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MINUTES OF A PUBLIC HEARING AND MEETING
OF THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN TOWN OF CHAPEL HILL,
MUNICIPAL BUILDING, JANUARY 23, 1978, 7:30 P.M.

Mayor Wallace called the meceting to order. Present were:

Gerald Cohen
Robert Epting
Jonathan Howes
Beverly Kawalec
R.D. Smith

Bill Thorpe
Edward Vickery

Also present were Town Manager K. Jenne, Town Attorney E. Denny, and Town
Clerk D. Roberts. A quorum of the Planning Board was present for the public

hearings.

Mayor Wallace announce that by agreement of the applicants and the Board,
the order of the public hearings would be changed. The Chapel Hill Bible
Church special use permit would be considered first.

Special Use Permit for the Chapel Hill Bible Church Parking Lot - Public
Hearing

Witnesses were sworn in. Mr. Jennings stated the proposal was for a 118
space gravel parking lot for the Chapel Hill Bible Church. The location of the
lot would be at the corner of Mason Farm Road and Purefoy Road. The
property is zoned R-20 with a small portion zoned R-10. The property across
Purefoy Road is R-20 and across Mason Farm Road is R-20. The property to
the south is zoned R-10 and used for residential purposes. Discussion at the
Planning Board public hearing centered around the run-off on surrounding
property and safety concerns over the curve and hill on Mason Farm Road.
The lot would have entrances on Mason Farm and Purefoy Roads. Residents
were disturbed that commuters might use the lot during the week, creating

" more traffic in the neighborhood. Mr. Jennings showed slides of the
surrounding properties.

Mr. Johnston responded that he had talked with the County erosion control
officer and water run-off would be controlled by the gravel parking lot of
crushed stone. The lot would be policed by the secretary asking people to
leave during the week or by towing. The edge of the property would be
graded, with grass planted for pedestrian traffic. Mr. Johnston submitted
the statement of justification for the record. : -
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STATEMIT OF JUSTIFICATICG! FOR A SPECIAL USE PESMIT
Corncr of Purefoy and Mason Farm Roads

Decembar 9, 1977

The following "Statement of Justification" is submitted in partial
fulfillrent of the requirements for a spacial use permit by the Chapel
Hill Bible Church. It is intended to supply the Board of Mderien of
tho Town of Chapel Hill with factual inflormation supportin;.t).)e_fom‘
requircrents for a special uso permit for a parxing arca 2djoining tha
buildinz housing the Chapel Hill Bible Church. Fach of the recquircrents
for the spceial use permit is addressed below. Compliance with the rc-
quircrzonte is also included.
"X The use will not waterially endancer tha public haalth or salety
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(a) Mason Faim read end Turcfoy read are pavod. The additional
occasionezl traffic caused by this parking arca will be
restricted to Sunday rorning ond one or two evenings a wcek.
The good visabilily along both strzets will e2llow szfo ezjrass
and ingross to the parking arca. A drivewvey pzrmit has been
socurcd from the Town of Chzpel Hill (Sze Attached). For
these reasons no danger to ths public health or safuty is
oxpected from the traffic conditions.

(b) Standard services for a parking area which are ordinarily
available in an arca zoned similar to this area are all that
will bo required. The nced for these sarvices on an intermittent

basis will not endanger public hzalth or safety.

(¢c) Soil erosion and sedimentation will not endanger public health
or safoty under the proposed plan as modified and approved by
Orange County Xrosion Control Officer.

(d) The sito for the parking arca is not within the flood plain and

is therefors not expected to have any impact on the public hezlth
or safety bocause of disruption of tho flood plain.

2. The use meets all required conditions and spscifications.

The proposed parking lot complies with all town regulations.

3. The use will not substantially injure the value of adjoining or
abutting property.

The design plan includes as much of the natural foliage as possible.

In addition special provisions have been provided for a natural
vegetation screen between the abutting property and the proposed

parking area which shall be six (6) feet high after a period of two

(2) years growth. The parking area will be gravel and, as many

natural trees as possible will be saved. An additional‘green belt™

of natural trees will be saved as a divider in tha center of the parking
area which should enhance its natural appearance. Thus, in addition to
compliance with all ordinances and standards, extra effort has been
expended to maintain ths natural and pleasant appearance of the area.

L. The location and character of the use if developed accordinz to
the plan as submitted and aporoved will be in harmony with the area
in which it is to be located and in general conformity with. the plan
of development of Chapel Hill and Its Environs.

A parking area is permitted in this zoning district under special use
permit and this area has been set aside for a church facility since

its original purchase. Therefore, no conflicts between this use of

the land and any other use are foreseen. The parking area will provide
space for vehicles of participants in church related activities. This
type of parking facility is in harmony with the current use of land in
the immediate vicinity. (i.e., The Commmunity Church of Chapel Hill
occupies nearby land).

Mr. Gottschalk did not object to the use of the lot by the Church, but did
feel the requirements for parking spaces excessive. He thought the entrace
and exit should be on Purefoy Road because of the traffic hazard posed by
the curve on Mason Farm Road. In answer to a question, Mr. James Tucy
stated the screening along adjacent properties would be 6 feet high after two
years and 4 feet high after two years along Mason Farm Road. Alderman
Smith asked for the average attendance each Sunday. Mr. Johnston stated it
was approximately 500 to 600 at two services. Many of the membership
walked because of the close proximity to campus. Mr. Wes Egan also objected
to the cntrace onto Mason Farm Road. Mr. Patterson was concerned that the
drainage would be increased through his property. ALDERMAN [IOWES MOVED,



SFCONDED  BY  ALDERMAN  SMETH, TO REFER THE MATTER TO THI I’L/\Nlulkkj
TBOARD AND THHE TRANSPORTATION BOARD FOR CONSLIDERATION AND RECOMMENDA-
TION. THE MOTION WAS CARRIED BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF 8 TO 0. JAN 25
Special Use Permit for the UNC Health Affairs Parking Deck Addition - Pub-

lic Hearing
R )

Witnesses were sworn in. The University of North Carolina was proposing to
consiruct an 842 space addition to the cxisting parking deck off Manning
Drive. The deck would be on university property. Surrounding property 18
zoned University A. A surface parking lot is presently on the property.
Issues raised at the public hearing of the Planning Board were the impact of
traffic on residents on Mason Farm Road, traffic circulation around the
facility, location and signalization of alignment of Mason Farm Road with
Pittsboro Road, and alternative uses for the land.

Mr. Rutherford, Director of Facilities Planning, submitted the Statement of
Justification, the traffic study by Kimmerly-Horn. and Miscellaneous Informa-
tion for inclusion in the record.

o STATEMENT OF JUSTIFICATION

ADDITION TO THE HEALTH AFFAIRS PARKING DECK
UNIVERSITY OF NORTH CAROLINA AT CHAPEL HILL

26!

The University is planning to construct an addition to the existing Health

Affairs Parking Deck located south of Manning Drive -in front of North, Carolina

Memqrihl Hospital. The following response’ provides factual information to support

the four required findings which must be mad e by the Board of Aldermen in order to

grant a Special Use Permit for construction of this project.
1. The use of this facility as proposed on the ;ttached plans will not
materially endanger the public health and safety.
a. A traffic access and circulation study.for the southside Health
Affairs area of the campus has been made by Kimley-Horn and
'Assoéiates,iRaleigh, North é;rolina. This study was made for
the purpose of analyzing the existing traffic conditions in the

assessing the impact of the proposed structure on-the area ard

making recommendations for street modifications and circulation

changes that would improve traffic flow. The resulting study

report (a copy of which is included with this Special Use Permit

Application) concludes that the net additional parking spaces

provided by this project will not have a significant impact on

area,

the traffic access and circulation in the area. The report makes

22 specific recommendations for improvements to traffic flow and

pedestrian safety in the area. The University and Hospital plan

to implement these recommendations.

b. The only encrgy resource required for this project will be electricity.

