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MINUTES OF THE CITY OF BURLINGTON
CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION
MARCH 5, 2018
The City Council of the City of Burlington held a regularly scheduled work session in the Municipal Conference Room, 425 South Lexington Avenue, Burlington, N.C., on March 5, 2018, at 5:00 p.m. 
     Councilmembers Present:  Mayor Ian Baltutis and Mayor Pro Tem Kathy Hykes
 Councilmembers Robert Ward, James Butler and Harold Owen  

     Councilmembers Absent: None
     City Manager:  Hardin Watkins, present
     City Attorney:  David Huffman, present 
     City Clerk:  Renee Ward, present
Staff Present:  Nolan Kirkman, Bob Patterson, Mike Nunn, Todd Lambert, Amy Nelson, Peggy Reece, Peter Bishop, Tony Laws, Police Chief Jeff Smythe, Lisa Wolff, David Beal, Eric Hilton, Dalton Majors, Mark Yancey, Joey Lea, David Beal
Media Present: Tomas Murawski, Alamance News; Kate Croxton, Times-News
A. System Development Fee Analysis






       Bob Patterson 

                                                                                                                              Water Resources Director  


   David Hyder


        Principal, Stantec

Water Resources Director Bob Patterson said that over the years the City had implemented several fees applicable to new development that were intended to help offset the City’s investment in water and sewer utility infrastructure which provided the capacity and piping networks that enabled new development to occur. Table 1 below provides a summary of our current development fee structure.
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Residential Development

Non-Residential Development

‘Acreage fee - $500 per developed
acre for water and/or $500 per
developed acre for sewer,
minimum $1,000 each

‘All residential development,
including existing undeveloped
lots, single-family subdivisions,
multi-family

Al non-residential

Dwelling Unit Fee - $600 per
dwelling unit for water and/or
5600 per dwelling unit for sewer

All residential except single family
or duplex on an existing lot.

Not applicable to non-residential
Development

Water Connection Fee — fee based
upon size of water meter (required
to be the same size as water line
connection)

Not applicable to residential
development

MeterSize  Connection Fee
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Sewer Connection Fee — based
upon size of sewer line connecting
to City system

Not applicable to residential
development

'SEWER CONNECTION FEES (Non-

Residential
Pipesize  Connection Fee
4" s 0
& 2,000
8" 4,000
10" 8,000
12" 12,000

On-site public water or sewer line
Fee (public lines on easement on
private property)

$1.00 per inch diameter per linear
foot

$1.00 per inch diameter per linear
foot





Many utility systems in North Carolina charge fees relating to water and/or sewer for new development, and these fees are called many different names. Collectively they are referred to as “impact fees” because they are usually intended to recover costs associated with impacts of new development to current utility systems and spread costs borne by current customers to new customers. 
A developer sued the Town of Carthage relating to the statutory authority to collect impact fees in 2016 (see Coates’ Canons). Court rulings in favor of the developer potentially made the collection of any type of water or sewer development fee invalid, and opened the door to litigation by developers to attempt to recoup these fees going back a 10-year period. In 2017 the General Assembly passed Session Law 2017-138 (HB 436) to provide statutory authority for local governments to charge system development fees (SDF) to new developments and addresses the development community’s concerns that some fees that were being charged were unjustifiably high. The Law required that a financial analysis be conducted to justify the system development fees that will be charged.
The law defined a system development fee as: 

“System development fee. – A charge or assessment for service imposed with respect to new development to fund costs of capital improvements necessitated by and attributable to such new development, to recoup costs of existing facilities which serve such new development, or a combination of those costs, as provided in this Article. The term includes amortized charges, lump-sum charges, and any other fee that functions as described by this definition regardless of terminology. The term does not include any of the following: 

a. A charge or fee to pay the administrative, plan review, or inspection costs associated with permits required for development. 

b. Tap or hookup charges for the purpose of reimbursing the local governmental unit for the actual cost of connecting the service unit to the system. 

c. Availability charges. 

d. Dedication of capital improvements on-site, adjacent, or ancillary to a development absent a written agreement providing for credit or reimbursement to the developer pursuant to G.S. 153A-280, 153A-451, 160A-320, 160A-499 or Part 3A of Article 18, Chapter 153A or Part 3D of Article 19, Chapter 160A of the General Statutes. 

e. Reimbursement to the local governmental unit for its expenses in constructing or providing for water or sewer utility capital improvements adjacent or ancillary to the development if the owner or developer has agreed to be financially responsible for such expenses; however, such reimbursement shall be credited to any system development fee charged as set forth in G.S. 162A-207(c).” 

