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COUNCIL MINUTES

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in a regular session at 1:00 p.m. on Tuesday, July 7, 2015 in the City Council Chamber, Room 201 of the Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 W. Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina, with the following present.




Mayor Nancy McFarlane, Presiding



Mayor Pro Tem John Odom




Councilor Mary-Ann Baldwin




Councilor Kay C. Crowder




Councilor Bonner Gaylord




Councilor Wayne K. Maiorano (via telephone)



Councilor Russ Stephenson




Councilor Eugene Weeks

Mayor McFarlane called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m.  Invocation was rendered by Reverend Sean Park, Charisma Church.  The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Council Member Gaylord.  

The following items were discussed with action taken as shown.

RECOGNITION OF SPECIAL AWARDS

PROCLAMATION – PARKS AND RECREATION MONTH – PROCLAIMED
Mayor McFarlane read a Proclamation proclaiming July 2, 2015 as Parks and Recreation Month in the City of Raleigh.  The Proclamation was accepted by Scott Payne, Assistant Director of Parks and Recreation and Cultural Resources.  In accepting the proclamation, Mr. Payne introduced the concept of passport to Raleigh Parks.  He explained the program, where people can get information on the rules, how one visits participating locations and register on line to win prizes.  He talked about the social squad which will be circulating between various venues explaining the program and inviting those to participate.  He called on Council members and others to share their pictures utilizing #DiscoverRaleighParks.  He presented each Council member with their Passport and urged them to participate.
CONSENT AGENDA

CONSENT AGENDA – APPROVED AS AMENDED

Mayor McFarlane presented the consent agenda indicating all items are considered to be routine and may be enacted by one motion.  If a Councilor requests discussion on an item, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and considered separately.  She explained the vote on the consent agenda will be a roll call vote.  Mayor McFarlane stated she had received the following requests to withdraw items from the Consent Agenda:  Interlocal Agreement – Transit Service, Town of Wake Forest (Crowder); Raleigh Union Station – Right-of-Way Acquisition (Baldwin); Jones-Sausage Road Widening Project (Crowder).  Without objection, those items were withdrawn from the consent agenda.  Mr. Baldwin moved approval of the consent agenda as amended.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  The items on the consent agenda were as follows.

DOROTHEA DIX PARK PROPERTY TRANSITION – BUDGET AMENDMENTS, MAINTENANCE PLAN, STAFFING ADDITIONS, CONTRACT AMENDMENT WITH DUNCKLEE AND DUNHAM, DEWBERRY ENGINEERS CONTRACT AMENDMENT AND VARIOUS LEASE AGREEMENTS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN

With the potential for a real estate property transaction closing in either July or August, staff is proactively positioning various initiatives and operational needs for the transition of ownership of the Dorothea Dix Park.  The following items and actions are deemed necessary for operational needs once the City takes possession of the property, to include budgetary actions to appropriate adequate financial resources, all within existing levels of previous budget appropriations associated with Dix Park.
Budget Amendment and Transfer

The FY2015-16 adopted budget includes funding in the amount of $470,820 to address resource needs resulting from the Dix purchase; transfer of this funding to various operating accounts will assist in offsetting transition costs.  A budget amendment to appropriate the prior year lease payment, in the amount of $431,559, is recommended to offset the remainder of the transition costs.  Previously budgeted Dix lease payments were appropriated but never disbursed during the period of negotiations; staff recommends using this as the source of funding for these needs.  Overall these budget actions remain within existing levels of previous budget appropriations associated with Dix Park.
Recommendation:  Authorize a budget amendment in the amount of $431,559.  Authorize a budget transfer in the amount of $470,820 for a total budget adjustment of $902,379.
Maintenance Plan and Staffing Additions

Additional resources are required to assume maintenance responsibility for the City park portions of the Dorothea Dix property.  Staff recommends in-house maintenance services to establish a working relationship with the State and to avoid problems post-conveyance.  Maintenance tasks will include landscape maintenance, grounds inspection, trash removal, greenway and cemetery maintenance, and gazebo and structure inspection and repair.  Funding for this new operation at Dix Park is estimated below, and includes four new positions, one reclassification, and various one-time, direct expenses:
Salaries and Benefits ($165,151):
· Gardener (code 2108; PG 27)

· Senior Service Specialist (code 4102; PG 26)

· Equipment Operator I (code 4011; PG 26)

· Service Specialist (code 4002; PG 24) 

· Reclassify Parks Operation Supervisor (code 2120; PG 31; position 3228) to Park Operation Manager (PG 34)

Operating expenses of $174,468 include maintenance equipment, vehicles, chemicals, and other operational supplies.  Contractual services funding of $250,000 is included to secure a vacant building on the City’s portion of the site, install signage (identity, rules and regulations, directional), complete additional survey work, and to cover various real estate closing costs associated with the property acquisition.
Recommendation:  Authorize four new positions, one position reclassification, and various operational activities.

Professional Services – Duncklee & Dunham, P.C. Contract Amendment Number Four

Pursuant to Section 26(b) and Exhibit A-1 and J of the purchase contract with the State of North, both parties agreed to a collaborative approach to remediate the location on the Dix campus referred to as “Area 5 North”.  This contract amendment will provide the scope of services necessary to assist the City with these requirements.  The scope of services generally includes preparation of plans and specifications, bid assistance, oversight of contractors, sampling, laboratory costs, coordination with the regulatory agencies, and monitoring of wells for a period of 3 years.  Others services included in the scope of work include additional hazardous materials testing for a vacant building in the non-leased premises.  Over the last two years staff has worked collaboratively with Duncklee & Dunham, P.C. on various environmental assessments and other project initiatives related to the negotiation and acquisition of the Dorothea Dix property.  Duncklee & Dunham, P.C. has performed at a high level and possesses knowledge of project details needed to continue to move forward with ongoing logistics of the transition.

Name of Project:
Dix Environmental Services
Managing Division:
Parks, Recreation and Cultural Resources Strategic Planning Division

Approval Requested:
Contract Amendment Number Four
Reason for Council Review:
Contract >$150,000 (Council Policy)

Original Project Budget:
N/A
Overall Budget Estimate:
N/A

Vendor:
Duncklee & Dunham, P.C.

Prior Contract Activity:

Original Contract Amount:
$8,500

Contract Amendment Number One:
(No change in cost)

Contract Amendment Number Two:
$47,440

Contract Amendment Number Three:
$77,500

Contract Amendment Number Four:
$227,700
New Contract Total:
$361,140

Currently encumbered:
$133,440

Encumbered with this Approval:
$227,700

Anticipated Future Amendments:
None

Budget Transfer Required:
$227,700

Professional Services – Dewberry Engineers - Contract Amendment Number One

In pursuant of Section Four of the purchase contract with the State of North Carolina, the City is authorized to perform a “Site Examination” prior to the property closing.  Dewberry Engineers was selected to conduct this project. The contract for Tier 1 scope of services ($148,689) with Dewberry was executed May 29, 2015 and currently they are implementing this work.  This contract amendment is for Tier 2 scope of services that generally includes surveying and electromagnetic utility designation for Area 5N, hydrant flow testing, site lighting review, additional steam tunnel reviews and load testing/life span analysis of the railroad bridge.
Name of Project:
Dix Site Examination

Managing Division:
Parks, Recreation and Cultural Resources Strategic Planning Division

Approval Requested:
Contract Amendment Number One
Reason for Council Review:
Contract >$150,000 (Council Policy)

Original Project Budget:
N/A
Overall Budget Estimate:
N/A

Vendor:
Dewberry Engineers
Prior Contract Activity:
Original Contract Amount - $148,689


Current Contract Amendment Number One - $85,060


NEW CONTRACT TOTAL - $233,749

Currently encumbered:
$148,689

Encumbered with this Approval:
$85,060

Anticipated Future Amendments:
None at this point in time
Budget Transfer Required:
$85,060

Lease Agreement – Capital Area Soccer League (CASL)

Authorization to enter into a one year lease agreement with the Capital Area Soccer League (CASL) for ±60 acres of the property known as Dorothea Dix campus is recommended.  The purpose of the lease is for CASL to conduct soccer related activities on the Dix site.  The lease premises will be leased for annual fee of $1.  The lease agreement will be reviewed on an annual basis.
Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the lease agreement and any other required documentation.
Lease Agreement – North Carolina State University (NCSU) Daycare
Authorization to enter into a two-year lease agreement with North Carolina State University for an area approximately 2.5 acres including the Graham Building located on the Dorothea Dix Campus is recommended.  The purpose of the lease agreement, intended to be effective upon acquisition of the property from the State of North Carolina, is to continue ongoing use of the daycare facility located on the property by NCSU.  The lease premises will be leased for annual fee of $1.
Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the lease agreement and any other required documentation.
Lease Agreement – State of North Carolina
In pursuant of Section Nine, “Lease-Back Terms” of the May 11, 2015 purchase contract for the City’s acquisition of approximately 308 acres of the property known as Dorothea Dix Campus, staff recommends executing the lease-back agreements and required documentation.
Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the lease-back agreements and any other required documentation.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 462 TF 255.
CRABTREE PIPELINE – CLEAN WATER STATE REVOLVING FUND RESOLUTION – APPROVED; BUDGET AMENDED

Phase II of the Crabtree Pipeline project is currently in construction.  This project consists of approximately 21,000 linear feet of 54-inch gravity sewer along Crabtree Creek.  The City has previously been awarded a loan from the Clean Water State Revolving Fund in the amount of $29,300,000 to partially fund this project.  The loan, accepted by council resolution at the August 6, 2013 meeting, has a maximum term of 20 years, at an interest rate of 2% per annum.
The City has received the official offer to increase this loan in the amount of $8,200,000, for a total loan amount of $37,500,000.  Terms of the loan are unchanged.  The loan increase requires the governing body of the applicant to adopt a resolution accepting the loan offer and making the applicable assurances contained therein.
At present, the City is funding the Crabtree Pipeline project with a mix of pay-as-you-go appropriations and bond proceeds.  With the additional loan proceeds, staff recommends replacing current appropriations with revolving fund proceeds.  Current appropriations would replace bond proceeds on another project, the Neuse River Resource Recovery Facility 15 Million Gallon per Day (MGD) Expansion.  The low interest rate and shorter payback period will result in long-term savings of $2.5 million as compared to financing that project with revenue bonds.  These actions will not increase the total budget within each fund, nor increase individual project budgets.
Several budget actions, accounting details of which are included with the agenda packet, are necessary to reallocate existing budget appropriations to reflect the alternative financing source and to provide proper accounting.

Recommendation:  Adopt the resolution and authorize the budget amendments and transfers.  Accounting details were included in the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 129 and Ordinance 462 TF 255.
ANNEXATION PETITIONS - VARIOUS – REFERRED TO CITY CLERK TO CHECK SUFFICIENCY AND SCHEDULE HEARINGS

The agenda presented the following petitions for annexations:

	Area Name - Contiguous
	Petitioner
	Acres
	Proposed Use

	Trinity Office Park
	William T. and Carol C. Baker
	2.56
	Office

	The Reserve at Grayson
	Stephen Hartman, Jr./Wimbledon, LLC
	5.84
	Residential

	4261 Atlantic Avenue
	Guy L. Lampe
	14.96
	Commercial

	Area Name - Satellite
	
	
	

	E-28 Elementary School
	M.J. Desormeaux, Jr., Assistant Superintendent, Wake County Schools
	22.86
	Institutional

	Neuse River Estates
	W. Harold Perry NRE Development, LLC
	20.00
	Residential

	Club Drive Development
	Mae A. Wilkins/Daniel W. Russell, Legacy Custom Homes, Inc.
	4.88
	Residential


Recommendation:  (1) Acknowledge the annexation petitions and direct the City Clerk to check the sufficiency of the petitions pursuant to State statutes and if found sufficient, authorize advertisement for a public hearing on August 4, 2015.

(2) Acknowledge the Trinity Office Park annexation petition and direct the City Clerk to check its sufficiency pursuant to State statutes and if found sufficient, authorize advertisement for a public hearing on September 15, 2015.  Appropriate agencies should be notified of this request in accordance with the annexation agreement with Town of Cary.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.

STREAM BUFFER REQUIREMENTS – 10505 STONTON WAY – HEARING SCHEDULED FOR JULY 21, 2015

Garth and Cristina Mulroy, owners of property located at 10505 Stonton Way, request relief from Section 9.2.3 of the Part 10A Unified Development Ordinance, as allowed by Section 9.2.3.A.1.b., which states “The City Council may reduce the width of natural resource buffers when it determines that the extent of the natural resource buffer yard will deprive the landowners of reasonable use of their property.”  In order to consider resolution of an encroachment recently discovered during the process of a property transaction, it is requested that City Council authorize a quasi-judicial evidentiary hearing for the July 21 meeting.

The property owners would like the City to “legalize” the encroachments into the Primary Watercourse Natural Resource Buffers so that sale of the property is not hindered.  Portions of the existing dwelling, including a porch, steps, and patio, that encroach 3 feet or less into the required Primary Watercourse Natural Resource Buffers, which is defined as a 70’ wide buffer straddling streams draining 5 acres or less.

Recommendation:  Authorize a quasi-judicial evidentiary hearing for July 21, 2015. Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.

RALEIGH-DURHAM AIRPORT AUTHORITY - GRANT ACCEPTANCE – APPROVED

The Raleigh-Durham Airport Authority is in receipt of the following grant, in the amount of $3,607,958, relating to a portion of the costs of the following Authority initiatives:
· RDU Airport Master Plan ($2,993,186)

· Aircraft Rescue and Fire Fighting Vehicle Purchase ($614,772)
The Federal Aviation Administration requires the City, along with the City of Durham and the Counties of Durham and Wake, to accept grant offers may by the FAA under the federal Airport Improvement Program.

Recommendation:  Accept the grant.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.
STORMWATER CAPITAL PROGRAM – ON-CALL ENGINEERING SERVICES – VARIOUS CONTRACTS – AUTHORIZED

The Stormwater Management division of the Public Works department contracts for consulting engineering services for analysis, design, and construction support of planned, unplanned, and emergency stormwater projects.  A request for professional services was released with a proposal due date of December 2, 2014.  A total of 28 proposals were received and reviewed by a proposal selection team.  Six engineering firms were selected to provide on-call engineering services.  Staff recommends contracting with each of the firms for a one-year period, with an option to renew for two additional one-year periods.  A budget transfer in the amount of $60,000 is required in order to provide initial contract funding.  Contract amendments will be executed on a per project basis upon review of a proposed scope of services and negotiated fee.
Name of Project:
On-Call Consultant Engineering Services

Managing Division:
Public Works – Stormwater Management

Approval Request:


Contract Award

Reason for Council Review:

Contract Award >$50,000

Original CIP Project Budget:

N/A

Vendors:



As follows:

Brown and Caldwell


$10,000

WK Dickson & Company, Inc.
$10,000

Freese and Nichols, Inc.

$10,000

HDR Engineering, Inc.

$10,000

Hazen and Sawyer, P.C.

$10,000

WSP USA Corp.


$10,000

Prior Contract Activity:

N/A

Encumbered with the Approval:





$60,000

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the six contracts and authorize a budget transfer in the amount of $60,000.  Accounting details were included with the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes

STREAM GAUGE PROGRAM AGREEMENT – UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY – AGREEMENT APPROVED
The City has an annual agreement with the United States Geological Survey (USGS) to monitor and maintain the 17 stream gauges situated throughout the City as well as in upstream waters.  Both the Stormwater Management Program and the Public Utilities department utilize data from these gauges for the purposes of monitoring rainfall, flow, flood stage, and water quality.
A cost sharing program with USGS has been in place for over 20 years.  USGS will contribute $54,400 to the City for 2015-16.  The City share will be $158,000; $44,100 allocated to Stormwater Management and $113,900 allocated to the Public Utilities department.  Funding is appropriated in the operating budget.
Name of Project:


Stream Gauge Program

Managing Division:


Public Works – Stormwater

Request Reason:


Annual agreement

Vendor:



United States Geological Survey

Prior Contract Activity:

N/A

Amount of this Contract:

$158,000

Encumbered with this Approval:
$158,000

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the contract. Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes  
DOWNTOWN BUS FACILITY MASTER PLAN – PARSONS BRINCKERHOFF, INCORPORATED – AMENDMENT NUMBER SEVEN – APPROVED
Staff has negotiated a contract amendment with Parsons Brinckerhoff to prepare bridging documents and to provide assistance with selection and award of a Design-Build team for renovations to the Moore Square Transit Station.
Design-Build is a project delivery system used in the construction industry.  It is a method to deliver a project in which design and construction services are contracted by a single entity known as the design-builder or design-build contractor.  Design-Build relies on a single point of responsibility contract and is used to minimize risks for the project owner and to reduce the delivery schedule by overlapping the design phase and construction phase of a project.
Contract amendment seven, in the amount of $168,075, revises the scope of services to reflect the decision to utilize the Design-Build project delivery method.  Utilization of this methodology will assist with the unique challenges posed by these improvements, including public safety, constructability, budget, and minimizing impact to bus operations and adjacent uses.  Parsons Brinckerhoff will be developing bridging documents and assisting in the selection of a Design Build team, through contract award.  Small Disadvantaged Minority and Women Owed Business (SDMWOB) participation for this phase of the project totals 29%.
Name of Project:
Downtown Bus Facility Master Plan

Managing Division:
Transportation Operations/Transit

Request Reason:
Contract Amendment Approval (Contract Amendments >$150,000)

Cause of Contract Amendment:
Revise scope of work for Design-Build delivery, through selection.

