
MONDAY-7:00 P.M. OCTOBER 27, 2008 REGULAR MEETING

The City Council of the City of Elizabeth City held their second regular meeting of
the month on the above date and time in the City Council Chambers of the
Municipal Administration Building with Mayor S. S. Atkinson presiding. Those
members of Council present were: J. M. Baker, D. B. Evans, L. A. Hummer, R. E.
King, B. S. Meggs, E. K. Rivers, J. A. Stimatz and V. C. Watts. Members of 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, Intern City Manager R.
Lyons, Human Resource Director K. W. Felton, Parks and Recreation Director J.
D. Overman, Public Utilities Director P. A. Fredette, Police Chief C. E. Crudup,
Finance Director S. E. Blanchard, Electrical Director K. F. Clow, Interim Fire Chief
B. Overman and Planning Director J. C. Brooks.

Mayor Atkinson opened the meeting by welcoming those attending. He gave the
invocation after which he led the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag of the United
States of America.

1} APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA:

Mayor Atkinson called for action regarding the prepared agenda.

Councilman E. K. Rivers asked to add for discussion, a moratorium on
annexation.

Mayor Pro Tem J. M. Baker asked to remove from the agenda, Item #8-b-4,
Consideration of Text Amendment to the Code of Ordinances: Chapter
10, Article III, Rental Housing Code, Section 10-122.

Councilman J. A. Stimatz asked to remove from the Consent Agenda, Item 7-
B-3 Consideration of calling for a public hearing for the tree ordinance.
He asked that this item be placed on the Regular Agenda for
discussion; and remove from the Consent Agenda, Item 7-d,
Consideration of a resolution regarding Trade Policy.

A motion was made by Councilman J. A. Stimatz, seconded by
Councilman E. K. Rivers to approve the prepared agenda as
presented to include the above noted changes. Those voting in
favor of the motion were: Stimatz, Rivers, Baker, Evans,
Hummer, Meggs, King and Watts. Against: None. Motion
carried.



2} COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC:

Mayor Atkinson called upon City Clerk D. S. Pierce-Tamplen for the number of
individuals signed up to speak under this section. Upon a reply of nine, Ms.
Pierce-Tamplen called the first speaker to the podium.

Mr. Rick Boyd, 313 West Main Street, Elizabeth City spoke in favor of the
proposed name change and hour changes in the proposed Youth Protective
Ordinance.

Ms. Debbie Sauls, 1961 Rivershore Road, Elizabeth City spoke in favor of the
proposed tree ordinance.

Ms. Valarie Moore, 304 Shephard Street spoke regarding citizen march against
the eviction of OIC from the premises of the Job Training Resource Center.

Ms. Jamila Freebee, 410 Burgess Street, Elizabeth City spoke regarding the
citizen march against the eviction of OIC from the premises of the Job Training
Center.

Azree Jones, 704 Cale Street, Elizabeth City spoke regarding the eviction notice
of OIC from the premises of the Job Training Center.

Rushell Gumbs, 801 Madison Street, Elizabeth City spoke regarding the eviction
notice of OIC from the premises of the Job Training Resource Center.

Mr. Roger McLean, 126 Chaney Drive, Elizabeth City spoke regarding the eviction
notice of OIC from the Job Training Resource Center.

Ms. Shirley Simpson, 804 S. Martin Street, Elizabeth City spoke regarding OIC as
well as clearing her name.

3} APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES:

Mayor Atkinson called for approval of the previous minutes.

A motion was made by Councilman J. A. Stimatz, seconded by
Councilman R. E. King to approve the minutes of September 22,
2008, October 6, 2008 and October 9, 2008 as presented. Those
voting in favor of the motion were: Stimatz, King, Baker, Evans,
Hummer, Meggs, Rivers and Watts. Against: None. Motion
carried.



4} CONSENT AGENDA:

Mayor Atkinson called upon the City Manager to read the Consent Agenda.
Following the reading, Mayor Atkinson called for action on the Consent Agenda.

A motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem J. M. Baker, seconded by
Councilman R. E. King to approve the following Consent Agenda
as presented. Those voting in favor of the motion were: Baker,
King, Evans, Hummer, Meggs, Rivers, Stimatz and Watts.
Against: None. Motion carried.

Consent Agenda:

a} Approved the Identity Theft Detection and Prevention Program as
presented with an effective date of November 1, 2008.

b} Adopted the following Resolution calling for a public hearing on
Monday, November 10, 2008 at 7:30 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of the
Municipal Administration Building for consideration of a Petition for Voluntary
Annexation of 7± acres owned by Perkins Lane between Perkins Lane and
Capital Trace Way.

RESOLUTION #08104
FIXING PUBLIC HEARING ON QUESTION

OF ANNEXATION PURSUANT TO G. S. 160A-31
±7 ACRES OWNED BY PERKINS LANE, LLC

WHEREAS, a petition requesting annexation of the area described herein has
been received; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has by resolution directed the City Clerk to
investigate the sufficiency thereof; and

WHEREAS, certification by the City Clerk as to the sufficiency of said petition
has been made;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Elizabeth City, North Carolina:

SECTION 1. That a public hearing on the question of annexation of the
area described herein will be held at the Municipal Administration Building in the
City Council Chambers at 7:30 PM on the 10th day of November 2008.

