedy Creek Road to the Loblolly Trail crossing.  The MPOD is intended to protect the natural integrity and aesthetic value of the metro-park from impacts of surrounding development, including impervious surfaces.  Such protection should include complete jurisdiction over the safety of these roads for metro-park users.  The City should consider assuming maintenance of MPOD roads from the State. This unique area requires unique solutions.  

I support the following: 
· Restrict parking to one side on all public roads that are now open to parking on both sides. Open parking on one side of roads, or along right-of-way, that are now closed to parking on both sides.  Consider appropriate setbacks from intersections, driveways and fire hydrants.  Doing this on Trenton Road will reduce the need for Umstead Park users to look for parking on Trenton Woods Way.

· Require the developer of Trenton Place to add pavement to Trenton Road now, which he has already agreed to, and create a safe soft shoulder in place of the steep swale he created along Trenton Road 
· Press NCDOT to: 
· Remove parking restrictions on one side of Trenton and remove excessive no-parking signage currently disrupting the aesthetic value of the Metro-Park. 
· Reduce the speed limit on Trenton Road from 45 mph to 35 mph in the remaining half-mile 45 mph zone north of the I-40 overpass.  The short 45 mph zone in this residential area with high Park usage makes it too difficult for vehicles to slow adequately by the time they get to the new 25 mph zone, and actually encourages speeding, unnecessarily.

· Restripe Trenton Road to vehicular lanes no greater than 10 feet and create a consistently wide paved shoulder for safer pedestrian travel UNTIL a path separate from the road is completed.

· Add crosswalks on Trenton Road connecting a widened paved shoulder to appropriate access points, especially at the intersection of Trenton and Reedy Creek Roads.

· Reinstate the stop sign at the intersection of Trenton Road and Reedy Creek Roads.

· Build the greenway extension along Trenton Road per Raleigh’s new Comprehensive Plan.

Thanks again for your time and attention to these ongoing issues. 

Mr. Stephenson noted that Mr. Colvard owned property on the east side of Trenton Road and questioned whether he would be amendable to open to discussion of acquiring right-of-way for a bypass with Mr. Colvard responding he would have to speak with his wife; however, were it be up to him he would be amenable to it.  He reiterated his statement that the City approach NCDOT regarding the possibility of reducing the portion of Trenton Road from the State’s maintained portion of Trenton Road from 45 mph down to 35 mph.

Ken Garrard, 3405 Trenton Road, read the following prepared statement.

I have lived close to the intersection of Reedy Creek Road and Trenton Road for twenty years and have seen it change from a lonely gravel and mud connector between NCSU research farms to a commuter thoroughfare.  In the last few years, development of several subdivisions has brought us new neighbors and the opening of SAS Campus Drive has given us more traffic.  With the opening of the Reedy Creek Greenway, we have seen a dramatic increase in pedestrian and bicycle traffic.  Much of this traffic is recreational, although a significant number of cyclists use this route to commute to Raleigh and NCSU.  More residential development (e.g., The Woods) has been approved and I’m certain that the new residents will consider Umstead State Park an amenity worth visiting. 

Daily walks to the Park and cycling have become increasingly dangerous and I’ve largely given up on these activities during the work week.  Nearly everyone in the area has been forced to retreat to the ditch as a result of an enraged motorist or has been tailgated while driving at a safe speed.  Many drivers regard the posted speed limit as the minimum speed, not the maximum.  I’m frequently tailgated on Reedy Creek and always on Trenton if there are other people out.  But the transition from 25 to 45 is particularly dangerous since I turn in my driveway right at the 45 mph sign.  Many people seem to think it’s OK to accelerate to 45 as soon as they can see the sign, which is just after Trenton Woods Way.  Last Saturday I was twice forced to swerve to the shoulder and stop by a driver who was angry at me for driving “too slow.”  I know this was his reasoning because he leapt from his truck to tell me so before I drove around him.  Numerous times in the past two years I’ve not turned in my driveway because I didn’t want the person trying to force me to go too fast on Reedy Creek Road to know where I lived.  This is the worst case of road rage that I’ve seen and I’m really tired of this sort of thing. 

NCDOT has lowered the speed limit on Reedy Creek and a portion of Trenton, but most of Trenton has a 45 mph limit and the transition area between 25 and 45 is near a significant source of pedestrians (Trinity Farms and Trenton Place).  The lane widths are inconsistent and in some areas there is little or no paved shoulder or a steep ditch. 

I respectfully request that the City Council, 

1) 
Preserve the opportunity to extend the greenway as proposed in the 2030 comprehensive plan when considering new development on Trenton Road. 

2) 
Work with the Trenton Place developer and NCDOT to improve pedestrian safety on Trenton Road now. The current pavement widths vary from 24.87 to 27.68 feet and the developer has proposed adding 2 additional feet of pavement to the existing roadway. If the road is re-striped to a consistent and reasonable lane width (for example, 10 feet) there will be between 6 and 9 feet of paved shoulder remaining for pedestrians and cyclists. 

