FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL
AMENDED AGENDA
REGULAR MEETING
DECEMBER 13, 2010

7:00 P.M.

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.
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AMENDED AGENDA
FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA
DECEMBER 13, 2010
7:00 P.M.
CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBER

CALL TO ORDER

INVOCATION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

ANNOUNCEMENTS AND RECOGNITIONS

5.1

5.2

5.3

Recognition of Wesley Meredith

City Council District 9 Replacement

A. District 9 Candidates to Address City Council
B. City Council Vote on District 9 Replacement

Recognition of Doug Hewett, Assistant City Manager, ICMA

PUBLIC FORUM

CONSENT

7.1

7.2

7.3

7.4

7.5

Approve Minutes:

- August 18, 2010 — Agenda Briefing Meeting

- September 13, 2010 — Regular Meeting

- September 22, 2010 — Agenda Briefing Meeting
- September 27, 2010 — Regular Meeting

- October 4, 2010 — Regular Meeting

Resolution Adopting the 2011 City Council Meeting Dates Calendar

Request to surplus used airfield regulators.

Community Development - Approval of a site for the proposed HOPE VI
Business Park.

Authorize the Mayor to Execute a Contract with Cherry, Bekaert and
Holland to Audit Accounts for Fiscal Year 2010-2011



7.6

7.7

7.8

Capital Project Ordinance Closeouts 2011-7 thru 2011-12 (Transit Capital
Projects and Street Resurfacing), Capital Project Ordinance Partial Closeout
2011-13 (FY2008 and FY2009 Street Paving Projects) and Special Revenue
Fund Project Ordinance Closeouts 2011-3 through 2011-5 (Homeland Security,
COPS Technology, and Gangs Across the Carolinas Grants)

Tax Refunds of Greater Than $100

Approval of FY2012 Federal Legislative Agenda

8.0 PUBLIC HEARINGS
For certain issues, the Fayetteville City Council may sit as a quasi-judicial body that has
powers resembling those of a court of law or judge. The Council will hold hearings, investigate
facts, weigh evidence and draw conclusions which serve as a basis for its decisions. All
persons wishing to appear before the Council should be prepared to give sworn testimony on
relevant facts.

8.1

8.2

8.3

8.4

Consideration of the Hospital Area Plan for the Owen Drive / Village
Drive area

Presenter(s): Glenn Harbeck, consultant, Harbeck & Associates
David Nash, Planner II

Consideration of the Hospital Area Overlay Ordinance for the Owen
Drive / Village Drive area

Presenter(s): Glenn Harbeck, consultant, Harbeck & Associates
Karen Hilton, Manager, Planning and Zoning

Public Hearing to consider a Voluntary Annexation Petition requested by
Atlantic Multifamily, LLC for 17.56+ acres on Black and Decker Road

Presenter(s): Marsha Bryant, Planner

Public Hearing to consider a Voluntary Annexation Petition - Fullblock, Inc. -
135 Airport Road

Presenter(s): Marsha Bryant, Planner

9.0 OTHER ITEMS OF BUSINESS

9.1

Consideration of the Unified Development Ordinance November 2010 Council
Draft, which would amend the City Code by replacing Chapter 25 Subdivision
and Chapter 30 Zoning with a new Chapter 30 Unified Development Ordinance
(UDO)

Presenter(s): Rob Anderson, Chief Development Officer



9.2

9.3

9.4

9.5

9.6

Uninhabitable Structures Recommended for Demolition
» 1031 Bunce Road

» 725 Bunce Road

» 6768 Bailey Lake Road

Presenter(s): Rob Anderson, Chief Development Officer
Approval of Construction Contract for Franklin Street Parking Deck

Presenter(s): Rusty Thompson, PE, PTOE, City Traffic Engineer
Adoption of Municipal Speed Ordinances
Presenter(s): Rusty Thompson, PE, PTOE, City Traffic Engineer

Consider Adoption of Resolution Authorizing Condemnation to Acquire
Easements for the Hoke Loop Road Sidewalk Project

Presenter(s): Jeffery P. Brown, PE, Engineering & Infrastructure Director

Presentation of the Appointment Committee Recommendation to the Board of
Appeals on Dwellings and Buildings

Presenter(s): Bobby Hurst, City Council Member

10.0 ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS

10.1

10.2

10.3

Revenue and Expenditure Report for Annually Budgeted Funds for the Three-
Month Period Ended September 30, 2010 and 2009

Presenter(s): Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
Tax Refunds of Less Than $100

Monthly Statement of Taxes for November 2010

11.0 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
DECEMBER 13, 2010 - 7:00 PM
COMMUNITY CHANNEL 7

COUNCIL MEETING WILL BE RE-AIRED
DECEMBER 15, 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.




1 CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM: Rita Perry, City Clerk

DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Approve Minutes :

- August 18, 2010 — Agenda Briefing Meeting

- September 13, 2010 — Regular Meeting

~ September 22, 2010 — Agenda Briefing Meeting
- September 27, 2010 — Regular Meeting

- October 4, 2010 — Regular 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; Objeclive 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

BUDGET IMPACT:

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:

August 18, 2010 - Agenda Briefing
September 13, 2010 - Regular Meeting
September 22, 2010 - Agenda Brlefing
September 27, 2010 - Regular Meeting
October 04, 2010 - Work Sesslon Meeting




DRAFT

FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA BRIEFING MINUTES
LAFAYETTE ROOM
AUGUST 18, 2010
4:00 P.M.

Present: Mayor Anthony G. Chavonne

Council Members Keith A. Bates, Sr., (District 1); Kady-Ann
Davy (District 2); Robert A, Massey, Jr. ({(District 3}):
Darrell J. Haire ({District 4); Bobby Hurst (District 5);
William J. L. Crisp (District ©); Valencia A. BApplewhite
{District 7); Theodore W. Mohn (District 8); Wesley A.
Meredith {District 9)

Others Present: Dale Iman, City Manager
Kristoff Bauer, Assistant City Manager
Doug Hewett, Assistant City Manager
Karen M, McDonald, City Attorney
Rek Anderson, Development Services Director
Karen Hilton, Planning Division Manager
Cralg Harmon, Planner II
Dwight Miller, PWC Chief Finance Officer
Press

City staff presented the following items scheduled for the
Fayetteville City Council’s August 23, 2010, agenda:

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS:

Case No. Pl0-26F. The rezoning of 0.97 acres at 6576 Cliffdala Road
from R10 Residential District to Cl Commercial District or to a more
restrictive =zoning classification. Kim 0, Miller-Nakamotc and George
M. Nakamoto, owners.

Mr. Craig Harmon, Planner II, presented this item. Mr., Harmon
showed wvicinity maps and gave overviews of the current land uses,
current zenings, surrounding land uses and zonings, and 2010 Land Use
Plan. He explained the property was currently being used as a single-
family detached residential unit and the applicants wanted tc open a
beauty salon/barbershop and retail store, He stated the Zoning
Commission reccmmended approval of the rezoning to P2 Professional,
instead of Cl1 as requested by the applicant, bhased on the following:
(1) the rezconing was 1in keeping with the character of the
neighborhood, (2} Cliffdale Road was a major thoroughfare, and (3) the
proposed use was needed because of the multi-family development arcund
the property, He stated staff recommended denial of the rezoning to
Cl to the Zoning Commission based on the following: (1) the 2010 Land
Use Plan called for medium~density residential for the property,
{2) the 2030 Plan cautioned against rezoning properties to commercial
mainly because it was on a major thoroughfare, and (3) the property
was surrcunded by residential zoning and uses.

Case No. P1l0-27F. The rezoning of 0.34 acres at 7762 Hazelwood Avenue
from AR Residential District to P4/CZ Professional Conditicnal Zoning
District, Willie McNeil, owner,

Mr. Craig Harmon, Planner II, presented this item. Mr. Harmon
showed wvicinity maps and gave overviews o¢f the current land uses,
current zonings, surrounding land uses and zonings, and 2010 Land Use
Plan, He explained the property was surrounded by residentially
compatible uses and that it was part of a residential subdivision that
was on three sides of the property. He stated that contrary to 2030
pelicies that would support a zoning to a nonresidential district, the
property was within a subdivisicn and was not in a transition area.
He stated it was staff’s copinion that the request would constitute an
impermissible “spot zoning”. He stated the owner had offered the
following conditions of approval: {1) limiting office hours to
9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. and (2) limiting the use to an outpatient care
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office. He stated the Zoning Commission recommended approval of the
rezoning to P4/CZ based on the following: (1) the rezoning was
compatible with the character of the neighborhood and (2) that P4
zoning would stand as a transiticn buffer in the future if commercial
properties continue tc move north from Raeford Road. He stated staff
recommended denial of the rezoning to P4/Cz to the Zoning Commission
based on the following: (1) the 2010 Land Use Plan called for low-
density residential for the property; {2) the 2030 Plan stated that
offices may be used as transitional uses, but in this case, the
property was not located in a transitional area and Hazelwood was not
an intensively traveled road; and (3) the property was surrounded by
residential zoning and compatible uses.

OTHER ITEMS OF BUSINESS:

Phase 5, Areas 4 and 5, proposed assessment revisions.

Mr. Dwight Miller, PWC Chief Finance Officer, presented this item
and provided background information on the assessment roll for Phase
5, BAreas 4 and 5, Arran Takes FEast and West annexation. He =stated
there were four assessments the PWC staff had researched and
determined a revision was needed to the assessment amount due to being
served by grinder pump or gravity. He then proceeded to provide
background information and recommended revisions on each parcel.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at
5:55 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

KAREN M. MCDONALD ANTHONY G. CHAVONNE
City Attorney Mayor
081810
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Present:

Others Present:

DRAFT

FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBER
SEPTEMBER 13, 2010
7:00 P.M.

Mayor Anthony G. Chavenne

Council Members Keith Bates, Sr.
Davy (Distriect 2); Robert A, Massey, Jr. (District 3);
Darrell J. Haire (District 4); Bobby Hurst (District 5);
William J. L. Crisp (District 6}; WValencia A. Applewhite
{District 7); Theodore W. Mochn (District 8); Wesley A,
Meredith (District 9)

{(District 1); Kady-Ann

Dale E, Iman, City Manager

Doug Hewett, Assistant City Manager
Kristoff Bauer, Assistant City Manager
Karen M. McDonald, City Attorney
Douglas S. Peters, FCCCC President
Rusty Thompscn, City Engineer

Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
Rita Perry, City Clerk

Members of the Press

1.0 CALL TO ORDER

Maycr Chavonne called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

2,0 INVOCATION

The invccation was offered by Mayor Pro Tem Haire.

3.0 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Following the

invocation, the Pledge of &llegiance to the

American Flag was led by the audience.

4.0 APPROVAL OF AGENDA

MOTION: Council Member Crisp moved to approve the agenda with the
addition of Item 7.6, special sign permit request for
temporary avent signs for the Cumberland County
Agricultural Fair September 16-27, 2010. This request was
for up to 25 signs to be removed by the end of the day on
September 27, 2010.

SECOND: Council Member Meradith

VOTE: UNANIMOUS {10-0})

5.0 ANNOUNCEMENTS AND RECOGNITIONS

Mayor Chavonne recognized and welccmed the visiting International
military officers present in the audience.

6.0 PUBLIC FORUM

NAME/ADDRESS

SUBJECT/CQONCERN

Charlten Johnson
4908 Easley Lane
Fayetteville, NC 28303

Community Awareness

Joseph A. Robinson
890 Santiato Drive

Fayetteville, WC 28303

Taxicab rate increase

Gwen York

Unit

Thanked the Council for the Special Victims

Carolyn Culbeth
6317 wWhitehall Driwve
Fayetteville, NC 28303

Fayetteville

Veterans Issues - Vietnam as a sister city to
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NAME/ADDRESS SUBJECT/CONCERN
Imam Eronomy Mohammad State of Fayetteville
2700 Murchison Road
Fayelteville, NC
Anthony Castilic Community Watch & the rental registration
106 Scott Avenue program
Fayetteville, NC 283Gl

7.0 CONSENT

HMOTION: Council Member Bates moved to approve the consent agenda
with the exception of Item 7.5.

SECOND: Council Member Massey

VOTE: UNMANIMOUS {10-0)

7.1 Approval of Minutes

~ June 21, 2010 - Special Meeting

- Juna 23, 2010 - Agenda Briefing Meeting

- June 28, 2010 - Regular Meeting

- July 12, 2010 - Ragular Mesting

- July 21, 2010 - Agenda Briefing Meating

~ July 26, 2010 — Dinner and Discussion Meeting
- July 26, 2010 - Ragular Meeting

~ July 2%, 2010 - Special Meeting

7.2 Consider adoption of amendments to City Council Policy #125.1,
“Drainage Revolving Loan Fund”,

7.3 Capital Project Ordinance 2011-5 (FY 2011 New Freedom Grant for
Pedestrian Walkways).

7.4 Tax Refunds of greater than $100.00.

Name Year Basis City Refund
Willie King 2008 Corrected Assessment 5100.41
TOTAL $100.41

7.5 Approve "Sole Source" purchase for bus shelters and associated
solar security lighting and benches.

This item was pulled by Council Member Bates.

Mr. Doug Hewett, Assistant City MWanager, explained the City's
need to purchase 8 bus shelters, 25 sclar security lighting kits, and
28 benches with backs. Mr. Hewett stated since 2006, the City has
purchased Tolar Manufacturing's Sierra style bus shelters and the
associated solar lighting kits and benches since to replace older,
glass type shelters and they were the sole source provider of the
Sierra style shelter. Mr. Hewett noted that there were 36 shelters of
this type installed throughout the City and 12 additional shelters in
stock and the existing shelters had proven to be reliable and of gcod
structural construction. He presented the following cost breakdown
for the purchase of the equipment:

¢ 8 Shelters at 56,790.00 each for a total of $54,320.00

¢ 25 Solar Lighting Kits at $1,740.00 each for a total of
$43,500.00

¢« 28 Benches with Backs at $1,070.00 each fer a total of
$29,960.00

s Shipping Cost at $6,250.00

Mr. Hewett stated the total cost of the eguipment to be
purchased, including shipping, would be 5134,030.00.

Council Member Bates inquired why this was an allowed exception
to the bhidding requirements. Mr. Hewett responded by statute an
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excepticn is allowed when (1) the performance or price competition for
a product are not available, {2) a needed product is available from
only one source of supply, or (3} when standardization or
compatibility is the overriding consideratiocon.

Council Member Massey inguired whether any portion of the
$134,000.00 was state or federal government funding and was solar
lighting needed because o¢f later transit services being offered.
Mr. Hewett explained the funds to be used were part of the $519,000.00
transit funds and responded in the affirmative to the latter.

Council Member Applewhite expressed issues regarding Teclar being
the only company which manufactured this style as it related to
limitations of the City's options. Mr. Hewett stated the use of
different styles was a possibility and could be reviewed.

MOTION: Council Member Massey moved to approve "Scle Source"
purchase for bus shelters and associated sclar security
lighting and benches.

SECOND : Council Member Bates

VOTE: UNANIMOUS (10-0)

8.0 PUBLIC HEARING

8.1 Public hearing to consider economic development incentives for

Five Points Hospitality, Ine., to construct an Embassy Suites

Hotel and Coenference Center.

Mr. Douglas Peters, FCCCC, outlined the following aspects of the
proposed Embassy Suites and Conference Center.

¢ Design

¢ Project scope

* Conference

¢ Benefits to Fayetteville

o MNew potential revenues of $224,000,000.00 or mcre over 20
years

o Creation of mnew Jjobs with new payroll dollars in the
community

o New tax revenues from real estate, revenue, payroll
o New tax revenues from disposable income

o Increased meeting and leisure business

o New business to malls, shops, restaurants and retail
o Qver 160 new Jjobs

* Tax revenue summary

o Hotel Sales Tax $13.6 Million
o Hotel Guest Tax Generation 25.0 Million
o Payroll Taxes 16.2 Million
o Employee Household Taxes 8.5 Million
o TOTAL $63.3 Million
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Mr. Dale Iman, City Manager, presented the economic development
incentives as follows:

City and County

¢ Four Financial Incentives

1. Property Tax Grantback — 5 years (€60% for Years 1-2,
55% for Years 3-4, and 50% for Year 5)

2. Low Interest Loan - Wetland Mitigation ($500,000.00 ~
10 Year Term — Assessment)

3, Reduce City Permit Fees by 50%

4, 1Install Bus Stop Shelter (Developer to Construct
Needed Access)

PWC Utility of Choice Program

Only available when customer has a service alternative and
selects PWC for all three services

s Water and Wastewater
o Facility Investment Fee (FIF) Waived
*+ Electricity
o Installation (including transformer} withcut charge

o 10% reduction in fee for 10 years

Mayor Pro Tem Haire inquired whether the migration pipe for the
two different locations would be closed in and connected. Mr, Iman
responded in the affirmative and stated once this was accomplished,
the area would ncot be considered wetland.

Council Member Bates ingquired how the City would be protected.
Mr. Iman respended there would be a lien on the property similar to
that of a tax lien. Council Member Bates inquired whether City
Engineers would inspect the site once pipes were connected and water
was discharged in the basin. Mr. Iman respended in the affirmative,

Council Member Meredith inguired why the state had not offered
grantback incentives, Mr, Peters responded an application for
economic recovery bonds for the project were submitted; however, it
had not met the requirement state wide.

Council WMember B&pplewhite reguested an estimated dollar amount
for the 10 percent reduction. Mr. Iman explained water Facility
Investment Fees (FIF) wailved would ecgual $27,500.00, sewer FIF waived
would equal $64,100.00, and 10 percent over 500 kilowatts. He stated
a service provision of shoebox style lighting installation would be
$26.73 per light per month. Council Member Applewhite inguired as to
the reason for offering a free transformer. Mr. Iman responded it was
needed to extend the electrical distribution system.

This is the advertised public hearing set for this date and time.
There being no one in favor or in opposition, the puklic hearing
opened and closed at 7:50 p.m.

MOTION: Council Member Bates moved to approve the proposed economic
incaentives.

SECOND: Mayor Prc Tem Haire

VOTE: UNANIMOUS (10-0)

9.0 OTHER ITEMS OF BUSINESS

9.1 Request for non-compliant speed hump installation on Pettigrew
Street.

Mr. Rusty Thomgson, City Engineer, presented this item and
briefed Council. He stated Mr. Wayne Knox, a resident on Pettigrew
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Drive, requested that speed humps be installed on the street. He
stated staff evaluated the request and informed Mr. Knox that speed
humps were not warranted as outlined in the Residential Traffic

Management Program. Mr. Thompson stated MMr. Knox elected to proceed
with a non-complaint procedure and submitted a petition with a 76
percent signature rate (75 percent minimum  was required) .

Mr. Thompson stated there were requirements and the applicant would
have to pay for the removal of the speed humps should they wish to
remove them,

Council Member Applewhite requested accident data and ingquired if
there was a process to identify petition signers as property owners or
renters. Mr. Thompscn stated there were no accidents where speed
humps would have helped prevent them and answered in the negative to
the latter. Mayor Chavenne clarified that should Ccouncil approve a
request based on a petition signed by renters, Council could be
charging property owners who had not signed.

Council iMember Meredith ingquired whether this was an assessment
or would the City be paid prier to the installation. Mr. Thompson
explained the following opticns: (1} citizens could pay the City for
installation or (2) citizens could pay a contractor and the City would
inspect.