SECTION 2. The area proposed for annexation is described as follows:



3.81 Acre and Parcel Pin 8922-177036:

Being a tract of land approximately 2.5 miles south of Elizabeth City,
North Carolina that is further located approximately 975 feet North of
N.C.S.R. 1133 (Perkins Lane ) and 3600 feet East of N.C.S.R. 1101
(Peartree Road) in Nixonton Township, Pasquotank County, North Carolina
and being more particularly described as follows. Commencing at a found
P.K. Nail at the centerline intersection of Perkins Lane ( N.C.S.R. 1133 )
and Peartree Road (N.C.S.R. 1101): Thence S 81º33’39” E- 1,288.38 feet
with and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a found P.K. Nail at the
centerline intersection of Perkins Lane and Fort Bragg Drive; Thence S
79º38’01” E-170.83 feet with and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a
found P.K. Nail in the centerline of Perkins Lane; Thence S 79º29’05” E-
1,035.81 feet with and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a found
P.K. Nail in the centerline of Perkins Lane; Thence S 79º07’10” E-166.52
feet with and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a new set P.K. Nail in
the centerline of Perkins Lane; Thence S 78º35’33” E-371.80 feet with
and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a point; Thence S 78º18’59”
E-102.91 feet with and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a found
P.K. Nail; Thence S 78º18’59” E-209.33 feet with and along the centerline
of Perkins Lane to a point; Thence leaving the centerline of Perkins Lane S
84º 38’41” E-251.03 feet to an existing found rebar at the Southwest
corner of the property of James L. Cartwright and wife Ann S. Cartwright
as described in Deed Book 411, Page 403 and also being the
Southernmost corner of tract number one as shown at Deed Book 580,
Page 817; Thence S 78º12’27” E-208.97 feet with and along the Southern
line of the above mentioned Cartwright property to an existing found iron
rebar at the Southwest corner of the property of Wesley R. Fleming and
wife Beth O. Fleming as described in Deed book 580, Page 814; Thence S
77º10’21” E-169.79 feet with and along the Southern line of the above
referenced Fleming property to an existing found iron pipe in the Northern
Right of Way Line of N.C.S.R. 1133 (Perkins Lane), the True Point of
Beginning for this description; Thence N 22º35’41” E-199.41 feet with and
along the centerline of an existing ditch to an existing found iron rebar in
the centerline of the ditch; Thence N 23º26’13” E-648.02 feet to an
existing found iron rebar at the centerline intersection of two ditches, the
Northeast corner of the property of Wesley R. Fleming and wife Beth O.
Fleming, Tract 2 as shown at Deed Book 580, Page 816-817; Thence N
23º12’49” E-198.99 feet with and along and beyond the centerline of a
ditch dividing the subject property shown on a plat recorded at Map Book
47, Page 14 to a found pinched top pipe, nine feet North of a ditch
centerline and on the ditch bank, that is in the Southern line of the Phillip
W. Harrington property as described in Deed Book 708, Page 148 and



shown as Tract 3 on a plat recorded at Map Book 22, Page 27; Thence S
72º45’47” E-135.15 feet to a existing found iron rebar on the north ditch
bank, four feet North of the ditch centerline; Thence S 20º30’27” W-
653.77 feet with and along the Western line of the property of Harlon
Ansley Parchment, Jr. and wife Shan P. Parchment as described in Deed
Book 760, Page 488 to a new iron rebar set in the Western line of the
above referenced Parchment property; Thence continuing S 20º30’27” W-
170.79 feet with and along the Western line of the property of Harlon
Ansley Parchment, Jr. and wife Shan P. Parchment to an existing found
iron rebar in the Western line of the above referenced Parchment
property; Thence S 19º50’54” W-200.44 feet with and along the Western
line of the property of Harlon Ansley Parchment, Jr. and wife Shan P.
Parchment to an existing found iron rebar in the Northern Right of way of
N.C.S.R. 1133 (Perkins Lane); Thence N 77º59’23” W-189.08 feet with
and along the Northern Right of Way Line of Perkins Lane to an existing
found iron pipe the True Point of Beginning, containing 3.81 acres ± by
D.M.D. and being the area shown East of a ditch that divides the subject
property as shown on a plat recorded at Map Book 47, Page 14.

4.04 Acre and Parcel Pin 8922-174502:

Being a tract of land approximately 2.5 miles south of Elizabeth City,
North Carolina that is further located approximately 975 feet North of
N.C.S.R. 1133 (Perkins Lane ) and 3600 feet East of N.C.S.R. 1101
(Peartree Road) in Nixonton Township, Pasquotank County, North Carolina
and being more particularly described as follows. Commencing at a found
P.K. Nail at the centerline intersection of Perkins Lane ( N.C.S.R. 1133 )
and Peartree Road (N.C.S.R. 1101): Thence S 81º33’39” E- 1,288.38 feet
with and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a found P.K. Nail at the
centerline intersection of Perkins Lane and Fort Bragg Drive; Thence S
79º38’01” E-170.83 feet with and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a
found P.K. Nail in the centerline of Perkins Lane; Thence S 79º29’05” E-
1,035.81 feet with and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a found
P.K. Nail in the centerline of Perkins Lane; Thence S 79º07’10” E-166.52
feet with and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a new set P.K. Nail in
the centerline of Perkins Lane; Thence S 78º35’33” E-371.80 feet with
and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a point; Thence S 78º18’59”
E-102.91 feet with and along the centerline of Perkins Lane to a found
P.K. Nail; Thence S 78º18’59” E-209.33 feet with and along the centerline
of Perkins Lane to a point; Thence leaving the centerline of Perkins Lane S
84º 38’41” E-251.03 feet to an existing found rebar at the Southwest
corner of the property of James L. Cartwright and wife Ann S. Cartwright
as described in Deed Book 411, Page 403 and also being the
Southernmost corner of tract number one as shown at Deed Book 580,