3) 
Ask NCDOT to 

a) 
Lower the speed limit on Trenton Road to no more than 35 mph, eliminating the dangerous transition from 25 to 45. 

b) 
Restore the stop sign at the intersection of Reedy Creek and Trenton Road. 

c) 
Install pedestrian crosswalks at the intersection of Trenton and Reedy Creek Roads and at the neighborhood intersections to those roads (Manor brook Drive, Trenton Woods Way, Trinity Farms Road and Windy Woods Drive). 

Steve Baker, 2412 Trenton Woods Way, read the following prepared statement:

My wife, Vickie, and I live at 2412 Trenton Woods Way.  We signed the petition regarding the no parking zone on Trenton Woods Way and Tree Side Court. 

I first want to thank you for your public service to our great city, for your time this morning, and for the opportunity to speak with you concerning this very important issue concerning our neighborhood. 

We have a safety issue in our neighborhood that only you can resolve.  The issue is not as simple as parking or no parking on Trenton Woods Way.  We are here for a much bigger issue: Will the city allow the Trenton Place subdivision, with 16 homes, 26 ft. wide streets, and no outlet to be used as an unofficial parking lot for Umstead State Park. 

Here are the facts as we see them: 

1.
In January, 2009, 100% of the 28 neighbors of Trenton Place signed a petition for no parking on our street. 

2.
A steady stream of Umstead Park users park on Trenton Woods Way, especially when the weather is nice.  Typically one to five cars and up to 18 cars during special events. 

3.
These parkers are not neighborhood visitors, they are Umstead State Park users, who park and then leave their vehicle for typically 1 to 4 hours. 

4.
Convenience is cited as one of the main reasons for parking on our street. This is one of the myths that has been circulated for many parkers.  For inside the beltline people and many others it is actually more convenient to park at the Reedy Creek (Harrison) entrance to Umstead than in Trenton Place.  The average drive time at the posted speed limit from Ridgewood Shopping Center to Trenton Place is 7:31.  The average drive time from the same starting point to a parking space at the Harrison parking lot is 5:48.  Umstead visitors from the Raleigh/southeast direction are actually increasing their driving time, and it is inconvenient to park in our neighborhood vs. Harrison. 

5.
There are approximately 500 official parking places within Umstead that the State has provided for use of the park.  On a Saturday in May at 3pm in the afternoon, with spectacular weather, only 92 of these spaces were occupied.  There is plenty of convenient parking within Umstead. 

6.
Allowing this parking and allowing parking on one side of the street greatly diminishes the safety level of the neighborhood. 

a.
When one car is parked on Trenton Woods Way, it leaves less than 18 feet of clearance for emergency vehicles.  Fire Code requires 20 feet.  Assistant Fire Chief Bethea stated in the March meeting that a city’s ladder truck could not access the street.  And Mr. Lamb noted that the 20-foot clearance allows for a standard fire truck and EMS access to the property. 

b.
Trenton Place has a blind hill with an “invisible” cul-de-sac.  The uphill section on Trenton Woods Way blocks visibility into the down hill cul-de-sac.  Umstead State Park visitors use the cul-de-sac as a high-speed turnaround and cannot see individuals within the cul-de-sac until it’s too late. 

7.
Establishing no parking in Trenton Place does not set a precedent for other Raleigh streets.  This is a unique situation and each should be handled on a case-by-case basis.  Trenton Place is located next to one of North Carolina’s most visited attractions.  99% of Raleigh streets do not have this feature.  The Council was wise in allowing special parking structures for Raleigh Charter School and Historic Oakwood to fit their unique situations.  Why not set a precedent for safety and make a safer street for the people who live in Trenton Place? 

8.
Narrower streets are safer because it lowers speeds to a point; however, studies have proven that 24 feet with no parking is the safest width and policy for reducing injuries and accidents.  The three most prevalent accident types in residential communities are people walking out into traffic from between parked cars, cars being sideswiped by moving vehicles in the roadway, and cars colliding with vehicles pulling out of parking spaces along the street.  A 24 foot wide street with no parking is the safer alternative for drivers.  Children are more visible when entering the street, and you can see cars pulling out of driveways easier than cars pulling out of a curbside space. 

9.
The 14 occupied homes in Trenton Place have 23 children, 7 of which are toddlers.  God forbid an accident involving one of these precious children or one of the park users should occur.  How do we explain this?  Do we say that the statistics for this type of accident were dramatically increased when the city of Raleigh allowed the street you live on to be used as a parking lot for a few Umstead state park users? 

Our neighborhood is struggling to understand why convenience is being put before safety. 

We the neighbors of Trenton Place wish to do more than defining the problem - we want to help in any way we can to find a safer solution.  There are several locations for parking that have been discussed and some more that haven’t. 

We are asking that you please provide no parking in Trenton Place and we would like to meet with you to explore the possible locations for a safer solution to Umstead Park parking. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Vickie Edwards, 2425 Trenton Woods Way, urged the Committee to increase efforts to reduce speeding on Trenton Road.  

