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City Council Regular Session  
April 9, 2018 

 

The City Council of the City of Elizabeth City met in regular session on Monday, April 9, 
2018 in Council Chambers, located on the 2nd floor of the Municipal Administration 
Building, 306 E. Colonial Avenue, Elizabeth City, NC. 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Mayor Bettie Parker 
    Councilman Kem Spence 
                                           Councilman Johnnie Walton 
    Councilman Billy Caudle 
    Mayor Pro Tem Rickey King  
    Councilwoman Anita Hummer 
    Councilman Darius Horton      
    Councilwoman Jeannie Young   
    Councilman Gabriel Adkins      

MEMBERS ABSENT: NONE          

OTHERS PRESENT: City Manager Rich Olson 
City Attorney Bill Morgan 
Finance Director Suzanne Tungate 
Chief of Police Eddie Buffaloe 
Electric Department Superintendent Andy Pollard 
Assistant City Manager Angela Cole 
Human Resources Director Montique McClary 
Public Utilities Assistant Director Amanda Boone 
Public Utilities Assistant Director Larnetta Brothers 
Parks and Recreation Director Dexter Harris  
Fire Chief Corey Mercer 
ECDI Director Debbie Malenfant 
Community Development Director Matt Schelly 
IT Director Matthew Simpson 
Grants Management Specialist Dawn Harris 
Community Planner Kaitlin Alcock 
Building Inspector Ernest Ferebee 
Interim City Clerk April Onley 

The City Council regular session was called to order by Mayor Bettie Parker at 7:00 p.m.  
Mayor Parker welcomed everyone to the meeting and recognized Councilman Spence to 
give the invocation.  The Weeksville 4-H Club was in attendance, and Mayor Parker 
requested that they lead the pledge of allegiance.   

     1.  Agenda Adjustments and Approval: 

Mayor Parker requested the Council’s pleasure regarding approval of the prepared 
agenda. 

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem King, seconded by Councilwoman 
Hummer, to approve the agenda with any necessary adjustments. Those 
voting in favor of the motion were:  Spence, Walton, Caudle, King, Hummer, 
Horton, Young and Adkins.  Against:  None.  Motion carried.   

     2.  Statement of Disclosure: 

The City Clerk read the Statement of Disclosure.  No conflict of interest disclosures 
regarding items listed on the agenda were made. 

3. Proclamation/Presentations: 
 

a. Proclamation: Lineman Appreciation Day  
 
Mayor Parker read and presented a proclamation in honor and sincere gratitude of all 
Lineman and members of the City of Elizabeth City Electric Crews who serve our 
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community with earnest dedication and commitment.  She declared the day of April 9, 
2018 as Lineman Appreciation Day in Elizabeth City; and recognized April 18th, 2018 as 
National Lineman Appreciation Day across the United States. She encouraged both staff 
and community members to express their appreciation for our lineman during this special 
day of recognition.  
 
The proclamation was accepted by Electric Superintendent Andy Pollard, as well as 
linemen Curtis Holley, Chris Forehand and Troy Jones. 
 

PROCLAMATION 

Lineman Appreciation Day in Elizabeth City 

April 9, 2018 

 WHEREAS, on January 3, 2017, the 115th Congress adopted House Resolution 
10 recognizing linemen, the profession of linemen, the contributions these brave men and 
women make to protect public safety, and expressing support for the designation of April 
18th as National Lineman Appreciation Day; and 

 WHEREAS, on April 15, 2015, the North Carolina General Assembly ratified 
House Bill 140, which designates the second Monday in April of each year as Lineman 
Appreciation Day in North Carolina; and  

 WHEREAS, the City Council of Elizabeth City celebrates the profession of 
electrical linemen and wishes to honor its Electric Department personnel for their 
exemplary service to the City and its citizens; and 

 WHEREAS, this profession demands passion, dedication and ongoing training 
and requires our linemen to work the lines 24 hours a day, 365 days a year, to keep the 
electricity flowing; and  

 WHEREAS, linemen are often first responders during storms working to repair 
broken and damaged electrical lines under hazardous conditions in order to make the 
area safe for other public safety heroes; and 

 WHEREAS, linemen play a vital role in the lives of our citizens by maintaining and 
growing our electrical infrastructure; and they put their lives on the line every day by 
working with the many dangers of high voltage. 

