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______________________________________________________________________________





The special regular meeting of the Petersburg City Council was held on Tuesday, April 28, 2020, on live stream.  Mayor Parham called the meeting to order at 12:18p.m.

1.
ROLL CALL:

Present:


 Council Member Charles H. Cuthbert, Jr.
 Council Member Annette Smith-Lee

 Council Member Treska Wilson-Smith

 Council Member W. Howard Myers

 Council Member Darrin Hill

 Vice Mayor A. Hart, Sr.

 Mayor Samuel Parham

Absent:
 Council Member Darrin Hill (arrived after roll call)
Present from City Administration: 




City Manager Aretha R. Ferrell-Benavides 



City Attorney Anthony C. Williams 

Clerk of Council Nykesha D. Jackson
2.
PRAYER:


Mayor Parham stated, “Councilman Hill will lead us in our opening prayer.”

Council Member Hill led the council meeting in prayer.

3.
CLOSED SESSION:
*No items for a closed session.
4.
MOMENT OF SILENCE:
Council Member Myers led the meeting into the moment of silence.
5.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:
Council Member Myers led council and the citizens in the pledge of allegiance.
6.
DETERMINATION OF THE PRESENCE OF A QUORUM:

A quorum was determined with the presence of all City Council Members.
Mayor Parham stated, “Good Afternoon Everyone. I know we are still adjusting to the current setup for City Council meetings, but I want to ensure we continue to insert our Positive Petersburg moment. Today I want to recognize and congratulate Southside Virginia Emergency Crew on their 75th anniversary this May. Our community truly appreciates the Southside Virginia Emergency Crew and their continuous commitment to the City of Petersburg since 1945. The Southside Virginia Emergency Crew answers thousands of calls for service each year and they have accumulated more than a million-man hours serving the City of Petersburg and surrounding communities. Please join me in a round of applause for the Southside Virginia Emergency Crew celebrating 75 years next month.”
7.
PROCLAMATIONS/RECOGNITIONS/PRESENTATION OF CEREMONIAL PROCLAMATIONS:
*No items for this portion of the agenda.
Mayor Parham stated, “We are going to move on to our Positive Petersburg Story. I know we’re still adjusting to the current setup for City Council meetings, but I want to ensure we continue to insert our Positive Petersburg moment. Today I want to recognize and congratulate Southside Virginia Emergency Crew on their 75th anniversary this May. Our community truly appreciates the Southside Virginia Emergency Crew and their continuous commitment to the City of Petersburg since 1945. The Southside Virginia Emergency Crew answers thousands of calls for service each year and they’ve accumulated more than a million-man hours serving the City of Petersburg and surrounding communities. Please join me in a round of applause for the Southside Virginia Emergency Crew celebrating 75 years next month. 

8.
REPORTS/RESPONSES TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC INFORMATION PERIOD:

Folakemi Osoba, Public Information Period, read comments and responses from previous public information at the April 28, 2020, regular council meeting.

1. What is Petersburg’s population size?
Answer: According to the Weldon Cooper Center for Public Service Demographics Research Group, the population size for Petersburg as of July 1, 2019, is 31,340.
2. Why does Petersburg not recognize the Personal Property Taxes 100% service connection for disabled veterans?

Answer: This was changed in the City Code for the City of Petersburg and not all localities in the Commonwealth of Virginia honor this exemption for personal property.
9.
COMMUNICATIONS/SPECIAL REPORTS:
a. City Manager Report – Aretha R. Ferrell-Benavides, City Manager (Paper Handout)
Mrs. Benavides stated, “During this time we will wait to do our report under the financial update.”
b. A presentation on the proposed allocation of funding for the CDBG program years of 2020-2021 and the Fiscal Year of 2021.
Michelle Peters, Director of Planning and Community Development gave a PowerPoint presentation on the proposed allocation of funding for the CDBG program years of 2020-2021 and the Fiscal Year of 2021.
Key points:
· 1st priority - City projects that support of the City’s Revitalization Strategy for the stabilization and/or enhancement of its residential and commercials environments and may encourage further investment by others.
· 2nd priority – Public facilities that support the City’s Revitalization Strategy for the stabilization. These may include facilities owned by private not for profit agencies open to the public. These may include recreation centers, tennis courts, ball fields, museums, theaters, health clinics and others.

· 3rd priority – Planning activities of a general planning nature which is not directly related to a project, such as a playground, recreation center or any capital project. This category would include strategic planning, preparation of a comprehensive plan, revitalization plans and others. Project related planning is eligible as a project cost but must be specific such as planning for the development of a playground or neighborhood center.

· 4th priority – Public services which may include City or private non-profit services to low- and moderate-income persons or families. These may include services for the elderly, youth, the homeless and others. This category is subject to the HUD 15% cap.

c. Financial Update
Mrs. Benavides gave a presentation of the City’s Finances.

Key points

· When COVID-19 hit it was realized that the budget needed to be looked at again. 

· COVID-19 has not only affected the City but the entire country. 

· There is some CDBG funding that will be coming in to assist with COVID-19.
· There is transit funding so that the City can continue transportation in the City. There is also the potential for health and human services funding and many of the stimulus money that may be focused for the City.

· The City is looking at federal and state policy changes. 

· With federal there is some delayed income tax.

· We are looking at limited staff due to health issues and childcare.

Robert Floyd, Budget and Procurement Director, gave a briefing on the City’s finances.

Key points:
· The City’s original budget was $76.1 million in revenue and expenditures. Based on the analysis today the revenue will be about $72 million, and expenditures will be $71.2 million. There is over an $800,000 revenue surplus. This is based on the COVID-19 issue that is worldwide.
Mrs. Benavides added to the presentation.

· Nothing is currently official at this time.

· There is currently nonessential hiring freeze has been created and is in place.

· There is a potential reduction in force and lay-offs, potential furloughs and also the discussion of early retirement incentives.

· The other area that was looked at was non-personnel expenditures. This would include travel and training and policy adjustments. 

· There are 52 employees with over 20 years of service.
Chief Mark Milazzo gave presentation briefing for the Fire Department.

Key points:

· Currently, Station 4 is closed. It may be cost effective to build a prefab fire station.

· Station 4 was closed for financial constraints that is going to take to remediate the problems. Other factors were the study that was done back in 2016 and based on the recommendation of the FY2017 program to eliminate the gap.

· There was discussion that the property can be sold, and the proceeds go to building a new station and be an EMS component. The impact would be on the response time.