Council Member Crisp ingquired how many requested speed humps were
made per year. Mr. Thompson responded 30 to 50 per year.

MOTION: Council Member Meredith moved to approve the locations and
allow the neighborhood to install at their cost.
SECOND : Couneil Member Crisp

A discussion periocd ensued regarding possible future issues.
Mr. Thompson reviewed the proposed design and stated staff could not
find any benefits ¢f speed hump installations on Pettigrew Street.

RESTATED MOTION:
Council Member Meredith moved to approve the locations and
allow the neighborhood to install at their cost.

SECOND: Council Member Crisp

VOTE: PASSED by a vote of 7 in favor to 3 in opposition (Council
Members Applewhite, Batas, and Davy)

10.0 ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS

10.1 Monthly statement of taxes for August 2010 from the Cumberland
County Tax Administrator.

A - < T $2,263,331.72
2010 Vehdlcle cv ittt it sttt cs s ansnssnsnss 283,020.57
2010 ReVIL ittt ianaessaninannanasrannnssannnns oo 3,185.45
2010 Vehicle Revit ... iiinnnannen B et re it 274.776
2010 FVT . .ivvinnnnn e e s e i, 35,156.08
2010 Transit ... viinennrenn O 35,156.11
2010 Storm Water ... e inir e tannnreontoannnneresnes 101,129.35
2010 Fay Storm Wabker. .. v et ennonnerrasanssnasnes 202,258.62
2010 Fay Recycle FEE . vn et ivnnananinsnrasnsnsranans 107,335.94
2010 ANNEX .ot vevnransnnoeansnonsnranns et as e aa ey 20.73
2009 TaxXes vvvivvonrrnnnnans Cer e eaenes 14,077,62
2009 VehiCle tuvr i it insnnaneserasannnssnnnasnsnsnns 103,057.06
2009 ReEVIL L.t inr et iiiinnrananeeonsasansassransasnsnannssnasss 85.95
2009 Vehicle Rewit ...t innsiiersnnssnneerannnannns { 5,33)
2009 FVT v ivnnnenrrnsonnrannsnasnes ey .e...15,613.16
2009 Transit & uuee e ieeinaonaeeisasansooasnssnsasssnsns 15,613.1¢
2009 Storm Water ......... bt e et e b e ea et a e 1,249.35
2009 Fay Storm Water.., ......ev... Caan e et ba e 2,498,68
2009 Fay RecycCle FEE . .iurtrarenenerssrsecnasesrnsnnnnns 2,724,861
2009 ANNEX. v vewavnnnns et i e et ta e et ... 0.00
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2008 TARES v v uvvnrnacannsesnssassseeseeeesnnsesssssnnnsnss 2,099.93
2008 Vehicle ... vc.uns et reresar it cerraeaass5,319,24
2008 ReVIL L1ttt ietssantnecesossnessnstsssssassstosanasens 0.00
2008 Vehicle Revit ..u.iiiiiiiinnnnes PR 0.00
2008 FVT tin i rernnrsnoannrosenennnnn [ ve.. 978,49
2008 Transit (.t nrnnerr ittt ssrarsanesnrraanens 756.24
2008 Storm Water ... iern it inininnsrsnrinsassannsnarsens 234.50
2008 Fay Storm Water... .. BN e veeaeae.a 13,863
2008 Fay ReCyCle Fee ittt it toennneorasosssnsnanansns 128.85
2008 ANNEX. v v v tansmrraanssnannsnannn N 0.00
2007 TAXEE it ineronsensanasressosssnsssnsrssnssasnssnaannses 696.78
2007 Vehicle (vt eninsanessncrosssassassanananans 1,501.20
2007 Revit ....... e raenen PN P I 011
2007 Vehicle ReVil (i iiiinrin it ittt nssnesnonssansnes 0.00
2007 FVT ....... L < I LY
2007 Storm Hater . ouorinne i ii vt noscnerrsnnaessssarransss 142,62
2007 Fay Storm Water .« . it in i ittt it s arrannnns 45,24
2007 Annex... .... et N o I o T4
2006 and Prior TAKES tiveeisnnserneoeseerosssassnacesnans 1,017.39
2006 and Prior Venicle ... v vt vsscnennnianaatrosnavass 2,762.61
2006 and Prior Revit ...t itninninrenennonanrasnosrrranaess 0.00
2006 and Prior Vehicle Revit ..viiiii i ininnerneonrnscennns 0.00
2006 and Prior EVT (....... e et s a e ceenieaae.. 606,42
2006 and Prior Storm Water ... ...ttt innenernoerasans 150.37
2006 Annex... ..... e A A I 10
T ol <3 o << o 15,498.55
Revit Interest ........ - T 4
Storm Water Interest .. .iii it irnrsienietansnnasnsrsans 222,99
Fay Storm Water Interest ........iiiiiiiiniioasnannnsnnnans 197.49
Annex Interest ....vcviirinerennrnnnessnnonnnans veerraanaes 0,86
Fay Recycle Interest (i euininnnnrosnnsneessransansnsnsans 214.32
Total Tax and Interest .......vvuuunn et e $3,248,793.28

10.2 Revenue and expenditure report for annually budgeted funds for
the month ended July 31, 2010.

Ms. Lisa Smith, Chief Financial QOfficer, presented this item and
stated the purpose of the report was to provide monthly revenue and
expenditure information for the City's annually budgeted funds. She
reviewed the contents of the report and explained the report consists
of two main sections as follows: (1) revenues by major category by
fund and (2) expenditures by major category by fund. She stated the
expenditure section of the report provided expenditure data by
department for the General Fund; included revenue and expenditure data
for the current fiscal year {column labeled ®"FY201ll Actual thru
July"}, with comparison columns for the current year's budget (column
labeled "FY2011l Budget as of July"), and revenue and expenditure data
through the same period in last fiscal year (column labeled "FY2010

Actual thru July). Ms. Smith noted the expenditure section of the
report included a column for 'Encumbrances" which represented
commitments by the City to obtain items or services or other
expenditures for which payments have not yet been made. Ms., Smith

explained the revenues and expenditures were generally recorded on a
cash basis throughout the year and accounting adjustments were made at
year~end to account for revenues and expenditures that needed to be
recorded back to the fiscal year before it was fermally closed. She
added that since monthly sales taxes and quarterly utility taxes were
received from the State approximately 75 days after the period to
which they applied, sales tax revenues would not initially appear
until the October 31, 2010, report and utility taxes would not appear
until the December 31, 2010, report. She stated for comparison
purposes, the repecrt would also not show pricor year actuals for the
revenues until the revenue data for the current fiscal vear was also
available for the same period.
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Pericdically through Ms. Smith’s presentation, questions were
posed by Council and addressed by Ms. Smith.

11.0 ADJOURMMENT

There being no further bkusiness, the meeting adjourned at
8:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

RITA PERRY ANTHONY G. CHAVONNE
City Clerk Mayor
091310
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FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA BRIEFING MINUTES
LAFAYETTE ROOM
SEPTEMBER 22, 2010
4:00 P.M.

Present: Mayocr Anthony G. Chavonne

Council Members Keith A. Bates, Sr. (District 1); Kady-Ann
Davy (Distriect 2}; Darrell J. Haire (District 4}; Bobby
Hurst (District 5); William J, L. Crisp (District 8};
Valencia A. Applewhite (District 7)

absent: Council Members Robert A. Massey, Jr. [District 3):
Wesley A. Meredith (District 9); Theodore W. Mohn
{District 8)

Others Present: Dale Iman, City Manager

Kristoff Bauer, Assistant City Manager

Doug Hewett, Assistant City Manager

Karen M. McDonald, City Attorney

Doug Peters, President, CE0 Fayetteville-Cumberland
County Chamber of Commerce

Rob Anderson, Development Services Director

Karen Hilton, Planning & Zoning Division Manager

Craig Harmon, Planner IT

Press

City staff presented the following items scheduled fcr the
Fayetteville City Council’s September 27, 2010, agenda:

CONSENT ITEMS:

Case No., P10-28F. The rezoning of 1.3 acres at 424 McArthur Road from
ClP Commercial Shopping Center District te €1 Commercial Distriet.
Robert Michael Warren, owner.

Mr, Craig Harmon, Planner 1T, presented this item. Mr., Barmon
showed wvicinity maps and gave overviews of the current land uses,
current zonings, surrcunding land uses and zonings, and 2010 Land Use
Plan. He clarified that C1P was identical t¢ the €l ILocal Business
District except for setbacks, and that plans were regquired by the
subdivision chapter to be submitted to the planning agency for
approval prior to develcopment. He stated mixed residential use would
be permitted with special limitations. He also clarified that Cl1 was
primarily for the conduct of retail trade in outlying shopping areas
with emphasis on daily necessities for the convenience of surrcunding
residential areas. Mr. Harmon explained the owner would like to
expand the existing structure and the purpose for rezoning was to
reduce the side-yard setback requirements. He stated the C1P district
required a minimum 30-fcot side-yard setback and the Cl district would
allow building to the property line with a firewall or a 3-foot
setback without one. He stated the Zoning Commission and staff
recommended approval of the rezoning to Cl based on the following:
(1) the 2010 Land Use Plan called for Heavy Commercial for the
property with €1 being one of the City's Heavy Commercial Zoning
Districts, (2) the property was currently =zoned commercial, and
(3} the Cl1 Zoning District was less restrictive than the CLlP in its
setback standards.

Council Member Bates questioned whether this would be a right-of-
way encroachment. Mr. Harmon replied in the negative.
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Case No. Pl0-29F. The amendment of conditions on 1.67 acres of a
128.04 acre site for a fire station on the south side of Andrews Road
across from Rosebank Drive to MU/CZ Mixed Use Conditional Zoning
District. River Landing Center, LLC, owner.

Mr. Craig Harmon, Planner II, presented this item. Mr. Harmon
showed vicinity maps and gave overviews of the current land uses,
current zonings, surrounding land uses and zonings, and 2010 Land Use
Plan. He explained the MU district was designed for the flexibility
of development and wuse of the property subject te¢ predetermined
ordinance standards and rules impesed as part of the legislative
decision creating the district and applying it te the particular
property. He stated a fire station was a permitted use in most
districts including residential. He stated the Zoning Commission and
staff recommended approval of the MU/CZ zoning district based on the
following: (1) the public need for a new fire station in the Andrews
Road area, (2) Andrews Road was a major thoroughfare and would provide
appropriate access to the area around it, and (3) the fire station
would be placed in an area adjacent t¢ approved office buildings in
the MU/CZ District.

Special sign permit request for temporary event signs for the Junior
League’'s 2010 Holly Day Falr scheduled for November 4-7, 2010.

Mr, Rob Anderson, Chief Development Cfficer, presented this item.

Special sign permit request for temporary event signs for the 2010
Spaghetti Fundraiser by the Saints Constantine and Helen Greek
Orthodox Church,

Mr. Rob Anderson, Chief Development Officer, presented this item.

Special sign permit request for temporary event signs for the 2010
Home Builders Association of Fayetteville Parade of Homes scheduled
for October 2, 3, 9, and 10, 2010.

Mr. Rob Anderson, Chief Develeopment Officer, presented this item,
He reviewed the proposed UDO allowances and stated the sign permit
would allow for three signs per City address and there were ten houses
located in the City limits. Mr. Anderson explained the size and
location of the proposed signs.

OTHER DISCUSSION:

Council Member Bates questioned why TItem 6,7, supplemental
agreement to existing municipal agreement with NCDOT for sidewalk
construction, was being presented to Council. Mr. Doug Hewett,
Asslstant City Manager, explained the project was completed with money
left over and the purpcse for the supplementary agreement was to use
the money.

Closed session to discuss an economic development project.

MOTION: Mayor Chavonne moved to go into closed session to discuss
an economic development project.
VOTE; UNANIMOUS ({7-0}
The regular session recessed at 3:58 p.m. The regular session

reconvened at 4:28 p.m.

MOTION: Mayor Chavonne moved to go into open session.
VOTE: UNANIMOUS (7-0)
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Respectfully submitted,

DRAFT

further business, the meeting

adjourned

RITA PERRY
City Clerk

092210

ANTHONY G. CHAVONNE
Mayor
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FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBER
SEPTEMBER 27, 2010
7:00 P.M.

Present: - Mayor Anthony G. Chavonne

Council Members Keith Bates, 8r, ({District 1); Kady-Ann
Davy (District 2}; Robert &. Massey, Jr. (District 3);
Darrell J. Haire (District 4); Bobby Hurst (District 5);
William J. L. Crisp {District @); Theodore W. Mohn
(District 8); Valencia A, Applewhite {District T):
Wesley A. Meredith (District 9)

Others Present: Dale E. Iman, City Manager
Doug Hewett, Assistant City Manager
Karen M. McDonald, City Attorney
Douglas 5. Peters, FCCCC President
Rusty Thompson, City Engineer
Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
Rita Perry, City Clerk
Members of the Press

1.0 CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Chavonne called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.
2.0 INVOQCATION

The invecation was offered by Pastor Micah Royal of the Blessed
Family of Geod Church,

3.0 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Following the invocation, the Pledge of Allegiance to the
American Flag was led by the audience.

4.0 APPROVAL OF AGENDA

MOTION: Council Member Meredith moved to approve the agenda with
the addition of Item 6.17, resclution setting a public
hearing to consider economic development incentives for a
proposed office space redevelopmant projact with Stratagic
Solutions Unlimited.

SECOND: Council Memnber Massey

VOTE : UNANIMOUS (10-0)

5.0 ANNOUNCEMENTS AND RECOGHNITIONS

Mayor Chavonne, on behalf of the City Council and ity of
Fayetteville, presented a proclamation to Mr. Roosevelt D, Odom, Jr.,
proclaiming September 27 through October 1, 2010, to be Deaf Awareness

Week. Comments followed.

6.0 CONSENT

MOTION: Coungil Member Meredith moved +to approve the consent
agenda.

SECOND: Council Member Massey

VOTE ¢ UNANIMOUS {10-Q)

6.1 Adopt a resclution declaring jointly-ownad real property surplus
and authorizing a quitclaim of the City's interest in order to
expedite Cumberland County's sale of property.

RESOLUTION DECLARING PROPERTY EXCESS TO CITY’'S NEEDS AND
QUITCLAIMING CITY TITLE IN THE PROPERTY TO CUMBERLAND COUNTY
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{2313 SLATER AVENUE AND 116 PHILLIPS STREET). RESOLUTION
NO, R2010-073,

6.2 Case No. Pl0-28F. The rezoning of 1.3 acres at 424 McArthur Road
from ClP Commercial Shopping Center District to €1 Commercial
District. Robert Michael Warren, owner.

6.3 Casa No, P10-29F, The amendment of conditions on 1.67 acres of a
128.04 acre site for a fire station on the south side of Andrews
Road across from Rosebank Drive to MU/CZ Mixed Use Conditional
Zoning Distriet, River Landing Center, LLC, owner,.

6.4 S8pecial sign permit request for temporary ewvent signs for the
Junior League’s 2010 Holly Day Fair scheduled for November 4 to
November 7, 2010,

6.5 8pecial sign permit request for temporary event signs for the
2010 Spaghetti Fundraiser by the Saints Constantine and Helen
Greek Orthodox Church.

6.6 Special s=ign permit request for temporary event signs for the
2010 Home Builders Association of Fayetteville Parade of Homes
schedulad for October 2 and 3, 2010, and October 9 and 10, 2010.

6.7 Supplemental agreement to existing municipal agreement with NCDOT
for sidewalk construction,

6.8 Budget Ordinance Amendment 2011-2 {encumbrances, designations,
street lighting, and environmental clean-up and remediation).

6.9 Capital Project Ordinance Amendment 2011-10 {Linear Park
Project).

6.10 Special Raevenua Fund Project Ordinance Amaendment 2011-1
{(appropriation of federal forfeiture and controlled substance tax
funds for law enforcement purposes).

6.11 Special Revenue Fund Project Ordinance 2011-5 (FY 2010 Justice
Assistance Grant Program). i

6.12 Transfer ownership of 1996 International 4700/EVI rescus sqguad
unit to Godwin-Falcon Volunteer Fire Department.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CONVEYANCE OF PERSONAL PROPERTY
ITEMS TO FIRE DEPARTMENTS/GOVERMMENTAL AGENCIES. RESOLUTION NO.
R2010-074.

6.13 Special request to display 16 temporary event signs at fire
stations the week preceding the time change each spring and fall
as part of the Change Your Clock, Change Your Battery Campaign.

6.14 Bid Recommendation -~ Installation of Arran Park and Crystal
Springs substations.

The Public Works Commission approved the award of a contract for
installation of the Arran Park and Crystal Springs substations to
Aubrey Silvey Enterprises, Carollten, Georgia, the lowest responsive,
responsible bidder, in the total amount of $1,034,000.00 and forwarded
to City Council for approval. This was a budgeted item. The amount
budgeted per substation was $550,000.0C, fer a total budgeted amount
of $1,100,000.0¢. Bids were received August 14, 2010, as follows:

Aubrey Silvey Enterprises (Carcllton, GA) ....... $1,034,000.00
E&R, Inc. (Kinston, NC) .4 ivecrvirsaannnonsansns $1,098,030.00
Pike Electric (Mt. Airy, NWC} ..... haeseaerersaas 51,383,545.00
New River Electric {Cloverdale, VA) .......... +..%1,436,019,72

Bids were scolicited from seven contractoers with four contractors
responding.
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6.15 Bid Recommendation - Contract for Annexation Phase V, Project
III, Area 8 - LaGrange,

The Public Works Commissicn approved to award contract for
aAnnexation, Phase V, Project III, Billy Bill Grading Company, the
lowest responsive, responsible ©bidder in the total amount of
$2,496,108,00 and forwarded to City Council for approval. This was a
budgeted item {CIP WS-47} with a budgeted amocunt of $3,100,000.00 for
Area 8 - LaGrange. Bids were received August 18, 2019, as fcllows:

Billy Bill Grading Co. (Fayetteville, NC)} ........ 52,496,108.00
T.A. Loving Co. (Goldsboro, NC) vvueeiinnrinnaasn 52,716,708.00
State Utility Contracters (Monroe, NC) ........... $2,728,026.70
ES&LJ Enterprises (Autryville, NC} ......vevvevinn. $2,813,050,%0

R.H. Mceore (Murrells Tnlet, SC) ..vvivrenvennnoaa. $3,827,513.00

Plans and specifications were requested by 15 contractors with 5
contractors submitting bids.

6.16 Resolution to direct the filing of an application for a state
loan under the N.C. Clean Water Revolving Loan and Grant Act of
1987.

RESCLUTION OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA, TO DIRECT
THE FILING OF AN APPLICATION FOR A STATE LOAN UNDER THE NC CLERN
WATER REVOLVING ILORN AND GRANT ACT OF 1987. RESOLUTION
NG, R2010-075.

6.17 Resoclution =setting a public hearing to consider economic
development incentives for a proposed office space redevelopment
project with Strategic Solutiens Unlimited.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COQUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE
SETTING A PUBLIC HERRING TO CONSIDER ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
INCENTIVES FOR A PROPOSED OFFICE SPACE REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT WITH
STRATEGIC SOLUTIONS UNLIMITED. RESOLUTION NO. R2010-076.