Vendor:
Parsons Brinkerhoff, Incorporated

Prior Contract Activity:
Original Contract (all phases):
$874,750 Council approved April 2, 2013

Amendment Number One:
(Administrative) $47,000 Bus System to System Transfer Matrix

Amendment Number Two:
(Council August 6, 2014) $150,000 Parking Evaluation and Implementation Plan

Amendment Number Three:
(Administrative) $21,000 Increase Contingency Allowance

Amendment Number Four:
(Administrative) $45,000 Extended Site Assessment and 3D Base Mapping

Amendment Number Five:
(Administrative) No change in total compensation.  Reallocation of resources within Phase Two for Moore Square Station schematic design

Amendment Number Six:
(Administrative) No change in total compensation.  Reallocation of resources within Phase Three Contingency

Amount of this Contract Amendment:
$168,075

Encumbered with this Approval:
$1,305,825
Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the contract amendment.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.

YONKERS ROAD IMPROVEMENTS – CONTRACT WITH RUMMEL, KLEPPER & KAHL CONSULTING ENGINEERS – APPROVED
Proposals were received from 22 firms in association with the Yonkers Road improvements project.  Each proposal has been evaluated with regard to criteria identified in the request for proposals, which includes anticipated level of Small Disadvantaged Minority and Women Owned Business (SDMWOB) participation.  A review committee comprised of members of the Design Construction division, Office of Transportation Planning, Transportation Operations division, and the Urban Design Center recommends Rummel, Klepper & Kahl Consulting Engineers (RK&K) to perform professional engineering services on the project.  Improvements will reconstruct the existing roadway from Capital Boulevard to New Bern Avenue and will include a two-lane curb and gutter section with bike lanes and sidewalk on the south side.
The Design Construction Division has also completed negotiating an agreement and fee with RK&K to provide engineering services.  The consultant is proposing to utilize 31.98% SDMWOB participation.
Name of Project:


Yonkers Road Improvements

Managing Division:


Public Works Design Construction

Cause of Contract:
To perform professional engineering services in relation to the Yonkers Road improvement project to include 2.3 miles of roadway, utilities, storm drainage, erosion control, traffic control, pavement marking, signal, signing plans, and landscaping.

Original CIP Project Budget:

$10,000,000

Design Estimate:


$1,152,810

Vendor:
Rummel, Klepper & Kahl, LLP (RK&K)

Prior Contract Activity:

N/A

Budget Transfer:


N/A (see backup for funds availability)

New Project Budget:


$10,000,000

Currently Encumbered (% of estimate):

Amount of this Contract:

$1,152,810

Encumbered with this Approval:
$1,152,810
Recommendation:  Approve RK&K to provide engineering services and authorize the City Manager’s execution of the design agreement.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  
SOLID WASTE SERVICES – TEMPORARY LABOR – CONTRACT WITH LABOR READY MID-ATLANTIC, INC. – APPROVED
The City contracts with an agency that provides general labor personnel on an as needed basis to assist department crews with residential collection of household garbage, recycling, and yard waste.  The current contract is a one-year contract ending July 31, 2015, with provision for two one-year renewals.  Both parties desire to enter execute both one-year extensions at this time.  Funding is included in the adopted operating budget.
Original Contract:
$80,000 not to exceed $240,000 over three-year period

Total Contract Amount:
$240,000

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the contract amendment.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  

PUBLIC UTILITIES – ODOR AND CORROSION CONTROL SERVICE – CONTRACT AWARDED TO EVOQUA WATER TECHNOLOGIES LLC
Proposals were solicited for odor and corrosion control services at various facilities operated by the Public Utilities Department.  Six vendors attended the pre-bid meeting on March 12, 2015.  One proposal was received in response to a Request for Proposals (RFP).  The scope of services include the provision of equipment, treatment technologies and all chemicals to include application, monitoring and all necessary analytical testing and optimization for total wastewater odor and corrosion control.  A two-year contract has been negotiated in the amount of $1,116,000, with an option of renew for three additional one-year terms.  The recommended vendor, Evoqua is the current supplier of odor and corrosion chemicals and services, and the prices are the same as current contract prices.
Name of Project:
Odor and Corrosion Control Service

Managing Division:
Public Utilities – Resource Recovery Division

Approval request:
Contract Award

Reason for Council review:
Contract >$150,000 (policy)

Fiscal Year 16 Budget:
$558,000

Actual Contract Amount:
$1,116,000

Vendor:
Evoqua Water Technologies, LLC

Prior contract activity:
N/A

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the contract.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  
JOHNSTON COUNTY SERVICE AREA AGREEMENT - AMENDMENT #5 – APPROVED

The City of Raleigh and Johnston County entered into a service area agreement in 2008 to allow Johnston County to provide water service to certain parcels in southern Wake County within Garner’s Long Range Service Area located along the route of Johnston County’s existing water mains that interconnect their system with Fuquay-Varina and where existing residential subdivisions are bisected by the county line.
Amendment number five adds provisions to the agreement that allows administrative approval for additional single family residential connections to be served by Johnston County that are either within existing subdivisions served by Johnston County, or for matters of public health and welfare as determined by the Wake County Department of Environmental Services.  Only existing developed properties will be considered for matters of public health and welfare.
This amendment was developed in collaboration with representatives of the Town of Garner, Wake County, Johnston County Public Utilities, and Raleigh Public Utilities and City Attorney’s Office.
Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the amendment.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  
PERSONNEL – REORGANIZATION OF URBAN FORESTRY PROGRAM AND PUBLIC WORKS – APPROVED

The following positions were reviewed by the Human Resources Department.  The fiscal impact of the reclassification will be addressed within existing salary and benefit appropriations.  The following changes are recommended:
The reorganization is the result of a joint effort between the Planning, Development Services, and the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Resources departments to reduce redundancy and improve service. The reorganization will provide consistency in service delivery related to tree requirements for citizens and the development community, as follows:

· Improved Customer Service:  By combining the City’s tree experts in one department, citizens and customers have a one stop shop for questions and concerns relating to the regulation and maintenance of the urban forest.  Tree oversight will be inclusive from the planning stage through installation and from maintenance to removal and replacement.

· Increase Efficiency:  By adjusting the review and inspections duties created by the Unified Development Ordinance in Chapters 8 and 9, staff can reduce the number of required inspections.  This will be accomplished by combining separate Tree Conservation and Right of Way tree inspections into one.  Plan review will be simplified by allowing one reviewer to handle the tree requirements on both private and public property, thereby reducing the number of trade approvals required and reducing the number of individual staff with which applicants interact during the review process.

· Improved Enforcement Oversight:  The proposed separation of the current plan review and inspection functions will allow each group to be dedicated to a specific side of the development process. The resulting specialization will improve code compliance and fit in with the long term City organizational structure. Inspectors will have enforcement capabilities and deal with tree related code infractions on both public and private property.

In support of the reorganization, the following personnel actions are recommended:
· Urban Forester (code 2117; PG 35) to PG 38

· Forestry Specialist (code 4245; PG 34) to PG 36 (3 positions)

· Tree Maintenance Supervisor (code 2116; PG 31) to Forestry Operations Manager (code 2116; PG 34)

· Urban Forestry Inspector (code 2118; PG 31) to PG 32 (4 positions)

· Tree Planting Coordinator (code 2114; PG 31) to PG 32

The following personnel actions and reclassifications in the Public Works Department are recommended:
· Project Engineer I (code 1012; PG 36; position 5677) to Project Engineer II (code 1019; PG 38)

· Transportation Analyst (code 4512; PG 29; position 1296) to Transportation Engineer (code 1031; PG 36)

· Transportation Inspector (code 1010; PG 31; position 6195) to Engineering Inspections Coordinator (code 1034; PG 33)

The positions are critical to the continued success of telecommunications inspections to work through concerns expressed by citizens and to provide a single point of contact for telecommunications concerns/complaints.  Work involves responsible work for inspection and code enforcement of all Right-of-Way Use encroachments and disturbance activities associated with installation of new telecommunications infrastructure, repair of existing telecommunications infrastructure, dry utilities, electrical work associated with traffic and pedestrian signals, all pavement cuts and repair or replacement of existing driveways and sidewalks.  In addition, the positions will review, approve and inspect components of the new Right-of-Way Services program to include street/lane closures, sidewalk closures, ADA compliance, as well as private development-related street signs and street lights.
Recommendation:  Approve the reclassifications and reorganization.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  
STC-5-15 – MANORCREST COURT CUL-DE-SAC – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED FOR AUGUST 4, 2015

Jason Meadows is petitioning to close a portion of the right-of-way known as Manorcrest Court cul-de-sac, located at the end of Manorcrest Court.  Closure of these portions of the street will allow the extension of the existing 40-foot right-of-way for redevelopment of the properties, in accordance with the approved preliminary site plan SR-4-15.
Recommendation: Adopt a resolution authorizing a public hearing to be held August 4, 2015 to consider closure of the right-of-way.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 130.

STC-06-15 – STILL FOREST PLACE – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED FOR AUGUST 4, 2015

Andrew Padiak is petitioning to close the right-of-way known as Still Forest Place.  Located off Lake Boone Trail to the north, Still Forest Place is an existing cul-de-sac located within a single parcel.  Closure of this street will allow for redevelopment of the property.
A request has been received from The Reserve at Grayson Homeowners Association, Inc. to install storm culverts in the right-of-way.  A report was in the agenda packet.
Recommendation:  Approve the encroachment subject to completion of a liability agreement and documentation of proof of insurance by the applicant.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  See Resolution 131.

ENCROACHMENT – WAPELLO LANE – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

A request has been received from The Reserve at Grayson Homeowners Association, Inc. to install storm culverts in the right-of-way.  A report was in the agenda packet.
Recommendation:  Approve the encroachment subject to completion of a liability agreement and documentation of proof of insurance by the applicant. Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes. 

ENCROACHMENT – LITTLE BRIER CREEK LANE/ARCO CORPORATE DRIVE – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

A request has been received from Google Fiber North Carolina, LLC to install conduits and vaults in the right-of-way.  The encroachment is for the installation of the “network backbone” which is first step in the placement of underground conduits to supply future internet service.  This backbone will eventually connect to a similar installation currently underway in the Morrisville area which will tie the entire network together.  This encroachment will consist of approximately 4,500 linear feet of conduit installation in the Little Brier Creek Lane and & Arco Corporate Drive area.  A report was included with the agenda packet.
Recommendation:  Approve the encroachment subject to completion of a liability agreement and documentation of proof of insurance by the applicant.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  

ENCROACHMENT – COMPUTER DRIVE – APPROVED CONDITIONALLY

A request has been received from Celito Clec, LLC to install a telecommunications cabinet in the right-of-way.  A report was in the agenda packet.
Recommendation:  Approve the encroachment subject to completion of a liability agreement and documentation of proof of insurance by the applicant.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PROJECTS – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

Budget transfers are required to provide construction funding for two new Stormwater Management projects and to supplement an additional previously budgeted capital improvement project.  Several stormwater projects have either come in under budget or are no longer necessary; for completed projects with open accounts, the transfers are being made directly.  One project, Daisy Street, was not constructed.  Following reevaluation of the initial concern, the property owner no longer desires assistance in resolving the drainage issue.  Staff recommends reallocation of these project residuals as follows:
Repair and upgrades are necessary to remedy a failing stormwater drainage system along East Martin Street, at its intersection with Camden Street.  The existing storm drainage system is undersized, which has caused significant undermining and erosion under the existing sidewalk making it unsafe for use.  Stormwater staff has prepared design plans for the intersection improvements; however, construction funding is not currently included in the Stormwater Management Capital Improvement Program.  The estimated construction cost for these repairs is estimated to be $110,000.
Repair is necessary to address issues associated with an existing degraded stormwater system at the intersection of Alexander Road and McCarthy Street.  City Transportation Field Services has temporarily repaired a partial collapse of the stormwater system in order to ensure safety until funding could be allocated to make the permanent repair.  Stormwater staff has prepared design plans of the intersection improvements; however, construction funding is not currently included in the Stormwater Management Capital Improvement Program.  Staff recommends a budget of $140,000 to make the necessary repairs.

The scope for Phase One of the Brockton Lake Project has been expanded to include replacement of a stormwater system that drains to the lake.  While preparing design plans for the lake repair, it was discovered that a secondary stormwater drainage system that feeds into the lake is failing and requires full replacement.  The design changes and additional construction costs will add approximately $300,000 to the overall project budget, which is currently $1,200,000.
Recommendation:  Authorize budget transfers in the amount of $550,000 to fund the three projects.  Accounting details were included with the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 462 TF 255.

WENDELL WATER MAIN REPLACEMENT – CONTRACT AWARDED TO RALPH HODGE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY

Six construction bids were received on June 4, 2015 for the Wendell Water Main Replacement construction project.  The purpose of this project is to improve water quality and hydraulics in Wendell by providing a continuous 12-inch water main from the northwest to the eastern side of the town.  This project includes the installation of approximately 3,600 linear feet of 12-inch ductile iron water main and associated appurtenances, tie-ins and service connections.  Ralph Hodge Construction Company submitted the lowest bid in the amount of $665,225.  Small Disadvantaged Minority and Women Owed Business (SDMWOB) participation is 1.2%.  The City’s Business Assistance Division has reviewed the contractor’s Good Faith Effort documentation and has deemed it acceptable due to the fact that Ralph Hodge intends to self-perform all work except for hauling and paving services.
Name of Project:


Wendell Water Main Replacement

Managing Division:
Public Utilities – Capital Improvements Division

Approval Request:


Bid Award

Reason for Council review:

Formal Bid Award 

Original CIP Project Budget

$745,100

Construction Bid Award

$665,225

Vendor:



Ralph Hodge Construction Company

Prior Contract Activity:

N/A

Encumbrance with this approval:
$665,225

Recommendation:  Award the bid to Ralph Hodge Construction Company in an amount not to exceed $665,225, authorize the City Manager to execute the contract.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.

TRAFFIC – VARIOUS CHANGES – APPROVED

It is recommended that the speed limit be reduced from 35 mph to 25 mph on Stannard Trail, Interlock Drive, and Alamance Drive.  A portion of Stannard Trail is classified as Neighborhood Street while the remainder of the street is classified as Neighborhood Local.  Interlock Drive and Alamance Drive are both classified as Neighborhood Local.  All streets are constructed to typical residential street standards.  This request meets the requirements of the adopted Neighborhood Traffic Management Program.  A signed petition has been received by staff representing at least 75% of the residents or property owners along each street in support of the speed reduction request.
Recommendation:  Approve as recommended and authorize the appropriate changes in the traffic code was included in the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 463.

TRAFFIC – TWO-HOUR PARKING ZONES – MARTIN STREET AND BLOUNT STREET – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED

Now that construction for Skyhouse Raleigh is complete, slight modifications need to be made to the parking zones on the south side of Martin Street and the west side of Blount Street to account for new driveway locations.  The affected property owner has been notified of the proposed change.
Recommendation:  Approve as recommended and authorize the appropriate changes in the traffic code was included in the agenda packet.  Upheld on Consent Agenda Baldwin/Weeks – 8 ayes.  See Ordinance 463.
BUCK JONES ROAD/WESTERN BOULEVARD EXTENSION RIGHT-OF-WAY ACQUISITION – FUNDS TRANSFERED
It was pointed out Council members had received the following information and asked that it be considered during the July 7, 2015 Council meeting.  
On June 2, 2015 the City Council authorized settlement of the Hobbs V. Raleigh Law Suit.  The settlement will result in the acquisition of rights-of-way and easements associated with the Buck Jones Road widening project and for the future Western Boulevard extension in exchange for $290,000.  Funds are available from unbudgeted reserves but require authorization to transfer the appropriation by the City Council.  
Recommendation:  Authorize staff to proceed with the legal settlement and approve a budget amendment in the amount of $290,000.  The information provided to the Council included the budget details. Ms. Baldwin moved approval.   Her motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0.  See Ordinance 462 TF 255.

END OF CONSENT AGENDA

TRANSIT SERVICE – INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH TOWN OF WAKE FOREST – APPROVED
Staff has coordinated efforts with the Town of Wake Forest to provide the Wake Forest Loop bus route.  This agreement continues existing services for a consistent, high quality bus route for the citizens of Wake Forest and Raleigh residents in the Wakefield area.  The Wake Forest Loop operates five days a week, Monday thru Friday, and operates on circular loop connecting town residents with local retail outlets.  It provides two deviations; one that circulates through low income areas in the peak periods to assist with job connectivity and an off-peak deviation that provides service to a senior community during the mid-day hours for shopping and dining.  This transit service began in November, 2008.  The new agreement is for a term of three years and will generate approximately $745,908 in revenue for the City over the life of the agreement.  GoRaleigh funds 23% of the annual cost of the route with Wake Forest funding 77% of the service; the split in cost is based on the amount of route mileage in each jurisdiction.

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the agreement.
Ms. Crowder stated she had withdrawn this item from the consent agenda pointing out she had conversations early today with our Transit Administrator about the issue and/or study relative to coverage verses ridership.  She stated she had questioned the 33 percent that that it will cost GoRaleigh to go to Wake Forest.  She stated that is a little more than what she likes.  She questioned if the ridership versus coverage study indicates something different if there is a separation or cancelation clause.  She stated she understands the cost for this service is approximately $8 per rider.  
Transit Administrator Eatman pointed out normally all of the contracts have a termination or separation clause such as 90 days to one year.  He stated he does not have the proposed contract with him but could get that answer by the end of the meeting or later.  Ms. Crowder asked to be provided a copy of the proposed contract.  Mr. Odom talked about efforts to make these things work and get the service started and he feels this is a good start and he would move approval.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Crowder and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  
CONDEMNATION – RIGHT-OF-WAY ACQUISITION RELATING TO RALEIGH UNION STATION – RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED

Possession of the right-of-way for the permitting of Raleigh Union Station and construction of a retaining wall associated with the station and the future extension of West Street is necessary at this time.  A temporary easement is needed for staging of the retaining wall and station improvements.  The federal TIGER Grant specifies certain scheduling requirements which must be met; staff recommends condemnation to avoid scheduling issues with the grant.