 NOW, THEREFORE, I, Bettie J. Parker, Mayor of the City of Elizabeth City hereby 
proclaim Monday, April 9, 2018 as “Lineman Appreciation Day in Elizabeth City” and I 
urge all citizens to remember the selfless work the City’s linemen do each day to keep 
our lights on. 

 DATED, this the 9th day of April, 2018. 
 

 

________________________   
              Bettie J. Parker 
               Mayor 

____________________                  
April D. Onley 
Interim City Clerk 

 
 

4. Comments from the Public: 
 
Mayor Parker inquired of the City Clerk if there were any persons present who wished to 
speak during the public comment period.  Upon her reply that there were commenters 
who wished to be heard, the City Clerk called the first to the podium. 
 
Geneva Moseley – 306 West Cypress Street, Elizabeth City, NC – Ms. Moseley 
greeted the Mayor and Council and distributed photos of her home at 306 West Cypress 
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Street.  She stated that she had come before the Council to request an extension to 
complete repairs ordered by the City Inspector.  She advised the Council that she had 
been out of town and arrived home to find that the house had been vandalized.  She 
added that her patio furniture was stolen, holes were punched into the roof of the home, 
and her clothes were destroyed.  She noted that the City Inspector had advised her that 
she must seek the services of an engineer; however, Ms. Moseley stated that she did not 
have the money necessary to secure a professional.  Ms. Moseley continued that she 
was on a fixed income, and had to perform any repairs on her home herself.  She noted 
that Chief Building Inspector Stanley Ward had told her that she should stop working on 
the home until she pulled the required permits, as operating without them was illegal.  Ms. 
Moseley furthered that she didn’t reside in the home full-time, as she worked three hours 
away.  She thanked the Council for their consideration. 
 
Larry Mackey – 135 Rosedale Drive, Elizabeth City, NC – Former Chief Mackey 
advised the Council that he was present to discuss staffing issues in the Fire Department.  
He stated that “staffing issues are not determined by the number of fires that you have … 
staffing issues are determined by how many people does it take to safely fight that fire.”  
He stressed the importance of safety within the Fire Department.  He pointed out that the 
City has a “unique fire problem” due to many homes being built with “balloon-frame 
construction”; this offers no fire stops, resulting in many total losses. Mr. Mackey stated 
that the City sends nine firefighters to scenes that require much more manpower.   
 
Theodore Lee – 108 Beechwood Avenue, Elizabeth City, NC – Mr. Lee greeted the 
Council and thanked them for their time.  He stated that he wished to appeal the Police 
Department’s ruling against granting him a taxi cab permit.  He advised the Council that 
he had been “free of alcohol” since 2004; and in possession of a valid driver’s license.  
He asked the Council to give him guidance on the proper procedure for filing an appeal. 
 
Joseph Persico – 406 West Church Street, Elizabeth City, NC – Mr. Persico expressed 
disappointment that no members of the City Council mentioned the “Green Saves Green” 
expo held at the Museum of the Albemarle.  He continued that he felt his petition for a 
march was largely ignored by the Council; however, he did acknowledge that he 
understood that it was possibly a controversial issue.  He added that he had requested a 
meeting with the City Manager after he sustained damages to his car from a pot hole in 
the City, but was denied, both in terms of the claim and the meeting.  He thanked 
Councilman Spence for offering a non-denominational invocation.   
 

5. Statement from City Attorney:  
 
Mayor Parker called on City Attorney Morgan to address the Council.  Mr. Morgan stated 
that during the March 26, 2018 City Council meeting, a tie vote had occurred, which the 
Mayor was asked to break.  He stated that he indicated at that time, based on information 
and understanding he had of Council procedure, the Mayor was required to break the tie. 
He added that the information he received had come from a retired professor at the 
School of Government, David Lawrence; and Mayor Parker had spoken with a current 
professor, Frayda Bluestein.  He continued that based on Dr. Bluestein’s opinion, a Mayor 
elected by the vote of the people, as opposed to the vote of the Council, was allowed to 
break a tie vote, but not compelled to do so.  Mr. Morgan stated that although he did not 
entirely agree with Dr. Bluestein’s interpretation of the law, he would defer to her 
understanding.  He added that in the future, any time Mayor Parker elected not to break 
a tie, the motion would fail.   
 