The law further set the requirements for the methodology by which the fees could be calculated as shown in Table 2 below. These methods were based upon water industry standards developed by the American Water Works Association and are used nationally.
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Method Description Use of SDF Revenues | Appropriate For.
Buy-In Fees are based on cost of Revenues may be used | System with ample
Method constructing existing utility system | for any capital related | existing capacity to sell
cost (rehab and/or
expansion
Incremental | Fees are based on planned capital | Revenues can only be | System with no/very
Cost improvements used for expansion- | limited existing
Method related capital projects | capacity to sell
Combined | Fees are based on cost of Revenues can only be | System with existing
Method constructing existing utility system | used for expansion- | capacity to sell and

and planned capital
improvements

related capital projects

with significant
growth-related capital
projects





The law also set forth requirements relating to the fee, and the procedures that should be followed regarding public input and adoption by the governing body. Essentially, the proposed fee structure must be presented to Council, then posted for 45 days on the City’s website for public review and comment, revised if necessary, and then Council would conduct a public hearing and adopt the fees prior to an effective date of July 1, 2018. 

The City hired Stantec, a multi-disciplined engineering and financial services consultant, to review the City’s fee structure and prepare the financial and technical analysis required by Session Law 2017-138 (HB 436).  Stantec will recommend a possible System Development Fee structure resulting from that analysis. It is our intent to post the summary of their analysis on the City’s website for the required 45-day comment period beginning on or about March 8, 2018.
Mr. David Hyder, Principal, Stantec shared the following presentation:

[image: image5.png]System Development Fees
Background

* Fees charged for new connections joining Burlington’s
water and sewer system

* New North Carolina statute passed in July 2017:

= Public Water and Sewer System Development Fee Act, S.L.

2017-138, also known as the House Bill 436 (“‘HB 436”) was
approved on July 20th, 2017




[image: image6.png]HB 436 Requirements - Fee
Calculation

The fee should be calculated using one of the three
methodologies identified in the law

* Document all facts and data used
« ldentify all assumptions and limiting conditions
 Calculate a fee per service unit of new development

* Incorporate a credit calculation of at least 25% of the
aggregate cost of the system value if using the
combined or incremental methods

» Cover 10-20 year planning horizon
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Revenues can be used
Fees are based on

Buy-In cost of constructing for any capital related System with ample

Method cost (rehab and/or existing capacity to sell

existing utility system expansion)

Incremental Fees are based on Revenues can only be System with no/very
Cost planned capital used for expansion limited existing
Method improvements related capital projects capacity to sell

Fees are based on IS EnEmED System with existing
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Stantec recommends using the buy-in method for the water system and
the combined method for the sewer system for the City of Burlington.
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Value of System - Credit
System Development Fee = —m———————
System Capacity

1) Value of Utility System
« Depreciated value escalated to current replacement cost
plus Planned capital projects for system growth (for sewer system)

2) Credit
« Outstanding principal on existing utility debt
3) System Capacity

« Total capacity in utility system measured in Equivalent Residential
Units (EDUs)
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* New connection will pay for debt service
through user rates

* Removing outstanding principal from fee
calculation ensures no double cost recovery

* HB 436 requirement is for credit of at least 25%
of the total system value if using the combined
or incremental methods

* Our approach conforms with American
Waterworks Association M1 Manual




[image: image10.png]Water SDF Calculation

1) Value of Utility System: $84,854,165
2) Credit: $15,506,182
3) System Capacity: 20 Million Gallons Day = 104,542 EDUs

$84,854,165 - $15,506,182
- = %684 per EDU*

104,542 EDUs

*Fees include a 3% escalation to account for inflation with FY19 implementation




[image: image11.png]Sewer SDF Calculation

1) Value of Utility System: $211,510,907
2) Credit: $52,877,727
3) System Capacity: 20.2 Million Gallons Day = 116,166 EDUs

$211,510,907- $52,877,727
- @ @@ = $1,406 per EDU*

116,166 EDUs

*Fees include a 3% escalation to account for inflation with FY19 implementation
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Assessment — Per Line (Minimum $500 per acre

charge is $1,000)

Dwelling Unit Fees (Residential — $600
two or more units)

Connection Fee — Non-Residential land uses (Meter Size)

" $0
17 $500
1-1/2" $1,000
2 $1,600
3 $3,000

4 $5,000




[image: image13.png]City’s current sewer fees
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Assessment — Per Line (Minimum charge is
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Dwelling Unit Fees (Residential — two or

more units)

$500 per acre
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Sewer Connection Fee — Non-Residential land uses (Line Size)
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[image: image14.png]SDF Per Residential EDU

Utility System | Existing SDF* | Calculated SDF | Variance

Water $850 $684 ($166)

Sewer $850 $1,406 $556

* Existing fee includes current connection fee and scaled portion of the acreage
fee the City currently charges.