7.0 OTHER ITEMS OF BUSINESS

7.1 Presentation of Appointment Committee recommendations for boards
and commissions appointments.

Council Member Hurst, Appointment Committee Chair, provided
highlights of the September 20, 2010, Appointment Committee meeting
and presented the following appointment recommendations:

Boards/Comnission Recommendation
Fayetteville Advisory Committee Rick Heicksen — FAMPO Director/designee
on Transit (FACT) Sharon Collins - ADA rider or

representative

Mary Bunny English - Bus rider

Jeff Thompson - Citizen within service
area

Scott Gibson - Citizen outside service
area

Todd Lyden - Citizen outside service area
Warner Whitehead - FAST driver/operator
Fayelbteville Planning Commission |William J. Fiden

Joint Fayettewvwille-Cumberland
County Senior Citizens Advisory Frank R, Till
Commissicn
Fayetteville-Cumberland Human
Relations Commission

Public Works Commission Terri Uniocn

William Moreno

Council Member Hurst announced the City was seeking additiomnal
applicants for the Fayetteville Advisory Committee on Transit (FACT)
to fill positions designated for ADA and transportaticn Aindustry
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representatives and applicants for the Taxicab Review Board to fill
positions designated for taxi industry representatives.

Mayor Pro Tem Halre guestioned the status of Mr., Davis as a
recommendation. Ms. Rita Perry, <City Clerk, explained it was the
consensus of the Appointment Committee for the recommendation listed.

MOTION: Council Member Mochn moved to approve the appointment
recommendations with the excaption of the PHC
racommendation and to allow for a presentation regarding
the appointment procass,

SECOND: Council Member Applewhite

VOTE ¢ PASSED by a vote of 8 in favor to 2 in opposition (Council
Members Crisp and Massay)

Mr. Doug Hewett, Assistant City Manager, provided a synopsis of
the process utilized to address the September 2010 vacancies, He
stated at the BAugust 18, 2010, meeting the Appointment Committee
requested re—advertisement for the PWC vacancy to include an extensive
questionnaire. Mr. Hewett reviewed the PWC questionnaire, which
included questions provided by PWC and Council.

A discussion period ensued regarding resume submittals,
attendance calculations, and conference call meetings and possible
policy amendment to address conference calls.

MOTION: Council Member Applewhite moved to approve the appointmant
of Mr. Wick 8mith to the Public Works Commission,
SECOND ¢ Council Member Mohn

Further discussion ensued regarding applicants’ qualifications,
application completion requirements and board/commission members’
behavior. Ms. Rita Perry, City Clerk, explained the application
intake/review process. Mr. Hewett further stated the rules of
protocol as well as the City Council Fayetteville Forward would be an
added component of the member orientation.

VOTE: FAILED by a vote of 8 in opposition te 2 in favor (Council
Members Applewhite and Mohn)

MOTION: Council Membear Batas moved to approve the reappointment of
Mrs. Terri Unicn to the Public Works Commission.

SECOND: Council Member Massey

VOTE : PASSED by a vote of 9 in faver to 1 in opposition (Council

Member Applewhite)
7.2 HNational League of Cities voting delegates,
Mz, Dale Iman, City Manager, presented tThis item.

MOTION: Council Member Bates moved to designate Council Member
Massey the alternate voting delegate and Council Membar
Bates the voting delagate.

SECOND : Council Member Meredith

VOTE ; UNANIMOUS (10-0)

7.3 NC League of Municipalities Annual League Business meeating voting
delegates.

Mr. Dale Iman, City Manager, presented this item.

MOTION: Council Member Bates moved to designate Council Mamber
Massey the alternate wvoting delegate and Council Member
Hurst the voting delegate.

SECOND: Council Member Maradith

VOTE: UNANIMOUS (10-0)

Tel-dud




8.0 ADJOURNMENT

There being no
7:58 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

DRAFT

further business, the meeting

RITA PERRY
City Clerk

092710
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FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL
WORK SESSION MINUTES
CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBER
OCTOBER 4, 2010
5:00 P.M.

Present: Mayor Anthony G. Chavonne

Council Members Keith Bates, Sr. (District 1); ¥Kady-Ann
Davy (Distriet 2); Rcbert A. Massey, Jr. (District 3);
Darrell J. Haire (District 4); Bobby Hurst (District 5):
Valencia A. Applewhite (District 7); Theodore W. Mohn
(District 8); Wesley A. Meredith (District 9)

Absent: Council Member William J. L. Crisp (District &}

Others Present: Dale E. Iman, City Manager
Doug Hewett, Assistant City Manager
Kristoff Bauer, Assistant City Manager
Karen M, McDonald, City Attorney
Jerry Dietzen, Environmental Services Director
Rich Garrity, RLS & Associates
Reon Macaluso, Transit Director
Ben Nichels, Fire Chief
Ben Majors, Assistant Fire Chief
Brian Mims, Battalion Commander
Rita Perry, City Clerk
Memkers of the Press

1.0 CALL TQ ORDER
Méyor Chavonne called the meeting to order.

2.0 INVOCATION
The invocation was offered by Council Member Meredith,
Mavor Chavonne explained the work session proceedings.

3.0 APPROVAL OF AGENDA

MOTION: Council Member Bates moved to approve the agenda.
SECOND: Council Member Meredith
VOTE: UNANIMOUS {9-0)

4.0 OTHER ITEMS OF BUSINESS
4.1 Resldential Rental Property Programs Update

Mr. Doug Hewett, Assistant City Manager, presented this item and
provided a summary of the issues, history, and stakeholder cutreach
efforts. Mr. Hewett outlined the Rental Registration Program
benefits, key components, required resources, and fee structure,. He
alsc outlined the Probationary Rental Occupancy Permit  {PROP)
benefits, key compconents, wviolation factors, required resources, and
fee structure.

Council Member Bates inquired whether rental agencies had a
database to track renters. Mr. Hewett responded this was attempted by
realtors and HUD with possible profiling concerns; however, a large
property management firm could implement this within their agency.

Mayor Chavonne inquired on the initiative for owners to register
their properties and the tracking method. Mr. Hewett exXplained the
responsible landlords would register and noncompliance would be a
violation. He stated tracking would be through utility services.

Council Member Mohn inguired on how many additional inspectors
would be needed. Mr. Hewett responded the City had budget shortfalls;
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therefore the programs would have to pay for themselves. He explained
the 4inspectors’ roles would be to address problems and maintain
databases which would support PROP, and the Housing Inspector would be
the Rental Registration Coordinator.

Mayor Pro Tem Haire inquired whether fees could be waived for
property owners whe registered within a certain time peried.
Mr. Hewett responded that was not a consideration because the programs
would ke supported by fees.

Council Member Davy inquired on staff accessibility to meet with
landlcords on a case-by-case basis regarding violations, Mr. Hewett
responded the proposed model included a wvery strong property owner
education component,

Council Member Bates proposed a reward to waive fees should
rental ©properties have no calls within a certain timeframe.
Mr. Hewett stated waiving of future fees was not contemplated.

Council Member Massey stated PROP was the common factor between
Fayetteville and Raleigh; however, Raleigh had no revenue source.
Mr., Hewett stated there was a wvalue to identifying rental property
owners and owners would be required to obtain certification that the
property meets minimal housing code regulations.

Council Member Applewhite inquired whether the City had a minimal
housing code. Mr, Hewett responded in the affirmative. He explained
violations were either cited by code enforcement or complaints were
received.

Council Member Mohn stated these programs could not exist with
funding sources. He requested staff provide a list of cuts needed to
implement a program changing additional yearly fees, should Council
place this as a higher priority., Mr. Hewett stated the programs had
been a part of the strategic plan for a number of years. He stated
Council’s direction had been that the programs had to be self-
supporting.

Council Member Applewhite inquired where the City would get

funding should <Council reprioritize. Mr. Dale Iman, City Manager,
stated there was no increase in revenue; therefore elimination would
be necessary 1f Council repricoritized. He stated reduction in

services should not be an option and fees were needed to pay for
services.

Council Member Applewhite inguired whether the PRGP would punish
responsible owners. Mr. Hewett responded in the negative.

Mayor Chavonne stated the registration would follew the property;
not ownership, and suggested owners be monitored for repeat offenders.
Mr, Hewett explained the interest was to specify the location and not
allow the problem property to be passed onto family members.

Mayor Chavonne affirmed Council’s CONCerns with problem
properties and suggested the people creating the precblems be defined
by the implementation of higher fees for continuous viclators.

Council Member Haire stated PROP would address the problems and
requested discussion for one wversus the other. Mr. Hewett explained
the benefits of the Rental Registration Program in conjunction with
PRCP.

Council Member Bates inquired why landlords could not police
their own properties. Mr. Hewett responded that the responsible
landlords +try; however, there were repeated problems on the same
properties,
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Council Member Bates inqguired whether fees could be waived for
good landlords. Mr. Hewett responded the fees would support the
program.

Council Member Bates regquested PROP be brought back to Council at
a future work session to include a revised financial model which would
provide incentives for landlords in compliance and higher fees for
violators. Mr, Hewett clarified Council’s direction had been to be
self-supporting. He stated to have a successful PROP would require a
registration program, and in order to track, educate, and certify code
staff it was recommended both programs be adopted. He stated to split
the financial model for PROP wculd be cumbersome.

The consensus of Councll was to review the PROP program only.
4.2 Multifamily Reecycling Program Update

Mr. Jerry Dietzen, Environmental Services Director, presented
this item and provided a summary of the history. Mr. Dietzen provided
an overview of relative current data, stakeholder input results, and
benefits., He stated staff recommended the development of an ordinance
requiring multifamily complexes to provide recycling services for the
residents with a target start date of July 2011 which would include
{1) recommended capacity to handle the volume for the number of units
to be served, (2) weekly cecllection schedule, {3} compliance with
Zoning/UDG regulations, (4} recommended postings and information,
{5) easy resident access to the recycle area, and (6) compliance with
existing solid waste crdinances. Mr, Dietzen reviewed the suggested
timeline as follows:

® December 6, 2010 - Return to Council work session with draft
ordinance.
* December 13, 201C¢ - Regular Council meeting - Adopt ordinance

or set a public hearing.

¢ January-June 2011 - City staff to notify multifamily complexes
and provide technical assistance.

s July 2011 - Program target start-up.

Following a guestion and answer period regarding notification
signage, enforcement, contamination, incentives, and holiday pickup
scheduling, the ccnsensus of Council was to follow the recommended
timeline.

4.3 RLS Presentation - City/County Consolidated Transportation Plan

Mr, Ron MWacaluso, Transit Director, presented this item and
provided a brief history and introduced Rich Garrity, RLS &
Associates, Mr, Garrity reviewed the consolidated plan as follows:

Study Geoals

s Provide Rider Benefits

¢ Provide the Most Efficient, Effective and Safe Countywide
Transportation Services

* Create Mcre Effective Mechanism to Address Countywide
Problems

¢ Create Greater Opportunities for Creation of Leocal
Dedicated Funding Sources for Transit

* Economies of Scale

¢ Develop Specialized Staff

Phase I and II Study Milestones
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Work Program

* Phase I
o Inventory
o Feasibility Determination

* Phase II
o Organizational Structure
o Cost Sharing
o Five-Year Budget

Governance/Qperaticnal Models

¢ Overview of Three Cperating Scenarios

o QOption 1: Centralized Operation with all Public
Transportation Services Consolidated Under the City

o QOption 2: Decentralized Administretive Functions/Some
Operations Functions Handled by the County

o Option 3: Decentralized Administrative Functions/Demand
Response Operations for Beoth City and County Centralized
Under the County

* Recommended Option 1

Interlocal Agreement Description

¢ Benefits to the City
o Introduction of New Cost Allocation Methodologies

o Reduced BAdministrative/Staff Expenses by Split Funding
Between City and CCCTP Funds

0 Reduced Administrative/Staff Expenses by Reclassification
of Some Positions From 100% City Funded to 8(0% Federally
Funded Under Mobility Management

0o Consolidates Grant-Making to a Single Recipient

o Expansion of Passenger Base by Including Human Service
Transportation

o Utilize Sections 5316 and 5317 Funds Without Additional
City Outlay of Matching Funds

¢ Benefits to the County
¢ Reduced Staffing Costs
o Piggy-Back on City’s Paratransit Software Purchase
o Unified Customer Call Center
o Seamless Experience for all Transit Consumers

¢ Enhanced Coordination of Service Delivery Through Mobility
Management

o Cocrdination Consistent with NCDOT Objectives

» City/County Execution of Agreement Pursuant to N.C.G.S.
§ 160--A, Axrticle 20

‘e Merger of CCCTP with Expanded FAST Mcbility Services Unit,
incorporating ADA Service, Human Service Agency
Transportation, and Rural Fublic Transportation

¢ July 1, 2011 - Transition Milestone
* Xey Factors in Decision-Making
o Efficiency in Administrative Structure
o Modest Administrative Efficiencies
o Creation of Seamless Customer Experience
o Enhanced use of Technology

o Opportunity to Maximize Federal and State Apportionments

T-1-5-4




DRAFT

A discussion period ensued regarding County transportation
programs, FAST paratransit, County dquality of service concerns,
accounting mechanisms +wvia NCDOT, employment elimination, County
community transportation requirements.

The consensus of Council was to receive the report and draft a
letter to the County expressing the City’s interest to proceed,

4.4 Fayetteville Fire/Emergency Management Strategic Plan

Mr, Ben Nichols, Fire Chief, presented this item and stated
approval of the Fayetteville Fire/Emergency Management Department’s
Strategic Plan and Standard of Response Cover would enable the
department to continue with the accreditation process. He introduced
Mr. Ben Majors, Assistant Fire Chief,

Mr. Majors presented the self-assessment, challenges,
opportunities, weaknesses, and strengths aspects of the strategic plan
and reviewed the mission statement. He introduced Mr. Brian Mims,

Battalion Commander.
Mr. Mims outlined the standard of cover elements of the plan.

B question and answered period ensued regarding responses
mechanisms, adjoining collaboration with Fort Bragg, and citizen
awareness.

.RESOLUTION ADOPTING FAYETTEVILLE FIRE/EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
DEPARTMENT’'S STRATEGIC PLAN AND STANDARD OF RESPONSE COVER.
RESOLUTION NO. R2010-077.

MOTION: Councll Member Massey moved to adopt the resolution
approving the Fayetteville Fire/Emergency Management
Department’s Strategic Plan and Standard of Response Cover
vwhich would enable the department to continue with the
accreditation process.

SECOND: Council Member Bates

VOTE: UNANIMOUS (9-0)

5.0 ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at
7:57 p.m,

Respectfully submitted,

RITA FERRY ANTHONY G. CHAVCNNE
City Clerk Mayor
100410
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM: Rita Perry, City Clerk

DATE; December 13, 2010
RE: Resolution Adopting the 2011 City Council Meeting Dates Calendar

THE QUESTION:
Does the proposed calendar reflect the interest of Councit for meetings in 20117

RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:
More Efficient City Government

BACKGROUND:

To ensure that citizens are aware of all the public meetings and events for 2011 and the City
adheres to the NC Open Meetings, staff has prepared the attached 2011 City Council Meeting
Dates Calendar. The calendar takes into account ali City holidays, Council retreats and
conferences identified by staff.

Staff proposes that the genéral]y scheduled Monday, April 25, 2011 regular meeting be held on
Tuesday, April 26, 2011 due to Good Friday and for Council to forego the July 2011 work session
meeting, which customarily follows the budget review and adoption process.

The calendar was modified with the revisions provided by Council at the December 6, 2011 work

session. Therefore, staff requests Council to approve the resolution adopting the 2011 City
Council Meeting Dates Schedule.

ISSUES:

BUDGET {MPACT:

OPTIONS:

1. Approve resolution to adopt the meeting schedule, as presented.
2. Approve resolution to adopt the meeting schedule, as amended
3. Take no action at this time,

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve resolution to adopt the meeting schedule, as presented.

ATTACHMENTS:
Resolution-2011 City Council Calendar
Proposed 2011 City Council Meeting Dates Schedule




RESOLUTION NO. R2(10-

RESOLUTION OF THE FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA CITY COUNCIL TO
ADOPT THE 2011 CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATES CALENDAR TO
CLARIFY THE TIME AND LOCATION OF CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETINGS
FOR 2011

WHEREAS, the Fayetteville City Council has enacted a strategic plan that
promotes efficient and effective government; and

WHEREAS, the City's strategic plan includes targets for action that require
significant commitments on city resources and time to complete; and

WHEREAS, the City Council is committed to ensuring that the public is informed
about the issues, activities and actions of the City; the City Council

HEREBY RESOLVES to adopt the attached calendar titled 2011 City
Council Meeting Dates to clarify the time and location of City Council regular meetings
for 2010; and fusther

RESOLVES that any deviations of these regular meetings will be done consistent
with the North Carolina Open Meetings Law.

ADOPTED this day of ,
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE
(SEAL)
By:
ANTHONY G. CHAVONNE, MAYOR
ATTEST:
RITA PERRY, CITY CLERK

7-2-1-1
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| CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council

FROM: Bradley S. Whited, Airport Director

DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Request to surplus used airfield regulators, -~
THE QUESTION:

How do we properly dispose of surplus equipment?

RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:
n/a

BACKGROUND:

These regulators were salvaged from our former airport electrical vault. They were originally
purchased using Federal Aviation Alrport Improvement funding. The FAA allows us to transfer this
equipment to other airport facilities. While they have no re-sale value, they can be used as backup
equipment or spare parts for airports that have similar regulators. We are requesting City Council
approval to surplus this equipment and allow us to transfer to other airports.

ISSUES:

o Airport Commission approved recommendation to City Gouncil to surplus items at its
November 30, 2010 meeting.

« City Council approval required to transfer equipment to other airports.
« Action would comply with FAA grant assurances.

BUDGET [MPACT:

OPTIONS:

1. Approve request to surplus regulators.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

1. Approve request to surplus regulators recommended by Airport Commission.

ATTACHMENTS:
List of Airfield Regulators




Fayetteville Regional Airport, NC
Used airport lighting regulators — Surplus list

1} Crouse-Hinds

Constant Current Regulator

FAA-1-828

30 KW, 5 step

480 volt, single phase input, 6.6 amp output
120 volt control

Oil filled

2y ADB-ALNACO

Constant Current Regulator

FAA-L-828

15 KW, 3 step

480 volt, single phase input, 6.6 amp output
120 volt control

Dry

3) ADB-ALNACO

Constant Current Regulator

FAA-L-828

15 KW, 3 step

480 volt, single phase input, 6.6 amp output
120 volt control

Dry

4) Heavy Duty

Constant Current Regulator

FAA-L-828 10D

7.5 KW, 3 step

240 volt, single phase input, 6.6 amp output
120 volt control

Dry

5} Heavy Duty

Constant Current Regulator

FAA-L-828 10D

7.5 KW, 3 step

240 volt, single phase input, 6.6 amp output
120 volt control

Dry

7-3-1-1
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Fayetteville — Used regulators page 2 November 15,2010

6) Siemens

Constant Current Regulator

FAA-L-828

10 KW, 3 step

480 volt, single phase input, 6.6 amp output
120 volt control

Dry

7) Heavy Duty

Constant Current Regulator

FAA-L-828 10D

4 KW, 1 step

240 volt, single phase input, 6.6 amp output
120 volt control

Dry

8) Heavy Duty

Constant Current Regulator

FAA-L-828 10D

4 KW, 1 step

240 volt, single phase input, 6.6 amp output
120 volt control

Dry

7-3-1-2




] CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM: Victor D. Sharpe, Community Development Director
DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Community Development - Approval of a site for the proposed HOPE VI Business
Park.

