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VISION STATEMENT 
 

The City of Fayetteville 
is a GREAT PLACE TO LIVE with 

a choice of DESIRABLE NEIGHBORHOODS, 
LEISURE OPPORTUNITIES FOR ALL, 

and BEAUTY BY DESIGN. 
 

Our City has a VIBRANT DOWNTOWN, 
the CAPE FEAR RIVER to ENJOY, and 

a STRONG LOCAL ECONOMY. 
 

Our City is a PARTNERSHIP of CITIZENS 
with a DIVERSE CULTURE and RICH HERITAGE, 

creating a SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITY. 



 

 

 

 

 

1.0    CALL TO ORDER  
  
2.0    INVOCATION  

  
3.0    PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  

  
4.0    APPROVAL OF AGENDA  

  
5.0    ANNOUNCEMENTS AND RECOGNITIONS  

  
6.0    PUBLIC FORUM  

  
7.0    CONSENT  

  

 

 7.1   Approve Minutes : 
- June 14, 2010 – Regular Meeting  
- August 9, 2010 – Regular Meeting 
- August 23, 2010 - Regular Meeting 
- September  7, 2010 – Work Session Meeting 
- September 13, 201 0 – Dinner and Discussion Meeting 
- September 27, 201 0 – Dinner and Discussion Meeting 

  

  7.2   Approval of Amendment to Military Business Park Participation Agreement 
  

  7.3   Approval of acquisition of 811 Bedrock Drive 
  

  7.4   Approval of the acquisition of 522 Moore Street.  
  

 
 7.5   Economic Development Initiative Grant Application for the Military Business 

Park 
  

  7.6   Proposed Revisions to the Code of Ethics  
  

 

 7.7   Adopt a Resolution Declaring Jointly-Owned Real Property Surplus and 
Authorizing a Quitclaim of the City's Interest in Order to Expedite Cumberland 
County's Sale of Property 

FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA 

NOVEMBER 8, 2010 
7:00 P.M. 

LAFAYETTE ROOM 



 
 7.8   Special Sign Permit Request for temporary event signs for the 2010 Arts 

Council, A Dickens Holiday  
  

 
 7.9   Special Sign Permit Request for temporary event signs for the 2010 Heart of 

Christmas Show.  
  

 
 7.10   Resolution setting a Public Hearing on the Unified Development Ordinance 

(UDO) 
  

 
 7.11   Consider Adoption of Resolution Authorizing Condemnation for the 

Acquisition of Right of Way (R/W) for the Ramsey Street Project  
  

  7.12   Special Revenue Fund Project Ordinance 2011-6 (COPS Technology Grant) 
  

 

 7.13   Approve Purchase of one (1) Surveillance and Reconnaissance Robotic 
Vehicle for use by the City of Fayetteville Fire Department Hazardous 
Materials Regional Response Team. 

  

  7.14   Bid Recommendation - Purchase of Various Dump Trucks  
  

  7.15   Bid Recommendation - Purchase of One (1) 35,000 lb. Rubber Tire Loader 
  

  7.16   Bid Recommendation - Water and Wastewater Chemicals  
  

  7.17   Calling Series 2001 Revenue Bonds  
  

 
 7.18   Resale of foreclosed property at 5333 Williamsburg Drive to the previous 

owner in accordance with NCGS 105-376(c)  
  
8.0    OTHER ITEMS OF BUSINESS  

  

 

 8.1   Presentation of Appointment Committee  Recommendations for Boards and 
Commissions Appointments  
 
Presenter(s): Robert T. Hurst, Jr., Council Member, District 5 

  

 

 8.2   (a) FY 2011 Strategic Plan Policy and Management Action Agenda 1st   
Quarter Update 

(b)    Fayetteville Cumberland County Chamber of Commerce Quarterly  
        Economic Development Report  
 
Presenter(s): Rebecca Rogers-Carter, Management Services Manager 
                      Doug Peters, Executive Director FCCCC 

  
 
 



9.0    ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS  
  

  9.1   Monthly Statement of Taxes for September 2010  
  

 
 9.2   Revenue and Expenditure Report for Annually Budgeted Funds for the Two-

Month Period Ended August 31, 2010 and 2009  
  
10.0    ADJOURNMENT  
 

 

  



 

CLOSING REMARKS 
   

POLICY REGARDING NON-PUBLIC HEARING AGENDA ITEMS 
Anyone desiring to address the Council on an item that is not a public hearing must present a 
written request to the City Manager by 10:00 a.m. on the Wednesday preceding the Monday 
meeting date. 
 

POLICY REGARDING PUBLIC HEARING AGENDA ITEMS 
Individuals wishing to speak at a public hearing must register in advance with the City Clerk. 
The Clerk’s Office is located in the Executive Offices, Second Floor, City Hall, 433 Hay Street, 
and is open during normal business hours. Citizens may also register to speak immediately 
before the public hearing by signing in with the City Clerk in the Council Chamber between 
6:30 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. 
 

POLICY REGARDING CITY COUNCIL MEETING PROCEDURES 
SPEAKING ON A PUBLIC AND NON-PUBLIC HEARING ITEM 

Individuals who have not made a written request to speak on a nonpublic hearing item may 
submit written materials to the City Council on the subject matter by providing twenty (20) 
copies of the written materials to the Office of the City Manager before 5:00 p.m. on the day of 
the Council meeting at which the item is scheduled to be discussed. 
 

COUNCIL MEETING WILL BE AIRED 
NOVEMBER 8, 2010 - 7:00 PM 

COMMUNITY CHANNEL 7 
 

COUNCIL MEETING WILL BE RE-AIRED 
NOVEMBER 10, 2010 - 10:00 PM 

COMMUNITY CHANNEL 7 
 
Notice Under the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA): The City of Fayetteville will not 
discriminate against qualified individuals with disabilities on the basis of disability in the City’s 
services, programs, or activities. The City will generally, upon request, provide appropriate aids 
and services leading to effective communication for qualified persons with disabilities so they 
can participate equally in the City’s programs, services, and activities. The City will make all 
reasonable modifications to policies and programs to ensure that people with disabilities have 
an equal opportunity to enjoy all City programs, services, and activities.  Any person who 
requires an auxiliary aid or service for effective communications, or a modification of policies or 
procedures to participate in any City program, service, or activity, should contact the office of 
Ron McElrath, ADA Coordinator, at rmcelrath@ci.fay.nc.us, 910-433-1696, or the office of Rita 
Perry, City Clerk at cityclerk@ci.fay.nc.us, 910-433-1989, as soon as possible but no later than 
72 hours before the scheduled event.   
 
 

mailto:rmcelrath@ci.fay.nc.us�
mailto:cityclerk@ci.fay.nc.us�


 

CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Rita Perry, City Clerk
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Approve Minutes : 

- June 14, 2010 – Regular Meeting  
- August 9, 2010 – Regular Meeting 
- August 23, 2010 - Regular Meeting 
- September  7, 2010 – Work Session Meeting 
- September 13, 201 0 – Dinner and Discussion Meeting 
- September 27, 201 0 – Dinner and Discussion Meeting 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Should City Council approve the draft minutes as the official record of the proceedings and actions 
of the associated meetings? 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Greater Community Unity - Pride in Fayetteville; Objective 2: Goal 5: Better informed citizenry 
about the City and City government. 

 
BACKGROUND: 
The Fayetteville City Council conducted meeting(s) on the referenced date(s) during which they 
considered items of business as presented in the draft minutes. 

 
ISSUES: 
N/A 

 
OPTIONS: 
1.  Approve the draft minutes as presented 
2.  Revise the draft minutes and approve the draft minutes as revised 
3.  Do not approve the draft minutes and provide direction to Staff 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Approve the draft minutes as presented 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

June 14, 2010 _Regular Meeting minutes
August 9, 2010_Regular Meeting minutes
August 23, 2010_Regular Meeting minutes
September 7, 2010_Work Session_minutes
September 13, 2010_Dinner and Discussion Meeting_minutes
September 27, 2010_Dinner and Discussion Meeting_minutes
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Victor D. Sharpe, Community Development Director 
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Approval of Amendment to Military Business Park Participation Agreement 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Does amending the Participation Agreement for the Military Business Park assist in the 
development of the park?  

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Greater Tax Diversity - Strong Local Economy 

 
BACKGROUND: 

l The initial Military Business Park Participation Agreement between the City, County and 
PWC only deals with the construction costs for the sanitary sewer for Phase I and Phase II 
of the project.  

l During the development of the initial agreement, the plans for the roads to service the park 
were being developed.  

l Those plans have now been completed. Road work and other infrastructure 
improvements are under construction.  

l This amendment allows for the City's and County's Economic Development Initiative grants 
to pay for all other eligible infrastructure improvements associated with the development of 
the park. 

  

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
OPTIONS: 

l Approve amended Military Business Park Participation Agreement. (Recommended)  
l Do not approve amended Military Business Park Participation Agreement.  This could 

interfere with the City's ability to comply with grant requirements and expend all granted 
funds within required time frame.  

l Provide additional direction to staff. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Approve amendment to the Military Business Park Agreement and the authorize the Mayor  to 
execute the documents pertaining to the agreement. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Military Business Park Agreement Amendment
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA  
   
COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND  
  

MILITARY BUSINESS PARK 
 

AMENDMENT TO PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT  
                
 

THIS AGREEMENT AMENDMENT made this _____ day of_______________, 2010 
by and between the City of Fayetteville, a North Carolina municipal corporation (hereinafter 
referred to as “CITY”), the County of Cumberland (hereinafter referred to as “COUNTY”), the 
Public Works Commission of the City of Fayetteville, North Carolina (hereinafter referred to as 
“COMMISSION”), and Broadwell Brothers, LLC, a manager-managed North Carolina limited 
liability company and the Waverly Broadwell Family, LLC, a manager-managed North Carolina 
limited liability company (hereinafter referred to as “DEVELOPER”). 

 
W I T N E S S E T H: THAT 

 
             WHEREAS, the CITY, the COUNTY, the COMMISSION, Dohn B. Broadwell, and the 
Waverly Broadwell Family LLC executed an Agreement (hereinafter referred to as “The 
Agreement”) on March 31, 2009; and 

 
WHEREAS, the purpose of The Agreement is for the development and construction of a 

military business park located on Sante Fe Drive and Bragg Boulevard; and 
 
WHEREAS, Dohn B. Broadwell transferred his ownership interest in the land 

constituting the military business park to Broadwell Brothers, LLC, a manager-managed North 
Carolina limited liability company, by a deed dated 12/14/09, recorded 12/31/09 in Book 8316, 
pages 211 to 217, Cumberland County Registry and Broadwell Brothers, LLC has continued 
the development and construction of the military business park under The Agreement; and 

 
WHEREAS, the CITY has received from the following (5) federal grants:  B-06-SP-NC-

0607 for $247,500.00, B-06-SP-NC-0605 for $198,000.00,   B-06-SP-NC-0586 for $74,250.00,  
B-08-SP-NC-0099 for $147,000.00, and B-10-SP-NC-0257 for $584,400, a total of $1,251,150; 
and the COUNTY has received one (1) federal grant:  B-06-SP-NC-1128 for $74,250.00; and  

 
WHEREAS, The Agreement being amended includes provisions for infrastructure 

improvements for the funding of projects to continue the development of the proposed military 
business park; and  

 
NOW, THEREFORE, The Agreement executed between the CITY, the COUNTY, the 

COMMISSION, Dohn B. Broadwell, and the Waverly Broadwell Family LLC is hereby amended 
to include the following items and any other approved infrastructure costs associated with the 
completion of the military business park to be paid with the use of the aforementioned grants not 
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2

exceed the total award of the federal Economic Development Initiative Grants received by the 
City and County totaling $1,325,400: 

 
 

1. Construction of additional portions of Coalition Boulevard (an extension of 1,150 feet) 
and Procurement Circle (650 ft) which has been approved as part of Phase One of the 
project. 

2. Completion of asphalt paving in Phase One. 

3. Extension of an existing sewer main at the northwest corner of the site approximately 400 
feet into the military business park site. 

4. Construction of a sanitary sewer force main and associated lift station to serve future 
phases of the park. 

5. Payment of relocation of existing Progress Energy power lines within the military 
business park. 

6. Payment to the North Carolina Department of Transportation for the construction of a left 
turn lane on Bragg Boulevard into the proposed entrance of the military business park. 

7. All rules and regulations pertaining to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development Economic Development Initiative Grant shall be adhered to. 

8. The requirements of the original agreement shall be followed. 
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CITY: 
     City of Fayetteville 
     433 Hay Street 
     Fayetteville, NC  28301 
     Attention: Dale Iman, City Manager 
 
     COMMISSION: 
     Public Works Commission 
     P.O. Box 1089 
     Fayetteville, NC 28302-1089 
     Attention:  Steven K. Blanchard 
 
     COUNTY: 
     County of Cumberland 
     P.O. Box 1829 
     Fayetteville, NC 28302 
     Attention:  James Martin, County Manager 
 
     DEVELOPER:   
     Broadwell Brothers, LLC 
     c/o Dohn B. Broadwell, Jr. 
     903 Hay Street 
     Fayetteville, NC 28303 
 
     Waverly Broadwell Family, LLC 

c/o W. David Broadwell 
2015 Jacks Ford Dr. 

     Fayetteville, NC 28303 
      
 

[The remainder of this page is intentionally left blank.] 
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 4

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, COUNTY, CITY, COMMISSION, and DEVELOPER have 
executed this Agreement as of the date first above written. 