[image: image15.png]SDF by Meter Size

. AWWA Meter
+ SDFs are typically scaled m Bl

by meter size based on

! i 3/4" 1.0
hydraulic capacity of

meter. 1 1.67

) 1% SESS

» City wants to move B

forward with implementing
meter equivalent scaling 3" 10.0
based on 3/4” meter. 4 16.67




[image: image16.png]Water Fees by Meter Size
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Residential EDU $850 $684 ($166)
0.75” $1,500 $684 ($816)

17 $1,800 $1,142 ($658)

1% $2,600 $2,276 ($324)

2’ $5,350 $3,644 ($1,706)

3 $7,800 $6,836 (3964)

47 $11,250 $11,395 $145

* Existing fee includes current connection fee and scaled portion
of the acreage fee the City currently charges. @ Stantec




[image: image17.png]Existing Sewer Fees

« The City currently charges Existing Fee*

sewer SDF based on line

. 4’ $2,200
size.
6” $4,250
+ City wants to move 8 $9.750
forward with charging the pr $13.750
fees by meter size, using ’
AWWA equivalent factors, 127 $17,750
similar to the water fees. * Existing fee includes current

connection fee and scaled portion of
the acreage fee the City currently
charges.




[image: image18.png]Sewer Fees by Meter Size

Residential EDU $1,406
0.75 $1,406
1.00 $2,348
1.50 $4,681
2.00 $7,493
3.00 $14,058

4.00 $23,434
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* The calculated fees should be posted for public
comment for a period of 45 days

« Comments received from public will be considered
and adjustments made as necessary

* Public hearing on the system development fees
« Update the analysis at least once every 5 years
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* Move forward with the buy-in method for the water
system and the combined method for the sewer
system

* Implement meter size based fees for both the
water and sewer systems

* Publish report on the City Web site by the middle of
March




B. Update on Burlington Athletic Stadium Improvements 

  
          Eric Hilton 

                                                                                                              Operations and Projects Engineer 

Eric Hilton, Operations and Projects Engineer shared that in coordination with the Burlington Royals and the Appalachian League, each year the City of Burlington identifies improvements for the stadium. The City has been investing about $250,000 - $300,000 each year into these improvements. This past year, an overall plan was created that identified improvements that would span multiple fiscal years, including additional bathrooms, a new ticket booth/souvenir stand/office and a new entry plaza. The idea was to try and construct one of these elements each year over the next several fiscal years, with the bathrooms being identified for the current fiscal year (FY18). Detailed designs were created for the new bathrooms and bids came back significantly higher than expected. 

Given the timing of the improvements and the cost of the bathrooms, staff is recommending that the balance of the detailed designs (ticket booth/office and entry plaza) be completed this fiscal year so that all three elements can be bid and constructed as one package for FY 18-19. Constructing them as one project should also positively impact construction costs due to the economy of scale. While this would represent a larger than normal fiscal year expenditure, it would be understood that the investment would represent multiple fiscal years’ worth of improvements by the City. For example, if the cost for all elements were to be $750,000, that would represent the City’s investment for FY 17-18, FY 18-19 and FY 19-20. 

In order to move forward with this strategy, a budget amendment in the amount of, $46,300, was needed to complete the design work on the ticket booth/office and entry plaza. Approval of the budget amendment at the March 6th City Council meeting would allow the design work to be complete by June 2018, with bidding and award in August 2018. This would allow enough time for the improvements to be completed by next spring, in time for the 2019 Burlington Royals season.
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Facility Upgrade Strategy

Annually address deficiencies identified by the
league

Spending targeted at $250,000-$300,000 per
year

Deal with critical items first
Perform work in off-season




[image: image22.png]Recent Stadium Renovations

* 2014 New roof on stadium lower section
* 2015 Visitor Locker Room Remodel

— Added locker space, all new lockers

— New flooring

— New showers, toilets and lavatories
* 2016 Home Locker Expansion

— Additional locker space

— New flooring




[image: image23.png]Other Facility Upgrades

Box seating — 2013

New score board — 2014

Beer stand and cooler upgrades —2014 & 2015
Concourse Paving —2015

New safety netting —2015

Concession stand upgrades — 2016

New bleachers — 2016

Sound system improvements — 2017

New Playground — 2017
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¢ Looked at an overall site plan
— Upgrade public restrooms
— Change entrance and construct ticket booth

