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’F,CIAL AND La Ju\l I\sf”lImG OF 1THE LIAYOR AND COUHCIL
N OF C} L HILL, MUNICIPAL BUILDING,

SINULES OF A S
1 v
O?-JDAY, ?):‘JC.EMI‘ ER 5, 1983, 6:30 P.M.

liayor Joseph L. MNassif called the Special ieeting to order. Councilimembers presernt
were:

farilyn Boulton
Jinston Broadfool
Jonathan lowes
ever]y Rawalec
l Pasquini
R. D‘. Smith
Joseph Straley
Jim Waltace
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Councilmembers-elect present were MNancy Preston and Bitl lhorpe.

Also present were lown Manager, David R. Taylor; Assistani lown lanagers, Sonna
Loewenthal and Ron Secrist; and lown Attorney, Grainger barrett.

L’Wi” CILMEMBER HOWES MOVED, SECONDED BY COUMCILMELBER DOULTON, THALD 17E
UNCIL ADJOURN 1O EXECT 11{V’“ SESSION  TO DISCUSS LITIGATION. l.'ZH? SCTON
CI\P\R ED UNANTMOUSLY.

the Council adjourned from the Executive Session to the Regular

At 7:45 PLiL,
Layor iiassif called the meeting to order.

Lieeting and &

Minutes (Hoverber 14 and 21, 1983)

COUNCILAMERBER SMITH [IOVED, STECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER HOVWES, aDOPIIOMN Of
THE  MINUIES OF HNOVEMBER 14, 16383, AS CORRECTED. [IHE RIOITON CARKRIE
UNAMNINOUSLY.

-
I
1§

COUNCILEFEME
IHE ':IHUL,’
UNANILIOUSLY.

"‘-f")VE’) SECONDED BY COUNCILMESZER BOULION, ADOPIICH OF
' 1‘1, 1983, &S CIRCULATED. 11E MOIION CARRIED

Receipt of Novemwber &, 1983, lunicipal Elections Resultis

COUNCTLMEMBER [HOWES AMOVED, SECO ")l ‘3 BY COUNCILMENBER BOULTON, 1G RECEIVZ
THE NOVEMBER 8, 1983, MUNICIPAL TLECITION REGULTS AS SUJ,:;I CIED. THE MOTH
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

The results are as follows:
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ABSTRACT OF VOTES CAST AT AN ELECTION POR

MAYOR AND MEMBERS

OF TEE TOWN COUNCIL, TOWN OF
CHAPEL HILL, IN THE CHAPEL HILL TOWNSHIP, COUNTY OF ORANGE, STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA, ON

TUESDAY, NOVEMRER 8, 1983 AT THE PLACES APPOINTED BY LAW FOR BOLDING SUGH AN ELECTION.
8 ER HRSERY L e B
MAYOR Vo ne oot T oWN COUNCIL i e
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0 | ABSENTEE _ 39 25 | #7 | 28 | 3/ | 20 3/
4734 |vorar 3398 ) tesy | sse3 | meic] aoe] 2330 33Y

STATE OF KORTH CARCLINA

COUNTY OF ORANGE

The Orange County Board of Electiox;s, having opened, canvassed, and judicially determined the
returns according to law, do hereby certify that the above is a true abstract of the original
returns of the Municipal Election in the Town of Chapel Hill, said county, held as states and

contains the mumber of legal ballots cast, the name of each person wvoted for, snd the number
of wotes cast for each person.

This the _ /4  day of November 1983.
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Comments by Members of the Council

Councilmember Straley presented "appropriate...gifts” to feliow Councilmembers that
corresponded with their individual characters and interests.

Councilmember Vallace, addressing the lMayor and Clouncil, lown Staff, and CThapel
1ill citizens, stated that much had been accomplished by past Councils and uany
long-standing problems were nearing resclution. ile felt it had been an exciting
period and because of the progress, he feit regret at leavinz. ile read the poecm by
Robert Frost, "The Road Not Taken,' stating that he had "made a decision, and it
has made all the difference."

Mayor Nassif stated to Councilmember Wallace that durinz their joint service on the
Council, he had bheen impressed with his commitirent to the lown. The resolution of
nany of the long-standing vroblems could be areatly atiributed to his own cfforts.
tMiayor  Hassif expressed his desire to maintain the working relationship as
Councilmember “allace began additional duties in Raleigh. lle stated that the iown
was "'deeply indebted...for all the scrvice you have given it...and...that you will
continue to give."

to Councilmember Siraley, layor Nassif stated that citizens did not always
appreciate the comnmiltment that a Councilmember had to make when servinag on ihis
Board. ile asserted to Councilinember Straley that '"you are a most honorabie
man...one whno sticks by your convictions and 1 an deeply proud lo have served
with you for the four years.”

Councilmember Boulton stated that Resolutions were being prepared for bHoih
Councilmembers Wallace and Straley for presentation at a later date.

After a five-minute recess, tayor Nassif reconvencd the meeting.

Organizational Business

Morth Caroiina Court of Appeals,

-—Judge Willis P. Whichard, Associate Judae of the
the Dath of Office to Mayor Joseph L. Nassif (sec attached).

administered

—Judge Vhichard administered the Oatn of Cffice to R. U. Smith, Jonathan ilowes,
Mancy Preston, and Bill [horpe (see attached).






TOWN OF CHAPEL HILL

306 NORTH COLUMBIA STREET
CHAPEL HILL, NORTH CAROLINA 27514-3699

Telephone  (919) 929-1111

do solemnly swear that | will support the Consti-

on 6f the Un'/(% States; and | do solemnly and sincerely swear that |
will be faithful and bear true allegiance, to the State of North Carolina,
and to the constitutional powers and authorities which are or may be
established, for the government thereof; and that | will endeavor to
support, maintain and defend the Constitution of said State, not
inconsistent with the Constitution of the llnited States, to the best of my
knowledge and ability; and | do solemnly swear that | will diligently
endeavor to perform, faithfully and truly, according to my best ability,
skill, and judgment, all the duties of the office of Mayor of the Town of
Chapel Hill while | continue therein, and will cause to be executed as far
in my power lies, all the laws, ordinances and regulations made for the
government of the Town; and in the discharge of my duties | will do

equal justice in all cases whatsoever, so help me, God.

The above ozths were this day /Q\ {’g/g ,
N 7

subscribed and sworn to before me.

.
- .

