
MONDAY-7:00 P.M. JUNE 25, 2007 CITY COUNCIL

The City of Elizabeth City held its second regular meeting of the month on the
above date and time in the City Council Chambers of the Municipal
Administration Building with Mayor C. L. Foster presiding. Those 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 members attending
were: City Manager R. C. Olson, City Clerk D. S. Pierce-Tamplen, City Attorney
W. H. Morgan, Deputy City Clerk V. D. White, Finance Director S. E. Blanchard,
Planning Director J. C. Brooks, Public Utilities Director P. A. Fredette, Fire Chief
W. C. Pritchard, Police Chief C. E. Crudup, Parks and Recreation Director J. D.
Overman, Human Resource Director K. W. Felton, Inspections Director S. E.
Ward and Electric Superintendent K. F. Clow.

Mayor Foster opened the meeting by welcoming those attending. He gave the
invocation after which Councilman E. K. Rivers led the Pledge of Allegiance to the
flag of the United States of America.

1} APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA:

Mayor Foster called for approval of the prepared agenda.

Mayor Pro Tem L. A. Hummer asked to add, Introduction of the new
Executive Director of the Albemarle Economic Development
Commission.

Councilwoman J. M. Baker asked to remove 8-b – Donation to Elizabeth City
Housing Authority from the Consent Agenda and place it under the
Regular Agenda. She also asked to remove 8-f – Authorization to
negotiate with Elizabeth City State University from the Consent Agenda
and place it under the Regular Agenda for discussion.

Councilman M. E. Brooks asked to add, Discussion of Roanoke Avenue.

Councilman J. B. Walton asked to add, Discussion of the yea-nay vote, and
the non-profits procedure committee.

Hearing no further additions and/or deletions, Mayor Foster called for a motion
of approval.



A motion was made by Councilman J. A. Stimatz, seconded by
Councilwoman B. S. Meggs to approve the agenda to include the
above stated additions. Those voting in favor of the motion
were: Stimatz, Meggs, Baker, Brooks, Hummer, Rivers, Stallings
and Walton. Against: None. Motion carried.

2} COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC:

Mayor Foster asked Deputy Clerk if we had anyone to sign up to address City
Council. Upon a reply of yes, she called Ramona Gilbert to the podium.

Ms. Ramona Gilbert spoke regarding her opinion opposing the removal of
Crescent Drive from the repaving list.

Mr. Gordon Gray spoke regarding the Mayor’s Task Force on Non-Profits.

3} OATH OF OFFICE – CHIEF CHARLES E. CRUDUP:

City Clerk D. S. Pierce-Tamplen administered the Oath of Office to Charles E.
Crudup, the City’s new Police Chief.

4} INTRODUCTION OF NEW EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF AEDC:

Mayor Pro Tem L. A. Hummer, Chairman of the Albemarle Economic
Development Commission introduced Mr. Wayne Harris as the new Executive
Director of the AEDC.

Mr. Harris expressed his pleasure of being in Elizabeth City and spoke briefly on
future plans.

5} APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

a} May 14, 2007 – Regular Meeting

Mayor Foster called for action regarding the minutes of May 14, 2007 Regular
Meeting.

A motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers, seconded by
Councilman J. A. Stimatz to approve the minutes of the meeting
held on May 14, 2007 as written. Those voting in favor of the
motion were: Rivers, Stimatz, Baker, Brooks, Hummer, Meggs,
Stallings and Walton. Against: None. Motion carried.

b} May 29, 2007 Work Session



Mayor Foster called for action regarding the minutes of May 29, 2007 Work
Session.

A motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers, seconded by
Mayor Pro Tem L. A. Hummer to approve the minutes of the
meeting held on May 29, 2007 Work Session as written. Those
voting in favor of the motion were: Rivers, Hummer, Baker,
Brooks, Meggs, Stallings, Stimatz and Walton. Against: None.
Motion carried.

c} May 29, 2007 Regular Meeting

Mayor Foster called for action regarding the minutes of May 29, 2007 Regular
Meeting.

A motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers, seconded by
Councilman J. A. Stimatz to approve the minutes of the meeting
held on May 29, 2007 Regular Session as written. Those voting
in favor of the motion were: Rivers, Stimatz, Baker, Brooks,
Hummer, Meggs, Stallings and Walton. Against: None. Motion
carried.

7} CONSENT AGENDA:

Mayor Foster asked the City Manager to read the Consent Agenda. Following the
reading, Mayor Foster asked the pleasure of Council.

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

Consent Agenda:

a} Approved $1,000 donation to the Elizabeth City Blazers 13 and Under AAU
Basketball Team

b} Approved the following budget amendments and Airport Commerce Park
Capital Project Ordinance:



BUDGET AMENDMENTS
NUMBER 07-04
JUNE 25, 2007

BE IT ORDAINED: by the City Council of the City of Elizabeth City that the
following amendments be made to the annual budget ordinance for fiscal year
ending June 30, 2007:

Section 1. That the General Fund Passport Fees Revenue
(103350.4210) be increased by $3,760, the Administrative P/T Salaries
(104200.0300) be increased by $1,000 and the Administrative Capital
Outlay (104200.0300) be increased by $2,760.

(To record revenue received in passport fees to offset overage in P/T
Salaries and purchase of furniture for City Clerk.)

Section 2. That the General Fund Balance Appropriated (103990.0000)
and Planning Lot Clearing (104900.4601) be increased by $12,000.

(To record overage in lot clearings.)

Section 3. That the General Fund Municipal Service Tax (103010.0065)
and the Payment to Elizabeth City Downtown, Inc. (106610.4585) be
increased by $4,000.

(To record increased tax collections for Municipal Service Tax.)

Section 4. That the General Fund Balance Appropriated (103990.0000)
and the AAU Basketball Donation (106600.4594) be increased by $1,000.

(To record donation to EC Blazers.)

Section 5. That the General Fund Reimbursement from DOT
(103500.5800) and the Southern Avenue Capital Improvements
(105600.7301) be increased by $182,736.

(To record Southern Avenue improvements.)

Section 6. That the General Fund Insurance Proceeds (103350.8300)
and the P& R Maintenance and Repair to Cemeteries (106400.1510) be
increased by $4,700.



(To record insurance proceeds for damage to Old Hollywood Cemetery.)

Section 7. That the Electric Payment from Water/Sewer Fund
(303980.2000) be increased by $377,736.44, the Retained Earnings
Appropriated (303990.0000) be decreased by $377,736.44 and the Water
& Sewer Halstead Sewer Service fees (313930.0031) and Payment to
Electric Fund (316600.9122) be increased by $377,736.44.

(To record Halstead Boulevard impact fees received and repaid to Electric
Fund.)

Section 8. That the TAMSCO Revenue (613490.5000) and Airport Ramp
Expansion (619006.1000) be increased by $28,859.27.

(To record additional costs of Airport Ramp Expansion paid by TAMSCO.)

Section 9. That the General Fund Transfer from Electric Fund
(103970.3015) be increased by $657, 735.79 and General Fund Payment
from DOT (103500.5800) be reduced by $657,735.79. That the Electric
Retained Earnings Appropriated (303990.0000) and the Transfer to
General Fund (306600.1000) be increased by $657,735.79.

(To be recorded only if DOT Reimbursement is not received by June 30,
2007.)

Section 10. That the Airport Ramp Expansion Transfer from Electric Fund
(613970.3015) and Airport Ramp Expansion (619006.1000) be increased
by $21,524.85. That the Electric Retained Earnings Appropriated
(303990.0000) and Transfer to Airport Ramp Expansion Fund
(616600.2000) be increased by $21,524.85.

(To be recorded only if Airport Ramp Expansion Grant Funds are not
received by June 30, 2007.)

ADOPTED, this 25th day of June 2007.

________________________________
Charles L. Foster
Mayor

_________________________________
Dianne S. Pierce-Tamplen, MMC
City Clerk



AIRPORT COMMERCE PARK CAPITAL PROJECT ORDINANCE

BE IT ORDAINED, by the governing board of the City of Elizabeth City, North
Carolina that, pursuant to Section 13.2 of Chapter 159 of the General Statues of
North Carolina, the following capital project ordinance is hereby adopted:

Section 1. The project authorized is the Aviation Commerce Park to be
finance by grant funds.

Section 2. The officers of this unit are hereby directed to proceed with
the capital project within the budget contained herein.