Mr. Morgan thanked members of the Council and City staff for their words of sympathy 
during his difficult family time the previous week.   
 

6. Consent Agenda: 
 
Mayor Parker requested the Council’s pleasure on the matter of the consent agenda. 
 

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem King, seconded by Councilwoman 
Hummer to approve the Consent Agenda.  Those voting in favor of the 
motion were:  Spence, Walton, Caudle, King, Hummer, Horton, Young and 
Adkins.  Against:  None.  Motion carried. 
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Mayor Parker requested that City Manager Olson read the Consent Agenda items into 
the record.  Mr. Olson read the following: 
 
Beginning of Consent Agenda: 
 

a. Consideration – Acceptance of Offer for Surplus Property at 611 Maple Street; 
 

b. Consideration – Acceptance of Asset and Inventory Assessment Grant; 
 

c. Consideration – Acceptance of FY 2017-2018 Governor’s Crime Commission 
Law Enforcement Grant for In-Car Cameras; 

 

BUDGET AMENDMENT 

 

 
BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Elizabeth City that the following 

amendment be made to the annual budget ordinance for fiscal year ending June 30, 2018:  

 

SECTION I.  That the General Fund Police Departmental Supplies (105100.3300) be 
increased by $79,920. 

 
 That the General Fund Revenue (103490.5144) be increased by $39,960. 
 
 and the General Fund Balance Appropriated (103990.0000) be increased by 

$39,960. 
 
(To amend budget for grant received from Governor’s Crime Commission.) 
 
This amendment will decrease General Fund Balance by $39,960. 
 
ADOPTED, this 9th day of April 2018. 

 

 

 

      

Bettie J. Parker 

Mayor 

 

Attest: 
 

               

April Onley  
Interim City Clerk 

 
 

d. Consideration – Award Bid Recommendation for GIS Mapping – Davey 
Resource Group; 

 
e. Consideration – Call for a Public Hearing – Charles Creek Flooding Mitigation 

Plan; 
 

f. Consideration – Call for a Public Hearing – Waterfront Park Master Plan 
 
End of Consent Agenda. 

 
7.  Regular Agenda: 
 

a. Consideration – Adopt Resolution in Support of ¼ Cent Sales Tax Increase; 
 
Mayor Parker recognized City Manager Olson to provide the background on this matter.  
Mr. Olson reminded the Council that during the March 26, 2018 Work Session, they had 
received a presentation by members of the Elizabeth City / Pasquotank County School 
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Board requesting the City’s support for the ¼ cent sales tax increase.  He noted that 
following the presentation, staff was directed by the Council to prepare a resolution in 
support of the increase, the final draft of which was contained in the agenda packets.   
 

Motion was made by Councilwoman Young, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem 
King, to adopt the resolution in support of the ¼ cent sales tax increase.  
Those voting in favor of the motion were:  Spence, Walton, Caudle, King, 
Hummer, Horton, Young and Adkins.  Against:  None.  Motion carried. 

 
RESOLUTION # 04-01 

SUPPORTING PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDING FROM THE PROCEEDS GENERATED BY THE 
ONE-FOURTH OF A CENT COUNTY SALES AND USE TAX  

 WHEREAS, the North Carolina General Assembly has authorized county Boards of 
Commissioners across the State of North Carolina to levy a one-fourth of a cent sales tax, 
contingent upon an advisory referendum in which the majority of those casting ballots vote for the 
levy of the tax; and 

 WHEREAS, the Pasquotank County Board of Commissioners has placed on the May 
2018 election ballot an advisory referendum on the question of levying a one-fourth of a cent sales 
and use tax; and 

 WHEREAS, the Pasquotank County Board of Commissioners resolve to earmark the 
proceeds of the one-fourth of a cent sales tax question to be used exclusively to support the 
Elizabeth City-Pasquotank County Public Schools, if approved by the voters of Pasquotank 
County; and 

 WHEREAS, the Pasquotank County Board of Commissioners included a sunset provision 
in their resolution, which would only keep the one-fourth of a cent sales tax increase in place for 
a five-year period; and 

 WHEREAS, insuring that our local K-12 school system can meet the present and future 
needs of the ever demanding job market is an economic development issue; and the Elizabeth 
City Council believes that a strong and competitive school system will help the City in its new 
business recruitment efforts; and 

 WHEREAS, the current level of funding for K-12 schools does not adequately address the 
needs of students, as identified in the school district’s three year plan, and the City Council 
strongly encourages additional funding for these purposes or other purposes the school board 
deems appropriate. 