Willis P, Whichard, Associate Judge
N. C. Court of Appeals






TOWN OF CHAPEL HILL

306 NORTH COLUMBIA STREET
CHAPEL HILL, NORTH CAROLINA 27514-3699

Telephone (919) 929-1111

I,‘!’Z [)‘JM , do solemnly swear that | will support the Consti-

tution of the !Inited States; and ! do solemnly and sincerely swear that |

will be faithful and bear true allegiance, to the State of North Carolina,
and to the constitutiona!l powers and authorities which are or may be
established, for the government thereof; and that | will endeavor to
support, maintain and defend the Constitution of said State, not
inconsistent with the Constitution of the United States, to the best of my
knowledge and ability; and | do solemnly swear that | will diligentiy

endeavor to perform, faithfully and truly, according to my best ability,

skill, and judgment, all the duties of the office of Town Council Member
of the Town of Chapel Hill while | continue therein, and will cause to be
executed as far in my power lies, all the laws, ordinances and

regulations made for the government of the Town; and in the discharge of

my duties | will do equal justice in all cases whatsoever, so help me,

~

God.

The above oaths were this day /7 - 5/‘“ E{% ’
7

subscribed and sworn to before me.

ViilTis P. Whichard, Associate Judge
M, C. Court of Appeals






TOWN OF CHAPEL HILL

306 NORTH COLUMBIA STREET
CHAPEL HILL, NORTH CAROLINA 27514-3699

Telephone  (919) 929-1111

l, JOA/AT“ANg.uowﬁSdO solemnly swear that | will support the Consti-

tution of the United States; and | do solemnly and sincerely swear that |
will be faithful and hear true allegiance, to the State of North Carolina,
and to the constitutional powers and authorities which are or may be
established, for the government thereof; and that | will endeavor to
support, maintain and defend the Constitution of said State, not
inconsistent with the Constitution of the United States, to the best of my
knowledge and ability; and | do solemnly swear that | will diligently

endeavor to perform, faithfully and truly, according to my best ability,

skill, and judgment, all the duties of the office of Town Council Member
of the Town of Chapel Hill while | continue therein, and will cause to be
executed as far in my power lies, all the laws, ordinances and

regulations made for the government of the Town; and in the discharge of
my duties | will do equal! justice in all cases whatsoever, so help me,

God.

The above oaths were this day /(QC&M—M@;/ JPEL ,

subscribed and sworn to before me.

v ichard, Associate
N. C. Court of Appeals






TOWN OF CHAPEL HILL

306 NORTH COLUMBIA STREET
CHAPEL HILL, NORTH CAROLINA 27514-3699

Telephone  (919) 929-1111

I, )47\_( do solemnly swear that | will support the Consti-
tution of the United States; and | do solemnly and sincerely swear that |
will be faithful and bear true allegiance, to the State of North Carolina,
and to the constitutional powers and authorities which are or may be
established, for the government thereof; and that | will endeavor to
support, maintain and defend the Constitution of said State, not
inconsistent with the Constitution of the United States, to the best of my
“nowledge and ability; and 1| do solemnly swear that 1 will diligently

endeavor to perform, faithfully and truly, according to my best ability,

skillt, and judgment, all the duties of the office of Town Council Member
of the Town of Chapel Hill while | continue therein, and will cause to be
executed as far in my power iies, all the laws, ordinances and

regulations made for the government of the Town; and in the discharge of
my duties | will do equal justice in all cases whatsoever, so help me,

God.

The above oaths were this day MQ'L /2L£3 )

subscribed and sworn to before me.

. . .
(.

Villis P. Whichard, Associate Judge
N, C. Court of Appeals







TOWN OF CHAPEL HILL

306 NORTH COLUMBIA STREET
CHAPEL HILL, NORTH CAROLINA 27514-3699

Telephone  (919) 929-1111

I, av , do solemnly swear that | will support the Consti-
tution of the tlnited States; and | do solemnly and sincerely swear that |
witl be faithful and bear true allegiance, to the State of North Carolina,
and to the constitutional powers and authorities which are or may be
established, for the government thereof; and that | will endeavor to
support, maintain and defend the Constitution of said State, not
inconsistent with the Constitution of the llnited States, to the best of my

knowledge and ability; and ! do solemnly swear that | will diligently

endeavor to perform, faithfully and truly, according to my best ability,

skill, and judgment, all the duties of the office of Town Council Member
of the Town of Chapel Hill while | continue therein, and will cause to be
executed as far in my power lies, all the laws, ordinances and

regulations made for the government of the Town; and in the discharge of
my duties | will do equal justice in all cases whatsoever, so help me,

God.

The above ocaths were this day /.2" 52'2?/2 ’

subscribed and sworn to before me.

« s P. whichard, Associare
M. C. Court of Appeals
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--COUNCILMEMBER  HOWES HOVED, FCONDED  BY COUNMCILLEMBER  BOULTON, {HE
MOMINATION OF COUMCILMENBER X/ ’AI‘,C AS SAYOR PRO-1E,
There were no further nominations.
COUNCILLELBER  PRESTON MOVED, SECONDED #BY COUNCILMEMBER SMLLH, 1iat

3
COUHNCILMEMBER KAWALEC !"F APPOINTED MMAYOR PRO-TEM BY \CCL wiATTON,. HHE
LOTION CA R RTIED UNANIHOQUSLY.

~—COUNCILMEMBER HOWES MOVED THAL ®R. DAVID B. ROBERIS BE APPOINTED 1OwW:d
COUNCILMEMBER SMITH I\’(W}‘Z‘) SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PRESTON, THAT K.

RODERTS BE APPOINITED TOWN CLERX BY ACCLAMATICN. THE [1OI'ION CaARRIED
UNANTROUSLY.

——ifayor Nassif requested that Councilmembers 'lowes and Xawalec continue to serve
as delegate and alternate, respectively, on the [riangle ] Council of
Governments. Both Councilmembers Kawalec and llowes consented to continue 1o
serve in this capacity.

—-COUNCILMEMBER %POAT) OO WONIHATED LOU‘JCILML,?,‘?EIE PRESTON 10 SERVE O Lile
JOTN T ORANGE-CHATHALD COMMUNILTY ACTION COMM

COURCILMEMBER [MIORPE HOVED THAT TR MOMINALTIONS Bit CLOSED.

VOre 10 FORWARD [HE "()FI“"J/—\I‘IUJ OF COU NCILMEMBER PRESTOMN [0 1HE ORANGE
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS CaRRIED UNANLMOUSLY. Mr. laylor was instructed to

forward this nomination to the -\.)ran:ge LOUN[y Commissioners.

SOEADNL

—-CO JwCIL;, MBER BOULTON NOMINATED COUNCILL DER
SERVE OWN THE CORANGE COUNTY HUJAN SERVICES ADVISOR

3'2"3[—‘-\[)[3(\-’\1\ O CONTINUE (O
Y COMMISSION.

COUNCTLAIENDS 110’?1”‘ MOVED, SECONDED DY COUNCILME! SOULLTON, Udatd
COU“WIL,A,U?JEER IRC A)i’)k)l BE I\PPOIZ‘J FeEn BY aCCLAMATION. HOTTON CARRIED

UNANTLOUSLY.

the danager was instructed to forward this information fo the Orance County
Commissioners.