Sharat Nagaraj, 6009 Sarahcreek Court, stated he felt the parking area located at Edwards Mill and Reedy Creek Roads is ideal.  He expressed his concern regarding drivers performing u-turns on Reedy Creek Road near the intersection with Trenton Road and stated parking along Reedy Creek Road is a bad idea.  He pointed out the Beazer Homes property is not conveniently located and such parking should be located closer to the park entrance.  He stated the current no parking zones should be more aggressively enforced.

Tom Johnson, 6012 Sarahcreek Court, indicated he gave the name of the developer to the Lake at Umstead to staff he stated the developer was opened to leasing the property for temporary parking.  He suggested that the City post a sign indicating that free parking was available at the North Carolina Art Museum with him indicating the residents of his subdivision has submitted a petition to the Council to restrict parking within their subdivision as a safety concern.  Mr. Koopman noted using the parking lot at the Art Museum to access the Reedy Creek Road park entrance is difficult when you have a 9-year-old in tow.  
Mr. Johnson noted the City’s Parks Department has done a good job of mowing the greenway; however, the grass has not been mowed on land that is maintained by the State.  He suggested that the City discuss a reimbursement contract so that the State owned land could be maintained.  Mr. Lebsock noted the City does have a maintenance agreement with the State noting the City now mows the grass along the shoulders of the right-of-way with the State having the responsibility to maintain the grass along the shoulders of the road.

David Beatty, 3705 Tree Side Court expressed his support for the greenway along Trenton Road and suggested that the private funding be solicited for its construction.  He urged the City to pursue the possibility of leasing land at the Lake of Umstead Subdivision for parking.  He noted people park at Edwards Mill Road and cross the road to access unaware there is an underpass under Edwards Mill Road for use by pedestrian and cyclist.  He suggested that the City post a sign that the underpass is available.
Following brief discussion, Mr. Stephenson made a motion to recommend that the Council request the developer of Trenton Place to install an additional 2-foot wide paved shoulder on 630 feet of the west side of Trenton Road along the portion that abuts Trenton Place with reimbursement to take place per staff’s recommendation.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Koopman and put to a vote, which passed unanimously (Baldwin absent).  Mr. Stephenson ruled the motion adopted.

Mr. Stephenson made a motion to recommend the bicycle/pedestrian path and parking portions of item be removed from the agenda with no action taken and that the matter be referred by the City Council to the new Public Works Committee.  He instructed Staff to enter into discussions with property owners along the east side of Trenton Road and with the State regarding the possible construction of a greenway connector along the east side of Trenton Road; explore short-term parking solutions for access to the Reedy Creek Road entrance to Umstead State Park; and approach NCDOT regarding the possible reduction of the 45 mph speed limit along the portions of Trenton Road under State jurisdiction to 35 mph.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Koopman and put to a vote, which passed unanimously (Baldwin absent).  Mr. Stephenson ruled the motion adopted.

Item #07-51 – No Parking Zone – Trenton Woods Way and Tree Side Court.  This item was previously discussed during the March 26, 2009 Public Works Committee and held over for further discussion.  Transportation Manager Mike Kennon, outlined the following report:

Background 

This is a follow up report from the March 26, 2009 Public Works Committee Meeting.  Staff was requested to provide additional information regarding Umstead Park patrons parking in surrounding subdivisions. 

Summary of issues prior to March 26 PWC Meeting 

The parking issues began approximately August 2008, not long after the State prohibited parking along portions of Trenton Road.  Due to this prohibition, park patrons started using residential streets and unrestricted spots along Trenton Road. 

In November of 2008, residents of the Trenton Woods community contacted staff to request assistance with a growing on-street parking problem in their neighborhood.  The residents petitioned to have parking removed on both sides of the subdivision streets.  Per the Council approved policy, staff validated the petition and forwarded to Council for consideration.  The Council policy for a parking restriction requires that a petition be signed by a minimum of 75% of the affected residents.  The Trenton Woods community was provided a sample petition in December 2008 and it was returned with signatures from 76% of the affected residents agreeing on restricting parking on both sides of Trenton Woods Way and Tree Side Court.

Trenton Woods Way and Tree Side Court are both only 26 feet wide and with parking on one side of the street the unobstructed clearance is reduced to 18 feet.  The NC Fire Code for a fire apparatus recommends streets to have an unobstructed width of not less than 20 feet when parking is allowed for emergency vehicle clearance.  It should be noted that not everyone parks next to the curb, which in turn reduces the unobstructed clearance even further. 

The minutes from the March 26 meeting are attached as a review.  At this meeting, there were also residents of several other subdivisions requesting parking restrictions in theft neighborhoods because of the fear of the Trenton Woods restrictions would cause the park patrons on-street parking to “spill over” into the adjacent streets. 

Additional Signage and Enforcement 

The Trenton Woods Way has a hill that obstructs the end of the cul-de-sac from Trenton Road.  There was a concern that additional traffic was entering the subdivision looking for on-street parking.  Per the directions of the Committee, “No Outlet” signs were installed on Trenton Woods Way near Trenton Road to indicate to motorists that the street does not continue in hopes to discourage additional traffic seeking on-street parking. 