 

   
          Broadwell Brothers, LLC 

 
                                                                               _________________________________ 
                Dohn B. Broadwell, Jr., Manager, Co-Owner 
 
 

          Waverly Broadwell Family, LLC 
 
                                                                               _________________________________ 
                W. David Broadwell, Manager, Co-Owner 

 
 

 CITY  
 

ATTEST:      City of Fayetteville 
 
________________________________  _________________________________ 
Rita Perry, City Clerk                Anthony G. Chavonne, Mayor 
 
 
Approved for legal sufficiency:   This instrument has been preaudited in the manner 

Required by the Local Government Budget and 
Fiscal Control Act. 

 
_______________________________  _______________________________________ 
Karen M. McDonald     Lisa Smith 
City of Fayetteville Attorney    City of Fayetteville Chief Financial Officer 
 
 

 
ATTEST:      County of Cumberland 
 
________________________________  _________________________________ 
Clerk to the Board                          Billy R. King, Chairman 
 
Approved for legal sufficiency:   This instrument has been preaudited in the manner 

Required by the Local Government Budget and 
Fiscal Control Act. 

 
 
_________________________________          __________________________________________ 
County Attorney            Amy Cannon, Assistant County Manager for Finance 

  DEVELOPER 

        COUNTY  
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 5

 
       COMMISSION 

 
 
ATTEST:             Public Works Commission of the City of Fayetteville 
 
_____________________________   _________________________________ 
Wilson A. Lacy, Secretary    Luis J. Olivera, Chairman 
 
       Approved as to form this _____ day of 
       _______________________, 2010. 
 
        
 
                  __________________________________ 
       Richard M. Lewis, Jr.   
       Public Works Commission Attorney  
 
 
       This instrument has been preaudited in the manner 

Required by the Local Government Budget and 
Fiscal Control Act. 

 
      
                
_____________________________________ 

       J. Dwight Miller 
       PWC Chief Financial Officer 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Victor D. Sharpe, Community Development Director 
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Approval of acquisition of 811 Bedrock Drive 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Does acquiring the lot at 811 Bedrock Drive provide opportunity for future affordable housing and 
redevelopment activities? 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
More Attractive City - Clean and Beautiful and Growing City, Liveable Neighborhoods - A Great 
Place to Live  

 
BACKGROUND: 

l The Community Development Department has received an offer to purchase a lot located at 
811 Bedrock Drive through the City's Acquisition and Demolition Program.  

l The owner of the property has been approved for a grant through the City's Acquisition and 
Demolition Program.   

l The Acquisition and Demolition Program is a grant program designed to demolish and 
acquire when appropriate, property that is abandoned, unsafe, or deteriorated beyond 
reasonable financial cost to effectively rehabilitate.  The resulting lot will be used for the 
construction of future affordable housing.  

l The subject parcel will be added to the City's inventory of buildable residential lots that may 
be used for future redevelopment purposes such as the construction of affordable housing.  

l When feasible the vacant lots may be made available to one of the City's Community 
Housing Development Organizations (CHDO).  

 

 
ISSUES: 

l City Council authorized the demolition of the house on this property at its meeting on 
October 11, 2010. 

  

 
OPTIONS: 

l Approve acquisition of 811 Bedrock Drive. (Recommended)  
l Do not approve acquistion of 811 Bedrock Drive.  
l Provide additional direction to staff. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommends that Council move to approve acquisition of the lot located at 811 Bedrock Drive 
for an amount of $5,000 and authorize the City Manager to execute all documents necessary to do 
so. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

                    7 - 3
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Victor D. Sharpe, Community Development Director 
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Approval of the acquisition of 522 Moore Street. 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Does acquiring the lot at 522 provide opportunity for future affordable housing and redevelopment 
activities? 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
More attractive City - Clean and Beautiful and Growing City, Livable Neighborhoods - A Great 
Place to Live 

 
BACKGROUND: 

l The Community Development Department has received an offer to purchase a lot located at 
522 Moore Street through the City's Acquisition and Demolition Program.  The structure on 
the property will also be demolished through the program.  

l The owner of the property has been approved for a grant through the City's Acquisition and 
Demolition Program.  

l The Acquisition and Demolition Program is a grant program designed to demolish and 
acquire when appropriate, property that is abandoned, unsafe, or deteriorated beyond 
reasonable financial cost to effectively rehabilitate.  The resulting lot will be used for the 
construction of future affordable housing.  

l The subject parcel will be added to the City's inventory of buildable residential lots that may 
be used for future redevelopment purposes such as the construction of affordable housing.  

l When feasible the vacant lots may be made available to one of the City's Community 
Housing Development Organizations (CHDO).  

 
ISSUES: 

l The house on this property is scheduled for demolition through the City's Acquistion and 
Demolition Program. 

 
OPTIONS: 

l Approve acquistion of 522 Moore Street. (Recommended)  
l Do not approve acquisition of 522 Moore Street.  
l Provide additional direction to staff. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommends that Council move to approve acquisition of the lot located at 522 Moore Street 
for the amount of $875 and authorize the City Manager to execute all documents necessary to 
complete that acquisition. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

522 Moore Street
Picture of 522 Moore Street
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Victor D. Sharpe, Community Development Director 
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Economic Development Initiative Grant Application for the Military Business Park 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Does applying for additional Economic Development Initiative Grant funding assist with the 
development of the Military Business Park? 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Greater Tax Diversity - Strong Local Economy 

 
BACKGROUND: 

l The City has received notice of a provisional award of a grant for an additional $584,400 for 
the construction of the Military Business Park.  

l An application must be submitted to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development in order to confirm and accept the grant.  

l This amount will be added to the other grants in the amount of $666,750 received by the City 
and the $74,250 received by Cumberland County to date for the development of the park.   

l The total amount of Economic Development Initiative grant funds that will be received by the 
City and County totals $1,325,400, which is available for the development of the Military 
Business Park.  

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
OPTIONS: 

l Approve resolution authorizing submission of the application. (Recommended)  
l Do not approve resolution authorizing submission of the application.  
l Provide additional direction to staff. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommend that Council pass the attached resolution authorizing the submission of an 
Economic Development Initiative Grant from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development in the amount of $584,400 and authorize the City Manager to execute the necessary 
documents. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

EDI Grant 0257 - Resolution
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Resolution No. ___________ 
 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA TO APPLY FOR ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT INITIATIVE FUNDS FROM THE U. S. DEPARTMENT OF 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT FOR THE MILITARY BUSINESS 
PARK 
 
WHEREAS, The Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2010 (P.L. 111-117) signed into law 
by President Obama on December 16, 2009, provided the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development with Economic Development Initiative funds for certain special 
projects; and 
 
WHEREAS, The City of Fayetteville has received an opportunity for grant funding 
under the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2010 in the amount of $584,000 for the 
construction of the Military Business Park; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Fayetteville has committed to utilizing its Economic 
Development Initiative grant funds for infrastructure improvements in the development 
of a 250 acre Military Business Park located on Sante Fe Drive and Bragg Boulevard; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of 
Fayetteville hereby authorizes an application to the U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development for the Economic Development Initiative Grant in the amount of 
$584,000 for the construction of the Military Business Park and grants the City Manager 
the authority to execute documents and agreements pertaining to the grant.  
 
     Adopted this the 8th day of November, 2010. 
 
  CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE 
(SEAL) 
 
 By: 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 Anthony G. Chavonne Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Rita Perry, City Clerk 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Karen M. McDonald, City Attorney
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Proposed Revisions to the Code of Ethics 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Whether to approve the recommended revisions to the Code of Ethics.   

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Principle 1: Partnership with Citizens 

 
BACKGROUND: 
The Code of Ethics was revised in September 2009 to include a provision for a newly formed 
Ethics Commission to render advisory opinions and make decisions regarding whether actions by 
employees, City Manager and City Attorney, Boards and Commissions members, and City Council 
violate the City's Code of Ethics.  As the Commission was selected and the members began 
working with the Code, they found that there were revisions that were needed to make the Code of 
Ethics more effective.  Some of the recommended revisions were suggestions made by Fleming 
Bell of the UNC School of Government, the author of A Model Code of Ethics for North Carolina 
Local Elected Officials (Chapel Hill UNC School of Government, 2010), and others were due to 
procedural issues that the Ethics Commission envisioned may occur in the future that needed to be 
clarified in the Code.   The proposed revisions were reviewed by the City Council at the work 
session on November 1, 2010. After discussion, City Council directed that Section 2-95(h)(1) be 
amended to add back the provision regarding the City Clerk. The attached ordinance amendment 
reflects the recommended revisions as proposed by the Ethics Commission and the amendment to 
2-95(h)(1).  

 
ISSUES: 
Does the ordinance meet Council’s interest. 

 
OPTIONS: 

1. Approve the recommended revisions as presented at the November 1 work session with the 
amendment to 2-95(h)(1) regarding the City Clerk.  

2. Direct the Commission to make additional revisions to the Code of Ethics.  

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Approve the recommended revisions as presented at the November 1 work session with the 
amendment to 2-95(h)(1) regarding the City Clerk.  

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Code of Ethics Ordinance Revisions
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Tami Lewis, Senior Paralegal
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Adopt a Resolution Declaring Jointly-Owned Real Property Surplus and 

Authorizing a Quitclaim of the City's Interest in Order to Expedite Cumberland 
County's Sale of Property 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
How best to respond to a request from Cumberland County for assistance in expediting the sale of 
jointly-owned real property. 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
More Efficient City Government 

 
BACKGROUND: 
Cumberland County and the City of Fayetteville received joint title to the property identified as PIN 
9496-31-8373 and located off Ankon Drive.  Title to the subject property is jointly held due to the 
2007 foreclosure by the County in its role as tax administrator.  The County has received an offer 
to purchase said property for a price equaling the foreclosure bid, i.e. $2,731.22.  The County is 
requesting the City declare the property surplus and quitclaim the City's interest to the County  in 
order to expedite the sale.   Since the County has already paid the City their share of the taxes and 
there are no assessments, the City will not receive any proceeds from this sale.  If the present bid 
is declined, there is a good chance the property will remain in joint government ownership not 
earning taxes and requiring upkeep.   

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
OPTIONS: 
1.  Accept the County's request and quitclaim the City's title to the County. 
2.  Decline the County's request. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Adopt the attached resolution declaring the property surplus and authorize the City Manager to 
sign a quitclaim deed conveying the City's interest to the County. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Resolution Declaring Jointly-Owned Real Property Surplus
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINASTATE OF NORTH CAROLINASTATE OF NORTH CAROLINASTATE OF NORTH CAROLINA    
COUNTY OF CUMBERLANDCOUNTY OF CUMBERLANDCOUNTY OF CUMBERLANDCOUNTY OF CUMBERLAND    
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLE                    Resolution R2010_________ 
 
 

RESOLUTION DECLARING PROPERTY EXCESSRESOLUTION DECLARING PROPERTY EXCESSRESOLUTION DECLARING PROPERTY EXCESSRESOLUTION DECLARING PROPERTY EXCESS    
TO CITY’S NEEDS AND QUITCLAIMING CITY TITLETO CITY’S NEEDS AND QUITCLAIMING CITY TITLETO CITY’S NEEDS AND QUITCLAIMING CITY TITLETO CITY’S NEEDS AND QUITCLAIMING CITY TITLE    
IN THE PROPERTY TO CUMBERLAND COUNTYIN THE PROPERTY TO CUMBERLAND COUNTYIN THE PROPERTY TO CUMBERLAND COUNTYIN THE PROPERTY TO CUMBERLAND COUNTY    

    
WHEREAS, WHEREAS, WHEREAS, WHEREAS, the City of Fayetteville and the County of Cumberland jointly own 
real property in Cumberland County, said property having the tax map  
designation of PIN 9496-31-8373  being a vacant lot off of Ankon Drive; and 
 
WHEREAS, WHEREAS, WHEREAS, WHEREAS, the City of Fayetteville has a financial interest in the form of getting 
the real property  back on the tax books; and  
 
WHEREAS, WHEREAS, WHEREAS, WHEREAS, the property is surplus to the needs of the City of Fayetteville; and  
 
WHEREAS,WHEREAS,WHEREAS,WHEREAS, the County of Cumberland has received an offer to purchase the 
parcel and requests that the City of Fayetteville join in the sale of the property by 
declaring the parcel surplus to the City’s needs and quitclaiming the City’s title 
to the County; and 
 
WHEREAS,WHEREAS,WHEREAS,WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Fayetteville finds such actions to be in 
the public interest. 
 
NOW THERENOW THERENOW THERENOW THEREFORE, FORE, FORE, FORE, the City Council of the City of Fayetteville hereby declares 
that the aforesaid real property surplus to City’s needs and authorizes its 
Manager to sign a deed quitclaiming title to the County of Cumberland. 
 
ADOPTED ADOPTED ADOPTED ADOPTED this ______ day of _____________, 2010 by the City Council of the City of 
Fayetteville, North Carolina. 
 

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLE    
    
    

 (SEAL)     By: ___________________________________ 
                    ANTHONY G. CHAVONNE, MAYOR 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Rita Perry, City Clerk 
 
 E:\Real Estate\Lewis\Resolutions\CountyquitclaimRes.doc 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Karen Hilton, Planning & Zoning Division Manager
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Special Sign Permit Request for temporary event signs for the 2010 Arts Council, 

A Dickens Holiday 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Whether or not to approve the special request for temporary event signs for 2010 Arts Council, "A 
Dickens Holiday" 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Partnership of Citizens. 

 
BACKGROUND: 
The Sign Ordinance contains a provision, Section 30-259, allowing special permits for temporary 
on and off premises signs for festivals and major events for the purposes of giving directions and 
information.  The request is subject to the approval of City Council who may limit the number and 
or size. The applicant has stated that they will use their standard banners which are approximately 
4 feet by 10 feet. They request approval of four banners to be hung on the Market House starting 
on November 26, 2010. 