— Improve appearance and tie in walking paths to
new stadium entry plaza
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[image: image26.png]Ticket Booth and Team Store





[image: image27.png]Entrance Concourse





[image: image28.png]Restrooms




[image: image29.png]Public Restrooms

 Sizing based on Building Code and Minor
League Baseball requirements (including ADA)
¢ Required a new stand-alone restroom
housing:
— 10 women’s
— 13 men’s
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Bids were received early January 2018

Much higher than expected

— Low bidder was $489,000

Performed Value Engineering with Contractor

— Possible reduction to $420,000 without significant
changes to the facility
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Complete the design of the ticket booth and
entry plaza

Combine all three elements into one
construction project for cost purposes
Re-bid in 2018

Constructin 2018/2019
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¢ Requesting funds to complete all design work
¢ Combine several seasons of improvements
into one large project

* Make a major improvement in the appearance
and functionality of the stadium
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Councilmember Butler asked what else would be needed moving forward.
Mr. Hilton said that by completing these three projects it would get the stadium where the League wants it to be.
City Manager Watkins said that one of the other request would be hospitality suites down the first base line, but that would be five or more years out.

Recreation and Parks Director Tony Laws said that at some point, lighting improvements would be needed.
Mayor Baltutis said that a few citizens commented on the beautiful playground improvements in 2017 and expressed concern about fly balls coming down on the playground and asked if some type of netting could be added for safety. 

City Manager Watkins said that could be taken care of this fiscal year.  
C. Youth Solutions Forum                                                                                                       Rachel Kelly  

                                                                                                                               Director of Public Policy 
                                                                                                                                             Morgan Lasater
                                                                                                                        Public Information Specialist          
During City Council’s January 2, 2018, meeting, a robust discussion took place regarding the possible creation of a Youth Violence Task Force.  At the conclusion of the discussion, Public Information staff was directed to host community listening sessions about youth violence. Staff was asked to work with Mayor Pro Tem Hykes to create and schedule the sessions before February 15. 

Staff orchestrated two “Youth Solutions Forums” in February. These resulted in approximately 130 community members participating in facilitated workshops during which they provided answers to the question “What solutions can we offer when working toward resolving youth violence in our community?” The answers to this question were reached by group consensus and have been documented and made available at www.BurlingtonNC.gov/YouthSolutions.
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Passionate Community Member

Ramona Allen

Eastbrooke Apartments Manager/ BPD Community Outreach

Dustin Austin

ABSS School Social Worker

Lashauna Austria

Minister/ Community Adtivist

Allen Blue

Burlington Housing Authority Youth Services

Gonzalez Cesar

Passionate Community Member/ BPD Community Outreach

Lydia Faucette

Passionate Community Member/ Lost a Child fo Violence

Will Hatten

ABSS Teacher/ Youth Pastor/ Asst. Football Coach

Robyn Haynes

Alamance County Juvenile Justice

Chandler Simpson

ABSS Graduation Coach

Donna Vanhook

Minister/NAACP
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“What solutions can we (city and citizens)
offer when working toward resolving youth
violence in our community?”’
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February 1st Session
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5 facilitated groups
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collected from both
sessions are
available online at:

www.BurlingtonNC.gov/YouthSolutions




Ms. Kelly shared that the facilitators and the community had asked what is next.  They want to know what our action steps are going to be and how they could help. 
Mayor Pro Tem Hykes asked Council what they thought about the community meetings.
Councilmember Ward said that it was a process and that it was a great first step. He said that people were very interested and concerned and offered good suggestions.

Councilmember Owen said that the second meeting was very productive and there were many more parents and kids in attendance. 

Councilmember Butler said that he had had six to seven individual community meetings with various people and one of the things that continued to come up, was a facility that was open around the clock, like a safe haven. He said that the resources could come to that facility instead of being scattered all over. He said that it could be a place where kids could stay the night if they needed.  He said that many of the concerns listed from the two recent community meetings recognized such facility. He asked was there a way to connect with groups of people that could create programs around the facility while providing a safe haven.
Mayor Pro Tem Hykes said that the meetings were a huge success in terms of the community’s input and the kinds of ideas that were shared.  She said that we now have to do something to move this forward. She said that one of the best pieces was understanding what other community organizations were already doing such as JCPC (Juvenile Crime Prevention Council).  She said that there were initiatives that started the momentum around the fact that the community was actually talking about this. She said that some of the folks who attended the second event discussed having a youth workforce initiative to identify job skills for youth. She said that she had met with Jim Albright and he was attending a five-day training program called Injury Free North Carolina Academy and approached people about attending this program such as members of the police department.    