Page 817; Thence S 78º12’27” E-208.97 feet with and along the Southern
line of the above mentioned Cartwright property to an existing found iron
rebar at the Southwest corner of the property of Wesley R. Fleming and
wife Beth O. Fleming as described in Deed book 580, Page 814; Thence S
77º10’21” E-169.79 feet with and along the Southern line of the above
referenced Fleming property to an existing found iron pipe in the
Northern Right of Way Line of N.C.S.R. 1133 (Perkins Lane); Thence N
22º35’41” E-199.41 feet with and along the centerline of an existing ditch
to an existing found iron rebar in the centerline of the ditch; Thence N
23º26’13” E-648.02 feet to an existing found iron rebar at the centerline
intersection of two ditches, the Northeast corner of the property of Wesley
R. Fleming and wife Beth O. Fleming, Tract 2 as shown at Deed Book 580,
Page 816-817, the True Point of Beginning for this description; Thence N
80º15’42” W-360.00 feet with and along the centerline of a ditch and with
and along the Northernmost line of the above referenced property of
Wesley R. Fleming and wife Beth O. Fleming, Tract 2 as shown at Deed
Book 580, Page 816-817, to a point; Thence N 81º03’16” W-63.19 feet
with and along the center of a ditch and with and along the Northernmost
line of the above referenced property of Wesley R. Fleming and wife Beth
O. Fleming, Tract 2 as shown at Deed Book 580, Page 816-817 to a point
in the center of the ditch, the Northernmost common corner of Tracts 1
and Tracts 2 as shown at Deed Book 580, Page 817; Thence N 80º37’16”
W-89.06 feet with and along the center of a ditch and with and along the
Northernmost line of Carey W. McNeill, Jr. and wife Jennifer O. McNeill,
Tract 1 as shown at Deed Book 580, Page 807-808 to a point;
Thence N 80º16’14” W-185.11 feet with and along the center of a ditch
and with and along the Northernmost line of Carey W. McNeill, Jr. and
wife Jennifer O. McNeill, Tract 1 as shown at Deed Book 580, Page 807-
808 to a found existing iron rebar in the centerline of the ditch; Thence
leaving the ditch N 11º55’21” E-295.32 feet with and along the Eastern
line of the property of Earl E. Boyd as described in Deed Book 750, page
456 and shown as the Eastern line of Tract “C” on a plat recorded at Map
Book 25, Page 22 to an existing found iron pipe in the Southern line of
the property of Phillip W. Harrington as described in Deed Book 708, Page
148 and shown as Tract 3 on a plat recorded at Map Book 22, Page 27;
Thence S 86º34’27” E-1.90 feet with and along the Southern line of the
above mentioned Tract 3 to an existing found iron rebar; Thence S
72º28’39” E-739.28 feet with and along the Southern line of the above
mentioned Tract 3 to an existing found pinched top pipe, nine feet North
of a ditch centerline, on the top of the ditch bank; Thence S 23º12’49”
W-198.99 feet with the centerline of a ditch to the True Point of
Beginning, containing 4.04 Acres ± by D.M.D. and being all of the subject
property as shown on a plat recorded at Map Book 47, Page 14 that is
west of the ditch dividing the subject property.



SECTION 3. Notice of said public hearing shall be published in the Daily
Advance, a newspaper having general circulation in the City of Elizabeth
City, at least ten (10) days prior to the date of said public hearing.

ADOPTED, this the 27th day of October 2006

_______________________________
Stephen S. Atkinson
Mayor

_______________________________________
Dianne S. Pierce-Tamplen, MMC
City Clerk

c} Called for a public hearing on Monday, November 10, 2008 at 7:30 p.m. in
the City Council Chambers of the Municipal Administration Building for
consideration of Application R-08-08 to rezone 1.5 acres of a 4.79 acre tract from
Residential R-6 to General Business.

d} Award taxicab franchise to Mr. Anthony Leon Sawyer and Mr. James
Edward White.

End of Consent Agenda:

5} PUBLIC HEARING:

Mayor Atkinson called upon Mr. Wilbert Tatem, Chairman of the Mayor’s Task
Force for comments.

Chairman Mr. Tatem presented two requests from the Task Force. One being
the change in name of the Curfew for Minors Ordinance to Youth Protection
Ordinance and the other being the change in the times to 10:00 p.m. to 6:00
a.m. Sunday to Thursday and 11:00 p.m. to 6:00 a. m. on Friday and Saturday.
He emphasized that these are the only two changes that the Task Force is
proposing at this time.

Mayor Atkinson declared the meeting into public hearing and called upon the
Clerk for those having signed up to speak.

Ms. Pierce-Tamplen called upon Maxine Poulos, 921 Riverside Avenue who spoke
in favor of the proposed changes in the Curfew for Minors Ordinance.



Ms. Diane Patterson, 1913 spoke in favor of the proposed changes in the Curfew
for Minors Ordinance.

Since there were no one else signed up to speak, Mayor Atkinson declared the
public hearing closed.