 
ISSUES: 
The City Council has routinely approved similar requests for similar events for several years.  

 
OPTIONS: 
1.  Grant the special sign permit for up to four banners (4x10) to be installed on November 26, 
2010 and removed within 48 hours of the conclusion of the event. (Recommended) 
2.  Grant the special sign permit with a different limit on the number of signs.   
3.  Deny the special sign permit as requested.   

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommend that Council move to grant the special sign permit for up to four banners (4x10) 
to be installed on November 26, 2010 and removed within 48 hours of the conclusion of the event. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

dickens
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and City Council
FROM:   Karen Hilton, Planning & Zoning Division Manager
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Special Sign Permit Request for temporary event signs for the 2010 Heart of 

Christmas Show. 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Whether or not to approve the special request for temporary event signs for the Heart of Christmas 
Show, being held November 27 and 28. 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
 Partnership of Citizens. 

 
BACKGROUND: 
The Sign Ordinance contains a provision, Section 30-259, allowing special permits for temporary 
on and off premises signs for festivals and major events for the purposes of giving directions and 
information.  The request is subject to the approval of City Council who may limit the number. The 
applicant has stated that they will use their standard signs which are approximately 2 feet by 2 feet 
with locations to be submitted and approved by staff. 

 
ISSUES: 
The City Council has routinely approved similar requests for similar events for several years.  The 
Heart of Christmas Show has requested the limit on the number of signs and duration be set by our 
standards.  Past practice of staff and Council has been to recommend and approve up to 25 signs 
for two weeks prior to the event. 

 
OPTIONS: 
1.  Grant the special sign permit for up 25 signs to be put out on November 13, 2010 and to be 
removed by the end of the day, November 29, 2010, with locations and size to be approved by 
staff. (Recommended) 
2.  Grant the special sign permit with different limitations on the number of signs, locations and/or 
size. 
3.  Deny the special sign permit as requested. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommends that Council move to grant the special sign permit for up to 25 (2x2) signs with 
the signs to be removed no later than November 29, 2010 with locations and size to be approved 
by staff. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Heart of Christmas sign
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Rob Anderson, Chief Development Officer 
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Resolution setting a Public Hearing on the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO)  

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Is the City Council prepared to approve a Resolution setting a public hearing to consider 
community comment on the draft Unified Development Ordinance? 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
The UDO speaks to nearly every major goal of the Strategic Plan, but most particularly: 
-   Greater Tax Base Diversity - Strong Local Economy 
-   Growing City, Livable Neighborhoods - A Great Place to Live 
-   More Attractive City - Clean and Beautiful 

 
BACKGROUND: 
Work on the new Unified Development Ordinance (UDO), which combines the zoning and 
subdivision regulations, officially began in 2008 with a series of interviews with stakeholders to 
hear what issues and needs should be addressed in the new regulations.  A broadly representative 
group was established to provide advice throughout the drafting process; that group has met over 
25 times. 
 
In preparing the final draft for City Council consideration, the recent efforts to consider the many 
different interests and objectives have included: 
-   two public hearings by the Planning Commission, 6/15, 6/24, followed by a third on 8/17.  
-   preparation of the revised final draft dated August 2010 incorporating responses to suggestions 
and issues raised during the hearings and Advisory Committee meetings.  
-   a third public hearing by the Planning Commission, 8/17. A “tracking chart” was prepared 
capturing the comments, the source(s) of the comments, changes, and reasons for the changes 
made in the August 2010. 
-   three more UDO Advisory (Stakeholder) Committee meetings, 8/31, 9/9/ and 9/23, after which 
staff prepared a new tracking form and final recommendations.  
-   two Planning Commission meetings, 10/19 and 10/21, to discuss the August 2010 draft and final 
staff recommendations and prepare recommendations to the City Council. 

 
ISSUES: 
The Planning Commission has considered staff recommendations and development community 
responses to the recommendations from the Advisory Committee and others over the past month.  
At a special meeting on Thursday, October 21, the Commission prepared and approved its 
recommendations for City Council consideration.   
 
Staff is prepared to distribute the final draft and advertisement of the public hearing upon City 
Council approval of the resolution setting the hearing date. 

 
OPTIONS: 
1. Receive the Planning Commission recommendations and approve the Resolution scheduling the 
public hearing for November 22 (the next regular City Council meeting). (Recommended) 
2. Do not set a public hearing and provide direction regarding the approach and schedule.    

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommends that the City Council move to receive the Planning Commission 
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recommendation and adopt the Resolution to schedule the public hearing for November 22. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

DRAFT Planning Commission Minutes 10-21-2010
Resolution to set UDO hearing
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MINUTES 
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE 

FAYETTEVILLE PLANNING COMMISSION 
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 2010 

7:00 PM 
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

CITY HALL 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT MEMBERS ABSENT OTHERS PRESENT 
Charles Astrike, Chair  Jimmy Holland (alt.)  Brian Leonard, Asst. City Atty. 
Sara Bialeschki  Larnie McClung  Marsha Bryant, Planner 
Jack Cox, Vice Chair      Dave Steinmetz, Enf. Off.  
Dr. Bill Fiden       David Nash, Planner 
Mary Lavoie       Karen Hilton, Planning Mgr. 
Mark Ledger       Rob Anderson, Dir., Dev. Svcs. 
Bill Snuggs       Craig Harmon 
Ronald Michael      Jeffery Brown, Dir., Eng’g. 
Bill Watt       Michael Gibson, Dir. Pks/Rec 
        Neil Perry, Traffic Engineering 

 
ITEM 1.  Approval of the Agenda   
 
Chairman Charles Astrike called the meeting to order, after which the Agenda was approved.     
 
ITEM 2. Unified Development Ordinance:  Discussion and Recommendation 
 
Chairman Astrike reviewed the objectives of the meeting:  a recommendation to the City Council 
regarding the entire UDO and particularly the items which have been the focus of the most recent 
staff work in response to public hearings and input from the Advisory Committee and members of 
the development community.  He asked Mr. Rob Anderson, Chief Development Officer, to present 
staff recommendations and background or alternative positions as appropriate on these topics.  
 
Mr. Anderson referred to the materials distributed on Tuesday and handed out additional copies of 
the Tracking Form with HBAF Comments 9/21/10 [sic] added to the columns.  Nearly all members 
had received a copy earlier by e-mail.  He used that form to guide presentation of staff 
recommendations, the reasons, the alternatives requested, and to respond to questions about other 
alternatives, clarifications or final staff recommendations.   
 
Items 1-4 -- Open Space and Parkland requirements:  The revised language about the availability 
of the payment in-lieu option appears to have addressed those concerns among housing developers.  
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Regarding Item 1, Mr. Anderson noted that the existing draft would not preclude stormwater 
facilities being counted toward the OSS/Parkland requirements simply because the facility was 
fenced.  On Items 2 and 3, he noted that the Land Value Factor, a new approach acceptable to 
HBAF, was set low enough that any significant reduction for on-site Parkland credit for multifamily 
projects would result in an insufficient contribution toward the type of public recreation facilities 
that apartment residents would still use.  In effect, the purposes and needs of the parkland 
requirement would not be met.  Staff recommended that each multi-family unit be treated the same 
way as individual single family units.   
 
If a credit is considered, staff recommends it be limited to 10 or 15% and allowed only for those 
facilities similar to other Parks and Recreation programs and facilities.  For instance, very few public 
swimming pools are provided by the City, but there is regular need for basketball courts, fields for 
organized sports, and multi-purpose paths and greenways.   If credit is extended, it should be for 
provision of the latter type of facilities, not for features like swimming pools or weight rooms.   
 
Following comments by Mr. Snuggs and Mr. Cox regarding the value of recognizing some on-site 
facilities, Mr. Cox made a motion, seconded by Mr. Snuggs, to approve a change providing up to 
15% credit against parkland requirements for on-site recreational facilities at multifamily 
developments meeting standards described by staff.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
Item 5 – Pedestrian Connectors:  Mr. Anderson summarized discussions with development 
representatives over the past week.  Per those discussions, a 20’ width is more appropriate, and 
language will be changed from easement to ROW to indicate City ownership.  Mr. Anderson noted 
that maintenance of the unpaved area will be similar to sidewalks – adjacent owner’s responsibility 
to maintain (mow, trim).  David Steinmetz, Senior Zoning Administrator, reminded everyone that 
there were several such pedestrian connections already located in the city.  Upon a motion by Mr. 
Ledger, seconded by Mr. Cox, the staff recommendation was approved unanimously (20’ 
width, as public ROW). 
 
Item 6 – Community Form, Block Length:  The existing draft includes a provision for a pedestrian 
connector if the block length exceeds 800’, and with that in place, staff is comfortable with the 
HBAF suggestion of 1000’ maximum block length.  Mr. Cox moved and Mr. Ledger seconded a 
motion, unanimously approved, to establish 1000’ maximum block length, with a pedestrian 
connector for blocks in excess of 800’.  
 
Item 7 – Community Form, Driveway Width (within first 18’), SFR:  After a brief staff 
presentation and Commission discussion, Mr. Cox moved and Mr. Watts seconded a motion, 
unanimously approved, to recommend a 16’ maximum driveway width for a single car garage 
and a 20’ maximum width driveway  for a two or more car garage in single family 
development.   
 
Item 8 – Community Form, Driveway Width, MFR:  Mr. Anderson explained that, following 
conversation with other staff and the Fire Department, there was not a conflict with the Fire 
Department standards, and no change was needed.  The Commission unanimously accepted staff 
recommendation of no change following a motion by Mr. Cox and a second by Mr. Snuggs. 
 
Item 9 – Community Form, Sidewalks:  Mr. Anderson explained that the current draft required 
sidewalks on both sides of all streets except cul-de-sacs (one side). One alternative might be to 
require sidewalks on both sides only on collectors and thoroughfares, more consistent with current 
standards.  Discussion included questions about who determined which side of the street and how to 
accommodate a residential street that, over time, became a collector, and the importance of keeping 
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community goals in sight – which generally would require sidewalks on both sides of even smaller 
residential streets within the city.  Mr. Ledger moved and Dr. Fiden seconded a motion to require 
sidewalks on one side of residential streets and both sides of collector or larger streets; the motion 
failed 2-6, with Mr. Ledger and Dr. Fiden in favor.  Mr. Michael then moved and Mr. Watt 
seconded a motion to require sidewalks on both sides of all streets except cul-de-sacs less than 
500’ in length; the motion passed 6-2 (Mr. Ledger and Dr. Fiden voting in opposition). 
 
Item 10 – Community Form, Street Trees:  Mr. Anderson explained the efforts to establish cross-
sections that coordinated the placement of utilities, sidewalks and street trees and the hope that those 
would be available by implementation of the UDO.  He explained the HBAF proposal to require 
street trees only on collector or thoroughfare streets and to increase the tree planting standards in the 
front yards of residential areas to add more trees on private property, which should help reduce City 
maintenance efforts.  Mr. Anderson noted the increased challenge of monitoring those trees.   
 
In discussion, staff expressed some concern that all the elements were not in place to require street 
trees in the right-of-way on residential streets.  Dr. Fiden described the importance of increasing the 
number of trees throughout the city.  Mr. Cox related issues he has experienced or observed 
regarding tree roots eventually damaging sidewalks.  Mr. Cox moved and Mr. Ledger seconded a 
motion to increase the number of street trees required on private property in residential areas 
and limit required street trees to collector or greater (thoroughfare) streets.  The motion 
passed 6-2 (Mr. Snuggs, Dr. Fiden). 
 
Item 11 – SFR Standards, Building Orientation: Mr. Anderson noted that the changes 
recommended by staff were acceptable to the HBAF. The Commission voted unanimously for a 
motion by Mr. Cox seconded by Mr. Watt to accept the staff recommendation.  
 
Item 12 – SFR Standards, Garage Standards (Setback):  Mr. Anderson explained the proposed 
regulation and the alternative regarding the setback and relationship between garage and front façade 
of the house.  If the structures are set back more than 50 feet, the regulation does not apply.  If staff 
understands the proposed change accurately, the change would accomplish very little.  The draft uses 
50’ because that begins to be enough setback to limit the impact on the public environment.  The 
Commission voted unanimously in favor of a motion by Mr. Cox seconded by Mr. Watt to 
leave the 50 feet in place. 
 
Item 13 – SFR Standards, Garage Standards (projection): Staff explained the range of 
discussions and reasons for and against keeping the garage from protruding a significant distance in 
front of the house; staff recommended 5 feet; Advisory Committee recommendations varied from 8 
to 10 feet.  Mr. Snuggs moved and Mr. Watt seconded a motion to allow the garage to protrude 
up to 8 feet in front of the façade of the house.  The motion passed 7-1 (Ms. Lavoie in 
opposition). 
 
Items 14-20 – Various Design and Subdivision Standards:  Mr. Anderson explained that these 
were minor edits, clarifications, or adjustments with minimal impact (e.g., a change from requiring 
where there must be an entrance(s) to only requiring that façades facing public areas have the same 
detail as the entrance façade).  HBAF finds all the changes acceptable.  Upon a motion by Mr. Cox, 
seconded by Mr. Ledger, the staff-recommended changes were approved unanimously. 
 
Item 21 – MFR Building Size:  Mr. Anderson explained that this section would limit the size/mass 
of a single building along any single plane or façade.  In combination with other sections, the overall 
intent is to prevent long building masses without the building detail and sense of access or activity 
that makes the public realm safer, more inviting and attractive.  He reminded everyone that an 
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alternative for developments that wouldn’t meet the standards even after administrative adjustments, 
would be Planned Development which actually provides extraordinary flexibility.     
 