 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ELIZABETH CITY THAT the Council supports the passage of a one-fourth of a cent county sales 
and use tax, if all proceeds generated by the tax are provided to the Elizabeth City-Pasquotank 
County School District not to supplant current levels of funding to be used according to an 
established, publicized plan monitored by the school board to insure that each student has the 
knowledge and skills needed to participate meaningfully in today’s society. 

 ADOPTED, this the 9th day of April, 2018 

 

      _________________________________________ 
      Bettie J. Parker 
      Mayor 

Attest: 

____________________________________ 
April D. Onley 
Interim City Clerk       

 
 
b. Consideration – Call for a Public Hearing – Landmark Status for Weatherly 

Building at 225 North Water Street; 
 
City Manager Olson stated that staff was requesting the Council call for a public hearing 
to grant landmark status to a portion of the Weatherly Building; and noted that a very 
thorough background and explanation had been given by ECDI Director Malenfant and 
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Planner Kaitlin Alcock during the Finance Committee meeting of April 5, 2018.  He asked 
that Ms. Malenfant and Ms. Alcock come forward to give a brief overview for members of 
the Council not present during that meeting.   
 
Ms. Malenfant advised the Council that “a local historic landmark is an individual building, 
structure, site, area or object deemed to have historical, architectural, archeological or 
cultural significance.”  She pointed out that the process for obtaining landmark status is 
not easy, by design.  She added that although the City has two “historic districts”, it has 
no landmarks; and the request from J.D. Lewis Management and the Weatherly Building 
was the first for the area.  She stated that there are several benefits to being considered 
a local landmark, including honor; increased marketability for both the property owner and 
the City; it ensures longer historical integrity of the property; and it provides incentive for 
investment and refurbishment.  She noted that if a property is designated a local landmark 
property, it becomes eligible for an annual property tax deferral of 50% for as long as it 
retains landmark status.   
 
Ms. Alcock stated that only one of the four buildings associated with the Weatherly project 
would be considered for local landmark status.  She added that the City’s ordinance was 
modeled after the one used by the State Historic Preservation Office, as well as the 
process listed within state statute.  She noted that the project received unanimous support 
from the City’s Historic Preservation Commission; and it was also well-received at the 
state level. 
 
Ms. Malenfant pointed out that the building had been preserved and refurbished 
remarkably well, as was a requirement for landmark status.  She added that the Weatherly 
family, who previously owned the structure, were prominent in the Elizabeth City 
community and helped grow the economy.   
 
Ms. Alcock noted that the Weatherly building is the only surviving utilitarian building in the 
downtown district.  She stated that the structure was the first fire-proof structure ever built 
in Elizabeth City.  She pointed out that although the applicant proposed extensive exterior 
modifications, all stayed true to the original design and had the support of the City and 
State. 
 
Ms. Malenfant reiterated that the entire Weatherly project renovation includes four 
parcels; only the one with the address of 225 North Water Street would be considered for 
local landmark status, and therefore be the only portion to receive tax deferral.  She briefly 
explained the following estimated tax impact chart: 
 

 
 

Estimated Tax Impact 

Property: 225 N. Water Street (Formerly Weatherly Candy Company) 

Current Land ValueCurrent Bldg. ValueTotal Tax Value

211 N. Water Street 117,600.00$         90,900.00$            208,500.00$   25.46%

215 N Water Street 78,400.00$           49,100.00$            127,500.00$   15.57%

229 N Water Street 98,000.00$           -$                        98,000.00$     11.97%

0000 N. Water Street (225) 232,300.00$         152,600.00$          384,900.00$   47.00%

Total 526,300.00$         292,600.00$          818,900.00$   

Current Taxes Rate Taxes Paid

City Taxes 0.00655 5,363.80$       

County Taxes 0.0077 6,305.53$       

Municipal District 0.00085 696.07$          

Total 0.0151 12,365.39$     

Market Value post-improvements. Tax office declined to provided estimated value. 