Name:  Sperry & Otto, LLC

Location:  323 South West Street

Name:  Sperry & Otto, LLC

Location:  333 South West Street
Recommendation:  Adopt a resolution of condemnation.
Ms. Baldwin pointed out she has been previously been excused from participation on the items relating to Raleigh Union Station and would like that noted in the records.  Mr. Odom moved approval of the condemnation resolutions as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Ms. Baldwin who was excused from participation in the item. The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.  See Resolutions 132 and 133.

JONES SAUSAGE ROAD WIDENING PROJECT – PROPERTY SETTLEMENT FUNDING APPROVED

Following a settlement agreement reached in advance of a judicial proceeding, payment for the Jones Sausage Road property in an amount of $770,000 is due and payable.  Staff recommends two sources of funds to support this payment.
$520,658 in project savings from the Wade Avenue Improvements project had been identified.  This project installed curbs, sidewalks, storm drains, and a multi-use path between Ridge Road and Faircloth Avenue.  The Wade Avenue project was originally supported by City funds; subsequently the North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) awarded a grant to fund portions of the overall project.  Construction, as well as post-construction landscaping, is complete and the project savings can be used for other purposes.
To fund the remaining $249,342, staff recommends using available budget in the Jones Sausage Road project.  The Jones Sausage Road project is nearly complete-construction is finished, but there is outstanding landscape work.  The project has a total remaining budget of roughly $450,000.  After the settlement payment, the project will have roughly $200,000 for remaining project work.
The combined savings from the Wade Avenue Improvements project and available budget in the Jones Sausage Road project provide $770,000 for the settlement payment.
Recommendation:  Authorize the budget transfer in the amount of $520,658.  Accounting detail was included with the agenda packet.
Ms. Crowder pointed out she had withdrawn this from the consent agenda expressing concern or having questions relative to the source of funds and the projects that have been completed and unused funds being transferred to other projects.  She stated she had previously asked for a listing of the funds that are left in accounts of projects that have been completed.  She stated she would like to hold this until the Council gets the list so the Council could talk about the reallocation of these funds and how that could be done.  She questioned if the Council could get that list by Friday.  
City Attorney McCormick indicated this funding is for a settlement that has been approved by the Council in closed session.  Ms. Crowder pointed out she has no disagreement that the funds are needed and the bill should be paid.  She has concerns about the reallocation of the unused funds in line items of completed projects.  In response to questioning, City Manager Hall indicated the projects listed as a source of funding for this settlement relate to projects that have been completed and as he understands Ms. Crowder, she is asking if there are other projects that could be used or how funds left in completed project line items could be reallocated.  Ms. Baldwin stated there is nothing that indicates that the funds should go back to a particular district or to the district in which the project was completed.  Ms. Crowder stated she is just asking if she could have that list by Friday.  

City Attorney McCormick explained this issue was addressed in closed session but the Council could not authorize the transfer in closed session.  Mr. Odom questioned if there is a time limit.  Ms. Crowder again stated she has no problem paying the money she is just asking for the list pointing out the request had been made previously but the list has not been produced.  Mr. Maiorano moved approval of the budget transfer as outlined.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Odom with the understanding that staff would bring forth the list as requested.  

Mr. Stephenson indicated Ms. Baldwin touched on the point of how unused funds from projects are reallocated.  City Manager Hall pointed out they could gladly provide the list or a snap shot showing completed projects and left over funds.  That list and the numbers can be provided by Friday; however what they were looking at is to provide the list in some comprehensive context and use or suggestions relative to reallocation, etc.  He stated staff could provide the list by Friday.  Ms. Baldwin pointed out she feels the Council needs to have the list as well as the context behind it.  She stated she feels it would be better to wait and let the Manager provide the information in August or September so the Council would have all of the information prior to making any decisions, suggestions, etc.  Ms. Crowder questioned if the Council could have the complete report by August with the City Manager indicating that could be done.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval of the recommendation which was seconded by Ms. Crowder with it being pointed out there was already a motion on the floor but this just clarifies that this is to approve the recommendation as outlined.  The motion as clarified was put to a roll call vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 462 TF 255.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
CP-3-15 – OMNIBUS TEXT AMENDMENTS – PUBLIC HEARING SCHEDULED FOR AUGUST 4, 2015

This is a request that would amend various elements of the 2030 Comprehensive Plan on recommendations of the Annual Progress Report.
CR-11640 from the Planning Commission recommends approval of the proposed text amendments to the 2030 Comprehensive Plan.  Staff recommends a public hearing be scheduled for August 4, 2015; a public hearing must occur by September 5, 2015.

Mr. Odom moved approval of the August 4, 2015 public hearing.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  
CP-4-15 – URBAN FORM MAP OF 2013 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN – AMENDMENT – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED FOR AUGUST 4, 2015

The proposed changes would amend the Urban Form Map.  Buffaloe Road and N. New Hope Road would be designated as Urban Thoroughfares along the vacant parcels in the northeast and southeast quadrants of the intersection.
CR-11641 from the Planning Commission recommends approval of the Urban Form Map amendment to the 2030 Comprehensive Plan.  Staff recommends a public hearing be scheduled for August 4, 2015; a public hearing must occur by September 5, 2015.

Mr. Odom moved approval of the August 4 public hearing.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.
CP-5-15 – 2030 COMPREHENSIVE STREET PLAN AMENDMENT – AUGUST 4 PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED

This is a request for two changes to the Street Plan.  A proposed Industrial Street connection between Gavin Street and Bickett Boulevard would be removed, as well as the Industrial Street classification for the existing sections of Gavin and Bickett.
CR-11642 from the Planning Commission recommends approval of the Urban Form Map amendment to the 2030 Comprehensive Plan.  Staff recommends a public hearing be scheduled for August 4, 2015; a public hearing must occur by September 5, 2015.  Mr. Odom moved approval of the August 4, 2015 public hearing.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  
CP-6-15 – 2030 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FUTURE LAND USE MAP AMENDMENT – AUGUST 4, 2015 PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED
This is a request for the Future Land Use designation for portions of five properties to be altered; the portion of the properties designated as Public Parks and Open Space would be changed to Private Open Space.
CR-11643 from the Planning Commission recommends for approval the Future Land Use Map amendment to the 2030 Comprehensive Plan. Staff recommends a public hearing be scheduled for August 4, 2015; a public hearing must occur by September 5, 2015.

Mr. Odom moved approval of the August 4, 2015 public hearing on CP-6-15.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

REZONING Z-13-15 – LEESVILLE CHURCH ROAD – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED FOR AUGUST 4, 2015

This is a request to rezone property from Residential-4 and Residential-10 Conditional Use.
CR-11644 from the Planning Commission finds the request is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and recommends approval.

Staff recommends a public hearing be scheduled for August 4, 2015; a public hearing must occur by September 5, 2015.

Ms. Baldwin moved the item go to public hearing on August 4, 2015.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Stephenson and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

REZONING Z-18-15 – DONALD ROSS DRIVE – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED FOR AUGUST 4, 2015

This is a request to rezone property from Office & Institution-1 Conditional Use District (CUD O&I-1) to Office Mixed Use-3 stories-Conditional Use (OX-3-CU).
CR-11645 from the Planning Commission finds that while the proposal is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan and the Urban Form Map, it is consistent with the Future Land Use Map; permits development of comparable scale as that currently possible on the site; recommends approval.  Staff recommends a public hearing be scheduled for August 4, 2015; a public hearing must occur by September 5, 2015.
Mr. Maiorano asked to be excused from participation in this item because of his firm’s association.  Ms. Baldwin moved Mr. Maiorano be excused from participation in Z-18-15.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. Crowder and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0.  
Ms. Baldwin moved that Z-18-15 be authorized for public hearing on August 4, 2015.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Gaylord and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Maiorano who was excused from participation on this item.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-0 vote.
REZONING Z-42-14 – E. LENOIR STREET – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED FOR AUGUST 4, 2015

This is a request to rezone property from Neighborhood Business with Downtown Overlay and Historic Overlay District-General (NB w/DOD & HOD-G) to Downtown Mixed Use-12 stories-Urban General-Conditional Use (DX-12-UG-CU).
CR-11646 from the Planning Commission finds that while the request is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan it is reasonable and in the public interest and recommends approval.

Staff recommends a public hearing be scheduled for August 4, 2015; a public hearing must occur by September 5, 2015.
Mr. Stephenson moved that a public hearing be authorized for August 4, 2015.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Baldwin and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  
REZONING Z-2-15 – LITCHFORD ROAD – FALLS OF NEUSE – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED FOR AUGUST 4, 2015

This is a request to rezone property from Office & Institution-1 Conditional Use District (O&I-1 CUD) to Neighborhood Mixed Use-3 stories-Parking Limited-Conditional Use (NX-3-PL-CU).
CR-11647 from the Planning Commission finds that while the request is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan it is reasonable and in the public interest and recommends approval.  Staff recommends a public hearing be scheduled for August 4, 2015; a public hearing must occur by September 5, 2015.
Mr. Gaylord moved approval of August 4, 2015 public hearing for Z-2-15.  His motion was seconded by Ms. Crowder and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

SPECIAL ITEMS

HOME RENTAL SERVICE – REFERRED TO STAFF TO DEVELOP TEXT CHANGE FOR SUBMITTAL TO PLANNING COMMISSION
The following item appeared on the June 16, 2015 agenda.  In absence of the Mayor it was requested that the item be held and placed on this agenda for consideration.

During the June 2, 2015 Council meeting, the Law and Public Safety Committee provided guidelines relative to home rental services as a limited use in certain zoning categories and a special use permit to be approved by the Board of Adjustment in other zoning classifications.  Chairperson Baldwin pointed out the guidelines were a framework for development of a text change which would come back to the City Council and subsequent public hearing, and the Committee wanted Council concurrence before asking staff to undertake the assignment.  It was agreed that staff would develop the background, history, and proposed text change and place it on this agenda for further consideration.  
Additional information was included with the agenda packet.

City Manager Hall pointed out Council Members received in their agenda packet a memo concerning the status and history on this item.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval for the item going to public hearing.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Maiorano.  Mayor McFarlane pointed out she knows discussion has taken place relative to AirBnB agreeing to pay State and Wake County taxes.  She questioned how those would be collected.  
Planner Travis Crane asked to clarify the motion stating the motion should actually be to authorize development of the text change and referral to the Planning Commission for review and recommendation back to Council with Ms. Baldwin and Mr. Maiorano agreeing to that interpretation.  
Planner Crane pointed out he had received some information about the Wake County and State tax and collection procedure, etc., being framed up.  He stated the City has received some recent correspondence and that is something that would be discussed as a part of development of the text change.  In response to questioning, City Attorney McCormick pointed out Wake County has the 6 percent occupancy tax and the State sales tax is 6.75.  It was pointed out that work of Wake County is being framed up and it should be discussed as a part of the text change.  City Attorney McCormick indicated Wake County would collect the 6% occupancy tax but the rest is still being worked on.  Ms. Baldwin pointed out AirBnB have said that they would collect the tax and reimburse the State and Wake County with Ms. Crowder asking about the logistics of that process.  City Attorney McCormick indicated that is yet to be resolved.  He stated he feels there are some big policy issues relative to someone else collecting tax and remitting it to the City.  He talked about local governments struggling to maintain local revenue and pointed out this should be discussed very carefully.  Mayor McFarlane questioned if it is okay to move forward with the proposed text change and let staff work on the taxing issue with City Attorney McCormick indicating that would be fine.  Discussion took place as to whether AirBnB and other such services have to register with it being pointed out that is another thing that needs to be addressed and resolved.  City Attorney McCormick again expressed caution about someone collecting taxes and the remittance.  
Ms. Crowder pointed out there has been some push back about doing a pilot program; however she would like for the Planning Commission to look into a provision for neighborhood opt out with Mr. Crane pointing out that could be discussed with the Planning Commission.  Ms. Crowder pointed out another concern is if the Council decides to move forward with this text change she would question how it would be regulated and enforced and ask that the text change or discussion consider a self funded enforcement, that is, some way to develop a revenue stream for the City to use for funding administration, enforcement, etc., of the program.  

Mr. Stephenson pointed out he has had some fantastic experiences using AirBnB.  He stated he knows there is concern about the possibly of unscrupulous absentee operators who buy houses, etc., for rent through this service.  We do not want to get into that type problem and he hopes that we can set up a self funded administration and enforcement and talked about his support of the opt out provision and he feels it is easier if we have some type funding mechanism so that we can make sure we administer the program and not have the problems of other cities.
Mr. Odom stated he supports Ms. Crowder’s comments and talked about his concern for opening neighborhoods up for abuse particularly through absentee property owners, etc.  He stated he knows this is the new technology and the new way of doing things and he supports entrepreneurship but he is nervous about this proposal as he feels it could lead to problems.  He stated he needs information on what the cost will be, if the City can cover the cost through a self funded program, etc.  He stated he has read about the problems in other cities and he does not want the City to face those problems.  

Ms. Baldwin pointed out the City has over 500 registered AirBnB hosts and since the Council has been discussing this issue over the last six months, there has been only three complaints and one was unfounded.  She stated she feels every one is talking about concerns or a problem that doesn’t exist.  She stated the problems in the big cities such as New York and San Francisco relate to where people are buying condos and houses and renting them.  We are seeing this occur in resort areas also.  She stated we have to provide a balanced approach and there is a motion on the table with a second and she would like to move forward with a vote.  Mr. Odom stated he knows there are problems in large cities but pointed out Raleigh is one of the City is the largest city in the country and we could have the same problems with Ms. Crowder agreeing.  She stated she also would like to find a way that we can have a funding source to provide the funds for whatever staff needs to enforce and regulate the program and she would also like to see an opt out provision.  
Mayor McFarlane stated the motion is to approve staff developing a text change, take it to the Planning Commission for review and recommendation at the public hearing and the items could be discussed at that time.  Mr. Odom asked to make an amendment or a substitute motion to ask the Planning Commission to consider and include discussion on the items mentioned by Ms. Crowder.  After discussion on the motion and whether Mr. Odom’s substitute or amendment had been seconded or accepted with Ms. Crowder stating she would second the substitute/amendment.  It was agreed that the motion is to ask staff to develop the text change and refer it to the Planning Commission with the understanding the text change and/or discussion would include a provision for neighborhood opt out and some type self funding regulatory/enforcement provision.  That motion was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Ms. Baldwin who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-1 vote.  

YADKIN ROAD SIDEWALK PETITIONS – NO ACTION TAKEN TO AMEND

At the June 2, 2015 Council Meeting, Council Member Maiorano made a motion to withdraw Council’s previous approval of sidewalk petition number 2014-8, which authorized construction of a 6-foot wide sidewalk placed 2.5 feet behind the curb on the east side of Yadkin Drive from Rampart Street to Inglewood Lane.  Staff was asked to make contact with the property owners included in the original petition requesting their preference in continuing with installation of the sidewalk as approved or to withdraw the sidewalk project.
Staff mailed letters to the seven property owners in the 4900 block of Yadkin Drive that were included in the original petition requesting they provide their preference with regard to the two options.  Results of the query letters are as follows:
Of the seven property owners, four responded in favor of the sidewalk installation as previously approved, two responded to withdraw the project, and one did not provide a response.  Additional information was provided with the agenda packet.

Mayor McFarlane stated she understands Mr. Maiorano has looked at this and he feels the petitions should go forward as originally approved.  Mr. Maiorano stated we have spent a lot of time on this, staff has fully evaluated the issue, it has been studied very carefully and he feels we should move forward with the previously approved sidewalk installation.  Mayor McFarlane stated no action would be required.  

CROSSWALK – VARIOUS CONCERNS – HARPS MILL ROAD/GOUDY DRIVE – DIRECTION GIVEN

Ms. Ellen Fuchs appeared before the City Council on June 16, 2015, outlining concerns relative to speeding and line-of-sight issues which make crossing Harps Mill Road difficult.  She also had requests related to crosswalks and signage.  Council directed the item be placed on this agenda and asked staff to study her concerns and provide a report and possible recommendations.

City Manager Hall pointed out staff is ready to make a presentation or answer questions.  He stated Council members did receive a report and recommendation which outlines some possibilities in their agenda packet.  
Senior Transportation Engineer Jed Niffenegger pointed out Ms. Fuchs appeared before Council outlining concerns about the unsafe conditions of crossing Harps Mill Road from her house which is in the south west quadrant of the intersection.  He indicated her concerns relate to poor speed compliance, poor site distance and lack of a marked crosswalk.  He stated staff could not recommend the installation of a crosswalk at this location as it would violate ADA requirements as there is no receiving receptacle on the opposite side of the street.  He talked about the poor site distance and pointed out this is a neighborhood that has had speeding problems in the past.  He explained RPD’s work in enforcement and pointed out the information provided information on the speeding, various studies and the reduction of speed limit all showing the average speed of some 34 mph even though the posted speed limit is 25 mph.  He explained the problems of setting up a crosswalk and ADA requirements.  He talked about the site distance and the problems it would create for a marked crosswalk.  

Engineer Niffenegger pointed out the staff does not have a way to help without violating City Council adopted policies or Federal ADA guidelines.  He pointed out there are three possible solutions which include installing a marked cross walk on the northern leg of the intersection which could be done without violating ADA requirements  but this is not very helpful to Ms. Fuchs as she resides on the southern side of the intersection.  It also could become a significant potential safety problem.  The next solution would be to approve a multi-way stop which has been requested but the evaluation did not meet the Council adopted warrants in the MUTCD.  He pointed out the Council has approved multi-way stops in the past even though they did not meet the warrants but talked about the down side in this location.  He talked about the truck traffic and the problems with the various solutions.

