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MONDAY – 7:30 P.M.                 MARCH 27, 2006          CITY COUNCIL 
 
 
 
 
The City Council of the City of Elizabeth City held its second City Council meeting 
on the above date and time in the City Council Chambers of the Municipal 
Administration Building with Mayor C. L. Foster presiding.  Council members 
attending were:  J. M. Baker, M. E. Brooks, L. A. Hummer, B. S.  Meggs, E. K. 
Rivers, D. K. Stallings, J. A. Stimatz and J. B. Walton.  Staff attending were:  City 
Manager R. C. Olson, City Clerk D. S. Pierce-Tamplen, City Attorney W. H. 
Morgan, Deputy City Clerk V. D. White, Planning Director J. C. Brooks, Human 
Resource Director K. W. Felton, Finance Director S. E. Blanchard, Fire Chief W. C. 
Pritchard, Police Chief W. J. Anderson, Inspections Director S. E. Ward and Public 
Utilities Director E. T. Weatherly. 
 
Mayor Foster opened the meeting by welcoming those attending.  He called upon 
Reverend Keith Smith, Pastor of Grace and Truth Church, for the invocation after 
which he asked Mayor Pro Tem L. A. Hummer to lead the Pledge of Allegiance to 
the Flag of the United States of America. 
 
1} APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA: 
 
Mayor Foster advised that Council has had time to review the prepared agenda 
and he asked if there were any deletions and/or additions.  Hearing none, he 
called for a motion of approval. 
 

A motion was made by Councilwoman J. M. Baker, seconded by 
Councilman E. K. Rivers to approve the agenda as presented.  
Those voting in favor of the motion were:  Baker, Rivers, Brooks, 
Hummer, Meggs, Stallings, Stimatz and Walton.  Against:  None.  
Motion carried. 
 

2} COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC: 
 
Mayor Foster asked the Deputy Clerk if anyone had signed up to speak under 
this section of the Agenda 
 
Ms. White replied that we had one individual to sign up.  She proceeded to call 
to the podium Mr. Mike Wall. 
 
Mr. Wall expressed his concern over the difficulties that are associated with 
veterans after having been approved being able to get into housing.  He 
personally knows of an individual that has been approved to live on his own, but 
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it took him six to eight months to get into housing.  He asked that Council look 
into this. 
 
Ms. White advised Mayor Foster that the above speaker concluded the comments 
from the public for tonight’s meeting. 
 
3} PRESENTATIONS/PROCLAMATIONS: 
 
Mayor Foster called Mr. Fred Fearing to the podium.  He presented Mr. Fearing a 
Certificate of Appreciation for his many years of hard work for the citizens of 
Elizabeth City.  He commended him for his dedication and hard work with the 
Rose Buddies. 
 
Mr. Fearing made a few remarks. 
 
Mayor Foster called Mr. Melvin Boyd to the podium.  He presented Mr. Boyd with 
a proclamation proclaiming the week of March 27-31, 2006 as “Multiple 
Sclerosis Awareness Week” in Elizabeth City. 
 
Mr. Boyd made a few remarks. 
 
Mayor Foster called Ms. Linda Barrett to the podium.  He presented Ms. Barrett a 
proclamation proclaiming the month of April, 2006 as “Fair Housing Month” in 
Elizabeth City.   
 
Mr. George Brite made a few remarks. 
 
4} APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES: 
 
Mayor Foster called for action regarding the Joint City/County Meeting minutes 
that was held on January 30, 2006. 
 

A motion was made by Councilwoman B. S. Meggs, seconded by 
Councilman D. K. Stallings to approve the minutes of January 30, 
2006, Joint City County Meeting as presented.  Those voting in 
favor of the motion were:  Meggs, Stallings, Baker, Brooks, 
Hummer, Rivers, Stimatz and Walton.  Against:  None.  Motion 
carried. 

 
Mayor Foster called for action regarding the Regular Meeting held on February 
27, 2007.  
 

A motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers, seconded by 
Councilman D. K. Stallings to approve the minutes of the Regular 
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Meeting held on February 27, 2006 as presented.  Those voting in 
favor of the motion were:  Rivers, Stallings, Baker, Brooks, 
Hummer, Meggs, Stimatz and Walton.  Against:  None.  Motion 
carried. 

 
Mayor Foster called for action regarding the minutes of the Regular Meeting held 
on March 13, 2006. 
 

A motion was made by Councilwoman B. S. Meggs, seconded by 
Councilman D. K. Stallings to approve the minutes of the Regular 
Meeting held on March 13, 2006 as presented.  Those voting in 
favor of the motion were:  Meggs, Stallings, Baker, Brooks, 
Hummer, Rivers, Stimatz and Walton.  Against:  None.  Motion 
carried. 
 

5} CONSENT AGENDA: 
 
Mayor Foster called upon the City Manager to read the Consent Agenda. 
 

A motion was made by Councilman D. K. Stallings, seconded by 
Councilman E. K. Rivers to approve the following Consent 
Agenda.  Those voting in favor of the motion were:  Stallings, 
Rivers, Baker, Brooks, Hummer, Meggs, Stimatz and Walton.  
Against:  None.  Motion carried. 

 
Consent Agenda: 
 
a} Live Fire Training: 
 
Approved the structure located at 416-B Sunset Circle to be used by the 
Elizabeth City Fire Department to provide live fire training, 
 
End of Consent Agenda: 
 
6} PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
 
 
a} Petition to close Oliver Drive: 
 
Mayor Foster declared the meeting into Public Hearing for consideration of 
closing Oliver Drive. 
 
He called upon the City Manager for an update on this item. 
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Mr. Olson stated that a request was received from J & B Construction to close 
Oliver Drive.  Olive Drive is located in Ida Acres and abuts Ida Acres Drive.  This 
request was brought before Council on February 13, 2006 and as per State 
Statute was advertised in the paper and now it is time for the public hearing to 
be held. 
   
He asked Deputy Clerk White if anyone had signed up to speak for or against the 
proposed closing. 
 
Deputy White replied that no one had signed up to speak. 
 
Mayor Foster declared the public hearing closed and asked the Council what their 
pleasure was. 
 
Councilman Stimatz asked the Attorney that after consulting with the School of 
Government, it became clear that this is more than just a street closure in effect 
we are in a position where we are, looking at a waiver from the UDO.  There are 
three reasons for a waiver from our UDO and they are fiscal hardship, equal and 
better performance and unintentional error.  They indicated that they were not 
really sure which order they should come in, the closure and then the waiver.  
However, it would appear if we do move to close then we have to do something 
with the UDO itself.  It appears to him that there are no conditions for giving a 
waiver.  Therefore, there is no reason for waiving the UDO so therefore we 
would turn down this street closure based on our UDO.  He went over some 
questions that he would have like to have had the answers to before making this 
decision.  He feels that we should not close the road. 
 
Councilwoman Baker said that the staff had not given a recommendation on this 
and she does not know why. She agrees with Tony that if you have a cull de sac 
that is too long according to our own paperwork and our own criteria and what 
reason would we have for closing this street.  As she said last time, she feels it 
would be a safety issue to close this street.  Why would we create a potential 
hazard and she will vote against it. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Hummer said that she went out and looked at the property 
twice.  It is a nice quite residential street that ends on a cull de sac.  There is 
plenty of room to turn around and you don’t have to drive into someone’s 
driveway.  She believes that the fire truck and the police could get into there.  
They could circle and come back out.  We have so few streets that don’t have 
cars speeding up and down them.  She referred to Jennings Drive as it dead 
ends and there is no place for a fire truck to turn around.   
 
Mr. Stimatz stated that this has been in effect since 1986 and it has nothing to 
do with whether a fire truck can turn around.  It is about access in emergency 
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This is not a new requirement.   
 