Estimated Tax Valuation Upon Project Completion

$3,500,000 $4,000,000 $4,500,000

Rate Current

 Without 

Landmark 

With 

Landmark

 Without 

Landmark 

With 

Landmark

 Without 

Landmark 

With 

Landmark

City Taxes 0.00655 5,363.80$               22,925.00$     17,537.62$  26,200.00$   20,043.00$  29,475.00$    22,548.37$  

County Taxes 0.0077 6,305.53$               26,950.00$     20,616.75$  30,800.00$   23,562.00$  34,650.00$    26,507.25$  

Municipal District 0.00085 696.07$                  2,975.00$       2,975.00$    3,400.00$     3,400.00$    3,825.00$      3,825.00$    

Total 0.0151 12,365.39$            52,850.00$     41,129.37$  60,400.00$   47,005.00$  67,950.00$    52,880.62$  
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Motion was made by Councilwoman Young, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem 
King to call for a public hearing to grant local landmark status to the 
Weatherly Building structure located at 225 North Water Street.   

 
Councilman Walton asked for clarification on Planner Alcock’s statement that only ¼ of 
the property would be deemed a local landmark.  Ms. Alcock advised him that the total 
project consisted of four buildings; however, landmark status was only being considered 
for 225 North Water Street, which was the site of the three-story structure. 
 
There being no further discussion on the matter, Mayor Parker called for the vote. 
 

Those voting in favor of the motion were:  Spence, Walton, Caudle, King, 
Hummer, Horton, Young and Adkins.  Against:  None.  Motion carried. 

 
c. Consideration – Condemnation and Demolition of 306 West Cypress Street:    

 
Mayor Parker recognized City Manager Olson to provide the background on this item.  
Mr. OIson stated that he had provided a memo to the Council in January 2018 concerning 
the dilapidation of the structure.  He noted that the property has had no electricity 
connected to it since July 2002.  He advised the Council that the City began notifying the 
property owner in 2011 that the property was substandard and in violation of City Code.  
He furthered that an adjacent property owner had complained to City officials about the 
lack of structural integrity of the home.  He added that the owner, Ms. Moseley had not 
done any work to restore the structure, nor had she acquired the necessary permits to do 
so.  He listed various structural problems, including holes in the roof; broken floor joists; 
severely listing chimney; and 15-20% of the home is sinking.  Mr. Olson advised the 
Council that the City has received numerous complaints regarding the state of disrepair 
that the home is in.  He continued that he does not believe Ms. Moseley has the means 
to undertake the level of expense and effort required to refurbish the home.   
 
Councilman Horton asked when the photos on the presentation had been taking; and Mr. 
Olson stated he believed they had been taken the previous Thursday.  He pointed out the 
brick placed around the chimney; however, he advised Councilman Horton that the proper 
way to correct the lean would be to tie the chimney back at the top, and that the bricking 
served little purpose.  Mr. Olson expressed concern that Ms. Moseley was essentially 
“wasting her money” as the work she was doing to the home had little to no bearing on 
the overall structural integrity.  He furthered that as repairs were estimated to be in excess 
of $30,000, state statute required that she hire a general contractor to oversee the work.   
 
Councilman Walton requested that the Council vote to suspend the rules of procedure; 
and allow Ms. Moseley to approach the podium and answer questions directly.   
 

Motion was made by Councilman Walton, seconded by Councilman Horton, 
to suspend the rules of procedure in order to engage in direct conversation 
with Ms. Geneva Moseley. 

 
City Attorney Morgan reminded the Council that suspending the rules of procedure would 
require a super-majority vote equal to six of the eight members. 
 
Councilman Caudle asked if the rules of procedure had to be suspended in order for Ms. 
Moseley to engage in discussion; and it was confirmed that they must. 
 
Councilwoman Young cautioned the Council that “if we do this for her, we are going to 
have to do it for everyone.  If we start breaking our rules now, we’re going to have to 
break our rules for everybody.”  She urged the Council to consider their actions before 
hastily making decisions.  She added that “these conversations should have already been 
had before we get to this point.”  She added that “this isn’t personal … but we’ve got to 
be mindful of this.”     
 