During the meeting, the City Attorney indicated that RPD has jurisdiction one-mile outside of the City limits.  Several of the subdivisions in question are outside of the City limits and the Committee asked staff if it is practical for the police to enforce parking in these areas.  In talking to RPD, the practice is to only enforce within the City limits due to limited officer resources. 

On-Street Parking Options (Short-Term Solution) 

Staff reviewed the Trenton Woods, Lakes of Umstead, Westridge, and Trinity Farms subdivisions.  Although the Westridge and Trinity Farms communities are not currently in the city limits of Raleigh, they are in the ETJ.  Wake County has also had plans submitted for another subdivision by the name of The Woods at Umstead, which is also not currently in the city limits.  The following street widths were found during our review: 


Subdivision Name 

Street Widths; 


Trenton Woods 

26 feet wide 


Lakes of Umstead
 
26 to 39 feet wide 


Westridge

 
18 to 21 feet wide 


Trinity Farms

 
11  to 20 feet wide 


Woods at Umstead
 
26 to 31 feet wide 

Since the March 26 Public Works Committee meeting, residents on Manorbrook Road (31 feet in width) in the Lake of Umstead community have submitted a petition requesting parking restrictions on both sides of the street. Staff has held this petition until the Trenton Woods issue is decided. 

Based on street width and the national fire code, the committee may want to attempt to balance between on-street parking and emergency vehicle access by restricting the parking to one side of each street.  If that is the case, staff would recommend restricting the parking on the north side of Trenton Woods Way due to fire hydrates and driveways and on the east side of Tree Side Court to maximize the available parking. 

If other petitions are received from the above subdivisions, staff will review on a case by case basis to determine if a balance can be achieved in a similar fashion.. 

Future Additional Umstead Park Parking (Long-Term Solution) 


The Parks and Recreation staff will be at the meeting to discuss potential long-term parking solutions. 
Mr. Kennon noted a petition was received from the Manor Park Road residence requesting parking restrictions for their subdivision.  He used a PowerPoint presentation to point out existing no parking areas at the entrance to the Trenton Woods Place Subdivision.
Mr. Stephenson reviewed the history of this request noting past conversations he had with the residents of the area and urged that the present discussions be kept to a civil level.

Steve Baker, 2412 Trenton Woods Way, read the following prepared statement:

My wife, Vickie, and I live at 2412 Trenton Woods Way.  We signed the petition regarding the no parking zone on Trenton Woods Way and Tree Side Court. 

I first want to thank you for your public service to our great city, for your time this morning, and for the opportunity to speak with you concerning this very important issue concerning our neighborhood. 

We have a safety issue in our neighborhood that only you can resolve.  The issue is not as simple as parking or no parking on Trenton Woods Way.  We are here for a much bigger issue: Will the city allow the Trenton Place subdivision, with 16 homes, 26 ft. wide streets, and no outlet to be used as an unofficial parking lot for Umstead State Park. 

Here are the facts as we see them: 

1.
In January, 2009, 100% of the 28 neighbors of Trenton Place signed a petition for no parking on our street. 

2.
A steady stream of Umstead Park users park on Trenton Woods Way, especially when the weather is nice.  Typically one to five cars and up to 18 cars during special events. 

3.
These parkers are not neighborhood visitors, they are Umstead State Park users, who park and then leave their vehicle for typically 1 to 4 hours. 

4.
Convenience is cited as one of the main reasons for parking on our street. This is one of the myths that has been circulated for many parkers.  For inside the beltline people and many others it is actually more convenient to park at the Reedy Creek (Harrison) entrance to Umstead than in Trenton Place.  The average drive time at the posted speed limit from Ridgewood Shopping Center to Trenton Place is 7:31.  The average drive time from the same starting point to a parking space at the Harrison parking lot is 5:48.  Umstead visitors from the Raleigh/southeast direction are actually increasing their driving time, and it is inconvenient to park in our neighborhood vs. Harrison. 

5.
There are approximately 500 official parking places within Umstead that the State has provided for use of the park.  On a Saturday in May at 3pm in the afternoon, with spectacular weather, only 92 of these spaces were occupied.  There is plenty of convenient parking within Umstead. 

6.
Allowing this parking and allowing parking on one side of the street greatly diminishes the safety level of the neighborhood. 

a.
When one car is parked on Trenton Woods Way, it leaves less than 18 feet of clearance for emergency vehicles.  Fire Code requires 20 feet.  Assistant Fire Chief Bethea stated in the March meeting that a city’s ladder truck could not access the street.  And Mr. Lamb noted that the 20-foot clearance allows for a standard fire truck and EMS access to the property. 

b.
Trenton Place has a blind hill with an “invisible” cul-de-sac.  The uphill section on Trenton Woods Way blocks visibility into the down hill cul-de-sac.  Umstead State Park visitors use the cul-de-sac as a high-speed turnaround and cannot see individuals within the cul-de-sac until it’s too late. 