THE QUESTION:
Is acquiring subject properties consistent with the City's commitment to the HOPE VI Revitalization
Project?

BELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:
Greater Tax Base - Strong Local Economy and More Attractive City - Clean and Beautiful.

BACKGROUND:

One of the City's commitment's for the HOPE VI Revitalization project includes one million dollars
to acquire parcels for the development of a business campus (these funds are currently

budgeted). The City will use a reguest for proposal {(RFP} to solicit developers for the development
of the business campus. The HOPE VI grant application suggests that the new business campus
will support the influx of defense contractors due to Fort Bragg's expansion and will provide jobs for
the additional residents that will reside in the area.

Recommended Site (Attached Map):

- The proposed site is 9.21 acres and includes 44 parcels (36 vacant and 8 with structures).

- The Cily owns one of the parcels and jointly owns three parcels with Cumberiand County.

- The proposed site was identified as part of the Center City Industrial Park in 2005 by the
Fayetteville Area Economic Development Corporation /Chamber of Commerce.

- There are eight (8} structures [ocated throughout the project area that will have to be demolished.
- Currentiy there are four households and one husiness that will have to be relocated. According to
the tax records, all of these properties are renter-occupied.

- There may be some condemnation involved in acquiring some of the parcels.

Site Considered, But Not Recommended:

- The other site considered is located at Russell Street and Eastern Boulevard {former Holt-
Williamson Mill)

- ltincludes 2 parcels confaining approximately 11.51 acres.

The recommendation for the Gillespie site is based on it's proximity to the downtown, inciusion in
the Center City Industrial Park Plan, available utilities, the amount of vacant fand, and the City
ownership of property at this site. Further, conversations with the current owner of this alternative
site indicated that they had made significant investments in that site and had development plans in
the works that would lead to revitalization and increased fand value without the City's assistance.

ISSUES:

City Council passed a resolution on November 24, 2008 that granted the City Manager or his
designee the authority to negotiate and acguire property in the HOPE Vi Revitalization area in
support of the 2007 HOPE VI Grant for the Old Witmington Road community. Should Council take
the recommended action, this resolution will authorize the City Manager 1o acquire property for the
HOPE VI Business Park. Any condemnation action would reqguire further Gouncil consideration.

BUDGET IMPACT:




OPTIONS:

s Approve proposed site.

« Do not approve proposed site.

« Provide additional direction to staff.

BRECOMMENDED ACTION:

Staff recommends that Council move to approve acquisition of property for the HOPE VI Business
Park located at Gillespie Street, Blount Street and Chase Street as indicated on the attached map.

ATTACHMENTS:

HOPE VI Business Park Site - Gillespie Street

Picture of Proposed HOPE VI Business Park Site - Gillespie Street
Russell Street Site




Hope VI
Business Park
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Proposed Site for HOPE VI Business Park
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I CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM: Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Authorize the Mayor to Execute a Contract with Cherry, Bekaert and Holland to
Audit Accounts for Fiscal Year 2010-2011

THE QUESTION:
City and PWC staff request Council approval to execute the audit contract for Fiscal Year 2010-
2011 with Cherry Bekaert & Holland (CB&H).

BELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:
Core Value: Stewardship

BACKGHQUND:

+ CB&H has provided excellent and timely audit services io the City and its PWC.

o As stated last fiscal year, CB&H has agreed to provide Fiscal Year 2010-2011 through 2011-
2012 audit services to the City and its PWC for a total amount not to exceed $100,000 per
fiscal year.

« This fee covers the audit work that is periormed at the City's offices and its Public Works
Commission. The City's share of the contract is $60,000 and PWC's share is $40,000.

« This annual fee is $22,720 less than the fee for Fiscal Year 2008-2009, which is primarily
due to City staff's commitment to internally produce the comprehensive annual financial
report.

+ FY2011 will be the second year that City staff will internally generate the comprehensive
annual financial report.

ISSUES:
None

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:

1. Authorize the Mayor tc execute the Contract to Audit Accounts with CB&H for Fiscal Year
2010-2011.

2. Do not authorize the Mayor to execute the contract and direct staff to conduct a RFP
process.

BECOMMENDED ACTION:
Authorize the Mayor to execute the Contract to Audit Accounts with CB&H for Fiscal Year 2010-
2011,




| CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM: Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Capital Project Ordinance Cioseouts 2011-7 thru 2011-12 (Transit Capital Projects
and Street Resurfacing), Capital Project Ordinance Partial Closeout 2011-13
(FY2008 and FY2009 Street Paving Projects) and Special Revenue Fund Project
Ordinance Closeouts 2011-3 through 2011-5 (Homeland Security, COPS
Technology, and Gangs Across the Carolinas Grants)

THE QUESTION:

Staff requests Council to closeout seven Capital Project Ordinances and three Special Revenue
Fund Project Ordinances as foflows:

Capital Project Ordinance Closeout 2011-7 (Transit Signage and Support Vehicles)

Capital Project Ordinance Closeout 2011-8 (Transit Enhancements)

Capital Project Ordinance Closeout 2011-9 (Transit Buses and Signage)

Capital Project Ordinance Closeout 2011-10 {Transit Signage, Bus Shelters and Buses)

Capital Project Ordinance Closeout 2011-11 (Transit Vehicles)

Capital Project Ordinance Closeout 2011-12 {FY2009 Street Resurfacing)

Capital Project Ordinance Partial Closeout 2011-13 (FY2008 and FY2009 Street Paving

Projects)

+ Special Revenue Fund Project Ordinance Closeout 2011-3 (FY2007 Homeland Security
Grant)

+ Special Revenue Fund Project Ordinance Closeout 2011-4 {FY2009 COPS Technoclogy
Grani)

« Speclal Revenue Fund Project Ordinance Closeout 2011-5 (2009 Gangs Across the

Carclinas Conference)

RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN;

Principle A: Great Place to Live — Accessible and efficient transit throughout the City

Value — Stewardship — Locking for ways to leverage city resources and to expand revenues
Goal 3; Mare Efficient City Government - Cost-Effective Service Delivery

Objective 3: Investing in City's future infrastructure, facilities and equipment

BACKGROUND:

« Annually, the City closes out several projects that have been completed in previous fiscal
years and that are no longer active.

» The projects referenced above have been completed in a previous fiscal year and the
revenues and expenditures related to the projects have been audited.

¢ The attached ordinance closecuts detail the budget and actual revenues and expenditures
for the projects.

ISSUES:
None

 BUDGET IMPACT:




OPTIONS: '
1) Adopt the project closeouts.
2) Do not adopt the project closeouts.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: .
Adopt Capital Project Ordinance Closeouts2011-7 thru 2011-12, Capital Project Ordinance Partial
Closeout 2011-13 and Special Revenue Fund Project Ordinance Closeouts 2011-3 thru 2011-5.

ATTACHMENTS:
Capital Project CLO 2011-7 through 2011-13
Special Revenue CLO 2011-3 through 2011-5




CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE December 13, 2010

CAPITAL PROJECT ORDINANCE CLOSEOQUT
CLO 2011-7 (CPO 2009-16)

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 capital project ordinance is hereby closed:

Section 1.

Section 2.

Section 3.

Section 4.

Section 5.

The project closing authorized is to Capital Project Ordinance 2009-16, adopted October 20, 2008,
for the funding of signage and support vehicles awarded by the Federal Transit Administration.

The project director is hereby directed to proceed with the necessary closing entries and collection of
any and all grant and loan agreements outstanding.

The following revenues were made available to the City for the project:

Budpget Actual
Federal Transit Administration $ 93932 % 93,193
Local Match - General Fund Transfer 23,484 23,299
Total Revenues $ 117,416 §$ 116,492
The following amounts were appropriated and expended for the project:

Budget Actual
Project Expenditures $ 117416 $ 116,492

Copies of this capital project ordinance closeout shall be made available to the budget officer and
the finance officer for direction in carrying out this project.

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.

T-6-1-1




CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE December 13, 2010

CAPITAL PROJECT ORDINANCE CLOSEOUT
CLO 2011-8 (CPO 2006-7)

BE IT ORDATINED 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 capital project ordinance is hereby closed:

Section 1. The project closing authorized is to Capital Project Ordinance 2006-7, adopted April 10, 2006,
for the funding of Transit enhancements including lighting for bus stop signage and shelters

awarded by the Federal Transit Administration.

Section 2. The project director is hereby directed to proceed with the necessary closing entries and collection of
any and all grant and loan agreements outstanding,

Section 3. The following revenues were made available to the City for the project:

Budget Actual
Federal Transit Administration 3 16,000 § 16,000
Local Match - General Fund Transfer 4,000 4,000
Total Revennes 3 20,000 § 20,000
Section 4. The following amounts were appropriated and expended for the project:
Budget Actual
Project Expenditures $ 20,000 $ 20,000

Section 5. Copies of this capital project ordinance closeout shatl be made available to the budget officer and
the finance officer for direction in carrying out this project.

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.

7-6-1-2




CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE December 13, 2010

CAPITAL PROJECT ORDINANCE CLOSEOUT
CLO 2011-9 (CPO 2006-4)

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, North Carotina, that pursuant to Section 13.2
of Chapter {59 of the General Statutes of North Carolina, the following capital project ordinance is hereby closed:

Section 1. The project closing authorized is to Capital Project Ordinance 2006-4, adopted January 9, 2006,
for the funding of two 30-foot buses and signage awarded by the Federal Transit Administration.

Section 2. The project director is hereby directed to proceed with the necessary closing entries and collection of
any and all grant and loan agreements outstanding.

Section 3, The following revenues were made available to the City for the project:

Budget Actual
Federal Transit Administration 3 460,170 § 459,937
North Carolina Department of Transportation 43,120 43,097
Local Match - General Fund Transfer 51,710 51,684
Total Revenues $ 555,000 § 554,718

Section 4. The following amounts were appropriated and expended for the project:

Budpget Actual

Project Expenditures $ 555000 & 554,718

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

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.

7-6-1-3




CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, North Carolina, that pursuant to Secticn 13.2
of Chapter 159 of the General Statutes of North Carolina, the following capital project ordinance is hereby closed:

Section 1.

Section 2.

Section 3.

Section 4.

Section 5.

CAPITAL PROJECT ORDINANCE CLOSEOUT
CLO 2011-10 (CPO 2003-5)

The project closing authorized is to Capital Project Ordinance 2003-5, adopted June 9, 2003,
for the funding of signage, bus shelters and three replacement buses, awarded by the Federal
Transit Administration.

The project director is hereby directed to proceed with the necessary closing entries and collection of

any and all grant and Joan agreements outstanding.

The following revenues were made available to the City for the project:

December 13, 2010

Budpet Actual
Federal Transit Administration $ 1,024,827 1,024,825
North Carolina Department of Transportation 88,754 88,716
Local Match - Donations - 5,974
Local Match - General Fund Transfer 125,849 119,915
Total Revenues $ 1,239,430 1,239,430
The following amounts were appropriated and expended for the project:

Budget Actual
Project Expenditures ' $  1,239.430 1,239,430

Copies of this capital project ordinance closeout shall be made avatlable to the budget officer and
the finance officer for direction in carrying out this project.

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.

7-6-1-4




CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE December 13, 2010

CAPITAL PROJECT ORDINANCE CLOSEQUT
CLO 2011-11 (CPO 2001-4)

BE 1T ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, North Carolina, that pursnant to Section 13.2
of Chapter 159 of the General Statutes of North Carolina, the following capital project ordinance is hereby closed:

Section 1. The project closing authorized is to Capital Project Ordinance 2001-4, adopted March 5, 2001, as
amended, for the funding of replacement Transit vehicles, awarded by the Federal Transit Administration.

Section 2. The project director is hereby directed to proceed with the necessary closing entries and collection of
any and all grant and loan agreements ounfstanding.

Section 3. The following revenues were made available to the City for the project:

Budget Actual
Federal Transit Administration h 990,848 § 990,823
North Carolina Department of Transportation 105,631 104,197
Local Match - Donations - 2,187
Local Match - General Fund Transfer 142,081 141,321
Total Revenues $ 1,238,560 % 1,238,528

Section 4, The following amounts were appropriated and expended for the project:

Budget Actual

Project Expenditures $ 1238560 % 1,238,528

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

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.

7-6-1-5




CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE December 13, 2010

CAPITAL PROJECT ORDINANCE CLOSEOUT
CLO 2011-12 (CPO 2009-8)

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 capital project ordinance is hereby closed:

Section 1. The project closing authorized is to Capital Project Ordinance 2009-8, adopted Tune 9, 2008,
for the FY2009 street resurfacing project and miscellaneous street improvements,

Section 2. The project director is hereby directed to proceed with the necessary closing entries and collection of
any and all grant and loan agreements outstanding.

Section 3. The following revenues were made available to the City for the project:

Budget Actual
General Fund Transfer $ 3,000,000 § 2,682,721
Section 4. The following amounts were appropriated and expended for the project:
Budget Actual
Project Expenditures $ 3,000,000 § 2,682,721

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

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.

7-6-1-6




CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

CAPITAL PROJECT ORDINANCE PARTIAL CLOSEQUT
CLO 2011-13 (CPO 2009-13)

December 13, 2010

BEIT 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 capital project ordinance is hereby partially closed:

Section 1. The project partial closing authorized is to Capital Project Ordinance 2009-13, adopted August 11, 2008, as amended,

Section 2.

Section 3.

Section 4.

Section 5.

for the paving of various soil streets and related ancillary costs.

The project director is hereby directed to proceed with the necessary closing entries and collection of any and all

grant and loan agreements outstanding.
The following revenues were made available to the City for the project:

Remaining
Budget Budget Closeout  Project Budget

Actual Closeout

General Fund Transfer § 900,000 $ 553958 % 346,042

$ 553,956

The following amounts were appropriated and expended for the project:

Remaining
Budget Budget Closeout Project Budget

Actual Closeout

Project Expenditures $ 900,000 $ 553,958 §% 346,042

$ 553,856

Copies of this capital project ordinance partial closeout shall be made available fo the budget officer and the finance

officer for direction in carrying out this project.

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.
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CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE December 13, 2010

SPECIAL REVENUE FUND PROJECT ORDINANCE CLOSEOUT
CLO 2011-3 (SRO 2008-13)

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 closed:

Section 1. The project closing authorized is to Special Revenue Project Ordinance 2008-13, adopted
April 28, 2008, for the funding of the FY(7 State Homeland Security Grant awarded
by the North Carolina Depariment of Crime Control and Public Safety Division of

Emergency Management.

Section 2. The project director is hereby directed to proceed with the necessary closing entries
and collection of any and all grant and loan agreements outstanding.

Section 3. The following revenues were made available to the City for the project:

Budget Actual

N.C. Department of Crime Control and Public Safety $ 251,571 $ 251,567

Section 4. The following amounts were appropriated and expended for the project:

Budget Actual

Project Expenditures $ 251,571 $ 251,567

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

Adopted this I3th day of December, 2010.
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CITY OFFAYETTEVILLE December 13, 2010

SPECIAL REVENUE FUND PROJECT ORDINANCE CLOSEOUT
CLO 2011-4 (SRO 2010-10)

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 closed:
Section 1. The project closing authorized is to Special Revenue Project Ordinance 2010-10, adopted
November 9, 2009, for the funding of the FY09 COPS Technology Grant awarded
by the U.S. Department of Justice.

Section 2. The project director is hereby directed to proceed with the necessary closing entries
and collection of any and all grant and loan agreements outstanding.

Section 3. The following revenues were made available to the City for the project:

Budget Actual

U.S. Department of Justice $ 100,000 $ 99,591

Section 4. The following amounts were appropriated and expended for the project:

Budget Actual

Project Expenditures $ 100,000 $ 99,591

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

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.
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CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE December 13, 2010

SPECIAL REVENUE FUND PROJECT ORDINANCE CLOSEOUT
CLO 2011-5 (SRO 2010-4)

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 closed:

Section 1.

Section 2.

Section 3.

Section 4.

Section 5.

The project closing authorized is to Special Revenue Project Ordinance 2010-4, adopted
August 10, 2009, for the funding of the 2009 Gangs Across the Carolinas conference
awarded by the N.C. Governer's Crime Commission along with a local match by the.
N.C. Gang Investigator's Association.

The project director is hereby directed to proceed with the necessary closing entries
and collection of any and all grant and loan agreements outstanding.

The following revenues were made available to the City for the project:

Budget Actual
N.C. Govemer's Crime Commission Grant $ 69,879 $ 66,339
Local Match - N.C. Gang Investigator's Association 23,293 26,816
$ 93,172 $ 93,155

The following amounts were appropriated and expended for the project:

Budget Actual

Project Expenditures $ 93,172 $ 93,155

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

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM: Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Tax Refunds of Greater Than $100

THE QUESTION:
City Council approval is required fo issue tax refund checks for $100 or greater.

RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:
Not applicable.

BACKGROUND:
Approved by the Cumberland County Special Board of Equalization for the month of October,
2010.

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:
Approve the refund.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approval,

ATTACHMENTS:
Tax Refunds Of Greater Than $100.




November 22, 2010

MEMORANDUM

TO: Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Ofﬁce%

FROM: Nancy Peters, Accounts Payable \‘“\'

RE: Tax Refunds of Greater Than $100

The tax refonds listed below for greater than $100 were approved by the Cumberland
County Special Board of Equalization for the month of October, 2010,

NAME BILL NO. YEAR BASIS CITY REFUND
Cape Fear Supply Co. Inc, 1261686 2005-2009 | Corrected 108223
T/A Comtech : Assessment
TOTAL $1082.23
433 HAY STREET

PO.DRAWERD

_ FAYRTTEVILLE, NC 28302-1746

FAX (910) 433-1680

www.cityoffavetteville.org

An Equal Dgbobtdnity Emaployer




| CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council

FROM: Rebecca Rogers Carter, Management Services Manager
DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Approval of FY2012 Federal Legislative Agenda

HE ESTION:

Does the attac.hed FY 2012 Federal Legislative Draft Agenda and FY2011 Status Report meet the
City Council’s interest?

RELATIQNSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:
This item supports the goal of More Efficient City Government which seeks to efficiently invest in
the City’s future infrastructure, facilities and equipment.

BACKGROUND:

The City, Cumberiand County and the Fayetteville-Cumberiand Gounty Chamber of Commerce
have partnered with the Ferguson Group to develop a community-wide federal legislative
agenda. This partnership has returned more than $46,613,900 in federal assistance to the
communily since its inception. In order to continue these successful efforts, the partners are
developing a FY 2012 federal agenda for submission to the federal legislative delegation when
they convene in January.

To develop this draft agenda, a series of meetings with partnership representatives were held on
November 5, 2010. During these meetings, time was allocated for elected official representatives
from City Council and County Commissioners to meet with our lobbyist, Leslie Mozingo, and
provide input. The attached draft federal agenda is based on projects and issues which the
partners have identified as priorities for our community AND which our lobbyist feels we can
successfully acquire federal assistance.

ISSUES:
The attached agenda does not include state legislative issues that we will share with the NC
General Assembly.

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:
1. Approve, modify or reject recommendations
2. Take no action at this time.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve the FY 2012 state legislative agenda for presentation to the City's legislative delegation
for their review and action.