Ms. Baldwin suggested that staff contact the petitioner and tell her she needs to get neighbors to sign a petition for a multi-way stop and bring that back to the City Council.  Ms. Baldwin stated she just needs to know that more than one person would like to see this solution.  Engineer Niffenegger pointed out the staff does not normally circulate petitions for multi-way stops with it being pointed out by Ms. Baldwin that she is asking that the petitioner do this.  Mr. Maiorano pointed out this is an ongoing issue and there are problems with truck traffic, speeding, pedestrian safety, site distance, etc.  He talked about recommendations in the past for the applicant to talk with the neighborhood and bring back a petition and concern about having her do that again.  He feels that it is prudent that the Council do something to provide a safe crossing for every one.  He is not sure of the best way to do that but the City needs to do something.  He stated it is a very challenging location and he feels it should be addressed.  
Mayor McFarlane stated as she understands Ms. Baldwin just wants to know that there is support for a multi-way stop and it is not just one person making the request.  Mr. Maiorano stated he had asked Ms, Fuchs to do that and she did get a petition and presented it to staff and staff said it did not meet the warrants and may be staff could work with her so that the neighbors would not be surprised when she reached out a second time.  Mr. Odom stated Ms. Baldwin is just asking that the Council receive information from the petitioner and the neighbors that more than one person would like to see a multi-way stop.  He stated Ms. Baldwin is not asking that the petition be submitted to staff as they would have to make the recommendation against it.  She is asking that the petition or the letters of interest be brought directly to City Council.  Mr. Odom suggested that we give Ms. Fuchs the opportunity to get names and come back to the City Council if she so chooses.  No further action was taken.
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY MANAGER

STONE’S WAREHOUSE SALE – PUBLIC HEARING AUTHORIZED FOR AUGUST 4 REX SENIOR HEALTH CENTER RELOCATION – AGREEMENT AND BUDGET AMENDMENT AUTHORIZED

On January 20, 2015, City Council approved the recommendation of the Budget and Economic Development Committee to select Transfer Development, LLC for the redevelopment of the Stone’s Warehouse site with the understanding that the proceeds from the disposition of the property would go toward the development of affordable housing in Southeast Raleigh and would assist the Rex Senior Health Center with costs associated with their relocation.

Rex Senior Health Center will be moving to the new Wake Health Services site on Rock Quarry Road.  It is proposed that funding in the amount of $203,800 be provided to facilitate their relocation.  Funds are available in the General Fund account and would be reimbursed to the Fund once the closing has been finalized toward the end of 2015.

Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute an agreement with Rex Hospital, Inc.  Authorize a budget amendment in the amount of $203,800; accounting details were included with the agenda packet.
On January 20, 2015, City Council approved the sale of the Stone’s Warehouse property located at 500/510 East Davie Street, 400 Chavis Way, and 419 South East Street to Transfer Development, LLC.  Transfer Development, LLC intends to construct a mixed-use development consisting of townhomes and commercial space.  The sale price is $2,020,000.

The Housing and Neighborhoods Department recommends that a public hearing be held on August 4, 2015, to receive citizen comments on the proposed sale of the Stone’s Warehouse property.  There will be a comment period from July 2 to July 31, 2015 during which time the City will accept comments on its intent to sell prior to the public hearing.

Recommendation:  Schedule a public hearing for the purpose of obtaining public input on the proposed sale of the Stone’s Warehouse property and the change of use of the property.
City Manager Hall expressed appreciation to the cooperation and care of the Rex Senior Health Center and their work on this project.  
Housing and Neighborhoods Director Larry Jarvis made the following presentation.

PROJECT RECAP
· City issued RFP – three responses received

· Recommendation of staff review panel: Proposal submitted by Transfer Development, LLC

· Recommendation approved by Budget & Economic Development Committee (BED) and City Council

· BED and Council directive on sales proceeds:

· Affordable housing in Southeast Raleigh

· Assist with relocation of Rex Senior Health Center

HIGHLIGHTS OF TRANSFER PROPOSAL
· Mixed Use:  Food production hub anchored by existing local businesses, community hall and gathering space, micro production facility, restaurant, neighborhood grocery and café

· Housing Element:  16 market rate townhouses

· Warehouse Preservation:  Will preserve the warehouse and seek local landmark designation.  Warehouse not overshadowed by new buildings proposed on the site.

· Rex Senior Health Center:  Not accommodated on site but relocation assistance offered.

REX SENIOR HEALTH CENTER

· Opened in 1997, 5,000 square feet City-owned space

· Below market rent and month-to-month lease

· Dr. LeRoy Darkes, physican and medical director

· 1,700 regular patients; two-thirds from Southeast Raleigh

Relocation Options Considered
· Existing available space in Southeast Raleigh

· New Wake Health Services facility (selected)

Facility Highlights
· 35,000 square feet; capacity to serve an additional 10,00 patients

· Consolidated one-stop location

· Lab, pharmacy and dental services on site

· Centralized appointment and referral services

· Community meeting and training spaces

· Convenient parking

· Well served by transit

STONE’S WAREHOUSE ASSEMBLAGE

Original $1,117,743


Allocation of $2,020,000

Acquisition Sources



Sales Proceeds

City, Bond:  $854,863


City, Bond:  $1,544,920

      (76,481%)




(76.481%)

CDBG:  $262,880


CDBG:  $475,080

      (23.519%)



         (23.519%)

Relocation of Rex Senior Health Center:

· Geriatric specific equipment


$ 51,300

· Electronic medical record conversion

$ 45,000

· Physical relocation



$   7,500

· Expanded community outreach


$100,000

Total:  $203,800

Recommended Next Steps

· Authorize City Manager to execute agreement with Rex to assist with Senior Health Center relocation.

· Approve additional appropriation of $203,800 for relocation assistance funded by accumulated program income in Housing Capital funds.

· Approve scheduling a public hearing for August 4, 2015 to obtain public input on sale and change in property use.

Ms. Baldwin moved approval as outlined.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks.  

Mr. Odom expressed appreciation to the staff, Rex Senior Health Center officials and Mr. Weeks all who had worked so hard on this issue.  Mr. Weeks stated he did receive a lot of calls and expressed appreciation to all who worked together to make sure that the patients at the Rex Senior Heath Center did not have to move twice.  

The motion to approve the execution of the agreement with Rex Hospital Incorporated, and the budget amendment and schedule in the public hearing for August 4, 2015 was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Ordinance 462TF255.

JULY 4 CELEBRATION – THE WORKS – APPRECIATION EXPRESSED

City Manager Hall expressed appreciation to the City staff and all of the partners who worked so hard to put together the July 4 celebration known as “The Works.”  He stated it was a very successful event and was the results of lot of hard work by many people.  He stated there is no way to thank all who worked so hard and expressed appreciation for the various departments who were involved and the many employees who took time away from their own families to help make the celebration great for others.  He expressed appreciation to all involved.  
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING COMMITTEE

NO REPORT

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

NO REPORT

LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE MEETING SCHEDULE – AMENDED

Chairperson Baldwin reported the Law and Public Safety Committee meeting scheduled for July 14 has been cancelled.  The next Law and Public Safety Committee meeting will be July 28 at the regular time.  

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

NO REPORT

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE SCHEDULED – ANNOUNCED

Chairperson Weeks reported the Public Works Committee meeting scheduled for July 14, 2015 has been canceled.  

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE

NO REPORT

TECHNOLOGY AND COMMUNICATION COMMITTEE OF JULY 14, 2015 – CANCELED

Chairperson Gaylord reported the Technology and Communication Committee meeting scheduled for July 14 has been canceled.  

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE BUDGET AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

PROPERTY DISPOSITION – 414 NEW BERN AVENUE – DIRECTION GIVEN

Mayor McFarlane reported the Budget and Economic Development Committee recommends authorizing the direct sale of the lot at 414 New Berne Avenue for $78,000 to Capital Area Preservation according to the statutory conditions of GS 160A-266 for the purpose of relocating the historic Tarlton House currently located at 208 North Harrington Street.  A copy of staff’s memorandum dated June 5, 2015 outlining the details was included in the agenda packet.  On behalf of the Committee, Mayor McFarlane moved the recommendation be upheld.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

BUDGET AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE SCHEDULED AMENDED

Mayor McFarlane stated the Budget and Economic Development Committee meeting scheduled for July 14 has been cancelled.

REPORT OF MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

TRAFFIC – 4-WAY STOP - WEST AND HARGETT STREETS – APPROVED – ORDINANCE ADOPTED
Ms. Baldwin asked that the Council authorize a 4-way stop at the intersection of West and Hargett Streets.  She stated Citrix had requested 4-way stop signs; however that did not occur.  She stated she saw two near accidents one which ended up with the people jumping out of their cars and screaming at each other.  She stated that is not the first time she had witnessed near accidents at this location.  Citrix now has 600 to 700 employees who walk through the area and there is a need for the traffic control.  Ms. Baldwin moved that the Council direct the installation of 4-way stops at the intersection of West and Hargett Street.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. Crowder.  
Mr. Odom questioned if we had a report from staff.  Ms. Baldwin pointed out representatives of Citrix went to staff and we ended up having flashing LED lights but that is not helping.  She stated there is confusion and she has seen near accidents and it’s not going to be on her head when accidents occur.  She feels the 4-way stops are warranted.  She stated there is a 4-way stop just a block away.  Mr. Odom questioned if the City would take away the flashing lights if the 4-way stop is installed with Ms. Baldwin stated she hopes so.  
Mr. Maiorano pointed out there are a lot of people in a small area and talked about the issue of combining pedestrians, cars, bikes, etc. and he feels we should address the issue.  Mr. Gaylord asked for some technical expertise before the Council makes a decision.  He stated he does not want the Council to take action that will create a worse problem than we have now.  Ms. Baldwin pointed out staff could respond but staff would tell the Council the same as on the previous item, “it does not meet the warrants” for stop signs.  She talked about staff evaluation on issues such as this but pointed out the Council has the authority to over ride staff’s recommendation.  Mr. Odom stated as he understands the people who live and work at this location want 4-way stop signs installed with Ms. Baldwin pointing out that is correct.  Mr. Gaylord stated he support signs but just worries that the Council does not get himself into a precedent setting situation.  

Mr. Stephenson pointed out it is an area where we need to address some situations but he does not want the Council to do something that will make it worse.  He feels it would be better if the Council would wait and get some professional input on the range of options to address the situation.  He stated it is a unique situation and if people are confused evidently is more going on and it is a complex situation.  Ms. Baldwin talked about the 4-way stops that were installed in Cameron Village neighborhood when staff had said they did not meet the warrants.  Mr. Stephenson pointed out he did not feel it was an identical situation.  Whether the 4-way stops are better than flashing lights, staff resistance when something does not meet the technical or professional warrants and the present situation and why some fill it is not working was talked about.  The motion to install the 4-way top at the intersection of Hargett and West Streets was put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative except Mr. Stephenson who voted in the negative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on a 7-1 vote.  See Ordinance 464.
ACCESS - TEXT CHANGE – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Ms. Crowder asked to confirm that a text change will be coming to the City Council on July 21, as it relates to access onto development sites.  Planner Travis Crane indicated staff had provided Council with an update on the challenges staff is having with the proposed text change.  What the Council will receive on July 21 is several different options and once there is direction from Council it will go to the Planning Commission and back to City Council.  Ms. Crowder pointed out there seems to be some confusion about sites that are waiting for rezoning or development.  She stated every one seems to understand that within 60 days from a certain time, the Council would see the text change.  Planner Travis Crane indicated when the proposed text change first come forth it seemed like a very simple change; however after getting into it, it has been determined there would be a lot of ripple effect throughout the UDO and could possibly undo some parts of the UDO.  He stated staff needs clarification from the City Council as to the direction to go.  What will come before the City Council on the 21st are various options for development of a text change which would go to the Planning Commission.  Mr. Stephenson stated he thought that the Council would see the text change before it went to the Planning Commission.  Mr. Crane pointed out staff has identified at least two options and when that comes to the Council on the 21st there will be a proposed ordinance with each option and Council could decide which to send to the Planning Commission.  
MATTERS SCHEDULED FOR PUBLIC HEARING

MONTESSORI SCHOOL OF RALEIGH – PUBLIC FINANCE AUTHORITY BOND ISSUE – HEARING – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This is a hearing on the proposed issuance of not-to-exceed $7,000,000 of bonds to be issued by the Public Financing Authority.  The hearing is held solely for the purpose of meeting the requirements of the Internal Revenue Code and educational facilities revenue bonds to be issued by the Public Finance Authority for the benefit of the Montessori School of Raleigh, Inc.
Action does not constitute a debt of the City, nor require a tax levy or pledge of faith and/or credit of the City, nor will it affect the City’s debt ratios or legal debt limit.
Following the hearing, if the Council so desires, it would be appropriate to adopt a resolution approving the issuance by the Public Finance Authority (Wisconsin) of $7,000,000 aggregate principal amount relating to the Montessori School of Raleigh, Inc. project.
Attorney Jeffrey Poley explained the item and the purpose of the hearing.  The Mayor opened the hearing, no one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.
Ms. Crowder had questions for the City Attorney relative to the purpose of the bonds and the public hearing and whether there is any affect on the City’ debt cap.  City Attorney McCormick indicated no, it is just something that is included in the Federal tax code but it has absolutely no impact on the city or the city’s debt or debt limits.  Ms. Baldwin moved approval.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 134.  

STC-2-2015 – RALEIGH VIEW ROAD CUL-DE-SAC – HEARING – RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CLOSING ADOPTED

This was This is a hearing to consider a petition to close the right-of-way known as Raleigh View cul-de-sac located at the end of Raleigh View Road.  The cul-de-sac is an unimproved portion of the right-of-way west of the paved portion.
Following the hearing the council may take action to close the right-of-way as requested.

Transportation Planner Eric Lamb explained the request, location, etc.  The Mayor opened the hearing no one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Ms. Baldwin moved adoption of a resolution authorizing the closure as outlined.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. Crowder and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 135.
EASEMENT EXCHANGE – SUNCREST VILLAGE SUBDIVISION – HEARING – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

This was a hearing to consider the petition to exchange greenway easements in Suncrest Village Subdivision Phase Four pursuant to petition and advertisement.  The closing would be pursuant to Resolution Number 2015-112 and the map as included in the agenda packet.
At the close of the hearing, the council may take action on the easement exchange.  The Mayor opened the hearing.  No one asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Ms. Baldwin moved adoption of a resolution authorizing the exchange as outlined.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. Crowder and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 136.

REZONING Z-1-15 – WEST HARGETT STREET – HEARING CLOSED; ITEM TO BE PLACED ON JULY 21, 2015 AGENDA

This is a hearing to consider a request from Dillon Supply Company to rezone approximately 2.5 acres from Business with Downtown Overlay District (BUS w/DOD) to Downtown Mixed Use – 20 Stories – Conditional Use (DX-20-CU).  The property is located on the north side of West Hargett Street between South West Street and South Harrington Street and south side including all properties on the block bounded by West Hargett Street, South West Street, South Harrington Street, and West Martin Street.

Mr. Gaylord, Mr. Stephenson and Mr. Maiorano indicated they need to be recused from voting because of their association with the project/developer.  Ms. Baldwin moved that Mr. Gaylord, Mr. Stephenson and Mr. Maiorano be excused from participation in February 1, 2015.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Odom and put to a vote which passed unanimously.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  
Mr. Gaylord, Mr. Stephenson and Mr. Maiorano left the table.

Planner Bynum Walter explained the request, location, existing zoning map, aerial views of the area, map of the Depot Historic District, views from various locations, and the proposed conditions which relate to types of building, allowed, prohibiting surface parking, requirement for active uses in certain locations, urban general frontage standards for West Hargett and West Martin, depending on retention of existing façade, specifies build-to standards, minimum number of street facing entrances and spacing for buildings fronting South West and South Harrington, requires developer to maintain building façade on West Martin or reconstruct using compatible building materials, requires stepbacks between the 3rd and 9th stories for buildings over 5 stories and 75 feet that front West Martin, requires at least 65% of the main block will have a building that is 9 stories in height or less, requires a minimum of 45% of the width of any parking structure fronting on South West and South Harrington, to have a non parking use on the ground level and offers provision for parking structure elevation design, where no intervening and active use is located as well as lighting within parking structures.  
Ms. Walter pointed out the standards, conditions, frontages of existing versus proposed zoning, future land use map, urban form map, and comprehensive plan analysis which indicates inconsistent policies include UD1.10, DT2.26, DT3.1, DT3.2 and DT7.5.  She presented massing views from various locations, and pointed out the Planning Commission recommends approval on a 7-0 vote.  The Planning Commission report indicates while the proposal is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan and the Urban Form Map, it is consistent with the Future Land Use Map and permits development of comparable scale as that currently possible on the site.  The proposed rezoning is reasonable, in the public interest, will facilitate redevelopment and encourage growth near major transit facilities and employment facilities.  The proposal is compatible with the surrounding area and it was pointed out there are a variety uses in the area and conditions addressed building massing and form to mitigate potential impacts to surrounding properties.  The Central CAC recommends denial on a 1 to 17 vote.  She pointed out the only outstanding issue relates to urban frontage designation not being applied and conditions do not adequately approximate.  
The Mayor opened the hearing to the public.

John Kane, applicant, talked about all that is happening in the area pointing out the Warehouse District is the next developing area following Downtown, Glenwood South, Cameron Village, etc.  He stated the Warehouse District has an opportunity to become a fantastic area especially with the City’s development of the Union Station.  Mr. Kane talked about all of the great things happening in the area.  He stated they are planning to spend approximately $150M on this project which they feel will improve.  He talked about the area becoming active with retail and street life similar to what is happening with Stanhope on Hillsborough Street.  He talked about the desire to develop a high tech area.  He stated they are proposing extraordinary architecture pointing out Duda Paine who did Bank of America in Downtown Charlotte, Gateway Center in Charlotte, the Terminus Building in Atlanta and the Frost Tower in Downtown Austin.  He stated that firm does incredible work.  