Councilman Horton opined that it should never be a problem to suspend the rules when 
a matter of this particular nature arose.  He pointed out that in order for the Council to 
make the best possible decision, they sometimes needed to be able to have direct 
conversation with the individuals involved.   
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Councilman Walton stated that being able to suspend the rules of procedure was an 
allowable action by the Council; and Attorney Morgan concurred.  He noted that 
suspending the rules was still abiding by the rules, just “taking it to another level.” 
 
Councilwoman Young reiterated that the Council must remember to be so gracious to all 
members of the public in the future. 
 

Those in favor of suspending the rules of procedure for further discussion  
 with Ms. Moseley were:  Spence, Walton, Caudle, King, Hummer, Horton,               

Young and Adkins.  Against:  None.  Motion carries. 
 
Mayor Parker requested that Ms. Moseley return to the podium.  Ms. Moseley advised 
the Council that additional work had been performed on her home beyond what was 
illustrated in the photos provided. She stated that she had not completed doing all the 
things she intended to do on her home; however, she did not have the money to hire the 
required engineer. She added that she had owned the home for more than 50 years and 
did not want to lose it. She opined that the house was not in poor enough condition to 
have it condemned and demolished. 
 
Councilman Spence stated that he did not want to see anyone lose their home; and 
suggested the Council grant Ms. Moseley an additional 45 days to secure a general 
contractor to perform the necessary work on the house.  He added that “we can’t drag it 
out forever, though.” 
 
Councilwoman Young noted that she would have no problem with the length of time the 
repairs would take if Ms. Moseley would move forward with obtaining a contractor.  Ms. 
Moseley stated that she did not understand why the Chief Building Inspector, Mr. Ward, 
couldn’t determine the repairs needed.  She added that she did not feel that she needed 
an engineer.  She continued that the damages to the home shown in the pictures was 
primarily caused by recent vandalism. 
 
Councilman Walton asked Ms. Moseley if the Council gave her the opportunity for 
additional time, when did she think she could secure the engineer.  Ms. Moseley 
responded that she believed she could have one within 45 days. Councilman Walton 
asked City Manager Olson how much he thought an engineer would cost Ms. Moseley; 
and Mr. Olson estimated $5,000. 
 
Councilman Spence urged Ms. Moseley to “stop putting money into the house” until it had 
been evaluated by the engineer and permits had been obtained. 
 
Councilman Horton asked if there were any resources that the City might be able to 
connect Ms. Moseley with to help her through the process.  Mr. Olson declared there were 
none that he was aware of; although HUD programs do exist, he felt the home would be 
considered “too far gone” to be helped by those. 
 
City Manager Olson clarified that the problem with the chimney was only one of a 
multitude of structural problems with the home.  He added that staff would be happy to 
supply Ms. Moseley with names of several North Carolina structural engineers, who could 
assess the home and give her guidance. 
 
Councilman Horton stated “I would never try to condemn someone’s house who was in 
the process of trying to fix it.”  He urged Ms. Moseley to try to look at the total cost of the 
repairs and make sure it was worth it to go through with. 
 
Ms. Moseley advised the Council that she felt that the floors in the home were uneven 
due to “the City’s line.”  She furthered that she believed a fault in the sewer line had been 
pushing water under her house for decades, causing deterioration of the flooring.  Mr. 
Olson noted that City staff disagreed with that assessment.  Ms. Moseley countered that 
the drainage was near her house and water was often seen standing in the street. 
 
Councilwoman Young agreed that Ms. Moseley should seek an engineer as soon as 
possible, as it would address the safety issue and keep her from spending money 
unnecessarily 
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City Manager Olson advised the Council that roughly 10 years ago, the City had an 
insurance adjuster look at Ms. Moseley property to determine whether the City’s sewer 
line was causing damage.  He added that the adjuster declared the problems with the 
home were not the fault of the City; and submitted an official document to that effect. 
 
 Motion was made by Councilman Spence, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem King 
 to give Ms. Moseley 45 days to have a NC structural engineer assess the  
 entire home at 306 West Cypress Street. 
 