——Cf)t NCILFEMBER

iB i S NOMINATED  COUNCILY
FIREFIGHTERS RELIEEF FUNE

BER O SMLFIL rO SERVE ON IHE

COUNCILMELBER DPRESTON MOVED, SE C“ IDED  BY COUNCILME®RBER HOWES, THal
COUNCILMEMBER SHITH BE aP i’ul\’”‘“i) TO SERVE ON HIE FIREFIGHTERS RELIEFR

FUND 2Y ACCLAMATION, THE MGITON CARRIED UNANINMOUSLY.

Petitions

~-'r. Josenh Herzenberg requested permission to speak on agenda #13 f(re Viilave
Companies Foundation).

—-—lis. Katherine Wright requested permission to sheakx on Agenda #0 (re proposed
Entranceways lask Force) and on Agenda #7d {re the number of dwellins units in
R-1 zones).

Agenda #6 (re Task Force on Entranceways) and #7 (re amendm

Development Ordinance), if necessary.

—r. Watts Till, Jr., renresenting the Chamher of Commerce, requested to spca <oon
en

-tir. llenry Whitfield requested to speak on Agenda #7d {re number of dwelling
units in R-1 zones).

——Councilmember Broadfoot referenced the increase in the number of court actions
filed against the Town re implementation of the Development Ordinance and stated

that he felt that the present Development Ordinance did not provide the legal
backing necessary for the Council's decisions. He stated that he would request a
roratorium on any further development until consultation on the Ordinance could

be obtained to achieve the kind of ordinance that Chapel UWill needed. ile
requested that the Council give this matier consideration.



a0t

Councilmember Broadfoot aiso requested that ngenda #13 (re Village Companies
Foundation) be withdrawn from the Agenda.
Counciluember fDoulton suagested that Mr. Herzenbers be aillowed io spea< al tins
time on inis concern.

Hr. Joseph llerzenberyg, a Chapel Hill citizen, petitioned the Council 1o asx
Village Companies Foundation to ‘nave open ineefings, as it was "a qua%i——pubxic
body created by an Ordinance of t} ouncil when it granted Villa e ;ommm

11
the cable [I.V. franchl%e. ile felt Ihat open meetings with availab minutes
forwarded to the Mayor's Office would help avoid unpleasant controversies.

Councilmember ilowes applauded !'r. I{erzenberz's rm'vlarl:s, but corrected his

statement that Village Companies Foundation was 'created” by the Council. ‘e
s‘tzﬂe'l thar the Foundation was ‘'recognized," ms..carl, by the Councii.
Councilmember iowes stated that ne applauded the remariks of Mr. lerzenbers.
COUNCTLA {1 IOV ED SECOMDED  BY  COUNCILMEMBER PRESION, [0
VTTTDRAV FROLDTHE AGENDA, Iile HOTTION CarR UHANTICOUSLY.,

—ir. Taylor stated that the Touncii had rocoivc"l a revised ordinance (03-0-7Ca) to
conslde during Agenda 474 fre the nuwwber of dwelling units in k=1 zones). l'his
1

would replace the ordinance 83-0-70a that nad been included in the Council's
paccet.

Qesolution Dstablishing a lask Torce on Lnfranceways

H

tis. Katherine Wright, a citizen, proposed an alternative to the proposed lasx
orce on  Dntranceways. She suggested that (in lieu of the Task Force) the

Development Ordinance be amended to increase the mewibership of the Community
appearance Com Hle]On to 15, as set out in the Town Charter. She stated that this

Cormimtis smn had the "authority over principle areas of the entranceways to the
own,'" and that the Commission stnculd be alerted to the ltown's concern re ihis
atter.

Yr. Watts i, Jr., speaxing for the Chamber of Commerce, stated that the Chamber
cupported ihe concept of a lask orce, but questioned il this las< fforce would be
cmpowered to loox at the bhroader question of buffers in general (hetween lots), or
just buffers on the entranceways, or if these would bhe considered separately.

iir. Roscoe Reeve, Chair of the Planning Board, stated that the proposed lasxk Force
on Entranceways was a necessdary step toward maintaining fire quality of the Chapel
{111 community, in light of the limited time left (under the pressure of developrment
cnd the coming of 1-40) to review the adequacy of existing buffers. e felt that
cdvisory boards did not have adequate time to devote 1o this important matter.

lir. Reeve reviewed the five recommendations that the lTask Force would he charged
vith making, as outlined in the proposed resolution. Re the concerns expressed by
ro Hiiti re bulfers in general, “r. Rceve stated that the Planning Doard and the
Community Appearance Cowmmission proposed to study the concept of bufferinag.

‘r. ifleeve requested that the Council set a time frame for a report of recommenda-
tion frorm the fas< Force.

iir. Reeve suggested to Councilmember Smith that a "trim" lask Torce of six rto nine
iientbers would be, in his opinion, ideal. iLir. Reeve stated that it inight ta<e al
least six months for the lasx orce to formulate a report for the Ceuncil.

Councilmeimnber Pasquini questioned what determined the extent of the proposed
cntrancevays (in the proposed resolution).

iir. Recve responded that the proposed entranceways were suggestions reflecred fron
the recent review of the Comprehensive Plan.

DUHCILMEMBER  PASOQUIN HOVED,  SECONDED  3Y  COUNCILMENBER  BROADFOOT,
l ( TION OF RESOLUTION 63-R-176.

Councilmember llowes suggested the following changes in the entrancewavs preposed
for consideration:
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Currently Reads o 3Be Chanoed to Read
AIRPORT ROAD (from FEstes Drive to....) ALRPORY  ROAD  (from the liunicipat

Building to....)

U.S. 15-501 EAST (from Bypass to....) U.S. 15-501 EASLI (from Estes Drive
tOeees)

J.5. 15-501 BYPASS U.S. 15-501 BYPASS/HWY. 54 BYPASS

U.S. 15-501 BYPASS (from South J.5. 15-501 BYPASS (from U.S. 15-501

Columbia Street fo....) Business to....)

1 "

Councilmember Howes felt an "interim' report of recomuendations should be made on
or before June 30, 1994, to allow a time extension, if necessary.

\;UI I, MAKER OF fHE MOTION, AND COUNCILLEMBER BROADEFOOL

’OJIU'\‘, CONCURRED  WIIH ALL I‘E‘l}:) CHARNGES PROPOS 3Y
LS.
’“cwmci‘n"nember dsqulm requested to amend his motion by changing the words [

any'" to "in general’ (re buffering and screening of thoroughfares and streets).

COUR CIn,"v'EMLER BROADFOOL, SECONDER OF THE HOTION, HAD NO OBJECTION 10 INIE

PROPOSED CHANGE.

tiayor Wassif stated that the proposed resolution, as amended, would be renumbered
83-R~176a.

Mayor Nassif stated that ithe motion now on the floor would be to adopt resolution
83-R-176a, and would include changes proposed by Councilmembers Ilowes and
Do S
Pasquini.