7.
Establishing no parking in Trenton Place does not set a precedent for other Raleigh streets.  This is a unique situation and each should be handled on a case-by-case basis.  Trenton Place is located next to one of North Carolina’s most visited attractions.  99% of Raleigh streets do not have this feature.  The Council was wise in allowing special parking structures for Raleigh Charter School and Historic Oakwood to fit their unique situations.  Why not set a precedent for safety and make a safer street for the people who live in Trenton Place? 

8.
Narrower streets are safer because it lowers speeds to a point; however, studies have proven that 24 feet with no parking is the safest width and policy for reducing injuries and accidents.  The three most prevalent accident types in residential communities are people walking out into traffic from between parked cars, cars being sideswiped by moving vehicles in the roadway, and cars colliding with vehicles pulling out of parking spaces along the street.  A 24 foot wide street with no parking is the safer alternative for drivers.  Children are more visible when entering the street, and you can see cars pulling out of driveways easier than cars pulling out of a curbside space. 

9.
The 14 occupied homes in Trenton Place have 23 children, 7 of which are toddlers.  God forbid an accident involving one of these precious children or one of the park users should occur.  How do we explain this?  Do we say that the statistics for this type of accident were dramatically increased when the city of Raleigh allowed the street you live on to be used as a parking lot for a few Umstead state park users? 

Our neighborhood is struggling to understand why convenience is being put before safety. 

We the neighbors of Trenton Place wish to do more than defining the problem - we want to help in any way we can to find a safer solution.  There are several locations for parking that have been discussed and some more that haven’t. 

We are asking that you please provide no parking in Trenton Place and we would like to meet with you to explore the possible locations for a safer solution to Umstead Park parking. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Mr. Koopman questioned where visitors could park once the ‘No parking zones’ are established, with Mr. Baker noting that in the past extra cars have been valet parked to neighbors’ driveways.  

Ransi Somanarantne, 2429 Trenton Woods Way, read the following prepared statement:

Mr. Chairman and members of the Council, I think I can speak for my neighbors when I say that Umstead Park is one of Raleigh’s greatest assets. It has changed and improved our lives immeasurably.  All of us agree that preserving the Park’s beauty and allowing access is in everyone’s interest.  Thus, when we began this petition process, our goal has and will continue to be focused on preserving the safety of our loved ones and not to limit anyone’s enjoyment of this resource.  As this matter was last heard in front of this committee in March, numerous issues were raised not only by the residents of Trenton Place, but also by a number of city officials. 

For us, that process culminated in the publication of the staff report on 21 October 2009.  Therein are described the blind cul-de-sac, the narrow streets and the impediment to emergency vehicles.  We hoped that the hard work by employees of this department who took time to visit the neighborhood and measure the street contributes to an objective representation of the risks we face daily.  Indeed this document highlights carefully the discrepancy in width between Trenton Woods Way and some neighboring roads, which follows an acknowledgment that the status quo violates NC State fire code.

Unfortunately, what appears to be the summary recommendations in the report suggest adoption of single-sided parking as a means to “balance” on-street parking and emergency vehicle access.  What I cannot comprehend, Mr. Chairman, is how we can successfully balance a situation wherein the solution violates not only state fire code but immediately follows a public admittance by this city that the roadway is too narrow to accommodate an emergency vehicle and leads drivers into a blind cul-de-sac.  The National Highway Transportation and Safety Administration’s statistics indicate that a child is most likely to be struck and killed by a motor vehicle in front of his own home.  Six percent of all pedestrian traffic fatalities in the US in 2008 involved children 14 and under.  In 2008, 13,000 children under the age of 14 were hit and injured by a car.  In 2008, 43% of these fatalities occurred between 4pm and 8pm.  Most of those accidents occur between 4 and 8 pm.  Seventy-six percent of pedestrian fatalities involving children occurred at non-intersection locations. 

The statistics for cyclists are equally disturbing.  In 2008, 11% of cyclist fatalities and 21% of injuries involved kids 14 and under. In 2008, the State of North Carolina had the sixth highest number of traffic fatalities involving children in the United States.  These statistics imply that these accidents don’t occur in busy intersections.  They occur on our own streets, sometimes in front of our own homes.  One may claim that residents are equally guilty of speeding down a familiar street and cause a fair amount of this danger.  Yet, we are certain of our destination and our own driveways.  Residents will not be distracted by a search for an open parking space and miss the small child on a bicycle entering the roadway. 

What I cannot understand as a parent, Mr. Chairman, is how the committee can strike a balance between parking and safety by encouraging traffic on a narrow street with a blind cul-de-sac at precisely the times when children are playing and park visits are high. 

I do not envy your job, ladies and gentlemen, for the stakes here are very high.  What I do hope is that your decision takes into account all of the objective findings and risks openly described in your report and hold paramount the safety of the children in this community.   The precedent we hope will set here is one that favors safety above all else.  Thank you.