ATTACHMENTS:
Draft Legislative Agenda
Federal Successes
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CHAMBIZR of COMMBERCE
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City of Fayetteville/Cumberland County/Fayetteville - Cumberland County Chamber, NC

FY 2012 FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE AGENDA

DRAFT

APPROPRIATIONS

.| “PROJECT - DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST FUNDING HISTORY

1 | Regional Public | $2 million in Justice Appropriations, COPS Technology, to merge $300,000 (FY06)

Safety regional communications, including purchase of interoperable radios. $352,500 (FYO08)
$200,000 (FY09)
$300,000 (FY10)

2 | Partnership for | $4.6 million for PDI Wi-Fi Laboratory Testing and Assessment Center, | $1.08 million (FY07)
Defense Defense Appropriations, Special Operations Advanced Technology | $2.7 million (FY08)
Innovation Development for research and development of cellular capabilities on | $2 million (FY09)

(PDI) the battlefield. $2.8 million (FY10)
Possible funding (FY11)

3 | Sanitary Sewer | $2 million in Energy and Water Appropriations, Corps of Engineers, $6 million authorized by
System Sec, 219, for sanitary sewer system. WRDA 2007

4 | Muitimodal $5 million in Transportation Appropriations, Bus and Bus Facilities, for | $400,000 (FY10)
Center Multimodal Transportation.

5 | Electronic $500,000 in Health and Human Services Appropriations, Health Fourth year requested
Records Resources and Services Administration, for County’s public health
Management records management and digitization of veteran’s records.

6 | Emergency $1.7 million in Department of Homeland Security Appropriations, Second year request
Operations FEMA Emergency Operations Centers, for Fayetteville-Cumberland
Center County Emergency Operations Center.

7 | Murchison Road | $34.6 million total authorization in Armed Services bill and plus-up of | $21.8 million Phase I
Right of Way $17.6 million in Military Construction Appropriations, Department of | (FY09); President’s FY 11
Acquisition the Army, Defense Access Roads, Fort Bragg, budget $17 million
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AUTHORIZATIONS

PROJECT o DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST FUNDING HISTORY
Military Business $1 million in Transportation Appropriations (FHW A), Transportation, $600,000 (FY06)
Park (MBP) Community and System Preservation, for transportation improvements $147,000 (FY0R)
to the MBP, $584,400 (FY10)
Sanitary Sewer Expand Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) authorization Authorized by WRDA
System from $6 million to $20 million and modifications to language. 2007.

ADDITIONAL PRIORITIES AND LEGISLATIVE POLICY ITEMS

____ DESCRIPTION OF REQUES

Grant oppoﬁunities “

Keep partnership informed of potential grant opportunities for identified projects.

Unfunded Mandates Oppose legislation that imposes unfunded mandates on local government,

1-295 Loop Support efforts by NC DOT to fund the I-295 Loop.

Parks and Recreation | Support efforts to increase funding for parks and recreation facilities and programs.

Master Plan

Sustainability Keep partnership informed on sustainability funding and initiatives that would help support the
development of a National Sustainabitity Center in Fayetteville-Cumberland County.

Abandoned Home Keep partnership informed on funding available to assist in transforming vacant and blighted

Removal properties near Fort Bragg.

Air Quality Pursue local, state and EPA agreement to reach attainment.

Homelessness Develop awareness of City’s 10-Year Plan to end chronic homelessness and pursue funds for same,
as well as specificaily for homeless veterans.

Murchison Road Support partnership efforts for grants and low interest loans to lielp fund redevelopment of the

Redevelopment Murchison Road Corridor.

Crime Support cops on the streets, gang resistance and education, and crime prevention funding.

Sidewalks Support Safe Route to Schools,

Broadband Access

Notify partnership of opportunities to expand access to wired and wireless broadband technology.

FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:

Debra Bryant
(202) 331-8500
dbryant@tfgnet.com

Leslie Mozingo
(336) 766-1801
lmozingo @tfenet.com
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FEDERAL SUCCESSES
STATUS REPORT
DECEMBER 6, 2010
Non-Federal
PROJECT AMOUNT ACCOUNT MATCH
Raii Relocation $8.8 million SAFETEA-LU 20 percent
Pembroke Rail Study $350,000 FY06 Transportation 20 percent
Appropriations, TCSP
Public Safety $300,000 FY06 COPS Tech None
Communications Appropriations
$352,500 FYO08 COPS Tech
Appropriations
$200,000 FY09 COPS Tech
Appropriations
$300,000 FY10 COPS Tech
Appropriations
Military Business Park $600,000 FY06 HUD-EDI None
Appropriations
$147,000 FY08 HUD-EDI
Appropriations
$584,400 FY10 HUD-EDI
Appropriations
Defense and Security $1.08 million FY07 Defense None
Technology Accelerator Appropriations
$2.7 million FY08 Defense
Appropriations
$2 million FY09 Defense
Appropriations
$2.8 million FY10 Defense
Appropriations
Multimodal Center $400,000 FY10 Transportation 20 percent
Appropriations, BBF
Water and Sewer $6 million Water Resources 25 percent
Improvements authorization Development Act of 2007
HOPE VI $20 million Housing and Urban None
Development 2008 Grant

Total funding and\or autherizations to date:

$46,613,900
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| CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council

FROM: Rob Anderson, Chief Development Officer

DATE:  December 13, 2010

RE: Consideration of the Hospital Area Plan for the Owen Drive / Village Drive area

THE QUESTION:
Should the City Council adopt the proposed Hospital Area Plan with the guidance it provides for
future development patterns in the area, particularly adjacent to residential areas?

This is the first of two related items ¢n this agenda; the Hospital Area Plan and the Hospital Area
Overlay. The Plan must be considered first and the Overiay can only be approved if and after the
Plan is passed.

RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:
Greater Tax Base Diversity - Strong Local Economy
Growing City, Livable Neighborhoods - A Great Place to Live

BACKGROUND:

The Hospital Area Plan dated October 18, 2010 is distributed separately. The City Council
requested the preparation of this plan because of several rezoning requests along neighborhood
edges, particularly along Village Drive where the new emergency entrance has impacted
residential uses. Major objectives of the plan were to support the hospital area as one of the most
important econamic centers in the region, but to protect and minimize negative impacts on
neighborhoods along the growth edges.

During the summer of 2010, several meetings were held in the area to give residents and property
owners an opportunity to be involved in the preparation of the Plan. Eight distinct subareas were
identified, and the Plan makes specific recommendations for each as well as for the Overlay for the
entire area.

On November 16, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on the plan at Mary McArthur
Elementary School. Following the hearing, the Planning Commission recommended that the plan
be adopted, with Option B for the Village Drive area (Subarea #2).

ISSUES:

The primary lssues were assoclated with the plan boundaries. Along Village Drive (Subarea #2),
Options A and B emerged during the community meetings and were part of the final community
presentation and the Planning Commission Public Hearing. No similar option was identified along
Boone Trail. The plan did discuss reasons that the boundary of Area #3 should not be extended
westward.

During the Planning Commission hearing, several speakers requested that the boundaries of the
plan be adjusted along Boone Trait as well as Village Drive. For Viliage Drive, staff
recommended Option A {stopping office uses at Roxie Avenus) because the remaining residential
properties could continue as an integral part of the neighborhood and the adjacent library and their
lot depth made conversion to office use a challenge. For Boone Trall, the staff peinted out

that since neither the Plan itself nor the notices sent to property owners reflected a larger boundary
along Boone Trail, it was uncertain whether others near Boone Trail would support such changes
to the Plan and, by extension, to the Overlay Ordinance and future base zoning district

changes. Further, extending higher density zoning further down Boone Trail is not recommended
due to its distance from the Hospital core area and the character of the area. The previous zone
change along Boone Traill was noted as inconsistent with the existing development pattern and the
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property across the street recommended only due to its proximity to this previous rezone decision.

Based on concern about community awareness of possible changes along Boone Trail, the
Planning Commission did not recommend adjusting the boundaries of Area #3 at this time. The
Commission did recommend Cption B along Village Drive, expressing concern that a few
remaining residences would be hard to sustain as residential uses along this western edge.

BUDGET IMPACT:

QPTIONS:

Option 1: Approve the Hospital Area Plan as drafted with Option A boundary (to Roxie Avenue as
recommended by staff)

Cption 2: Approve the Hospital Area Plan with Option B boundary {to Wayne Lane as
recommended by the Planning Commission)

Option 3: Approve the Hospital Area Plan with a boundary other than that recommended by the
Planning Commission or Staff

Option 4: Approve the Hospital Area Plan with modifications to aspects of the plan,

Option 5: Table action with specific direction to staff regarding additional research or issues to
address for further consideration.

Option 6: Deny the Hospital Area Plan, leaving in place the existing 2010 Land Use Plan which
calls for residential development along the south side of Village Drive and behind the propetrties
fronting Owen Drive.

R NDED ACTION:
The Planning Commission recommends the Council move to approve the Hospital Area Plan as
drafted with Option B as the boundary along Village Drive.

ATTACHMENTS:
PC Minutes Hospital Area Plan 11-18-10

Hospital Area PHrg Map




DRAFT MINUTES
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE
FAYETTEVILLE PLANNING COMMISSION
TUESDAY, NOYEMBER 16, 2010
7:00 PM
MARY MCARTHUR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
3809 VILLAGE DRIVE
FAYETTEVILLE, NC

MEMBERS PRESENT MEMBERS ABSENT OTHERS PRESENT
Charles Astrike Dr, William Fiden Brian Leonard, Ast City Atty.
Sara Bialeschki Craig Harmon, Planner
Jack Cox Karen Hilton, Planning Mgt.
Mary Lavoie David Nash, Planner

Bill Watt

Tom Speight

Bill Snuggs, Alt.

Ronald Michael

Larnie McClung (alt.)

Jimmy Holland

ITEM 1. Approval of the Agenda
Mr., Cox made a motion to approve the agenda. Mr. Watts seconded the motion. A vote
was taken and passed unanimously.

ITEM 2,  Approval of the Minutes from October 21, 2010,
Mr. Cox made a motion to approve the minutes from the October 21, 2010 meeting. Mr.
Holland seconded the motion. A vote was taken and passed unanimously.

Mr. Astrike explained that regarding the public hearings the speakers will be limited to
three minutes and that the hearings will be restricted to one hour each. He acknowledged
and expressed appreciation of the attendance of Mayor Chavonne and Council Member
Hurst in the audience.

ITEM 3. PUBLIC HEARING: Hospital Area Plan

Planner David Nash appeared before the Commission to present the plan, Mr, Nash
explained that during the spring of 2010, the City Council authorized the preparation of a
detailed small area plan for the area around the Cape Fear Hospital. A consulting firm,
Glenn Harbeck Associates (of Wilmington, NC) was hired to prepare an associated
ovetlay ordinance to implement the plan.

Mr. Nash explained that several rezoning requests had triggered the City Council

requested a plan for the hospital area. He explained that the major objectives were to
support the hospital area as one of the most important economic centers in the region, but
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to protect and minimize negative impacts on neighborhoods along the growth edges. Mr.
Nash explained during the summer of 2010, several very-well attended meetings were
held in the area to give residents and property owners an oppottunity to be involved in the
preparation of the plan.

Mr. Nash summarized the several major issues or priorities of the study, the eleven
planning principles the consultant developed from community discussion and the eight
sub areas defined within the study.

Mr. Nash gave a brief overview of each sub area, a history, current status and
recommended possible future plans for each area to provide the Commission with a broad
overview of the general area. Mr, Nash gave the recommendations of the study for each
area on future land use pattern. He explained that there were two alternative that would
be available known as Option A and Option B along Village Drive. He explained them
both to the Commission.

Mr. Nash reviewed the traffic issues and recommendations in the area. He explained that
the study suggested a variety of techniques to slow and {re)direct traffic. Mr. Nash stated
that the staff’s recommendation is to approve the plan with Option A along Village
Drive.

Mr. Astrike opened the public hearing, He explained that each speaker would have three
minutes to speak and that the hearing would last no longer than one hour.

Ms. Dallas Franklin was called to speak but never responded.
Mr. Richmond Franklin was called to speak but never résponded.

Mr. William Cain expressed his concerns about where the cut off lines were drawn with
the plan. His concern was that the line on Boone Trail wasn’t brought to the intersection
of Fargo Road allowing four additional lots to act as a buffer zone.

Mr. Ken Winchell addressed the Commission about the Hospital plan. Mr. Winchell
explained that his first question was answered during Mr. Nash’s presentation, Mr.
Winchell asked who would be benefit from the overlay and area plan and asked about the
name of the study.

Mr. Nash stated that it depends on which properties were going to be developed and how
it could either be the hospital or private business. Ms. Hilton explained that the name of
the plan is descriptive in nature but the objective is a plat that established a clear direction
for changes while establishing residential edges; all patties involved should have benefit
from the plan and overlay.

Angela Grey spoke about her concerns about the traffic in the area. She also said that
several parcels in the area are not currently being maintained and she is asking how the
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standards will be upheld. Mr. Nash explained that the DOT would be responsible for the
traffic and further into the study more information would be available,

Ms. Jane Carlyle appeared before the Commission. She addressed her concerns about the
effect on the value the homes in the area have in direct relation to the overlay. She asked
about the options of resale for residential property. Mr, Nash explained that there would
be no instant zoning changes.

Mr. Roy Duke addressed the Commission about extending the cut off line at the library
on Village Drive. Mr. Astrike explained that it would be part of Option B study.

Mr. Johnny Jones addressed the Commission. He explained that he had several properties
within the study area. He asked about the lots on Terry Circle.

Mr. Jerry Good addressed the Commission and asked for clarification on Terry Circle, He
was concerned about rezoning the property and tax increase. Ms. Hilton explained that
neither the plan nor the overlay will affect the current base zoning of the properties. She
explained that the overlay will add additional standards or guideline to the area.

Ms. Marilyn Sweat appeared before the Commission, Ms, Sweat asked about the
sidewalks proposed for Roxie Avenue. Ms. Sweat was concerned about the lack of room.
Mr. Nash explained that the right of way would be used for any sidewalk installation.,

The public hearing was closed.

The Commission discussed the options available for recommending the study to include
option B for Village Drive.

Mr. Watts made a motion to recommend Option B for Village Drive. A vote was taken
and the motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Watt made a motion to extend the study to include the Boone Trail area to Fargo on
both sides of the street. Mr. McClung seconded the motion.

The Commission discussed the options available, Mr, McClung addressed his concern
about stopping the study midway down that road.

Mr, Astrike called for the vote. The vote was taken; 3 in favor and 5 against with Mr,
Michael, Ms. Bialeschki, Ms. Lavoie, Mr. Cox, and Mr. Astrike voting in opposition.

Mr. Watt made a motion to approve the Hospital Area Plan. A vote was taken and the
motion passed unanimously.
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| CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of Gity Gouncil
FROM: Rob Anderson, Chief Development Officer
DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Consideration of the Hospital Area Overlay Ordinance for the Owen Drive / Village
Drive area
THE QUESTION:

Should the Hoépita! Area Overlay Ordinance be approved to set standards for future development
in the hospital area and particularly along the edges adjacent to low density residential
neighborhoods?

RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:
Greater Tax Base Diversity - Strong Local Ecanomy
Growling City, Livable Neighborhoods - A Great Place to Live

BACKGRQUND:

The Hospital Area Overlay Ordinance is a primary ool to implement the Hospital Area Plan.
During work on the Hospital Area Plan, the consultant and staff prepared standards for any future
development within the study area, with particular attention to the areas where changes have been
sought adjacent to established residential neighborhoods. These edges have been problematic
because the residential lots being converted to office use have been too small to handle the
increased parking and still provide an attractive street landscaping on the public edges and an
effective buffer on the residential edges. ‘

The boundaries and scope of the regulations were an integral part of the community discussions
as the plan was drafted. As currently drafted, the standards in the proposed Overlay District
remain the same as those discussed with the community (except for translation to fit the current
zoning ordinance). Application of the standards has been focused more specifically on properties
adjacent to residentially zoning property.

Because the Overlay Ordinance is implementing the recommendations of the plan, its proposed
(and advertised) boundaries have mirrored those presented in the draft plan.

ISSUES:

There are two major aspects to the Overlay Ordinance -- the boundary of the overlay district, and
the standards established by the overlay district. The boundary issues were presented more fully
in the public hearing on the Plan. The limitations on boundary considerations for the Overlay
Ordinance are related to the area described in advertisements and notices -- the boundary can be
reduced but should not be enlarged because surrounding residents would not have known
enlargement of the boundary for non-residential development was contemplated.

The standards were initially drafted to fit into the Unified Development Ordinance. The

attached Hospital Area Overlay Ordinance standards are red-fined to show the adjustments made
to fit into the current zoning ordinance. The overlay district fits over the existing base zoning
districts, which would not change with approval of the overlay ordinance. The overlay modifies the
uses In two areas where maore limited office use types are recommended because of their lower
impact. The overlay adds standards for development that would be adjacent to residentially zoned
property, and the Special Use process is required adjacent io residential uses. The

overlay uses setbacks, height limits within certain distances from residentially zoned lots, and
buffer standards to improve compatibility with the adjacent neighborhoods. It also requires
landscaping of the parking areas and a minimum ot size of 20,000 square feet to accommodate
office uses and their required parking, landscaping and buffering. To minimize curb cuts along
Owen and Village Drives, cross access between parking lois is required wherever feasible.
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At the Planning Commission meeting November 16, 2010, there were no speakers in opposition to
the proposed Hospital Area Overlay Ordinance.

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:

Option 1: Approve the Hospital Area Qveriay Ordinance as drafted with Option A boundary (to
Roxie Avenue as recommended by staff)

Option 2: Approve the Hospital Area Overlay Ordinance with Option B boundary (to Wayne Lane
as recommended by the Planning Commission)

Option 3: Approve the Hospital Area Overlay Ordinance with a boundary other than that
recommended by the Planning Commission or Staff

Option 4: Approve the Hospital Area Overlay Ordinance with modifications to the proposed
standards,

Option 5: Table action with specific direction to staff regarding additional research or issues to
address for further consideration.

QOption 6: Deny the Hospital Area Overlay Ordinance, leaving in place the existing zoning and
associated standards.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
The Planning Commission recommends that Council move fo approve the Hospital Area Qverlay
Ordinance as drafted with Boundary Option B.

ATTACHMENTS:

Hospital Area Ovetrlay standards

PC Minutes - Overlay Ordinance 11-16-10
Adopling Ordinance




HOSPITAL AREA OVERLAY (HAO) DISTRICT (12/13/10)

(a)

(b)

(€)

C)

Purpose

The purpose of this district is to protect the public health, safety and welfare in the vicinity of the Cape Fear
Valley Hospital by lessening conflicts between residential and non-residential land uses and by promoting
compatible quality development, Specifically, the requirements of the overlay are intended to;

(1) Protect surrounding neighborhoods from being adversely affected by inappropriate or paor quality
development.

(2) Allow for compact development, providing adequate room for parking, landscaping and buffering.
(3) Create more attractive, pedestrian-friendly developments, less dominated by the automobile.

(4) Minimize traffic impacts through specified land uses, access management, traffic calming, street
improvements, intersection improvements and other means.

Applicability and Permits Required

(1) The provisions of this section shall apply to all new non-residential development within the
Hospital Area Overlay District (HAQO) and any addition, remodeling, relocation or construction of
non-residential property requiring a zoning permit or a building permit.