Lighting lewvels will be held to a minimum consistent with that

lighting required for safe operation and sccurity of the facility.
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b.

cont...

The facility will be designed to meet all applicable fire protection
codes,

Soil erosion and scdimentation control plans will be submitted to
the North Carolina bepartment of Natural andvEconomic-Resourccs for

approval - a procedure common for all statec-owned projects.

The design and use of this facility will meet all required conditions

and specifications. All plans for this project must be submitted to

the North Carolina Department of Administration (State Office of Property

and. Construction) for approval of construction methods and standards
and to the North Carolina Department of Insurance for Building Code

Compliancé.

The use of this facility will not substantially injure the value of

ad joining or abutting property.

a.

There are no conflicts between the proposed use of this facility amd
surrourding land uses. The land on which the deck addition is to
be built is presently used for surface patking. This lanﬂ use was
initially-designated by the master plan for the Medical Comblcx
which was prepared in the early 1960's. It was envisioned by that
plan that parking should be developed along a spine extending from
soutﬁ.entrance of North Carolina Memorial Hospital with medicall{
related buildings constructed on the east and west sides of this
spine. The development of parking structures within this spine was

indicated. Expansion of the medical complex since the mid 1960's

has followed the general parameters set forth in this master plan.

The land within this arca is zoned University "A". It is further
designated, within the University, for development of the medical
complex. The inclusion of adequate parking facilities within this

complex is consistent with overall development plans .for the arca.

The parking deck, in the strict sense, cannot bé claimed as a public
necessity, however, there is an cxgremcly important point which must
be made. Patients and visitors to North Carolina Memorial Héspital
and other outpatient units within the mcdicél complex are generally
from outside the environs .of Chapel Hill and rély almost solely on
the automobile for transportation to and from the.complex. The
existing parking deck is designated for patient and visitor parking

during "repular"” hours. Some Hospital cmployees on evening an! night
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use during the day. The existing deck is fast reaching the pointJAN

where it cannot serve the parking meeds of the increasing numbers of

patients and visitors. Although a portion of the proposed new

addition will be initinlly designated for employee parkirg, it is

anticipated that this number will decrease each year as. the nced for

paticnt and “visitor parking grows. It is expected that the entire
facility will be used by .patients and visitors oniy within a
relat;vely short period of time. It is felt that this addition
to the parking deck is essential if the University is to meet its

responsibility for providing adequate parking for patients and

visitors in thc medical complex.

The location and character of the use of this facility if developod

according to the plan submitted will be in harmony with the area in which

it is to be located and: in general conformity with the plan of dewvelopment

of

a.

Chapel Hill and Its Environs

As previous stated, the proposed site for this facilit; is zoned
University "A" and is in that part of the camﬁus designated for

development of the medical complexl

The proposed site has no relationship to the Chapel Hill Flood Plain

or the Greenway Plan. Ingress to and egresé from the deck will be

directed from and to Manning Drive and Pitﬁsbdro Road, both of which

2§ A

are major elements of the Chapel Hill Thoroughfaré Plan. Modifications

to these streets to improve traffic flow will be made as recommended

in the attached Traffic Study.
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INTRODUCTION

The main entrance to North Carolina Memorial Hospital is located
approximately five hundred feet nrorth of Manning Drive. Vehicular
access is provided by a one-way two-lane wide loop driveway connecting
the main ‘entrance with Manning Drive. Pedestrian access is provided by
walkways along the loop driveway and by a pedestrian overpass connecting
the third level of the existing deck with the walkway in front of the
hospital. '

The one-way Toop driveway serves a multitude of functions including
ambulance access; aécess for visitor, outpatient, employee and other -
dropoffs and pickups; bus service and a variety of van type services.
Superimposed on this area is an emergéncy heliport located directly in
front of the main entrance. Over 7,000 pedestrians cross Manning Drive
daily to reach the Health Affairs area and over 2,000 vehicles use the
loop driveway in front of the hospita].'

Parking is scattered throughout the southside area. Practically
every available square foot within 1,200 feet of the hospital entrance
is utilized in some fashion for parking, including some areas and lo-
cations not ideally suited for parking.

Public parking is provided in a small lot approximately 400 feet in
front of the hospital and in a 600 space deck located approximate]y 600
feet across Manning Drive. With the exception of 856 metered spaces

- immediately east of the hospital, most of the remaining 2,100 parking

spaces are restricted for permit usage only by staff and employces of
the hospital.

Manning Drive is a major four-lane thoroughfare connecting the
Route 15-501 bypass with South Columbia Street. Manning Drive accommo-
dates approximately 12,000 vehicles per day directly in front of the

finvcnii oy T TR SR A TPS F I ST OO L S T R



Data provided by the Univcrsity\" indicate the hospital has had ;24.7
substantial growlh during the past decade and will likely continue to
further expand in selected activities. Excluding medical staff, employ-
ment has grown from approximately 2,300 in 1970 to approximately 3,300 JAN 2% A
in 1977. Hospital projections indicefe that by 1920 it will have nearly
1,000 physicians working 2t the hospital, and cutpaticnt visils aie
projected to increase from 145,000-annually in 1970 to over 300,000
annually in 1980. This will increase the daily visitation of outpatients
by nearly 400 persons per weeckday heiween the hours of 8:00 AM and
5:00 PH.

Whereas the hospital had 452 beds for inpatients in 1970, it is
projected that over 700 beds will be in use by 1980. This increase in
_occupancy will Vikely contribute to a fifty percent increase in the
nunber of visitors. In addition to increases in employment, patients
and visitors, the new Faculty Laboratory office building is under con-
struction and will generate some additional trips to the Southside
Health Affairs area. '

Utilization of existing parking is extremely high.(z) The reserved
permit areas are, for all practical purposes, fully utilized during the
day shift and the only spaces available for oncoming evening employees
are spaces vacated in the deck by-departing visitors and outpatients.
This concept of letting night shift employees utilize the deck is an
effective way of accommodating the overlap demand that occurs between
4:00 and 5:00 PM each weekday. '

(])Reference letter pertaining to future parking needs for the Health
Affairs Complex from Mr. Dennis R. Barry, General Director to
Mr. John Temple, Assistant Vice Chancellor of Business on December 8,
1975. Reference verbal meetings with Mr. Gordon Rutherford, Director
Facilities Planning in June, 1977.

(2)

Reference weekly survey made of South Cﬁmpus on Jdnuary 21, ]§77~
February 4, 1977 and reported by Nr. C.S. Jones in memorandum to
Chancellor Ferebee Taylor on February 25, 1977.

Due to its fee structure, the employces and staff normally do not
use the deck during the day shift. By 8:30 A, practically all permit
areas arc full and the deck is only 10 to 15 percent full. However, the
daily flow of nearly 1,000 outpatients begins to fill the deck by mid-
morning and by noon the deck is frequently 80 to 90 percent fuli,
Occasiondlly when the dental school is in full operation, the deck be-
comes completely full and no visitor parking is available in 1hc arca
vhatsocver,



268

“Vehicular Traffic:

Figure 1 is an illustration of the PM peak hour traffic volumes and
turning movements in the Southside Health Affairs area. Two major
intersections are currently signalized and equipment is being installed

to signalize the remaining two major intersections.