Sharat Nagaraj, 6009 Sarahcreek Court, presented an email dated October 27, 2009 by David Messerly, which reads as follows:

Representatives: 
I am writing to express my concerns regarding the parking situation in the neighborhoods near the Trenton/Reedy Creek entrance to Umstead Park. 
My wife and I built in The Lakes last year.  We have a 14 month old son.  My wife is a Trauma Surgeon at Wake Med, and I am an ER Physician at Rex.  We see literally hundreds of accidents relating to children each year.  One of the most disheartening aspects of accidents, especially as they pertain to children, is that in the vast majority of cases, someone thought that “it could never happen”.  Our concern, which we share with each and every one of our neighbors in The Lakes and in Trenton Place, is that the significant increase in traffic through our neighborhoods as a result of outsiders using them as a parking lot is a perfect set-up for a tragic accident.  No one ever thinks that they are driving too fast, or that they are distracted, or that they are going to be the one causing one of these tragedies.  But it happens.  Everyday in Raleigh, heartbreaking stories play out in the ER’s of our city.  We know.  We see them.
According to Safe Kids*: 
1) 
Pedestrian injury is the SECOND LEADING CAUSE OF INJURY RELATED DEATH in children ages 5-14 years of age. 
2) 
Children are more likely to get hit by cars in areas: 
· with HIGH TRAFFIC VOLUMES 
· with a HIGHER NUMBER OF PARKED CARS ON THE STREET 
· on STREETS WHICH ARE NOT DIVIDED 
· in PLACES WITH FEW PEDESTRIAN CONTROL DEVICES IN PLACE 
The above describes our neighborhoods perfectly.  Allowing such a significant increase in the traffic through our neighborhoods, along with a significant increase in the number of parked cars, simply in the name of “convenience’, is just plain wrong.  It very clearly creates a recipe for disaster, as outlined above.  Our neighborhoods are not located near shops, restaurants, or other places of business.  They are not thoroughfares.  They are dead end streets, designed and intended for local traffic only.  They were not designed, built, or intended to support the significant numbers of outside visitors using them as parking lots to visit the Umstead Park neighborhood/service entrance. 
To prevent our children and others from being another statistic, we must create and environment in which safety is the default.  We cannot place convenience ahead of safety.  We realize that people enjoy using Umstead Park.  We also realize that people want to drive to this service/neighborhood entrance and that there exists a serious problem with respect to traffic and parking in this area.  There is precedent, however to stop people from parking in the neighborhoods surrounding these entrances (Graylyn Drive).  We feel, therefore, that we simply deserve the same consideration that you have given to other citizens of our city.  For you as our city council to take the “easy way out” and allow our neighbors and children to continue to be placed in danger because you cannot or will not make the tough decisions to find alternate parking is not acceptable.  Do you want to take responsibility for my child’s injury or death because you didn’t want to make the difficult or unpopular decision to stop people from using our neighborhoods as de facto parking lots?  Can you live with one child’s injury or death, which you could prevent, on your conscience? 
This is not about “access to Umstead” or about “hindering someone’s use of the park”.  It is about our children and neighbors.  It is about my 14 month-old son, Grant, and his safety in his own neighborhood.  I feel that it is incumbent on our government to ensure safety to our citizens, and that doing so is one of your top responsibilities.  That is all I would ask for you to do.  Stop allowing my son and my neighbors to be placed in danger.  Doing the right thing is often not easy, but I would encourage you to summon the moral character to stop this dangerous situation from continuing. 
Thank you for your time.  A previously scheduled commitment will not allow me or my wife to attend the meeting this coming Thursday, but I would ask that you consider my thoughts when making your decision. 
Respectfully, 
David Messerly, MD and Stacy Bennett, MD 
3720 Manorbrook Road 
Raleigh, NC 27607 
*Excepts taken from “Latest Trends in Child Pedestrian Safety; A Five Year Review”, published on-line by Safe Kids, October 2007 

Mr. Nagaraj indicated he and his family moved to this area because of its beauty and that the area was designed for neighborhood access to the park not access by the general public.  He stated emergency vehicle access to the residences is vital.  He indicated City policies regarding parking might not apply in this situation.  He noted members of the public are not utilizing parking already provided within Umstead Park.  He urged the committee to err on the side of safety and approve the petition for the no parking zones.
Jean Spooner, President of the Umstead Coalition, indicated when she lived in the Five Points area, many folks from outside the neighborhood parked in her area in order to access the nearby shops and the movie theater.  She stated the Coalition acknowledges the Trenton Wood Way situation, however it is concerned with the precedent it may set.  She noted emergency vehicles could use the entire road right-of-way and not just the street to access the property.   She outlined the Coalition’s recommendations in the following statement:
Background 

William B. Umstead State Park provides outdoor recreational opportunities unique to 
Raleigh and surrounding communities.  There are two designated access areas with Park 
provided parking areas available from Glenwood Avenue (Crabtree Entrance) and I-40/ 
Harrison Avenue (Reedy Creek Entrance). 