Section 3. The following amounts are appropriated for the project:

Land and Taxiway $4,750.000
Master Plan 445.000
Water, Sewer & Street Improvements 1,500,000

$6,695,000

Section 4. The following revenues are anticipated to be available to
complete this project:

State of NC $3,500,000
Rural Center 500,000
Industrial Development Fund 250,000
CDBG 1,000,000
Golden Leaf Foundation 1,000,000
Pasquotank County 200,000
Airport Authority 45,000
Transfer from Electric Fund 200,000

$6,695,000

Section 5. The Finance Officer is directed to report on a monthly basis
on the financial status of each project element in Section 3.

Section 6. The Budget Officer is directed to include a detailed analysis
of past and future costs and revenues on this capital project in every budget
submission made to this board.

Section 7. Copies of this capital project ordinance shall be furnished to
the Clerk of the Governing Board, and to the Budget Officer and the Finance
Officer for direction in carrying out this project.



ADOPTED, this 25th day of June 2007.

________________________________
Charles L. Foster
Mayor

__________________________________
Dianne S. Pierce-Tamplen, MMC
City Clerk



c} Award of Bid for SCADA Equipment Upgrade to Systems East, Inc. in the
amount of $85,000. ($66,823 for the current system and $18,177 to initiate
work for the new wells.)

BID TABULATION SHEET
SCADA SYSTEM UPDATE

InstruLogic Corporation $57,872.00
Systems East, Inc. 66,823.00
ForTech Automation Controls 63,500.00
Lord & Company, Inc. 64,648.88

d} Award of Bid for Annual Chemicals for FY07-08 at the Water and
Wastewater Treatment Plants as follows:

BIB TABULATION SHEET
CHEMICALS

ChemTreat, Inc.
Dry Polymer $176.00/bag
Liquid Polymer $520.00/drum

Chemical Line Co.
Hydrate Lime $183.52/ton

Polydyne Inc.
Dry Polymer $67.50/bag
Liquid Polymer $405.00/drum

Univar USA Inc.
Hydrate Lime $138.40/ton
Dry Polymer $73.50/bag
Liquid Polymer $463.50/drum
Liquid Alum Sulfate $291.00/ton
Fluoride $122.50/drum
Sodium Hex $41.00/bag
Aqua Ammonia $437.00/ton
Liquid Sulfur Dioxide $73.50/cylinder
Chlorine $660.00/cylinder



Kemira Water Solutions, Inc.
Liquid Alum Sulfate $335.00/ton

General Chemical
Liquid Alum Sulfate $301.00/ton

Water Guard, Inc.
Fluoride $134.50/drum
Sodium Hex $47.00/bag
Liquid Sulfur Dioxide $142.50/cylinder

Suffolk Sales and Service
Aqua Ammonia $380.92/ton

Tanner Industries
Aqua Ammonia $617.40/ton

Carus Phosphates
Sodium Hex $39.00/bag

GEO Specialty Chemicals
Liquid Alum Sulfate $298.02/ton

Air Gas Carbonis
Liquid Carbon Dioxide $200.00/ton

Award was made as follows:

Univar USA, Inc.
Hydroflourosilic Acid $122.50/55 gal. drum
Liquid Sulfur Dioxide $ 73.50/150#cylinder
Liquid Aluminum Sulfate $291.00/ton
Hydrated Lime $138.50/ton
Liquid Chloride $660.00/ 1 ton cylinder

TOTAL WATER TREATMENT $198,210.00
TOTAL WASTEWATER $ 60,602.60

Polydyne, Inc.
Dry Polymer $ 67.50/50# bag
Liquid Polymer $418.50/50 gal drum

TOTAL WATER TREATMENT $ 2,227.50
TOTAL WASTEWATER $20,925.00



Suffolk Sales and Services
Aqua Ammonia $380.92/ton
TOTAL WATER TREATMENT $10,284.84

Carus Phosphates
Sodium Hexametaphosphate $ 39.00/50# bag

TOTAL WATER TREATMENT $ 4,290.00

Air Gas Carbonic
Liquid Carbon Dioxide $200.00/150# cylinder

TOTAL WATER TREATMENT $18,200.00

e} Approved to convey to the Airport Authority approximately 1.2 acres of
property to be used for a Stormwater retention pond. The Authority will be
responsible for a survey and preparation of the legal description for the property.

f} Authorize Shepard Street from Walston Street to Road Street be added to
the 2007 Street Paving Project thereby deleting Crescent Drive.

End of Consent Agenda.

8} REGULAR AGENDA:

a} Donation to Elizabeth City Housing Authority a Polaroid ID Machine and
Laminator.

Mayor Foster called upon City Manager Olson for comments.

Mr. Olson stated that this is a donation to the EC Housing Authority of a surplus
Polaroid ID Machine and Laminator. The City has used this piece of equipment
for 16-18 years. Historically, we have done the ID’s for the Housing Authority
since we surplused this particular item. We did receive a request from Judah
Person to receive this donation so that he would not have to come over here and
use our new machine any more.

Ms. Baker stated that she wanted this item pulled from the Consent Agenda
because she had a question on the Purchasing Manuel that she believes that
Councilman Stimatz has brought up several times in the past. There was
something in the manual about the ways that you can disperse of surplus items.
One was to transfer it from one department to another, auction it, sell it on seal
bids or destroy it. Did we update the manual to approve transferring it to
another agency or has she missed the updating of the purchasing manual.



Mr. Olson said no but basically that is why this item is before you. It is a little bit
out of the norm. We do appoint members to the Housing Authority Board. We
have inter-local agreements with them. We have officers living within the
Housing Authority units. We have a very close relationship with the HAB. But,
he was of the opinion that our purchasing manual really didn’t address this at
some point and that is why it is being brought before you.

Ms. Baker asked if we couldn’t put something in that says we can transfer to
cover items like this. Do we need to or does this come up very often enough.

Mr. Olson said that his personal opinion is that it doesn’t come up frequently
enough that you shouldn’t just handle it on a case by case basis. That is why it
was placed on the Consent Agenda. It is a surplus piece of equipment. He is
not sure the value it had if you sold it on E-Bay or another type of agency. His
concern is if we sold it that way someone might buy it and make illegal ID cards.
That is one of the reasons why we thought that it was appropriate when the
Executive Director of the Housing Authority made that request to bring it before
City Council.

Councilman Stimatz said that he thinks that it is a simple matter to add a fifth
item to the purchasing manual. He made that suggestion before that indicates
that the property will normally be disposed of in the following ways and adds a
fifth item which says, transfers to outside agencies. Then you do not have to
bring it to us. You can set the administrative procedure rather it is a non-profit
or a quasi official agency or whomever and you can transfer it. He made that
suggestion over a year ago. It is a simple one liner. He does not think it is that
difficult. If necessary, he will make a motion to the effect that we changed the
purchase manual to add that item.

Councilwoman Walton stated that he did not like the words that were added in
that you can transfer without still checking with us. This is an item that doesn’t
usually come in front of Council, but no one should have the right to be able to
just transfer without approval. He thinks that is a little too much leniency in
there. It needs to be better wording than what he just heard.

Councilwoman Baker said what about just adding a dollar amount of those that
can be transferred to other agencies without approval of Council.

Mr. Stimatz said that in the purchasing manual it already takes care of that. If it
is internal, the city manager takes care of it. If it needs to be destroyed, the
finance director prepares a document to destroy it. If it is going to be sold at the
auction, a recommendation does come to the City Council. All you have to do is
to add an item that says prepared recommendation to City Council to advertise
for a seal bid, sold by auction or transfer to outside agency.



Councilman Rivers said that before we can make it a motion to just amend or
add to a procedure we need to have that in front of us before we start striking or
adding words. The item that we are dealing with is the Polarized ID Machine. If
we want to take up the addition and the adding or deleting of words from a
proper procedure manual, we need to have that before we just start adding
words so that way it can be written down. There is no and/or and he has a
problem with that.

Mr. Stimatz stated that he would like to make a point. For fifteen months he
brought this item to your attention and he got no response and he is tired. If it
takes a motion to get it moving fine, he will gladly put this off until the next
meeting and we can look at it then. It is a simple change. A one line change
and a four word change.

Mr. Olson said that if he could he would like to enlighten the Council. We did get
a determination from David Lawrence from the Institute of Government that all
donations have to go to the City Council. We have to have official action taken
on them. That is his ruling and that is what we are working under and that is
why the purchasing manual was not changed.

Mr. Stimatz said then he would like to be notified. He would like to know. This
issue has been on his lap for fifteen months. If that is the case if all donations
have to come then what aught to happen is the purchasing manual can be
amended because it talks about disposal of property. We should say that
donations must be taken to city council. That way we know what is happening
to property and we have procedures in place for handling property. It is no
different than when we have an issue to come up about traffic calming. We
discussed that issue and we get this thing dropped on us at the last meeting and
you say, oh we have been working on this for two months. In those two months
he has talked with the city manager three times on issues involving traffic
calming. He wants to hear what is going about issues that are related to
questions that he has. He is tired of not getting any answers.