Councilman Rivers said that the street that is proposed to be closed goes 
nowhere.  It does not feed into another subdivision.  The developer didn’t put a 
street in because there is not a subdivision next to it.  We are not talking about a 
large street and you do have room for the trucks to turn around on it.  He does 
not see a problem with closing the street. 
 
Ms. Baker said that she feels that her comments were misinterpreted.  Council 
should look at this dais as a cull-de-sac and we are all sitting in houses around 
the cull de sac and it is 500 feet long and that is the end of Peartree Road and if 
there is an accident or fire people cannot get out of this subdivision.  You have a 
street that lets people out of it, she thinks that it is a no brainier to say nothing 
about our own rules.  It is just common sense that we would not change the 
rules to suit one developer or one person.  The street should have been done 
years ago and our own planning department or grant people let the ball drop 
years ago and they were not required to build the street as she recalls.  
 
Councilwoman Meggs said that she too went out and looked at this street. 
She voted against it the first time and she will vote against it this time because 
eventually there probably will be and it is a lot easier to give it away now than to 
get it back later.  She is just looking at what might come down the drain in two 
years, three years, four years or whatever.  The way we are growing in our town 
she has an idea it will be sooner than later. 
 
Councilman Brooks said that he finds it interesting that off of Roanoke Avenue 
we have a road that is called Franklin Street.  It is not as wide and a fire truck 
cannot even go into there.  He is trying to figure out the big thing about trying to 
close off this street.   There is no excess once you go down Franklin Street you 
have to back out.  He doesn’t know where everyone is going with this because 
there are a lot of streets within the City that is like this one.  Let’s go back and 
do them all.  We shouldn’t set one rule for this person and a different one for all 
others.   
 
Following further discussion,  
 

A motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers, seconded by 
Councilman D. K. Stallings to adopt the following resolution 
closing Oliver Drive.  Those voting in favor of the motion were:  
Rivers, Stallings, Brooks, Hummer and Walton.  Against:  Baker, 
Meggs and Stimatz.  Motion carried. 
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RESOLUTION #3062 
 STREET CLOSING ORDER 

OLIVER DRIVE 
LOCATED WITHIN 

IDA ACRES SUBDIVISION 
 
   WHEREAS, on the 9th day of January,  2006 the City Council of the City of 
Elizabeth City directed the City Clerk to publish a Preliminary Resolution to 
consider closing of a street located within the Ida Acres Subdivision known as 
Oliver Drive and adjacent to Ida Acres Drive in the Daily Advance once each 
week for four successive weeks, such resolution advising the public that a public 
hearing would be conducted in the City Council Chambers of the Municipal 
Administration Building on March 27th 2006 at 7:30 PM; and 
 
   WHEREAS, the City Council on the 9th day of January, 2006 ordered the City 
Clerk to notify all persons owning property abutting Oliver Drive located within 
the Ida Acres Subdivision and adjacent to Ida Acres Drive as shown on the 
county tax records, by registered or certified mail, enclosing with such 
notification a copy of the Preliminary Resolution; and 
 
   WHEREAS, the City Clerk has advised the City Council that she sent a letter to 
each of the abutting property owners advising them of the day, time and place of 
the meeting, enclosing a copy of the Preliminary Resolution and advising the 
abutting property owners that the question as to closing of a street located 
within the Ida Acres Subdivision known as Oliver Drive would be acted upon, 
said letters having been sent by registered or certified mail; and 
 
   WHEREAS, the City Clerk has advised the City Council that adequate notices 
were posted on the applicable street as required by NCGS 160A-299; and 
 
   WHEREAS, after full and complete consideration of the matter and after 
having granted full and complete opportunity for all interested persons to appear 
and register any objections that they might have with respect to the closing of 
said street in the public hearing held on March 27, 2006; and 
 
   WHEREAS, it now appears to the satisfaction of the City Council that the 
closing of said street is not contrary to the public interest, and that no individual 
owning property, either abutting the street or in the vicinity of the street or in 
the subdivision in which the street is located, will as a result of the closing be 
thereby deprived of a reasonable means of ingress and egress to his property; 
 
   NOW, THEREFORE, subject to the reservation of easements to the City of 
Elizabeth City for utility purposes as shown on a map recorded in Book of Maps 
in the office of the Pasquotank County Register of Deeds, the portion of street 
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within the Ida Acres Subdivision, adjacent to Ida Acres Road known as Oliver 
Street, is hereby ordered closed, and all right, title, and interest that may be 
vested in the public to said area for street purposes is hereby released and 
quitclaim to the abutting property owners in accordance with the provisions of 
NCGS 160A-299. 
 