With the exception of the intersection of Manning Drive and South
Columbia Street, all remaining intersections are operating well below
their capacity. However, the intersection of Manning Drive and South
Columbia Street has short periods of delay during the peak hours and is
currently operating at or near its capacity between 4:00 and 5:00 PM.

Approximately 2,100 vehicles use the loop driveway in front of the
hospital daily. Approximately 200 of these occur between 4:00 and
5:00 PM when pedestrian movement is also at its peak. " At times, as many
as twelve to fifteen vehicles are either loading, unloading or waiting
in the vicinity of the hospital entrance.

The}existing clockwise one-way flow on the hospital entrance
Creates several problems. First, all passengers loading and unloading
are required to walk around to the far side (passenger side) of vehicles,
thus creating additional delay and hazard. Second, drivers who drop off
visitors or patients are required to follow a Tigure "8" pattern to
reach the parking deck and return. This creates excessive turning move-
ments, pedestrian conflict and delay on Manning Drive. Thirdly, the
vehicular and pedestrian conflicts are multiplied at the existing exit
where iwo one-way streets meet head-on.

Concern has been expressed for emergency vehicle access. With the
proper regulatory signing and enforcement, one lane of the loop roadway
should be maintained clear at all times, regardless of the one-way
direction. '

Traffic attempting to wake a left turn exit from King Street onto
Manning Drive creates. awkward and hazardous conditions for both vehicles
and poéc"trians. It would be far morce desirable for these vehicles to

exit by right turn dircctly onto Pittsboro Road.

An éstimated 6,500 trips are made to the Southside Hca]pp Affair;
arca daily by way of Manning Drive. As‘shown in Figure 2, an estimated
30% come from the cast along Manning Drive, 30% from the north along
Colunbia Street, 12% from the west along Pittsboro Street, 20% from the
south along Pittsboro Road and &% from the south along Mason Farm Road.

-
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Vehicle Parking:

Nearly 2,900 parking spaces currently exist in the Southside Health
Mfairs arca. The Yocation, type of control and distance distribution
from the hospital entrance are shown in Figure 3 and Table 1. It is in-
portanl to note that nearly 40% of all parking listed is greater than
800 feet from the entrance to the hospital, an indication of ‘the urgent
desire to find a parking space.’ (On the other hand, obviously all
parkers do not go to the main hospital entrance.)

As stated earlier, utilization of existing parking spaces is
extremely high during the day shift hours. The small 95 space public
lot immediately in front of the hospital is a real trouble maker. HMeny
visitors expect to find a space available in this small lot and frequently
wait in line when the lot is full. This creates corgestion on the
driveway and obviously leaves many visitors bewildered, confused and
even mad, particularly when they can't get close enough to see that the
“ful1" sign is illuminated. It will be recommended that this lot be put
to a different type use.

~ Both Mason Farm Road and Deck Street, adjacent to the deck, have
parallel parking "on street". These streets are only twenty-eight fect
wide and the parking hampers efforts to effectively operate the streets
as two lane facilities. ’

Eight angle parking spaces are located on Manning Drive directly in

" front of Brauer Hall. The location of these spaces creates a hazard not

only for traffic a]onj Manning Drive, but creates blind areas for S
pedestrians crossing the street in this vicinity.

The parking along King Street in front of the Swing Building is
extremely congested and hazardous. Traffic movement is frequently
restricted to one lane and similar to the areas in front of Gravely

Building could become a handicap for fire or other emergency vehicles.
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TABLE 1 Jhiv 29 g 73

SOUTHSIDE HCALTH AFFAIRS AREA PARKING

Existing Parking

”

Visitor  Permit Meters Total

Within 300 feet 0 44 Q . 44
300 to 600 feet 95 241 0 336
600 to 900 feet 642 641 86 1,309
900 to 1,200 feet 0 929 0 929
More than 1,200 fect 0 200 0 200

737 2,055 86 2,878

Anticipated Parkinq'Losses and Gains

Student Health Service Building
Hospital Expansion

‘Manning Drive Telephone Exchange
Site of Proposed Parking Deck

~ 86 permit Toss
86 permit loss
25 permit loss

128 permit loss
325 Total permit loss

Proposed Parking Deck : : 600 permit gain
Proposed Parking Deck 200 Visitor gain

Number of Spaces Resulting

Visftor Permit Meters Total

937 2,330 . 86 3,353

Pedestrian and Bus Movements:

A major concern for the planning of the Southside Mealth Affairs
arca should concern pedestrians.  As shown on Figure 4, over 6,600
pedestrians cross Manning Drive between 7:30 AM and 5:15 PM, and over
7,000 are estimated to cross in a 24 hour period. The one pedestrian
overpass carries about 38 percent of the pedestrians, however over 4,000
pedestrians cross Manning Drive in conflict with the 12,000 vehicles
traveling on Manning Drive. An additional parking deck south of the
existing deck will contribute to an increase in these pedestrian move-
ments, primarily to the at-grade crossings unless additional and more
conveqient overpass service is provided. Pedestrian signals are ex-

tremely important, and either exist or are being installed at the
signalized intersections.
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The crossing of pedestrians from Brauer Hall at midblock is a
specific problem. Ideally, pedestrians should go to the nearest inter-
section and cross at a marked crosswalk with pedestrian signals. Hou-
ever, due to the excessive walking distance, pedestrians leaving Brauer
Hall are inclined to short cut across midblock to reach the parking
areas southward. With a 25 mph speed 1imit on Manning Drive, it will be
recomnended that a marked pedestrian crosswalk be installed between

" Brauer Hall and the new Faculty Laboratory Office Building, concurrent

with the.removal of the angle parking spaces in front of Brauer Hall.
Table 2 lists the pedestrian movements by hour of day.

Bus service (bus stops) is provided at three locations in the
Southside area as shown on Figure 4. Additional stops are provided
northward along Columbia Street in front of the Health Services Library
and Beard Phérmacy Building. The. campus Belt Route travels westbound on
Manning Drive and stops in front of the parking deck prior to proceeding
to Franklin Street by way of Columbia Strect. The South Campus loop
route travels eastbound on Manning Drive and stops in front of the
Parking Deck prior to proceeding around to South Road. Service is also
provided north-south on Columbia Strect and special service is provided

to the front entrance of the hospital.

_ On the specific day surveyed, Wednesday, June 29, 1977, the bus
ridership was extrcme]y Tow. As shown on Figure 4, only 23 persons got
on and off the bus at the hospital entrance stop, and only 55 persons
got on and off the buscs at the other three stops. However, larger |
numbers were observed using the stops further northward on Columbia
Street.

. Contrastingly, over 500 persons were dropped off from autos and
vans at the hospital entrance and over 400 persons were picked up by
autos and vans. These data also indicate that approximately 30% of the
dropoffs and pickups involved employces and approximately 70% involved
outpatients and visitors. However, the majority of outpatients and
visitors go directly to the parking deck and then walk to the hospital
entrance. Table 3 lists the dropoffs and pickups by hour of the day.
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Iimpoct_of Propuscd New Deck: : 2—77
Tttt/ T , - dﬁN“;gjr .
. ’.
A new 800 car deck has been proposed to be placed immediately south
of the existing deck. The deck would contain 600 additional permit
spaces and 200 additional visitor spaces. Concurrently, as shown earlicr
in Table 1, 325 permit spaces would be lost by new building construction
and by the deck construction. Consequently, permit spaces vould have a
275 net gain and visitors would have a 200 net gain or a total of 475
spaces, a 16.5% gain over the ex1st1ng number of spaces. However, it is
anticipated that an additional 45 spaces will need to be removed from
the sfreets adjoining the decks thus reducing the het gain to approxi-
mately 430 spaces or 15%. '

A fifteen”perqent increase or 430 additional parking spaces will
not have a significant impact on the traffic access and circulation.
With the exception of the intersection of Manning Drive and South
Columbia Street, the remaining street intersections can accommodate the
increase in traffic provided that parking is removed from the streets on
the west and east side of the decks.