Following a meeting with a development representative, staff also recommends a change in 30-
5.H.4. to make clear that the limitations on adjacent units applies only to townhouse development.   
 
The HBAF asked for additional discussion with staff on these standards.  The Commission motion 
indicated the staff recommendations is acceptable but continued dialogue is encouraged prior to 
Council consideration of the UDO, and with that caveat, the Commission unanimously 
approved the motion by Mr. Watt, which was seconded by Mr. Cox. 
 
Item 22 – MFR Building Facades, Offsets:  Staff proposed two changes – combining offsets with 
other variability options, and adding a new option to the effect that the designer can propose other 
features for administrative review.  Mr. Ledger motioned and Mr. Watt seconded approval of 
staff recommendations including the addition of “k”, which passed unanimously (7-0, with Mr. 
Cox out of the room).  
 
Items 23, 25 – MFR Garage, Building Roof Form:  In response to a question from Dr. Fiden, Mr. 
Anderson clarified that the concerns were the visibility of garage entrances from the public right-of-
way.  The most frequent problems would be townhouses with garage access proposed from the 
public street, or a development that had a private access drive between the public street and the 
building, with garages accessed from the private drive.  The other item provides for a range of roof 
pitches.  Mr. Ledge made a motion, seconded by Mr. Cox, to accept staff recommendations; the 
motion passed unanimously.    
 
Item 24 – MFR Parking Location:  Mr. Anderson believes the development community may be 
comfortable with this once they understand it more fully, particularly with addition of buffer type D 
for some flexibility.  Mr. Ledger made a motion seconded by Mr. Watt to approve staff 
recommendation with continued dialogue with the development community; the motion passed 
unanimously. 
 
Items 26-28 – Commercial, Office, MU Design:  Mr. Dunlap’s suggestions were to clarify or 
define “auto-oriented businesses” which staff will do, and to consider how to allow businesses with a 
drive-thru (banks, fast foods, drugstores, for example).  Mr. Watt motioned approval of staff 
recommendations including new definition, with continued dialogue, and of 27 and 28.  The 
motion was seconded by Mr. Cox and approved unanimously. 
 
Item 29 –Large Retail Design Standards, Public Art:  Mr. Anderson explained that, although 
these ‘big box’ standards were recently developed and adopted, a member of the Advisory 
Committee suggested a few changes/clean-ups, including a cap on the total cost required for public 
art.  In response to questions, Ms. Hilton noted these standards were modeled after Winston-Salem 
and other NC cities, and 1% was not that unusual.  She also noted that it is only one of several 
options to meet certain community/design-related requirements. Mr. Anderson indicated staff has 
drafted alternative language consistent with Mr. Dunlap’s comments and included an option for a 
portion to be used off-site.  Mr. Snuggs moved and Dr. Fiden seconded a motion to enable the 
development to cap public art expenditures at 1% of the first $4 million and provide the 
balance at 0.5%  of development costs over $4 million, with an option for some off-site public 
art. During discussion, members expressed concerns about why any change was needed if it’s 
already in place.  The motion passed 5-3, with Bialeschski, Watt and Cox voting in opposition. 
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Item 30 – Creation of a new zoning district, LC Local Commercial:  Ms. Hilton explained the 
gap staff felt existed between Neighborhood and Community Commercial and which warranted the 
new district.  Initially the UDO had been drafted with three commercial districts, but those were 
compressed into the NC and CC because of concerns about translation problems going from our 
current commercial districts to the new ones.  She explained that the new district most typically will 
apply to the strip commercial areas and some of the medium-sized commercial areas.  Mr. Cox 
made a motion, seconded by Mr. Watt, and approved unanimously, to approve the proposed 
LC Local Commercial District and associated changes to the use table. 
 
Zero Lot Line Regulations:  Ms. Hilton explained the duplication that occurred between the ZLL 
standards in Article 3 (Zoning Districts) and those in Article 6 (Subdivisions).  One substantive 
change is also proposed by staff – to require only the perimeter setbacks, not all the setbacks for a 
perimeter lot, to meet the standards of the base zoning district.  Mr. Cox moved to accept the staff 
recommendations to eliminate duplications and focus on perimeter setbacks, not perimeter 
lots; Mr. Ledger seconded the motion which was approved unanimously with the request that 
the final language be reviewed with stakeholders. 
 
Use Table Adjustments:  Ms. Hilton explained that vocational and trade schools often have more of 
a commercial or industrial character not in keeping with office or neighborhood development; thus, 
staff proposes they be S special use in OI and NC districts, with new standards for evaluating the 
proposed development.  The next use change proposed to enable consideration of a larger grocery in 
the NC district; that required use-specific standards, as well.  Staff also recommends a new 
manufacturing use type to be listed as an S special use in Heavy Industrial, with new separation, 
buffering, and plan review standards, for manufacturing uses with high impact or hazardous use 
characteristics.  Other changes recommended were to add use-specific standards for flea markets and 
drug/alcohol treatment facilities.  Finally, one new definition, for open air uses, will be developed.  
Mr. Cox moved approval of staff recommendations, seconded by Mr. Watt, and approved 
unanimously.  
 
Edit Tracking Form:  Mr. Anderson explained that these are more ‘disclosure’ that substantive 
issues.  Items 1-5, in sum, involve a question about whether the standards apply to utilities; yes, they 
do.  Another PWC question had been approval authority:  Especially since different utilities are 
involved, the City should retain an overarching approval/coordination role, but that does not imply 
the City staff will be designing utilities.   
 
Item 6 involves Transitional Standards, Buffer Area:  Mr. Watt made a motion, seconded by Mr. 
Michael and approved unanimously, to accept the new language that allowed for reduction in 
a required buffer when a large undeveloped and undevelopable area exists (such as a wetlands 
or stream or an area with a conservation easement) between the protected use and the non-
residential development proposed.   
 
Item 8 is a material change, to allow up to 3 off-premise realty signs for open houses, maximum of 4 
square feet in size, on the weekends between 9 am – 6 pm.  Mr. Snuggs asked about the hours, and 
Mr. Anderson indicated that such signs currently were not permitted at all.   Mr. Watt moved, Mr. 
Cox seconded, and the Commission voted 7-1 for staff-recommended changes/positions on 
Items 1-6, with Mr. Snuggs opposed because more signs are needed. 
 
Item 9 proposes to limit signage on trucks parked within 50 feet of the public right-of-way:  any 
truck with a side having a sign over four square feet must park beyond a 50 foot setback (equivalent 
of two parking rows and access lane).  Staff explained that many companies are using vans or box 
trucks as moveable billboards, parking them along the right-of-way.  Mr. Ledger made a motion of 
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approval with a change to a 25 foot setback, seconded by Mr. Snuggs.  Mr. Michael offered a 
friendly amendment of a 30 foot setback, accepted by Mr. Ledger.  Dr. Fiden expressed the concern 
that reducing the setback undercuts the intent, and his hope that the standards prevent large tractor 
trailers from functioning the same way.  The motion failed 3-5, with Mr. Ledger, Mr. Michael and 
Ms. Lavoie in favor.  Mr. Watt moved approval of staff’s recommendation, seconded by Dr. 
Fiden and approved 5-3, with Mr. Ledger, Mr. Michael and Ms. Lavoie in opposition.  
 
Item 10 proposes to limit political signs to 16 square feet (currently 32 sf).  Mr. Ledger motioned 
for approval, seconded by Mr. Cox and the motion passed unanimously. 
 
Item 11 proposes to allow a permanent subdivision entrance sign on nearby land not technically part 
of the subdivision but traditionally considered part of it.  The change was approved unanimously 
after a motion by Mr. Cox, second by Mr. Ledger. 
 
Item 21 [12] proposes to simplify the table listing specific items subject to varying percentages of 
allowable administrative adjustment.  Staff proposes a flat 10% adjustment (subject to the criteria for 
considering an adjustment) for all standards; 10% should not materially change the project, but 20% 
could.  Mr. Watt moved approval, seconded by Mr. Cox.  Mr. Ledger pointed out that generally the 
percent was higher for standards in the downtown; would 10% be too limited to be useful?  Mr. 
Anderson suggested that if 20-25% was typically needed, perhaps the basic standard should be 
changed.  The change was approved 7-1, Mr. Ledger opposed. 
 
Mr. Anderson noted that a few other elements will be checked and included as needed, such as the 
recently approved child care amendments. 
 
Mr. Ledger motioned that the Planning Commission send the entire UDO to the City Council 
with the specific changes noted tonight, including a few that call for additional discussion.  
Following a second by Mr. Cox, the motion was approved unanimously. 
 
Mr. Anderson indicated the next steps would be an update to the City Council at its November 1 
work session.  The Council would probably use its November 8 meeting to set a hearing date, and 
hold the hearing on November 22.   
 
Members and staff expressed deep appreciation for the contribution of time and ideas from the 
Advisory Committee members and others in the development sector and general community, and for 
staff dedication and effort sustaining the preparation and evolution of the draft. 
 
ITEM 3. Other Business 
 
Mr. Ledger thanked the entire Commission and staff for the opportunity to serve with them and to 
represent the Commission on the Advisory Committee.   
 
ITEM 4.   Adjournment 
 
There being no other business, the meeting adjourned at 9:40 p.m. 
 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Karen S. Hilton, AICP 
Manager, Planning and Zoning 
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A RESOLUTION SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE REGARDING THE UNIFIED 
DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE (PURSUANT TO N.C. G.S. 160A-58.2) 

 
WHEREAS, an Unified Development Ordinance has been drafted for the City of 

Fayetteville, North Carolina; and 
 
WHEREAS, preparation of the “Unified Development Ordinance, November 2010” has 

been based on the Vision 2030 Plan and the Fayetteville Strategic Plan to be responsive to 
community goals and has involved a broadly representative advisory group in refining the draft 
regulations for consideration by the community and elected officials;  

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville of 

North Carolina that: 
 

Section 1.  A public hearing to accept Citizens’ comments regarding the Unified 
Development Ordinance will be held at 7:00 p.m. on November 22, 2010, in the 
Council Chambers located at 433 Hay Street, City Hall. 

 
Section 3.  Notice of the public hearing shall be published in the Fayetteville Observer, a 

newspaper having general circulation in the City of Fayetteville of North Carolina, 
at least ten (10) days prior to the date of the public hearing. 

 
 
 
Adopted by the Fayetteville City Council in regular session this _____ day of __________, 2010. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

_____________________________ 
Anthony G. Chavonne, Mayor 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Rita Perry, City Clerk 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Jeffery P. Brown, PE, Engineering & Infrastructure Director
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Consider Adoption of Resolution Authorizing Condemnation for the Acquisition of 

Right of Way (R/W) for the Ramsey Street Project 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Whether Council is willing to authorize acquisition of the necessary R/W required for the 
construction of the safety improvements for Ramsey Street through condemnation pursuant to 
North Carolina General Statute. 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Growing City, Livable Neighborhoods – A Great Place to Live 

 
BACKGROUND: 
l The North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) made a presentation to Council on 
May 7, 2007 concerning the need for access management on Ramsey Street through the 
construction of concrete islands, raised medians, directional crossovers and other channelization.  
l Council adopted Resolution No. R2007-22 on May 14, 2007 endorsing the design and 
construction of safety improvements for Ramsey Street.  
l On July 27, 2009, Council approved a Municipal Agreement with NCDOT which made the City 
responsible for R/W acquisitions and utility adjustments necessary to construct the project.  At the 
same meeting Council adopted Capital Project Ordinance 2010-9 in the amount of $150,000 for 
the purchase of the R/W and utility adjustments.  
l On November, 23, 2009, Council adopted Capital Project Ordinance Amendment 2010-19, 
which allocated an additional $200,000 toward the project.  
l This project will also include the construction of traffic signals at the intersections of Ramsey 
Street and Shawcroft Road.  
l Council approved a resolution on July 26, 2010 to condemn nine other properties.  However, at 
that time staff believed that the subject property could  be acquired without condemnation action.  
Since that time though our efforts have proved unsuccessful and necessitates this action to keep 
this vital project on schedule.  
l City Staff has been unsuccessful in acquiring the R/W needed from parcel #0439-66-7538 and is 
seeking approval to move forward with condemnation. This will give a total of three properties that 
the City will have to file condemnation on.  

 
ISSUES: 
l City Staff initially thought that this R/W could be acquired by simply working with the property 
owners, however this parcel has multiple owners and all parties have not been cooperative to date. 
l The Municipal Agreement makes the City responsible for acquiring the R/W for the project.  
l The contractor, Highland Paving Company, has started the project and without the acquisition of 
this R/W, the project will be delayed.  

 
OPTIONS: 
l Adopt the resolution authorizing acquisition of the necessary R/W for the project through 
condemnation in order to prevent construction delays.  
l Do not adopt the resolution which will delay the project while alternative options are evaluated.  