THE ROTION 1O ADOPT THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION CARRIED UNANTMOUSLY:
A RESOLUITON ESTAZLISHING A TASK FORCE ON ENTRANCEVAYS (83-R-176a)

i 10 RESOLVED, that the Town Council establishes a Task Force on entrancewavs
to Chapel Hill; that members will be appointed from the Planning Zoard,
Transportation Doard, Appearance Commission, Parks and Recreation Commission,
and the private sector; and these advisory hoards will assist Council by maxing
recommendations as to citizen participation on the lask Force. The lask Force is
charged with ma<ing recommendations on:

1. he proper identification and ciassification of entryways;

2. Thne proper zoning or zoning overlay for the entranceways;

& Desired desizn controles of commercial develovmeni, if any;

4. Desired buffering and screening of thorouthfares and streets, in aeneral;
and,

5. The possibility of Town acquired open space along the entranceways.

I'he entranceways to be considered may include, for example:

——AIRPORYT ROAD (from the RMunicipal Building to proposced 1-40 interchanase).

—-N.C. 54 EASI (from Country Club Road to the Orange/Durham County lire).

~=5. COLUMBIA STREET (from “anning Drive to 3. Carmel CThurch Poad).

—-1.5. 15-501 EAST {from Lstes Drive to Plannina Jurisdiction Line).

—=1J.5. 15-501 BYPASS/HVY. 54 (from U.S. 15-501 Dusiness to Smith Level Road).

-5, 15-501 SOUTH (from iit., Carme! Church Road 1o Chatham/Orange County line).
.

-5 FRAMKLIY STREET (from Estes Drive to Bypass bridae at Dastgate).

The lask [orce is to report its interim recomnendations to the Council on or before
June 50, 19564,

I'his ihe 5th day of December, 1683.



}”“Q SLTTH QVED, 9,,
NTRANCEWAYS CONSISGT

Councilmember lhorpe suggested that the [lask ¥orce consist of & members, (o
inciude srtudents. Councilmember Bouliord felt two mermbers from each of the 5
cavisory hoards would be reasonable.

COUNCILMEMBE R H WES MOVED, SECORDE 8Y SMEMBER PRESTON, HATDT EACH
OF ik TOuUR REP! I'A 11"‘:, BOARDS APPOINY OLPS VRMBERS AND A l"'lrff,
TREE REMALHN ?“;"3 MIUBERS L APPOQINTED 2Y i COU 3 It PRIVA

COUNCILE TFI"’L') W R ':EI QADFFOCYT  IOVELD
; UelE S0TION, THAT TVO M
DL e COMl ’NHY APPEARANC
DOARD, ONWNE FrOMV e PaRAS AND

PRIVATT SECIOR.

Counciliwember Smith did not support the motion to appoint two members from the

Comrrunity Appearance Commission.

l"{"‘ MOTION 10O AMEND FAILED 3 10 & VI COUHNCILMENBERS BOULION,
AND BROADFQOT SUY ‘”‘“HH' , AND COUNCILREMBERS [TORPE, TAWALE C,
VST, SMIFH, AND aYOR HASSIE OPPOSTNG,

VOTE ON THE @TATH MOTION CARRIED UNANIHOUSLY.

Jurdinance Amending the Chapel ilill Developmenl Ordinance fto substitute ''Lot
ITea” for Gross Land Arca ) (Tirst readin:)

Sr. o dales Hill, Jr., Repr(’sentmn the Chamber of Comimerce, stated that the Chanber
cunported .a,'i'i of the ilanager's recommendations as submitted, and felt that the
veveiopiment Ordinance could be modified, as necessary, and at the same iine

preserve ils basic structure in fthe interesi of the comrmunity.

fis. Katherine Wrioht, a citizen, stated that Section 11 of proposed ordinauce
¢3-0-70a would no longer allow a duplex, as defined, in R&~1 zones; dupiexes
viould, however, be aliowed in R-5, R-4, R-3 and R-2 zones and in a PD-1 and a
it D=3, She requested that Section 11 omii duplexes in a PD-H and a PD-11U, so that
cupiexes, as defined, would be omitred entirely from all R-1 zones.

nr. Clenry "h'ifiﬂld, a citizen, felt the gross land area concept was valuable, bui
the limit should he 15-20 percent, instead of 25 percent. lle also stated that he
vould favor an attached apariment in R-1 zones. ['his would not be a duplex, but a
geparate apartment unit in a house with only one orinciple entrance to tne housc
cilowed.,

fir.e laylor stated that Ordinance 83-0-67a would limit the amount of credited open
space 1o 25 percent of the net land area and would exemnpt land dedic a‘red since
the adoption of the Developwen: Ordinance on way 11, 1951, until now and would
élso exempt land in the TC-1 and I'C-2 districts.

Councilmember Xawalec felr a positive finding should be made to support the
rroposed amendiments. r. Taylor stated that any of the amendments could e stated
"to conform with the Comprehensive Plan.' iir. Barrett felt that such wording could
e included in the minutes.

~r. Taylor explained to Councilmember Smith rhat an average 15,000 sq.ft. lot (net
land areca) would average aboul 17,000 sq.lt. (gross land area) when considering
the street right-of-way. Councilmember Emirh felt this was not fair, as it
¢iscriminated against a "land-locked'" lot and feit it was important to consider
whether the Comprchensive Plan discriminated against different zoning areas, as in
the case of allowing duple \< in some areas and not in others. [here was no
tenefit to land-locked parcels .;md little benefit to parcels with a small amount of
adjacent permanent open space.



Vayor HNassif feil that there were conditions in the ordinance that dealr with
individual situations and variafions. Ms. Reoxs felt that the pronosed 20 percent

Iit narrowed the disparity between individual situations.

Councilmeriber Smith questioned how this reduction would affect the density. [ir.
1'aylor felt that there was little affect. Councilmember Smith felt ihere was a
oncern among single-family residents re density. If this reduction did not address
thle concern, then another angle should be considered.
Councilmember Broadfoot stated that he supporfed vronosed ordinance $3-2-075H o
eliminate the concept of gross land areca. He felt tnat 25 percent was o a
significant limit.
I2CA}
')m

JEQOT MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMENSER 01, ADOPIION
H7b.

Councilmember Howes responded to Councilmermber Smith that this was only one of
severdal sieps 1o deal with density. He stated that he would opnose the motion, as it
was a more radical step than was necessary to address citizen concerns.