   The Mayor and City Clerk are hereby authorized to execute quitclaim deeds or 
other necessary documents in order to evidence vesting of all right, title and 
interest in those persons owning lots or parcels of land adjacent to the street, 
such title, for the width of the abutting land owned by them, to extend to the 
centerline of the herein closed street (with provision for reservation of easements 
to the City of Elizabeth City for utility purposes) in accordance with the provision 
of NCGS 160A-299(c), 
 
   The City Clerk is hereby ordered and directed to file in the Office of the 
Register of Deeds of Pasquotank County a certified copy of this resolution and 
order. 
 
   ADOPTED, this the 27th day of March 2006. 
 
 
 
 

 
________________________________ 
Charles L. Foster 
Mayor 

 
 
_________________________________ 
Dianne S. Pierce-Tamplen, MMC 
City Clerk 
 
b} Rezoning Application RZ-02-06: 
 
Mayor Foster declared the meeting into public hearing for consideration of 
Rezoning Application RZ-02-06.  He called upon City Manager R. C. Olson for 
comments. 
 
Mr. Olson stated that he would yield to Planning Director J. C. Brooks. 
 
Ms. Brooks said that the applicants request to rezoning of 134 acres of property 
on the northwest intersection of Halstead Boulevard Extension and Thunder  
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Road from Agricultural and R-15 to Highway Business, R-10 to Apartment 
District.  The applicant original application has been amendment from General 
Business, Apartment District and Residential R-15 and R-10.  As revised the 
applicant proposes to rezone 36 acres Highway Business, 22 acres Apartment 
District and 76 acres R-10.  The applicant’s property was annexed into the City at 
the February 27, 2006 meeting.  The site is vacant and is used for agricultural 
purposes.  The surrounding land uses are agricultural, residential along Thunder 
Road and is adjacent to the City’s well field property.  The Halstead Boulevard 
Extension corridor is a major arterial into the City and has limited access points 
established by the Department of Transportation.  The Joint City and County 
Land Use Plan recommends that this section of the corridor fronting Halstead 
Boulevard as mixed use.    The applicant has presented a proposal to develop 
the rear of the property for single family, the eastern portion as apartments and 
the front as commercial.  The Planning Commission and the Planning Staff are 
recommending denial of the rezoning Application RZ-02-06 by Eugene and 
Shirley Meads based on the over allocation of commercial zoning within the City 
and along this corridor and that the rezoning of this parcel would be precedent 
setting for future similar request along the corridor. 
 
Mayor Foster called upon Deputy Clerk White if there was anyone that wished to 
speak for or against this proposed rezoning. 
 
Ms. White said there were seven to sign up.  She called Mr. Don Maclennan to 
the podium. 
 
Mr. Maclennan stated that his firm had been working with the Meads in the 
design of this project.  Tonight, the Meads and he are requesting to withdraw 
this application at this time.  He apologized for the short notice but this decision 
has just been made.  They feel that there are some issues that we still need to 
address.  A project of this size may have some timing issues to some of the 
elements and they want to take the time to reevaluation those issues. 
 
Mr. Savvas Rallis spoke in favor of the proposed rezoning.  He would like to build 
a restaurant on a portion of this property.  
 
Mr. Fred Watkins, Ms. Shirley Meads, Mr. Jay Cuthrell. Bob Farris and Arthur 
McPherson relinquished their time. 
 
Since no one else wished to speak for or against the proposed rezoning, Mayor 
Foster declared the public hearing closed. 
 