Mr. Olson said that you did receive a memo about six-eight months ago outlining
what the issues were with the purchasing policy and what David Lawrence’s
opinion was.

Mr. Stimatz said that he would like another copy of that memo and it doesn’t
change the fact that we still need to change the manual.

A motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers, seconded by
Councilman D. K. Stallings to approve the disbursement of the
Polarized ID Machine and the Laminator to the Elizabeth City



Housing Authority. Those voting in favor of the motion were:
Rivers, Stallings, Baker, Brooks, Hummer, Meggs, Stimatz and
Walton. Against: None. Motion carried.

b} Negotiation with Elizabeth City State University for Channel 11 broadcast
services.

Mayor Foster called upon City Manager Olson for comments.

Mr. Olson stated that we did put out bids to a number of qualified agencies for
an RFP to provide broadcast services to do our meetings. We received no bids
back. Based on our conversations with ECSU staff is recommending that we
negotiate with ESCU and see if we can work out something with their
department.

Councilwoman Baker said she wonders if we had conversations with WSKY4, the
only independent station in the area. They seem to be more community oriented
than some of these stations out of Virginia.

Councilman Brooks stated that he sees this on the agenda and how long has
ECSU been televising the council meetings.

Mr. Olson replied that they have been the only ones.

Mr. Brooks continued by asking if we have ever had any problems with them
negotiating anything because he wants to know why all of a sudden we want to
go out there and let others negotiate. He needs to know more. He needs to be
updated.

Mr. Olson said that staff was instructed to do this in one of the budget work
sessions.

Mr. Stimatz said that he asked earlier because ECSU doesn’t even have a
contract with us. We have never negotiated it, plus part of what you have seen
here is the growth in the use of channel ll and the drain on the time it becomes
for Ms. White. She is basically our producer, director, graphic artist, etc, etc,
We should have put out a bid for broadcast services to include live broadcast,
taping, rebroadcast and some work on Channel ll and maintaining it because that
takes up a lot of Ms. White’s time. The idea was that ECSU has been working on
a shoestring. We are under paying them. We have a $300 dollars a month
budget. It is time to close it up and pay them a fair amount.

Mr. Brooks said he thinks he understands what you are trying to say. We are
trying to give ECSU a fair shake. That is basically what it is.



Ms. Baker said that she thinks in addition to giving everybody a fair shake that
maybe we can expand to include some community events, maybe National Night
Out. Someone could tape it and broadcast that for the community. Maybe
broadcast any community event that we may have.

Mr. Brooks said that he agrees with being active in the community but we have
ECSU sitting out there that needs to get involved with the community. It is the
largest learning institution on this side. We need to get them involved with this
city. We don’t necessarily need if we can work it out paid for what their work is
we need to try to get what we have right here at home involved with our
community. We have a wealth of knowledge and experience and everything out
there and we need to get them involved in our community and see what they
can technically get involved with instead of going out side in this instance.

A motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers to authorize city
staff to negotiate with ECSU. Councilman M. E. Brooks seconded
the motion. Those voting in favor of the motion were: Rivers,
Brooks, Hummer, Meggs, Stallings, Stimatz and Walton. Against:
Baker. Motion carried.

c} APPOINTMENTS TO VARIOUS BOARDS/COMMITTEES:

Mayor Foster stated that he passed out a memo showing various appointments
and he would ask that you confirm those appointments as stated on the memo.

A motion was made by Councilwoman J. M. Baker, seconded by
Councilwoman B. S. Meggs to approve the following
appointments. Those voting in favor of the motion were: Baker,
Meggs, Brooks, Hummer, Rivers, Stallings, Stimatz and Walton.
Against: None. Motion carried.

Board of Zoning Adjustments: (Three year term ending June
2010)

Lavern Jones
Odell Harris
Ramona Gilbert
Oliver Etheridge
Carlton Etheridge
Luther Sanders

Senior Citizens Advisory Board: (Three-year term ending
6/30/2010)



Rosa Overton
Mary E. Walker

Recreation Advisory Board: (Three-year term ending 6/30/2010)

Jim Elliott
Celvin Webster

Historic Preservation Commission: (Re-appointment to a three-
year term ending 6/30/2010)

Georgene Falcon
Mark Maland

Mayor Foster advised that he appointed the following two individuals as
members of the Elizabeth City Housing Authority:

Connie Harris (Five year term ending 6/2012)
Norman Dorsey (Fill unexpired term ending 6/2010)

d} Preliminary Subdivision Plat (SUB-08-06)

Mayor Foster called upon City Manager Olson for comments.

Mr. Olson stated that this subdivision plat is for Hunters Run and he would like
for Ms. Brooks to report on this item.

Ms. Brooks stated that the applicant proposes to subdivide the property located
east of Briarwood and Summerfield subdivisions into 149 lots ranging in size of
10,000 to 26,000 square feet. As designed the applicant does not plan to
provide on site recreation space; however, a recreation fee will be paid in lieu
of open space. The homes will range from 1000 to 1200 square feet. As
proposed there will be two retention ponds to handle on-site water. The
subdivision will have one point of entry from Savin Road via a dedicated 50’
easement. All streets will be built to NCDOT Design and Construction
Standards. It is anticipated that 253 school age children will be generated by
this development. The Elizabeth City/Pasquotank County School System has
been duly notified of the proposed subdivision. School officials have previously
indicated their satisfaction with their current projections for
capacity/accommodation.

Councilman Rivers asked why do we have so much flooding in our subdivisions.
The developers present to us results from all kinds of tests. It seems to him that



every time we get a subdivision everyone tells him that the state certifies it and
it works. But yet when it is built out we have flooding. We talked about making
sure that we have an engineer that will make sure because any condition can
make it. A model can produce what you want it to produce. That really bothers
him that the developer gets it done. We don’t have anyone to check to make
sure that all the variables were the correct variables being used. He thinks that
is what we talked about last time. The last time we said that we were going to
have at the developers expense to pay for a third party that has no interest in
the development to just make sure that everything is correct. Every time we get
a new administration they always pass the buck and then the City Council has to
step to the table and address the issue.

Mr. Olson said that the City’s engineer reviews the calculations that are handed
to them.

Mr. Fredette said that he is sure about the calculations that we are getting. He
has seen the plans and he is familiar with them. He feels that the formula is
correct.

Councilman Brooks stated that Mr. Garland Anderson who lives in Northeastern
Terrace took him for a ride in his vehicle and showed him all the ditches that are
closed up that water should and could flow through. Anytime you start talking
about Oxford Heights and any water, even a thimble full of water that can be
dumped on Oxford Heights there some be some concern. It is not just for the
residents there but it should be a concern for everybody. Kirk has it right, every
time we approve a subdivision we have all these engineers and then everything
fails. We are not asking what happens if a monkey wrench gets thrown in their
calculations. We are thinking on terms of as you calculate it what are the
possibilities of water being dumped on these areas that already have drainage
and flood problems. The people in Oxford Heights are concerned about
additional flooding in their community when we are constantly building around
them. We were talking about dredging it at one time and he doesn’t know what
happened to that. It was talked about but he didn’t hear any follow up on it.

Mayor Pro Tem Hummer stated that she apologizes for being so consistent but
she still has the same concerns. People for Briarwood, Savin Woods,
Summerfield, Northeastern Terrace, Oak Grove and Oxford Heights call her just
like they call others. She is not disputing any engineering formulas but it all goes
to one tributary and that tributary can’t hold all of it. There are people that are
still waiting to get a straight answer to their problem. Can it be fixed? Is it
going to be fixed or are we going to continue to blame somebody and put it off.
Yet, we keep approving more and more which adds to the problem.



Councilman Stimatz said it is a question of how you grow your tax base. We
have all said that most people here don’t want to raise taxes. You don’t want to
raise taxes then you have to grow your tax base. You have two choices and
they are commercial or residential development. If you don’t want to raise taxes
then we have to have more houses and more buildings. On this particular one,
is he correct that all the drainage will be going into the Eastern Tributary of
Knobbs Creek.

Mr. Olson said that he calls it the Southern Tributary of Knobbs Creek.

Mr. Hyman explains the way that the drainage would flow.

Mr. Stimatz said that it raises the issue that if the drain gets a plug it doesn’t
matter how much water you think that it is going to drain it won’t drain any. He
has asked to have a discussion in July on who is responsible for Knobbs Creek
flow monitoring and maintenance. We can’t keep developing without knowing
the changes in the creek in the last fifty years. He can’t believe that the creek’s
flow rate is still the same as it was fifty years ago. The trash in the ditch behind
Big Lots is still there and his question still stands. Who is responsible for
cleaning that trash out of the ditch? Is it the owner of that facility or us? It still
sits there. It is the same with the ditches on Mill Street. We need to come up
with a plan to get these cleaned.