~ However, concern should be expressed for the growing number of
pedestrian movements across Manning Drive. The increase in visitor
spaces combined with the growing hospital activity indicates a growing
need for improved pedestrian access between the hospital and the thousands
of parking spaces south of Manning Drive.

It is not considered beneficial or practical to consider closing
Manning Drive. It is the sole access to the front of the hospital.
However, the dependence upon Manning Drive by commuting vehicles can be
reduced somewhat by providing access from the Southside parking areas to
Pittsboro Road by alternate means such as extending the one-way pair of
streets adjacent to the deck westward to connect with Pittsboro Road.

It is not anticipated that the dfrectiona] distribution of traffic
to and from the arca will change appreciably. However, there are a
nunber of improvements recommended that are currently nceded and will be
further neceded with the additional parking.



TABLL 3

Pedestrian Loads-Unloads at Hospital Entrance

Onto Bus  Off Bus Into Auto  Out of fulc

7:30 - 8:30 A ] 1 L 130
8:30 - 9:30 Al 0 4 9 73
9:30 - 10:00 AM ] 0 17 39
10:00 - 11:00 AM 0 ] -39 53
11:00 - 12:00 Noon 0 0 43 27
12:00 - 1:00 P 0 0 29 . 30
1:00 - 2:00 PH 0 0 29 52
2:00 - 3:00 PH 0 0 60 . 52
3:00 - 4:00 PM 1 0 90 53
4:00 - 5:15PH 14 0 99 25

TOTAL .17 6 416 534

T . RECOMMENDATIONS ' !

Portions of the following recomnendations are based upon the
assumption that the emergency, outpaticent, visitor and employee access
to the hospital will continue to be at the existing main hospital en-

trance for the next decade, and as concentrated and undesirable as this

may be, recommendations are provided in an attempt to minimize the

A.

current ingress-egress problems. However, when the General Support
wing, Intensive Care unit and the Rehabilitation Center are completed on
the east side of the hospital, and if major new entrances are provided
on the east side of the hospital, specific study should be made of the
parking facilities in this area and the means of access. The existing
two-lane two-way driveway cdnnection at Hibbard Drive will not provide
sufficient access capability for significant growths on the east side;

At the main hospital entranceway, it is recommended that;

1. The one-way access to the hospital entrance be reversed to
match with the one-way pattern encircling the parking decks,
and that parking be removed from the streets adjoining the

Rk e S e ey vt

decks. (See Figure 5.)

2. Due to the amount and varied types of activities, including
occasional emergency conditions, a uniformed security officer
vith authority to expedite traffic and pedestrians be stationcd g
in front of the hospital from 7:30 AM to 5:30 PM daily. This
same sccurity officer could assist in seeing that handicapped
outpatients are accommodated in their loading and unloading,

sccure while waiting and welcomed upon arrival. (Note: this
does not imply a harsh traffic officer.)

3. The new one-way entranceway to the hospital (eastern most
roadway) be marked for two lanes inbound with the left lanc
being approximately 15 feet wide and the right lane being
approximately 10 feet wide.  The left Tane should be signed

: LI ~ 3ot T
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right Tane could provide a suitable

Remain Mith Vehicle®. The
lane for vehicles waiting to pickup passengers without con-

gesting the arca beneath the canopy. JAN

4. . The two-lane cxitway from the hospital entrance be marked for
two lanes of exit for a distance of 150 feet prior fo the
signal (signed "Ho Stopping or Parking") and that the re-
maining portion of the right lane be marked for loading
similar to the right lane of the entranceway.

5. Directly in front of the hospital, both ianes be opened under
the canopy for outpatient accomrodations and signed for
"Pat

ient Loading and Unloading Only".

6. The two lanes outside the canopy be signed for Bus Stop on the
nearest lane and the lane adjacent to the heliport be signed
“Emergency. Lane - No Stopping or Parking".

7.. The missing link of sidewalk and curb adjacent to the heliport
be filled in.

8. Marked crosswalks be placed from the hospital entrance to all
walkways. ' ’

8. The hospital loqp roadway be signed for 15 mph speed limit.

10.  The existing entrance to the 95 space lot adjacent to the
heliport be closed and removed, that the use of this lot be
converted from public use to reserved use for doctors and/or
Staff and that a single inbound-outbound card operated gate be
provided as ingress-egress at the west end of the lot.

11.  The restricted parking area immediately west of‘thc heliport

be redesigned and converted into "Emergency Parking Only"

subject to surveillance by_the front door security.

12.  Visitor Parking signs be installed beginning at the canopy
location and dirccting visitors out to the exit roadway and

directly across Manning Drive to the parking deck.
For the arca south of Manning Drive, it is recommended that:

1. The proposed new deck be planned with ingress from the west
and from the south and egress to the south as shown in Figure 5.
It is also recommended that the new deck have a convenient
interior vehicular connection with the existing deck and that
the existing entrance on the existing deck be fitted with a
count mechanism to activate a "full" sign when the existing
deck is full and direct traffic to the entrance of the sccona
deck, which in turn should also have a "full" control mechanism,
It is recommended that signing be placed along Manning Drive
and along the exit from the hespital dirvecting all visitors Lo

4 PR ! i
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Ging Street be made one-way southbound (inbound) from Hanning
Drive in order to eliminate the awkward and hazardous exits

onto Manning Drive at-this location.

A new connector street, forty-eight feet wide be constructed
+o0 connect the south terminrls of the one-way streets adioin-
ing the decks to Pittsboro Road. (See Figure 5.) This
faci]ity, although it may appear at first to be an extension

- of Mason Farm Road, will actually function as an extension of
the main hospital loop road to Pittsboro Road and will provide

" supplemental ingress-egress for those parking areas south of
Manning Drive, particularly egress for those areas around the

Swing Building.

4. Pittsboro Road be widened to accommodate three lanes (separate
left turn lanc) at the intersection with the new street and be

signalized.

5.  The parking arcas west of Swing Building have direct access to
the proposed Pittsboro Road connection as shown on Figure 5.

For the protection of pedestrian movement and the accommodation of
traffic movement on Manning Drive, it is recommended that:

1.  Manning Drive be zoned and signed for 25 mph between Columbia
' Street and Hibbard Drive.

2. A sidewalk be placed along the south side of Manning Drive
from Mason Farm Road to Columbia Street, and that a marked
crosswalk be placed across Manning Drive from Brauer Hall to
the front of the new Faculty Laboratory office building with
an overhead sign marked "Yield to Pedestrians”.

3. The angular parking be removed from in front of Brauer Hall
and that Manning Drive be widened with an additional lane on
the north side from Brauer Hall to the intersection of Colurbia
Street. This would then provide for separate right, through
and left lanes on Manning Drive at Columbia Street. (Sece
Figure 5.)

4. The signalization equipment at the intersection of Columbia
Street and Manning Drive be studied in an attempt to have more
responsive and efficient operation during peak hours.