Ron Duda indicated his firm is in Durham, he attended NCSU and has done a lot of urban work all over the world.  He stated if they were asked if they could do something contextual to fit into the context of the City.  He stated this is an amazing site, the Warehouse District gives character and identity.  He hates to see a building that is iconic just to be an icon and he sees this as an amazing site.  He talked about how this project will connect to what is around it, draw people, activate the street life, talked about the importance of scale, how buildings should fit into the neighborhood and stated they will be very sensitive to its location but it will be a landmark building.  
Attorney Michael Birch, representing the applicant, talked about the active use on street level and the work that Mr. Kane’s team has done to make sure the building fits into the 420 x 420 block.  He talked about the need for the building to go to the front of West and Harrington Street, commitment to the urban general standards and active uses along both sides of Hargett and Martin, commitment to three accesses on West and three on Harrington with one each on the northern portion on Hargett and Martin.  He talked about the condition where the parking deck meets the street with a minimum of a 60 foot deep area that will have non parking active uses on West and Hargett between the deck and the street to accommodate the uses.  He talked about the focus of treating the street in terms of uses, screening and how to use the area between the deck and the street.  He talked about the inability to comply with the urban frontage therefore the many conditions.  He pointed out the urban general would apply to Martin and Hargett and talked about the conditions about street facing accesses on West, Harrington and Hargett.  He talked about what the UDO requires and their intent to put retail whenever they can.  They want to activate the street life with retail and restaurant activity.  Ms. Baldwin questioned sidewalk width with Attorney Birch explaining in areas where they are not constrained by buildings they would have the wider sidewalks as required in the urban general frontage.  He stated they would be glad to work with staff to add conditions for that.  
Dialogue took place relative to the placement of the towers with Mr. Kane pointing out they are in the design stage now and they are open to conversations, suggestions, and conditions.  He stated he does not intend to do two towers and he is open to putting conditions along those lines.  Ms. Crowder expressed concern or desire to make sure there is loading and unloading opportunities for trucks so that they do not have to load and unload on the public streets and expressed concern about the two tower look as well as the need to have as much retail as possible.  Ms. Crowder also expressed the need to tighten the conditions relating to the public input that has been received and what e may see relating to design and materials, etc.  
Mr. Kane stated they are pleased to listen to any suggestions, conversations, they have heard the concerns and they are open to direction, etc.  

Dr. Jon Kolkin, The Dawson, asked for a condition restricting bars on the property pointing out the concern relates to noise and the ability to sleep which is a public health issue.  Noise pollution is the main culprit of people not getting the proper amount of sleep.

Lonette Williams, pointed out the Central CAC voted to oppose the project on a 17-1 vote with two abstaining.  She stated the opposition relates to the lack of conformity or compliance with the Planning Commission and the City Council objectives relative to uniformity of zoning.  The CAC does not feel a 20 story building even with the proposed setbacks meets the objectives as that is two times the height of existing buildings in the area.  She stated they do not feel it fits the historic character of the neighborhood and provides proper quality of life for the area.  She expressed concern about the people losing the view in the area.
Jason Widen, 310 South Harrington Street, co-founder of HQ, indicated the Warehouse District is becoming a signature community.  He wants to see the City of Raleigh continue becoming an entrepreneur city.  Development in the area should be mindful of the character, arts, urban density and the businesses in the area.  He stated their vision is to have Raleigh become one of the top 10 innovative cities in the area, talked about the design should be in keeping with the character of the area and expressed his support of the rezoning.
Christopher Koisoho, indicated he is a resident of The West.  He talked about the increase and population of the area which increases noise pollution which needs to be addressed.  He supports development in the area but expressed concern about a 20 story tower.  He pointed out a lot of people are struggling with noise pollution.  He stated he supports the proposal but is concerned about possible noise pollution and the look of the tower.  He just does not want the businesses in the area to be impacted negatively.
Pamela Johnson, Park Devereux expressed concern about the development and the possibility of no active use.  She talked about active uses for Martin and Hargett Streets.  She talked about the long sides of the building on Harrington and West, a concern about lack of definition of the 45% non parking use, loading dock and read from the Comprehensive Plan for the area.  She expressed concern about blank walls on the side of the building and the need to require retail on all four sides.  She expressed concern about the height pointing out twelve stories or five stories is the more appropriate scale for the neighborhood.  She also expressed concern about the facades, the fact that there is no requirement for the iconic Dillon Supply sign to remain, the feeling that it is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan guidelines and the fact that it is proposed to have many parking spaces in access of what is required.  She talked about the need to increase pedestrian and bicycle uses and her concern that about being inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan.  She stated she had provided an email affidavit relative to her concerns.  
Mark Howard, a member of the Board of Devereux provided a short video and called on the Council to vote against the case.  

Robbie Lawson, a resident of the Dawson, spoke in support of the project.  He talked about the potential of the Warehouse District and Mr. Kane’s reputation and how he has proved himself with other projects throughout the city.  He stated he is representing a number of residents of Park Devereux, The Hue and The Dawson who supports this project.

Attorney Michael Birch talked about the UDO relating to active uses and urban frontage between a parking deck and the street.  He stated other frontages are driven by the building type and form.  He pointed out they have not applied frontage but are trying to go forward with the requirements as much as possible.  He talked about active uses, conditions which require street facing entrances, transparency requirements and how they have tried to follow the UDO requirements.  He talked about active uses being driven by building forms and types.  He stated he feels their request is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan pointing out the current zoning does not have a height limit and this project could be approved through the site plan process.  He stated they will be happy to take the input and submit revised conditions including keeping the Dillon Supply sign.  He pointed out it is felt this is a key location for the area, parking is an issue and this project will address some of those issues.  
No one else asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed.  Attorney Birch pointed out he will file conditions so that the case could be considered on July 21.  The Mayor stated the item would be placed on the July 21 agenda for further consideration.

REZONING Z-28-14 – SOUTH PERSON STREET – HEARING CLOSED – TO BE PLACED ON JULY 21, 2015 AGENDA

During the June 2, 2015 Council meeting, a hearing was held to consider Rezoning Z-28-14 – South Person Street.  Following the presentations and public comment, the hearing was held open in order to provide an opportunity for the applicant to present additional conditions as well as provide an opportunity for staff to validate the sufficiency of a protest petition.

The item was placed on the June 16, 2015 agenda and it was directed that it be placed on this agenda for further consideration.

Once the hearing is closed, the council may take action on the case.

Planner Bynum Walter explained the request and location and pointed out a valid statutory protest petition has been filed.  She explain the location, presented aerial views of the area, information on the existing zoning in the area, views of the location from various angles, proposed conditions which relates to fences along the east and south property lines, limited hours of operation for service/trash/recycle facilities, outdoor seating limited, exterior lighting limited in height with full cutoff capabilities, no on-site parking or vehicular surface areas between building and street, minimum of one primary street-facing entrance provided and direct pedestrian access from public sidewalk to the primary street facing entrance be provided and prohibiting bar, nightclub, tavern and lounge uses.  She presented a chart comparing the existing versus proposed zoning, explained the Future Land Use Map for the area, Urban Form Map and pointed out there are no outstanding issues.  She presented the Comprehensive Plan analysis indicating there are no inconsistent policies.  She explained the Planning Commission recommends approval by an 8-2 vote as they felt the proposal is consistent with the Future Land Use Map, Urban Form Map and pertinent policies of the comprehensive plan, is reasonable and in the public interest, will facilitate the reuse of the historic property and support provisions of goods and services to nearby residential development and is compatible with the surrounding area.
It is felt the retention of the Prince Hall Historic Overlay District provides continuity of design with adjacent and nearby properties and the offered conditions address potential light and noise impacts.  The Central CAC recommended denial by unanimous vote with two abstentions.
Attorney Andy Petesch, representing the applicant, presented updated conditions relating to hours of operation for trash and recycling facilities, adds prohibited uses of pawn shops, adult entertainment, commercial breweries and alcohol distilleries.  He also presented limited hours of operation which indicate facilities would close by 10:00 p.m. on Monday through Thursday, 11:00 p.m. on Friday and Saturday and 9:30 p.m. on Sunday.  The new conditions also limited the amount of outdoor seating, if any, to 65% of the amount of seating inside and required vendor deliveries to be made between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.
Mr. Weeks indicated following the presentation at the CAC meeting there were some questions asked and inquired as to whether there had been follow up with Attorney Petesch indicating he hopes that that will be completed within the next 24 to 28 hours.  Attorney Petesch talked about the issues that would be addressed at site plan such as height of the fence, storage of the utilities, etc.
Mr. Stephenson pointed out he appreciates the time and effort the applicant has put into this area and request explaining the applicant shows a tremendous respect to the history of the building and the neighborhood and he hopes that will continue and indicated he hopes conditions that are responsive to the comments made at the CAC meeting will be presented.  Attorney Petesch indicated there is no specific business or use plan for the property and at this point he cannot predict the site plan.  Lonnette Williams indicated Attorney Petesch did address the CAC at its Monday night meeting.  She stated all of the concerns have not been fully addressed and she understands it is difficult as there are no specific plan at this point and that concerns the neighborhood.  She stated in her opinion DX Zoning is inappropriate for the area because of its proximity to Shaw University, residential area, etc.  She stated there were concerns about the location of the outdoor seating and concern that it may block the sidewalk, uses that they do not feel is compatible with the neighborhood and just general concern that DX has too many permitted uses.  She stated a restaurant which serves alcohol is a concern as is outdoor seating on the sidewalk, truck deliveries, etc. 
Rhonda Rich talked about the site plan issues, and her concern that the UDO has not been passed at this point with the Mayor pointing out the UDO has been passed, the purpose of the hearing later today relates to remapping.  Ms. Rich pointed out the applicant has talked about a restaurant in this location and there are some things that could have been presented to the CAC to make it clearer and with more specific lines of communication, she feels a lot of the confusion could be resolved.  Everyone thinks about the worse case scenario and she feels it is inappropriate to close the hearing before the concerns have been addressed.  
No one else asked to be heard thus the hearing was closed and it was directed that the item be placed on the July 21, 2015 agenda to allow the applicant to present additional/amended conditions if so desired.  

REZONING Z-36-14 – OBERLIN ROAD – HEARING – TO BE PLACED ON THE AUGUST 4, 2015 AGENDA

During the May 5, 2015 Council meeting, a hearing was held to consider a request from Oberlin Gardens, Oberlin Road Land Leases, LLC, Capital Land Investment Company, and Catherine H. Wall to rezone approximately 2.14 acres from Residential Six with Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District (R-6 w/NCOD) to Residential Mixed Use – Three Stories – Conditional Use (RX3-CU).  The property is located on the east side of Oberlin Road, south of its intersection with Glover Lane.  At the hearing, the attorney representing the applicant asked that the hearing be held open and continued until this meeting in order to provide an opportunity to work through some of the site issue.
Once the hearing is closed, the Council may take action on the case.

Planner Bynum Walker indicated this is a continuation of the hearing and she would be glad to make a presentation if the Council so desires.

Attorney Michael Birch indicated this case was before the Council on May 5, 2015.  At that time he requested a deferral or continuation of the hearing to allow him to continue to work with some site issues that they felt would be impacted by the text change that is coming forth from staff.  They had also deferred conversations with the neighbors.  He stated he thought the text change would have been before the Council prior to this time as they had understood it would be brought to the Council within 60 days of the direction to staff.  He stated he now understands information on the text change will be presented to the Council on July 21.  He stated he had held off meeting with the neighbors and revisiting the conditions waiting on information on the text change therefore he is requesting that the hearing be continued until the 7:00 p.m. on the August 4, 2015 Council meeting.  
The Pastor of Wilson Temple on Oberlin Road spoke in opposition to the proposed rezoning.  He stated they are concerned about the impact on the area, congestion, vehicular congestion, etc.  He stated they are not against development but are concerned about the congestion along Oberlin Road.  There concern about the impact on the neighbors and the feeling that the development is encroaching on the historic neighborhood and is causing concerns.  Approximately 40 people stood in support of the pastor’s remarks.

Alison Maxwell, Community Deli Co-proprietor, indicated she had been in business and took the role as keeper of the historic Community Deli very seriously.  She talked about the history of the Deli and pointed out she had done a lot of research on Oberlin/Village and the Village freedman it became after the civil war.  She pointed out Mr. Stephenson had said the Deli would have to be razed to make room for a roundabout and she is in opposition to that.  She pointed out the location of the building and called on the Council to embrace Oberlin Village as a historic area, talked about the Hall House and other historical buildings in the area.  She called on the Council to help protect and embrace the area and not let it be wiped out by development.  She pointed out the City of Raleigh has already cut the nationhood in half with the widening and development of Wade Avenue.  Cameron Village continues to cut into the historic neighborhood.  She stated while she is excited about a 30 unit condo project and how it would help her business she is concerned about the impact on the neighborhood.  
Dialogue took place between Ms. Maxwell and Mr. Stephenson about comments about razing the Deli with Mr. Stephenson stating he did not make remarks about razing the Deli pointing out he lives on Oberlin Road in a historic house that his grandmother fought to keep and applauded Ms. Maxwell’s stewardship of the area.  
In response to questions from Ms. Baldwin, Transportation Planner Eric Lamb indicated there are no specific locations for roundabouts in the Oberlin/Wade area that he knows of.  There are plans for widening to three lanes.

The Pastor of Oberlin Baptist Church talked about development in the Oberlin Village area and what is happening in the area.  He called on every one to make sure any development that occurs in the area is consistent with what is there now. 
Sabrina Good, 602 Chamberlin Avenue, called on everyone to move slowly with development in the Oberlin Village area which she called a very special area in the City.  She asked every one to take advantage of what we have and called on the Council to not allow a wall of apartment/condo complexes along Oberlin Road.  She talked about Oberlin Cemetery’s application to be declared a historic site.  
Mr. Stephenson talked about the active outreach in the area and how he and Ms. Crowder had met with the group and their work to preserve the character of Oberlin Village and what they need to do to help protect the area.  Ms. Good talked about the disappearance of the historical markers and asked the Council to do whatever possible to help protect the area.

Robbie Trox, 1609 Canterbury Road, said the roundabouts came out of discussions between Council and the neighborhood residents.  He stated a roundabout would be the death of the historic deli and asked the Council to move slowly and do what is best for the community and not the developers.  
Mabel Patterson, 905 Oberlin Road, pointed out she just turned 79 and is “an original” as she has lived in the community her entire 79 years.  She talked about Martin Luther King, Jr. who led the way for Blacks to fight for their lives.  She called on the Council to do what it could to protect the little bit of Oberlin Village that is left and bring the neighborhoods and communities together for the good of the City.  She asked the Council to consider making sure that any development blends in with what is there.  They are not Cameron Village, they are Oberlin Village.

Judith Guest, Latta House Foundation, pointed out they are in opposition to the request and any removal of the Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District which was designed to protect not dissect or remove Oberlin Village. She called on the Council to honor Oberlin Village history and promote and help preserve it.  

Ms. Baldwin asked about connectivity in the area with Mr. Lamb pointing out there is no east west connection nor cross streets in the area with Ms. Baldwin questioning if that could be a part of the rezoning conditions.  Whether there could be the opportunity to provide public streets or address the public street issue was talked about.  
No one else asked to be heard and Mayor McFarlane announced the hearing will be held and placed on the August 4, 2015 agenda for further comment.

APPOINTMENTS

APPOINTMENTS – VARIOUS ACTIONS TAKEN
The City Clerk reported the following results of the ballot vote:

Appearance Commission – One Vacancy – Mr. Maiorano had nominated David Kelly.

Board of Adjustment – One Vacancy – Mr. Maiorano and Ms. Baldwin nominated Judson Root

Historic Cemeteries Advisory Board – One Vacancy – Ms. Baldwin nominated Bardion Culbret

Raleigh Sister Cities – One Vacancy – Ms. Baldwin nominated Jeannie Tedrow

Raleigh Historic Development Commission – Three Vacancies  Esther Hall – 6 (Gaylord, McFarlane, Stephenson, Baldwin, Weeks, Crowder); Caleb Smith – 6 (Gaylord, Odom,  McFarlane, Baldwin, Weeks, Crowder); Curtis Kasefang – 4 (Odom, McFarlane, Stephenson, Crowder); Kaye Webb – 5 (Gaylord, Odom, Stephenson, Baldwin, Weeks).
Substance Abuse Advisory Commission – One Vacancy – No nominees

The City Clerk announced the appointments of Esther Hall, Caleb Smith and Kaye Webb to the Raleigh Historic Development Commission.  The other items will be carried over to the next meeting.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

NO REPORT

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY CLERK

Minutes of the June 2, 2015 and the June 15, 2015 Council meeting minutes were included in the agenda packet.  Mr. Odom moved approval as presented.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.

TAXES – RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Council members received in the agenda packet a proposed resolution adjusting, rebating or refunding penalties, exemptions and relieving interest for late listing of property for ad valorem taxes.  Adoption is recommended.  Mr. Odom moved adoption of the resolution as presented.  His motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  The Mayer ruled the motion adopted on an 8-0 vote.  See Resolution 137.
CLOSED SESSION

CLOSED SESSION – HELD

Mayor McFarlane stated a motion is in order to enter closed session pursuant to G.S.143-318.11(a)(5) for the purpose of instructing city staff how to proceed in the acquisition of interest in real property as follows:  potential property acquisition in the area of Raleigh Union Station.  Mayor McFarlane moved approval of the motion as read.  Her motion was seconded by Mr. Weeks and a roll call vote resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  Mayor McFarlane reported Mr. Maiorano was excused from the closed session.  The Mayor ruled the motion adopted and the Council went into closed session at 4:05 p.m.  
The Council reconvened in open session at 5:20 p.m.  Mayor McFarlane announced that staff gave direction on now to proceed with the property acquisition in the area of Raleigh Union Station.