A motion was made by Councilwoman J. M. Baker, seconded by
Councilman J. A. Stimatz to approve the preliminary subdivision
plat (SUB-08-06) submitted by HAP of Elizabeth City, LLC with
staff recommended conditions as stated below:

1) The utility locator note shall be placed on the cover sheet.
2) Add note regarding placement for trash receptacles at least

5’ at/near the curb.
3) Correct General Note #5 (Sheets 5, 6, 7) to reflect

correct/revised pagination.

Those voting in favor of the motion were: Baker, Stimatz, Brooks,
Meggs, Rivers, Stallings and Walton. Against: None. Motion
carried.

e} Appointment to the Airport Authority:

Mayor Foster presented the name of Orestes Gooden as an appointee to the
Elizabeth City-Pasquotank County Airport Authority. Mr. Gooden is a retired
Naval Reserve Commander and was a military pilot. Mr. Gooden is a professor at



Elizabeth City State University in the Technology Department and works in the
Aviation Program.

A motion was made by Councilman J. A. Stimatz, seconded by
Councilwoman B. S. Meggs to approve the appointment of Mr.
Orestes Gooden as a member of the Elizabeth City-Pasquotank
County Airport Authority with a two-year term. Those voting in
favor of the motion were: Stimatz, Meggs, Baker, Brooks,
Hummer, Rivers, Stallings and Walton. Against: None. Motion
carried.

f} Traffic on Church Street:

Mayor Foster called upon City Manager Olson for comments.

Mr. Olson stated that one of the issues that staff has been working on for some
time now is traffic calming. Paul Fredette will give a brief presentation
concerning traffic calming.

Mr. Fredette said that he would like to address another concern regarding
speeding vehicles through the neighborhoods. Traffic calming is a marked
change in the way the transportation systems are reviewed. It is a recent
change that traffic engineers are being tempered by other concerns in response
to the public’s concern about speeding. Part of traffic calming is education,
enforcement and engineering. Education and enforcement have not been
particularly effective. Engineering on the other hand has introduced a level of
discomfort. Speed and volume are functions of human behavior. If you make it
uncomfortable they will change their habits. We have a situation here in
Elizabeth City that shifted to Church Street from Ehringhaus Street. One way is
a choker alignment. It narrows the road to make it uncomfortable for the
motorist. Traffic will slow down as it goes through that bottle neck of the road.
Another is a chicane alignment. It changes the alignment to the roadway so that
the street is not straight. This eliminates driver tendencies to accelerate on a
straight street and may add beautification opportunities without inimically
impacting emergency services. Last, is a vertical reflection. This is a raised
pedestrian walk way. They are generally three to four inches high, have a six
foot slope approach with a ten-foot top and a six foot sloped departure profile.
One of the things that we have to be careful about is we can’t make the motorist
too uncomfortable because then it would push the problem on other areas of the
City. What we are proposing right now is to run a pilot project on Church Street.
We have selected two areas on Church Street, one at Pearse Street and Pritchard
Street. We met with the emergency services in the City to see if this would
interfere with their need to respond quickly to a site. They did not have any
problems with Church Street. The tables would cost $6300 each.



Councilman Stallings asked where would the $6300 come from.

Mr. Olsen replied that money would be coming out of the Powell Bill Funds as it
is a city street and we could utilize Powell Bill funds.

Mr. Stallings asked why would you suggest tearing up a street that we just fixed.

Mr. Olson said that you are not really tearing it up but putting this as an
additional lift on to the asphalt that is already there. That is all you are doing.
You are just adding another layer of asphalt in the shape of a hump or bump in
that general area.

Mr. Stallings said to make any change you are going to have to do some
construction and he is not in favor of doing Church Street at this time. He thinks
that we need to take that money and move it to Roanoke Avenue. $6300 for
each location is a lot and we badly need it on Roanoke Avenue as that street is
torn up.

Mayor Pro Tem Hummer stated that she lives on the corner of Holly and Cedar
between Main and Elizabeth Streets. In the four blocks there are five stop signs,
one on each corner. It does nothing to calm the traffic. As soon as it gets dark
they go through all five stop signs. Colonial, Cedar and Main are major arteries
to downtown. People come off the boulevard to get to the downtown area and
she is not sure stop signs are the way to go. It seems to her that a few years
ago we brought up putting these humps on Main Street and we were told that
they were not legal.

Councilwoman Baker said that the citizens of the First Ward have been asking for
speeding solutions for a long time and this is a test. A rather expensive test but
a test nonetheless. She has been over these traffic tables before and they are a
lot less intrusive to your vehicle than a speed bump where you can bottom out.
Traffic tables definitely slow you down. She would definitely welcome something
to do a test and since her ward is the one that has opened the can of worms she
made the following motion.

A motion was made by Councilwoman J. M. Baker that we
approve these two tables as a test site on Church Street and
further moved to review them in six months and see where we
are and see if we have been successful in calming the speed or
calming the traffic. Councilwoman B. S. Meggs seconded the
motion.



Councilman Rivers said that $12,600 is a very expensive test. He remembers
when the person asked for Main Street to have speed bumps, we placed it down
and within six months they were back and they had front end alignments papers
and we had to take them up. For $12,600 and two on the same street, if you
are going to do a test, do one as that is $6300. Are they moveable?

Mr. Fredette said that these would be a permanent fixture.

Mr. Rivers continued by saying with a test you do one, not two. Let’s be honest
if we get twenty-five people to come up here in two or three months, Council will
set here and remove all $12,600 and at the same time we are looking at Powell
Bill funds. He just can not go with two on the same street. If we are going to
do a test pilot we need to talk this over with the police department. Have we
met with the neighbors that came forth?

Councilman Stimatz said that he has met with the neighborhood group. They
are looking for a solution and that is why the cheaper way to go is the stop signs
at $25.00 a corner. They are looking for an answer. The good things about
these are they don’t require somebody to enforce it as they are self enforced.
$6300 in two places is a lot of money. He thinks that one is a good start for a
pilot but he would like to look into traffic pillows which are moveable.

Councilman Walton said that Tony had this expertise in the pillow but if we vote
tonight to pass what Jean has proposed his idea is out of the cycle anyway. He
just feels like we have too many other things that are urgent in this City than to
have a test program on anything. You know it is a lot of places that have come
in front of Council and asking for certain things to be done. Every since 03, he
knows that Oak Grove has been back farther than that. Crescent Drive, we said
that we were going to use Powell Bill money on them since 03 and we haven’t
done anything. He knows the problems and he can deal with that but to just go
out there and put $6300 that is already a bare bone budget and you said that
the Powell Bill is already kind of depleted. Isn’t it?

Mr. Olson said that the Powell Bill funds for next year are already designated for
Charles Creek Bridge project. That is going to eat up all of the Powell Bill
allocation that we will get. In this coming fiscal year there is $1.2 million fund
balance still left in the Powell Bill funds. Our intent is to break even next year
with Charles Creek Bridge and then the following year we get another $5,35,000
and when we add that to the $1.5 million making approximately $1.5 million to
do another large project. That would be 09-10.

Mr. Walton continued by saying that you do have a plan but if we start depleting
the Powell Bill fund even more by trying a test pilot here and as Paul said if it
works well in one location then everybody in town will want to try it on their



streets. So then you have one hundred more spots. He just doesn’t think that it
is the right time to do it at this time.

Councilman Rivers said that he likes the part about moveable because if we fix
the problem on Church Street they would then move to Main Street, what are we
going to do then? We pay another $12,600 and they move to Colonial, etc. If
we can research and that way as we are getting problems on Church Street as
once people has a mind set that the traffic table is there then we have other
areas that will need it. If it can be moved then he doesn’t have a problem with
those. He is just not for a permanent fix at $12,600. This problem has occurred
because they have moved from other streets. They are going to move from this
street to another one. We need to have a mobile one because that will serve the
entire area. He just can’t go for the $12,600 for one street right now. He would
like to see this be brought back to the next meeting and make a decision after
we have had the opportunity to review the additional data on the pillows.
If we do anything, we don’t need two but to start off with one.

Mayor Pro Tem Hummer stated that Council voted to try a program in
Sawyertown with the surveillance cameras and she appreciates that and the
people over there do. She is willing to vote for some kind of pilot program for
Church Street and why not surveillance cameras because you can buy additional
cameras for a couple of thousand of dollars. Once we get that up and she
understands that we are to start working on it one July. They use these at
intersections to catch speeders and those going through a red light. If people
knew that their picture would be taken while they were speeding down Church
Street that might be a determent that would not cost a lot of money.