(2) No zoning or building permit may be issued until the City Manager determines that the proposal
complies with all design standards of this overlay district, as well as those of the underlying
zoning district.

(3) A Special Use Permit shall also be required for non-residential development within 100 feet of a
lot occupied by a single family dweliing.

(4) Inthe case of conflict between these standards and other design standards of this Ordinance, the
design standards of this overlay shall control.

(5) The boundary of the Hospital Area Overlay (HAQ) District is hereby established as shawn on the
map included on the Introduction page of Appendix 7.4 of the Hospital Area Plan. This map Is
hereby declared to be a part of this chapter. A copy of this map is on file in the office of the city
clerk. The boundary of the HAQ is also established as a layer an the Official Zoning Map in digital
format and is hereby adopted and incorporated into these provisions.

Permitted Land Uses and General Requirements

All land uses permitted in the underlying zoning districts shall continue as a permitted use within the
averlay area except as noted in paragraph (d) below. All district, area, yard and height regulations, and
all additional requirements for underlying districts shall continue to apply except as otherwise noted in
this section.

Certain Streets Reserved for Offices and Single Family Residences Only

While the P1, P2, and P4 Districts of this Ordinance allow for uses other than offices, some sfreet segments
within the Overlay area zoned for P1, P2, and P4 shall be reserved only for existing single family residences
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and an appropriate range of office and medical uses. Specifically, the following types of office and medical
facilities, in addition to existing single family residences, are permitted along certain street segments when
zoned P1, P2 or P4 within the Overlay area.

« Medical or Dental Clinic*

An establishment where patients are admitted for examination and treatment by one or more
physicians, dentists or psychologists and where patients are not usually iodged overnight.

e Medical or Dental Lab

Facilities and offices for performing diagnostic or therapeutic medical procedures of a
nonsurgical nature.

¢ Medical Treatment Facility

A small-scale facility which may or may not be located in a converted dwelling or residence for
the short term care and treatment of up to 20 chronically or terminally il patients on an
overnight basis. Such facilities may include sleeping rooms for care workers and members of
patient's families.

o Office, Business Services

A room, or group of rooms used for conducting the affairs of a general business estahlishment,
other than financial services and professional services. Examples of business services office
uses include offices for retail and wholesale establishments.

e Office, Professional Services

A room or group of rooms used for conducting the affairs of a business, profession, or service
industry. Examples of professional services offices include offices for lawyers, accountants,
engineers, architects, doctors, dentists, and similar professions.

¢ Office, Sales

A room or group of rooms used for conducting the affairs of a business engaged in the buying
and/or selling of real or personal property, services, or other products, such as real estate
sales, artwork, arifacts, or other specialized services,

Other types of typically larger or more intensive uses are specifically nof permitted so as to protect nearby
residential neighborhoads from encroachment by incompatible land uses. The intent of this range of uses is to
(a) allow existing residents to continue to live in and enjoy their homes, (b} provide for and encourage office
and medical uses suppoertive of the economy of this sector of the City, and (c) provide for an appropriate
transitional use between the hospital and nearby neighborhoads. The specific focations reserved for these
uses are identified below and on the zoning map:

(1) Village Drive

from Conover Drive west to Roxie Avenue.

(2) Owen Drive and Terry Circle
from one lot north of Player Avenue to the south entrance of Terry Circle.

Hospital Area Overlay - Draft 11-10-2010 Page 2
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(e) Numerical Performance Standards
(1) Minimum Lot Size

The minimum lot size shall be twenty thousand (20,000) square feet, A reduction in the minimurm lot
size of up to ten percent (10%) may be approved administratively, provided that this meets the purpose
and cother standards of the overiay.

(2) Maximum Floor Area Ratio

A maximum floor area ratio {FAR) of .33 (i.e. thirty-three hundred (3300} square feet of heated building
space for every ten thousand (10,000) square feet of lot area) shall apply when surface parking is
employed. Developments with parking under the building or in a parking deck may exceed the
maximum FAR, provided that all parking, landscaping and buffering requirements can still be met.

(3) Front Yard “Build To” Line

The front face of the principal bufiding shall be placed at a “build to” line ten (10} feet from the front yard
street right of way. A greater setback of up to fifteen (15) feet from the right of way may be approved
administratively.

() Building Heights and Roof Forms (See illustration below)

(1) Any non-residential building located within fifty (50) feet of a lot line shared with an existing single
family zoning district shall not exceed two (2) stories or thirty-five (35) feet in height and shall
have a residential style roof form (i.e. hipped or gabled}.

(2) Any non-residential building located between fifty (50) and one hundred (100) feet of a lot line
shared with an existing single family zoning district shalt not exceed three (3) stories or forty-five
(45) feet in height and shali have a residential style roof form {i.e. hipped or gabled).

(3) Any non-residential building located over one hundred (100} feet from a lot line shared with an
existing single family zoning district may be four (4} or more stories in height and may have a
non-residential style roof form (i.e. flat or other).

(4) Buildings may have sections stepped in height so long as each section is built in compliance with
the helght/distance standards set forth under paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) above.

4 or More Stories
Non-Resi_dentiaI
3 Story Roof Form

Residential Roof ; (

| . lood
oo Mm@ fu\s' u! ad H

ommam)., 12 HH

2 Story
Single Family Residential Roof

Zoning District

@ | [JHEL

50
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(a) Parking
(1) Number of Parking Spaces

a. Office Uses. There shall be three (3) parking spaces for every one thousand (1000) square feet
of heated office space. This requirement shall supersede the parking requirements for offices
specified in other sections of this Crdinance.

b. All Other Non-Residential Uses. Parking requirements for all non-residential uses other

than offices, including health care facilities, shall comply with the parking requirements of other
sections of this Ordinance.

(2) Location of Parking

New buildings shall have parking generally located behind the rear building face of the principat building
on the lot. Up to 25% of parking spaces may be located at the side of the building rearward of the front
building face.

(3) Parking Lot Cross-Access

Cross-access between adjoining [ots shall be provided in accordance with the drawing below and
other sections of this Ordinance.
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(h) Landscaping Requirements
(1) General.

Ten percent (10%) of the total site area must be planted with something other than grass. Required

planting materials shall correspond to the approved materials listed in  Section 30-296 of this
Ordinance.

(2) Street Trees

There shall be an approved street tree for every fifty (50) feet of street frontage, including both front and
side streets.

(3) Parking Lot Shade Trees

No parking space shall be separated from the trunk of a shade or canopy free by more than sidy (60)
feet.

(4) Parking Lot Perimeter Landscape Screen

The edge of all areas containing parking spaces shall be planted with a continuous evergreen
landscape screen of a type that will reach thirty-six (36) inches in height at maturity within five (5) years
of building occupancy.

(i) Buffering Requirements
(1) Perimeter Buffer

There shall be a ten (10) foot wide perimeter huffer along alt property lines, regardiess of the adjoining
land use. No buildings or parking areas may encroach into the perimeter buffer. Permitted
encroachments {e.g. fences) are as specified in other sections of this Ordinance..

(2) Residential Buffer

A combination fence and vegetated buffer shall be required along any properly line adjoining a
residentially zoned property.

25' HIGH OFAQUE PLANT BUFFER
&' HIGH FENCE

Y @ DODDD é‘u}
s
T BoRon, _ ¥
NON-RESIDENTIAL ~ PROPERTY RESIDENTIALLY ZONED
USE LINE PROPERTY
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a. Fence. The good side of the fence must face the residential side and be a minimum of six (6) feet
in height.

b. Vegetation. Approved vegetation must include evergreen plant material of a type that will
provide a completely opaque buffer greater than or equal to twenty-five (25) feet in height within
five (5) years of building occupancy.

)] Sidewalks
Upon development activity reviewed under the requirements of this overlay, a sidewalk no less than five

(5) feet in width shall be provided along the street faces of all non-residentially zoned properties within
the overlay district.
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DRAFT MINUTES
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE
FAYETTEVILLE PLANNING COMMISSION
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 16, 2010
7:00 PM
MARY MCARTHUR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
3809 VILLAGE DRIVE
FAYETTEVILLE, NC

MEMBERS PRESENT MEMBERS ABSENT OTHERS PRESENT
Charles Astrike Dr. William Fiden Brian Leonard, Ast City Atty.
Sara Bialeschki Craig Harmon, Planner

Jack Cox Karen Hilton, Planning Mgr.
Mary Lavoie David Nash, Planner

Bill Watt

Tom Speight

Bill Snuggs, Alt.

Ronald Michael

Larnie McClung (alt.)

Jimmy Holland

ITEM 1. Approval of the Agenda

Mr. Cox made a motion to approve the agenda. Mr. Watts seconded the motion. A vote
was taken and passed unanimously.

ITEM 2. Approval of the Minutes from October 21, 2010,
Mr., Cox made a motion to approve the minutes from the October 21, 2010 meeting, Mr,
Holland seconded the motion. A vote was taken and passed unanimously.

Mr. Astrike explained that regarding the public hearings the speakers will be limited to
three minutes and that the hearings will be restricted to one hour each. He acknowledged
and expressed appreciation of the attendance of Mayor Chavonne and Council Member
Hurst in the andience.

ITEM 4. PUBLIC HEARING: Hospital Area Plan Overlay Ordinance

Ms. Karen Hilton presented the information. She explained that the hearing is on The
Overlay Ordinance, which is an amendment to Chapter 30, the City’s Zoning Ordinance,
and is a primary step in implementing the Hospital Area Plan. She explained that the
Overlay district would modify the underlying non-residential zoning districts by
establishing development standards for parking, access and height, and, adjacent to
residential zoning districts, by requiting buffers, height restrictions and roof design
standards and a more limited range of uses in a few areas. She reviewed slides illustrating
specific standards Ms. Hilton explained that the objective is to enable transition to
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professional offices in designated areas but prevent negative impacts on the adjacent
neighborhoods and traffic circulation.

~ The public hearing was opened.
Mr. Roy Duke was called but declined to speak.
Ms. Roberta Darden was called but did not answer.
Angela Gray was called but did not answer.
Jerry Guin was called but did not answer.
Dallas Franklin was called but did not answer.
Richmond Franklin was called but did not answer.
Camille Webber was called but did not answer.
The public hearing was closed.

Ms. Hilten advised the Commission that the matter would go before City Council on
December 13, 2010.

The Commission discussed the requirements for the plan. Mr. Cox asked about the
iflustrations in the draft ordinance which showed different style roef tops and his
concerns for the roofing being used in the area.

Mr. Watt made a motion to amend the boundary of the overlay district to include Option
B on Village Drive. Mr. McClung seconded the motion. A vote was taken and the motion

passed unanimously.

Mr. Cox made a motion to approve the amended overlay ordinance. A vote was taken and

the motion passed unanimously.
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ITEM 5. Upcoming Meetings
Mr. Watts made a motion to cancel the December 21* meeting, The motion was
seconded by Mr. Cox. The matter was voted on and passed unanimously.
The next regularly scheduled meeting is January 18, 2011
ITEM 6. Other Business
2011 Regular Meeting Dates

ITEM 7. Adjournment at 9:20 p.m.
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Ordinance No. S2010-

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE
CREATING A NEW SECTION IN CHAPTER 30 ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY
OF FAYETTEVILLE, TO CREATE A HOSPITAL AREA OVERLAY DISTRICT.

BE IT ORDAINED, by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, North Carolina, that
the Code of Ordinances of the City of Fayetteville be amended as follows:

Section 1,

Section 2.

Section 3.

Section 4.

Chapter 30, Zoning, is amended by adding a new section titled “HAO
Hospital Area Overlay District” in Article V. District Dimensional
Regulations,

The attached HAQ Hospital Area Overlay District standards shall be
inserted as the new Section 30-151.1,

The City Clerk is hereby authorized to revise formatting, correct
typographical errors, verify and correct cross references, indexes, and
diagrams as necessary to codify, publish, and/or accomplish the provisions of
this ordinance as long as doing so does not alter the material terms of the
attached Hospital Overlay District.

It is the intention of the City Council, and it is hereby ordained that the
provisions of this ordinance shall become and be made part of the Code of
Ordinances, City of Fayetteville, North Carolina, effective immediately, and
the sections of this ordinance may be renumbered to accomplish such
intention.

ADOPTED this the day of , 2010,

ATTEST:

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

ANTHONY G. CHAVONNE, Mayor

RITA PERRY, City Clerk
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| CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of Gity Gouneil
FROM: Marsha Bryant, Planner
DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Public Hearing to consider a Voluntary Annexation Petition requested by Atlantic
Multifamily, LL.C for 17.56+ acres on Black and Decker Road

THE QUESTION:
Should a non-contiguous area scheduled to receive sewer and water services and being
developed for apartments be annexed into the city limits?

RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:
Strong Local Economy

BACKGROUND:

The property consists of 17.56 acres. The property is located within the City's MIA area and
because PWC water and sewer services were requested, a Petition Requesting Annexation was
required. Plans have been reviewed and approved by the County Planning Department for a 272
unlt apartment complex.

ISSUES:

Staff from various City departments reviewed the proposed annexation and had no concerns
regarding provision of City services.

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:

1. Adopt the Annexation Ordinance with the Effective Date of December 13, 2010
(Recommended)

2. Adopt the Annexation Ordinance with the Effective Date after December 13, 2010.

3. Do not adopt the Annexation Ordinance and the property will remain outside the city limits.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Staff recommends that Council move to adopt the Annexation Ordinance approving the requested
annexation with the effective date of December 13, 2010.

ATTACHMENTS:

Basic Information about the site
Legal Description of the Property
Map of the Property

Atlantic MFR-Ordinance to extend




BASIC INFORMATION ABOUT THE AREA

Date Petition Received: October 15, 2010

Annexation Date:

Effective Date:

Annexation Number:

Name of Area:

Atlantic Multifamily, LLC

2. Petitioner: William H. Thorne, Member/Manager
3. Location: Black and Decker Road, East of Legion Road
4. Tax Identification Number (PIN): 0425-66-9466
5. Fire Department Affected by Annexation: | Pearces Mill
6. Isthe Area Contiguous: No
7. Type of Annexation: Petitioned Non-Contiguous Annexation
8. Background: Plans have been submitted to the County Planning
Department for Astoria Apartments, a 272 unit
complex. The county approved these plans in April
2010,
9. Reason the Annexation was Proposed: PWC water and sewer services
10. Number of Acres in Area: 20.43
11. Type of Development in Area: New Existing X Vacant
12. Present Conditions: a, Present Land Use: vacant
b. Present Number of Housing Units: 0
¢. Present Demographics: 0
d. Present Streets: none
13. Factors Likely to Affect Future of Area: a. Plans of Owner: 272 Unit Apartment Complex
b, Development Controls
1. Land Use Plan
a. 2010 Plan: Heavy Industrial
2. Zoning
a. Current Zoning in County: 17.56
acres is R5 Residential District and
2.88 acres is C(P) Coinmercial
b. Likely Zoning After Annexation: RS
Residential District
¢. Maximum number of apartment units
allowed based on the zoning: within
the residential district area: 504
14. Expected Future Conditions: a. Future Land Use: Apartments

b. Future Number of Housing Units: 272

¢. Future Demographics: 680

d. Future Streets: Private (internal to the
apartment complex)

e. Water and Sewer Service: PWC Water and
Sewer

f. Electric Service: PWC

15. Tax Value of Land and Buildings:

$287,283 Land Value
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BASIC INFORMATION ABOUT THE AREA
Date Petition Received: October 15,2010
Annexation Date: Effective Date:
Annexation Number:

Please complete an annexation evaluation form for this arca. I need to receive your evaluation form by
Tuesday, November 9. You may send your form by either E-Mail or by printing the form and sending it
through interdepartmental mail,

The form is located on the City’s Web Page: http://cofweb/ - then go to City Forms, and the form name is
Annex Annexation Evaluation Form. (If you have questions about opening the form, feel free to contact
me at 433-1416 or by email.)

This petition will be reviewed at the Technical Review Committee’s meeting on Wednesday, November
10th at 9:00 a.m. in the Cape Fear Conference Room. Feel free to attend this meeting if you have any
questions or congerns,

Thank you in advance for your assistance.
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ATLANTIC MULTIFAMILY, LLC
(Black and Decker Road, East of Legion Road)

BEGINNING at the southwestern corner of that parcel described in Deed Book 5662,
Page 267 of the Cumberland County Registry and the northern right of way margin of Black &
Decket Road and continuing thence for a first call of North 78 degrees 40 minutes 06 seconds
West 68.79 feet to a point, thence North 00 degrees 26 minutes 09 seconds West 1269.93 feet to a
point, thence South 78 degrees 37 minutes 00 seconds Fast 1336.14 feet to a point, thence South
00 degrees 25 minutes 22 seconds East 673.67 feet to a point, thence North 76 degrees 45
minutes 46 seconds West 149.76 feet to a point, thence North 78 degrees 16 minutes 36 seconds
West 365,25 feet to a point, thence North 78 degrees 40 minutes 02 seconds West 400.06 feet,
thence North 11 degrees 21 minutes 51 seconds East 124,05 feet to a point, thence North 78
degrees 36 minutes 42 seconds West 346.14 feet to a point, thence South 00 degrees 26 minutes
09 seconds East 672.00 feet to a point, thence South 89 degrees 33 minutes 51 seconds West
32,66 feet to a point, thence South 00 degrees 26 minutes 09 seconds East 50,88 feet to the
BEGINNING, and containing approximately 20.44 acres.
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Annexation Ordinance No.

Atlantic Multifamily, LLC (Astoria Apartments) —
(Located on Black and Decker Road, East of Legion
Road)

AN ORDINANCE TO EXTEND THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA

WHEREAS, the City Council has been petitioned under G.8. 160A-58.1 to annex the area described
below; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has by resolution directed the City of Fayetteville Clerk to investigate the
sufficiency of the petition; and

WHEREAS, the City of Fayetteville Clerk has certified the sufficiency of the petition and a public
hearing on the question of this annexation was held at City Hall Council Chambers at 7:00 p.m. on December
13, 2010, after due notice by publication on December 3, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the City Council further finds that the area described therein meets the standards of G.S.
160A-58.1(b), to wit:

a. The nearest point on the proposed satellite corporate limits is not more than three (3) miles from the
corporate limits of the City of Fayetteville;

b. No point on the proposed satellite corporate limits is closer to another municipality than to the City of
Fayetteville;

¢. The area described is so situated that the City of Fayetteville will be able to provide the same services
within the proposed satellite corporate limits that it provides within the primary corporate limits;

d. No subdivision, as defined in G.S. 160A-376, will be fragmented by this proposed annexation;
e. The area within the proposed satellite corporate linits, when added to the area within all other satellite
corporate limits, does not exceed ten percent (10%) of the area within the primnary corporate limits of the

City of Fayetteville;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville of North
Carolina that:
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Section 1. By virtue of the authority granted by G.S. 160A-58.2, the following described non-
contiguous property owned by Atlantic Multifamily, LLC is hereby annexed and made part of the City of
Fayetteville of North Carolina as of December 13, 2010:

ATLANTIC MULTIFAMILY, LLC
(Black and Decker Road, East of Legion Road)

BEGINNING at the southwestern corner of that parcel described in Deed Book 5662, Page 267 of the
Cumberland County Registry and the northern right of way margin of Black & Decker Road and
continuing thence for a first call of North 78 degrees 40 minutes 06 seconds West 68.79 feet to a point,
thence North 00 degrees 26 minutes 09 seconds West 1269.93 feet to a point, thence South 78 degrees
37 minutes 00 seconds East 1336.14 feet to a point, thence South 00 degrees 25 minutes 22 seconds East
673.67 feet to a point, thence North 76 degrees 45 minutes 46 seconds West 149,76 feet to a point,
thence Nosth 78 degrees 16 minutes 36 seconds West 365.25 feet to a point, thence North 78 degrees 40
minutes 02 seconds West 400.06 feet, thence North 11 degrees 21 minutes 51 seconds East 124.05 feet
to a point, thence North 78 degrees 36 minutes 42 seconds West 346.14 feet to a point, thence South 00
degrees 26 minutes 09 seconds East 672.00 feet to a point, thence South 89 degrees 33 minutes 51
seconds West 32.66 feet to a point, thence South 00 degrees 26 minutes 09 seconds East 50.88 feet to
the BEGINNING, and containing approximately 20.44 acres.