There are also, several areas where trails may be accessed from external trails and roads bordering the Park.  These access points have been widely used by Park patrons, including nearby neighborhoods and greenway users.  They serve a public need and help relieve pressure on the designated entrances. 

Paving of Reedy Creek and Trenton Roads by NCDOT and new City of Raleigh neighborhoods has severely restricted parking near the neighborhood access gate, formerly accessible via parking along much wider gravel roads.  NCDOT has posted numerous ‘No Parking’ signs along both Trenton Road and Reedy Creek Road.  Concurrently, Raleigh’s new Reedy Creek greenway has dramatically increased the usage and desire to access the Park via the Reedy Creek/Trenton Road neighborhood access gate.  The effect has been to push Park patrons onto nearby residential streets, which are not necessarily intended to accommodate maximum parking on both sides. 

Most of the affected streets have previously been NC DOT system roads.  As new developments utilizing City utilities are constructed these street are increasingly City streets.  The current Trenton Place request for no parking is potentially not an isolated request; such challenges are likely to be encountered in future developments. 

Trenton Woods Way and Tree Side Court are both cul-de-sacs constructed to City minor residential standards, with valley gutters instead of standard curb & gutter, providing an overall effective width of twenty-six (26) feet.  The design features and short distance, serving sixteen total lots, combine effectively to make this a low speed, low volume street, similar to many such streets in Raleigh. 

Parallel parking is typically a maximum of 8’; if vehicles are parked along both sides of these streets, the resulting traffic lane can be as narrow as 10’.  Without accounting for interruptions of driveways and street intersections, this narrowing doesn’t allow a continuous free flow of two-way traffic. 

This situation is not unique, however, and there are many examples of similar conditions throughout the City. 

The residents of Trenton Place are requesting assistance from the City Council for relief from potential congestion of their streets contributed by Park patrons accessing nearby trails. 

Recommendation of the Umstead Coalition 

1.
Adoption of a policy whereby parking along City streets near William B. Umstead State Park shall be allowed where it can be safely accommodated such that access for residents, service, and emergency vehicles is maintained. 

2.
From Trenton Road a distance of 50’ into Trenton Woods Way, establish No Parking Any Time restrictions along both sides of Trenton Woods Way.  This measure will keep the intersection clear for vehicles entering and exiting the subdivision. 

3.
Establish No Parking Any Time restrictions along one side of Trenton Woods Way and Tree Side Court, including the cul-de-sacs.  Allow parking on the other side of Trenton Woods Way. 

Ken Garrard, 3405 Trenton Road read the following prepared statement:  

The stated reason for this restriction to the public right-of-way is safe access for emergency vehicles.  Yet this new subdivision is built to city code with 26’ wide streets and a sidewalk on the south side.  As such it is not unlike many new and old subdivisions in Raleigh.  Approving this request will set a precedent for many neighborhoods to do likewise.  Furthermore, park users who park their cars in this subdivision are generally few and the residents regularly support activities involving far more traffic, such as the Parade of Homes, parties and landscape services.  These are normal activities that shouldn’t and don’t generate much concern.  However a few park users are presented as a tremendous safety issue. 

During the recent Parade of Homes I called the Raleigh Police Department on three occasions as I observed cars parked in a marked No Parking zone in front of a fire hydrant.  I could not wait for the officers to arrive, but one of my neighbors talked to them on one of these days, said that they were completely unconcerned, and did not issue citations for the cars blocking access to the hydrant.  I hope you are as outraged as I am, not at my neighbors in Trenton Place, but at the Raleigh Police.  I also regularly notice a landscaping contractor parking in front of the same hydrant. 

When there are cars parked on both sides of Trenton Woods Way, there is in fact not much room to pass between them.  This is not unlike many places in Raleigh.  For example, Alexander Road was sited as an example of a particularly difficult place by the Raleigh Fire Department at the last public works meeting that discussed 07-51.  I used to live on Alexander Road and I fully agree.  That street is too narrow for parking on both sides.  But is the council prepared to approve restrictions for all neighborhoods with narrow streets in city? 

I respectfully request that the City Council, 

1)
Deny the request to prohibit parking on Trenton Woods Way and Tree Side Court. 

2)
Consider restricting parking on one side of Trenton Woods Way.  Parking only on the north side would seem to be best since the sidewalk is on the south side and is on the inner radius of a curve.  Visibility and emergency access are facilitated by keeping the south side free of parked vehicles. 

3)
Review subdivision approval criteria with respect to the public right of way and emergency vehicle access. 

4)
Instruct the Raleigh police department to consistently enforce parking regulations. 

Thank you.