Councilwoman Baker said that is a different system that checks a license plate.
That is a whole different surveillance camera system than what we are looking
at. She does not mind to change her motion to allow us to implement a pilot
program on the less expensive of the two systems rather it be the current one or
the moveable system. She made her motion to do the pilot program on
whichever was the more cost effective of the two systems. Let’s not table it
again and wait another meeting, let’s get these people some relief. She would
like to change her motion to reflect that. To do the pilot program of the two that
is the most effective. Ms. Meggs accepted the change in the motion.

Councilman Brooks said that he understands the motion and he really agrees
with the motion except Mr. Fredette is going to have to go back and see what
the cost is to have a removable one like Tony said. It is going to have to be
tabled as we can’t vote on it unless we know what the cost is going to be.

Mr. Rivers said that if it costs $200 more to have a removable one then he has
no problem voting on it if that is what this council wants because that way if the



problem shifts from Church Street to another street you have the opportunity to
move it. If we take the most cost effective way then it could be a permanent
position. He does not know the price and he thinks that we should do that
before we just make a blanket motion on which one is the most cost effective.

A substitute motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers,
Councilman J. A. Stimatz to table action on this item until the
July 9th meeting.

Councilman Stallings stated that while Mr. Olson was bringing back information
he would like to have a count on how many traffic tickets that has been written
on West Church Street.

Councilman Walton said that he is in agreement with what Darryl said. We have
a no tolerance policy. If we would just follow our ordinances it will take care of
itself anyway. Write up enough of those tickets that you are saying are flying
through there. Usually when he goes through there people are doing everything,
jogging, etc and he tries to stay at 25 mph but it is hard. Write people up and
let’s see what is going on. Let’s see some stats on some things.

Mayor Pro Tem Hummer said that she doesn’t know if we have exhausted every
type of traffic calming, but if there is something even less expensive she thinks
we should look at it before we vote on it.

Mayor Foster called for vote on Councilman Rivers’ motion.

Those voting in favor of the motion were: Rivers, Stimatz,
Brooks, Hummer, Meggs, Stallings and Walton. Against: Baker.
Motion carried.

g} Roanoke Avenue:

Mayor Foster called upon Councilman Brooks for comments.

Mr. Brooks stated that he put this on the agenda and he has listened while we
talk about speed bumps on Church Street. We have a great remedy for that.
Tear it up like you have Roanoke Avenue and that will slow them down. His
concern is that he remembers the length of time that it took to get Southern
Avenue paved. People think that it just happened with this Council but it has
been on going several councils ago. He would guess about ten or twelve years.
He is sure that Mayor Pro Tem Hummer and Councilwoman Baker can attest to
that. We don’t want that length of time to go by with Roanoke. He is sure that
grants can be written and he thought about it and if we can get a million dollars
for streetscape it appears that somewhere we can get money to get Roanoke.



We don’t want Roanoke to suffer the same fate that Southern Avenue did. He
understands that DOT told us if we had the sewer pipes put down on Southern
Avenue that they would pave the road. Roanoke has got the sewer pipes
installed. He wants to know what the hold up is as we need to get that road
fixed. Roanoke carried a lot of traffic because it doesn’t have any stop lights on
it. A lot of people use Roanoke to get to Road Street. He doesn’t think that the
people that use it, not just the residents, should suffer the same fate. If they
begin to send the city bills for front end alignments and things like that maybe
the process will speed up more. What is the possibility of getting a grant to
speed this up? There has to be some sort of money out there that could help us
with Roanoke.

Mr. Olson replied that any grant money that we would receive for that particular
project would come as an earmark from NCDOT. He knows of no other grant
agency that we could apply for and get any funding from. Usually that is some
type of discretionary funding through NCDOT to get that done. That is what
Streetscape was. City Staff continues to try and find funds that will help with
Roanoke Avenue.

Mr. Brooks asked that 214 and 406 Roanoke Avenue be looked at as there are
open ditches behind these that need to be taken care of.

h} Nay or Yea Vote:

Mayor Foster called upon Councilman J. B. Walton for comments.

Mr. Walton stated that at our previous meeting, at the end of the meeting it was
a little confusion on which way he was going to consider voting, nay or yea. He
asked the attorney, do you recall Bill, he asked him to find out some information
for him on Tuesday night. But, before that could even happen and all he wanted
was the policy. If he could bring it back if he voted yea or nay. The next day
the secretary took it upon her authority he guess, Rich did you approve the
secretary calling David Lawrence?

Mr. Olson replied that the City Clerk contacted David Lawrence asking for some
direction.

Mr. Walton said that he said did you give her the authority to do that?

Mr. Olson said that the City Clerk works for the Council directly. He is aware that
she did contact them as we had that discussion councilman.

Mr. Walton said that you were aware of that prior to the call.



Mr. Olson replied that yes he was.

Mr. Walton asked if the Mayor approve it?

Mayor Foster stated that he didn’t even know what he was talking about.

Mr. Walton said let him refresh you. Let me try to refresh your memory. At the
last meeting, he was trying to decide whether to vote yea or nay on a certain
issue. Is it coming back? The budget proposal. He said that he did not have
enough information that he needed and he needed information before he could
make a final vote.

Mayor Foster said what is coming back is when he asked you did you vote on the
motion, you said yes and that is coming back to him.

Mr. Walton said that he said that he needed information before he made his final
vote. Alright, well the next day and this is how we do business now. The
secretary called David Lawrence and you know, Attorney, would you have
written that type of letter that was written?

Mr. Morgan replied that he would have sought the items from Mr. Lawrence. He
reviewed the e-mail that was sent and it seemed to be appropriate as he
understood what your question was from the prior evening.

Mr. Walton said ok, well Dianne wrote to David Lawrence at 9:32. He doesn’t
want to be critical but to him it is a critical issue. David being a good guy he is
very good at what he is doing. He wrote back at 10:26. At 10:46, Dianne wrote
him again. At 11:09 he returned the call. Then at 11:36 Dianne e-mailed Rich.
Then at 12:01 Rich e-mailed you. He thought and he doesn’t know if everyone
else around the board remembers he asked you to do this.

Mr. Morgan said that is right. You asked me to look into it. He was doing it
simultaneously to when Dianne was consulting with the Institute.

Mr. Walton said basically what he wanted was to know if he could bring it back
up. Was that a difficult thing as it is a policy that is already set?

Mr. Morgan said that as he understood it you had several questions from that
evening. One was whether or not your vote was counted as a yes or no vote
and then another issue was whether or once the budget ordinance had been
adopted that could be revisited by council. So as he saw your question of him
was several things that you wanted answers too.

Mr. Walton said basically it was pointed toward you, wasn’t it.



Mr. Morgan replied that yes it was.

Mr. Walton asked Rich where was the Budget Proposal at this time.

Mr. Olsen stated that the budget is complete and we are doing the final books
and they will be handed out tomorrow or the next day. Peggy Cross has been
working on them all day.

Mr. Walton said that means it is still here then.

Mr. Olson said that we have notified the County what our tax rate will be for next
year.

Mr. Walton said then it was by word of mouth and you haven’t sent a certified
letter. Your budget proposal is not in place with the County.

Mr. Olson said that we are required to within five days after the adoption of the
budget under State statutes to send that information over to the county.

Mr. Walton said that he asked you has it been sent.

Mr. Olson replied that yes it has.

Mr. Walton said that since it has been sent, you know, it is no way that he can
repeal it. But, when he talked with David Lawrence and he talked with him
himself and they had a nice conversation, he acted like that he could have if it
was done in the right amount of time.

Mr. Morgan said that we discussed on Wednesday about the five days condition.

Mr. Walton said prior to then people were saying there is no way you can do
anything with a budget amendment if it is already passed. That is what was
said. That is what was coming out of everybody’s mouth up here through their
understanding. But, he said the he could appeal it. The reason that he asked
you if you would have written this type of letter, this letter states that “there was
a meeting on Tuesday night. The meeting was changed on the request of a
council member that was going to be out of town”. Would you have written
that? Ok, “the member was absent anyway. Members who wanted to table
action in the past several members had requested that this be done on other
items and they would refuse.” Would you have written that?

Mr. Morgan said that he doesn’t know how to answer that yes or no.



Mr. Walton said alright; let me finish with the last one then. “The three
members that were present have said all along that they would not vote to
approve the budget as well as the member that was absent.” Would you have
written that? He didn’t ask you all those questions. He means this should not
have been a part of his thought pattern because to him you are trying to
persuade somebody on what to say or what to do. You wouldn’t have done that.
He would hope you would not have written it.