Section 2. Upon and after December 13, 2010, the above-described area and its citizens and property
shall be subject to all debts, laws, ordinances, and regulations in force in the City of Fayetteville of North
Carolina and shall be entitled to the same privileges and benefits as other patts of the City of Fayetteville of
North Carolina. Said area shall be subject to municipal taxes according to G.S. 160A-58.10,

Section 3. The Mayor and City of Fayetteville of North Carolina shall cause to be recorded in the office
of the Register of Deeds of Cumberland County, and in the Office of the Secretary of State in Raleigh, North
Carolina, an accurate map of the annexed area, described in Section 1, together with a certified copy of this
ordinance. Such a map shall also be delivered to the Cumberland County Board of Elections as required by G.S.
163-288.1.

Adopted 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: Marsha Bryant, Planner
DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Public Hearing to consider a Voluntary Annexation Petition - Fullblock, Inc. - 135
Airport Road

THE QUESTION:
Should the City approve a petition for annexation of a non-contiguous area into the city limits?

ELATIQONSHIP ATEGIC PLAN:;
Strong Local Economy

BACKGROUND:
The property consists of 2.14 acres. A warehouse with an office is being constructed on the
property. Applicant received approval of plans from Cumberland County.

ISSUES:

The property is located within the City's MIA area and because PWC water and sewer service was
requested, a Petition Requesting Annexation was submitted. Staff from various City

departments reviewed the proposed annexation and had no concerns about the proposed
annexation,

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:

1. Adopt the Annexation Ordinance with the Effective Date of December 13, 2010
(Recommended)

2. Adopt the Annexation Ordinance with the Effective Date after December 13, 2010.

3. Don't adopt the Annexation Ordinance and the property will remain outside the city limits.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: :
Option 1 - Staff recommends that Council move to adopt the Annexation Ordinance approving the
requested annexation with the effective date of December 13, 2010.

ATTACHMENTS:
Basic information about the site

Legal Description of the Property
Map of the Property
Fullblock-Ordinance to extend

8.4




BASIC INFORMATION ABOUT THE AREA

Date Petition Received: August 10, 2010

Annexation Date:

Effective Date:

Annexafion Number:

1. Name of Area:

Fullblock, Inc,

2. Petitioner:

William B. Fuller, Ir., Member/Manager

3. Location: 135 Airport Road
4. Tax Identification Number (PIN): 0435-14-1782
Fire Department Affected by Annexation: | Pearces Mill
Is the Area Contiguous: No

Type of Annexation:

Petitioned Non-Contiguous Annexation

b Al

Background;

This is a corner lots located within the Airport
Commerce Park area, Plans have been submitted
to the County Planning Department for a 7,000 sq.
ft, warehouse and a 4,900 sq. ft. office area. The
county approved these plans in May 2010, -

9. Reason the Annexation was Proposed:

PWC water and sewer services

10. Number of Acres in Area: 2.14
11. Type of Development in Area: New Existing X Vacant
12. Present Conditions: a. Present Land Use: vacant and wooded
b. Present Number of Housing Units: 0
c. Present Demographics: 0
d. Present Streets; none

13. Factors Likely to Affect Future of Area:

a. Plans of Owner: Construction of a warchouse
with an office area.
b. - Development Controls
1. Land Use Plan
a. 2010 Plan: Heavy Industrial
2. Zoning
a. Current Zoning in County: M(P)
Industrial District
b. Likely Zoning After Annexation: M2
Industrial District
¢. Maximum number of units allowed
based on the zoning: n/a

14, Expected Future Conditions:

a, Future Land Use: warehouse

b, Future Number of Housing Units: none

¢. Future Demographics: none

d. Future Streets: none

e. Water and Sewer Service: PWC Water and
Se

f.

wer
Electric Service: PWC

15, Tax Value of Land and Buildings:

$52,202 Land Value
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BASIC INFORMATION ABOUT THE AREA
Date Petition Received: August 18,2010
Annexation Date: Effective Date:

Annexation Number:

Please complete an annexation evaluation form for this area. I need to receive your evaluation form by
Tuesday, November 9. You may send your form by cither E-Mail or by printing the form and sending it
through interdepartmental mail.

The form is located on the City’s Web Page: http://cofweb/ - then go to City Forms, and the form name is
Annex Annexation Evaluation Form. (If you have questions about opening the form, feel free to contact
me at 433-1416 or by email.)

This petition will be reviewed at the Technical Review Committee’s meeting on Wednesday, November
10th at 9:00 a.m. in the Cape Fear Conference Room. Feel free to attend this meeting if you have any
questions or concerns.

Thank you in advance for your assistance.
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FULLBLOCK, INC.
(135 Airport Road)

BEGINNING at the southwestern corner of Lot 2 as shown on Plat entitled “Airport
Commerce Park Phase I” recorded in Plat Book 97, Page 153 of the Cumberland County
Registry and continuing thence South 60 degrees 05 minutes 35 seconds East 207.96 feet
to a point, thence North 29 degrees 54 minutes 23 seconds East 15 feet to a point, thence
South 60 degrees 05 minutes 37 seconds East 50.46 feet to a point, thence with a curve to
the left having an arc length 0f 32.96 with a radius of 45 and having a chord bearing and
distance of North 50 degrees 44 minutes 00 seconds East 32.23 feet to a point, thence
North 29 degrees 44 minutes 5% seconds East 305.40 feet to a point, thence North 60
degrees 16 minutes 28 seconds West 270 feet to a point, thence Scouth 29 degrees 44
minutes 59 seconds West 349.67 feet to the point of BEGINNING, and containing
approximately 2.14 acres more or less.
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Annexation Ordinance No,
Fullblock, Inc, — (Located at 135 Airport Road)

AN ORDINANCE TO EXTEND THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA

WHEREAS, the City Council has been petitioned under G.S. 160A-58.1 to annex the area deseribed

below; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has by resolution directed the City of Fayetteville Clerk to investigate the

sufficiency of the petition; and

WHEREAS, the City of Fayetteville Clerk has certified the sufficiency of the petition and a public

hearing on the question of this annexation was held at City Hall Council Chambers at 7:00 p.m. on December
13, 2010, after due notice by publication on December 3, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the City Council further finds that the arca described therein meets the standards of G.S.

160A-58.1(b), to wit:

a. The nearest point on the proposed satellite corporate limits is not more than three (3) miles from the
corporate limits of the City of Fayetteville;

b. No point on the proposed satellite corporate limits is closer to another municipality than to the City of
Fayetteville;

¢. The area described is so situated that the City of Fayetteville will be able to provide the same services
within the proposed satellite corporate limits that it provides within the primary corporate limits;

d. No subdivision, as defined in G.S. 160A-376, will be fragmented by this proposed annexation;

e. The area within the proposed satellite corporate liinits, when added to the area within all other sateltite
corporate limits, does not exceed ten percent (10%) of the area within the primary corporate limits of the
City of Fayetteville;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville of North
Carolina that:
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Section 1. By virtue of the authority granted by G.S. 160A-58.2, the following described non-
contiguous property owned by Fullblock, Inc. is hereby annexed and made part of the City of Fayetteville of
North Carolina as of December 13, 2010

FULLBLOCK, INC,
(135 Airport Road)

BEGINNING at the southwestern corner of Lot 2 as shown on Plat entitled “Airport Commerce Park
Phase I” recorded in Plat Book 97, Page 153 of the Cumberland County Registry and continuing thence
South 60 degrees (5 minutes 35 seconds East 207.96 feet to a point, thence North 29 degrees 54 minutes
23 seconds East 15 feet to a point, thence South 60 degrees 05 minutes 37 seconds East 50.46 feetto a
point, thence with a curve to the left having an arc length 0f 32.96 with a radius of 45 and having a
chord bearing and distance of North 50 degrees 44 minutes 00 seconds East 32.23 feet to a point, thence
North 29 degrees 44 minutes 59 seconds East 305.40 feet to a point, thence North 60 degrees 16 minutes
28 seconds West 270 feet to a point, thence South 29 degrees 44 minutes 59 seconds West 349.67 feet
to the point of BEGINNING, and containing approximately 2.14 acres more or less.

Section 2. Upon and after December 13, 2010, the above-described area and its citizens and property
shall be subject to all debts, laws, ordinances, and regulations in force in the City of Fayetteville of North
Carolina and shall be eatitled to the same privileges and benefits as other parts of the City of Fayetteville of
North Carolina, Said area shalt be subject to municipal taxes according to G.S. 160A-58.10.

Section 3. The Mayor and City of Fayetteville of North Carolina shall cause to be recorded in the office
of the Register of Deeds of Cumberland County, and in the Office of the Secretary of State in Raleigh, North
Carolina, an accurate map of the annexed arca, described in Section 1, together with a certified copy of this
ordinance. Such a map shall also be delivered to the Cumberland County Board of Elections as required by G.S.
163-288.1,

Adopted 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: Rob Anderson, Chief Development Officer
DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Consideration of the Unified Development Qrdinance November 2010 Council
Draft, which would amend the City Code by replacing Chapter 25 Subdivision and

Chapter 30 Zoning with a new Chapter 30 Unified Development Ordinance {(UDO)

THE QUESTION:

Should the existing subdivision and zoning regulations be replaced with the Unified Development
Ordinance November 2010 Council Draft as a step to guide development toward more fully
achieving the goals of the City's Strategic Plan, Vision 2030 and other adopted plans?

RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:

Adoption of the UDO will positively impact nearly every one of the Guiding Principles contained the
City of Fayetteville Vision 2025 Strategic Plan. The UDQ is perhaps the most important tool the
City could employ to achieve the 2015 Goals associated with the 2025 Strategic Plan. The stated
goals are:

Greater Tax Base Diversity - Strong Local Economy

Growing City, Livable Neighborhoods - A Great Place to Live

More Efficient City Government - Cost Effective Service Delivery

More Attractive City - Clean and Beautiful

Greater Community Unity - Pride in Fayetteville

Revitalized Downtown - A Community Focal Peint

BACKGROUND:

This is the culmination of a 2 year process to craft a set of codes unigue to the needs and
aspirations of the City of Fayetteville. Countless hours of staff time and hundreds of hours of
volunteer participation have resufted in a carefully conceived document. Both the Planning
Commission and City Council have held public hearings in an effort to ensure the UDO is
reasonable and appropriate for the City of Fayetteville today and into the future.

ISSUES:

Just prior to the public hearing held by City Council on November 22, staff identified some intended
changes that had not been captured in the November UDO Public Hearing Draft. A memo was
distributed at the hearing listing those five iterns and describing the intended change and, in some
cases, attaching the 'redlined’ ordinance with changes. Attached is a copy of all five amendments
described in the November 22 meme.

Based on subsequent discussion with Council members, a few additional amendments are being
prepared and being forwarded as quickly as possible. Some remaining editing will be done by the
consultant as part of final formatting and clean-up, such as adding the werd buffers to the heading
and table of contents, and correction of several diagrams.

Adoption of the ordinance as recommended, with the changes noted above, would result in full
implementation effective July 1, 2011 or at the conclusion of the remapping, whichever is later.
During the interim period, developers may choose to develop under the old cedes or the new UDO.

In addition, during the pericd between adoption and full implementation, no individual zone map
amendments will be processed. Rather, requests for map amendments will be considered as part
of the city-wide remapping effort which is an essential step in implementing the new UDO. All
requests will be considered as soon as practical as part of this task and wilf be considered only in
the context of the criteria and code classifications contained in the UDO and their consistency with
approved plans.




BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:

The proposed text of the UDO has been provided to Council under separate cover and is not
included in this packet. Attached is a proposed ordinance repealing existing development
regulations and authorizing their replacement with the UDO.

Option 1: Approve the attached ordinance repealing existing development regulations and
replacing them with the Unified Development Ordinance November 2010 draft (fully effective July
1, 2011 or at concluston of remapping, whichever is later).

Option 2: Approve the implementing ordinance with modifications to the UDO November 2010
draft. :

Option 3: Continue Council discussion to a specified regular or special meeting with guidance to
staff regarding information or afternatives needed for consideration.

Option 4: Deny the proposal to replace the existing subdivisicn and zoning regulations.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Staff and Planning Commission recommend that Council move to adopt the attached ordinance,
with the attached amendments, repealing existing development regulations and replacing them
with the Unified Development Ordinance November 2010 draft fully effective July 1, 2011 or
upon conclusion of remapping, whichever is later.

CH TS:

Amendment Cover Memo 11-22-10
Amendment A

Amendment B

Amendment C

Amendment D

Amendment E

UDO Adopting Ordinance




To:

- bgetteville

UMW

City Manager’s Office

City Council

CC: Dale Iman, City Manager

Karen McDonald, City Attorney
Rob Anderson, Development Services Director

Rita Perry, City Cletk

From:  Kristoff Bauer, Assistant City Manager

Date: November 22, 2010

Re:

UDO Amendment

Staff has prepated five potential amendments for consideration along with the UDO this evening based
upon Council comment and inquiries.

A. Salvage and Junkyard
» This amendment removes standards that are inconsistent with existing standares. If

approved, staff will replace the removed language with current regulations in order to
maintain the status quo.
B. Pedestrian Connectivity
« This wonld ensure that a pedestrian connection will not be required from a new
subdivision into an existing residential subdivision.
C, Vehicle Signs
o This clarifies the application to rental trucks
D. Sidewalk Performance Bongs
e This reduces the curtent bond requirement of 150% to 75%, clarifies enforcement, and
allows for release of portions of the bond after 25% of the sidewalk has been instafled.
E. Multi-Family Parkland Dedication In-Lieu Fee Credit
e This allows for a credit of up to 20%, which is 5% greater than previously
recommended and a pool has been added as an amenity that will support a credit.

Council may adopt the UDO with one or more of these amendments by making the following motion:

“I move to adopt the attached ordinance repealing existing development regitlations and
replacing them with the Unified Development Ordinance November 10 draft amended to as

indicated in Amendments , effective July 1, 2011

9-1-1-1




Article 30-4; Use Standards A

Section C: Use-Specific Standards

Subsection 5: Industrial Uses

d.

e,

All unpaved arecs shall be maintained in a manner which prevents dust from
adversely impacting adjacent properties.

No filing associated wiith a landiil shall take place within in any fleod hazard
ared, drainage ways, or ulilily easerments.

(4) Recycling Center
A recycling center shall comply wilh the following standards:

.
bt

The center shall be on a parcel with an area of at least five acres.

The center shall be localed at least 250 feet from any resideniial district, schools,
or day care cenler

Except for a freestanding office, no part of ihe center shalt be located within 50
feet of any property line,

All storage areas shall be effectively screened from view by wdlls, fences, or
buildings. Such screening shall be designed and installed to ensure that no part
of a sforage area can be seen from right-ofway or adjacent ots. In no case
shall the height of recyclable or recovered materidls, or non-recyclable residue
stored in oufdoor areas exceed 20 fest or the height of the principal bullding on
the lot, whichever is greater.

All outdoor storage areas shall be surrounded by a solid fence that is af least
eight feet high, located no less than 100 feet from any public right-of-way, and
located no less than 50 feet from any adjacent properly.

Recyclable materials shall be contdined within a leak-proof bin or frailer, and not
stored on the ground,

Only limited sorting, separaiion, or other processing of deposited materials shall
occur oh the site.

There shdilt be no collection or storage of hazardous or biodegradable wastes on
the site.

Recycling Drop-Off Centers
A recycling drop-off center shall comply with the followlng standards:

cl.

b.

The collection bin shall be located in or adjacent to an offstrest parking area,
and shall not occupy more than five percent of the total on-site parking spaces.
The mobllity of the collection bin shall be retained.

The bin and adjacent area shall be mdintained in good appearance and free
from trash,

There shall be no collectlon or storage of hozordous or biodegradable wastes on
the site.

(6) Salvage and Junkycrd; Tire Disposal or Recycling

cl,

In General

A salvage and Junkyard or tire disposal or recycling facility sholl comply with the
following standards;

August November 2010
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Article 30-4: Use Standards
Section D: Accessory Use Standards
Subsection |; Purpose

f——Thefaciiby-shal- be-located-on-aparcel- with-an-area-of at-least three
acres:

il— Thedaciliy-shal-belosaled-al-east-250-festlrom-any-residenlial-disldct;
school-ordaycarecenter

{li— Thefadiishal-notbelocated within-50-feelolany-properyline{except

I—Thefaciih-shalHbe-scrosned-with-awoodendence ormasonpwall-noless
han-elghtfestin-heightlhaccordance-with-Section-30-5.0Fences-and
Walls. The height ol-matedols—ond-eguiement-sioredshalnel-excond
sevenfeel

h. Nonconforming Salvage Yards and dunkyards

Nonconforming salvage yards or Junkyards determined to be nonconforming
prior to January 1, 2009, shall be subject to the following provisions:

L By January 1, 2010, no itemns stored within @ nonconforming salvage yard or
junkyard may be located within 50 feet of the front lot line or within 35 feet
from all other lot fines.

il.  ByJanuary 1, 2011, no items stored within & nonconforming salvage yard or
Junkyard may be located within 150 fest of the front lot ine or within 100
feet from alf other lot lines.

iii.  Nonhconforming salvage yards or junkyard uses shall terminated and be
removed from the premises, or made conforming by January 1, 2012,

iv. Faiure fo comply with these standards shall be a violation of this Ordinance
subject to the remedies and penalties in Arficle 30-8: Enforcement.

V.  Nonconforming salvage yords and junkyards subject fo the provisions of
this subsection shall be exempt from the scréening requiremenis in (] {iv]
above and the screening requirements in Section 30-5.B,1.f, Perimeter
Buffers,

(fiWholesale Sales

Any outdoor storage component of a wholesale sales use shall comply with the standards in
Section 30-4.0.3., Quidoor Storage.,

P ey e AR RIS T

ACGESSORYUSE STANDARD

1. PURPOSE

This seclion authorzes the establishment of accessory uses that are incidental and customarily
subrardinaie fo principal uses. The purpose of this seciion is to allow a broad range of accessory
uses, so long as such uses are located on the same site as the principal use, and so long s they
comply with the siandards set forih in this secfion in order to reduce potentidlly adverse impacis
on surrounding kands.