7} REGULAR AGENDA: 
 
a} Rezoning Request RZ-01-06: 



Page 9 of 16 

 
Mayor Foster called upon City Manager Olson for comments. 
 
Mr. Olson stated that Council held a public hearing on March 13th on the rezoning 
of 18.82 acres of property on the south side of Halstead Boulevard Extension and 
Thunder Road.  At that particular meeting, any action was tabled therefore it has 
been placed back on the agenda for future consideration.   
 

A motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers, seconded by 
Councilman D. K. Stallings to adopt the following ordinance 
approving the rezoning application RZ-02-06 by Eugene and 
Shirley Mead for 18.82± of property on the southern side of 
Halstead Boulevard Extension from Agricultural A-1 to General 
Business.   

 
Councilman Stimatz stated that he noticed that the Planning Commission and 
Planning Staff wanted this to be denied.  He is concerned with the status of the 
Land Use Plan and the status of the Overlay and are we going to follow our rules 
that we set down for this City or not.  He is confused by what is in the Land Use 
Plan.  We sent one in along with the County and it was worked on together.  
CAMA has come back with a book full of responses and things that they think 
ought to be changed, and, he is not sure where that document stands.  The 
Land Use Plan talks about mixed use and a 600 foot corridor along the Halstead 
Corridor.  It is not clear to him that the zoning that you are asking for meet the 
mixed use definition.  The Land Use Plan is what we, the City and the County 
have agree on and submitted to CAMA that in essence says that is the document 
that we want to follow. His understanding is that this becomes a document that 
is used by many people not the least of which our developers who in coming to 
Elizabeth City are trying to determine whether they want to do business and how 
they want to do business.  It indicates in a sense the intent, it is not in concrete 
and can be changed, but it indicates the direction the City thinks it is going that 
they can then develop around and make business decisions on and many people 
have.  He is concerned that we are at or above the amount of commercial space 
that is the recommended amount for any city and that is 12%, the amount of 
square footage that you have in commercial property.  The AEDC Director has 
indicated this.  He has talked with staff about this and they have provided 
information to us about this and the fact that we are going to just walk off and 
say that we are going to rezone it commercial even though it is only 18 acres.  
Well, it is only 18 acres but it sets a precedent for the entire corridor.  He does 
not think that he is prepared to make a decision on the entire corridor by kicking 
off 18 acres.  His feeling is that this really relates to the last agenda item which 
is the moratorium.  He would much prefer to see us to deny this at this time until 
we can get our act together.  We have said that this is not an acceptable use.  
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Logic would take one to say that we should deny it.  Now, what other reasons 
people want to vote for this he does not know but logic says that we deny it. 
 
Councilwoman Baker says that we should listen to the staff’s recommendation.  
She has stated before that we have an over allocation of commercial zoning.   
We have many vacant buildings at the present time.  Why are we allocating 
more commercial when we haven’t filled up what we got.    We do not need 
another 18 acres of commercial to start a precedent along the corridor.  It is not 
healthy to the future development of this City. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Hummer stated that commercial property is our tax base.  We 
have been told that residential property does not help our infrastructure costs as 
much as commercial does.  She thinks that in review of the Halstead overlay 
district shows that we are going to have total control over everything that goes 
out there such as building design, façade, landscaping, driveway cuts, etc.  
Another point that she would like to make is there are two businesses that are 
planning to go out there are already in the city limits.   We are gaining funds for 
infrastructure from fees that come from these types of developments.  She 
thinks that the most important thing that we need to look at right now is with 
the overlay district in place where we will have total control because we get to 
see the site plans.  We get to see all the site plans and we really need money for 
infrastructure to lead this growth and if we turn down commercial in an area that 
is most likely be commercial she thinks that we would be foolish.  She would also 
like to point out that some of the land that is already rezoned out there took 
place under the old Land Use Plan however, at that time, the updated Land Use 
Plan had been sent to the state and we had not gotten it back.  You talk about 
breaking the rules; she thinks we have to go all the way back because we did 
what the rules allowed.  We need to be fair to everybody. 
 