Councilmember Doulton asced [is. Rooxs if there were other methods of acquiring
additional rights-of-way and to obtain dedication of open space besides usin:u the
gross land arca concept. Hs. Rocks responded that if net land area were used,

dedicated 1and for rights-of-way or open space would be deducted from the
buildable lot and property owners would want the lown to pay 1116 for ihis

risht-of-way or open space. Use of gross land area did not cause the lown to have
to purchase fthe richts-of-way or open space.
-

Councilinember Smith feit that a wproperty owner should not be given credit for

dedication of land.

liayer MNassif asked if there nhad been a problem with a <:1crve10pment because of the
allowed density or intensity through use of grcoss land a rea. Mr. laylor responded
that there had not been a significant problem and that this proposal did not have

any far-reaching affects on density. A vote by the Council to set a limit, however,
would show that the Council had concerns re density. Ihe other three items

addressed density questions more ciearly.

tayor  Hassif  stated that  the lown had utilized this concept to procure
rights-of-way in new developments and had aiven credit for rights-of- «/u/ for
density and no denm!y changes had proven significant because of its use. ile i
not feel therc should he a change unless it had been nroven to be a problem.

Councilmember Smith feit that there was a density difference in the Develeopuont
Ordinance over the old Zoning Ordinance re units.

Councilmember llowes [felt this decision did not significantly xffec‘ density;
however, a vote to approve the motion would cost the lown mon oy havins o
purchase dedicaied righis-of-way.

Councilmember Xawalec felt that the ordinance could he clarified for use bLy
developers and iaymen. She also felt that streets should not be considered as onen
space in fand dedication.

ar Ob‘:v LLIHLL araea
T .

COU

THE MOTION O ADOPT 1TIE FOLLOVING DRULINANCE (1o eliminate the
concept from the Development )rdlndnce) CARRIED 5 1O 4 wWirn

BOULTON, BROADFOOT, (aVaLic, SI0N, AND SHII'L SUPPOR i'I“G
LERBERS (IORPE, ‘z,f-\.)\.:_»;fl?--iz, HOUES, AlD WAYOR HASSISE OPPOSING:

AT ORDIMANCE AMENDING 1L CHAI
reading)

PEL HILL SEVELOPHENT ORDINANCE (83-0-C7h) (first

BT ORDAINED by the Council of the Town of Chapel Hili ihat the CThapet il

)
Development Ordinance be amended as follows:
SRCTION 1

SUBSTITUIE "Lot Area' for '"Cross Land irea’ as the title of Section 5.5.

AmEND Suhsection 5.5.1 1o read as follows:
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F.601. Lot Area
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Defined

Cubsection 5.5.72.

rea of a zoning lot is the arca of land within the jot's legally
boundaries, exciuding any portion of the lot area located
a streer right-of-way or street easement
SECTION 111
area" for 'aross Jand area (GLAY" in the first parasraph of
SECTTON 1V
area" for "gross land areca' in the following locations:
6.2, second paragraph (tvice)
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(twice)
'?.5."’)./3 (twice)
L1002 (twice)
14.2.1

14.2.3 (3
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ST

times)

5.2
[ae]

SECITON V
In the first sentence of Subsection 5.85.0 and in Section 18.62, INSERL the word
"and" after the phrase "paved terraces and sitting areas,” and DELETE the phrase
"and landscaped portions of street right-of-way.

SECTION VI
£ 1END Section S5.11 {(Schedule of Intensity Zlewulations) to read as attached.

a1
DL

CTION VII

suBsTITUT Yinimum Lot Area’ for "Minimum Gross Land Area’ in Subsections
7.4 a) and 7.2.(‘.).
SECTION VI
FUiEND Subsection S.8.0.2 1o read as follows:
C.E8.6.72.0 Rinimun Land Area
Excent as orovided for in Subsections 6.5.2 and 5.8.3, the minimum lot

adrea

required for a zoning lot containing a PD-

shall be:



a) one hundred thirty thousand (130,000) square feet in R-1 zoning
districis;

D) ninety thousand (96,000) square feet in R-2 zoning districts;

c) thirty-five thousand (35,00C) square feet in R=3 zoning districts;
and

d) two (2) times the district minimwn loi area flas shown in Section
5.11) in all other zoning districts.

o~

SECTION 1X

A,:. Section 11.3 (fodified Intensi“ Reoulations) to su‘usrimre Mot area' for
'aross lamd area' and to substitute "llinimum Lot area' for "iinimum GLAJY

SECTION X

ALTEND Section 13.50 to read '"Reserved

DELELE Section 18.03 (Reserved) andd Sections 18.64 - 13.606 and Section

18.63 - 18.65.
SECHETON X111
INSERT a new Section 18.60 to read as follows:
15,00 Let arca: the area of land within a lot's legally estanlished boundaries,

]
excluding any opertion of the lot area located within a streel rightsof-way
or streetl casement.

SECTION X111

In

WOre

:xe seco nd paragraph of Section 18.135 (Townhouse Developinent), DELEIE the
"aross'' at the two places it is used.

H
L
L1
i

SECPIONM Y1V

JiLe v

a

that all ordinances and portions of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby
repealed,
3%

This the 5in day ol December, 1263.

Ordinance Amending the Chapel Hill Development Ordinance (to limit the number of
dwelling units per acre)

1 i

Mr. Reeve, Chair of the Planning Board, stated that this concerned the density and
intensity of development in the lown. lhe Planning Board continued to support the
Land Use Intensity ratio {re zoning and minimum lot size) as the best delermination
of appropriate development in an area.

i

fte sl'a:cn‘ that the Planning doard felt that the best wav 1o reduce the inte
and density of developnient was to reduce the Land Use Intensily ratio——a m
and chrect method that increased or decreased the density and intensity. [herefore,
the Planning Board recommended adoption of ordinance 83-0-65b.

wr. Taylor stated that management recommended the adoption of ordinance 83-0-0ic
tnat would exclude 1C-1, 1C-2, and OI-3 districts from these limits. i was
recommended that limits for R-1, R-Z, and 2=3 be set at 15; R-4, 21-1, and HC at
20; =5, R-6, OI-2 and CC ar 25. Lir. flaylor stated that if ihis ordinance were
adopted, an ordinance thai would further imit the number of dwelling uniis in

K-1, R-2, and R-3 wouid be submitted at a later date

COUNCTILMEMBER BROADFOOT MOVED, SECONDED 8Y COUNCILMEMBRR
TN ~ Nt . T TNy QR L 3 - . H ) .
1O OF ORDINANCE 83-0-58a (which would set a limit of 15 uniis per acre of

land arca on a zoning lot).

<o

v
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Councilmember {lowes opposed the motion and supported the ‘lanager's vecommenda-
tion for ordinance 63-R-08c with further limitations to be forthcoming. le urged ihe
Council to oppose the motion.

Councilmember Smith questicned if a limit of 15 units per acre would a”""rcs"'
current density problems. ile stated ihat he would prefer to wait for the Jlanager's
future recommendation than to nae any chanoes at this tire. e feit i‘ha‘t citizens
cpposed  density, not developrient. Councilmenber liowes feli that citizens alsc
opposed the size of developments.

r. i";ylor‘ exniained 1o Counciimember Preston that under preposed ordinance
$8-RHBe the smaller the units, the more units would be ailowed.