Members of City Council discuss this item in dept on the pros and con of both
issues and decided to vote on the two issues separately. The first being the
change in name but to be included in one Ordinance both changes.

A motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem J. M. Baker, seconded by
Councilman R. E. King to amend the Elizabeth City Code of
Ordinances to read Chapter 50 Article III, Minors, Division 2,
Youth Protection Section 50-91. Definitions: Restricted hours.
Those voting in favor of the motion were: Baker, King, Evans,
Hummer, Meggs, Rivers, Stimatz and Watts. Against: None.
Motion carried.

Additional discussion was held on the pros and cons of this change in hours.

A motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem J. M. Baker, seconded by
Councilman R. E. King to amend Elizabeth City Code of
Ordinances Chapter 50 Article III, Minors, Division 2, Youth
Protection Section 50-91. Definitions: Restricted hours (1) to
read 10:00 p.m. on Sunday through Thursday; and (2) 11:00 p.m.
to 6:00 a.m. on Friday and Saturday. Those voting in favor of the
motion were: Baker, King, Evans, Hummer, Meggs, Rivers,
Stimatz and Watts. Against: None. Motion carried.

ORDINANCE #08108
AMENDMENT TO CODE OF ORDINANCES

CHAPTER 50, OFFENSES, ARTICLE III, MINORS
DIVISION 2. YOUTH PROTECTION ORDINANCE

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Elizabeth City duly enacted on the
27th of October, 2008 this ordinance amending the Elizabeth City Code of
Ordinances Chapter 50, Offenses, Article III. Minors, Division 2, Curfew for
Minors; and amended Elizabeth City Code of Ordinances Chapter 50 Article III,
Minors, Division 2, Curfew for Minors Section 50-91. Definitions: Restricted
hours, and

WHEREAS, the Mayor’s Task Force recommended the two changes in order to
protect the youth of Elizabeth City;



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the City Council of the City of
Elizabeth City that the following amendment be made to Elizabeth City Code of
Ordinances:

a} Chapter 50, Article III, Minors, Division 2, Youth Protection

b} Chapter 50, Article III, Minors, Division 2, Youth Protection

Section 50-91. Definitions: Restricted hours:

(1) To read 10:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. on Sunday through
Thursday; and (2) 11:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. on Friday and
Saturday.

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED, that all ordinances and sections of the
Elizabeth City Code of Ordinances, and parts thereof, inconsistent herewith be
and the same hereby are repealed to the extent of such inconsistencies.

ADOPTED, this 27th day of October, 2008.

______________________________
Stephen S. Atkinson
Mayor

_______________________________
Dianne S. Pierce-Tamplen, MMC
City Clerk

6} REGULAR AGENDA:

a} Tree Ordinance:

Mayor Atkinson called upon Councilman Stimatz who removed this item from the
Consent Agenda for discussion.

Mr. Stimatz stated that he has no issue with having the public hearing when it is
however, we started a precedent and he liked it where we have some time as a
council to discuss the actual item that is going to be voted on at the meeting
some time before we get to the meeting. Is there some way that we can
sandwich that in?



Councilwoman Meggs said that the information has to be in by December 1,
2008. If we do not go ahead and go with the public hearing tonight, we may not
be able to reach the deadline.

Mr. Olson advised that if Council would like to have a work session for discussion
of this issue then we could schedule on for November 10, 2008. We could add
additional items to that work session agenda.

It was decided that there would be a Special Work Session on at 6:00 p.m. for
discussion of Code Enforcement and the Tree Ordinance.

A motion was made by Councilman J. A. Stimatz, seconded by
Councilwoman V. C. Watts to call for a public hearing to be held
on Monday, November 10, 2008 in the City Council Chambers of
the Municipal Administration Building for consideration of a Tree
Ordinance. Those voting in favor of the motion were: Stimatz,
Watts, Baker, Evans, Hummer, King, Meggs and Rivers. Against:
None. Motion carried.

b} Trade Policy:

Mayor Atkinson called upon Mr. Olson for comments.

City Manager Olson stated that this item was removed from the Consent Agenda
by Councilman Stimatz. This is a resolution concerning trade policies. The
Mayor and Mayor Pro Tem attended the meeting in Murfreesboro where this
particular item was discussed.

Mayor Pro Tem Baker stated that the meeting that she went to was a Town Hall
meeting sponsored by NUCOR. It was attended by Congressman Butterfield, Les
Merritt and other dignitaries there plus elected officials. There were 1200 people
from the area. The conversations centered on our trade policies and our trade
deficits with other countries, India and China specifically as well as all the jobs
that we have lost through textiles through this state and this country. This
resolution is to support the effort that NUCOR is doing. This is the 14th Town
Hall Meeting they have had throughout the country. It was a very good meeting
and she recommends that we support it by resolution.

Mayor Atkinson said one of the other things that was highlighted and he thinks it
is very important is that it was pointed out that these countries are subsidizing
various companies so that they could provide goods at lot cheaper. NUCOR and
their CEO pointed out that there are some American companies and they are
competitive. They talked about the best workers in the world and he agrees
with them on that. There is nothing when we put our minds to it that we cannot



do. It is a hard fight when these companies are being subsidized to compete
with them. They were very passionate about what was said and they are very
serious about it. He supports the resolution also.

A motion was made by Councilwoman B. S. Meggs, seconded by
Mayor Pro Tem J. M. Baker to adopt the following resolution
supporting requesting the North Carolina Legislature and the
North Carolina Congressional delegation continue to support the
families of North Carolina and to support strong trade policies.