Mayor Pro Tem Hykes said when looking at the information it felt like we needed a strategy or plan to determine what the City could do and what the citizens could do. She said that she would like to see a group of people that looks at this information, decides what needs to be addressed and what the City could be a catalyst for. She asked Council to project what they see as a way to move forward.

Councilmember Ward said you mentioned a steering committee to find out what the City could do and what citizens could do. 

Mayor Pro Tem Hykes said maybe a blue ribbon committee or a small group of people to look at this material and figure out who could do the things that need to be accomplished.  

Mayor Baltutis said that from his conversations in sessions and the residents around the community, folks were asking about the opportunities and programs available to youth around 
some of the exact same issues raised;  career development, skill development, professionalism and positive behavior.  He said that he would be interested in how the task force or committee maps out and aligns with existing programs.

Councilmember Owen said that he thought there were things the City could do.  He said that the City took programs, because of the budget requirements, making them fee based programs that had been successful.  He said however, the kids are having issues with not be able to afford to be 
a part of these programs.  He shared that the Recreation Department had realized that and had expanded three programs in coordination with the YMCA to come three days a week and possibly works with the school system on free lunch programs. He suggested these programs expand in more areas to give kids a place to go that they could walk to and participate in functions they would not have been able to before.  He also suggested taking advantage of what the citizens had already invested in; nice recreation facilities. He suggested bringing in other groups or organizations to the different recreation sites in order to reach the majority of kids in their communities. He said that there were also issues in west Burlington and that it was important to include those areas as well. He asked how the City could put together a leadership team that could be a part of these programs. 

Mayor Pro Tem Hykes shared that there was not a City staff person available to be the point person and oversee such program.  She said there were people who are currently engaged in the community that want to be part of the solution. She said that she wanted to include those people in some way, allow them to voice issues, and decide on a strategy.  She said that things the City had done in the past such as the Youth Council might need to have more attention. 
Mayor Baltutis asked Council if there were any objections to continue opening up staff resources as we did over the last couple of months to help get to the solutions forum to continue moving forward with some of those ideas; mapping a landscape and understanding who those staff and community leaders are to keep this moving forward.
Mayor Pro Tem Hykes asked if the Mayor was suggesting that we ask staff to look at putting together some kind of committee.

Mayor Baltutis said that there was some mention of leaders and staff in the community that would be great champions to move this forward.   He said that the technology of participation was a great example to bring resources to the table.

City Manager Watkins said that after Council discussions of identifying problems and setting priorities, staffs job was problem solve using available resources. He said that if the government did not have to be the solution, we would not want to be the solution. 

Mayor Pro Tem Hykes asked if City Manager Watkins could have staff determine resources, and make recommendations about what type of outside City groups could be included.
City Manager Watkins said that staff could capture all that the City does and capture all that we know about in terms of resources, but did not want this to be just the City. He said it should be outside resources working towards a community-based solution.

Police Chief Smythe said that stopping youth violence was a police outcome but did not know that the strategies are all police strategies and asked that the groups consciously identify what 
roles the police should and should not have.  He said that we should have a stratifying type of response identifying with different age groups with different strategies making sure we consideration the full spectrum from the youngest children to the teens.

After further conversations, it was decided to continue work on forming the next steps and report back at the April 2, 2018, work session. 

D.  Community Improvement Program                                                                                Amy Nelson  

                                                                                            Director of Planning and Community Development 

                                                                                                                                                                            David Beal    

                                                                             Assistant Director of Planning and Community Development 
David Beal, Assistance Director of Planning and Community Development shared that while staff had been enforcing nuisances through codes and zoning for decades but had recently determined a new strategic approach.  He said that this tool was designed to approve the aesthetics and safety within the neighborhoods around the City.  He shared the following:

[image: image39.png]COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

A concentrated, proactive effort focusing on Code Enforcement
and Zoning Enforcement to more efficiently address:

e Cleanups (junk or trash in yard)
e Minimum Housing (substandard or condemned)
e Tall grass

e Front porches

e Junk cars

e Illegal signs

e Home occupations

e Accessory structures
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« Does not rely on a complaint