Recess: There being no further business, Mayor McFarlane announced the meeting recessed at 5:20 p.m. to be reconvened at 7:00 p.m.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk

jt/CC07-07-15

The City Council of the City of Raleigh met in a regular reconvened meeting at 7:00 p.m. on Tuesday, July 7, 2015 in the City Council Chamber, Room 201 of the Raleigh Municipal Building, Avery C. Upchurch Government Complex, 222 W. Hargett Street, Raleigh, North Carolina, with all Council members present (Mr. Maiorano was participating via telephone).
The Mayor called the meeting to order and the following items were discussed with action taken as shown.  

JOINT HEARING WITH THE RALEIGH HISTORIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

RALEIGH HISTORIC LANDMARKS – PROPOSAL RELATING TO 122 PERQUIMANS DRIVE – HEARING – REFERRED TO RALEIGH HISTORIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

This was a hearing to receive public comment on the following proposed Raleigh Historic Landmarks:
· Owner-Initiated Application – Owen and Dorothy Smith Housel, 122 Perquimans Drive

· RHDC-Sponsored – Gethsemane Seventh Day Adventist Church, 501 South Person Street

Once the hearing is closed, the item should be referred to the Raleigh Historic Development Commission to consider the State’s recommendation and any information received during the public hearing.
Raleigh Historic Development Commission members present included Flora Wadelington, Jenny Harper, Rachel Rumsey, Kiernan McGorty, Janette Coleridge-Taylor, Fred Belledin and Laurie Jackson.

Tania Tulley, Department of Planning and Development recognized the members present particularly Flora Wadelington, Chair of Research Committee.  Ms. Tulley indicated all requirements of the North Carolina General Statues and City Code, proceeding the scheduling of this public hearing, have been complied with.  The Raleigh Historic Development Commission reviewed the reports on April 21, 2015 and found they meet the criteria for designations.  The reports were referred by the City Council to the North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources, as required by statue, and copies of the State’s comments are included in Council member’s agenda packet. The State had minor suggestion for one of the reports which has been incorporated.  
Ms. Tulley indicated the first property under consideration is Gethsemane Seventh Day Adventist Church, 501 South Person Street.  The property was constructed in the 1921-22 time period and is architecturally significant for its method of construction – un-reinforced concrete blocks decorated with quartz pieces.  The simple detail gothic revival style church building is one of three churches within the East Park – South Park National Register Historic District to retain its historic integrity.  The church is also culturally significant as the first Seventh Day Adventist Church black or white established in Raleigh.  

Ms. Tulley explained the seconded is the owner initiated application of Owen and Dorothy Smith house, 122 Perquimans Drive.  Mr. Smith is the owner, architect and builder of the house which was constructed in the 1954-59 time period.  It is significant for its modernistic architectural design.  The house is an excellent and intact example of the softer Wright-influenced, “Humanist” mode of modernism that occurred in Raleigh in the 1950s.  It’s board and batten siding and Wake County stone create an approachable and organic feeling and present a distinctive façade.  The house integrates with nature through formal garden places, naturalistic landscaping, walkways, loggia and a screened porch.  This type house is locally rare.  Intact examples like the Owen Smith house are significant as representatives of an important architectural trend in the post war period.
The Mayor opened the hearing, no one asked to be thus the hearing was closed.   Mayor McFarlane stated the item would be referred to the Raleigh Historic Development Commission as outlined.

REQUEST AND PETITIONS OF CITIZENS

HOUSING – WORK FORCE AND AFFORDABLE – COMMENTS RECEIVED

Joseph P. Rappl, Congregations for Social Justice had asked permission to make a presentation and ask for specific actions to ensure that work force and affordable housing to become priorities in the city.  
Mr. Rappl introduced Cathy Tamsberg, Associate Pastor of Pullen Memorial Baptist Church, who indicated she was before the Council today as the facilitator of Congregations for Social Justice which is a multi-faith and multi-racial and includes members of yearly 40 congregations and nonprofits in Raleigh.  She stated they are committed to advocacy for public policies that will create a better Raleigh for all people especially our most vulnerable neighbors.  Affordable housing has been a focus of theirs since their founding nearing a decade ago.  She asked those persons present who were in support of their comments to stand and approximately 50 people stood.  She stated there were another 50 or so outside who could not get into the Council Chamber.  Reverend Tamsberg presented the following prepared statement:

We are here today to affirm the efforts of both the Council and City staff to seriously address the growing shortage of affordable housing in our city.  We want to urge you to become pro-active, think and act outside the box, and perhaps even take some risks for the individuals and families who need your help the most – some of whom are employees of the city.

Between 2000 and 2012, Raleigh experienced a 97% growth in its poor population.  (In 2000, 66,177 families were considered poor by federal standards.  This number grew to 130,342 in the 2008-2012 count).  This increases the need for workforce and affordable housing well beyond the numbers of units we have been able to develop in the recent past.  As our city continues to grow and more and more affordable units are re-developed into high-end housing, we cannot just do a little better with the programs and funding sources we have in place and expect to solve this problem.  Affordable housing is necessary for the health of our city.  Economic segregation is no better for us than racial segregation.

How can you solve this problem?  With political will and a commitment not only to doing the right things, but doing them in the proper sequence to ensure success.

First, approve your draft Affordable Housing Plan, draft Downtown Visioning Plan, and a draft Scattered-Site or Housing Replacement Plan.  All of these plans, when approved, will affect other plans and actions being considered by the Council.  Please begin your efforts to lead here, work out the details and put these plans in place before you approve more and more re-development in the city.

Second, adopt best practices and new housing ideas from around the country and push the current envelope.  The number of units needed is huge.  Do not be afraid of the real number.  Start there, not with the idea of what we can do with current staffing or funding, or what we have been able to accomplish in the past.  Determine the true need in the city and address it.

Third, housing leaders in our city are ready and willing to assist you.  A housing commission, or extended time task force is used with considerable success in many other cities.  A commission would help you focus on this issue and assist with the work that needs to be done.

We are grateful for the attention you and the staff are giving to this issue and we will assist in any way we can. If Raleigh is going to be the fair, compassionate and dynamic community we all want it to be, we simply have to make decent, affordable housing available to all of our neighbors.  We can’t honestly call ourselves a great city until all of us have a decent place to call home.

The comments were received.

PARKING FEES – DOWNTOWN RALEIGH – ADMINISTRATION TO WORK WITH THE GROUP

David Meeker introduced those with him pointing out they were before the Council to discuss the night time and weekend parking fees for downtown which were passed a few weeks ago.  He stated he had tried to meet with all parties concerned, day time workers including folks from Poyner Spruill and PNC who want clean garages, Sally Edwards from Marbles Museum who wants low income families to have access to Marbles on nights and weekends, Gordon Dash and Mike Kennon of City parking who want clean garages and a balanced budget, Michelle Hill of the North Carolina Master Chorale who says her members couldn’t afford to come down for practice and thus they wouldn’t practice downtown if they had to pay at night and of course the restaurant owners who are worried about a significant drop in business.  He stated he is representing some of the restaurant owners including Ashley Christensen who has about 10 of her team present, Van Nolintha of Bida Manda, Angela Salamanca of Centro, Parker Kennedy of Café Luna, Sean Degnan of Buku and his partners Chris Powers and David Lockwood of the Busy Bee Café, Trophy Brewing and State of Beer.  

Mr. Meeker indicated the reason for the fees was the garages need more maintenance and the parking budget has not been balanced in recent years.  He stated every one recognizes there is a problem that needs to be resolved.  Mr. Meeker pointed out there is no fee to park in any other part of the city other than Glenwood South and the restaurants are struggling in that location.  North Hills tired charging a fee but there was customer outrage so they had to stop.  Mr. Meeker stated they know the $5 fee will stop some folks from coming downtown but no one knows how many.  He talked about the possibility of phasing the fee which would allow the businesses to catch any big drops in sales without putting anybody out of business.  

Mr. Meeker pointed out he understands City staff made the $5 fee recommendation on all nights and weekends and the City staff is in charge of keeping the decks clean.  He stated however they are not in charge of making sure downtown stays successful and continues to grow and asked the Council to try to find some compromise between staff’s recommendation and where we are today that is, no fee at all so that the problems can be solved without creating a fall out of businesses that could become a bigger problem.  He stated a lot of conversation downtown recently has been about late night noise on Fridays and Saturdays.  He suggested that we all encourage the restaurants to be going after the dinner and brunch business and not after the late night crowds.  He stated if the City charges all the time and reduces the dinner and brunch business then the restaurants would be forced to go after and rely on late night crowds even more.  He stated Friday and Saturday night after 9:00 p.m. are busy times downtown.  It is also when most of the damage is occurring.  He stated if we can come up with a plan to generate some parking revenue and prevent some of the maintenance, may be the budget numbers would not be as far a part as all were thinking.  He stated the $5 after 9 on Friday and Saturday would negatively affect their business but they are all willing to take that hit in the greater spirit of compromise for a clean downtown.  He stated the museum folks are concerned about having the museums being accessible to everyone and not just people who can afford the $5 fee explaining at Marbles most of the low income programs take place at night during the week or on the weekends.  The late night fee on Friday and Saturday would not affect the museums.  He talked about the possibility of phasing the fees and asked the Council to consider taking a second look at these fees and start with charging only after 9:00 p.m. on Friday and Saturday nights.  
Mayor McFarlane stated the proposed fee does not take effect until December of 2015.  She talked about asking DRA to get a group together and working on the issue pointing out it is no one’s intention to hurt business owners the City is just trying to solve the problems and have clean decks.  She stated she understands staff is working on some of the ideas and would work with the group.  Ms. Baldwin stated she did not feel that the restaurant owners’ voices were heard as clearly as they should have been during this process.  Mr. Gaylord stated hopefully everyone could come to some resolution and look at the idea of phasing in the fees.  In response to questions from Ms. Crowder, the Mayor indicated they would work directly with the City and the City could provide a mediator such as Gordon Dash or Mike Kennon for this process.  The comments were received and referred to administration.
MATTERS SCHEDULED FOR PUBLIC HEARING

REZONING Z-27-14 – CITY-WIDE REMAPPING OF UDO REZONING DISTRICTS – HEARING – CONTINUED UNTIL JULY 21, 2015 AT 6:00 P.M.

This is a hearing to consider a request from the City of Raleigh to rezone approximately 41,000 acres from districts permitting high-density residential and nonresidential uses, as described in Chapter 10 of the City of Raleigh Code of Ordinances (Residential-15, Residential-20, Residential-30, Special Residential-30, Residential Business (RB), Office & Institution-1 (O&I-1), Office & Institution-2 (O&I-2), Office & Institution-3 (O&I-3), Buffer Commercial (BC), Shopping Center (SC), Neighborhood Business (NB), Business (B), Thoroughfare District (TD), Industrial-1 (I-1), or Industrial-2 (I-2)) to residential, mixed-use, and special districts as described in the City of Raleigh Unified Development Ordinance (Residential Mixed-Use (RX), Office Park (OP), Office Mixed-use (OX), Neighborhood Mixed-Use (NX), Commercial Mixed-Use (CX), Downtown Mixed-Use (DX), Industrial Mixed-Use (IX), Heavy Industrial (IH), or Planned Development (PD)), as well as height and frontage designations for select mixed use districts as delineated online, maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping.

Once the hearing is closed, the council may take action on the case.

Planner Travis Crane presented an overview of the process from start to date stating third phase of a project which started with the adoption of the 2030 Comprehensive Plan.  In 2009 and the City started writing the UDO which was adopted in 2013.  He indicated when the map is approved, UDO will be applied across the City and that will be the last phase in which it is fully implemented.  He pointed out property presently zoned R-1 through R-10 will not be impacted or remapped.  He talked about the mapping methodology explaining staff’s approach was to be very conservative and try to make the map a translation of current zoning and policy that would not curtain land use entitlements and one that would not create nonconformities.  He talked about over 45,000 mailings were sent out, City receiving almost 1800 comments and answering each of those.  He talked about the changes that were made on the proposed zoning.  He explained the Planning Commission work, number of meetings over a period of time, some 40 hours of study review of 311 items and changing 120 on the map.  He explained the Planning Commission’s recommendations are consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and the Planning Commission recommends approval pointing out there are some 25 findings and reasons.  He talked about the City Council review and what happens after the public hearing.  He pointed out the City Council has the option to make restrictive changes to the zoning map, talked about the transition process for pending development approvals and the effective date to allow time for implementations, consideration of site plans, submittals under part 10, pending changes, etc.  He talked about how pending cases could be addressed under either code.  
Mayor McFarlane indicated the City has initiated some ground rules for speakers due to the large turn out.  She stated the Council had decided to conclude the hearing at 10:00 p.m. and the decision will be made at that time regarding continuation of the hearing if necessary.  She stated everyone wishing to speak has already signed up and she would be calling out 5 to 7 names at the time and every one gets to speak one time for 2 minutes only.  She explained delegating time to another speaker will not be allowed, staff has made an attempt to group speakers into similar topics, when names are called those people should make their way to the front of the Council Chamber where seats have been reserved, and when called approach the podium and speak into the microphone stating name and address for the record.  She again asked that every one be mindful of the limit of 2 minutes per speaker and to be respectful of those coming after and keep to the 2 minute time limit.  She stated a bell will ring at the conclusion of the 2 minutes and at that time the speaker should clear the podium for the next speaker.  The Mayor opened the hearing to the public.
Octavia Rainey, 1516 East Lane, spoke in opposition to the portion of the East College Park rezoning, referring to the area from the corner of Oakwood to Waldrop to Pender as she feels it will wipe out black people’s homes.  She asked that the area between Fisher/Boyer/Waldrop be taken out as should the area at the end of Maple Street which is CX3-Ul.  She pointed out the black part of New Bern Avenue which is proposed for CX should be removed.  She expressed concern about the minority community as she feels it will wipe out the area.  She stated College Park isn’t Washington Terrance.  She talked about the area that is being threatened and how she feels the UDO will wipe the area out as the City wiped out Smokey Hollow years ago which was one of the 17 neighborhoods that make up the North Central CAC.  She talked about the threat today and how East College Park is under the same threat as was Smokey Hollow.
David Cox, 1902 Stoney Trace Court, pointed out on May 12 a rezoning request on 1500 and 1540 Dunn Road to NX for commercial development was denied on an 8-0 vote of the City Council.  He stated tonight there is a proposal to remap the same properties once again to NX for commercial development.  He stated rezoning to NX was requested by the owners of the property to gain substantial entitlements that do not currently exist and an owner has that right to make such a request.  He stated in contrast the City’s policy for remapping is not to increase entitlements but simply to assign a UDO zoning district which closely matches current zoning and NX is not a close match.  He pointed out currently retail is limited to 3,000 square feet per floor, per building and prohibits fuel sales, drive ins, drive thru and vehicular service, repair, sales and rentals.  In contrast NX has no limitations on size and allows all of those prohibited uses.  It is not a match for the current zoning.  He stated according to the City’s guidelines, OX is the preferred zoning as a match for Buffer Commercial.  It is a far better match it limits retail to 4,000 square feet per floor per building and like current zoning prohibits the stated uses.  OX does not allow stand alone retail and they recognize that the owners want stand alone retail and therefore his group offers the following solution.  They ask that the City first map the properties to OX and then allow the owners to submit a conditional use zoning request that would limit retail to 4,000 square feet per floor per building, prohibit fuel sales, drive-ins, drive-thru and the vehicular service, repair, sales and rentals.  They feel that is a fair and equitable solution for the owners, the surrounding homeowners and remains true to the goals of remapping.  
Tim Niles, 11509 Midlavian Drive spoke in opposition to remapping the Dunn Road properties to NX.  He stated a year ago the City sent out notifications asking citizens to comment directly on the proposed changes in order to have a say in the outcome and said “this is a big undertaking and we want you to help us get it right.”  He stated the citizens in the area used the City’s remapping web site and submitted their concerns and at one point the Dunn Road properties had more comments than any other in the city.  He pointed out the Comprehensive Planning Committee provided input, the Commission was asked to review the Buffer Commercial zoned properties that were located near neighborhoods or environmentally sensitive areas and consider whether they would be better remapped to either OX or RX instead of NX.  The Dunn Road properties were included in the list the Commission was asked to review.  The Planning Commission submitted their final report to City Council which states specifically that neither the City’s Planning staff nor the Commission made any recommendation to the Council for the Dunn Road properties because Z-1-14 was ongoing; so even through though the City asked for input to help get this remapping process right no discussion has been had nor has any consideration been given to the input.  The members of City Council must be fully aware that no one has made any recommendation about the appropriateness of remapping these properties to NX.  The Planning Commission could have taken the opportunity to review the Dunn Road properties after the Council voted unanimously to deny Z-1-14 but they chose not to.  He stated members of the Council cannot vote for the remapping of these properties and justify that vote by referring to a recommendation from the Planning Commission that does not exist.  The City’s promise to give citizens a say in the outcome has not been kept on these properties.  The citizens overwhelmingly asked with their comments that these properties not be remapped to NX because doing so would harm the neighborhoods.  No one has said it better than Councilman Stephenson did with the reasoning put forth in his motion to deny the rezoning on May 12 which indicated reasoning that this body unanimously agreed to.  They asked that the Council show the same reasoning and remap these properties to OX instead of NX.  

Bob Fry, 1409 Coolmore Drive explained he lives near the area of the Dunn Road properties, has been in real estate development over 40 years and pointed out he is confused about this proposal.  He called on the Council to make a decision for the long term.  He talked about the action taken on Rezoning Z-1-14 and how the Council acted right in that case and he pointed out Mr. Mullins and Mr. Austin had said they would meet to discuss alternatives and hopefully every one can come to a compromise.  He called on the Council to remap the areas OX not NX.  
George Farthing, 11208 Tinsley Court, talked about the Fanville Drive properties that are presently zoned BC but are proposed to be remapped to NX.  He stated he agrees with other speakers that NX would threaten their neighborhood.  He talked about Falls Lake, Falls River and Falls Dam which are great attractions for families and pointed out if this property is zoned to NX eventually they could see something like a 24/7 Sheets or other gasoline station at the base of the river.  He asked the Council to deny the remapping to NX.  