Mr. Morgan said that he will say this about Mr. Lawrence and it is not really
answering your question. He has talked with him enough in the past as he
knows others here in the room have and he is not going to be suede as he
understands it by anyone or leading information. He is going to answer the
questions as he sees it directly from the General Statutes.

Mr. Walton said that’s the way you do but he asked you to do it.

Mr. Morgan said that you did and he was working on it. We all were working on
it that day.

Mr. Walton said that it didn’t need it. David and he talked about five minutes
and he just cleared everything up. Why are you going to talk all day about
something? It wasn’t that hard.

Mr. Morgan said that as he recalls his schedule from that next morning it was
extremely busy in the morning hours but the afternoon was a little bit better.
That is why he was not able to talk with you until later in the day.

Mr. Walton said that you had two weeks to get the information back to him. His
whole point is he thinks that business should have been done a little better than
that.

i} Non-profit procedures:

Mayor Foster called upon Councilman Walton for comments.

Councilman Walton said that you know at the beginning of this meeting, it seems
like he thought that it was a full moon outside because people came up. Tony
said words out of his mouth, I don’t like that, but that is his opinion. Mr. Gray
came up and threw trash on the floor. To him, that whole issue caused
confusion. He shouldn’t have done that because of four council members
thinking they did the right thing. He is not going to let anybody antagonize him
on how he votes. Maybe, Mayor you formed the group, maybe you can give us
your explanation on how you thought the process should have gone.



Mayor Foster asked what his question to him was.

Mr. Walton said let him explain. You put forth a task force to bring back.

Mayor Foster said yes and he thought that he put together a good group. He
thought that they did a very good job.

Mr. Walton said well explain what you feel like the action should have been
because like he said it has brought about so much confusion against the four
members that voted a certain way. Was that you expectation? Did you get what
you expected out of it?

Mayor Foster said that yes he got what he expected from the group in their
report.

Mr. Walton asked if Council did anything wrong?

Mayor Foster said that he can’t answer for the council. Each councilman has to
answer for themselves.

Mr. Walton said that we might need to disband this group.

Mayor Foster said you may find that there is a lot of confusion but other council
members may not feel the same way that you do.

Mr. Walton said the editorial had it in there Mr. Gray is from the Second Ward
and didn’t you see what he did this evening. You thought that is the way that it
really goes down right. That is not how he saw it. It should not have been that
type of confusion because four people voted the way that they felt was right.
You can call it whatever you want to call it. The way we are acting is wrong.

Councilman Brooks said that he had the opportunity to talk with the children and
the staff at the Boys Club and they were elated that somebody cares. He doesn’t
think we did anything wrong. We just added money to a needy organization, our
youth and our future. He thinks what happened was because the process those
that voted against it are concerned because the application was not put forth
and they thought that we were changing the process of application. Everyone
that they recommended to give money we gave. Some of them he didn’t agree
with. We voted for them. So, he has no problem with that. What he thinks
what happened was he thinks that we fail to realize and he talk to them so he
knows what happen. The application went to Virginia and they were overseeing
some things. Then they decided that they didn’t want to be a part of it
anymore, so somewhere down the line the application got lost but they were not
aware of that information. He is not going to punish our kids because of lost



paperwork. You can get angry it is fine that is your choice. This is America you
can do that. But, to run for Council we have enough drama up here already to
see that you might get aggravated and throw stuff in the trash can. There has
to be some kind of control and composure with that. Your opinion is different
than our opinion. It still has to go through the Council for approval. So, he
thinks that the Mayor did an outstanding job and he thinks that you all did an
outstanding job in picking the ones that you thought needed the money. There
was nothing altered in the process. We just made sure that we protected one of
the most valuable parts of our future, our children. He doesn’t think there is as
much friction as the editorial is covering and making it seem like this and that.
Then we are concerned when the children don’t have anything to do.

Councilwoman Meggs said that she was not voting against the Boys Club. If she
had her way about it, she is like Jean, she wouldn’t do the non-profits. Since we
do the non-profits, she would have rather have given all the money to the Boys
Club, but that is not the way that we had voted that we would do. That is why
she voted against the motion. It was not that she was voting against the Boys
Club, absolutely not. She had a son that went there, so she absolutely was not
voting against the Boys Club. She was only voting against the idea of not going
along with what we had voted on as a Council.

Mr. Brooks said that he thinks the Mayor did a good job and he thinks that the
Committee did a good job.

Mr. Walton said yeah but he is saying this. We need to know what is expected
out of that group and they need to know what is expected out of us. You know
they bring back just somebody that they want to put in front of us. It is still up
to us to vote for it. You know that is what the whole thing is. It is still up to us.
For somebody to say he would not have voted for that group and then vote for
them, that is hypocrisy. That is not what you are supposed to do. He thinks
Betty even said that Skills needed to put in there. He feels the same way. If she
had put it up there as a motion, he would have voted on it. It is yes or no
answer in politics. It is what you feel. If you don’t do what you feel then don’t
do it. He can go home and sleep at night. He don’t know about the rest of you
but he can sleep.

9} PUBLIC HEARING:

Mayor Foster advised that it was time for the scheduled public hearing regarding
amending Section 66 of the Code of Ordinances to allow campaign signs on city
owned property.

Planning Director J. C. Brooks stated that at your May 29th meeting, staff
presented an overview of the city owned properties as potential locations for



candidates running for public office to post their signs. At that time, staff
identified eleven potential sites for your consideration. Council asked that we
look at additional sites and they have identified one additional site on Hughes
Boulevard that includes the Holiday Inn pump station. The second site is on
Providence Road at the pump station there. We also followed up with the county
to see if they would be interested in allowing the use of some of their property.
The County replied that they were not interested in using County property for
political campaign signs. Staff also reduced the size of the original proposed sign
to 6 square feet with a maximum of 3 feet in height.

Councilman Walton asked if she was saying that these are the only locations that
signs can be placed.

Ms. Brooks replied that on city-owned property, yes.

Mr. Walton said that in the fourth ward you only have one site. Is he correct?

Ms. Brooks said that in the fourth ward we have the three sites on Roanoke
Avenue that joins three wards together and at the corner of Parkview and
Francis Street. What we tried to do is to use city-owned property and in some
wards it ended up having more city-owned property located there.

Mr. Walton said that he would think there would be quite a few sites. Like in
Oak Grove area and coming out of Brookridge. He has put them up there before
and had no problem and he didn’t think that was a bad area. He didn’t think
that was a bad location. But, if you are only designating certain spots, he would
at least want as many spots as everybody else would have.

Ms. Brooks said that she would be glad to look at sites that you may identify. We
will be glad to put them on the list. We thought that this was something that
would be a good start.

Councilwoman Baker said that you did not mention Knobbs Creek Recreation
Center as a possible site.

Ms. Brooks said that she didn’t add that one because that is a voting site and she
wasn’t sure whether it would be appropriate to have you campaign signs at a
voting site.

Mr. Olson said that there is as you all know a limitation of 50 feet.

Councilman Stimatz said that he would like to see Knobbs Creek added back.
The idea was to put them out front. The distance of 50 feet from the polling
machine which puts you at the sidewalk and if you put them out front where you



want them you are clearly not invading that space, so he would like to see
Knobbs Creek put back on there as well. The other question that he has is can
we limit it by saying a candidate running for public office in a City of Elizabeth
City municipal election. The reason that he is saying this is if we don’t state it
then in the off year other county or state signs can be placed on city-owned
property. He doesn’t want to allow that especially since the County does not
want to allow us to use their property. Can we restrict this only to the
candidates running for public office in the City of Elizabeth City Municipal
Elections?

City Attorney Morgan said that he doesn’t believe that you can limit it that way.
The public is the property owner. He said that he would be glad to look at this
and try to clarify this. He believes that if you are going to allow the municipal
candidates to put their signs there then any candidates for any race can put a
sign there. If you want to revise the ordinance to say not to exceed 45 days
prior to the municipal election day then he feels that would take care of it. He
thinks that would be legal because you are not limiting the content of the
speech.

Mayor Foster declared the meeting into Public Hearing. He called upon Deputy
Clerk V. D. White for anyone having signed up to speak for or against the
proposed amendment to the City’s Code of Ordinances.

Ms. Volanda Watts spoke regarding the candidates running for office and the
policies regarding the placement of political signs.

Mr. Don McCade also spoke regarding the placement of signs. We are the
county and it should be allowed to place their signs on city-owned property. He
does not oppose this amendment.

There being no other individual that wished to speak for or against the proposed
amendment to the City’s Code of Ordinance regarding placement of campaign
signs on city-owned property, Mayor Foster declared the public hearing closed.