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Adopt the resolution authorizing acquisition of the necessary R/W for the project through 
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condemnation in order to prevent construction delays. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Ramsey Street Resolution
Map of Parcel
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Q:\Preas\Resolutions\PDFConvert.2977.1.RamseyCondemnationResolution.doc.Doc 

Resolution Number 2010________ 
 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDEMNATION A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDEMNATION A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDEMNATION A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDEMNATION     
TO ACQUIRE CERTAIN PROPERTYTO ACQUIRE CERTAIN PROPERTYTO ACQUIRE CERTAIN PROPERTYTO ACQUIRE CERTAIN PROPERTY    

 
 WHEREASWHEREASWHEREASWHEREAS, the governing body of the City of Fayetteville hereby determines that 
it is necessary and in the public interest to acquire certain property for the following 
public purpose: 
 

RIGHT OF WAY FOR ROAD IMPROVEMENTS, COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE RIGHT OF WAY FOR ROAD IMPROVEMENTS, COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE RIGHT OF WAY FOR ROAD IMPROVEMENTS, COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE RIGHT OF WAY FOR ROAD IMPROVEMENTS, COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE 
RAMSEY STREET RAMSEY STREET RAMSEY STREET RAMSEY STREET PROJECTPROJECTPROJECTPROJECT    

    
 WHEREASWHEREASWHEREASWHEREAS, the proper officials or representatives of the City of Fayetteville have 
been unable to acquire the needed interest in this property by negotiated conveyance. 
 
 NOWNOWNOWNOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY 
OF FAYETTEVILLE, THAT: 
 

1. The City of Fayetteville shall acquire by condemnation, for the purpose stated 
above, the property and interest as shown on the attached map sheet; 

 
PARCEL 
 
3  Ellen Bill and others       
   
 

2. The City Attorney is directed to institute the necessary proceedings under 
North Carolina General Statue § 40A-42 to acquire the property herein 
described. 

 
ADOPTEDADOPTEDADOPTEDADOPTED     this the 8TH day of November, 2010, by the City Council of the 
City of Fayetteville, North Carolina. 

 
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLE    

 
 
      BY: __________________________________________ 
       ANTHONY G.CHAVONNE, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
___________________________________ 
Rita Perry, City Clerk 

               7 - 11 - 1 - 1



               7 - 11 - 2 - 1



 

CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Special Revenue Fund Project Ordinance 2011-6 (COPS Technology Grant) 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
The FY2010 COPS Technology Grant, totalling $300,000, was awarded to the Fayetteville Police 
Department and Cumberland County Sheriff's Office.  This Special Revenue Fund Project 
Ordinance will appropriate the City's share of $150,000 for the COPS Technology Program. 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Goal 2:  Growing City, Livable Neighborhoods - A Great Place to Live 
Objective 1:  Consistent improvement in reducing crime rates 

 
BACKGROUND: 

l A grant totaling $300,000 was awarded to the City and County.  
l The Police Department and the County Sheriff's Office will share the grant funds equally, 

each receiving $150,000.  
l A local match is not required.  
l The Police Department will use their portion of the grant to purchase 35 laptops along with 

years 2 and 3 of additional warranty for the laptops.  

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
OPTIONS: 
1)  Adopt the Special Revenue Project Ordinance. 
2)  Do not adopt the Special Revenue Project Ordinance. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Adopt the Special Revenue Project Ordinance. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

SRO 2011-6 FY 2010 COPS Technology Grant Program
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CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, North Carolina, that pursuant
to Section 13.2 of Chapter 159 of the General Statutes of North Carolina, the following special
revenue project ordinance is hereby adopted:

Section 1. The project authorized is for the funding of the FY2010 COPS Technology Grant
program for the purchase of laptops and other purposes authorized in the grant.

Section 2. The project director is hereby directed to proceed with the project within the terms
of the various contract agreements executed with the Federal and State
governments and within the funds appropriated herein.

Section 3. The following revenues are anticipated to be available to the City to complete the
project:

U.S. Department of Justice 150,000$        

Section 4. The following amounts are appropriated for the project:

Project Expenditures 150,000$        

Section 5. Copies of this special revenue project ordinance shall be made available to the budget 
officer and the finance officer for direction in carrying out this project.

Adopted this 8th day of November, 2010.

November 8, 2010

SPECIAL REVENUE FUND PROJECT ORDINANCE
ORD 2011-6
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Gloria Wrench, Purchasing Manager
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Approve Purchase of one (1) Surveillance and Reconnaissance Robotic Vehicle for 

use by the City of Fayetteville Fire Department Hazardous Materials Regional 
Response Team. 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Staff requests approval to issue a purchase order in the amount of $165,482 for the purchase of 
one (1) surveillance and reconnaissance robotic vehicle for use by the City of Fayetteville Fire 
Department Hazardous Materials Regional Response Team, in accordance with N.C.G.S. 143-129
(e)(6) "sole-source" exception. 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Goal 4 - More Efficient City Government - Cost-Effective Service Delivery             

 
BACKGROUND: 
The City of Fayetteville Fire Department Haz-Mat team has been designated by the State of North 
Carolina as one (1) of seven (7) Hazardous Materials Regional Response Teams throughout the 
State.  In an effort to maintain standardization and uniformity, each of the seven (7) Regional 
Response Teams have agreed to purchase a Talon Generation IV Robot which will allow on-scene 
operations from a safe distance and location.  The Talon Generation IV Robot is solely 
manufactured and distributed in the United States by QinetiQ North America Inc., Technology 
Solutions Group, Waltham, MA. 
 
N.C.G.S. 143-129(e)(6) allows an exception to the bidding requirements for the purchase of 
apparatus, supplies, materials or equipment when (i) performance or price competition for a 
product are not available; (ii) a needed product is available from only once source of supply; or (iii) 
when standardization and compatibility is the overriding consideration. 
 
Funding will be though the 2008 US Department of Homeland Security Grant; no additional City 
funds will be needed.   

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
OPTIONS: 
(1) Approve staff recommendation. (2) Not approve staff recommendation. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Approve purchase of one (1) Talon Generation IV Robot  in the amount of $165,482, from the sole 
supplier, QinetiQ North America Inc., Technology Solutions Group, Waltham, MA, pursuant to 
N.C.G.S. 143-129(e)(6) "sole source" exception. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Talon Sole Source Statement
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Steven K. Blanchard, PWC CEO/General Manager
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Bid Recommendation - Purchase of Various Dump Trucks  

 
 

THE QUESTION: 

The Public Works Commission of the City of Fayetteville requests Council approve bid award for 
purchase of various dump trucks, with the option to purchase additional unit(s) within a three-year 
period, if agreed upon by both parties.  

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Quality Utility Services. 

 

BACKGROUND: 

The Public Works Commission, during their meeting of October 27, 2010, approved bid 
recommendation to award bid for purchase of various dump trucks, with the option to purchase 
additional unit(s) within a three-year period, if agreed upon by both parties, and forward to City 
Council for approval.   Bids were received September 22, 2010 as follows:    
 
1.  Piedmont Truck Center, Greensboro, NC, lowest bidder meeting bid requirements in the total 
amount of $152,800.00 for the purchase of two (2) 33,000 lb. GVWR Cab and Chassis with 5 
Cubic Yard Dump Body. This is a budgeted item ($95,000 each) for a total of $190,000 to 
replace Unit #318 and Unit #326. Bids were solicited from sixteen (16) vendors with eight (8) 
vendors responding as follows:   
 
          Bidders                                                             Unit Price                Total Cost  
 
Piedmont Truck Center, Greensboro, NC                  $ 76,400.00             $152,800.00 
Tri-Point Truck Center, Raleigh, NC                          $ 77,434.00             $154,868.00 
Smith International, Fayetteville, NC                          $ 77,900.00             $155,800.00 
LaFayette Ford, Fayetteville, NC                               $ 79,113.50             $158,227.00 
Charlotte Truck Center, Charlotte, NC                       $ 79,673.00             $159,346.00 
Cooper Kenworth, Raleigh, NC                                  $ 84,485.00             $168,970.00 
Peterbilt of Dunn, Dunn, NC                                       $ 89,997.00             $179,994.00 
 
Note:  The apparent low bid was submitted by Advantage Truck Center, Charlotte, NC; however, 
their bid did not meet specifications.  The bid specifications required that bids be submitted for the 
latest design and current production model.  Advantage Truck Center submitted a bid on a 2009 
unit. 
          
2.  Smith International, Fayetteville, NC, lowest bidder meeting bid requirements in the total 
amount of $89,400.00 for the purchase of one (1) 54,000 lb. GVWR Cab and Chassis with 12 
Cubic Yard Dump Body.  This is a budgeted item ($105,000) to replace Unit #347.  Bids were 
solicited from sixteen (16) vendors with five (5) vendors responding as follows: 
 
      Bidders                                                                 Total Cost 
 
Smith International, Fayetteville, NC                           $  89,400.00 
Charlotte Truck Center, Charlotte, NC                        $  91,225.00 
Cooper Kenworth, Raleigh, NC                                   $  94,034.00 
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Peterbilt of Dunn, Dunn, NC                                        $107,778.00 
 
Note:  The apparent low bid was submitted by Tri-Pont Truck Center, Raleigh, NC; however, Tri-
Point failed to submit all requested information, therefore their bid was determined to be non-
responsive. 

 
ISSUES: 
Neither Piedmont Truck Center nor Smith International is classified as a SDBE, minority or woman-
owned business. 

 
OPTIONS: 
N/A 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Award bids as follows: 
 
1.   Piedmont Truck Center, Greensboro, NC lowest bidder meeting bid requirements in the total 
amount of $152,800.00 for the purchase of two (2) 33,000 lb. GVWR Cab and Chassis with 5 
Cubic Yard Dump Body. 
 
2.  Smith International, Fayetteville, NC, lowest bidder meeting bid requirements in the total 
amount of $89,400.00 for the purchase of one (1) 54,000 lb. GVWR Cab and Chassis with 12 
Cubic Yard Dump Body. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Bid Recommendation - 33,000 LB GVWR Cab and Chassis
Bid recommendation - 54,000 LB GVWR Cab and Chassis
Bid history - dump trucks
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BID HISTORY 
 

DUMP TRUCKS 
 
 
Advertisement 
 
1. Public Works Commission Website  08/31/10 to 09/22/10 
 
 
List of Organizations Notified of Bid 
 
1. NAACP Fayetteville Branch, Fayetteville, NC 
2. NAWIC, Fayetteville, NC 
3. N.C. Institute of Minority Economic Development, Durham, NC 
4. CRIC, Fayetteville, NC 
5. Fayetteville Business & Professional League, Fayetteville, NC 
6. SBTDC, Fayetteville, NC 
7. FTCC Small Business Center, Fayetteville, NC 
8. The Raleigh Black Chamber of Commerce, Raleigh, NC 
9. Fayetteville Area Chamber of Commerce, Fayetteville, NC 

 
 
List of Prospective Bidders 
 
1. Powers-Swain Chevrolet, Fayetteville, NC 
2. Bleecker Olds, Buick, GMC, Red Springs, NC 
3. Crown Ford, Fayetteville, NC 
4. Lafayette Ford, Fayetteville, NC 
5. Smith International Truck Center, Fayetteville, NC 
6. Parks Chevrolet, Kernersville, NC 
7. Piedmont Truck Sales, Greensboro, NC 
8. Advantage Truck Center, Charlotte, NC 
9. Capital Ford, Raleigh, NC 
10. AAA Truck Sales, Fayetteville, NC 
11. Tarheel Sterling, Charlotte, NC 
12. H&E Equipment, Charlotte, NC 
13. Tri-Point Truck Center, Raleigh, NC 
14. Charlotte Truck Center, Charlotte, NC 
15. Cooper Kenworth, Raleigh, NC 
16.  Peterbilt of Dunn, Dunn, NC 
 
 
SDBE/MWBE Participation 
 
Neither Smith International nor Piedmont Truck Center is classified as a SDBE, minority or woman-
owned business. 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Steven K. Blanchard, PWC CEO/General Manager
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Bid Recommendation - Purchase of One (1) 35,000 lb. Rubber Tire Loader 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 

The Public Works Commission of the City of Fayetteville requests Council approve bid award for 
purchase of one (1) Rubber Tire Loader, with the option to purchase additional unit(s) within a 
three-year period, if agreed upon by both parties.  

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Quality Utility Services 

 
BACKGROUND: 

The Public Works Commission, during their meeting of October 13, 2010, approved bid 
recommendation to award bid for purchase of one (1) 35,000 lb. Rubber Tire Loader (with option to 
purchase additional unit(s) within a three-year period, if agreed upon by both parties) to Rob’s 
Hydraulics, Inc., Grimesland, NC, low bidder in the total amount of $130,135.00 and forward to City 
Council for approval. This is a budgeted item (budgeted amount of $132,000 to replace Unit 
#761).   Bids were received September 15, 2010 as follows:  
 
        Bidders                                                                        Total Cost 
 
      Rob's Hydraulics, Inc., Grimesland, NC                         $130,135.00 
      Interstate Equipment Co., Cary, NC                              $134,897.00 
      R.W. Moore Equipment Co., Garner, NC                      $139,000.00 
      Linder Industrial Machinery Co., Raleigh, NC                $148,400.00 
      Gregory Poole Equipment, Co., Hope Mills, NC             $161,314.00 
 
Bids were solicited from five (5) vendors with five (5) vendors responding.  Rob's Hydraulics, Inc., 
is a woman-owned business enterprise. 
 