Michael O’Sullivan, 1704 Wescott Drive, representing the Woods Springs Homeowner Association spoke against the remapping of 1500 and 1540 Dunn Road to NX.  He talked about his presentation on Z-1-14 which indicated that covenants of the Woods Spring neighborhood protect the community against commercial development on the Whittington parcel adjacent to the Dunn Road properties.  He stated every one in their neighborhood have the understanding and expectation that these covenants protect their investment.  He stated Z-1-14 was denied and he understands that in 2008 the Council denied rezoning for some 20,000 square feet on the exact same Dunn Road properties the City is proposing to rezone now.  He stated this is not making sense.  He talked about the applicant in Z-1 holding them hostage to the Z-27-14 case pointing out they were told by the applicants attorney that the City’s proposed remapping of the Dunn properties could lead to something worse for their community.  He stated remapping and ultimately developing these properties under NX with no conditions is a slippery slope, it will be used as a precedent to rezone all properties along Whittington as well.  He stated remapping to NX he feels will cede the City Council’s authority and eliminate neighbors input in what ultimately happens at Dunn and Falls Roads.  He stated Z-27-14 is not reasonable and not in the public interest and voting to rezone these properties would be a betrayal to their entire community.  He called on the Council to affirm their previous votes and deny this rezoning.
Vicki Crenshaw, 1604 Elegance Drive, talked about her discussion and plead on behalf of her neighbors in Bedford who oppose the rezoning of the properties. at Dunn Road.  She stated Mr. Stephenson made his motion to deny Z-1-14 as it was not reasonable and not in the public interest because it was incompatible with the Comprehensive Plan, not compatible with the capacity of the street system and incompatible with long range plans for land in the urban watershed protection overlay district and the only difference in that case and this case is a name change from rezoning to remapping.  She stated it is difficult to understand why the properties are still proposed as NX as on May 12 the Council voted and said NX was incompatible but now the proposal is to rezone the property anyway with no restrictions meaning a destination shopping center with the same thousands of vehicles a day through their neighborhood streets as well as gas stations, drive-thru and drive –in is clearly not what the citizens understand to be an objective of the city-wide remapping.  The property is the same as it was seven weeks ago, it hasn’t changed since 2008 when Z-32-08 for the exact same 4.1 acres was denied and she urged the Council to remember the comments made in all of those cases and apply them to the proposed remapping.  She stated the Council has the facts to get it right and ask Council to remap 1500 and 1540 Dunn Road to OX not NX. 
Bill Mullins, 266 West Millbrook Road, indicated he and his partner Dan Austin have owned the property since 1983.  At that time there was no water and sewer in Dunn Road and talked about the long history of the zoning in the area.  He talked about Z-1-14 which involves some 13 acre, past actions and support of the Planning Commission, Comprehensive Plan for the area and called on the Council to approve the NX remapping.

Tom Worth, Jr., representing Mullins and Austin, presented a statement which indicates those properties are presently zoned Buffer Commercial conditional use with urban watershed protection overlay district.  The properties are now proposed by the Planning Staff and Planning Commission to be rezoned to NX-3-CU W/WPOD.  On behalf of his clients he presented the following conditions which he suggested to be applied to these properties in addition to the conditions presently applicable to those properties imposed by Z-55-94.  
2.
i.
Vehicular Fuel Sales

j.
Vehicular Services, all types

k.
Eating Establishments with drive-in facilities are prohibited

Eating Establishments with drive-thru facilities which utilize grills or fryers to prepare food on-site are prohibited; however Eating Establishments with drive-thru facilities which sell coffee, tea, juices, soft drinks, water smoothies, ice cream and/or donuts, cinnamon buns, scones, similar pastries and sandwiches are permitted.

5. Retail sales shall be limited to a total of thirty thousand square feet (30,000 SF) of

gross floor area, whether contained in one or more retail establishments(s).

6. Prior to issuance of a building permit for construction upon the property if then

Comprised of more than one lot, the owner of the property shall cause to be recorded in the Wake County Registry a restrictive covenant which allocates Retail Sales gross floor area (described in Condition 5) upon the property to all lots of record comprising the property.  Such restrictive covenant shall be approved by the City Attorney or his designee prior to recordation of the restrictive covenant and such restrictive covenant shall be recorded within 45 days following its approval by City officials.  Such restrictive covenant shall provide that it may be amended or terminated only with the prior written consent of the City Attorney or his designee.

He asked the Council to look at the history, look into the concerns of the neighborhood and asked that the Council look at this case in a fresh light.

Bob Perry, 10813 CrossChurch Lane, indicated when a motion is made you do not have to have a second.  On May 19, Mr. Stephenson moved to rezone 1500 and 1540 Dunn Road to OX.  There was no second.  He talked about the action that took place on May 12 and he thinks that some people voted against the case just to get it off the table.  He called on the Council to support what they supported on May 12.  

Angela Hatchell, 7716 Fiesta Way, pointed out she has lived there for 44 years and seen many changes.  She called on the Council to deny the rezoning of the property between Fiesta Way and Bolero Way and across the street from Fiesta Way currently occupied by the Hibernian Pub.  She stated since 1971 Falls of Neuse has been a 5 lanes of traffic and has seen an increase in development.  She stated as a result of that development they now have a serious drainage problem in their yards, an increasing in traffic due to people using the streets as a cut through, increasing trash, parking along their streets as patrons go to the pub and a noise nuisance issue due to bands playing until 1:30 a.m. on Friday and Saturday nights.  She stated the Falls of Neuse Corridor was suppose to be a mixed use area with residential and commercial property however it has evolved into a mostly commercial corridor which has negatively affected those who live near it. She stated the proposal is to allow up to 3 story commercial uses on the lot that adjourns her property as well as 3 story buildings across the street.  She feels that will negatively impact the residential owners by lowering their property values, affect their privacy, health and safety.  She stated taller buildings with mixed use will increase the asphalt area and increase an already difficult water run-off problem and will invite the public and patrons to be in close proximity to the private homes.  She expressed a fear of increase noise nuisance, traffic, deliveries, night lighting, potential increase in crime, increase in traffic, speeding, talked about the fact that within a mile radius there is empty commercial space so she sees no need for more.  She expressed concern about the landscaping on the east side of Falls of Neuse Road being negatively impacted and expressed concern that the property owners in her neighborhood did not receive the post cards that many have mentioned.  
Ian Shields, 318 Polk Street expressed concern about the property going mixed use, pointing out Oakwood is historical and called in Council to take a close look at assigning zoning in the area as there is and could be a lot of nonconforming properties and expressed concern about increase in density.
In response to questioning, it was pointed out the concern relates to the Blount Street commons at the north east corner of Oakwood and the 600 block of Watauga and surrounding area.  

Eva Feucht, 111 North Bloodworth Street, talked about couples with small children that are moving away from the area and she didn’t understand until she saw what was happening.  She asked the Council to slow down pointing out she is very concerned about all of the changes and the Council should move slowly.

Jason Horne, 111 North Bloodworth Street, quoted Forest Gump, “I am not a smart man” pointing out that is how he felt after he got the postcard.  He does not totally understand but echoes his wife’s concern about the need to protect our historic structures and need to move slowly.

Chris Crew, 306 Elm Street, expressed appreciation for the work of the City to develop the UDO and the opportunity given to the citizens to provide guidance.  He stated he is concerned about development that may occur that is not in the character of Oakwood.  He talked about the number of acres, houses and people and compared the tax value and property taxes to the same values of property at the corner of Six Forks and Strickland Roads.  He talked about the goal of the UDO of enhancing density pointing out Oakwood is already dense.  People come to Raleigh just to visit Oakwood.  He pointed out the devil is in the detail and the map itself.  He stated Planning should make sure all of the laws, policies and processes are observed and enforced.  He also talked about the stakeholders receiving ample notice of all policies.  

Gail Weisner, 505 Euclid Street, indicated she also owns 401 East Lane Street and she is less than 100 feet from two properties that are being rezoned.  She stated she received a letter last Friday about the proposal pointing out she never received any post cards, etc.  She stated the people in her area were not aware that the remapping affected their area as there were no signs posted in Oakwood.  People didn’t understand what was happening.  She stated however she just last week she learned that there has been significant changes made to the NX zoning, it will now allow bars.  They are concerned about the increase in height that will be allowed; concerned about the Historic Overlay District regulations will not be any protection against development that will occur, NX allows commercial parking lots.  She stated she fears what will happen to Oakwood and talked about what happened in Delworth in Charlotte.  She talked about the number of tear downs, what is scheduled for demolition and how long it will take for this type thing will happen in Oakwood.  She called on Council to do something to protect Oakwood.  

Bruce Miller, 406 East Lane Street, pointed out he is not sure what he is concerned about, zoning issues are complex, the issue was brought to light so quickly, no one recalls getting any post cards, it is a big proposal and he fears the potential unanticipated consequences for Oakwood.  He expressed concern about being given only two minutes to talk about his concerns.  He asked the Council to do whatever to protect the historic districts such as Prince Hall and Oakwood, maintain the current zoning and in the future be sure to give everyone an opportunity to understand what is being proposed.  
Paula Huot, 534 East Jones Street, stated she lives in the Buffer Commercial zoning district and expressed concern about introducing commercial, unlimited retail, bars and nightclubs in Oakwood.  She called on the Council to protect the historic district.  She stated as she understands NX allows bars and nightclubs.  She asked the Council to consider setting aside any changes to Oakwood and not make it a part of this massive rezoning, she talked about the Governor living three blocks away and the need to protect the historic district.  She stated the City of Raleigh makes the top 10 list almost daily and introducing NX3DE causes concern.  
Mary Iverson, 603 Polk Street, stated she moved to the area after she fell in love with Oakwood talked about purchasing a home, talked about the beauty and the closeness, etc., of the Oakwood Community.  She expressed concern that the letter about this proposal was dated 3 weeks ago and only arrived last week.  There were no signs, no notice.  She stated in addition they just found out that NX 3 was changed just a week ago and allows so much more.  She called on the Council to remove Oakwood from this proposed rezoning.

Jerry Nowell, 312 East Jones Street, indicated his family has lived in this area all of his life.  He expressed concern that this rezoning will change the face of Oakwood forever, will bring greater density, make Oakwood less attractive, devalue their property and asked the Council to do whatever possible to help protect the area, keep it a City of Oaks, not a city of parking lots, etc.  
Matthew Brown, 601 East Lane Street, Community Development Chair for this Society of the Preservation of Historic Oakwood applauded the City’s efforts to improve the zoning code and hearing from the citizens, however they feel that several of the changes will threaten Oakwood integrity.  He stated almost the entire portion of Oakwood south of Edenton Street is proposed to be rezoned to allow bars, night clubs, restaurants serving alcohol and unlimited retail yet this part of Oakwood is all historic houses, some are used as offices, but most are homes and allowing bars and restaurants and retail will render the area less attractive for maintaining a home and will increase pressure to demolish housing to create parking lots.  He stated office may need parking for a couple of clients but a bar and restaurant will need parking for 20 or more customers.  He stated the current height limit for most of Oakwood is 40 feet which translates to two stories including HVAC and foundation.  They have no 3-story buildings but under the new proposal all of the mixed use parts of Oakwood will have a limit of 50 feet or 3 stories.  He stated every one feels the UDO should preserve Raleigh’s few remaining historic treasurers therefore the Board of Directors of the Society of the Preservation of Historic Oakwood has voted unanimously to request that Oakwood’s new zoning be equivalent to its existing zoning and any changes be proposed later not as a part of a massive wide rezoning.  
Mr. Stephenson pointed out most of the older homes in Historic Oakwood are in O&I zoning.  Under the old code these residents were given an appropriate protective transitional yard but under the new code they will not have that, there is no transition provided. 

Mary Loveloc, 314 Polk Street stated she had lived in dense area like New York City.  She stated Oakwood does not need more density.  She stated mark bars and restaurants and there is a lot of noise and the idea of living in an area so close to bars and restaurants is a concern to her.  
In response questioning from the Mayor, Planning Director Bowers explained the current zoning in the area.

Ann Forsthoeval, 313 Polk Street, expressed dismay and anger at the amount of so called development in Raleigh which was a nice quiet town in 1998 when she and her husband moved to the area.  She stated the City appears to bend over backwards to acquiesce to the whims of so called developers whose sole interest is cramming as many units on property they buy for the sake of greed without concern for the impact of the neighborhoods.  She stated the west side of the 200 block of Polk, south of Peace, is now completely devoid of trees.  So-called developers were allowed to kill all of the trees, which they are allowed to do virtually, it appears, unrestricted on properties they buy.  She stated the City allows that.  She stated the rezoning purports to have as a goal that residential streets should provide an appropriate canopy.  She stated however you can’t bulldoze mature trees and plant a few twigs to compensate for the enormous loss.  She stated the first units were pretty two-story townhouses with garages but the second phase opposite Krispy Crème is indisputably ugly.  The third phase is now being built 4 stories high.  Oakwood just across the street consists of one and two story homes.  She stated the Comprehensive Plan reports to have, as a goal, sensitivity to context, avoiding jarring transitions in height, used or integrity; however, so call developers are being allowed to write the rules.  The units are built almost smack up to the sidewalk with very little setback or greenery.  She expressed concern about the absence of adequate on-street parking and talked about the lack of parking for Oakwood homeowners.  She stated she has to compete with renters to park in front of her own house and it will only get worse as nearby condos are completed.  She asked that the City Council show at least equal meaningful concern and consideration for existing homeowners and long term residents as it does for so call developers.  She asked that the vacant historic homes on Person Street and nearby areas be used for residential single-family dwellings for which they were originally built or subdivided into apartments or sold for commercial use or mixed use purposes.  
Dana Folley, 710 North Bloodworth Street, indicated she had lived in Oakwood since 1988.  She talked about Grosvenor Square and her concern that there wouldn’t be enough parking.  She stated since then there have been 3 bars, and restaurants, etc., added in a two block area.  It is a pedestrian business area so it is appropriate to have businesses.  She stated what is being proposed is just 6 blocks away.  They did not know about the changes until last Wednesday.  She is very worried about changing conditions which she feels will encourage taller buildings which will turn the area into a commercial area. 

Nancy Mullins, 103 West Aycock Street, indicated she moved to Raleigh in 2009 as she was attracted by the small residential neighborhoods.  She stated however since they moved to the area there has been 20 newly constructed homes in two blocks.  Mostly teardowns of tiny homes so that 3 story houses that take up the entire lot can be built.  She expressed concern pointing out she thought the UDO was suppose to help protect the neighborhood but it doesn’t seem to be doing that.  She talked about the dense neighborhood, her concern about replacing the small older homes with large expensive homes and reducing affordable housing.  She asked the Council to slow down and consider historic neighborhoods.
Don Becom, 308 North East Street, stated he was representing a group called Oak City preservation alliance which was formed to help protect Raleigh’s historic treasures.  He called on the Council to slow down and find a solution to rezoning.  He stated the UDO is a great idea but he cannot support the current mapping proposal.  He expressed concern about NX especially for the area east of Edenton and allowing bars, restaurants, etc. in that area.  

Terry Becom, 308 North East Street, spoke in opposition to remapping the southern portion of Oakwood to NX.  She stated it is fine to have increased density downtown but not all areas need dense development if it leads to gentrification of working class neighborhoods.  A lot of people are concerned. 

Judy Payne, 1105 West Lenior Street, echoed concerns expressed by the Oakwood residents indicating the same is true for the Boylan Heights area.  She expressed concern about DX going into heavy DX and stated if we are going to have heavy development we should ask developers to give something back.  She stated she lives next to a commercial lot and it is going from IH to IX and expressed concern about what will happen next to her and concern about the historic area.  
Edward Willis, 105 E. South Street indicated he owns the McDonald’s at the corner of South and Wilmington Street and he also owns one on Peace Street.  He stated he and his partners feel they will be put out of business with this proposal.  He stated his McDonald’s is not as efficient as it should be and they want to improve it.  He talked about the 10 year plan to end homelessness and what he wants to do at his location on South and Wilmington Streets.  He stated there needs to be a McDonald’s downtown.

Florence I. Francis, 1515 Battery Drive, indicated she owns property at 615, 701 and 715 South East Street, which are currently zoned R-20 and she would ask that they be rezoned to RX which would provide flexibility and promote better economic growth.  She stated there is information in the UDO that indicates property presently zoned R-20 will generally be rezoned to RX.  She also requests that the property at 230 East South Street presently zoned O&I-2 be rezoned to OX.  She talked about how long she or her family have owned this property or have lived in the area.  
John Sammerson, 2124 Kirk Avenue, indicated he owns a wooded lot with two homes.  He stated 15 units are being added to his subdivision that currently only has 2.  He owns 4 lots, he has a pond, talked about 200 low income homes moving nearby and talked about the density and how that relates to the scattered site housing policy.  He wonders how much more density is needed.
Beverly Marriott, 607 Ashford Street, expressed concern about the lack of notifications, and the fact that the signs were placed in areas that were hard to see, etc.  She stated she lives in a dense neighborhood, she feels she is being asked to let more businesses come into the area which creates more traffic congestion and a lot of times anger.  She called on the Council to slow down, talked about the need to create form based codes and how that would work.

Alton Haywood, 105 Iron Kettle Court, Knightdale representing Davie Street Presbyterian Church spoke in opposition pointing out gentrification is going on now and referred to Z-28-14 which is pending and he opposes that pointing out there is only one black Presbyterian Church in Wake County.  He questioned how many breweries and restaurants we need in Raleigh.

Daniel Coleman, 517 Rock Quarry Road, indicated he had received a lot of calls from people asking what is going on.  He stated Gensis One would go to NX zoning.  He talked about affordable housing, talked about the digital divide, talked about the concern of the city being a market maker and called on the Council to let the market place take care of itself.  He talked about the need to have one to one zoning and presented the following letter:

I have had a bunch of calls from different folks in the city asking for me to explain what is this zoning issue.  I have tried my level best to explain it, but I would like to make the following observations and suggestions:
· The digital divide exists in Raleigh, notwithstanding our tech savvy demeanor.