Hayor Hassif stated that the new Develenment COrdinance tried to address treads in
?1ousing needs in Chapel iiill by allowing the development of affordable, smaller
units. le felt that some limit fo the number of units in sorne zones was reasonable.

Councilremnt supnorfed the Planning Douard's

ordinance

Councilmember Smith felt that the Council should use the bhest metnod of addressing
density concerns.
Hayor Hassif felt that it was not true that the old Joning Ordinance limited density
and that the new *')cv(’-*iopmcm, Ordinance did not limit density. Jor the most part,
'he transfer of density had bheen accepted.
T OROTION (1o adept ordinance 03-0-06Ja) FalLED & 1O 1 WIT COUNCIL-
oEpPE,  BO ,“1\‘»2\7, PASOUTHT, KAVALEC, HOWES, PRESION, SETTH, . AND
AYOR NASSIF PW(‘I’
COURCILMERNBER HOWES MOVED, SECONDED DY COUNCILMEL PRESTON, AROPTION OF
e FOLLOWILNG \\, DIHARCE:
AN QRDTHANCT AMENDING [TiE CHaPSL HTILL DEVELOPLISN T ORDIMNANCE (£3-0-08c)
35 T ORDALINED by the Council of the lown of Chapel i1l that the Chapel il
Jevelopment Ordinance he amended as follows:
SECTION 1
DELETE Secrion 5.3 (Reserved) and RENULANR Sections 5.4 throush 5.8 as 5.5
ihrouzh 5.7.
SECTIION 11

renumbered Subsection 5.5.1's reference io

SECTION TI1

Section 5.5:

A0D the foliowing new :

.9 llaximum Number of Dwelling Units
In addition to the maximum floor area requirement e
a limitation on the number of dwelling units snall
developmentis. the maximum numboer of dwelling units
shall be as follows:

Section

5.7.2

stablished
apnly

also
U T RO A1
diLiOowel

dation 10

ado

o read "Section

in Section 5.7,
10 residentic
on a zoning



o2//

iximun Number of Dwelling Units per acre of Gross

Land Area

Zoning Districl

R_2, R-3 5
OI- 1 and KT 20
n-h, OI-2 and CC 25

SECTION 1V

e

AMEMD Subsection 7.8.3a)'s reference to Section 5.0.2 to read "Seciion 5.5.2".

SECHION V

ihat all ordinances and portions of ordinances in conflict herewitn are hereby
repealed.

I'his the 5th day of December, 1983.

HBOTION CARRIED ¢ O 1 WITH COUNCILMENEERS [HORPE,
SAVALEC, HOWES, PRESTONH, S0MTTH, AMND MAYOR MASSIE SUP2PC

PPOSTHG

SROBOULTOM O

1

bir. Tavlor stated that the forthcoming ordinance would be presented to the Council
at the January public hearing.

Jiscussion of Proposed Ordinance fAmending the Chanel !
Ordinance (to reduce t t

.
the maximum [loor area ratio in L-1 and -5 zones)

litayor ilassif stated that he had now been informed hy the !anager ihai the
Council's adoption of 83-0-067b (Agzenda Ff7a) necated the necessity for action on
this agenda iterm.

wire Tayler exolained that the adoption of ordinance 83-0-67}), in essence, hu:l tne
same Land Use Intensity ratios as the proposed ordinance 83-0-69. 1f, however, an
error were found in calculations, it would be resubmitted to the Council wirhout
another public hearing.

Ordinance Amending the Chapel Hill Development Ordinance (to limit the number of
dwelling units permitted as a "use by right'" in R-1 zones to one per lot, except for
accessory apariments)

sir. Roscoe Reeve, Chair of the Pianning Board, stated that the propnosed amendiient
applied to ¥-1, as opposed to other residential zones, as this area was rore
specifically affected by the existence or non-existence of duplexes and which had
raised mosl comnunity concerns. e Board felt the propeosed change permitted an
accessory use unit in a home in the R-1 zone.

“r. Tlaylor stated that the Manager's vrecommendation was to adopt revised
ordinance &3-0-70a to allow a principal dwelling with an accessory apartiment, but
not allow a duplex in an R-1 zone.

ir. {aylor responded to Councilmember lowes that a duplex would be allowed in
X-2. Councilmember l!owes had referenced a previously voiced concern from =
resident of Zikin hills re a scparale dwell'mq unit proposed on a lot in ithis -2
neighborhood. !r. Taylor stated rhat another nublic hearins would be necessary io
address Lhis concern. .

Councitmember X{awalec referenced a leiter from a citizen that sucgested that
spacial use permits in planned developments encourased multi-family d\u:ii’.n.;:s in
R-1 zones, as dupiexes were not permitted. lhe citizen feit duplexes were ucre
preferable than a planned unit development and susggested that a minimus size

™

trace of 6 acres be required for duplexes in R-1.

Councilmember Broadfoot stated thatr he weuld lice 1o delete planned deveiop-
rment-housing and planned development use frow "Dwelling, l'wo-Family - Dupiex in
Section 11 of the proposed ordinance (Section 4.3, Use Group A of the Develonment
Ordinance). ‘r. Barrett advised thai this issue would bhe befter addressed ai the

i i s "
Veriised.

january public hearing, as it had not been ad

J



&9~

Councilmernber liowes fel:r that planned unit developments did provide for a varieiy
¢f housing types——from e,m*lo—mn ily to multi=family, inciuding dupiexes.

ir. laylor advised Councilmermber Yawalec that the developer of Littie
propose a planned development in lieu of a subdivision.

ould

-
(8]

& ~,~O——7(33, revised) CARRIED o [

T/ TR S~ 1 R AR
DROADFOOL, fn‘nuL};L., IOVIES, adD
THORPE, N‘IJ AND TAYOR '

GOTTIOMN TO A
cot r:\m” '

CiP PO

ANCORDINANCE AMENDING THE CHUAPEL HILL DEVELOPIEMNT ORDINANCE (53-0-70a)

~

- [T ORDAINED by the Council of the Town of Chapel (il that the Chape
Hevelonm 'nt Ordinance be amended as follows:

S5ECTION 1

L0D the phrase - Including Accessory Anartment” to the use identified as "Dwell-

ing, lTwo Family” in Section 4.3 under Use sroup A.

SECTION 11

RSERT welling, two Family = Duplex" as a new usc following "Dwelling, lwo
Pamily--Including Accessory Apartment” in Section 4.3 under Usc Group s and

desianate {1 as a permitted principle use (P} in the [C-1, 1C-2, CC, HC, 0OI-G,
G1-2, O1-1, E-5, R-5, R-4, R=3, R-2, and RI districts, and in a D=1 and Po-idl.