 
ISSUES: 
N/A 

 
OPTIONS: 
N/A 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Award bid to Rob's Hydraulics, Inc., Grimesland, NC 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Bid recommendaiton
Bid history
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BID HISTORY 
 

ONE (1) 35,000 LB. RUBBER TIRE LOADER 
 
 
Advertisement 
 
Public Works Commission Website   08/31/10 through 09/15/10 
 
 
List of Organizations Notified of Bid 
 
1. NAACP Fayetteville Branch, Fayetteville, NC 
2. NAWIC, Fayetteville, NC 
3. N.C. Institute of Minority Economic Development, Durham, NC 
4. CRIC, Fayetteville, NC 
5. Fayetteville Business & Professional League, Fayetteville, NC 
6. SBTDC, Fayetteville, NC 
7. FTCC Small Business Center, Fayetteville, NC 
8. The Women’s Center of Fayetteville, Fayetteville, NC 
9. Fayetteville Area Chamber of Commerce, Fayetteville, NC 

 
 
List of Prospective Bidders 
 
1. Gregory Poole Equipment Co., Hope Mills, NC 
2. R.W. Moore Equipment Co., Garner, NC 
3. Linder Industrial Machinery, Raleigh, NC 
4. Rob’s Hydraulics, Grimesland, NC 
5. Interstate Equipment, Cary, NC 
 
 
SDBE/MWBE Participation 
 
Rob’s Hydraulics, Inc. is a woman-owned business enterprise. 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Steven K. Blanchard, PWC CEO/General Manager
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Bid Recommendation - Water and Wastewater Chemicals  

 
 

THE QUESTION: 

The Public Works Commission of the City of Fayetteville requests Council approve bid award for 
one-year contracts, with option to extend contract for additional period(s) upon agreement of both 
parties for the purchase of water and wastewater chemicals.  

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Quality Utility Services 

 
BACKGROUND: 

The Public Works Commission, during their meeting of October 27, 2010 approved bid awards for 
one-year contracts, with  option to extend contract for additional period(s) upon agreement of both 
parties for the purchase of water and wastewater chemicals and forward to City Council for 
approval. Bids were received September 30, 2010 as follows:  
 
1.     Southern Ionics, West Point, MS, low bidder in the amount of $90,900.00 for the purchase of 
approximately 900,000 lbs. of Sodium Bisulfite.   Bids were solicited from twenty (20) bidders with 
three (3) bidders responding as follows:          
 
         Bidders                                                                        Total Cost  
 
     Southern Ionics, Inc., West Point, MS                              $ 90,900.00  
     JCI Jones Chemicals, Charlotte, NC                                $104,490.00  
     PVS Chemical Solutions, Detroit, MI                                $125,100.00    
 
2.   Colonial Chemical Solutions, Savannah, GA,  low bidder in the amount of $363,114.00 for  the 
purchase of approximately 1800 tons of 50% Caustic Soda. Bids were solicited from twenty (20) 
bidders with four (4) bidders responding as follows:  
 
          Bidders                                                                      Total Cost     
                       
    Colonial Chemical Solutions, Savannah, GA                   $363,114.00         
    JCI Jones Chemicals, Charlotte, NC                                $403,452.00                         
    Basic Chemical Solutions, Morrisville, PA                        $432,630.00                         
    Key Chemical, Waxhaw, NC                                             $504,000.00    

 
ISSUES: 

The recommended bidders are not classified as SDBE, minority or woman-owned businesses.   
 
The bid recommendation for Ferric Sulfate has been delayed. This delay is due to the significant 
increase in cost for this chemical and the absence of competitive bids.     

 
OPTIONS: 
N/A 
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RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

Award bids as follows:   
 
1.     Southern Ionics, West Point, MS, low bidder in the amount of $90,900.00 for the purchase of 
approximately 900,000 lbs. of Sodium Bisulfite.   
 
2.   Colonial Chemical Solutions, Savannah, GA, low bidder in the amount of $363,114.00 for the 
purchase of approximately 1800 tons of 50% Caustic Soda.  

 
ATTACHMENTS:

bid transmittal letter
bid recommendation - sodium bisulfite
bid recommendation - caustic soda
bid history
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BID HISTORY 
 

WATER AND WASTEWATER CHEMICALS 
BID DATE:  SEPTEMBER 30, 2010 

 
 
Advertisement 
 
Public Works Commission Website   09/21/10 through 09/30/10 
 
List of Organizations Notified of Bid 
 
1. NAACP Fayetteville Branch, Fayetteville, NC 
2. NAWIC, Fayetteville, NC 
3. N.C. Institute of Minority Economic Development, Durham, NC 
4. CRIC, Fayetteville, NC 
5. Fayetteville Business & Professional League, Fayetteville, NC 
6. SBTDC, Fayetteville, NC 
7. FTCC Small Business Center, Fayetteville, NC 
8. The Raleigh Black Chamber of Commerce, Raleigh, NC 
9. Fayetteville Area Chamber of Commerce, Fayetteville, NC 
 
List of Prospective Bidders 

 
1. Colonial Chemical Solutions, Savannah, GA 
2. JCI Jones Chemicals, Charlotte, NC 
3. LCI, Ltd., Jacksonville Beach, FL 
4. Univar USA, Jamestown, NC 
5. GEO Specialty Chemicals, Little Rock, AR 
6. KC Industries, Mulberry, FL 
7. Basic Chemical Solutions, Morrisville, PA 
8. Gulbrandsen, Clinton, NJ 
9. Solvay Fluorides, LLC, Houston, TX 
10. Brenntag Southeast, Durham, NC 
11. General Chemical, Parsipanny, NJ 
12. Tanner Industries, Southhampton, PA 
13. PVS Chemical Solutions, Detroit, MI 
14. Pencco, San Felipe, TX 
15. Key Chemical, Inc., Waxhaw, NC 
16. Kemira Water Solutions, Lawrence, KS 
17. C&S Chemicals, Marietta, GA 
18. Southern Ionics, West Point, MS 
19. Sterling Water Technologies, Columbia, TN 
20. Agro-Iron, Lakeland, FL 

 
SDBE/MWBE Participation 
 
The recommended bidders are not classified as SDBE, minority or women owned businesses.  
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Steven K. Blanchard, PWC CEO/General Manager
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Calling Series 2001 Revenue Bonds  

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
The Public Works Commission of the City of Fayetteville requests Council take action to approve 
Calling Series 2001 Revenue Bonds. 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Lowest Responsible Rates, Most Financially Sound Utility 

 
BACKGROUND: 

The Public Works Commission’s Series 2001 Revenue Refunding Bonds first call date is March 1, 
2011. At the call date $7.68 million will be outstanding at interest rates ranging from 4.5% to 
5.25%. Related expenses to call the bonds early are a call premium of 1% and preparation and 
notification fees of $78,900. To avoid tax issues PWC had previously discussed calling the bonds 
on March 1, 2012, prior to the new power supply contract and lease of the generation plant. With 
the low interest earning rates on invested funds, just over $1 million can be saved by avoiding 
bond interest associated with the Series 2001 bonds and paying interest to the Electric Rate 
Stabilization Fund at current rates.    
 
Therefore, the Public Works Commission, during their meeting of October 27, 2010 adopted 
Resolution PWC 2010.06 to Call Series 2001 Revenue Refunding Bonds and request City Council 
adopt a similar resolution. The Commission also adopted the FY 2011 General Fund Budget 
Amendment #1 and the Electric Rate Stabilization Fund Budget Amendment #9, both related to the 
bond call and request that City Council adopt these budget amendments.  

 
ISSUES: 
N/A 

 
OPTIONS: 
N/A 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

Adopt the following items related to Calling Series 2001 Revenue Refunding Bonds:   
 
1.   Adopt Resolution of the City of Fayetteville, North Carolina to Call $7,680,000 Public Works 
Commission Revenue Refunding Bonds, Series 2001 For Optional Redemption on the First 
Optional Redemption Date  
 
2.   Adopt PWC FY 2011 General Fund Budget Amendment #1  
 
3.   Adopt PWC Electric Rate Stabilization Fund Budget Amendment #9  

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Transmittal Letter
PWC Resolution 2010.06
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BUILDING COMMUNITY CONNECTIONS SINCE 1905 

 
AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY / AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
October 21, 2010 

 
 
 
MEMO TO:  Steven K. Blanchard, CEO      

MEMO FROM: J. Dwight Miller, CFO       
  
 
SUBJECT: Call Series 2001 Revenue Refunding Bonds 
 
 
The Public Works Commission’s, Series 2001, Revenue Refunding Bonds first call date is 
March 1, 2011.  At the call date $7.68 million will be outstanding at interest rates ranging from 
4.5% to 5.25%.  Related expenses to the call the bonds early are a call premium of 1% and 
preparation and notification fees of $78,900. 
 
We had previously discussed calling the bonds on March 1, 2012, prior to the new power supply 
contract and lease of the generation plant, to avoid tax issues.  With the low interest earning rates 
on invested funds, just over $1 million can be saved by avoiding bond interest associated with 
the Series 2001 bonds and paying interest to the Electric Rate Stabilization Fund at current rates. 
 
Staff recommends that the Commission approve Resolution PWC2010.06 to call the bonds, 
forward a similar Resolution to City Council for approval and approve the following financial 
items related to the bond call: 
 

1. FY 2011 General Fund budget Amendment #1 (budget documents attached) 
a. Revenues and expenses related to the call 
b. Budget adjustment for a meter to Ft. Bragg with reimbursement 
c. Amortization and Vehicle/equipment clearing adjustments 

2. Electric rate Stabilization Fund Budget Amendment #9 (both budget amendments require 
City Council approval) 

3. Five-Year loan agreement from the Electric Rate Stabilization Fund 
 
 

 
 

WILSON A. LACY, COMMISSIONER 
TERRI UNION, COMMISSIONER 
LUIS J. OLIVERA, COMMISSIONER 
MICHAEL G. LALLIER, COMMISSIONER 
STEVEN K. BLANCHARD, CEO/GENERAL MANAGER 

955 OLD WILMINGTON RD 
P.O. BOX 1089 

FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28302 1089 
TELEPHONE (AREA CODE 910) 483-1401 

FAX (AREA CODE 910) 829-0207 

PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION 
OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE 

ELECTRIC & WATER UTILITIES 
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      Resolution PWC2010.06 

 

RESOLUTION OF THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION OF THE CITY 
OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA REQUESTING THAT THE 
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE CALL $7,680,000 PUBLIC WORKS 
COMMISSION REVENUE REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2001 FOR 
OPTIONAL REDEMPTION ON THE FIRST OPTIONAL REDEMPTION 
DATE 

 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Public Works Commission of the City of Fayetteville, North 
Carolina (the “PWC”): 

Section 1.  The PWC does hereby find and determine as follows: 

(a) The PWC, created pursuant to Chapter VI of the City Charter of the City of 
Fayetteville, North Carolina (the “City”) as an independently operated utility for the purpose of 
supervising and managing the electric, water and sanitary sewer systems of the City, currently 
operates an electric system, water system and sanitary sewer system for and on behalf of the 
City, all of which provide services to the residents of the City and its environs. 

(b) Pursuant to a bond order adopted by the City Council of the City on November 5, 
1990, as supplemented and amended (the “Bond Order”), the City and the PWC created a 
combined enterprise system comprised of the electric system, water system and sanitary sewer 
system (collectively, the “System”).  The Bond Order provides for the issuance of revenue bonds 
thereunder, to be secured by the Net Revenues (as defined in the Bond Order) of the System as 
set forth therein, to finance improvements to the System and to refund bonds issued the Bond 
Order. 

(c) The City has previously issued its Public Works Commission Revenue Refunding 
Bonds, Series 2001 in the original principal amount of $19,175,000, which are now outstanding 
in the aggregate principal amount of $9,005,000, and $7,680,000 of such Bonds (maturing in 
2012 through 2016, inclusive, are subject to redemption at the option of the City on March 1, 
2011 (the “Bonds to be Redeemed”). 

(d) After consideration the PWC has determined that it may be advantageous for the City 
to redeem said Bonds at the option of the City. 

(e) The PWC desires to commence procedures at this time for having the City redeem the 
Bonds to be Redeemed. 
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Resolution PWC2010.06 

  

Section 2.  The PWC hereby requests the City to take such actions as shall be necessary 
to effect the redemption of the Bonds to be Redeemed on the first date the Bonds to be 
Redeemed are subject to redemption at the option of the City at the redemption price provided 
therefore.  The officers and employees of the PWC are hereby authorized and directed to assist 
the City in carrying out such request.  The redemption price of the Bonds to be Redeemed will be 
paid from legally available funds of the PWC.  The Secretary of the PWC is hereby directed to 
file a copy of this resolution with the City and with the Trustee for the Bonds to be Redeemed. 

Section 3.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its passage. 

 
Adopted this the 27th day of October 2010 at Fayetteville, North Carolina. 

 
      
  

PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION OF THE CITY 
      OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 
 
 
      _______________________________________ 
      Luis J. Olivera, Chairman 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Wilson A. Lacy, Secretary 
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RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH 
CAROLINA TO CALL $7,680,000 PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION 
REVENUE REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2001 FOR OPTIONAL 
REDEMPTION ON THE FIRST OPTIONAL REDEMPTION DATE 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City of Fayetteville, North Carolina (the “City”): 

Section 1.  The City does hereby find and determine as follows: 

(a) The Public Works Commission (the “PWC”), created pursuant to Chapter VI of the 
City Charter of the City as an independently operated utility for the purpose of supervising and 
managing the electric, water and sanitary sewer systems of the City, currently operates an 
electric system, water system and sanitary sewer system for and on behalf of the City, all of 
which provide services to the residents of the City and its environs. 

(b) Pursuant to a bond order adopted by the City Council of the City on November 5, 
1990, as supplemented and amended (the “Bond Order”), the City and the PWC created a 
combined enterprise system comprised of the electric system, water system and sanitary sewer 
system (collectively, the “System”).  The Bond Order provides for the issuance of revenue bonds 
thereunder, to be secured by the Net Revenues (as defined in the Bond Order) of the System as 
set forth therein, to finance improvements to the System and to refund bonds issued the Bond 
Order. 

(c) The City has previously issued its Public Works Commission Revenue Refunding 
Bonds, Series 2001 in the original principal amount of $19,175,000, which are now outstanding 
in the aggregate principal amount of $9,005,000, and $7,680,000 of such Bonds (maturing in 
2012 through 2016, inclusive, are subject to redemption at the option of the City on March 1, 
2011 (the “Bonds to be Redeemed”). 