Tangela Innis, Director of Public Works and Public Utilities, presented information on statistics and recommendations.
Key points:

· The City has approximately 12,850 active property addresses. 

· There are approximately 539 stormwater accounts.

· From July 1, 2019, to January 31, 2020, the City suspended approximately 731 individual accounts. Since then the City has not initiated or executed and disconnection of services.
· The City has approximately 320 customers who has reconnected services by making payments of delinquent balances. There are 147 customers who started new service at that same address that was once suspended.

· There are 264 property addresses that do not have a record of reconnection or establishing new services. 

· The City’s FY20 Utility Fund is budgeted at $14,722,754.
· The City has over 3,210 delinquent accounts that are over 90 days past due that are equal to approximately $3,249,791.

· The Department of Social Services does not provide assistance as it relates to water service. However, their assistance programs are with heating and cooling.
· Billing and Collections would generate a report in BAI of delinquent accounts due to nonpayment and/or broken payment agreements.
City Council Meeting recessed at 1:00pm due to hackers on live stream. 

Meeting started back at 2:11pm.

Mrs. Innis stated, “So, where we left off at was that as a standing practice with the Department of Social Services does not provide assistance as it relates to water service. However, their assistance programs are with heating and cooling. Billing and Collections would generate a report in BAI of delinquent accounts due to nonpayment and/or broken payment agreements. Billing and Collections would then generate a work order to have services disconnected and our financial management system will be changed from active to inactive. Public Utilities Department will receive the work order from billing and collections and then the customer will be disconnected. Our process for reconnecting services is as follows:
· Billing and Collections would receive a request to reactive services for the customer.

· Customer would pay all delinquent balances and pay a new deposit to have the services reconnected.

· Billing and Collections would then generate a work order to reconnect and the account status would be changed from inactive to active.

· The public utilities office would then receive the work order and then the customer would be reconnected.”

Mrs. Innis stated, “The following statements would are our recommendation for the council to consider. We would ask the City Council to temporarily suspend Code Section 114.50 of City Code and adopt an ordinance. This ordinance will allow the City to establish and implement a process to reestablish services for customers who were previously suspended to remain in effect until the dissolution of the executive order by Governor Northam. The next recommendation we recommend that City Council approve one of the following: (1)50% of the delinquent amount paid in a payment agreement must be signed when the request to reconnect services has been requested, (2) 75% of the outstanding amount must be paid within six months in addition to the current utility bill and the final option would be, (3) 0% paid down if you reconnect all of the services for delinquent accounts without deposit or reconnection fees, services reconnected with no payment agreement for the past due amount. The City would be reconnecting services for accounts with delinquent balances with no option to collect any delinquent balances. If this option is chosen numerous customers could decide to not make payments for services. Although highly unlikely this is an option that must be explored. It could result in a collapse of our utility fund as the City would not be allowed to disconnect for any nonpayment. To work in collaboration with the state corporate commission, the City will work with the customers that are disconnected to be reconnected and offer payment plans and waive reconnection fees. Our proposed plan would be that we implement and send out a public notification of the delinquent reconnection plan and establish a customer connect line email address that would be managed by City personnel in the City Hall Annex building. The customer connect line and email will occur for a two-week period beginning May 4th and ending May 15th, from the hours of 9:30am to 3:30pm. Customers will contact the City who do not have water services. The customers information will be verified, and payments terms will be established, and guidelines will be provided to the customer as what are the next steps of the process. Finally, the utility staffing will determine the need to install a meter or reconnect services.”
Mrs. Benavides gave an overview of the financial update on the City.

Mrs. Benavides stated, “Mayor and Council, what we need from you. Two things have happened today. We have talked about our budget reduction plan and how we address out budget shortfalls. Some discussion has taken place. As we mentioned earlier, we have moved forward with a spending freeze. So, that has actually taken place. So, one of things that we have done is that we have identified some individuals for reduction and force. What we are recommending and want council support for are the following: 
· Our instituted hiring freeze.

· Our reduction in force.

· Looked at consolidation of positions.

· Looked at supplies, travel and trading and have fled lined those budgets into the spending freeze. 

· Talked about the collection schedule.”

Mrs. Benavides stated, “What we would like to be able to bring back to council is a proposal to adjust the collection the collection schedule for the City of Petersburg. The last and final item based on our discussion, is as we look at the cost of early retirement, part of that is based on the high cost that is associated with vacation payment. One of the concepts that we would like to bring back to council is for the City of Petersburg from a long-term standpoint to look at instituting universal leads with merging both sick leave and annual leave into one leave categories. That would allow us a little bit better and we would also look at policies on an annual basis that the City may consider not caring over leave, however paying individuals out at the end of the fiscal year. So, those would be the policies that we would bring back to council discussion as part of this plan at our next council meeting.”

There was discussion among City Council and staff.

Council Member Wilson-Smith made a motion to reschedule the meeting.

Mayor Parham stated, “We have a lot of public hearings that were advertised. I would ask that the council members come to transit and hope to get something accomplished.”

Council Member Wilson-Smith stated, “I cannot hear or understand you.”

Mayor Parham stated, “I would like if council could take a recess for an hour so that we can reconvene at transit and space out six feet apart like in the first emergency meeting that was planned. And we will get all of council here and prepare a place by 4:00pm today. We have public hearings on the budget that were advertised, and we can take the call ins from the public. I have all of the presenters here at transit as well and can have council here in person. The public was notified today, and they can call in and we can provide the information and the agenda is online.”

City Council recessed at 3:12pm and meet at transit station by 4:00pm.

Mayor Parham stated, “We took an hour recess and we are about to get back to the meeting. And we were in the financial update and we had discussion. I would like to amend the agenda to add in a closed session right now. And I would entertain a motion.”
Council Member Myers made a motion to amend and add a closed session to the agenda. The motion was seconded by Council member Smith-Lee.

Mayor Parham stated, “This is a motion for discussion pertaining to evaluation and performance of specific public officers.”

The motion was approved on roll call.  On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Wilson-Smith, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hart and Parham; Absent: Hill

Mayor Parham stated he would entertain a motion to convene in the closed session pursuant to §2.2-3711(A)(1) of the Code of Virginia for the purpose of discussion pertaining to performance and evaluation appointment of specific public employees of the City of Petersburg specifically including but not limited to the subject of performance, assignment, and appointment specific public employees of the City of Petersburg. 

Vice Mayor Hart moved that the City Council go into closed session for the purposes noted by Mayor Parham. The motion was seconded by Council Member Smith-Lee.  There was no discussion on the motion, which was approved on roll call vote.  