5.  Consideration be given to the planning, design and construc- )
tion of additional pedestrian overpasses across Manning Drive.
Manning Drive is lower in elevation than either the hospital
or the parking arcas to the south, and consideration should be
made for enticing a much Yarger number of pedestrians from all
parking facilitics to use pedestrian overpasses,
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.SPECIAL USE APPLICATION

olali OF QORTIL CAROLINA

BETORE THE BOARD OF ALDERME
O THE TOWW OF

CHAPEL HI1LL

N

COUATY O ORANGE

IN THE MATTER OF THE

OF U. /U c. //cdhl" /fodw-s ﬂu-/ﬁ”}

L A A T A R E S I S S NP CRPUSPU KON

We, the undersigned, each being duly sworn, do solemnly swear

that the evidence we are about to give in the above captioned matter

o
>
I3
| =

g .

the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so Help us God.

*

*

Vnow upon hearlng before the Board of Aldermbﬁ shall be the truth,

wle
"

L]

/?1/ é{/omﬁﬁ”

NNW N
A

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED

BEFORE ME, THIS THE

DAY OF ,
Mayor
. MISCELLANEQUS INFORMATION OF INTEREST
RELATED T0
THE ADDITION TO THE HEALTH AFFAIRS PARKING DECK
THE UNIVERSITY OF NORTH CAROLINA AT CHAPEL HILL
VISITS TO NORTH CAROLINA MEMORIAL HOSPITAL -- FISCAL YEAR 1977
OUTPATIENT VISITS (Excluding emergency room, psychiatry
& radiation therapy) 180,740

Outpatient visits from Orange County 52,945
Percent of visits from Orange County 29.3%

Inpatients from Orange. County_::=: 3,550 . ..

Percent inpatients from Orange County 19.1¢%
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TOTAL INPATIENT DAYS 27,396
Inpatient days from Orange County 27,396 JAN 2P
Percent inpatient days from Orange County 14.8%

NORTH CAROLINA MEMORIAL HOSPITAL GROWTH i
1970 1977 1980
Employment - excluding attending
medical staff-& house-staff - 2,300 3,300--- 3,700

Physicians 453 822 1,000

Beds 452 . 620 110

Outpatient visits - including

emergency room, psychiatry, &
radiation. therapy - 145,000 .- 245,000 .. 309,000 -

Potients Y¢,802 70,0670

COMPARISON OF PARKING SPACE LOSSES & GAINS - CAMPUS WIDE, 1977 - 1981

LOSSES
Construction of Fetzer Gymnasium (1977) 90
Construction of Student Health Service Building (1977) 52
Construction of Hospital Expansion (1977) 26
Construction of Student Union Expansion (1978) 74
Construction of Parking Deck Addition (1978) 128
Removal of on-street parking, East & West Drives (1978) 40
Construction of New Central Library (1979) 474
Construction of Addition to Ackland Building (1980) 71
Construction of Addition to Rosenau Hall (1981) 117
TOTAL LOSSES 1,072
GAINS _ -
Constructionof "Swing Building':Lot-(1977) ~~3.: 110
Construction of ‘Parking-Deck Addition (1979) -~~~ 842
TOTAL GAINS 952

NET LOSSES -- 120 Spaces

EMPLOYEE LOSSES & GAINS

--Except for a few metered and restrictive use spaces (estimated at

30% spaces) all losses are from employee parking.

TOTAL EMPLOYEE LOSSES 1,040

~--GAINS
Constructicn of "Swing Building" Lot 110
Construction of Parking Deck 644
Reassignment of Lot #2 95
TOTAL GAINS ‘ 849

NET EMPLOYEE LOSSES -- 191 Spaces
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WITHIN PARKING DECK FROM EMPLOYEES
TO PATIENTS AND VISITORS

Employee Patient/Visitor
_Spaces —_ _Spaces _Changes
Initie;l Assignment 644 830 -
(See attached)
Phase 2 567 907 . Ramp C
Phase. 3 455 1,019 Level 2a
" Phase & 317 1,157 Ramp D and
level 1b_. _
Pha;se S5 240 -7 1,23 .20 Ramp Bums &
Phase 6 0 1,47 Ramp A and

| UNC at Chapcl Hxll
. Code 67623, Item 11
Schematxc Design Phase System Analysxs

Parking Deck Addition

Levels la & 0

West Drive

v v

_ 1
3 I
- G— I
g
o< spaces entries exits
£ employees | 644 |1,45.6 (4) | 5.6 (4) -
o .
w pat./vis. 830 |2,7 o(2) 3z . A(3)
: I
o I )
=4 |
%7(ramp) ]
Al |52 Asl-— -
55
T
PLAN
East Drive
- proposed deck _| existing deck ~_
< ; >
- 5 I
| =
\ !
4 | i -
1 |
F |
3b <> 3a
C . X -
x ey

.

' Rt :\:v.'_' Tl
1b B .
| gy § \’—l“@r': e ..:.::'4- Prarg oo wte s s ___‘mﬁ;-,g‘f"_‘:‘u;{.__u__r‘s“‘““_“ e —3
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SECTION == 9
SYSTEM m == employee parking

S~ ] patientyvisitor pkq.
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Manning Drive
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on the arca. They felt it could be controlled by sipnage, a connection from
Mason PFarm to Pittsboro Road, and Manning Drive. Mr. Rutherford noted that
the overall availability of parking on campus would be reduced through other
construction, so that cven with the addition of the deck, there would be a net
loss of 120 spaces on the central part of the campus. The majority of the
patients at the hospital arc from outside the Chapel Hill area, and the
University felt it their responsibility to provide parking for these paticnts
and visitors.

Mr. Horn explained how he thought the signage on Manning Drive and the
extension of Mason Farm Road would help control the traffic.

Alderman Cohen asked if the study done in late June was not unrepresentative
because of low enrollment. Mr. Horn stated the hospital did not have the
summer reduction as did the University. The traffic volume counts wecre
annual. Alderman Smith asked what effect the signalization on Pittsboro
Street would have on rushhour traffic. Mr. Horn pointed out the location of
the proposed signal and explained that a turning lane had been recommended
at that intersection. Alderman Smith commented that as the University was the
major cause of traffic in town, he would like the University to join with the
Town in urging the State to get the thoroughfare plan updated. Alderman
Kawalec asked how many patients and visitors were now using the deck. Mr.
Rutherford answered that the deck was approximately 85% full. Mr. Nach
asked why the parking lots in front of the hospital and dental school had not
been decked instead of building this addition.

Mr. Rutherford stated the University did study other locations and decided
this site would be the best. Mr. Haken explained the lot in front of the
hospital had all of the utilities in it. Eight or nine decks would be needed
for the same amount of parking in this lot. Also by adding an addition to
the existing deck, pedestrian traffic could be more easily controlled and
directed across the bridges to the hospital. The same ticket booths could be
used. He added that the analysis done on the location had more information.

Mayor Wallace suggested it be submitted to the Planning Board andrBorérd of

Aldermen at a later date. Mr.Francisco asked where employees would be
parking when the lot is used totally for patients. Mr. Rutherford responded
that the University was exploring the possibility of using fringe surface lots
. for employees. Also some services might be relocated to be near the fringe
lots. Alderman Cohen asked if the University intended to work on the
expansion of the transit system to handle the higher employment necessary for
the growth of the University or would it build more parking decks. Mr. Horn
stated his study and recommended that the University work with the town on
providing outlying park-ride facilities for future needs, as well as more
parking facilities.

Alderman Smith asked if in the study Mr. Horn had considered making the
Mason Farm Road extension one way during certain hours. Mr. Horn
answered that because of the constant use they expected on the road, they
had decided against making it one-way. In response to Alderman Cohen, Mr.
Horn stated that hospitals had found that parking is considered a fringe
benefit by employees. Alderman Vickery reviewed parts of the comprehensive
plan dealing with transportation and stated he was not convinced the parking
deck would be consistent with the goals of the town. He asked that the Uni-
versity analyze the demand for parking spaces as a function of the price for
parking permits.