Councilman Stimatz stated that he had some concerns over the placement of the
signs and he feels that should be settled so that we will know what the rules are.
Again, on day 45 the first person out there puts their sign in the best place and
is that it. What is the best place as he doesn’t know? It is to clarify this issue
and if we do it in the state and county elections and national election occurs in
an even year then you are talking about a lot of signs potentially in a very small
area. That could be a distraction. He thinks that the placement issue is a
concern. He would like to know where he could put his signs. He doesn’t want
to get into any conflict with anybody. He thinks that it is good for any new
candidates so they will have a clear sense of how they enter that process as well.



He thinks there are a couple of things that need to be clarified before we do
anything with this.

Councilman Walton stated that he agrees with Mr. McCade. He has some
greater thoughts there and he will put a sign in his yard. We don’t want to get
so tic tacky that it is looking like a lottery or something. We can go through a
process and put a sign out there and then an adversary person that is running
against you can come up there and change it like playing checkers and people
will think that you did it. Let’s don’t make a mountain out of a mole hill. For
right now, let’s let it go as it is. If the location that we set forward the first
person that is out there is who gets the worm, the early bird. You can’t sleep in
bed and then want the worm too. You have to get out there. Wherever they
locate them let them stay there. Let’s don’t make so much out of it.

Councilman Brooks asked if we had a lot of issues with the placement of the
signs during the last election. He didn’t have any problems. We have to hope
that people will use common courtesy.

Mayor Pro Tem Hummer asked what does this do in a national election. If a
party member brings you some presidential signs or whatever, do you not put
them on these designated sites? That is not fair because we are going to vote
for somebody in those elections. She doesn’t think that we need to divide
ourselves any further from the county. She thinks that it is time for everybody to
get along.

Councilwoman Meggs said that she is for putting them in all of these areas, but
she just doesn’t want to say that it is just for the City’s elections. It needs to be
during elections.

A motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers, seconded by
Councilwoman B. S. Meggs to adopt the following Ordinance
amending Section 66. Signs and Billboard of the City’s Code of
Ordinances. Those voting in favor of the motion were: Rivers,
Meggs, Baker, Brooks, Hummer, Rivers, Stallings, Stimatz and
Walton. Against: None. Motion carried.

ORDINANCE #07062
Addition to Section 66 - Signs and Billboard

of the City of Elizabeth City Code of Ordinances

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Elizabeth City that the
City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby amended to add Section 66-13 as follows:

Section 66-13 Political Campaign signs



A. Any candidate running for public office may use the below listed
public properties to post their political campaign signs for a period
not to exceed 45 days prior to the election day and to remove such
signs 10 days after such election:

1. Elizabeth Street Park - (bound by Elizabeth Street, Beech
Street, Cypress Creek)

2. N. Road Street, Hughes Boulevard and Ward Street
3. Northeast corner of Knobb’s Creek and US 17 North
4. Dog Corner Park (bound by Water, Southern and Riverside)
5. Southwest corner of Roanoke and South Road
6. Northwest corner of South Road and Peartree
7. City of Elizabeth City Fire Station – Walker and Halstead
8. Northwest corner of Poindexter and Ward Street
9. Northern side of South Road Street between Cale and Martin

Streets
10. Northeast corner of Parkview and Francis Streets
11. Southwest corner of Catalina and Brooks Avenue;
12. Southern side of Hughes Boulevard at City Pump station (Rum

Quarter Road)
13. Eastern side of Providence Road at City Pump Station.
14. Knobbs Creek Recreation Center – Ward Street

B. Such postings shall not exceed six (6) square feet in area and three
(3) feet in height. All signage shall be placed a minimum of 10 feet
from any public right-of-way inside an area to be marked by the
City. Only one campaign sign per candidate shall be permitted per
site.

ADOPTED, this the 12 day of June, 2007

________________________________
Charles L. Foster
Mayor

_________________________________
Dianne Pierce- Tamplen, MMC



City Clerk

10} COMMENTS AND INQUIRES ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS:

Mayor Foster advised that he would go around the table and called upon the
Manager and each member of Council for comments.

City Manager Olson stated that he had no further comments for tonight.

Councilman Rivers stated he would like to say that on Hoggard Street we need to
contact the land owner at the corner of Hoggard and Parkview. Trees are
growing up excessively. Junk cars are in the yard. If we can get with the Code
Enforcement Officer and see what we have. He believes it was told to the
landowner that we have no money. If that is true then we need to address that
because when we talk about code enforcement officer and their funds he
believes that they come back to the City Council and we did say that we would
take it case by case. He believes that it goes to the General Fund. He would like
to know that when we tell a person for code enforcement reason that we have
no money he would like for it to come to this council so that we can take it case
by case. If we could get a code enforcement officer out to that area tomorrow
that would be great. That way we can come up with a solution in terms of the
darkness. We need to follow up and see that we get that area taken care of.
The lady told me that she had talked with Ms. Brooks and it was quite a long
meeting. When she walked in the office they said that you were not available
but when she walked out you walked out. That is something that we need to
address. He would like to get with you tomorrow to see what transpired on that
and make sure we get that area taken care of on Hoggard Street. Mr. Doug
Davis is in charge of cleaning up the streets or ditches and he needs to give him
a call to get together and get this taken care of. He is sure that she has talked
with Rich about this also.

Mr. Olson replied that yes and the City has spent over $3,000 there last year.
We have already spent a considerable amount of money abating it and there are
some other issues involved and he will be happy to discuss this with the Council.

Mr. Rivers said that was a land issue and didn’t we get that money back.

Mr. Olson replied that we didn’t get any money back yet. It is still an unpaid
assessment.

Mr. Rivers said that he would like to have an update on that so that he would
know exactly what we are dealing with because we need to take care of it. He
appreciates you taking time to meet with her.



Also, in terms of moving forward on the appointments to the committees, if we
could get this faxed to us the day before so that way if we can give a
suggestion. Some persons have asked and I will get that list to you.

Councilwoman Baker said that she has a couple of things. One, she just wants
to remind everybody there is the Feast of Elizabeth City this weekend on Main
Street. It is Saturday from six to eleven. The Embers Band is going to be there.
It is food from twenty different restaurants, music and dancing. This is from
Saturday from ten to seven and Sunday from ten to five.

The only other thing that she wanted to bring up is that she wanted to show the
new Historic signs that will be available for the homes on the Historic Roster.
This project has been worked on for years. They will be available for sale.

Councilman M. R. Brooks stated that he echoes what Mr. McCade said earlier and
that is to not believe everything that is written in the Daily Advance. He has
been trying to get up with Bob for the last several days but he will talk with you
later on about that. First of all, he is not quitting AEDC. That is a false
statement within itself. It wouldn’t make any sense because it is a great
committee which Mayor Pro Tem is chairman of. He believes that to quit or
abandon AEDC would be a discredit to our children. We are always talking about
what they don’t have and the trouble that they are getting into with no job
opportunities here. He is sitting in a great opportunity to not just talk the talk
but walk the walk as far as trying to be a part in bringing some jobs here. He
did get disturb though as he read the article in defense of the Mayor. The Mayor
is a non-voting member. He is not required to make all of the meetings. He is
an ex-officio. He didn’t like the article when they talked about the Mayor had
missed three meetings. You have seven people that sit on the AEDC Board that
has missed several meetings. Don’t single out the Mayor. If you are going to
write the meetings that people miss go through the whole list. If you are going
to try to throw darts here and there make sure that you do it correctly and in
order. Now, he will leave that alone.

Rich, you will follow through on 214 and 406 Roanoke Avenue and tell him what
you come up with on that.

Mayor Pro Tem Hummer said that she was very encouraged at the newspaper
article today where the person who shot someone on Elizabeth City State
University campus was captured because of a surveillance camera. That really is
encouraging.

She would like to address the letter under her signature from the AEDC Board.
The by-laws state that all we do, at the direction of the board, is to notify the
appointing authority so that is all that was.



She thinks Council really needs to when we have a problem with a staff member;
she thinks that we need to go to the City Manager. Staff works for the City
Manager. They don’t get paid overtime to sit here all these hours and they are
here to answer technical questions. They are not here to be attacked and she
thinks that it is time for us to following the proper procedure. The City Clerk, it
is her job if she is asked a question to either call or e-mail Fleming Bell or David
Lawrence. She asks her all the time to make contact.

Councilman Walton said that he is sure.

Ms. Hummer said if she wants to know something, she knows that she can get
through quicker than she can.

Councilman Walton said that he is sure.