On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Wilson-Smith, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hart, and Parham; Absent: Hill 

City Council entered closed session at 4:11 p.m. 

CERTIFICATION:

Mr. Williams stated, “The Mayor would entertain a motion to conclude the closed session called this evening to certify in accordance with §2.2-3712 that the Code of Virginia that to the best of each members knowledge that only public business matter lawfully exempted from the opening meeting requirements were discussed and that only such public business matters were identified in the motion by which the closed meeting was convened, heard, discussed or considered. If any member believes that there was a departure from the foregoing requirements should so state prior to the vote indicating the substance for departure that in his or her judgment has taken place. This requires a roll call vote Mr. Mayor.”

Council Member Myers made a motion to return City Council into open session and certify the purposes of the closed session.  The motion was seconded by Council Member Cuthbert. There was no discussion on the motion.

The motion was approved on roll call vote.

On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill, Hart, and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith

20-R-17
A RESOLUTION CERTIFYING, AS REQUIRED BY THE CODE OF VIRGINIA, SECTION 2.2-3712, THAT TO THE BEST OF EACH MEMBER’S KNOWLEDGE, ONLY PUBLIC BUSINESS MATTERS LAWFULLY EXEMPTED FROM OPEN MEETING REQUIREMENTS OF VIRGINIA LAW WERE DISCUSSED IN THE CLOSED SESSION, AND ONLY SUCH PUBLIC BUSINESS MATTERS AS WERE IDENTIFIED IN THE MOTION CONVENING THE CLOSED SESSION WERE HEARD, DISCUSSED, OR CONSIDERED.

City Council returned to opened session at 5:29 p.m.

Mrs. Benavides stated, “I think the last area that we were on was the fire update. The fire department is here and if you would they have been waiting to speak with you and give their presentation. If we would allow them to just give their presentation to run through it.”

Mark Milazzo, Fire Department, gave a presentation and update on the fire department with a PowerPoint presentation.
Key points:

· $26,000 was spent to remove the mold.

· $17,000 was spent yearly on utilities.

· There is an unknown amount spent to repair building.

· There have been numerous building additions in the past decades. There has been four times that the building has been added on.
· Station 4 is currently closed and is still being evaluated.

· Station 4 was closed for financial constraints for remediation.

· The property could possibly be sold, and proceeds would go to building a new station.

· Johnson Road station is the newest station and they services the schools, senior facilities and the Walnut Hill area.

There was discussion among City Council Members and staff.
Financial Update from City Manager:

Key Points:

· Non-essential Hiring Freeze

· Reduction in Force (Layoffs)

· Furloughs

· Consolidation of positions/functions

· Early Retirement Incentives

· Spending Freeze on all non-essential expenditures

· Policy adjustment regarding leave time and collection schedule

Mayor Parham stated, “I think the wording that the City Manager wants is ‘I need a motion to approve the plan for budget cutting including moving forward with hiring freeze, layoffs and moving forward with consolidation and merger of functions.’”

Mrs. Benavides stated, “And non-essential spending freeze.”

Mayor Parham stated, “And lastly the non-essential spending freeze. We need a motion on the floor so that the City Manager can move forward.”
Vice Mayor Hart made the motion to approve the plan from the City Manager for budget cutting which includes hiring freeze, layoffs, consolidation and merger of functions, and non-essential spending freeze. The motion was seconded by Council Member Myers. The motion was approved on roll call.  On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill, Hart and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith

Mrs. Benavides stated, “I would like to recommend that the City move to universal league. The second part is I would like for us moving forward on how we can lower that threshold of carryover. And also, in some cities that I have been in offering annual payout. What those programs do is eliminate leave. Many people realize that I have sick leave and I cannot take it with me. So, if I am going to retire, and I will use someone I know before they retired from City government. They went and had surgery and after they had surgery, they took off a month or two of their time because they were on family medical leave. One of the things that we find is when we move to universal league, which is a term that is used often, it changes that scenario. The other part is if I have been here 30 years and I have 1,000 to 2,000 hours of leave, I may have not earned that leave at the salary that I am at now. But I am paying that leave out at a much higher salary. The reason people move to this and do an annual payout is because it then gives you that carryout. You will have some carryover but not at the large levels in which we do now. Right now, in some cases you can carry 240 hours of leave and it is unlimited sick leave. The last part of that is as we look at that range it is a lot. And what happen when we had our 10% reduction there was a large exiting and we once again saw this same scenario affect us. So, what I would like to do is to bring back to council at our next council meeting a policy change. And it will have a process for those who accumulated, they have a right to that time, and you have a right to let them have that time of how we end our leave time and protect the City in the future. I just need a consensus that that is something that you want back for questions.”
There was discussion among City Council and staff.

10.
APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA (to include minutes of previous meeting/s)
a. A request to schedule a public hearing for an amendment to the Tourism and Economic Development sections of the City of Petersburg Comprehensive Plan.
b. A request for a public hearing be scheduled for the proposed uses of Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds for the program year 2020-2021.

c. Minutes of March 31, 2020, Special City Council Meeting.

There was some discussion by the City Attorney regarding item 10a, which the item states May 12th and it should be May 19, 2020.


Council Member Myers made a motion to approve the consent agenda and to schedule the public hearings for May 19, 2020. The motion was seconded by Council Member Smith-Lee. The motion was approved on roll call.  On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill, Hart and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith
11.
OFFICIAL PUBLIC HEARINGS:

a. A public hearing on a proposed ordinance granting the City Manager the authority to sign a Deed of Easement on City owned land located at 1976 Defense Road.
BACKGROUND: 
There is a small strip of land which is owned by the City of Petersburg that runs parallel between the property owned by Bernard G. Kirkpatrick and Defense Road. The driveway belonging to 1976 Defense Road crosses over a portion of that strip of land owned by the City of Petersburg and the driveway is the only means of ingress/egress for the property to Defense Road. 
The existing driveway has been in its current location for over 40 years and request is now being made for the granting of an easement for the land that is crosses over so that the driveway can remain in its current location and continue to serve as the means of ingress/egress for the property to Defense Road.

RECOMMENDATION: 
For City Council to approve the ordinance and grant the City Manager the authority to sign a Deed of Easement on City property at 1976 Defense Road.
Council Member Hill made a motion to approve the ordinance and grant the City Manager the authority to sign a Deed of Easement on City property at 1976 Defense Road. The motion was seconded by Council Member Smith-Lee.
Mayor Parham opened the floor for public comments.