(d) After consideration the PWC has determined that it may be advantageous for the City 
to redeem said Bonds at the option of the City. 

(e) The PWC desires to commence procedures at this time for having the City redeem the 
Bonds to be Redeemed. 

Section 2.  The PWC hereby requests the City to take such actions as shall be necessary 
to effect the redemption of the Bonds to be Redeemed on the first date the Bonds to be 
Redeemed are subject to redemption at the option of the City at the redemption price provided 
therefor.  The officers and employees of the PWC are hereby authorized and directed to assist the 
City in carrying out such request.  The redemption price of the Bonds to be Redeemed will be 
paid from legally available funds of the PWC.  The Secretary of the PWC is hereby directed to 
file a copy of this resolution with the City and with the Trustee for the Bonds to be Redeemed. 

Section 3.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its passage. 
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Adopted this the 8th day of November 2010 at Fayetteville, North Carolina. 
 

       
 

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 
 
 
 
      _______________________________________ 
      Mayor 
 
 
 

CERTIFICATION BY RECORDING OFFICER 
 
 

The undersigned duly qualified and acting (title of officer) of the (unit of government) does 

hereby certify:  That the above/attached resolution is a true and correct copy of the resolution 

authorizing the filing of an application with the State of North Carolina, as regularly adopted at a 

legally convened meeting of the (name of governing body of applicant) duly held on the _____ 

day of __________, (year) ____; and, further, that such resolution has been fully recorded in the 

journal of proceedings and records in my office.  IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set 

my hand this _____ day of __________, 2010. 

 
 

(Signature of Recording Officer) 
 

(Title of Recording Officer) 
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ELECTRIC, W/WW & FLEET MNT INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS SUMMARY

ADOPTED BUDGET PROPOSED

ORIGINAL BUDGET AMENDMENT #1 AMENDED BUDGET

DESCRIPTION FY 2011 FY 2011 FY 2011

ELECTRIC UTILITY OPERATING FUND $163,644,325 $3,778,175 $167,422,500

ELECTRIC CAPITAL OUTLAY 25,610,200 0 25,610,200

     TOTAL ELECTRIC FUND $189,254,525 $3,778,175 $193,032,700

WATER & WASTEWATER UTILITIES OPERATING FUNDS $61,219,500 $3,456,000 $64,675,500

WATER & WASTEWATER CAPITAL OUTLAY 14,430,000 43,000 14,473,000

     TOTAL WATER & WASTEWATER FUND $75,649,500 $3,499,000 $79,148,500

TOTAL ELECTRIC & W/WW FUNDS $264,904,025 $7,277,175 $272,181,200

FLEET MAINT INTERNAL SERVICE OPERATING FUND $6,528,500 $0 $6,528,500

FLEET MAINT INTERNAL SERVICE CAPITAL OUTLAY 48,500 0 48,500

     TOTAL FLEET MAINT INTERNAL SERVICE FUND $6,577,000 $0 $6,577,000

     TOTAL BUDGET $271,481,025 $7,277,175 $278,758,200

PAGE 1    10/20/2010
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ELECTRIC, W/WW & FMIS FUNDS SUMMARY

ADOPTED BUDGET PROPOSED

ORIGINAL BUDGET AMENDMENT #1 AMENDED BUDGET

DESCRIPTION FY 2011 FY 2011 FY 2011

ELECTRIC FUND:

REVENUES $187,337,800 $0 $187,337,800

CONTRIBUTIONS AND/OR GRANTS 1,450,000 0 1,450,000

REMITTANCES FROM CITY 20,900 0 20,900

ADVANCE FROM ELEC RATE STABILIZATION FUND 0 4,224,000 4,224,000

APPR. FROM RATE STABILIZATION FUND 0 0 0

APPR. FROM ELECTRIC NET ASSETS 445,825 (445,825) 0

TOTAL REVENUES ELECTRIC $189,254,525 $3,778,175 $193,032,700

EXPENDITURES $28,832,525 ($685,300) $28,147,225

PURCHASED POWER & GENERATION 106,667,600 0 106,667,600

DEBT INTEREST EXPENSE 1,005,000 (38,000) 967,000

BOND INTEREST AMORTIZATION 241,000 8,000 249,000

TRANSFER TO CITY 9,002,500 0 9,002,500

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 25,610,200 0 25,610,200

TOTAL DEBT RELATED PAYMENTS 2,095,700 4,267,400 6,363,100

APPR. TO RATE STABILIZATION FUND 15,800,000 0 15,800,000

TRANSFER TO WATER & WASTEWATER FUND 0 0 0

APPR. TO  NET ASSETS 0 226,075 226,075

TOTAL EXPENDITURES ELECTRIC $189,254,525 $3,778,175 $193,032,700

WATER & WASTEWATER FUND:

REVENUES $66,630,700 $0 $66,630,700

CONTRIBUTIONS AND/OR GRANTS 6,178,200 43,000 6,221,200

REMITTANCES FROM CITY 385,200 0 385,200

NOTE REC. - CUMBERLAND COUNTY 39,600 0 39,600

RESERVE FOR NCDOT PROJECTS 0 0 0

RES. FOR WATER LG. DIAMETER CONST. FD. 163,000 0 163,000

RESERVE ANNEXATION PHASE V 0 0 0

TRANSFER FROM ANNEX PH V RESERVE FUND 252,800 0 252,800

TRANSFER FROM ANNEX PH V PROJECT 1 CPF 0 0 0

APPR. FROM RATE STABILIZATION FUND 0 3,456,000 3,456,000

APPR. FROM RATE STABILIZATION FUND 2,000,000 0 2,000,000

APPR. FROM W/WW NET ASSETS 0 0 0

TOTAL REVENUES WATER & WASTEWATER $75,649,500 $3,499,000 $79,148,500

PAGE 2    10/20/2010
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ELECTRIC, W/WW & FMIS FUNDS SUMMARY

ADOPTED BUDGET PROPOSED

DESCRIPTION ORIGINAL BUDGET AMENDMENT #1 AMENDED BUDGET

FY 2010 FY 2010 FY 2010

EXPENDITURES $40,056,700 ($1,159,300) $38,897,400

DEBT INTEREST EXPENSE 6,739,800 (32,000) 6,707,800

BOND INTEREST EXPENSE - CITY ANNEX. 280,800 0 280,800

BOND INTEREST - AMORTIZATION 695,000 8,000 703,000

STATE LOAN INTEREST EXPENSE 464,400 0 464,400

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 14,430,000 43,000 14,473,000

DEBT RELATED PAYMENTS 8,864,600 3,491,500 12,356,100

BOND PRINCIPAL PAYMENTS - CITY ANNEX. 805,300 0 805,300

LOAN PRINCIPAL PAYMENTS 1,267,900 0 1,267,900

TOTAL CONTRACTS PAYABLE PAYMENT 0 0 0

APPR. TO RATE STABILIZATION FUND 500,000 0 500,000

APPR. TO ANNEXATION PHASE V 1,545,000 0 1,545,000

APPR. TO NET ASSETS 0 1,147,800 1,147,800

TOTAL EXPEND. WATER & WASTEWATER $75,649,500 $3,499,000 $79,148,500

TOTAL ELECTRIC & W/WW $264,904,025 $7,277,175 $272,181,200

FLEET MAINTENANCE INTERNAL SERVICE FUND:

REVENUES $6,528,500 $0 $6,528,500

APPROPRIATION FROM NET ASSETS 48,500 0 48,500

TOTAL REVENUES FMISF $6,577,000 $0 $6,577,000

EXPENDITURES $6,528,500 $0 $6,528,500

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 48,500 0 48,500

TOTAL EXPENDITURES FMISF $6,577,000 $0 $6,577,000

GRAND TOTAL ELECTRIC, W/WW & FMISF $271,481,025 $7,277,175 $278,758,200

PAGE 3    10/20/2010
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FY 2011 AMENDMENT #1 BUDGET ORDINANCE 

PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION REVENUE
Electric Fund
Operating and Other Revenue $187,337,800
Customer Contributions 1,450,000

Transfer from City 20,900
Budgetary Appropriations 4,224,000

Total Estimated Electric Fund Revenue $193,032,700

Water and Wastewater Fund

Operating and Other Revenue $66,630,700
Customer Contributions 6,221,200
Transfer from City 385,200
Budgetary Appropriations 5,911,400

Total Estimated Water and Wastewater Fund Revenue $79,148,500

Fleet Maintenance Internal Service Fund
Operating Revenue and Other Revenue $6,577,000

Total Estimated Fleet Maintenance Internal Service Fund Revenue $6,577,000

TOTAL ESTIMATED PWC REVENUE $278,758,200

PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION EXPENDITURES
Electric Fund
Operating Expenses $142,393,925

Operating Capital 25,610,200
Transfers
     General Fund 9,002,500
     Appropriation to Rate Stabilization Fund 15,800,000
Appropriation to Net Assets 226,075

Total Estimated Electric Fund Expenses $193,032,700

Water and Wastewater Fund
Operating Expenses $61,482,700
Operating Capital 14,473,000

Transfers
    General Fund 0
     Appropriation to Rate Stabilization Fund 500,000
     Appropriation to Annexation Fund 1,545,000
Appropriation to Net Assets 1,147,800

Total Estimated Water and Wastewater Fund Expenses $79,148,500

Fleet Maintenance Internal Service Fund
Total Estimated Fleet Maintenance Internal Service Fund Expenses $6,577,000

TOTAL  PWC ELECTRIC, W/WW & FMISF EXPENSES $278,758,200

PAGE 4    10/20/2010
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ELECTRIC FUND SUMMARY

ADOPTED BUDGET PROPOSED

ORIGINAL BUDGET AMENDMENT #1 AMENDED BUDGET

DESCRIPTION FY 2011 FY 2011 FY 2011

ELECTRIC OPERATING REVENUE $183,818,500 $0 $183,818,500

OTHER ELECTRIC REVENUE 3,519,300 0 3,519,300

TOTAL OPERATING & OTHER REVENUE $187,337,800 $0 $187,337,800

CONTRIBUTIONS AND/OR GRANTS $1,450,000 $0 $1,450,000

REMITTANCES FROM CITY 20,900 0 20,900

ADVANCE FROM ELEC RATE STABILIZATION FUND 0 4,224,000 4,224,000

APPR. FROM RATE STABILIZATION FUND 0 0 0

APPR. FROM ELECTRIC NET ASSETS 445,825 (445,825) 0

TOTAL ELECTRIC REVENUE $189,254,525 $3,778,175 $193,032,700

ELECTRIC DIVISION - DISTRIBUTION $10,637,920 $0 $10,637,920

ELECT. DIV. - PURCHASED POWER & GEN. 106,667,600 0 106,667,600

MANAGEMENT DIVISION 3,593,075 0 3,593,075

FINANCIAL DIVISION 6,786,970 0 6,786,970

ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION 4,963,560 0 4,963,560

GENERAL & ADMINISTRATION 5,756,600 0 5,756,600

DEPRECIATION EXPENSE 14,722,200 0 14,722,200

AMORTIZATION OF BOND ISSUE COSTS 29,000 (5,000) 24,000

OVERHEAD CLEARING (3,304,600) (436,300) (3,740,900)

DEBT INTEREST EXPENSE 1,005,000 (38,000) 967,000

BOND INTEREST - AMORTIZATION 241,000 8,000 249,000

TRANSFER TO CITY 9,002,500 0 9,002,500

TOTAL OPERATING & OTHER EXPENSES $160,100,825 ($471,300) $159,629,525

NET OPERATING RESULTS $27,236,975 $471,300 $27,708,275

OTHER DEDUCTIONS $399,000 $0 $399,000

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 25,610,200 0 25,610,200

TOTAL DEBT RELATED PAYMENT 2,095,700 4,267,400 6,363,100

DEPRECIATION/AMORTIZATION ADJUSTMENT (14,751,200) (244,000) (14,995,200)

TOTAL SUPPLEMENTAL EXPENDITURES $13,353,700 $4,023,400 $17,377,100

TOTAL EXPENSES & SUPPLEMENTAL EXP. $173,454,525 $3,552,100 $177,006,625

APPR. TO RATE STABILIZATION FUND $15,800,000 $0 $15,800,000

TRANSFER TO WATER & WASTEWATER FUND 0 0 0

APPR. TO NET ASSETS 0 226,075 226,075

TOTAL APPR. AND NET ASSETS $15,800,000 $226,075 $16,026,075

TOTAL ELECTRIC EXPENDITURES $189,254,525 $3,778,175 $193,032,700
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WATER & WASTEWATER FUND SUMMARY