SECTION 111
BELETY Section 18.40 (Reserved, and Seciion 10.40 (Reserved), RENULBEIRED Scctions

28.30 through 18.45 as Sections 18.40 throuoh 10.406, and TNSERT the following new

Sections 18.38 and 18,39,

036 Dwelling, Pwo-Family--Including Accessory apartment: A dwelling or com-
bination of dwellinas on a single zoning lol consisting of two (2) dwellin
units, provided ihe floor area of one of the dwelling units does not excee
[ifty percent (50%) of the floor araa of the other dwelling unit, nor is
asreater than 750 square feet and further provided the dweliing's exterior

desion  and  entry locations give the dwelling the appearance of a

singie-family dwelling.

[Soye]

15,39 Dwelling, lwo-Family-—Duplex: A dwelling or combination of dwellings on a
single z,om'na; for  consisting  of two (2) dwelling mi:s (other than a
two-family dwelling——including accessory apariment--sce Section 16.38 above).

SECTION TV
his ordinance shall be effective as of Septeniber 5, 1983, but shall not apnly 1o
iny apnplication for subdivision or 5Special Use Permit (i) submitted to the [won
nrior to September 5, 1535, and (ii) with respect to which subdivision or Special
Use Permit substantial expenditures were made in good faith prior to the date of
adeption of this ordinance.

SECTION ¥

hat all ordinances and nortions of ordinances in conflict herewith are lhercoy
repealed

his the Dih day of December, 1903.



Consideration of Ordinance /Hmns’tirm the Chapel i1l Developrent Ordinance (1o
eiiniinate transfer of aliowable floor ares tc a lower density zone in a planned
development)

¥r. Roscoe Reeve, Chair of the Planning Board, stated that the Doard supporied
maintaining the iransfer of allowable floor area density as it would aive the
developmer the opportunity to balance the location of units and the allocation of
open space belween two wnicces of adjoining property (with different zones) ‘o
achieve an optimal »lan.

Lire  laylor stated that the “anager concurrcd with the Planning loard ana
rcco:’umendeu retaining curreni wrcvi@io“% for transfer of fioor area. ile stated tha
it would Dbe made clear to the Touncil when a transfer of density was involved in o
proposal.

Mr. Barrett explained to Councilimeriber Droadfoot that "if the effects of a [density]
transfer..have an affect on vour perception of the four findings...lhen you can
decline...to allow a transfer.”

EROBROADFQOT MNOVED, SECONDED BY COUNHNCILMEMBER PASOUINI, abob-

COUNCIL: !
OF HANCE 63-0-71.

EXB
IIoN ¢ OR!)I

Councilrniember Pasauini felr such transfer could have a great impact in lighi of
making the four findings, possibly leavin:g the Council in a delicate posirien. e
supoorteﬁ elimination of density transfer. "“5ayor Massif stated that plans could be
approved without the transfer, by having the developer reduce the number of units.

IHE HOTION 10 ADOPT ORDIMNAMCE 83-0-71 (io eliminate iransfer of density) ‘.‘.’/\‘4
DENIED 2 10 6 WIrH COUNCILMEMDERS PASDUINT, DROADTOOT, AND  PRESTO
SUPPORTITING, AND COUNCILMENDERS THORPE, ZOULTON, XAVWALEC, i}’)\f ES, S, 1\fii}'

LIAYOR MNASSIE OPPOSING.

Ordinance to Clarify the Duties of the Library DBoard of lrustees

COURNCILLEMDER HORPE H0OVED, SECONDED Y COUNCILAEMBER PRESION, ADOPITO
OF I'HE FOLLO‘.'.’IT}G ORDINANCE:

AW ORDINANCE  TO CLARIFY 1HE DUTIES OF 1HE LIBRARY BOARD OF [IRUSIHE
(E3-0-72)

BE TI ORDAINED by the Council of the town of Chapel ilill, that the Town Code of
the Town of Chapel Mill is amended by adding a new Section 2-144 1o read acz
IO],’lO‘-\-‘v’S:

"Section 2Z-144. Durties.
fa) aAdvise the Council, Town “anager, and Library Director concerning all
matters relating to fthe operation of a public library sysiem for the lown
of Chapel Hill, taking into consideration the needs and atiitudes of
library users and staff.

fb) Advise the Council, lown ifanager, and Library Director as to the usc
and daily operation of library services and facilities.

{c) Slor< cooperatively with the Friends of the Library in suppor: of the
Library.

{d) take recommendations to the Council concerning the construction arnd
improvement of buildings and other structures for the library systel

(e) Advise the Council, Town ‘lanacer, and Library Director concerning the
annual budget of the iibrary system.

(r) lonitor gift and wemorial donations and endowments of the library, an.
advise the Council on the expenditure of these funds.

() Recommend a scherdule of fines and charces for the late return of, fa:lure
to return, damase to, and loss of library materials, and tace other
measures 1o protect and resulate the use of such materials.



aht

fh) advise the Council on ihe extension of privileges to and use of the
library by non-residents of the lown and any fees associated therewith.

(i) Advise the lown tanager concerning the anpointment of the Library
Director.

{j) llaxe an annual report on the operations of the library to the Councii and

make an annual report to the ;)epartmen‘. of Cultural Resources as

required in G.5. 125-5."

his the Sih day of December, 1003,

e ROTION CARRIED UNANINOUSLY.

Nesolution Ratifying an Agreement for Lenail Services

COUNCILMEMBER ”D‘m’DS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER JAWALEC, ADOPTION OF
RESOLUTTION 03-7-17

Councibmember Thorpe questioned
onnosed the fact that no monetary
this information was not Xnown,

the acquisition of special counsel.

it was set. Councilmeimber Howes stated that

the number of hourg this miaght require, as he
h
t 1that the Council feit that this case warranted

N

HE LOTION 1O ADOPT fHE FOLLOVING RESCLUITTON CARRIED © 10 1
3 B3O M, BROADTO! M 1{\;‘\"1"35 HAWALEC, PASQUINT, PJ 1
GAYOR HASSIE SUPPORTTING, AND CTLAIEN R \J“Uf‘ QPPOSIN

P10 COUNCIL-
M, SUITII, AND

HPE AN

A RESOLUTTON RATIFYING AN AGREEMENT FOR LEGAL SERVICES (63-R-177)

pEOOTT RESOLVED, that the Council of the town of Chapel Hill approves, and
autnorizes the fayoer 1o sign on hehalf of the lown, an a;;r‘ecz’:‘;cm nut_ Lir. John
Junter of Junter, Yharton and Howell for lesal services under terms described in
13¢20)

cir. John Hunter's letter of wovember 17, 19¢3.

his the 5th dav of December, 19863.

Resolution Auithorizing Submission of a fousing Assistance Plan to the United

States Department of Housino and Urban Development

COUNCILIIENBER BOULITON 1OVED, SXCONDED BY COUHCILMENMDER PRESTON, ADOP IO

OF RESOLUTION 83-1-170.