Seeing no hands, Mayor Parham closed the public comments.

The motion was approved on roll call.  On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill, Hart and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith
20-ORD-13
an ordinance to authorize an easement for an existing driveway at 1976 defense road.
b. A public hearing on authorizing Dinwiddie County Water Authority (DCWA) to provide water within the City for fire protection at the Dominion Energy Locks Yard.
BACKGROUND: 
The Dominion Energy Locks is an approved Site Plan (18SP-10), covering site improvement, extension of public utilities, and building construction for a warehouse facility. The property is on land owned by Dominion Energy within the City and contiguous with their project in Dinwiddie County along W. Washington Street. During the fire suppression system design, it was identified by Dominion’s consultant that the proposed supply from the Petersburg would be inadequate to address their needs. This stems from the fact that the site is relatively isolated from the rest of the City’s water system and exists at the terminus of a single 8” waterline across Rohoic Creek.
Dominion has extended significant (DCWA) water infrastructure adjacent to, and west of, the site in order to supply their newly constructed facility just to the west of Petersburg and within Dinwiddie County. The DCWA water system has the ability to meet the fire protection requirements of the Locks Yard where it extended to the subject site.

Dominion has proposed extending existing DCWA waterlines across the City’s boundary to provide onsite water infrastructure to include fire hydrants and fire lines to the buildings. The facility will remain a domestic water (and sewer) customer of the City.

An amendment to the approved site plan will be submitted to the City for formal review through the standard development review process.

RECOMMENDATION: 
City Council to approve the ordinance authorizing Dinwiddie County Water Authority (DCWA) to provide water within the City for fire protection at the Dominion Energy Locks Yard.
Mayor Parham opened the floor for public comments.

Seeing no hands, Mayor Parham closed the public comments.

Vice Mayor Hart made a motion to approve the ordinance authorizing Dinwiddie County Water Authority (DCWA) to provide water within the City for fire protection at the Dominion Energy Locks Yard. The motion was seconded by Council Member Smith-Lee. The motion was approved on roll call.  On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill, Hart and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith

20-ORD-14
an ordinance to authorize Dinwiddie county water authority (dcwa) to provide water within the city for fire protection at the dominion energy locks yard.
c. A public hearing on an ordinance authorizing the sale of 1203 West Washington Street.
BACKGROUND: 
The City has received a proposal from Ms. Katherine Patterson to purchase the following City-owned property:

	Parcel ID
	Premise
	Street
	Proposed Use

	024-220019
	1203
	W Washington Street
	Single Family Home


Ms. Katherine Patterson proposes to develop the property as an owner-occupied single-family residence.

The parcel is located in a residential neighborhood and the building on the parcel has been vacant for several years. The building is a former single-family residence. The site includes a .144-acre parcel with a building that is 1,544 sf. Potential benefits include, a revitalized vacant residential building, increased value of the property, and revenue from a City-owned property back on the tax roll.
The assessed value of the property is $32,700.00. the offer price is $20,000, and the proposed private investment is $35,000.

In accordance with applicable legal requirements. A public hearing is required prior to approving and authorizing the sale of City-owned property.

During the April 14, 2020 City Council meeting the City Council scheduled a public hearing to consider this item on April 28, 2020.

RECOMMENDATION: 
It is recommended that City Council hold a public hearing and consider the adoption of an ordinance approving  and authorizing the City Manager to execute a purchase agreement and proceed with the sale of City-owned property in accordance with the applicable legal requirements.
Mayor Parham opened the floor for public comments.

Seeing no hands, Mayor Parham closed the public comments.

Vice Mayor Hill made a motion to approve the ordinance authorizing Dinwiddie County Water Authority (DCWA) to provide water within the City for fire protection at the Dominion Energy Locks Yard. The motion was seconded by Council Member Vice Mayor Hart. The motion was approved on roll call.  On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill, Hart and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith

20-ORD-15
an ordinance to approve and authorize the city manager to execute a purchase agreement and proceed with the sale of city-owned property in accordance with the applicable legal requirements of property located at 1203 west washington street.
d. A public hearing on an ordinance authorizing the sale of 857 E. Bank Street. 
BACKGROUND: 
The City has received a proposal from Ms. Katherine Patterson to purchase the following City-owned property:

	Parcel ID
	Premise
	Street
	Proposed Use

	012-070015
	857
	E Bank Street
	Single Family Home


Optimal Capital Resource, LLC proposes to develop the property as an owner-occupied single-family residence.

The parcel is located in a residential neighborhood and the parcel has been vacant for several years. The site includes a 0.124-acre parcel. Potential benefits include a revitalized vacant residential lot, increased value of the property, and revenue from a City-owned property back on the tax roll.
The assessed value of the property is $10,700.00. The offer price is $1,000, and the proposed private investment is $140,000.

In accordance with the applicable legal requirements, a public hearing is required prior to approving and authorizing the sale of City-owned property. During the February 18, 2020, City Council meeting, the City Council scheduled a public hearing to consider this item on March 3, 2020. During the April 14, 2020, City Council meeting the City Council scheduled a public hearing to consider this item on April 28, 2020.

RECOMMENDATION: 
It is recommended that City Council hold a public hearing on April 28, 2020, and subsequently considers adoption of an ordinance approving and authorizing the City Manager to execute a purchase agreement  and proceed with the sale of City owned property in accordance with applicable legal requirements. 
Council Member Myers made a motion adopt an ordinance approving and authorizing the City Manager to execute a purchase agreement and proceed with the sale of City owned property in accordance with applicable legal requirements of property at 857 E. Bank Street.
Mayor Parham opened the floor for public comments.

Seeing no hands, Mayor Parham closed the public comments.

The motion was approved on roll call.  On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill, Hart and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith

20-ORD-16
an ordinance to approve and authorize the city manager to execute a purchase agreement and proceed with the sale of city-owned property in accordance with the applicable legal requirements of property located at 857 e. bank street.
e. A public hearing for the Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Operating Budget.
BACKGROUND: 
This proposed budget amends the General fund, special Revenue Funds, and Enterprise Funds. The Special Revenue Fund amendments include the Community Development Block Grant Fund, Grants Fund, and Street Funds, the Stormwater Fund and the Transit Fund. The Enterprise Funds amendment includes the utilities fund and the Gold Course Fund. Below is a list of proposed budget amounts in each fund.
	Fund 
	Proposed Operating Budget

	General Fund
	$73,338,140

	Grants Fund
	$785,302

	Streets Fund
	$5,981,699

	CDBG Fund
	$1,592,032

	Stormwater Fund
	$1,460,249

	Transit Fund 
	$4,843,163

	Utilities Fund
	$15,119,619

	Golf Course Fund
	$1,204,850


RECOMMENDATION: 
Hold a public hearing on April 28, 2020, for citizen comments. 