Councilwoman Meggs said that she wanted to say thank you to the different 
ones that did call and ask for support.  She does appreciate the interest and the 
ones that have called for and against this rezoning.  She will be voting against it 
because she feels like if we go out  now and approve one little spot then we 
have set ourselves up for if we do it for one we have to do it for all.  She just 
thinks that we have this wonderful opportunity to really have something that is 
great within our City and County and she begs Council to keep this in mind so  
we can build something that we can be so proud.  She is not saying later on that 
we can’t do this but at this time we need too. 
 
Councilman Stimatz said that Ms. Hummer case about we are not going to lose 
something but we are going to gain something there is a flaw in that.  They are 
currently in the City and currently pay taxes in the City and by moving they are 
not going to change their tax structure that significantly. Yes, we will pick up the 
infrastructure fee for water and sewer hook-ups and that is it.  At the risk of 
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opening up the entire corridor to something that we do not want.  He is 
suggesting that we do not have to rush into this.  The indications are that 
commercial properties along that road are a long way from being developed and 
we do not have to change the zoning now.  We can control the look of it but we 
cannot change the content once we change the zoning. He thinks that we can 
afford and the Meads can afford to put this off for a year.  The property is going 
to be there and it is going to go up in value.  We have time on our side. 
 
Councilman Brooks said that this appears to be something that is a lot simpler 
than it looks. You have two pieces of land off the Halstead Corridor that has 
been commercial off the old Land Use Plan.  The Meads property is in the 
middle.   
 
Councilman Walton said that some of us have said that it is not a big task to 
accomplishment this goal but it really is.  The old Land Use Plan was done in 
1994.  He doesn’t know who thought of the idea or the conception of putting 
Halstead Extension in there then, but the people that made the Land Use Plan 
then was saying it would stay residential and agriculture.  That is the people that 
put their interest there and when the extension was built they went through their 
land.  The young man that came up earlier said that we should be fair and 
equitable.  They should have accessible to commercial land as everyone else 
does.   
 
Mayor Foster called for the vote on the motion. 
 

Those voting in favor of the motion to approve Rezoning RZ-02-
06 were:  Rivers, Stallings, Hummer and Walton.  Against:  Baker, 
Brooks, Meggs and Stimatz.  Mayor Foster voting in the 
affirmative, thereby carrying the motion. 

 
ORDINANCE #3062 

REZONING REQUEST RZ-01-06 
EUGENE AND SHIRLEY MEADS 

18.82± ACRES 
 

   WHEREAS, the City Council considered a request by Eugene and Shirley 
Meads to rezone 18.82± acres of property on the south side of Halstead 
Boulevard Extension and Thunder Road from A-1, Agricultural (county 
designation) to General Business.  The property is further identified as a portion 
of Parcel 8903382326; and 
 
   WHEREAS, North Carolina General Statutes §160A-364 requires a public 
hearing be held in order to consider the request; and 
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   WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered and held a public hearing 
regarding Rezoning Case #RZ-01-06 on February 7, 2006; and 
 
   NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the City Council of the City of 
Elizabeth City that this request to rezone 18.82± acres of property on the south 
side of Halstead Boulevard   Extension and Thunder Road be approved. 
 
   ADOPTED, this the 27th day of March, 2006. 
 
 
 
 
      ________________________________ 
      Charles L. Foster 
      Mayor 
 
 
_________________________________  
Dianne S. Pierce-Tamplen, MMC 
City Clerk 
 
b} Preliminary Subdivision Plat SUV-05-05: 
 
Mayor Foster called upon City Manager for comments. 
 
Mr. Olson called upon Planning Director J. C. Brooks. 
 
Ms. Brooks said that the applicant’s request is to subdivide 9.61 acres of property 
into 11 parcels.  The site is located on the southeast corner of Ranch Drive and 
Oak Stump Road and is zoned R-15 with lots ranging in size from 15,000 square 
feet to 20,000 square feet.  The application has been review by the Technical 
Review Committee and the Planning Commission with both giving their approval. 
 

A motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers, seconded by 
Councilman J. M. Baker to approve the preliminary subdivision 
plat (SUB-05-05) submitted by Phillip Harrington and Lucien 
Morrisette and located at the southeast corner of Ranch Drive 
and Oak Stump Road to be subdivided into 11 lots with the 
condition that the detention pond be aerated.  Those voting in 
favor of the motion were:  Rivers, Baker, Brooks, Hummer, 
Meggs, Stallings, Stimatz and Walton.  Against:  None.  Motion 
carried. 

 
c} Offer to purchase 500 E. Burgess Street: 
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Mayor Foster called upon City Manager Olson for comments. 
 
Mr. Olson advised that the City received a request from Mr. Woody Boyce to 
purchase a lot that the City acquired by Sheriff’s Deed on February 18, 2002 due 
to unpaid taxes in the amount of $8,783.12.  The lot is located at 500 East 
Burgess Street and is vacant.  Mr. Boyce has offered to purchase the property for 
$10,500.  His Mother lives at 501 E. Cypress Street which is directly adjacent to 
the property along the rear property line.  He plans to build a residential 
structure on the property. The sale of the property, if approved, would be 
subject to NCGS §160A-259, requiring a ten-day advertisement period for an 
upset bid of no less than 10% of the first $1,000 and 5% of the remainder. 
 

A motion was made by Councilwoman J. M. Baker, seconded by 
Councilman E. K. Rivers to accept the offer to purchase in the 
amount of $10,500 from Mr. Woody Boyce for the lot located at 
500 East Burgess Street and further, instruct the City Clerk to 
collect a 5% deposit and advertise the proposed sale as required 
by the upset bid process.  Those voting in favor of the motion 
were:  Baker, Rivers, Brooks, Hummer, Meggs, Stallings, Stimatz 
and Walton.  Against:  None.  Motion carried. 
 

d} Moratorium on rezoning applications: 
 
Mayor Foster called upon City Manager Olson who called upon Planning Director 
J. C. Brooks for comments. 
 
Ms. Brooks said that over the past year, the City has considered 16 rezoning 
application requests. If you have read the minutes of the Planning Commission’s 
deliberations on both of the rezoning that we had tonight, she thinks that they 
really struggled with bringing you a sound recommendation based on the Land 
Use and comments that we have gotten back from the County.  They are of the 
opinion that in order for them to do their job as to what they were appointed to 
do, that they really need to have an adopted Land Use Plan.  They have 
requested that City Council consider a moratorium on any rezoning throughout 
the City until we can get the Land Use Plan back. 
 

A motion was made by Councilman J. A. Stimatz, seconded by 
Councilwoman J. M. Baker to hold a public hearing on 
implementing a moratorium on city-wide rezoning on Monday, 
April 10, 2006 at 7:30 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of the 
Municipal Administration Building located at 306 E. Colonial 
Avenue. 
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Councilman Rivers said that about 18 months ago we tried to do a moratorium 
on Halstead and that is when we started talking about the overlay district.  
Would this affect the Homeless Shelter? 
 
Mr. Olson replied that it would be done by a Special Use Permit issued by the 
BZA.    The ones that we have in place right now are one on Kate’s Creek, one 
pending on Hwy 17 North and Lucien Morrisette property. 
 
Councilman Rivers said that we don’t need to place a moratorium city-wide.   
There is always something that comes up that has precedent. We need to keep 
moving forward with every application that has merits.   
 

Those voting in favor of the motion to call a public hearing on 
implementing a moratorium on rezoning city-wide were:  
Stimatz, Baker, Brooks, Hummer, Meggs and Walton.  Against:  
Rivers and Stallings.  Motion carried. 

 
8} COMMENTS AND INQUIRES ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS: 
 
Mayor Foster called upon City Manager R. C. Olson for comments. 
 