Ms. Hummer said that she would like to ask the City Manager something from
the Consent Agenda since there was public concern after the agenda was
amended. She is aware of all the problems on Crescent Drive as she use to live
over there. She just wonders if the Manager could explain. It says that public
works has concerns about some things being done before the construction
project is finished. She is just wondering when that will be and why that was
taken out and another street put in.

Mr. Olson said that the reason that was done that roughly two-three years ago,
the City Council authorized engineering plans to be done on Crescent Drive.
Those engineering plans were done by Hobbs and UpChruch Engineering Firm.
The work that had to be done on Crescent Drive included some spot repairs and
lining of the sewer line. The estimates costs two-three years ago were roughly
$176,000. Because of overruns in the Church Street project and some of the
other sewer projects that particular project was shelved at that time. As soon as
we have money to do that project it is one of the three projects that we have
engineering plans to do. We can’t do it if we have insufficient funds to do it at
this time. By us going in there and doing the overlay project especially where
we had six or seven spots along Crescent Drive we will be back in there within a
short period of time patching the street. That is why we asked that it be
removed. It is not that we believe that the project doesn’t need to be done; it
just needs to be done in the correct order. To be honest it might take two or
three years before we have adequate funds to go in there and do it the right
way. The only thing that we can do is to continue to patch Crescent Drive. He
walks there two or three times a week and he realizes what their concerns are.

She said that she would also like to say why she voted against the Boys Club.
Number one is that they have some concerns about how long they are going to



be able to make it for one thing. But, she thinks that the whole controversial
was because council set a policy for that committee to follow and then council
broke the policy. That is why she voted against them. We had previously voted
on the policy. It was an official action that was taken. We hollow about policy
and procedures and we tend to break it. That is why she voted against it.

Councilman D. K. Stallings asked Mr. Olson were where we with Barnhill on
Southern Avenue.

Mr. Olson replied that Southern Avenue is complete now. We are working on the
side streets of Park, Shepard and Morgan Streets. They will be milling Park
Street tomorrow. Then probably overlaying that within two weeks.

Mr. Stallings asked when are we on schedule for the foot patrol and bike patrol.
He would like to have an answer at our next council meeting.

Councilwoman Meggs said she also had some concerns about Park Street. She
understands why they are not doing the paving on Crescent Drive after talking
with Rich earlier.

Councilman Walton said, Chief, your lovely wife was here and he doesn’t think
she was introduced. It is Joyce Crudup. He knows that you are a no tolerance
person and he doesn’t want these people making a mistake and getting on her
bad side. Everybody needs to welcome her to the City.

Also, when we talked about policies and what the Mayor’s Task Force is to bring
back and he is still not clear on what it is on what he wants done because what
was brought back was a recommendation. Do we understand what
recommendations are? That is not law. That is not policy. They did what they
were supposed to do. They brought back a recommendation. It is still up to the
Council to decide whether they go along with it or not go along with it. We are
missing that point for some reason. It can’t be that hard. It can’t be. Right
now, he looks at that board and how many members do they have on that,
Mayor.

Mayor Foster said that he does not have the list before him so he can not give
you that exact number right now.

Mr. Walton said that Mr. Gray is in the Second Ward, Mr. Tatum is in the Second
Ward, and Mr. Etheridge is in the Third Ward. Who are the other two people?

Mr. Olson replied Francese and Stefanowich.



Mr. Walton said that you have three members from the Second, one from the
First and one from the Third and no one in the Forth. He thinks that if we get an
equal balance it would help things a little bit better anyhow. They have
something that they call the Public Relations Committee and you got about
twenty people. Twenty people is too many. Like eight here it is hard for us to
come up with a decision. Twenty would be worse. But to him five would be a
good number, but he would not take three out of one ward. He thinks it should
be a little more equal balance. Mr. Gray, Mr. Tatum, Ms. Stefanowich from the
Second Ward, Mr. Etheridge from the Third Ward and Mr. Fransese from the First
Ward. He thinks if we had a little equal balance it might not be the same
controversial. Still he needs to know and they need to know that if they bring
back somebody we don’t have to accept that. We act like we don’t even know it.
It is sad. As far as somebody attacking someone, he did not attack anybody. He
just told you what the truth was. It has been happening a couple of times. He
asked one person to bring back the information but for some reason over the
process of time it is something that disappears. He thinks the technical form is
dementias when you start forgetting things like that. They have medicine that
can clear those things up for you. When you ask a person to do something that
person needs to try to do it the best that they can. Don’t say that you are
helping him. It is just like if he was out in the water trying to save himself and
you were on a boat, you throw a rope out there and he grabs the rope and all of
the sudden you throw the other end out there, he doesn’t need that kind of help.
At least pull him in. Don’t try to act like you are helping him when you are not.
He is smarter than that.

Councilman Stimatz said he has a couple of things that we talked about earlier.
The issue of the Knobbs Creek flow monitoring maintenance. The other question
is for the attorney and that is when we are going to see the public participation
procedures on the agenda. He hopes it is soon. He knows that Seldon Street,
south of Main Street the pressure in the middle of the street is getting worse
which indicates that there is something probably going on more and more with
the sewer. That is a brick road and maybe the only brick one in town and he
would hope that when we have to fix that we are going to put it back in brick.

Thank you for bringing up the fact that the cameras work, Ms. Hummer. That is
very interesting.

The drainage issues that he sent on e-mail to the city manager a couple of
months ago are all still there. The trash from Big Lots is still in the ditch and the
question hasn’t been answered as to who is responsible. He has asked this
question before. He sees that we have a pedestrian crosswalk sign at Fearing
and Water. That wasn’t the sign that he was interested in. That is the ugliest
most hideous and crazy sign. You can barely see it. It is behind a telephone
pole. It is a big diamond yellow sign. It has a pedestrian on it. That tells



everybody that pedestrians are crossing. The issue wasn’t that pedestrians are
crossing but the people don’t understand that the law in North Carolina is that
pedestrians in the crosswalk have the right-of-way. There is a sign on a screen
that goes there. He knows that DOT has to approve that one Rich. But he has
asked that the crosswalk between the courthouse and the library will infirm that
people can cross in the middle of the street and not at the corner that we put
one of those signs in the streets right there so that people who are driving will
know that when someone is in the crosswalk they have the right-of-way and you
have to stop for them.

He will also suggest that on Colonial where the new public safety and especially
the library are that we look at that crosswalk at Elliott and maybe do something
that will designate that. A lot of crosswalks need to be painted as they are in
sad shape and you don’t even know that they are there. That is a problem
because we are not obeying them. We need to look at those things.

There is a house on North Road Street that doesn’t have a cover over the
tarpaper. It is on the main street coming into town and it has been that way for
almost a year now. He would like to have an update on where we are on it. He
knows that you are working on that problem and it is a problem but there are
other houses that lack exterior coverings or the paint has deteriorated to where
there is really no paint on the building. He would like to know where we are on
the process of fixing that issue. He understands that we may not have an
ordinance that directly addresses it but what is our plan on that particular thing.

The draining issues are real and they are out there. They are continuing and Mr.
Anderson as Michael knows will take you out there anytime. He called me
Saturday with a long discussion about how the swamp is doing. It is not a
swamp as it is dry now. The people are very concerned and they are asking
questions and they want to know what is going on. If you get a chance drive
around and look. He has taken a few pictures and sent them to Rich or Paul and
with you permission Rich he would like to drop in the see Paul and talk with him
about that. He knows it is part of where we are going with the storm water
drainage but the real issue is if it is the homeowner’s responsibility or is it the
City’s or the State. We need to start looking at a solution.

The last thing is that he is looking forward to hearing from the Mayor on his
progress with working with the County and the School Superintendent on
creating a task force on at-risk youth. We need to get moving on that project in
a general way.

Mayor Foster said that he would like to say especially to those who are in our
audience that he wants you to know that he personally as your Mayor thanks
you for your presence and please come often. This is what government is all



about. It is you the people and we want you to know that we want to see you
and hear from you about your concerns. Again, he thanks you for your
presence. He thanks our city workers, our faithful devoted staff, when they are
here with us. They have been very wonderful workers for our City and he wants
to thank them. The TV audience that are watching and there are many people
that he talks with every day that tell him that they don’t miss a council meeting.
He just wants you to know that there are many people throughout our city and
county that are watching us. They are concerned about city. We are supposed
to be persons who are responsive to their concerns. Again, he wants to thank
everybody.

11} ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business to come before the council at this time, Mayor
Foster entertained a motion for adjournment.

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

Mayor Foster adjourned the meeting at 9:55 p.m.

________________________________
Dianne S. Pierce-Tamplen, MMC
City Clerk

___________________________________
Charles L. Foster
Mayor