Robert Floyd, Director of Budget and Procurement, gave a brief overview of the operating budget.

Mayor Parham opened the floor for public comments.


Barb Rudolph, 1675 Mt. Vernon Street, stated, “I just heard Mr. Floyd say something about he was going through the budget calendar and he mentioned the 12th of May for a second reading. But I do not know if he said public hearing. That is what is on the copy that is in the agenda packet. So, I am hoping that there will be a public hearing since this one, through no fault of anyone, did not allow the citizens to see the charts that were being presented and discussed by Mr. Floyd. And I would like an opportunity to see those and have perhaps a chance for the public to talk that’s not seven hours into the meeting. Also, I do not think that April 31st is a date. So, may be check that. My bigger over biting question, we also talked today, and again without a lot of authority for the public to see it about the fiscal year 2020 or the current year reduction that is being taken. I think it would be important to know how are the deductions being implemented in the fourth quarter of the fiscal year 2020. How does that tie in with the budget plan of fiscal year 2021? Which is the topic of this public hearing. This would be helpful for council and the citizens if the City can come back with both of those and show the plans that go for each year showing how you transition from this year into next year. Because of the challenge of reduced revenues which I recognize are tough. And I am sympathetic with the job that all of you have to do. But I think I am seeing the big picture all at once and knowing what the council priorities are and it would have this make a lot more sense. Thank you.”
Marcus Squired, 1701 Monticello Street, stated, “My comments are regarding the Southside Depot. Is the City going to update the billing and collections software? Is the City still going to follow through with pre-submitted sponsored grants? Is the City going to address top heavy budget? Is the City going to follow through with the blight survey? Has the City looked at possibly using a different scale? The cost was stated that it was going to go up dramatically. The FEMA Grant would help rebuild the fire stations. Those are all of my comments at this time. Thank you.”

Seeing no further hands, Mayor Parham closed public hearing.

Mayor Parham stated, “Information provided on the 2020-2021 Operating Budget is currently on the City’s website. And that information on tonight’s budget was first presented at the previous council meeting where it was uploaded and available for all public to access. Thank you and we will move right along.
There was discussion among City Council and staff.

f. A public hearing to consider an ordinance authorizing the sale of 1000 Diamond Street. 
BACKGROUND: 
The City has received a proposal from PB Petersburg Owner LLC to purchase the following City-owned property:
	Parcel ID
	Premise
	Street
	Proposed Use

	044-080006
	1000
	Diamond Street
	Mixed Use


PB Petersburg Owner LLC proposes to develop the property to include a community Space and 50 one-and-two-bedroom apartments. Residential units will be prioritized for seniors and veterans and there will also be set aside ground floor space for community uses. Proposed outdoor playgrounds/gazebo will be open for community use as well.
The assessed value of the property is $5,168,100.00. The offer price is $10, and the proposed private investment is $6,000,000. Proposed financing includes Owner Equity (11%), Tax Credit Equity (43%), Bank Debt (46%).

They are currently proposing 25 1-bedroom units and 25 2-bedroom units but will need to confirm once an architect has provided a report. The first-floor gym and office area would be community space available to non-residents.

Development would have to comply with the zoning of the parcel. The current zoning is R-2. A change in zoning would be required to permit the proposed use.

In accordance with applicable legal requirement. A public hearing is required prior to approving and authorizing the sale of City-owned property.

During the February 4, 2020, City Council meeting, the City Council approved the consent agenda item to schedule a public hearing on February 18, 2020, regarding a proposal to purchase and develop City-owned property at 1000 Diamond Street, and consideration of an ordinance authorizing the City Manager to execute a purchase agreement toward the sale of the City-owned property. The item was not heard on February 18, 2020. During the April 14, 2020, City Council Meeting, the City Council subsequently scheduled a public hearing to be held on April 28, 2020.

RECOMMENDATION: 
To hold a public hearing and consider an ordinance that authorizes the City Manager to execute a Purchase Agreement and proceed with the sale of City-owned property in accordance with applicable legal requirements.
Council Member Myers made a motion adopt an ordinance approving and authorizing the City Manager to execute a purchase agreement and proceed with the sale of City owned property in accordance with applicable legal requirements of property at 857 E. Bank Street.

There was discussion among City Council Members.
Mayor Parham opened the floor for public comments.

Sarah Davis, 501 St. Mathews Street, stated, “I am in support of these developers coming here to Petersburg and especially up to The Heights. Because I do not want to wake up one morning to find out that building is on fire. So, I would hope that you would do diligence to the property. And you have a good evening.”
There was discussion from the developers and partners of the project at 1000 Diamond Street. 
Seeing no further hands, Mayor Parham closed the public comments.

Council Member Cuthbert made a motion that City Council sell 1000 Diamond Street to PB Petersburg Owner LLC for $10 provided that by an agreement binding on all future owners that provisions: 1)Occupancy is limited to senior citizens and veterans; 2) All apartments will be one bedroom apartments; 3) the promises made by PB Petersburg Owners LLC in agenda item 11f are kept and 4) the owner of the property pays the City at least $70,000 or the amount of real estate taxes billed, whichever is greater. There was discussion on the motion. 

Council Member Cuthbert restated motion.