Under discussion, Councilman Stimatz said the reason he took this item off the
Consent Agenda was he had some concerns about some of the language in the
resolution. We as a City Council are going to speak up on an issue that he
doesn’t know if anyone in this room has any knowledge of based on the
document that we got from a manufacture who is trying to make a case for their
business. He thinks the broad comment at the top he has no problem with
although in essence we are accusing foreign governments of something that he
doesn’t know for a fact has occurred. The other part is all the references to
Nucor that he has a problem with. If you want to write them a letter that is fine
but he doesn’t think it is something that the Council should do. He would ask
that we delete all the references to NUCOR and understand what you are voting
for here. It doesn’t mention consumer product safety issues nor does it mention
collective bargaining rights of workers. He asked if NCLM has taken a position
on this.

Mayor Pro Tem Baker said she does not think that we would be specifically
supporting NUCOR or giving NUCOR credit for supporting their own company
which they did not do at the meeting. They were fighting for other companies
that were losing employees. They themselves are going to expand their
operations there. They are based in Charlotte and they are a good company but
this only asks that our federal and state elected officials take this strong position
on behalf of fair trade and not to take a strong position to support NUCOR.

Mayor Atkinson called for the vote on this action.

Those voting in favor of the motion were: Meggs, Baker, Evans,
Hummer, King, Rivers, Stimatz and Watts. Against: None.
Motion carried.

RESOLUTION #08105
REQUESTING THE NORTH CAROLINA LEGISLATURE AND

NORTH CAROLINA CONGRESSIONAL DELEGATION CONTINUE TO
SUPPORT THE FAMILIES OF NORTH CAROLINA. TO SUPPORT STRONG]

TRADE POLICY REGARDING INDUSTRY SUBSIDIZATION AND ]



CURRENTLY MANIPULATION BY FOREIGH GOVERNMENTS AND
TO TAKE SWIFT AND RESPONSIVE ACTIONS TO HALT OTHER

UNLAWFUL BARRIERS TO FAIR AND FREE TRADE.

WHEREAS, the North Carolina manufacturing sector, as well as suppliers and
ancillary businesses, have lost over 280,000 jobs since 1998 due to unfair trade
practices; and

WHEREAS, more than 4.2 million American manufacturing jobs have been
lost since 1998, and manufacturing employment is at its lowest point since March
1950; and

WHEREAS, $136 billion in wages are expected to shift from the US to low-
cost nations, many of which have no environmental or worker protections, by
2015; and

WHEREAS, the shift of c lean, regulated American industry to nations with
little environmental controls leads to an increase in global pollutants like
mercury and greenhouses gases; and

WHEREAS, the United States trade deficit for 2007 along was more than $711
billion, averaging more than $59 billion per month; and

WHEREAS, between 1989 and 2003, the US trade deficit with China alone
displaced production supporting 1.5 million jobs, according to the Economic
Policy Institute, 75 percent of which were manufacturing jobs paying above
average wages; and

WHEREAS, Nucor Steel-Hertford County recycled more than 1.5 million tons
of steel last year; and

WHEREAS, Nucor Steel-Hertford County employs approximately 400 North
Carolinians and is an exemplary corporate citizen; and

WHEREAS, Nucor Steel-Hertford County has been working diligently to help
our state retain important manufacturing jobs; and

WHEREAS, Nucor Steel-Hertford County is hosting a Town Hall Meeting on
October 21, as a continuing effort to fight to preserve American jobs and to
educate the public about the importance of manufacturing to North Carolina’s
economy, a well as issues concerning our state’s industries, workers and
families; and



WHEREAS, in 2007, manufacturing employed over 800 people in Pasquotank
County,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Elizabeth City Council that
the Council of Elizabeth City, on behalf of North Carolina’s citizens and
businesses, by this resolution, encourage North Carolina’s federal and state
elected officials to take a strong position on behalf of fair trade. Free trade can
only succeed if the rule of law is diligently applied; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the members of the Elizabeth City Council
commend Nucor Steel-Hertford County for its service to North Carolina
communities, for providing the highly skilled jobs important to North Carolina
families. And for striving to bring awareness of critical issues facing North
Carolina’s manufacturing employees.

ADOPTED, this 27th day of October 2008.

________________________________
Stephen S. Atkinson
Mayor

__________________________________
Dianne S. Pierce-Tamplen, MMC
City Clerk

c} Resolution – Veteran Outreach Center:

Mayor Atkinson called upon City Manager Olson for comments.

Mr. Olson advised that as of September 2007 Pasquotank County had a veteran
population of over 4,000 and northeastern North Carolina had a veteran
population of over 17,500. Many of our veterans must travel to Hampton,
Virginia for the nearest veteran’s hospital or to Greenville, North Carolina for the
nearest Community Based Outpatient Clinic. We understand the VA is
considering the establishment of 38 new clinics across the United States and
none of these clinics are currently planned to be located in North Carolina.
Northeastern North Carolina’s veteran population warrants a veteran outpatient
clinic. Staff believes that the best place for this clinic as a central location to
veterans is in Pasquotank County and more specifically in Elizabeth City. The



clinic would create at least 12 good paying jobs that will help the economic base
of the area. He is asking for Council to adopt a resolution supporting the
construction of a Veteran’s Administration Community Based Outpatient Clinic
and we will forward it to the appropriate people.