City Manager R. C. Olson said that he had no further comments. 
 
Mayor Foster called upon Councilman E. K. Rivers for comments. 
 
Councilman Rivers stated we received a lot of information in the Closed Session 
that we had tonight.   He asked City Manager Olson for more statistic details on 
this issue.  He also asked for a report on what is going on in the Oak Grove area 
as far as the budget is concerned.   
 
Mayor Foster called upon Councilwoman J. M. Baker for comments. 
 
Councilwoman Baker said that she has one suggestion from a constituent 
regarding the trash cans that are left in the street for days and bulk items for the 
City to pick up.  We need to send a reminder in the electric bills to remind people 
against this. 
 
Mayor Foster called upon Councilman M. E. Brooks for comments. 
 
Councilman Brooks stated that he spent three days writing out something that 
the people have asked him to address.  It is something that needs to be done at 
several meetings.  One of the concerns is the trash cans not being left on the 
curb after the trash has been emptied.   
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Mayor Foster called upon Mayor Pro Tem L. A. Hummer for comments. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Hummer said that she would like to request that staff start 
looking at a fence ordinance.  She would like to report on a meeting that she 
was invited to in the police department with representatives from Honeywell 
regarding the surveillance cameras.  There is a lot of concern about the cameras 
not going to work.  This company is going to come to the first meeting in May 
and do a presentation.  They are in town doing a lot of research.  Once we got 
into their presentation there are so many possibilities to this City to update 
programs and incorporate programs into this camera system.  It was 
unbelievable.  It will be possible to use the Reverse 911 through the cameras.  It 
is not something that we are just going to waste several hundred thousand 
dollars on and then maybe take them down.  It is something that is going to lead 
us into the technology of today.   We then took a tour of all the hot spots of the 
City.  The plan right now is to not saturate Sawyertown alone but looked at all 
the areas of the City.  They are going to help us look for grants to help with the 
funding. 
 
Mayor Foster called upon Councilman D. K. Stallings for comments. 
 
Councilman Stallings asked for an update on Roanoke Avenue, if any grants have 
been sought for the Third Ward and if any consideration has been given to 
naming the Hugh Cale Training Center in memory of the two late Councilwomen. 
 
Mayor Foster called upon Councilwoman B. S. Meggs for comments. 
 
Councilwoman Meggs said that she had no further comments. 
 
Mayor Foster called upon Councilman J. B. Walton for comments. 
 
Councilman Walton asked for an update on the Hugh Cale Training Center.  He 
asked if to date there has been an actual purchase of the property. If it does not 
happen, do we have another option?   He would like for the Manager whenever 
he gives them a map, have the map large enough that we can tell what we need 
to be looking at so we can see things more clearly. 
 
Mayor Foster asked Councilman J. A. Stimatz for comments. 
 
Councilman Stimatz stated that Council has already seen the highlights of his trip 
to DC.  He proceeded to highlight a few things for the audience.    He thanked 
the Council for allowing him to attend the National League of Cities conference.  
He concluded that he would like to see staff create a Rules and Procedures 
manual for the City Council.  
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Mayor Foster stated that he would like to thank the members of Council for 
working together. We are all working together for a common goal.   He also 
enjoyed the trip to DC. As your representative there, he was highly impressed 
with the organization of Mayors and he is looking forward to going back next 
year.   
 
9} ADJOURNMENT: 
 
Since there was no further business to come before the Council at this time, 
Mayor Foster entertained a motion to adjourn. 
 

A motion was made by Councilman J. A. Stimatz, seconded by 
Councilman E. K. Rivers to adjourn.  Those voting in favor of the 
motion were:  Stimatz, Rivers, Baker, Brooks, Hummer, Meggs, 
Stallings and Walton.  Against:  None.  Motion carried. 

 
Mayor Foster adjourned the meeting at 8:45 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
      ________________________________ 
      Dianne S. Pierce-Tamplen 
      City Clerk 
 
 
_________________________________  
Charles L. Foster 
Mayor 

 
 
 