Council Member Cuthbert made a motion that City Council sell 1000 Diamond Street to PB Petersburg Owner LLC for $10 provided that by an agreement binding on all future owners that provisions: 1)Occupancy is limited to senior citizens and veterans; 2) No more than half of the apartments will be two bedrooms and rest one bedroom; 3) the promises made by PB Petersburg Owners LLC in agenda item 11f are kept and 4) the owner will accept the current assessment for the next three years. The motion was seconded by Council Member Smith-Lee. The motion was approved on roll call.  On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill, Hart and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith

20-ORD-17
an ordinance to approve and authorize the city manager to 1000 Diamond Street to PB Petersburg Owner LLC for $10 provided that by an agreement binding on all future owners that provisions: 1)Occupancy is limited to senior citizens and veterans; 2) No more than half of the apartments will be two bedrooms and rest one bedroom; 3) the promises made by PB Petersburg Owners LLC in agenda item 11f are kept and 4) the owner will accept the current assessment for the next three years.
g. A public hearing to consider an ordinance authorizing the sale of North Carolina Ave; 246 St. Luke St; 115 Jolly Alley; 522 Hinton St; 500 St. John St; 612 Pegram St; 151 St. Mark St; 709 Ann St; 735 Halifax St; 334 Harrison St; 803 Jones St S; 604 Shore St; 425 West St S; 715 West St S; 449 Harding St; 517 St. Matthew St; 980 Sycamore St S; 716 Harding St; 708-10 Kirkham St; 724 Harding St; 249 North Carolina Ave; 808 Halifax St; 811 Halifax St; 839-41 Jones St S; 716 Kirkham St; 742 Mount Airy St; 829 Jones St S; 742 Blick St; 627 Harding St; 516 Hinton St; 804 Jones St S; 135 Kentucky Ave; 230 Kentucky Ave Rear; 712-14 Kirkham St; 436 Byrne St; 809 Jones St S; 408 Shore St; 415 St. Matthew St; 1004 Farmer St; 852 Rome St; 328 Shore St; 322 Shore St; 204 Kentucky Ave; 521 St Mark St; 725 Sterling St; 731 West St S; 919 Wythe St W; 202 Kentucky Ave; 151 Virginia Ave and 539 Washington St W.
BACKGROUND: 
The City has received a proposal from PB Petersburg Owner LLC to purchase the following City-owned property:

	
	Parcel ID
	Premise
	Street
	Total
Assessed Value
	Land Area
(ac)
	Zoning
	Home estimate

	1
	044-200001
	52
	North Carolina Av
	$9,800
	2.15
	R-2
	3

	2
	044-210001
	246
	St Luke St
	$8,400
	1.84
	R-2
	6

	3
	023-110001
	522
	Hinton St
	$38,400
	1.07
	R-3
	1

	4
	044-280002
	500
	St John St
	$1,900
	0.79
	R-2
	2

	5
	030-090003
	612
	Pegram St
	$14,400
	0.43
	R-3
	2

	6
	044-090016
	151
	St Mark St
	$34,100
	0.39
	R-2
	2

	7
	030-180009
	709
	Ann St
	$25,800
	0.31
	R-3
	2

	8
	030-200011
	735
	Halifax St
	$17,400
	0.31
	R-3
	2

	9
	022-350010
	334
	Harrison St
	$6,900
	0.29
	R-5
	1

	10
	030-200018
	803
	Jones St S
	$18,100
	0.29
	R-3
	1

	11
	030-250003
	604
	Shore St
	$17,300
	0.27
	R-2
	1

	12
	029-150006
	425
	West St S
	$15,700
	0.27
	R-3
	1

	13
	030-090035
	715
	West St S
	$10,300
	0.24
	R-3
	1

	14
	031-040057
	449
	Harding St
	$6,300
	0.23
	R-3
	1

	15
	030-260005
	517
	St Matthew St
	$9,400
	0.23
	R-2
	1

	16
	031-310011
	980
	Sycamore St S
	$10,900
	0.23
	R-2
	1

	17
	031-250012
	716
	Harding St
	$7,400
	0.22
	R-3
	1

	18
	045-380033
	708-10
	Kirkham St
	$6,800
	0.22
	R-2
	1

	19
	031-250014
	724
	Harding St
	$9,600
	0.21
	R-3
	1

	20
	044-110020
	249
	North Carolina Av
	$6,600
	0.21
	R-2
	1

	21
	030-250011
	808
	Halifax St
	$10,400
	0.2
	R-2
	1

	22
	030-240007
	811
	Halifax St
	$8,000
	0.2
	R-3
	1

	23
	045-060002
	839-41
	Jones St S
	$11,800
	0.2
	R-3
	1

	24
	045-380031
	716
	Kirkham St
	$6,300
	0.2
	R-2
	1

	25
	030-220012
	742
	Mount Airy St
	$7,800
	0.2
	R-3
	1

	26
	030-240011
	829
	Jones St S
	$11,129
	0.19
	R-3
	1

	27
	031-230009
	742
	Blick St
	$9,000
	0.18
	R-3
	1

	28
	031-200046
	627
	Harding St
	$9,000
	0.18
	R-3
	1

	29
	023-110002
	516
	Hinton St
	$16,500
	0.18
	R-3
	1

	30
	030-230012
	804
	Jones St S
	$7,400
	0.17
	R-3
	1

	31
	031-200028
	135
	Kentucky Ave
	$11,000
	0.17
	R-3
	1

	32
	031-260022
	230
	Kentucky Ave Rea
	$2,800
	0.16
	R-3
	1

	33
	045-380032
	712-14
	Kirkham St
	$5,000
	0.16
	R-2
	1

	34
	031-040003
	436
	Byrne St
	$4,500
	0.15
	R-3
	1

	35
	030-240014
	809
	Jones St S
	$10,100
	0.15
	R-3
	1

	36
	031-390005
	408
	Shore St
	$6,900
	0.15
	R-2
	1

	37
	031-390009
	415
	St Matthew St
	$11,800
	0.15
	R-2
	1

	38
	030-040002
	1004
	Farmer St
	$6,500
	0.14
	R-3
	1

	39
	023-400025
	852
	Rome St
	$7,400
	0.14
	R-3
	1

	40
	031-380003
	328
	Shore St
	$6,600
	0.14
	R-2
	1

	41
	031-380004
	322
	Shore St
	$6,000
	0.13
	R-2
	1

	42
	031-260036
	204
	Kentucky Ave
	$5,400
	0.12
	R-3
	1

	43
	044-050011
	521
	St Mark St
	$5,000
	0.12
	R-2
	1

	44
	031-250024
	725
	Sterling St
	$2,800
	0.12
	R-3
	1

	45
	030-090029
	731
	West St S
	$3,000
	0.12
	R-3
	1

	46
	024-270022
	919
	Wythe St W
	$6,300
	0.12
	R-3
	1

	47
	031-260037
	202
	Kentucky Ave
	$4,500
	0.11
	R-3
	1

	48
	031-320023
	151
	Virginia Ave
	$6,900
	0.11
	R-2
	1

	49
	023-110025
	539
	Washington St W
	$16,600
	0.11
	R-3
	1

	
	
	
	Assessed value:
	$501,929
	37.2
	
	61

	
	
	
	PCPS MOU:
	$600,000
	
	
	


PB Petersburg Owner LLC proposes to develop the property as infill development of single-family homes.  Homes will be lease to purchase.                                                 

The parcels are located in residential neighborhoods and they include vacant lots and one parcel with an existing structure. The parcels total 37.20 acres and the single-family structure totals 1,216 sf. Potential benefits include, infill development, population growth, increased tax base, and future homeownership.