« Potentially address violations early on

« Potentially less expensive

« Complaints can still be anonymous

« Fair and equitable

* Volume may extend response times

» Peak seasons may reduce proactive cases

« Educational
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« Already in progress in the field
« Lunch and Learn sessions
« Checklists and flowcharts

« Familiarization with map zones
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Mr. Beal shared that there would be one enforcment officer assigned to each zone and that they were currently identifying neighborhood centers and leaders in each of those zones. 
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« Both City Limits and ETJ
« One Enforcement Officer to one particular zone
« Neighborhood Centers and Leaders

« Officers will serve as a resource in each zone
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« Neighborhood Center meetings
- Door hangers

- Handouts

- City Works

«  Web information

- Social media w
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[image: image49.png]Community Improvement Team

Code/Zoning Enforcement
Police
Fire
Building Inspections
Animal Services
Streets
Sanitation
Traffic
Engineering
Stormwater
Public Information
Parks and Recreation




[image: image50.png]Community Improvement Team

Areas of the city may be identified as focus areas based on
information from:

« City Council
* Management

- Staff observation

« Neighborhood request




· Areas will consist of two to four blocks

· Door to door – explaing to the residents what we are doing and how we intend on helping your community.

· Receive feedback from residents on how we can help them

· Friendly approach offering solutions
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« Cross Training

« Outreach materials

« Neighborhood Center Meetings
* Community Improvement Team

« Full implementation in April




Councilmember Owen said that Sanitation goes to every residence in the City and was it practical that if they see something they should make the team aware of that issue.
Mr. Kirkman said that it could be coordinated.
E. Abandonment of Portion of Isley Place                                                                   Todd Lambert


      City Engineer 

Mr. Todd Lambert, City Engineer shared that the City of Burlington had received a request to permanently abandon a portion of Isley Place public right-of-way located on the adjacent parcel owned by Cook-Moore Properties, LLC (Parcel No. 125516).  He shared that City staff had reviewed this request and supported the street closing in the form of right-of-way abandonment.  The City Council of the City of Burlington, pursuant to NCGS, Section 160A-299, may declare its intent to permanently close this portion of Isley Place and to call a public hearing on the question.  All adjacent property owners would be sent, by registered mail, the City’s intent and a notice of the closing and public hearing shall be posted in at least two places along the street.

Mr. Lambert said that the portion of right-of-way requested to be abandoned was entirely on and within the property of Cook-Moore Properties, LLC.
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[image: image54.png]In 1990, the property to the north of Isley Place proposed a
condominium development. Part of the development plans
proposed to extend the cul-de-sac of Isley Place to the
north. No agreement could be reached and the required
“pie” shaped piece of R/W was acquired through
condemnation under the power of eminent domain.





[image: image55.png]The R/W, as a result of the proposed development and condemnation, is shown
on Alamance County Plat Book 43 Page 22, recorded in January, 1991.
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[image: image59.png]The irregular portion of Isley Place R/W being requested to be permanently closed
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Mr. Lambert said that the City of Burlington Engineering Department finds no need or use for the irregular portion of the Isley Place right-of-way and pursuant to NCGS 160A-299, staff recommends the permanent closure of the irregular portion of the right-of-way known as Isley Place on the Cook-Moore property.
Mr. Lambert asked Council to add this request to the March 6, 2018, Council agenda in order to adopt the Resolution of Intent setting a date of public hearing for April 17, 2018, to consider closing a portion of Isley Place.
Consensus of Council was to add to the March 4, 2018, City Council agenda a resolution of intent setting a date of public hearing for April 17, 2018, to consider permanently closing a portion of Isley Place.
F. Boards and Commissions Reports 

· Planning and Zoning Commission – 1 Request 
· Traffic Commission –  None                                  

· Public Transit Advisory Commission (PTAC) - None             
Planning and Community Development Director Amy Nelson shared that the piece of property in the red box below was currently zoned R-9, Residential, and the owner would like to change the zoning to R-M, Residential Mobile Home.  She said that there were mobile homes in the area and that no one had spoken out against the rezoning. Most of the properties to the left were family owned and that the piece of property to be rezoned was adjacent to his uncle.  She shared that this item would be considered at the March 20, 2018, Council meeting.
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ADJOURN

Meeting adjourned at 6:46 p.m.


     Renee M. Ward
                     








         Renee M. Ward









             City Clerk
     March 5, 2018
                                                                                                                                                                                      Work Session[image: image62.png]
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