A motion was made by Councilman E. K. Rivers, seconded by
Councilman R. E. King to adopt the following resolution
supporting a Veterans’ Administration Community Based
Outpatient Center in Elizabeth City. Those voting in favor of the
motion were: Rivers, King, Baker, Evans, Hummer, Meggs,
Stimatz and Watts. Against: None. Motion carried.

RESOLUTION #08106
SUPPORTING A VETERAN’S ADMINISTRATION

COMMUNITY BASED OUTPATIENT CLINIC

WHEREAS, this city honors our service men and women for their courage and
dedication to keeping us safe and free, and

WHEREAS, our service members put their lives on the line during their tour of
duty and are entitled to medical care following that duty; and

WHEREAS, in 2007 the median age of all living veterans was 60 years old;
and

WHEREAS, many veterans reside in the City of Elizabeth City and eastern
North Carolina; and

WHEREAS, many veterans depend on the Veteran’s Administration to provide
medical facilities to meet their needs; and

WHEREAS, it is found that the closest veteran’s hospitals found in this area
are in Hampton, Virginia and Durham, North Carolina; and

WHEREAS, it is found there are six Community Based Outpatient Clinics in
North Carolina with the closest clinic found in Hampton, Virginia; and

WHEREAS, the Veteran’s Administration has announced plans to open 38 new
clinics with none of the proposed sites located in North Carolina; and

WHEREAS, there is a serious need for improvement in medical services for
veterans who reside in the City of Elizabeth City and the surrounding area; and

WHEREAS, 17,500 veterans live in North East, North Carolina; and



WHEREAS, over 4000 veterans live the City of Elizabeth City or Pasquotank
County; and

WHEREAS, over 10,800 veterans live within 30 minutes of Elizabeth City.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the City of Elizabeth City urges the
Secretary of Veteran’s Affairs to review the number of outpatient clinics in the
state and support funding for the establishment of a Veteran’s Community Based
Outpatient Clinic in Elizabeth City, NC to efficiently serve the needs of veterans
residing in eastern North Carolina.

ADOPTED, this 27th day of October 2008.

___________________________
Stephen S. Atkinson
Mayor

______________________________
Dianne Pierce-Tamplen, MMC
City Clerk

d} Addendum to Contract 2006-2007-021 – Economic Development Reserve
Grant:

Mayor Atkinson called upon Mr. Olson for comments.

Mr. Olson stated in May 2007 the City executed a grant agreement with the NC
Department of Commerce for $3.5 million which was used to purchase 63 acres
of property for the Aviation Park. The remaining $1,166,000 will be utilized to
construct the taxiway. There is a provision in the grant that the City would be
required to deed to the ECSU Foundation approximately 20 acres. The ECSU
Foundation would work with ECSU to develop comprehensive research and
development learning laboratories at the Park. The City negotiated a separate
agreement with the Foundation where the City would deed the property to them
and they would give the City $750,000 to pay for the Foundation’s share of the
site improvements. The City would donate back to the Foundation $250,000
which would be utilized as an endowment for the Aviation Science program. The
City would net $500,000 from the transaction. This amount was incorporated
into the Aviation Park budget. The NC Legislature earmarked $1.5 million for site
improvements at the Park for the University. Due to how the money was
earmarked, the City will need to deed the property directly to ECSU. This will



require the City to amend the grant agreement with the Department of
Commerce. He included a draft grant amendment which was drafted by the
Department of Commerce. The amendment allows the City to deed the property
directly to ECSU. The Department of Commerce is requiring that the Foundation
also execute the amendment since they were the beneficiary under the original
grant agreement.

Councilman Rivers asked if they don’t give it back to us what happens.

Mr. Olson said this is the first step. We would then have to enter into an
agreement with the University to deed the property over to them. We have
presented the University with a document for a conveyance of the property. We
found out on Thursday that the State has a specific procedure that they must
follow before they can give them property. Basically it is now in the University’s
hands to present us whatever the State’s policy is. We will not deed the
property to the University unless we get the $500,000.

Mr. Rivers said he would like to follow up on this. When it first started he
thought the University would receive 20 acres and now it has dropped down to
18 acres. That is not the problem. It was always presented that they were
partners with the Aviation Park and now you are saying that in order for them to
be part they have to pay $500,000 in order to receive 18 acres of land that was
presented as a gift to the University. In other words you are telling me that it is
not a gift because if you divide 18 acres into $500,000 or approximately $30,000
an acre where is the gift at in this. He understands that we are talking
infrastructure but we are saying we are going to deed you the land once you
give us the $500,000. He knows when he went to Raleigh as a member of the
Airport Authority it was heavily relied upon ECSU that they would be
implementing an aviation program and that was one of the strong points of
receiving the monies. Now you are telling him that ECSU has to pay $500,000
for this land.

Mr. Olson said they are paying only a small share of the site development costs.
We have provided the University with several different scenarios showing that
the infrastructure that we are putting in the part will benefit them anywhere
from $750,000 to $1.9 million. That is their prorated share of the park. We
have had discussion with the University and there is money allocated through the
Legislature to pay for site development costs. This is one of the reasons why
that money was given to the University was to pay for some of the site
development costs.

Mr. Rivers said that he thinks that we need to hold off as he is not prepared to
vote on this issue. He feels that we need to meeting to sit down and discuss this
issue. He doesn’t want them to think that we are trying to push something onto



the University. We need to make sure that is agreeable with the University
because they did give up 20 acres to help the City and be good neighbors. They
volunteered to go from 20 to 15 acres to help us to keep from spending
$500,000 in eminent domain and going through being negative. He has never
heard that they have to pay $500,000 to receive a deed.