                                   

The total assessed value of the property is $623,029. The offer price is $540.00, and the proposed private investment is $12,000,000.

                                                           

Development would have to comply with the zoning of each parcel, and related height, area and bulk requirements. In accordance with applicable legal requirements, A public hearing is required prior to approving and authorizing the sale of City-owned property.

The proposed financing is defined in the following table:

	Funding Sources
	Total
	Per Unit (88 Units)

	Bank Debt
	$ 11,619,659
	$ 84,200

	Tax Credit Equity
	$ 10,802,697
	$ 78,280

	Developer Equity
	$ 2,761,720
	$ 20,012

	
	$ 25,184,076
	$ 182,492

	Funding Uses
	
	

	Construction Costs
	$ 15,650,775
	$ 113,411

	Soft Costs (Design/Permits/Etc.)
	$ 2,340,575
	$ 16,961

	School Construction Impact Fee
	$ 1,130,000
	$ 8,188

	Financing Costs
	$ 5,368,758
	$ 38,904

	Reserves
	$ 693,968
	$ 5,029

	
	$ 25,184,076
	$ 182,493


During the February 4, 2020 City Council meeting, the City Council approved the consent agenda item to schedule a public hearing on February 18, 2020 regarding a Proposal to Purchase and Develop 54 City-owned properties. The item was not heard on February 18, 2020. During the April 14, 2020 City Council Meeting, the City Council scheduled a public hearing to be held on April 28, 2020.

RECOMMENDATION: 
It is recommended that the City Council hold a public hearing on April 28, 2020, and subsequently considers adoption of an ordinance approving and authorizing the City Manager to execute a purchase agreement and proceed with the sale of City-owned property in accordance with applicable legal requirements.
Mayor Parham opened the floor for public comments.

Ron Moore, 307 N. Boulevard, stated, “Thank you all for putting in the amount of time that you have been putting in today and going on after 8:00pm and starting at 12:00noon. I know that is a tremendous sacrifice. Thank you for each of you all persistence and going through the meeting is admirable. I would also like to thank the City Manager and Deputy City Manager Lyons for visiting our home and our neighbors and discussing the removal of 101 N. Boulevard. We were gracious that you all did that. Thank you for your commitment to the community. I would like to continue the same conversations that we are having for North Boulevard since it is basically a ravine. The questions is on whether 980 Sycamore is another ravine that is really not developable. So, that is my main question. Is 980 a ravine and if it is it should be kept as a green space? So, we believe that it would be the same issue of 980. We were hoping that the City can clarify 980 and what is going to go on 980. From what I am seeing on the map is that it appears to be another ravine. So, if you can clarify that it would be great. And we appreciate all of you all commitment and thank you for your time.”
Tom Heinemann, partner of PB Petersburg, stated, “Just wanted to provide a little more color on the proposal. It is about 49 or 50 lots. We, after this vote if it goes well, we would do the further due diligence at this point. We think that we can get about 50 to 60 homes and it would-be single-family homes. If there are larger lots we would be exploring doing a townhouse if the zoning is there. For the most part, it would-be single-family homes. If we can we will set aside about 10 lots for sale and homeownership. Again, like with Virginia Avenue School we will have an MOU with the school system providing about $10,000 per certificate of occupancy. The assessed value is about $500,000. The MOU would provide up to about $600,000 to the school system. Again, that is to assist with any school impact. I think that is about it and I would be happy to take any questions. We will do our due diligence on the property and we are going to purchase those that have ravines. And this a process that we will go through with the City as we look at what we can and cannot do based on the physical geography of the lots. And we look forward to questions as they come up.”
Marcus Squires, 1701 Monticello Street, stated, “I am calling in regard to 980 S. Sycamore Street. That property is the ravine for Lieutenants Run. I am not sure how that property would be developed. And that is my comment. Thank you.”
Taylor Moore, 307 N. Boulevard, stated, “I just want to express my appreciation and gratitude to you all for carrying on. A lot of admiration for what you are doing through this long process. I would also like to thank the developers for being on the call and being available to answer questions. I do have a question specifically for the developers. My first question is for the proposed homes that will be built. So, I am sure it will be the typical lease period is for lease to own property and whether 15 years is in line with the lease standard. Or tenants have less or more than 15 years in that sort of agreement. And then my other question is, for the type of homes that is to be built, what is the actual longevity of the homes and how long will they actually last. If the homes are to only last for 30 years then we have this lease to own that take places in 15 years then they can own it in 30 years or possible less if they make additional payments on their principle. How long are these homes projected to last? That is all that I have. Thank you.”

Mr. Heinemann stated, “So, the lease to own is 15 years. This will be using a unique take on the low-income tax credit. There is a 15-year minimum that we have to keep in compliance for affordability purpose. The lease to purchase would apply to anybody who is leasing at that time. But what we would do is set the lease with a purchase price as soon as the home goes into service. So, that can be as low as within a couple of years between 120 with the 15 years is up. The price that we set is just nearly covering the cost of the financing and some of the basic equity that we have made. The other piece is the quality of the home. We will be building to very high building standards. Because they are Li-Tech finance they have to meet a 40-year mortgage admiration mortgage quality criteria that VHDA steps out. And on top of that the home will qualify for 30-year fixed rate conventional mortgage financing. The homes will basically have a sticker in them saying that they meet high quality criteria that when the appraisers come in year 15, they can see the build quality. I think that there is not much of a concern. These homes would be built just like any home on the market. What we are also doing is setting aside 10 lots to test the market to see if there can be homeownership first. And we will see where that goes first. Thank you.”
Seeing no further hands, Mayor Parham closed the public comments.