ADOPTED BUDGET PROPOSED

ORIGINAL BUDGET AMENDMENT #1 AMENDED BUDGET

DESCRIPTION FY 2011 FY 2011 FY 2011

WATER OPERATING REVENUE $29,678,100 $0 $29,678,100

SANITARY SEWER OPERATING REVENUE 34,055,500 0 34,055,500

OTHER OPERATING REVENUE 2,050,300 0 2,050,300

OTHER WATER & SAN. SEWER REVENUE 846,800 0 846,800

TOTAL OPERATING & OTHER REVENUE $66,630,700 $0 $66,630,700

CONTRIBUTIONS AND GRANTS $6,178,200 $43,000 $6,221,200

REMITTANCES FROM CITY 385,200 0 385,200

NOTE REC. - CUMBERLAND COUNTY 39,600 0 39,600

RESERVE FOR NCDOT PROJECTS 0 0 0

RES. FOR WATER LG. DIAMETER CONST. FD. 163,000 0 163,000

RESERVE ANNEXATION PHASE V 0 0 0

TRANSFER FROM ANNEX PH V RESERVE FUND 252,800 0 252,800

TRANSFER FROM ANNEX PH V PROJECT 1 CPF 0 0 0

ADVANCE FROM ELEC RATE STABILIZATION FUND 0 3,456,000 3,456,000

APPR. FROM RATE STABILIZATION FUND 2,000,000 0 2,000,000

APPR. FROM W/WW NET ASSETS 0 0 0

TOTAL WATER/WASTEWATER REVENUE $75,649,500 $3,499,000 $79,148,500

WATER RESOURCES DIVISION $23,622,120 $0 $23,622,120

MANAGEMENT DIVISION 2,601,800 0 2,601,800

FINANCIAL DIVISION 5,720,400 0 5,720,400

ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION 4,436,080 0 4,436,080

GENERAL & ADMINISTRATION 6,210,100 0 6,210,100

DEPRECIATION EXPENSE - WATER 5,907,600 0 5,907,600

DEPRECIATION EXPENSE - SEWER 9,144,300 0 9,144,300

AMORTIZATION OF BOND ISSUE COSTS 143,000 (4,000) 139,000

OVERHEAD CLEARING (2,533,800) (456,300) (2,990,100)

DEBT INTEREST EXPENSE 6,739,800 (32,000) 6,707,800

BOND INTEREST EXPENSE - CITY ANNEX. 280,800 0 280,800

BOND INTEREST - AMORTIZATION 695,000 8,000 703,000

STATE LOAN INTEREST EXPENSE 464,400 0 464,400

TRANSFER TO CITY - ANNEXATION SUPPORT 0 0 0

TOTAL OPERATING & OTHER EXPENSES $63,431,600 ($484,300) $62,947,300

NET OPERATING RESULTS $3,199,100 $484,300 $3,683,400
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WATER & WASTEWATER FUND SUMMARY

ADOPTED BUDGET PROPOSED

ORIGINAL BUDGET AMENDMENT #1 AMENDED BUDGET

DESCRIPTION FY 2011 FY 2011 FY 2011

OTHER DEDUCTIONS $0 $0 $0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 14,430,000 43,000 14,473,000

DEBT RELATED PAYMENTS 8,864,600 3,491,500 12,356,100

BOND PRINCIPAL PAYMENT - CITY ANNEX. 805,300 0 805,300

LOAN PRINCIPAL PAYMENTS 1,267,900 0 1,267,900

TOTAL CONTRACTS PAYABLE PAYMENT 0 0 0

DEPRECIATION/AMORTIZATION ADJUSTMENT (15,194,900) (699,000) (15,893,900)

TOTAL SUPPLEMENTAL EXPENDITURES $10,172,900 $2,835,500 $13,008,400

TOTAL EXPENSES & SUPPLEMENTAL EXP. $73,604,500 $2,351,200 $75,955,700

APPR. TO RATE STABILIZATION FUND $500,000 $0 $500,000

APPR. TO ANNEXATION PHASE V 1,545,000 0 1,545,000

APPR. TO NET ASSETS 0 1,147,800 1,147,800

TOTAL APPR. AND NET ASSETS $2,045,000 $1,147,800 $3,192,800

TOTAL WATER & WASTEWATER EXPEND. $75,649,500 $3,499,000 $79,148,500

PAGE 7    10/20/2010
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CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION
Electric Utility System Rate Stabilization Fund

From Inception through Fiscal Year 2011
 

 Amendment #9
 

 Current Amendment #9 Recommended
 Approved Fiscal Year Inception to Date
 Budget 2011 Budget
 
 

Estimated Revenues and Other Funding Sources

Transfer from Electric General Fund 38,800,000$           -$                            38,800,000$           
Rate Stabilization Transfer 4,169,725               -                              4,169,725               
Interest Income 3,000,000               59,000                    3,059,000               

Total Revenues and Other Funding Sources 45,969,725$          59,000$                  46,028,725$          

Estimated Expenditures and Other Uses

Transfer to Electric Fund 5,000,000$             -$                            5,000,000$             
Loan to Annexation Phase V Reserve Fund 3,560,000               -                              3,560,000               
Loan to Electric and W/WW General Fund -                              7,680,000               7,680,000               
Appropriated Net Assets 37,409,725             (7,621,000)              29,788,725             

Total Expenditures and Other Uses 45,969,725$          59,000$                  46,028,725$          

ADOPTED BY COMMISSION April 28, 2010 Proposed:  October 27, 2010
ADOPTED BY CITY COUNCIL June 14, 2010 Proposed:  November 8, 2010
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Steven K. Blanchard, PWC CEO/General Manager 
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Resale of foreclosed property at 5333 Williamsburg Drive to the previous owner in 

accordance with NCGS 105-376(c) 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 

Will the City Council as the governing body approve to set aside and dismiss the foreclosure to 
allow the previous owner(s) to re-purchase the property located at 5333 Williamsburg Drive?  

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
 Quality utility services. 

 
BACKGROUND: 

On September 24, 2001 the Fayetteville City Council approved the Sewer Assessment Roll for the 
sanitary sewer lines provided within the Phase 3-B Annexation Project Area. An assessment was 
made on the property located at 5333 Williamsburg Drive. PWC and their attorney mailed 
numerous collection letters to the owner(s) on record concerning the seriously delinquent 
assessment. A Default Judgment was entered and on May 24, 2010 the property was offered for 
sale at the Cumberland County Courthouse. Because no bids were entered by default the City of 
Fayetteville, C/O PWC became the owner of the property. After an upset bid grace period the 
property was deeded to the City of Fayetteville, C/O PWC on July 23, 2010. A payment in the 
amount of $7,509.57 was received by PWC’s foreclosure attorney on October 26, 2010.    
 
State statute allows the resale of property purchased at a foreclosure sale to be resold to the 
former property owner in the discretion of the governing body. The property will be sold without 
warranties. The repurchase price totals $7,509.57 to include the assessment balance plus interest 
in the amount of $3,897.35, attorney fees totaling $2,843.18, and City and County taxes in the 
amount of $769.04.  

 
ISSUES: 
Whether to resale the property located at 5333 Williamsburg Drive to the previous owner in 
accordance with NCGS 105-376(c)     

 
OPTIONS: 
(1) Refund the payment back the mortgage company and initiate eviction proceedings 
(2) Allow the payment issued by Citimortgage to be applied as payment to set aside the  
      foreclosure and  sell the property back to the previous owners  
(3) Provide additional direction to staff 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
PWC recommends allowing the repurchase of the property located at 5333 Williamsburg Drive by 
the former owner pursuant to state statute. 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Robert T. Hurst, Jr., Council Member, District 5
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Presentation of Appointment Committee  Recommendations for Boards and 

Commissions Appointments  

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Do the attached recommendations from the City Council's Appointment Committee meet the City 
Council's approval?  

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 

l Partnership of Citizens - Citizens Volunteering to help the City  
l Greater Community Unity - Pride of Fayetteville  
l Diverse Culture and Rich Heritage - Diverse people working together with a single vision 

and common goals  
 
BACKGROUND: 
The Appointment Committee met on Thursday, October 21, 2010 to review applications for 
appointments to boards and commissions. It is from that meeting that the Appointment Committee 
provides the attached recommendations for appointments to the City of Fayetteville boards and 
commissions. Consistent with the City Council’s wishes, the Appointment Committee’s 
recommendations for appointments are indicated on the attachment.  

 
ISSUES: 
N/A 

 
OPTIONS: 

1. Approve Appointment Committee recommendations to fill the board and commission 
vacancies as indicated on the attachment.  

2. Approve Appointment Committee recommendations to fill some board and commission 
vacancies and provide further direction.  

3. Do not approve Appointment Committee recommendations to fill the board and commission 
vacancies and provide further direction.  

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Approve Appointment Committee recommendations for board and commission appointments.  

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Appointment Committee Recommendations
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September 20, 2010 Board/Commission Appointment Committee Recommendations                               Page 1 of 1 

AAPPPPOOIINNTTMMEENNTT  CCOOMMMMIITTTTEEEE  RREECCOOMMMMEENNDDAATTIIOONNSS  
October 21, 2010 

 
BOARDS/COMMISSIONS RECOMMENDATION  TERM 

1. Fayetteville Advisory Committee on 
Transit (FACT) 
v 1 ADA Representative 

 Lillie Henderson 1st   
(2 year term) 

v 1 Transportation Industry 
Representative  

 
David Wendelken 

1st  
2 year term) 

2. Taxicab  
v 2 fill-in Appointments 
 

1. Joseph Robinson Fill-in 
for term 

expiring Sept 
2011 

2. George Butterfly 

v Alternate Fill-in  

Vanessa Trollinger 

Alternate  
Fill-in 

for term 
expiring Sept 

2011 
3. Fayetteville Planning Commission 

v 1 fill-in Appointment 
  Jimmy Holland 

Fill-in 
(for term 

expiring Sept 
2011 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Rebecca Rogers-Carter, Management Services Manager/ Doug Peters, Executive 

Director Fayetteville Cumberland County Chamber of Commerce 
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   (a)    FY 2011 Strategic Plan Policy and Management Action Agenda 1st Quarter  

        Update 
(b)   Fayetteville Cumberland County Chamber of Commerce Quarterly  
        Economic Development Report 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Has City Council’s interest been met in staff’s advancement of the policy and management action 
agenda for the 1st quarter? The attached reports detail progress made during the 1st quarter of 
this fiscal year, so that City Council members can either concur that the actions meet their interests 
or direct staff to modify their course.  

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This report, like previous reports, reinforces and clarifies Council’s vision for our community, which 
is the foundation of the City’s Strategic Plan.  

 
BACKGROUND: 
The City’s Strategic Plan has three main areas:  
1.   A vision 2025 statement that describes the type of community the Council would like to  
      facilitate through work efforts 
2.   Five-year goals that provide an intermediate focus for the work of Council and staff. The  
      goals further outline the activities Council believes are necessary to realize the vision; 
3.   A one-year action agenda that identifies issues the Council wishes to address by providing 
      policy direction and necessary actions that the City staff should complete during the current 
      fiscal year. The attached report focuses on the one-year action plan for FY 2011. 

 
ISSUES: 
Do the 1st quarter work efforts reflect the overall direction articulated by the City Council in the FY 
2011 Strategic Plan? Does the progress highlighted in this report move the community closer to 
the desired vision previously identified by the City Council?  

 
OPTIONS: 
1.    Accept the report as provided with guidance to the City Manager on areas of interest  
2.    Request additional information on items listed in the report 
3.    Clarify interests in report and the action agenda. 
    

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file this report.  

 
ATTACHMENTS:

FY 2011 Strategic Plan - Policy & Management Agenda
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Rita Perry, City Clerk
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Monthly Statement of Taxes for September 2010 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
For information only. 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Greater Tax Base Diversity - Strong Local Economy  

 
BACKGROUND: 
Attached is the report that has been furnished to the Mayor and City Council by the Cumberland 
County Tax Administrator for the month of  September 2010.  

 
ISSUES: 
N/A 

 
OPTIONS: 
N/A 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For information only.  

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Monthly Statement of Taxes for September 2010

 

 

                    9 - 1



               9 - 1 - 1 - 1



               9 - 1 - 1 - 2



               9 - 1 - 1 - 3



               9 - 1 - 1 - 4



               9 - 1 - 1 - 5



               9 - 1 - 1 - 6



CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
DATE:   November 8, 2010
RE:   Revenue and Expenditure Report for Annually Budgeted Funds for the Two-Month 

Period Ended August 31, 2010 and 2009 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Information Report Only 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Core Value:  Stewardship 
Goal 3:  More Efficient City Government - Cost Effective Service Delivery.  Objective 1:  Greater 
accountability for performance, results and transparency. 

 
BACKGROUND: 

l This report provides cumulative revenue and expenditure information for the City’s annually 
budgeted funds for the two-month period ended August 31, 2010 and 2009.  The report 
consists of two main sections: 1) revenues by major category by fund and  2) expenditures 
by major category by fund. The expenditure section of the report also provides expenditure 
data by department for the General Fund.  

l The report includes revenue and expenditure data for the current fiscal year (column 
“FY2011 Actual thru August”), with comparison columns for the current year’s budget 
(column “FY2011 Annual Budget as of August”) and revenue and expenditure data through 
the same period in last fiscal year (column “FY2010 Actual thru August). The expenditure 
section of the report also includes a column for “Encumbrances” which represents 
commitments by the City to obtain items or services or other expenditures for which 
payments have not yet been made.  

l The report also includes % columns that state the percentage of the budget that has been 
obtained in the revenues section and the percentage of the budget that has been spent in 
the expenditures section.  

l An “Actual % Change over Last Year” column is also provided that shows the percentage 
change in current fiscal year-to-date actual revenues and expenditures when compared to 
prior year-to-date revenues and expenditures through the same period (August 2010 
compared to August 2009).  

l Revenues and expenditures are generally recorded on a cash basis throughout the year and 
accounting adjustments are made at year-end to account for revenues and expenditures that 
need to be recorded back to the fiscal year before it is formally closed.  

l Since monthly sales taxes are received from the State approximately 75 days after the 
period to which they apply, we have only included sales tax revenues for the month of July 
2010, and for comparative purposes sales taxes for the month of July 2009, in this report.  

l Also, quarterly utility taxes are received from the State approximately 75 days after the 
period to which they apply; therefore, utility taxes are not reflected in this report.   

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
OPTIONS: 
Not applicable 
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RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
No action required.  Information report only. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

August 2010 Revenue and Expenditure Report
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