Mayor Atkinson said that he knows for a fact that Mr. Olson is in constant
contact with the University on this very issue as well as the Foundation. The
University clearly understands it and they are in agreement with it.

Mr. Olson said that is correct. The original agreement was with the Foundation.
They were going to give us the money. The Foundation had agreed to it in
principle. The agreement was drafted through the Foundation’s attorney. Then
what happen is the Foundation had no way to get the money from the State
Legislature. That forces us to change the beneficiary to ECSU instead of ECSU
Foundation.

Ms. Hummer said she is not ready to vote on this tonight because she would like
to see if there is any exchange of money for infrastructure. She would like to
see everything spelled out before she votes for anything. It is her understanding
that ECSU cannot take money from that $17.5 million grant they got to build the
Aviation Science Building and give it to the City or anyone else.

Mr. Olson said that the problem is we still haven’t gotten the agreement with the
University. If the University doesn’t pay us the $500,000 that means this Council
is going to have to come up with $500,000 to make the project work.

Ms. Hummer said then this is a shortage and she has heard something about a
$750,000 shortage and that has been a concern of hers for weeks. We
understood going into this as the fiscal agent for this project that we could be
left with the $500,000 shortage but we just did a bridge loan for $1.5 million and
now there is another $750,000. She has a lot of concerns and she not signing
anything until she sees it all in a legal document black and white. She has heard
too many things about it.

Councilwoman Watts said that she is in agreement with Ms. Hummer and Mr.
Rivers. She thinks that we should wait to vote on this. The other issue is she
doesn’t see Dr. Gilchrist out here to even defend himself or even to answer some
of our questions. Has there been a signed agreement with the University?

Mr. Olson answered that we have presented the Univerisity with a contract for
the conveyance of the property. The City Attorney has reviewed that
agreement. We found out from the University’s attorney Thursday that the State
has a specific policy and procedure that must be followed before they will accept



any property. Now, the ball has been put in the ECSU attorney’s hands to
provide us a copy of what the agreement will be and what needs to be included.
On numerous occasions this City Council has heard Chancellor Gilchrist say the
University will pay their fair share of the cost of the site development. This is
nothing out of the ordinary. We have provided the information showing the cost
allocation. If the City Council wants to wait on this it is fine but just remember
there are three names that have to sign this agreement, the City, the University
and the Foundation. If any of those three people fails to sign this agreement it
goes no where.

Mr. Olson said there is no downside if we wait on this but if we give the property
to the University we would be in direct violation of our grant agreement with the
Department of Commerce. We cannot convey the property to the University
without this agreement.

Councilman Stimatz said that this issue has been discussed in open and closed
session by the Aviation Board and these representatives have been in
attendance. When we earlier talked about the Bridge Loan, Mr. Olson told us
they would have to pay to have the infrastructure on that property. We gave
them a deal by saying we will develop the whole property and you just need to
pay us your share. That has been the deal all along. This is very clearly what is
on the table. The only thing different now is that funding mechanism was the
Foundation would give us $750,000. We would keep $500,000 and we would
grant back to them $250,000 because that allows them to take that $250,000
and turn it into multi million dollar grants.

Council had some additional concerns regarding this matter.

A motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem J. M. Baker, seconded by
Councilman J. A. Stimatz to table this item until the next
meeting. Those voting in favor of the motion were: Baker,
Stimatz, Evans, Hummer, King, Meggs, Rivers and Watts.
Against: None. Motion carried.

e} Moratorium on Annexations:

Mayor Atkinson called upon Councilman Rivers for comments.

Mr. Rivers said that he brought this item up because we are bringing up new
annexation and new subdivisions and he is concern about areas that are
constantly being flooded. We need to look at this at that time. Hopefully, we
won’t have new subdivisions coming before us to use this time to put a hold until
we get a plan or look at certain things that will help areas that are potential to
flooding. He feels that we need to put a six months hold on these. He is not



talking about those in the queue. At the next work session he would like to have
this put on the agenda in order that we can talk about it.

Mr. Olson said if you put a moratorium on annexation you will bankrupt this City.
The problem with Elizabeth City right now is that we have neglected our utilities
over the last 50 years and the only way we are able to pay for our system right
now is through growth, annexation and development. Without our impact fees
of $6000 for a residential house and also what the commercial impact fees we
cannot maintain our existing system. The issue is not annexation. The issue is
the developmental process that goes on after the annexation. Paul Fredette has
been meeting with the County and we are jointly looking at a joint Stormwater
ordinance that would hopefully address a lot of those issues that you have
concerning drainage. The annexation issue is not the problem it is the
developmental review process.

Mr. Stimatz said that we have already taken the steps to tell these people that
we are not going to accept the status quo on run-off. You have to exceed the
run-off standards in the ordinance. We tell them you will not get approval unless
you meet the standards. We are concerned about flooding.

Mr. Rivers said that he needs to change the work annexation to sub-divisions.
That is what he meant. Residential sub-divisions. That is what he meant. We
don’t want to stop voluntary annexation. It should be sub-division. If we bring
them into the City and their water is already causing problems then we could at
least put stronger imposing on them. He still thinks that we should do a
moratorium on any new sub-divisions until we feel that we have a plan to
address this issue.