He also asked if the University had analyzed the impact of park-ride lots
with the parking deck fund surplus financing more frequent bus service.

Mr. Joe Capowski was concerned with the traffic from the hospital on South
Columbia Street. In walking to the hospital, he had noted that most of the
cars had only one rider in them. He objected to the parking deck and the
widening of Pittsboro Street which would be encouraged by the parking deck.
In response to Mr. Capowski, Mr. Denny stated that the extension of Mason
Farm Road would become a part of the special use permit. Mr. Wes Egan
wanted the Mason Farm Road area kept residential. le suggested people be
directed into specific traffic patterns. This could be done by putting
dividers in Mason Farm Road, cloverleafing 15-501/54, improving Pittsboro
Road, deleting the overpass, re-arranging cxits and entrances, or by other
means. Alderman Epting asked Mr. Horn if South Columbia could handle the
traffic going to the parking deck without improvements. Mr. lorn responded

that it could for a few yecars provided the turn lanes were put in. The
University would provide the turn lanes as a part of the specialuse permit,
Mr. Nach objected to the deck saying that the University had not considered

the town or the residents in its location. Mr. Judson, of the Traffic and
Grounds Committee, objected to the parking deck, The reason given at the
committee meeting for not building fringe parking lots was that they were

inconvenicont. Mr. Richard Wolfson stated he did not think parking was a big
employcee benefit, ALDERMAN VICKERY MOVED, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LPTING
THAT Py MATTER  BE O REFERRED  TO THEE PLEANNING  BOARD  AND WHE

TRANSPORTATION
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Minutes

ON MOTION BY ALDERMAN COHEN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN SMITH, THE MINUTES
OI" JANUARY 9, 1978, WERE APPROVED AS CORRECTED.

Petitions and Requests

The merchants of W. Iranklin b5treet and University Square requested a
pedestrian crosswalk across Franklin from Walker's Funeral Home to the
University Baptist Church parking lot and a crosswalk across Franklin at
Church Street. ALDERMAN HOWES MOVED, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN EPTING THAT
THE PETITION BE RECEIVED AND REFERRED TO THE TOWN MANAGER FOR
RECOMMENDATION. Alderman epting stated he thought some of these merchants
wanted to be present when the matter was discussed. THE MOTION WAS
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Alderman Cohen asked that item 14, setting of a worksession to consider the
Phase 1 Growth Management Program, be considered after item 5 so that the
Planning Board did not have to sit through the whole meeting. He also
requested that item 13, 'discussion of fringe beneflts, be considered after item
7 as they were related.

Alderman Epting wanted to make a report on the Southern Bell tax situation
at the worksession on January 10.

Mr. Kenny Fosque requested to be allowed to speak when item 14 was
considered.

Transmittal and Consideration of Suggested Response to Questions Raised
by the Chairman ofthe Orange County Commissions Regarding the Town's
Planning Area Extension Request

Mayor Wallace stated that Ms. Parker had agreed to draft a reply to the
questions raised by the Chairman of the Orange County Commissioners
regarding the Town's planning area extension request.

Ms. Parker had the documents forming the base of the response distributed to
‘the Aldermen. Ms. Parker had talked with Dr. Bonar, Chairman of the
County Planning Board and planned to meet with him to discuss this issue.
Alderman Howes suggested the members make changes on the draft and then
turn them into Ms. Parker. She could draft a final version and give it to
the Board at their next meeting. The Board could approve the response at
that time so that it might be forwarded to the County Planning Board and
possibly to the County Commissioners at their February meeting.

Request for a Work Session to Consider the Phase I Growth Management -

Program

The work session with the Planning Board was set for February 16 at 7:30
p.m.

Ordinance Amending Section 21.27.2, "Special Parking Permits"

ALDERMAN SMITH MOVED, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN BOULTON, ADOPTION OF THE
FOLLOWING ORDINANCE.

" AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 21.27.2, "SPECIAL PARKING PERMITS *

BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of Aldermen of the Town of Chapel Hill that
the Board hereby amends Section 21-27.2 of the Code of Ordlnanceo, Town
of Chapel Hill, to read as follows:

SECTION I
Section 21-27.2 Special Parking Permits
The Board of Aldermen mav by resolution authorize the issuance of
a special parking permit which parmits the holder thereof to park the
vehicle displaving such nermit at a location on a public streect in a
residential area where parlking is otherwise prohibited.
a) If the Board shall find that:
1) the Applicant is domiciled on a street on both sides of
which in front of Apnlicant's dowicile parking is prohibitod

at some time; and

2)  the Appnlicant has a vehicle vhich has no practical way of
pavking of C the public vight-olf way: and



3)

Then the

in thie ovainion oL LThhae Pown aondganaeolo, Lo il ie Lo Lo sl e Lt it
4800 to conatrict a parkinag space for Annlicant's vehicle off
ého public right-of-way; or in the opinion of the Board, such
construction would require the destruction of an area or

object of historical or natural significance to the Town aﬁmN
a whole; '

noard may issue a special parking permit ronewable annually

unon a findirg of no change in Apnlicant's circumstances.

b) If the PRoard shall find that:

1)

2)

3)

Then the

The Apnlicant is domiciled on a street on both'sid?s
of which in front of Applicant's domicile parking is
prohibited at some time; and

the Applicant has a vehicle which he has no practical
way of parking off the public right-of-way; and

in the ovinion of the Town FEngineer it would be Qossible
to construct a parking space for Applicant's vehicle for
$800 or less;

Board may issue a special parking permit for a period of

up to one year; however, such permit shall not bhe renewgd except
upon a new finding that the circumstances contemplated in Section
21-27.2 (a) obtain.

c) If the Board shall find that:

1)

2)

3)

Then the
permits,

the Applicant is domiciled on a street on both sides of which
in front of Applicant's domicile parking is prohibited at

some time; and

there is no practical way in which two guest vehicles in
addition to Applicant's own vehicle (if any) may be
parked off the public right-of-way; and

in the opinion of the Town Engineer, it would cost more
than $800 to construct a parking space for Applicant's
vehicle off the public right-of-wav; or in the opinion

of the Board, such construction would require the destruc-
tion of an area or object of historical or natural signi-
ficance to the Town as a whole;

Board may issue up to two one-year movable special narling
renewable annually upon a finding of no change in Apnlicant's

circumstances, for use by gquests of the Applicant.

a) If the Board shall find that:

1)

2)

3)

the Applicant is domiciled on a street on both sides of which
in front of Apnlicant's domicile parking is prohibited at
some time; and

there is no practical way in which two guest vehicles in
addition to applicant's own vehicle (if any) may be parked
off the public riaght-of-way; and

in the opinion of the Town Fngineer it would be possible
to construct a parking space for Avplicant's vehicle for
$800 or less;

Then the Board may issue up to two one-vear movable snecial parking
vermits for use by guests of the Applicant; however, such pernits
shall not be renewed excent upon a finding that the circumstances
contemplated in Section 2.-27.2 (c) obtain.

c) Tho

Chicf of Police may, when specinl ecvents such as weddings,

funerals, cotc., will cause a temmorary increase in the neod for

287

2%

parliing at a narticular location, »armit parling in arsca from
which parting is normallv prohibited vhon avnlication is made
at least 24 hours in advance and such parkina will not unduly
threaten the public safety and welfare.