· This plan relies a great deal on the premise that everyone is on the sunny side of the digital divide, but they are not.  In your mailing if you had included a comparison chart on what their current zoning provided and the new zoning a lot of the questions would have been addressed.  The comparison chart is provided on line but there goes that digital divide.

· What is the impact on the Wake County Real Estate Re-Evaluation that is upon us now?

· Finally, and my personal interest, I understand the Dix Property will permit 7 story buildings. Why, if this is to be our Central Park, why do we need so dense of a zoning to accommodate a “Central Park” setting.
Ann Franklin, 200 South Dawson Street, Apt. #410, stated she was representing herself but pointed out however she served on an advisory committee for the downtown plan, talked about the vision and asked the Council to review that plan before remapping the area that it covers.  She expressed concern that the one to one guideline for the rest of the city does not apply to downtown and its hard to follow that rationale.  She called on the Council to study the vision before remapping.  
Mr. Odom expressed appreciation to Ms. Franklin for her leadership in the Raleigh’s first Balloonfest indicating it was a wonderful event.

Stuart Cullinan, 310 Heck Street, indicated he and some of his partners own 4 properties on New Bern Avenue, 527, 529, 531 and 539, which will be LX3 and NX3.  He pointed out they are planning townhouses for these properties and the frontages that will be required will take a lot of their property.  He talked about the proposed remapping which mandates access from the front, limits the back of the property, sets out stepbacks, etc.  He asked the Council to revisit frontage requirements in this particular area and explained the problems for the plans they have.  He talked about concern for smaller sites.

Veronica Scott, 2300 Fire Run Court presented the following prepared statement:

I’m the youngest daughter of WWII Vet, who sent monies home for my Mom to purchase the property that lies within an area east to Downtown that has been proposed to change from R-20 zoning status to R-10.  I also represent an interest in a second property, which was owned by my God-Parents, which is two doors down from the aforementioned property.  These were hard working small business owners, who desired to own homes in this once thriving neighborhood.
The 1980’s saw the influx of multi-family units that changed the aesthetics, character and charm of the neighborhood and others in the area.  Southeast Raleigh became the dumping grounds for the ills of the City.  People of color were disenfranchised, uprooted and fed promises that were never kept.  These neighborhoods bore the weight of ‘affordable housing,” which was and still remains a City-wide issue and should be treated as such.  We absorbed the added noise and traffic from the Amphitheatre, which on rare occasions presents groups of interest to the vast majority of the residents of the surrounding communities.

We are once again facing uncertain and unsettling circumstances as regards to the future of our neighborhoods and our properties.  We need clear and concise answers to our lingering questions and concerns.

Concerns:

1. Having reviewed the City Code concerning R-20 vs. R-10, I still have concerns as to what this really means in terms of what can and will be permitted to be built in the affected areas.

2. Does this mean we will be subjected to multi-story structures being built beside one-story single-family homes?

3. Can we expect an influx of townhomes and multi-storied apartment buildings?

4. What will be the guidelines for any new construction in the area?

5. What variances to the Codes will be permitted?

6. What will be the total impact on the overall property value, resale values and tax values of existing properties in this area?

7. Are long time property owners/residents going to be faced with having to sell their properties at under market prices due to increases in taxes?

8. In the long term, will these property owners be subjected to the City and/or other government entities use of the dreaded Eminent Domain law to obtain targeted properties for proposed “City mandated projects…ie. “Affordable Housing?

The Historical Black neighborhoods of Raleigh have just as much relevant historical significance as does the much talked about Oakwood, Hayes Barton, Five Points, etc. areas of the city.  At the end of the Civil War, when the Confederate Army surrendered to Sherman, in South Raleigh (City Farm Road) no less, the population of Raleigh was at 50+ percent.  Following this end to slavery, the former slaves started developing areas for their families to settle and their descendants continued this trend into modern times.

The Hunter-Thompson, Southpark, Chavis, College Park, Method, Nazareth, Oberlin, Washington Terrance, Madonna Acres, Battery Park-Roberts, Walnut Terrence, Rochester Heights, Biltmore Hills, Lynhurst, Cedarwood, Southgate, Kingwood Forest, Idlewood Village, Fox Fire, etc. all have played a role in the growth of Raleigh throughout the years.  The residents of these aforementioned areas and others were the very ones, who in the 1970’s and 80’s supported the remaining Downtown Raleigh businesses and activities when other fled and abandoned the inner city for the suburbs. These very same citizens are now are being subjected to what can be viewed as short of a subtle, but pending hostile invasion and takeover to accommodate the whims and fancies of the “Johnny come lately’s.”

Raleigh is losing the very “charm” that supposedly drew these very people to our “City of Oaks.”  This Council is so focused on turning Raleigh into the very places that the newcomers came from that you are forgetting the very people who endured the good and bad of Raleigh before it became a destination spot.  Have you stopped to ask yourselves why they have so readily left where they come from, only to desire the same things that they had there?  I’m not against change, just how it’s being done and at whose expense.

Let’s slow the process, and get a clearer vision of this whole project.  Educate the citizens on the terminology, the process and the ultimate goals and objectives.  Be timelier in the distribution of information.  Be transparent, above reproach, and be accountable to al the citizens that you were elected to represent, not just a select few (residents and non-residents of the City), who stand to profit from the implementation of this Comprehensive Plan.  Perception is a key component to trust and confidence. This process has proven that you must regain the trust and confidence of the people.
Mayor McFarlane pointed out we are only about 1/3 way through the names of the people who have signed up to speak.  She stated she would read a few more names to be allowed to speak tonight and asked if we could hold the hearing open until July 21 at 7:00 p.m.  Ms. Baldwin asked if it could be started at 6:00 p.m.  Mayor McFarlane said that would be fine and moved that the hearing be held open and continued at 6:00 p.m. on July 21, 2015.  Her motion was seconded by Ms. Crowder and put to a vote which resulted in all members voting in the affirmative.  Mr. Stephenson questioned if other people will be allowed to sign in and speak at that time with it being pointed out no, only the people who had signed up to speak tonight will be allowed to speak at the July 21 meeting.
James Fullwood, 6305 Virgilia Park, talked about North College Park which is located next to the Wake Tech and the huge subdivision being built known as 5401.  He stated haste makes waste and pointed out the Council has a lot on its plate.  He called on the Council to reach out and get some expertise and help with this issue.  He stated he is vice-chair of their HOA and some of the needs in their area or what were promised have never occurred such as sidewalks.  They have many young people coming from the community college to Perry Creek Road, walking in the mud, etc.  It is a dangerous situation.  He talked about Perry Creek Road being very dangerous, we need more police enforcement, called on the Council to revisit its plan and continue help providing the things they had promise.  He stated Duke Energy doesn’t seem to be the City’s friend as they are cutting down many trees in the City of Oaks.
Isabell Mattox representing Faye Reese who owns 704 Glenwood Avenue, stated they are satisfied with the NX3 designation.  It is currently split zone, it has houses and businesses and NX3 seems to make sense.

Bob Fesmire, 1302 Filmore Street, representing the Glenwood Brooklyn area pointed out there is no 1 to 1 solution for them.  He indicated the Planning Commission had said their Special R-30 neighborhood was one of the hardest to remap and talked about how the Special R-30 came about.  He pointed out the City has initiated a study as to how to address the situation but that could take months and may be the City should keep the Special R-30 in place until the Historic Overlay District Study is completed and approved.  He expressed concern about the MacMansions that are replacing bungalows and called for a need to balance development and historic preservation.

Pam Stevens, 5812 Dogwood Drive, representing Wake County Taxpayers Association indicated Planners have stated the UDO remapping will align and legalize the vision within the 2030 comprehensive plan.  That vision is sustainability.  Most people don’t even know what that is.  She stated due to the time she could not speak to that extensively but this vision involves legalized tracking of greenhouse gas emission known as Cap and Trade which has never been ratified by Congress.  She stated people don’t realize that this remapping is not just about rezoning.  These areas that are being set aside or being incorporated into larger plans for light rail and transit corridors. These 30% rezoned areas will be affected within the next 15 years into high density stack and pact houses next to mass transit all in the name of saving the planet and reducing green house gases, these are global initiatives.  Raleigh residents and taxpayers have been kept out of the process.  Most have never heard of the regional unelected bodies pushing these plans the citizens are now being asked to follow but all will be affected by it in some way.  She asked planners what the consequences to the public is for all of this carbon tracking.  When elected members of the Council employ approximately 150 planners and accept the vision of sustainability policy requirements it elevates the global initiative to a level higher than our constitutional unalienable rights.  She stated they are requesting the Council to stop the creation of nonelected regional councils and multi-county regional governments, stop them from applying and shackling out communities under Federal grants that come with sustainability requirements and taxes attached.  She called on the Council to stop attacking private property rights and obtain the real consent of the public when it seeks to change the use of its property.  

Elton Parker, 1405 Dogwood Lane, stated he owns property at 5205 Hillsborough Street.  It has been zoned Industrial-2 for many years.  However the proposal is to change it to I-High Hazard however it should be changed to I-Mixed Use.  He stated he assumes the high hazard classification is there because of the location of American Woodworks.  He stated that use is being done away with and the current remapping should be adjusted.  He wants to build a light industrial mixed use on the property. 

Albert Crenshaw, 8012 Mouring Dove indicated he represents the Wilder Street, Woods and Method Road area.  He asked that this zoning stay as it is, do not change it from R-4 to R-10.  He stated Method is a historically black community that has been in existence over 150 years.  It was developed by slaves and former slaves.

John O. Goods, Sr., 3023 Woods Place stated he graduated from Berry O’Kelly High School, spent 30 years in the air force, has attended many city meetings and talked about Oak Grove grave yard, expressed concern about closing two or three lanes coming into the Method area and asked that things stay as they are.

Wayne Johnson, 714 Atwater stated he has lived in Method for many years and spoke in opposition to changing their zoning.  He stated one of the largest mosques is already in their area and they don’t want anything else that will demolish the integrity of their historic neighborhood.  He stated no one is against improvement and called on the Council to allow them to stay at their present zoning. 

George Sharpley, Board of the Wake County Taxpayers Association, 5504 Daywood Court, presented a resolution opposing the UDO process and legal alignment of the sustainability mission and concern about the notification process pointing out notification should be made in a reasonable time but no less than 30 days prior to the public rezoning hearings.  He presented the resolution for the record.  
Rhonda Rich, stated not a whole lot of people are terribly happy with the UDO process.  She does not feel it is right, is entirely rich too broad and she does not feel it is necessary or in the best interest of the people.  She stated she spent a lot of time trying to understand the UDO, it is constantly changing, it seems like the DX is, Pandora’s box’ NX, a mystery box, OX Office and Institutional and it just keeps changing and people are confused.  We need to get this fixed before it goes too far.
Ed Jones, 1304 Hedgelawn Way, Chairman of the Wake County Taxpayers Association, stated he feels like he is representing all of those people who couldn’t attend the tonight.  He expressed concern about the letter of notification which he calls confusing.  Many people, even some city employees, say it is confusing, people do not understand, they are upset, asked if remapping and rezoning are the same thing, the letter talks about rezoning but we keep hearing about remapping, people need to understand what this means, people are afraid of losing their property, expressed concern that his property on Chapel Hill Road is being rezoned from Industrial to Industrial-3 and being capped at 3 stories.  He asked that the Council take time to consider this carefully.
Reverend Perry Crutchfield, United Church of Christ for All People, 2527 Poole Road expressed concern about doing away with the old.  He stated we need to adhere to what we have got now, and do the best with what we’ve got.  He asked how the City is going to pay for all of the property taking that will occur if this remapping is approved.  He questioned if the Council is going to increase the property tax to pay for all of the value loss to people whose property is remapped.  
Bill Padget, 1213 Dixie Trail, pointed out people do not have the expertise to deal with and understand the process.  People are talking about the passion and love they have for their neighborhoods.  He called on the Council to consider putting together a group of people that will help people understand what is being proposed.  

Jennifer Martin, 410 North Boylan, Executive Director of Shop Local.  She read the following statement.

Food trucks are a vibrant economic driver in our community.  They not only are local businesses and entrepreneurs themselves but they also partner with local businesses throughout our community including breweries, wine shops and coffee bars to drive traffic to these brick and mortar businesses.
With the new zoning, food trucks will no longer be permitted in the NX areas and will require businesses to change their business plan and strategy which will negatively impact the City of Raleigh on loss of sales tax revenue, loss of revenue on permit fees and will affect Raleigh’s unique, small business community.

In addition, under the proposed UDO, a business in this zone would not be allowed to apply for a food truck permit; as well as neighborhood carnivals, community events and more.

Under a limited permit in the NX area, food trucks would be able to continue their current operations or status quo.  In the best interest of our thriving small business community and vibrant mobile food community, I hope you will consider keeping food trucks in the new zoning code NX.

Susan Tower, 2401 Old World Place, pointed out she represents the owners of some 100 mobile food vendors.  She talked about the need to have freedom of operation under existing laws.  She asked that the city to allow food trucks in the NX zone.  

Arthur Shepard, 7309 Jeffrey Allen Court, spoke in support of food trucks and how they give back to the community.  He stated NX does not allow food trucks.  He talked about problems of trying to bring food trucks on his property but could not because of the restrictions.  He asked the Council to look at that situation.
Bruce Goodson, indicated he owns a commercial building in the Pylon Industrial Park at 509 Pylon Drive.  He stated when he first heard about this proposal he spoke with the City Planning Staff who assured him that the industrial uses of his property would not change and the propose was only to bring older zoning districts into a new unified development ordinance.  He stated when he received a letter on June 18 officially notifying him that his zoning was being changed from Industrial-2 to IX-3 he checked the City’s website to make sure there were no changes.  He is concerned to learn that heavy industrial and commercial vehicle repair had been eliminated from the list of permitted uses.  He stated his building was constructed in 1978 as an industrial equipment rental business and operated as such until 2010 when the building was leased to a commercial contractor.  The building is specifically designed for repair of industrial equipment and vehicles and eliminating those uses will reduce the value of the property and make it difficult to lease in the future.  He stated the only option offered to oppose this rezoning in the June 18 notification letter was to file a valid statutory protest petition which requires signature from 20% of the land owners in the affected area which is not very practical for a rezoning that affects so many acres.  He asked that the Council delay the approval of the rezoning until the impacts of this new industrial development codes on existing properties can be investigated.
Carol Ashcraft, 1511 Carson Street, expressed support for high density development, transit and appropriate infill development but called on the Council to be attentive to the needs of older neighborhoods such as Roanoke Park, Boylan Heights, Oakwood, etc. and pointed out some problems with the UDO remapping.  She pointed out the Five Points business district has a CX classification which allows bars.  The adjacent residential housing are right up against those businesses and asked for buffers.  She expressed concerns about tear downs and rebuilds pointing out she believes in density but the pace is alarming.  The infill under the UDO express concern that it is occurring which includes tearing down of legacy trees, etc., is a concern to her.  She stated she wakes up to bulldozers every day and called on the Council to do what it could to protect the character of these neighborhoods.  She express concern about the lack of context of infill development.
Roger Kosak, 2004 Petworth Court, talked about a survey done by HGTV.  He stated he has an ongoing petition and is concerned about Stonehenge and asked that it be delayed until further study could be done.  He stated the UDO is a complex document a lot of concern has been expressed tonight and may be it needs to be looked at again as the remapping does not seem to fit.  He stated he has seen and heard enough boo boos that it is obvious that some of the new classifications do not fit.

William Hovck, 3800 Colgate Place, indicated he is to Dresser Court and Benson Drive properties.  Dresser Court has been a successful area for over 40 years as O&I-3, they just want to continue their business in the current environment.  He stated over 50 businesses are operated in that area and they just want to continue operating.  He talked about his concerns that O&I-3 remapping doesn’t translate to what they have now as it allows increases in the number of floors, height and uses and called on the Council to allow the O&I-3 property to remain.

Rocco Piscerio, 4805 Walden Court, indicated he was speaking for himself and the board of directors of Walden Court.  They are in opposition to the remapping and increased density.  He expressed concern that the letters were dated June 18 and not received until June 26.  He questioned why the planners could not get the letters in the stakeholders’ hands earlier and stated they are opposed to the mixed zoning that will be created by the remapping as they fear it will decrease their property value, degrade their quality of life, and again expressed concern that people did not have time to get petitions.  
Hassan Ataei Kachuel, 1708 Sharnbrock Court expressed concern that his property at 4661 Paragon Park Road is being proposed to be remapped from Industrial-1 to IX-3, 3 stories 50 feet max.  He stated he needed Industrial-1 zoning to operate his business and that is why he purchased this property.  He is opposed.

Dr. Jean Spooner, Chair of the Umstead Coalition, requested that property known as Pin0768914024 be rezoned to Residential-4 with/AOD and MPOD as this is the proper zoning to be consistent with the same zoning as the remainder of the William B. Umstead Park.

Dorothy McLean, 6913 Colleton Drive, indicated she purchased her property in 1987.  She expressed concern about the property in front of her going to multi-use, talked about traffic calming, speed humps, no sidewalks, no lights, and asked that the property remain R-4.

Kay Buchannan, 6321 Mt. Herman Road, expressed concern that she will lose her property, the taxes will go up, fees will go up and concern in general. 

E. B. Palmer indicated he runs the AA Cultural Complex Museum and would like to request a meeting with the Mayor to discuss how this will affect him.
Mr. Stephenson asked that staff give some indication of how the City will respond to the comments and a way to help the Council make a decision.
Recess: Mayor McFarlane pointed out it is 10:14 p.m. and the Council had said it was going to end at 10:00 p.m.  She announced the meeting recessed until 6:00 p.m. on July 21, 2015.

Gail G. Smith

City Clerk
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