Mr. Olson said what we will do is we will put this issue on a work session
agenda. We will provide you the sub-division that we already have in the queue
and those that we have agreed too. Then Paul Fredette can give you an update
on the storm water regulations which hopefully will be approved by the end of
January or the first part of January.

7} COMMITTEE REPORTS:

Mayor Atkinson said the he will call for the committee reports.

Water Committee:
No report

ECDI:
No report



Tourism Development Authority:
No report

Solid Waste Committee:
No report

NC Eastern Municipal Agency:
Mr. Olson said he has already sent a memo to Council concerning our last
meeting.

Joint Redevelopment:
No Report

Joint Land Use Plan Committee:
No report

Firemen’s Relief:
No report

Airport Authority:
Mr. Stimatz reported that we have a meeting this week.

Central Communications:
No report

Albemarle Economic Development Commission:
Ms. Hummer said that we had a rather short meeting but mostly the Economic
Developer talked about all that has been done to the web site and how much he
has improved that.

7} COMMENTS AND INQUIRES ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS:

Mayor Atkinson said that he would go around the table and call upon each one
for comments.

City Manager Olson said he had no further comments.

Councilman Evans said he had no further comments.

Councilman Stimatz said he had no further comments.

Councilwoman Watts thanked the Inspections Department for sending her the
protocol for the letters to people where they were tearing houses down. They
sent that out very quickly and she appreciates that so much.



Also, she does want to ask about Oak Grove. Are we still underway for January?

Mr. Fredette replied yes we were.

Councilwoman Meggs said she had no further comments.

Councilman King said he had two things. What has happened with Roanoke
Avenue?

Mr. Fredette said we have asked the State to go out there and do some core
samples on the road. They have done that and they will have to make some
adjustments. They will soon begin the work. They are under contract to have
the work done by December 15th.

The next question that he has is he thinks that we have a breakdown with these
signs in Chesterfield Heights. He thinks that you are putting up Community
Watch signs and he is asking for speed signs. You don’t have speed signs out
there. You have Community Watch signs.

Mr. Fredette said that we have eight speed signs out there. He has received
word from the State to not put any more out there.

Mr. Olson said that we have gone out there and put up some signs and the State
has come out and taken the signs down. We do have eight signs up and he will
be happy to provide you those locations. We are looking for a sign on Savin
Road and there is another one on Chappell Garden.

Councilman Rivers asked if we put up the Homecoming signs for downtown.

Mr. Olson replied that we put up the banners but ECSU never provided the
banners for the poles. The other issues with the new light poles some of them
were too long. We have told the people from ECSU that this is a problem.

The other question is are we running the street sweepers.

Mr. Fredette said yes we are running both sweepers.

Mr. Rivers said that he has noticed a lot of debris on the streets.

Mr. Olson stated he would supply a report back to the council on this issue.



The third thing he has is that the Homecoming route did not look clean. This is
the area that people came to watch the parade and it did not look as good as it
could have. He said that we need to make sure that we take care of that.

Councilwoman Hummer said that a former City Councilman gave her a complaint
about the way things look outside the water plant. She gave it to the City
Manager and she knows that we don’t have a lot of operating capital in the
Water and Sewer Fund and we may have to go to the General Fund because
some of the things that were of a concern are there are some broken windows,
signage is missing, the E in Elizabeth City hanging by a thread, rusty door frames
on the Ozone Building, rusty storage tanks, fungus growing on the exterior of
the concrete storage tanks, weeds growing from the main raw water holding
tanks and the grounds haven’t been maintained. That is a real serious
complaint.

Mayor Pro Tem Baker said that she has a comment. Homecoming was great. It
was a great parade. Hotels were filled. They won the game, what could be
better. With Homecoming, Ghost Walk, 50 Years of Craftsmen Fair, a lobster
fest, many barbeques, Museum Special Halloween event, Fright Night and the
100 Year Anniversary of Coke. She just wanted to say there is nothing to do in
Elizabeth City. Plenty to do in Elizabeth City if you look for it.

Mayor Atkinson said that hearing the last comments from the last ElectriCities
meeting and also comments that were made in Charlotte and talking with other
mayors and council members throughout the State as well as the impact fees
that we were counting on, he has met with Mr. Olson and asked him to work
with staff to look at every opportunity that the City has for cost cutting
measures. We need to be pro active on it. He does not see the economy
getting any better over the next year so we are going to take a hard look at any
area we can.

8} CLOSED SESSION:

Mayor Atkinson stated that the Council needed to retire into Closed Session for
consultation with the City Attorney.

A motion was made by Councilwoman V. C. Watts, seconded by
Councilman D. B. Evans to retire into Closed Session as per NCGS
143.318.11(a) (3) for consultation with the City Attorney. Those
voting in favor of the motion were: Watts, Evans, Baker,
Hummer, King, Meggs, Rivers and Stimatz. Against: None.
Motion carried

Upon the end of Closed Session:



A motion was made by Councilman R. E. King, seconded by
Councilman E. K. Rivers to return to regular session of Council
Those voting in favor of the motion were: King, Rivers, Baker,
Evans, Hummer, Meggs, Stimatz and Watts. Against: None.
Motion carried.

10} ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business to come before the Council tonight, Mayor
Atkinson adjourned the meeting at 9:25 p.m.

______________________________
Dianne S. Pierce-Tamplen, MMC
City Clerk

__________________________________
Stephen S. Atkinson
Mayor