SFCTION 1T

ALl ordinances and portions of ordinances in conflict herewith are
by repeale:d,

fMhin

tho 23vd dav of Janmary, 1979,

here-
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co o e dseed wihiy e So0U cut=olf for putting in a driveway. Mr,
)_onng stated they had tried to supgest some specific criteria for gcl‘lim‘ 1
permit now that the staff had had a chance to sce what kind of prol)lljxll;
existed. Mr. Denny had informed attorneys in the lawsuit against the town

that changes would be made in the ordinan THE T :
UNANIMOUS VOTE OF 8 10 0. ce. . MOTION WAS CARRIED BY

Ordinance Amending Section 14-61, "Retirement System'

ALDERMAN SMITH MOVED, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN EPT . —
FOLLOWING ORDINANCE . ING, ADOPTION OF THE

AN ORDINAMNCTE AMPMDIMNG SECTION 14-61, “RETIREMENT SYSTRM"

BE IT ORDAIMFD by the Board of Aldermen of the Town of Chapel 1ill

that the Board hereby amends Section 14-61 of the Code of Ordinances,

Town of Chanel Hill, to read as follows:

Section 14-61. North Carolina Local Governﬁental Retirement
- System.

Each employ=ze who is exnected to work for the Town more than
1,000 hours annually, other than law enforcement officers who
join the Morth Carolina Law Enforcement Officers' Benefit

and Retirement Fund, shall join the North Carolina Local
Governmental Fmployees' Retirement System effective at the

end of six (6) months of the datc of employment as a condition

of employment. (0Ord. No. 0-75-53, § 1, 9-16-75)

This the 23rd day of January, 1978. e

Mr. Jenne explained that the town had been informed by the retirement system
that any employee working over 1000 hours should be on the system.

Mr. Kenny Fosque objected to the manner of calculating leave and vacation
for part-time employees. He felt it should be prorated based on the actual
hours worked and made retroactive, for many drivers had been working over
30 hours a week. He wanted part-time employees given health insurance
benefits. Mr. Fosque though the retirement system would be a burden to
part-time employees who do not earn much money, and not a benefit. He
asked that the town set minimum hours per week for part-time and have a
clear benefits policy. He stated that the town had hired more part-time
employees rather than opening up more full-time positions. Alderman Howes
asked Mr. Drake if the town had any latitude in dealing with the retirement
system. Mr. Drake responded that the retirement system had the authority to
require all employees working over 1000 hours to join. The town could
disobey this ruling, but they could be fined. Alderman Smith asked why a
part-time employee was charged with 8 hours sick leave, when he was only
granted sick leave on the basis of 5 hours per month. Mr. Denny suggested
the Board deal with the question of retirement before going on to other bene-
fits. Alderman Epting beleived the regulations clear and flexible enough so
that the deduction would not be a burden to anyone. Mr. Jenne explained
that the determination would be made on factual information. ALDERMAN SMITH
MOVED TO AMEND THE MOTION BY ADDING THAT THE MATTER OF BENEFITS BE
REFERRED TO THE MANAGER. THE MOVER AND SECONDER ACCEPTED THIS
AMENDMENT. THE MOTION WAS CARRIED BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF 8 TO 0.

Discussion of Fringe Benefits for Part-Time Employees

Alderman lHowes suggested asking the Manager for a report at the nexi
meeting based on the points Mr. Fosque had raised. Mr. Jenne said he had
discussed with the staff developing a detailed study and presentation on
benefits, but would like to present it at the second meeting in February. It
would take time to make such a study. Mr. Jenne explained that the present
method of determining benefits results from a policy adopted by the Board of
Aldermen. He explained the reasons for calculating lecave and vacation as
they are. Mr. Jenne said the recent high number of hours for part-time
employces was due to the loss of 5 part-time employees, football weekends,
addition of Carrboro service, extra trippers, training of driver Il's, as well
as absentceism. e expected this to ievel off. Alderman Smith suggested the
Board ask the Manager to bring in a report at the second meeting in
February. Alderman lowes thought the subject might better be discussed at a
worksession. Mr. Jenne agreed that a worksession with guidance for the
budget would be useful.

ALDERMAN SMITH MOVED, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN EPTING, THAT THE MANAGER
BE DIRECTED TO PREPARE A REPORT ON EMULOYEE BENEFITS TO BE PRESENTED
TO THE BOARD BEFORE THE END OF FEBRUARY, THE MOTION WAS CARRIED DY
UNANIMOUS VOTE OF 8 TO 10,
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of Chapter 10,

ALDERMAN 1OWES MOVED, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN SMITIl, ADOPTION OF THE AN 23
FOLLOWING ORDINANCE., IR

AN ORDINANCE AMENDIMNG ARTICLE V. "COMMUMITY ANTEMNA TELEVISION SYSTEM,
Or CHAPTER 10

BFE IT ORDAINED by the Board of Aldermen of the Town of Chapel Hill that the
Board hereby amends Chapter 10 of the Code of Ordinances, Town of Chapel
Hill, as follows:

SECTION. I
AMEND Section 10-81 (f) to read as follows:

(f) Gross annual receipts shall mean any and all compensation
and other consideration in any form whatever and any con-
tributing grant or subsidy received directly or indirectly
by a grantee from subscribers or users in payment for any
and all cable services in the community (including all
forms of consideration, such as initial lump sum payments).

SECTION II
AMEND Section 10-89 to read as follows:
Section 10~89, Remuneration to town.

Within sixty (60) days after the close of its first fiscal year
after acceptance of a franchise, and each succeeding fiscal year
thereafter during the life of the franchise, the grantee shall

pay to the town for the privilege of constructing, operating and
maintaining the CATV system as defined in Section 10-81 (c), and

for the privilege of providing the CATV service as defined in
Section 10-81 (b) during the ensuing fiscal year, a sum equal to
three percent (3%) of its gross annual receipts during the preceding
year.

Within forty-five (45) days after the expiration of the grantee's
fiscal year, the grantee shall file with the town a financial state-
ment prepared by a certified public accountant, or other person
satisfactory to the board, showing in detail the gross annual
receipts, as defined herein, of grantee during such fiscal year.
The payment of this fee is in addition to any ad valorem taxes
which the town may levy on the grantee's real or mersonal property.
At any time during the three (3) fiscal years following the
payment of the annual fee, the town shall have the right to
inspect the grantee's records showing the gross annual receipts
from which these payments are computed and the right of audit

and recomputation of any and all amounts under this article.
Acceptance of payments hereunder shall not be construed as a
release or as an accord and satisfaction of any claim the town

may have for further or additional sums payable under this

article or for the performance of any other obligations

hercunder. In the event af holdina over after exviration or

other termination of any franchise granted hereunder, without

the consent of the town, the grantee shall pay to the town,
reasonable comnensation and damages, of not less than one hundred
per cent (100%) of its total gross profits during said period.

SECTION IIT

All ordinances and portions of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby
repealed.

This the 23rd day of January, 1978.

Mr. Denny explained in responsc to Alderman Howes, that this change would
bring the current ordinance into conformance with FCC regulations. Alderman
Howes sugygested that the town request proposals. THIE MOTION WAS CARRIED

BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF 8 TO 0.

Crdinance Amending the Ordinance Concerning Appropriations and the
Raising of Revenue Tor the Fiscal Year Bepinning July 1. 1977,

ALDERMAN HOWES MOVED, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN SMITH, ADOPTION OF THE
FOLLOWING ORDINANCE,
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AN ORDINAGCEH AMBERNDEING THES ORDINANCE COMCLENING APPROPRIATIONS AND THE
RAISING OF RIIVENUE FOR THE FISCAL YFAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1977

BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of Aldermen of the Town of Chapel Hill that
the Budgct'OFdinance entitled, "An Ordinance Concerning Appropriations
and the Raising of Revenue for the Fiscal Year Beginning July 1, 1977"

as duly adopted on June 13, 1977, be and the same is hereby amended as
follows:

ARTICLE I
Expenditure Current Budget Increase Decrease Revised Budget
Human Services 82 275 3 000 - 85 275
Program Coordinator
Contingency 30 760 - 3 000 27 760

All ordinances and portions of ordinances in conflict herewith are
hereby repealed.