Danielle Rowland, 3501 Trenton Road, indicated she has used the Reedy Creek Road entrance to Umstead Park since 1999 and in the meantime bought a home located across the street from the interest.  She stated the park is the allure for the area.  She expressed her opinion against the request for no parking along both sides of Trenton Woods Way and talked about cars parking around churches on Sundays.  She presented photographs of trucks parking along the north side of Trenton Woods Way and also parking along the same side of the road during the Parade of Homes and noted police were not called when such vehicles are parked in front of fire hydrants; however, out when parked patrons are parked in front of the fire hydrants police were called.  She talked about the problem of speeding taking place in the 25 mph zone and talked about cars parking along the side of Trenton Road creating a visibility problem for pedestrians.  She expressed her concern that a precedent would be set if the no parking zones were granted as requested for Trenton Woods Way.  She stated other solutions could be found.  She stated the main issue at this point is discrimination against people who use Umstead Park.

David Beatty, 3705 Tree Side Court pointed out he used to live in the Cameron Park Neighborhood and moved to Tree Side Court to get away from traffic due to having a young child.  He noted his house is located in the cul-de-sac and urged the committee to find the best possible solution but to err on the side of safety.  He noted that the parking during the Parade of Homes was a nightmare and noted that current parking rules are not being enforced.  He took issue with the statement made earlier in the meeting that neighbors were worse speeders than visitors.  He stated as to parking by visitors once the no parking zones are enacted the extra cars could be parked in the oversized driveways.  He talked about the parking situation in the Five Points area and how similar parking situations are found along Alexander Drive.  He talked about parking issues with regard to schools and churches.  

Mr. Stephenson questioned if the request by the residents of Trenton Woods is not out of line with other areas of the City of Raleigh with Mr. Beatty responding in the affirmative.  Mr. Beatty took issue with staff statement that 20 spaces would be available along the south side of Trenton Woods Way pointing out that there would be no room for cars to turn around if parking were allowed.  He stated if staff’s solution is imposed upon the subdivision, and it is found the solution does not work, the residents would be back before the Council to seek a solution more beneficial to them. 

Mr. Stephenson noted the subdivision is unique being located close to Umstead State Park.  He noted the width of the streets in Trenton Woods is not unique and if the State’s fire safety standards were adopted city-wide it would eliminate parking on many city streets.  He stated it is his belief that parking on one side of Trenton Woods Way and Tree Side Court is a solution.  He expressed the need to look at the long-term solution for parking for patrons for Umstead State Park.  He stated he endorses staff’s proposal as a temporary balance to see how it works.  He stated he has observed parking in the area on several occasions and reiterated his desire to pursue a long-term parking solution with the State.  He stated it is his belief that parking on one side of the street is the best way to go at this point and urged the Raleigh Police Department to enact a more strict parking enforcement in this area.  He noted children playing in the cul-de-sac is contrary to the City’s safety policies.  

Mr. Stephenson moved that the committee recommend that staff be directed to draft code changes to establish  No Parking zones along the north side of Trenton Woods Way and along the east side of Tree Side Court, not including the cul-de-sacs, and bring back to Council for consideration.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Koopman and put to a vote, which passed unanimously (Ms. Baldwin absent).  Mr. Stephenson ruled the motion adopted.

Item #07-67 – Raleigh Moose Family Center – Request for Water and Sewer.  During the October 15, 2009 Public Works Committee meeting this item was discussed and held for further discussion.  Planner Karen Duke reviewed the request to extend water and sewer to the subject property.  She pointed out adjoining property located inside the City and the ETJ.  She noted the subject property is located outside the City’s ETJ.  She noted water is available with sewer located nearby.  She talked about the zoning of properties in the area noting Wake County currently zones the subject property as highway district, which caters towards residential development, but allows for small scale commercial development for neighborhood uses.  She noted additional uses would be allowed under approval by the Board of Adjustment.  She talked about properties zoned by the City in the area, which include Residential-4, Thoroughfare district, and Planned Development district.  She noted that future land use according to the Comprehensive Plan calls for a mixed use of offices and residential.  

Mr. Stephenson talked about the City’s policy of not receiving annexation petitions from property outside the City’s ETJ unless certain conditions were met with Mr. Dawson pointing out this is a unique situation and that the subject property is contingent to the city by two sides and to the City’s ETJ on the third side.  

Discussion took place regarding the City’s interest with regards to proposed uses for the property.  Further discussion took place regarding the utility request and how it is affected by the City’s current annexation policy.  Further discussion took place allowing a possible waiver of city policy so that a petition for annexation could be filed with Mr. Stephenson suggesting that a new exception could be added to allow the petition to annexation the properties that are contiguous to the city and ETJ with Mrs. Duke adding that water and sewer should also be available.  

Jeff Kennedy, Heritage Lake Drive, Wake Forest, indicated his client understands the current situation in that it is currently surrounded by the City.  He stated there might be an issue with obtaining a sewer easement from the adjoining neighbor; however, his client is open to submitting the annexation and rezoning petition.

Following further discussion, Mr. Stephenson made a motion to amend City policy to add a condition to allow annexation petitions for properties outside the city’s ETJ that are contiguous to the City and have water and sewer available nearby.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Koopman and put to a vote, which passed unanimously (Ms. Baldwin absent).  Mr. Stephenson ruled the motion adopted.  

Adjournment:  There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 11:35 a.m.

Ralph L. Puccini

Assistant Deputy Clerk
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