There was discussion among City Council and the developers.
Council Member Cuthbert made a motion that this matter be moved to the Planning Commission for its study and recommendation to City Council, specifically, City Council ask the Planning Commission to recommend action for council to take after the Planning Commission has explored all aspects for this proposed sale deemed relevant by the Planning Commission. Including but not limited to: 1) What is the developer promising to do and how can these promises be made and enforceable by the City; 2) The likely fair market value of the houses when construction is completed and when the houses are 15 years old; 3) Whether the developer will be obligated to accept Section 8 housing vouchers as rent payments; 4)  The likely cost of additional municipal services such as public school education and the amount of likely additional revenue such as real estate taxes if the lots are developed as proposed; and 5) Whether it would be the City’s advantage to offer these lots for sale by issuing a request for proposal open to all interested potential purchasers. The motion was seconded by Council Member Hill. The motion was approved on roll call.  On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith and Hart
h. A public hearing on the proposed real property tax increase. 
BACKGROUND: 
The City Assessor’s Office reassessed the real estate property within the City of Petersburg. Since the reassessment produced an increase of greater than 1%, a hearing is being conducted in concert with the budget hearing. The new assessments go into effect July 1, 2020. The percentage increase is since the July 1, 2019 assessments. The budget incorporates the impact of the assessment. Any need for continuance of the hearing will be determines by the City Attorney.
RECOMMENDATION: 
To hold a public hearing on April 28, 2020.
Mrs. Benavides stated, “Mayor and Council, as part of our budget planning process, Mr. Gordineer, has been able to go through and look through our assessments. He mentioned in a meeting that he has done a reassessment and the assessment of value has increased. The overall assessed amount for the City of Petersburg has increased. In fact, it has increased to three or four percent. However, the state law requires that you take where you have an increase in over one percent in the amount that you are going to collect. So, not increasing the actual tax rate but the amount collected increases by one percent. We are required to hold a public hearing to get feedback from the residents. And I will ask the attorney if I have missed anything in what I have stated.”

Mr. Williams stated, “That is correct. Your tax revenue is a product of your assessed value and your rate. And you can either choose to equalize it to one percent. And if you don’t then you have to do a public hearing on the amount.”

Mrs. Benavides stated, “So, the property tax rate is remaining the same. But because the value has increased, the amount that we have collected exceeds one percent. So, therefore you must have a public hearing, if you want to allow your assessed value to exceed one percent.”
Mayor Parham opened the floor for public comments.

Seeing no hands, Mayor Parham closed the public comments.

There was discussion among City Council and staff.

Mayor Parham stated that they will call Mrs. Peters back in for the report on CDBG.
Mrs. Peters gave a short summary on the ending of the PowerPoint.

There was discussion among City Council and staff.
12.
PUBLIC INFORMATION PERIOD:
A public information period, limited in time to 30 minutes, shall be part of an Order of Business at each regular council meeting. Each speaker shall be a resident or business owner of the City and shall be limited to three minutes. No speaker will be permitted to speak on any item scheduled for consideration on the regular docket of the meeting at which the speaker is to speak.  The order of speakers, limited by the 30-minute time period, shall be determined as follows:

a) First, in chronological order of the notice, persons who have notified the Clerk no later than 12:00 noon of the day of the meeting,

b) Second, in chronological order of their sign up, persons who have signed a sign-up sheet placed by the Clerk in the rear of the meeting room prior to the meeting.
*There were no public information comments. 
13.
BUSINESS OR REPORTS FOR/FROM THE MAYOR OR COUNCIL MEMBERS:

*There were no reports from the Mayor and City Council Members.

14.
ITEMS REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA:

*No items for this portion of the agenda.
15.
UNFINISHED BUSINESS:


*No items for this portion of the agenda.
16.
NEW BUSINESS:

a. Consideration of re/appointment(s) to the Planning Commission.
BACKGROUND: 
The Planning Commission consists of 4 at-large and 7 members appointed by City Council.
The duties of the board include, but are not limited to, the following: promote the orderly development of the City and its environs; serves primarily in an advisory capacity to the City Council in matters pertaining to land use, future development, and capital improvements.

RECOMMENDATION: 
Recommend Council make re/appointments to the Planning Commission.
There was discussion among City Council Members.
Council Member Myers made a motion to appoint Michael Edwards (at-large) to the Planning Commission. The motion was seconded by Council Member Hill. The motion was approved on roll call vote. On roll call vote, voting yes: Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill and Parham; Absent: Cuthbert, Wilson-Smith and Hart 
20-R-18
a resolution appointing michael edwards (at-large) to the planning commission.
Council Member Myers made a motion to appoint Michael Edwards (at-large) to the Planning Commission. The motion was seconded by Council Member Hill. The motion was approved on roll call vote. On roll call vote, voting yes: Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill and Parham; Absent: Cuthbert, Wilson-Smith and Hart 

20-R-19
a resolution appointing michael edwards (at-large) to the planning commission.

Mayor Parham made a motion to appoint Ronald Moore (at-large) to the Planning Commission. The motion was seconded by Council Member Hill. The motion was approved on roll call vote. On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith and Hart 

20-R-20
a resolution appointing Ronald Moore (at-large) to the planning commission.


There was discussion among City Council Members.
Council Member Cuthbert made a motion to appoint Marie Vargo (Ward 4) to the Planning Commission. The motion was seconded by Council Member Hill. The motion was approved on roll call vote. On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith and Hart 

20-R-21
a resolution appointing Marie Vargo (Ward 4) to the planning commission.

b. Consideration of re/appointment(s) to the Petersburg Redevelopment and Housing Authority.
BACKGROUND: 
The Petersburg Redevelopment and Housing Authority (PRHA) Board consists of seven (7) members who are appointed by City Council to serve four-year, staggered terms. PRHA was created to study blighted areas within the City and to recommend programs for the improvement of such areas; to provide  quality housing for low-income families at rents within their ability to pay; and to serve as the duly designated agent of the City to contract with federal agencies for financial assistance in order to undertake urban redevelopment and low-rent housing programs approved by City Council.
RECOMMENDATION: 
Recommends Council make re/appointments to the Petersburg Redevelopment and Housing Authority.
Council Member Myers made a motion to table action on this item until the next regular council meeting. The motion was seconded by Council Member Smith-Lee. The motion was approved on roll call vote. On roll call vote, voting yes: Cuthbert, Myers, Smith-Lee, Hill and Parham; Absent: Wilson-Smith and Hart 

17.
CITY MANAGER’S AGENDA:
Mrs. Benavides stated, “Just a reminder of council meeting on May 5th, May 12th and May 19th.”
18.
BUSINESS OR REPORTS FROM THE CLERK:
*No items for this portion of the agenda.
19.
BUSINESS OR REPORTS FROM CITY ATTORNEY: 
*No items for this portion of the agenda.
20.
ADJOURNMENT:

City Council adjourned at 9:06 p.m. 
_________________________

 






Clerk of City Council

APPROVED:



         

 _________________________

Mayor
*Audio available upon request.