N

vire layior explained to Councilmember Pasquini thar in order for Chapel 1] 1o
quatify fer the Community  Developiment crant, a  ilousing assistance  Plan,
idenrifying nhousing needs in Chapei ilili, was n«;?er.,im;‘:. D would ‘15@ the plan as
suidelines in allocatineg funds to developers and encies in Chapel Hill, Tt would
he up to each quuxfyl ¢ acency Lo apply for furu s 1o ,)rovwl_ various lynes of

~r. Yaylor further explained lh"il Chapel i
and it was estimated that 350,000 1o 53060,000 woul

s 1
requirements of receiving i

he fum,s was ithat Chapel Hill have an approved Jdousin
assistance "lan. Ye continued ithat Chapel !lill would have the choice of how
spend  the woney, but primarily the funds had 1o be used 1o ussist low am

moderaie income people, address urgent needs, or prevent stums and blichrs,
Counciimember Tawalec s:iated that she fell strongly that t}
funds should he used 1o assist 'pzopic in inadequate housing in the community.

1

3

Ui was now an entitlement cominunity
he awarded. One of 7

the majority ol these

laylor stated that the Council could consider 8 wide variety of ways to udr’vrc“'

these needs. A public hearing would bhe scheduled in early npril 1984 for citizens

1t there were currently 241 housing units in the entire Chapel il
s

would qualily under the definition of substandard housinga.

comments on now the funds might be used. He responded to Counciimeriber
1

PHE LOTTON 1D ARQP T 11

£ FOLLOWING RESQLUTION CARRIED UNANINMOUSLY:

area that



A RESOLUTION AULTHORTZING SU OF A

AT

HoUsT:

ASSISTANCE PLad D e U

A RES BLISSTON e
DEVARTIENT OF HOUSING allD URGAN DEVELOPIENT (23-R-170)

DE I RECOLVED that the Council of the lown of Chapel iill hereby authorizes the
stanager to submit a Housing Assistance Plan to the ”.\J. Department of Housinag and
Urban Development (11UD) by December 31, 1983, as generally described in a repor!
to Council dated December %, 1683, and to provide such additional information as
HiJD way require.

the 5th day of December, 1563,

Resolution of Support of a ilead Start Program
COUNCILMENDER HO”‘.’T'EJ MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER BOULITON, ADOP TSN OF
£ FOLLOWING RESOLUT I(m:

& RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT OF o lEaD STARY

PROG

IATAATERN b A
YA S

(o9

TAS, the 1984 llead Start budget includes an increase of $74,000 for expansion
of existing programs, funding of new grantees where ilead Start services are not
present in the community, and the creation of innovalive programs; and
VIAEREAS, the Chapnel {iill - Carrboro area is eligible to receive funding o
estabdlish a Head Ziart prograry for low—incoine three and four year old children and

their families; and

¥ the Chapel liti [raininy Cutreach Project is submitting an anplication
secxings funding to establish such a center at the First Baptist "r 1rc1 on Roverson
treet;

MOV, THEREFORYE, BE that the lown CTouncil of the lown of CThapet (il
endorses and supports

this the 5th day of December, 1983.

Resclution Authorizing the Manager to lnter Into a Lease for a Portion of the
Post Office/Court ,;uuding; for a Teen Center

Ci RBERPRESTON OVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILIIEMDER 30ULTON, aADOPIION
OF (hy FOLLOWING NESCOLUIION:

n RESCQLUTION AUTHORIZING UIE ,"/‘?I/\CER TO EHIER INTO A LEASE FOR A PORITIO
OF I'iE PCST OFFICE C’\ JRE BUILDING FOR A IEEM CENITIR (83-R-18C)

VAEREAS, the Council of the Town of Chapel Hill is supportive of wholesorie
recreation and social activities for local teenagers; and

VIIDREAS, the Council has determined !'hat the three rooms in the bascment of the
Post Cffice/Court Building as indicated by the shaded areas on the attached ficer
plan will not be needed by the Fewn for ithe term of the lease as proposed; and
VHEREAS, pursuant o General Statute 100A-272, a notice of intent to enter into &
lease agreement with the Downfown Chapel itl association was publisticr on
Hovember 23, 14983;

. EFORE, BE I1T RIESOLVED by the Council of the lown of Chapel ilill that the
lown anager is hereby authorized to enier into, and ifo sign on hehalfl of ihe
lown, a lease with the Downtown Chapel ifiil association for approximately 2,400
square fect in the basement of the i‘os: Office/Court bBuilding at 179 E. Fraunciin
Sireet for the operation of a leen Center, said lease being substantially in the
form as presented by the Llanager on MNovewmber 14, 19583, and as described in the
“lanager's report of December ©§ oon thls i t‘L r for a period of one year, and an
option for an additional vear.

This the 5th day of December, 1983.
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'‘roposed Resolution itegarding Village Companies Foundalion
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is itemn had been removed from the aAgenda by Councilitember Droadfoot during
VDA
Al

itions."
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"Is. Brenda Cherry, bYeputy Town CTlerk, stated in response to a question {rom
Councilinember fowes, that iir. James YWebb, Historic Qistrict Commission incumbent,
had served two full consecutive terms.

Councilmember fltowes stated that the Council's p ‘Licv was to not encourase advisory

hoard r'wr;fi,)ers to serve more than two Fuil onsccutive teriss f{ref. resolution

~ IS n v ISy N Y 3 . . X ; X oot ekl < 1

L O—-R=00, adopted February 20, 1979, and uf;;enucd Aungust 285, 1862). e added that
1

{

- 2
ir. Yebb has rendered exiraordinary service to the Commission,' but did not wish
fo violate the Council's resolution.

e following vote was taxen:

-—arthur llarxs {7 votes): 'fowes, “avalec, BDroadfcot, Souiten, Smith, I'horpe, and
Hassift.

--Randall Sarher (€ votes): llowes, Zroadfoot, Boulion, Smith, Preston, [herpe,

Pasquini, and HNassif.

-—{nox Tate (9 votes): lowes, K{awalec, Broadfoor, Boulicn, Suitn, Preston, lhorpe,
.

Pasquini, and Nassif.
Toinone Walhly (9 ~ Y. 0T PP P AN
-—jaes venn (4 voles): rlowes, ana Sniin.
-=liichael Cuipepper (2 votes): Preston, uand Pasquini.
-~Lynn Tgoe (1 vote): Preston.
-—Franik Pendergraft (0 votes).
-=Donald Shaw (2 votes): Tawalec, and Hassif.
~"Lu<e™ Payge (5 voies): Kawalec, Broadfoot, loulion, lhorpe, and Pasquini.

iThe following persons were appointed to serve three-year terms on the listoric
Listrict Commission:
Arthur Mark
Randall Sather
{nox late
"Luxe'" Page

ihe Council elecied to nostpone the Council budger wor< session from December 19,
1285 to January 1484.
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no further business to come before the Touncil, the me eting was
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Josed L. ITaYsil, Tlav#r
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david 3. Roberts, Town Clerk