This the 23rd day of January, 1978.

THE MOTION WAS CARRIED BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF 8 TO 0.

Resolution - Tax Releases

ALDERMAN SMITH MOVED, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN HOWES
FOLLOWING RESOLUTION. ES, ADOPTION OF THE

'TAX RELFASES

) -/ RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, taxes listed below were erroneouslyAlevied through clerical errors
on properties belonging to the following:

NAME | REC. #  AMOUNT REASON
Robert K. Davis #01795 $ 5.00 Did not own a dog on 1-1-77.
& Nancy
Joseph C. Edozien #09394 27.11 Mercedes priced in error.
& Clara
John R. Fost #09490 27.91 Listed a 1977 Chevrolet;
owned a 1976 Pacer.
Judity G. Frautschi #09296 35.90 Husband should have listed
household furnishings.
John L. Harb #09529 67.15 Tax lister listed 1969
' Mercedes; he owned a 1969
Mercury.
James F. Furr, Jr. #09502 34.25 Listed a 1977 Toyota; owned
& Susan a 1970 Buick.
Lester L. Key, Jr. ‘ #09578 8.62 Duplicate bill; same as
$04035.
Mrs. Sallie Michie #05175 2.00 Dog priced in error (had
been spayed).
Holly S. Parsons #09643 1.54 Was not living in Chapel
Hill on 1-1-77.
Richard Q. Ward 09740 30.87 Living in Carrboro on 1-1-
Ronald E. Wild #09752 3.08 Car priced in error.
Alexander Stratoudakis $#09352 24 .95 Clerical error. Same as

bill #07150.

Calbar Investment Co. #08364 21.28 Acrcage change duc to split;

aplit to bhe made later.

IFiddlers Green $#09798 - 308.00 Business closed down in

Docember, 1976; not in
operation on 1-1-77.

McBeo Systoms 09366 82.67 Porsonal property value

listed in eryror (4,780

Yise b Yy 700y



WIIREAS, the above listed persons have made application for release of q/
said taxes; JAN 23 jﬂ

MOV, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Aldermen of the Town of
Chapel Hill, that it finds the taxes of the above listed persons wecre
levied through clerical error, and in the discretion of the Board should

be relcased to the taxpayer.

IT BEING FURTIILR RESOLVED that thc Tax Collector is authorized and em-
powered to make such release.

This the 23rd day of January, 1978.
Alderman Smith questioned some of the reasons given for releasing these
sums. Mr. Roberts answecred the questions. THE MOTION WAS CARRIED BY
UNANIMOUS VOTE OF 8 TO 0.

Resolution - Tax Refunds

ALDERMAN SMITH MOVED, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN VICKERY, ADOPTION OF THE
FOLLOWING RESOLUTION.

RESOLUTION - TAX REFUNDS

WHEREAS, taxes listed below were erroneously levied and collected through
clerical error on properties belonging to the following:

NAME REC.

AMOUNT REASON

Dorothy Blum #00679 $43.68 Listed a 1976 0lds.;
‘ owned a 1968 .(Difference
of $3,900 in valuation).
Paid total bill before
‘realizing error.

Carolyn L. Dudas #01984 (1977) 38.92 Listed and paid personal
' property for 1976 and
#01886 (1976) 43.05 1877 on same abstract with
real estate (personal
property located in HNew
York, not in Chapel Hill).

WHEREAS, the above listed persons have made application for refund of said
taxes;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Aldermen of the Town of
Chapel Hill, that it finds that taxes on the above listed persons were
levied and collected through clerical error, and in the discretion of
the Board should be refunded to the taxpayer;

to make such refund.

This the 23rd day of January, 1978.

THE MOTION WAS CARRIED BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF 8 TO O.

Report and Request from the Board's Liaison to the Human Services Plan-
ning Committee

Alderman Kawalec had distributed her report. The agencies were requesting
that the Board consider meeting with the County Commissioners and the
Carrboro Board of Aldermen to hear the budget requests. Alderman Smith
thought the Board should have such a meeting. Mayor Wallace stated he was
under the impression the committee would work together on a formula for
funding the agencies. Alderman Howes did not think a joint meeting would
solve the problem. Alderman Kawalec said the joint meeting would be only to
hear the requests. The committee did not hope to work out a formula for this
budget. Ms. Grove said the committee was trying to work out a form for all
of the agencics. The committee was also trying to get some guidance from the
Boards as to which Board would fund which agencies. Alderman Vickery
asked for a quantification of the demands, in particular how many Chapel
Hill residents were served by these agencies. Alderman Howes thought the
form mentioned by Ms. Grove more useful than a meeting.

Report to the Board from the Audit Committee

Alderman Vickery reported that a request for proposats had been submitted,
C

S to cieht o propesals had been receiveds They were now heing reviewed by



q}xlw Audit Committee,  The  Committee  would  soon give o short  list of
} -recommendations to the Board and ask for a worksession Lo select the auditor.

Consideration of Additions to the Planning Department Work Program for
1977-75

Alderman Cohen stated that in 1975, the Board had asked the [’lamiing
Department to prepare a report on arcas which could be annexed. Some wero

dropped at the vublic hearing, and cthers were dropped later. He suggested
there were several arcas which should again be considered, Glen Heights
Subdivision, North Forest Ilills Subdivision, DBrookview Subdivision, Cedar

Hills Subdivision, Countryside Subdivision, YMCA, Eastowne Officers, A & P
Food Store, Chapel Ilill High School, and Brendles. there might be some
problems with providing fire protection to areas north of town. Alderman
Cohen suggested the Board might request the YMCA to petition for annexation
as they now had no fire protection, rather than wait for the annexation
process. The Board discussed which areas should be included. Alderman
Boulton suggested that staff prepare recommendations as to which areas would
be the best to annex now. ALDERMAN COHEN MOVED, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN
EPTING, THAT A STUDY OF AREAS TO ANNEX BE AUTHORIZED. THE MOTION WAS
CARRIED BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF 8 TO 0.

Resolution Authorizing a Public Forum for the Chapel Hill-Carrboro -
Thoroughfare Plan

ALDERMAN SMITH MOVED, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN VICKERY, ADOPTION OF THE
FOLLOWING RESOLUTION.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING A PUBLIC FORUM FOR THE CHAPEL HILL-CARRBORO

THORQUGHFARE PLAN

THAT WHEREAS, a thoroughfare plan is considered vitally important for
the proper development of the highway system for the safety and
convenience of the traveling public; and

WHEREAS, the Towns of Chapel Hill and Carrboro have before them a
proposed thoroughfare plan prepared by the North Carolina Department
of Transportation State Highway Commission; and

WHEREAS, public comment concerning the contents of the prqposed plan
is necessary for the development of a workable plan, and is required
by law; NOW THEREFORE,

. BE IT RESOLVED that a joint public hearing between the Towns of Chapel
Hill and Carrboro be held on February 20, 1978 at 7:30 p.m. at the .
Carrboro Elementary School, Shelton Street, Carrboro, to solicit public
comment on the proposed Chapel Hill-Carrboro Thoroughfare Plan.

This the 23rd day of January, 1978

THE MOTION WAS CARRIED BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF 8 TO 0.

There being no further business to come before the Board, the meeting was
adjourned.
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