Councilman Walton suggested a friendly amendment be added to the motion to require 
that City staff keep both the Council and Ms. Moseley in open channels of communication 
regarding progress on the home.  Councilman Spence accepted the amendment. 
 

Those voting in favor of the motion were:  Spence, Walton, Caudle, King, 
Hummer, Horton, Young and Adkins.  Against:  None.  Motion carries. 

 
Ms. Moseley stated that trying to contact her by telephone was not ideal; and 
recommended that communication be via mail to her Post Office Box. 
 

d. Discussion – Review of Taxicab Ordinance   
 
City Manager Olson turned the Council’s attention to a memo from Chief Buffaloe 
concerning the taxicab ordinance.  Mr. Olson recognized Chief Buffaloe to lead the 
conversation. 
 
Chief Buffaloe greeted the Council and advised that in his professional opinion, he found 
that the Mr. Lee’s request for a taxicab operator’s permit be denied.  He added that the 
applicant did have the right to an appeal, however. 
 
Councilman Horton asked if applicant’s that were denied were informed of the appeal 
process at that time.  Chief Buffaloe stated that they generally were; however, he was 
unaware of whether this particular applicant was or not.  Councilman Horton suggested 
that a letter outlining the process should be supplied to denied applicants to explain their 
options prior to it coming before Council. 
 
Councilman Walton referenced a previous memo distributed by the City Manager and 
expressed concern that the DMV had made a mistake on Mr. Lee’s driving record.  Chief 
Buffaloe pointed out that City staff discovered the error and informed DMV; however, he 
still felt that there were too many marks on Mr. Lee’s record, regardless. 
 
Councilwoman Young stated that she concurred with Chief Buffaloe’s assessment of the 
applicant. She noted that there were many issues with his driving record beyond the 
multiple driving while under impaired convictions. 
 
Councilman Horton pointed out that “people make mistakes but they become 
rehabilitated.”  He continued that if the State of North Carolina felt that Mr. Lee could have 
a full and valid license, then the City should take that into consideration.  He wondered at 
what point do we need to stop holding someone accountable for their past. 
 
Councilman Adkins concurred with Councilman Horton.  He asked the City Manager if the 
Council had any control over the taxicab ordinance; and Mr. Olson said that they did. 
 
Councilman Walton stated that Mr. Lee’s driving problems were directly related to alcohol, 
and he had been sober for 19 years.  He stated that “this man should not be kept from 
making a decent living.”  He opined that people are leaving Elizabeth City because of 
policy. 
 
Councilman Spence questioned how long the appeal process would take; and Chief 
Buffaloe replied that it would be relatively quick.  Councilman Spence requested that staff 
contact Mr. Lee the following day to assist him with the appeal process. 
 

8. Comments and Inquiries on Non-Agenda Items: 
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Councilman Adkins asked Mr. Olson where the City was in terms of looking at software 
for the utility billing conversion.  Mr. Olson advised him that staff would be traveling to 
several locations in the next week to meet with other utility companies who had made 
successful conversions. 
 
Councilwoman Young advised the Council that Terry Boyce would be taking 40 PAL 
children to camp to learn archery and several other activities.  She thanked him for the 
work he graciously does in the community. 
 
Councilman Horton had no comment. 
 
Councilwoman Hummer commended the Electric Department’s linemen for the 
dangerous job they do.  She stated that she was worried about several “blind corners” 
and would like to discuss them with the City Manager at a later date. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem King thanked Director Harris and the staff at Parks and Rec for the work 
they did at the skate park. 
 
Councilman Caudle thanked Load Management Specialist Ricky Albertson for the 
Nexgrid demonstration he gave several members of the Council.  He praised the Parks 
and Rec Department for the success of the new skate park. 
 
Councilman Walton questioned why former Chief Mackey was so concerned about 
changing the Fire Department staffing levels.  He opined that that was something he 
should have addressed when he was Chief.  He expressed concern that the City Council 
meetings still had not appeared in the upcoming section of the Daily Advance.   
 

 
9. Adjournment: 

 
There being no further business to be discussed, Mayor Parker adjourned the meeting at 
8:40 p.m. 

 

 

       __________________________ 

       Bettie J. Parker 
       Mayor     

 __________________________ 
April D. Onley 
Interim City Clerk 