City of Fayettoville, North Carolina Auguast Novembar 2010
Unified Development Ordinance - Public Hearing Draft Page 4-56
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Article 30-5: Development Standards B
Section F: Community Form Standards

Subsection 4; Strests

(Hinternal Street Conneclivity

(1)

Except in fhe AR and DT districts, all development shall achieve an internal street
connectivily score in accordance with Table 30-5.F.4., Minimum Sireect
Connectivity Index;

SF-15, SF-10, Li, HI _
SF-6, MH, PD-EC 1.50
MR-5, OF, NC, LC, MU, CC, PD-R, PD-TN ' 1.60
(2) The conneciivity index for a development is calcutated by dividing ifs links by Its

nodes. The figure below provides an example of how to calculate the
connectivity index. Nodes (stars} exist af street infersections and cul-de-sac
heads within the development, Links {circles) are stretches of road that connect
nodes. Street siub-ouls are considered as links, but temporary dead-end streets
internal to a development or dlleys are not counted as links, One link beyond
every node that exists in the development and provides access to the sireet
system outside the development shall be included in the index calculalion. In
the diagram, there are 36 links [clrcles) and 21 nodes (stars); therefore the
connectivity index is 1.71 [36/21 = 1,71}. Mld-Block pedestrian access required in
accordance with Section 3-5:F.{c] will also be considered as a connection for the
purposes of calculaling the connectivity index,

The minimum connedctivity index score may be reduced if the owner/developer
demonstrates i I ' K
impossible 1o achleve
due 1o lopographic
conditions,  nhatural
features, existing road
configurations, or
adjacent existing
development
patierns,

Exisling Public Sidevatk ==

New Pedestraln Conneclion
from Cul-dg-Sac

Whenever the Cily
Manager determines
a proposed cul-de-
sac street

a, is in close
proximity with
signiticant  pedesiran
generators or
destinations, such s
schools,  parks,  trails,

Fiaure 30-§,F.4.1I; Pedestian Connectlons

Connecting cul-de-sac heads with the greater sldewalkftrail network
Increases pedestrian connectivity,

employment _ cenlers,
glc, or;

(3)

(4)
Auigust November 2010
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Article 30-5; Development Standards
Section F: Community Form Standards
Subsection 4; Streets

b. creates an unreasonable impediment to pedestiian clreulation.an-eight-
footwide—pedesian—access—easement—g__right-of-way 20 feef wide for
pedesirian/bicycle access may be required, between a cul-de-sac hedad or street
turnaround and the sidewalk system of the closest adjacent sireet or pedestiian
nathway. When this occurs, this pedestrian connection will count as a connection
for the purpose of calculating the connectivily index. A pedestian/bicycle access
will not be required between a new subdivision and the residential street of a
residential subdivision platted miore than 12 months prior thereto,

Street
Stub

Connectivity Index:36/ 21 = 1.7}
Figure 30-5.F.4.1: Street Connectivily Index

New internal streets should connect with each other and external street as necessary to meet
the minimum Index score.

(g) External Street Connectivity

(1) The arrangement of streets in a development shall provide for the alignment and
continuation of existing or proposed streets into adjoining lands in those cases in
which the adjoining lands are undeveloped and intended for fulure
developmen! or in which the adjoining lands are developed and include
opportunities for such connections,

(2) Sstreet right-of-way shalt be extended to or along adjoining property boundaries
such that a roadway connection or shreet stub shall be provided for
development where praclicable and feasible in each direction {north, south,
eqst, and wesl) for development which abuts vacant lands,

(3) At all locations where skreets terminate with no street connection, but a future
connection is planned or accommodaled, a sign shall be instclled at the
location with the words "FUTURE ROAD CONNECTION" to inform properly owners.

(4) The Final Plat {See Section 30-5.C.6.e, Final Piat) shall identify all stub sireets and
include a notation that all street stubs are infended for connection with future
streets on adjoining Undeveloped property.

(h) Traffic Calming Measures

(1) Minimat street widths, short block lengths, on-street parking, controlled
intersections, roundabouls, and other traffic calming measures are encouraged
on dll locdl, and sub-collecior streets provided they do not interfere with

City of Fayettevifle, North Carolina August November 2010
Unified Development Ordinance — Public Hearing Draft Page 5-76
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‘ Article 30-5; Development Standards
Section L: Signage
Subsection 5: Exempt Signs

(v) Oblect or Device Attached to lems For Sale

Any object or device made of any material that is displayed, affixed, attached, in any
manner on items that are intended for sale, including, but not limited o, banners, official or
unofficial flags, pennants, balloons, and streamers.

(z) Vehicles with Large Stans Parked Near the ROW

Except when in the process of loading or unloading or generally camying out aclivifies
associated with the_normat conduct of business {except advertising} vehicles and trailers
with sians exceeding elght (8) sauare feet on any one side are prohibited from paiking
within 50 feet of a public right-of-way. '

In_cases_where 1he inventory of a business {such as rental trucks) greally relies on the

storage area within the subject 50 foot zone, exceptions to_this reguirement may be
allowed through the administrative adjustment process,

EXEMPT SIGNS
The following signs ond devices shall be exempf from the standards in this section:

o

(¢} Public (Governmental or Utllity) Signs

Signs erected by, on behalf of, or pursuant to the authorization of a govemnmmiental body,
including legal nofices, Ideniification and informationat signs, and fraffic waming,
directionol, or regulatory signs. Also, official signs of a noncommercial nature erected by
public utililes, including safety, waming, and informartional signs.

(b) Warning (Health, Safety, Hazard) Signs

Temporary or pemanent signs erected by government agencies, public ufility companies,
or conshuction companies to wam of danger or hazardous conditions, including signs
indicaling the presence of underground cables, gas lines, and similar devices or signs
providing directions around such conditions.

(¢) Signs not Leglble Off-Premises
Signs which are not legible from the boundaries of the ot or parcel upon which they are
located, or from any street nghi-ofway,

() Internal Signs

Signs localed on the interfor of buildings, courts, fobbies, stadiums or other structures which
are notintended to be seen from the exierior of such buiidings or structures,

(e) Flags (Non-advertising cand Non-informaional)

(1) Flags of the United States, North Carolina, Caunty or City jurisdictions. foreign
nations having diptomatic relations with the United States, organization of
nations; flags of any religious, civic or fraternal organization, or any educational
or cultural facllity; any one comporate flag per lot; or any ofner flags adopted or
sanctioned by the City Council, subject to Uniled States Congressional protocol;
except when such are used in connection with a commercict promotion or as an
advertising device or as an infegral part of a sign regulated under this section;
provided nhot more than five such flags shall be flown on any let or parcel, and
provided such flags are displayed on permanent pole slructures. Failure fo
display such flags In a manner which meets Congressiondl protocol will be a
viclation of fhis Ordinance.

City of Fayetteville, North Carolina August November 2010
Unified Development Ordinance - Public Hearing Draft Page 5-114
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D

Article 30-6: Subdivisions
Section Br-Lere-ot-Hne-Development

Subseetlon3rZero-totHne PevelopmentStandards-Section B: Zero Lot Line Development
Subsection 3: Zero Lot Line Development Standards

(&)

areas, and payment of assessments for public and private capital improvements
made to or for the benefit of the common areas localed within the
development. Any such assessments not paid by an owner of a building site shall
constitute a lien on the building site of the owner,

(5) Easements over the common areas for access, ingress, and egress from and to
public streets and walkways and easements for enjoyment of the common areas
and for parking areqs shall be granted to each owner of a building site.

(6) All common walls between buildings shall be parly walls, and provisions for the
maintenance of the party walls, and their restoration in the event of destruction
or damage, shall be established.

Proof of Subordinate-Mortgage Clear Title

The developer shalt submit, along with the Final Plat, documents showing proof that any
morgage-onthe-properyerfaciliby is-subleci-to-all easements or property rfights ket may
be transferred and clear title provided to the individual building site owner(s, in the case of
condominium profects, or to the properly owners association, in the case of common areg
assefs.

(F)Fnal Plat

A Final Plat prepared in accordance with Section 30-2.C.4.e, Final Pial, shall inciude the
following additional iems:

(1) Numbering of all building sites, bearings and distances for their boundaries, and
any building(s) erected on each,

(2) Labeling of all common areas as such, with an indication of the facilities located

on sach.

(3) Any notes as required under this section, including any required maintenance
edsements,

(g) Compliance with State Unit Ownership Act Provislons

All zarelotine condominium developments shall comply with the following seclions of the

North Carolina Unit Ownership Act, N.C.G.S. 47A-1 et seq., as i the developrment has been

submitted to the provisions of that act:

(1) G.$.47A-7, Common areas and facllities not subject to partition or division;

(2) G.5. 47A-8, Use of common areas and facliities;

(3) G.S. 47A-9, Maintenance, repalr, and improvements to common area and
facilities; access 1o units for repairs;

(A) G.S. 47A-10, Campliance with bylaws, regulations, and covenants, damages;
injunctions;

(5) G.S. 47A-11, Unit owners not to jeopardize safely of property or impair easements;

(6) G.S. 47A-18, Bylaws; annexed to declaration; amendments;

(7) G.S. 47A-19, Bylaws; contents;

August November 2010 City of I*'ayetteville, North Carelina
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Article 30-6: Subdivisions
Section C-Performanceand-Maintenance- Guarankees

Subseetiont+-Performance-Guarantees-Section C: Performance and Maintenance Guarantees
Subsection |: Performance Guarantees

(d) Form of Performance Guarantee

(1)

(2)

(3)

Where required, the awner or developer shall fummish a performance guarantee
in any of the following acceptable forms:

€. Cash deposit with the City;

b.  Cerlified check from a Noith Carolina lender based upon a cash deposit, in a
form acceptable to the City Atlomey;

C. Imevocable lefter of credit from a North Caralina banking institution in a form
accepiable o the City Attomey; or

d.  Surety bond from a North Carolina surety bonding company in a form
acceptable to the Cily Altomey.

The performance guorantee shall be condilioned on the performance of all work
necessary to complele the installafion of the required improvements within the
term of the perfermance guarantee. Performance guarantees shall provide that
in case of the owner's or developer's failure to complete the guaranteed
improvements, the City shall be able to immediately obtain the funds necessary
to complete insiallation of the improvements,

No home shall receive a cerlificate of occupancy without the required sidewalk
In place for each subject properly. Homebullders shall be nolified of this
reguirement upon recelving a driveway permif. Home purchasers shall_be

nolified of this requirement by the developer placing appropriate language in
the subject property deed. :

(e) Amount of Performance Guarantee

(1)

(2)

(3)

Performance guarantees for required improvements shall be in an amount equal
to at least 150 75% percent of the estimated full cost of completing the
Installation of the required improvements, including the casts of materials, labor,
and project management.

Estimated costs for completing installation of required public infrastructure
improvemenis shall be itemized by improvement type and ceriified by the
owner's or developer's licensed professional engineer, and are subject to
approval by the City Manager, Eslimaied cosis for completing Installation of
required landscaping shall be itemized and certified by the owner’s or
developer's contractor, and are subject to approval by the City Manager.

If the guarantee Is renewed, the City Mancdger may require the amount of the
performance guarantee be updated tareflect cost increases over time,

(fRelease or Reduction of Performance Guarantees

(1)

Requirements for Release or Reduction
The City Manoger shdll release orreduce a performance guorantee anly after:
d.  The owner or developer has submitted to the City Manager a wiitten request for

arelease or reductlion of the performance guaraniee that includes cerlification
by the owner's or developer's engineer or landscape architect, whichever is

August November 2010
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Avticle 30-6: Subdivisions
Section C: Performance and Maintenance Guarantees
Subsection |; Performance Guarantees

appropriate, that installalion of the guaranieed improvements has been
completed in accordance with approved plans and specifications;

b, Cily staff has performed an inspection of the improvements and cerlified in
wiiting that installafion of the guaranteed improvements has been completed
in accordance with approved plans and specifications;

€. The owner or developer has reimbursed the City for all costs associated with
cenducling any inspeciion that finds the guaranteed improvements have not
been installed in accordance with approved plans and specifications:

d.  The owner or developer has provided the City Manager assurances that fiens
against guaranteed public infrastructure improvements wilt not be filed after
thelr acceptance by the Cily {eq.. thraugh affidavits, releases, or waivers of
fiens from alf contractors and subconiractors);

@, The owner or developer has provided the City Manager any requlred
maintenance guarantee for the same public infrastructure improvements
{Seclion 30-6.C.2}; and

f, Mo adjustments in performance guaraniee will be considered uniil more than
25% of the work is in ploce and approved.,

(2) Limits on Reductions

No pefformance guarantee for public infrastructure improvements {including street
frees planted within a public ROW) shall be reduced to less than 50 percent of the full
amount of the performance guarantee uniil alf guaranteed public Infrastruciure
improvernenis have been completed by the owner or developer, No performance
guarantee for required landscaping shall be reduced to less than 75 percent of the
full amount of the performance guarantee, untl all guaranteed private site
improvemenis have been completed by the owner or developer,

(3) Releuses Shall be Documented

The City shall provide written hotice of the City's final acceptance of the public
infrastructure improvements,

(g) Netaul and Forfeiture of Performance Guarantee

(1) Notlce of Failure to Install or Complete Improvements

If the owner or developer fails to complete instdllation of the guaranteed
improvements within the ferm of the perfformance guarantee [as may be extended),
the City Manager shall give the owner or developer 30 days wiitten notice of the
default by cerified mail.

(2) City Completlon of Improvements

After the 30-day nolice period expires, the City may draw on the security and use the
funds fo perform work necessary to complete installation of the guaranteed
improvemenis,  After completing such wark, the Cily shall provide o complete
accounting of the expenditures to the owner or developer and, as applicable,
refund all unused secuiity deposited, without interest.

City of Fayetteville, North Carolina August November 2010
Unified Drevelopient Ordinance — Public Hearing Draft Page 6-12

9-1-5-3




wgﬁ!
Article 30-6: Subdivisions C

Section E-Parkland

Subseetion-b:-PaymentsInLiew-of Pavldand-Section E: Parldand
Subsection 6: Payments-ln-Lieu of Parldand

decide if it s in the best interest of the community to either require dedication of
parkland or a payment-in-lieu. Subsequently, any subrmitb——sany——eand—«lll
recommendations concerning ihe dedicalion of parkland shall be presented
paymentoteesinliev-of parkland fo the TRCor to the City Council for approval.
as-appropHate:

(c) Time of Payment

The feesInieu shall be paid prior fo recording the first Final Plat for the subdivision of the
development to which the fees relale.

(c)

(1)

(2)

Amount of Payment

The payment-indieu shall be calculated based upon the square footage of land

required for dedication consistent with the regulrements of Table 30-6.E.1 Parkland
Dedication Requirements. _The Land Vdlue Factor contained in the Fee Schedule

adopted annually by the City Council will be applied 1o the land area required for

dedication fo amive at the paymentin-ieu amount,

t—Wheredho-payment-oiHess-fo-the Gity s fo be-made-inlieu-of parkland—he
developer shall provide fo-lhe-Clly-atthe-developers-cost-the-assessed-valve
ol4heland-to-be developed-and-the land that weuld-be—reguirsdto-be
dediested-asparkdond:

b——The-doecumeniation-oi-the-land's-assessachvalue~along with other evidence
that-inthe-City's-oplnlon,-alds-inHhe-determinalion-of-assessed-value-of- the
lanrdregured—to-bededicated may be-used In-the deléminalion—of-the
ameurtobabaymentindiod:

G- The TRC-Clly Manager—or-Cit-Gounell-as-appropriate, shall determine-the-in-
lieu—foe—based-upon- this—matedal—a—recommendalion—ofthe—Parks-and
RecraglionDeparment-and-any-otherrelevantinformalion:

Use of Funds

inieu fees received in daccordance with this subsection shall be used only for the
acquisition or development of recreation, park, and opén space slies that serve the
development consistent with the requirements of North Carolina General Statutes
Section 160A-372(c).

Credit for On-Site Amenities
The following credils towards the Parkland Dedication requirement shall be allowed for

faciliies developed as part of a project. The percentages apply to the financidl obligation

when d payment-infieu is requested and approved. In no case shal the credit for any

caleqory exceed the aclual cost of desian and construction of the amenity. The

cumulative total available credit shall not exceed 20%,

(1) wdlking trails/pathways greater than % mile in length if not connecting to an off-

site public facilly such as open space, a park or school {S%):

August November 2010
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Avrticle 30-6: Subdivisions
Section E: Parkland
Subsectlon 6; Payments-in—Lieu of Parldand

(2} Walking trails/pathways greater than 500 feet in length if connecting to an off-
site public facility such as open space, a park, or school (10%};

(3) Dog park [5%);

(4) Basketball courts when constructed to recreation league standards {10%};

(5) Iennis courts when consiructed to regulation size and standards (10%);

(6) Swimming pools {20%).
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Ordinance No. S2010-

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
FAYETTEVILLE CREATING A NEW UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT
ORDINANCE BY RESCINDING CHAPTER 25, SUBDIVISIONS, AND
AMENDING CHAPTER 30, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF
THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA

BE IT ORDAINED, by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, North Carolina, that the
Code of Ordinances of the City of Fayetteville be amended as follows:

Section 1.

Section 2.

Section 3.

Section 4.

Chapter 30, Zoning, is deleted in its entirety and the attached Unified
Development Ordinance is hereby adopted as the new Chapter 30 of the Code of
Ordinances of the City of Fayetteville; and

Chapter 25, Subdivisions, is hereby rescinded in its entirety and reserved for
future use; and

Chapter 30 is to be known as the Unified Development Ordinance of the City of
Fayetteville and shall become effective on the later of July 1, 2011, or the first
day of the month following adoption of the Official Unified Development
Ordinance Zoning Map for the City of Fayetteville; and

Prior to the effective date of this ordinance nothing will preclude development
from seeking approval to operate or be considered under the Unified
Development Ordinance, consistent with the following:

1. The request io proceed under this Unified Development Ordinance mnust
be submitted to and approved by the Chief Development Officer.

2. All requirements of the Unified Development Ordinance must be met
under this optional approach;

3. The development will be subject to enforcement under the provisions of
the Unified Development Ordinance as if fully effective.

4. For Rezoning Requests:

a. Any complete application for rezoning submitted prior to the date
of approval of this ordinance may continue through the rezoning
process and, if approved, the standards of the zoning and
subdivision ordinances effective at the time of that approval will be
applied to any detailed site plan or a building permit approval for
which the application is complete prior to the effective date of this
ordinance. Any development under existing regulations may
become non-conforming under the Unified Development
Ordinance and be subject to the standards of Article 7.
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b. Any rezoning application submitted after the date of approval of
this ordinance shall be considered only as part of the remapping
process associated with implementation of the Unified
Development Ordinance. Such application will be considered as
soon as practical as part of this remapping task and will be
considered only in the context of the criteria and code
classifications contained in the UDO and their consistency with
approved plans.

Section 5. The City Clerk is hereby authorized to revise formatting, correct typographical
errors, verify and correct cross references, indexes, and diagrams as necessary to
codify, publish, and/or accomplish the provisions of this ordinance or future text
amendments as long as doing so does not alter the material terms of the Unified
Development Ordinance.

Section 6. It is the intention of the City Council, and it is hereby ordained that the provisions
of this ordinance shall become and be made part of the Code of Ordinances, City
of Fayetteville, North Carolina, and the sections of this ordinance may be
renumbered to accomplish such intention.

ADOPTED this the day of , 2010.

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

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:  Rob Anderson, Chief Development Officer
DATE:  December 13, 2010

RE: Uninhabitable Structures Recommended for Demolition
s 1031 Bunce Road
¢ 725 Bunce Road
e 6768 Bailey Lake Road

THE QUESTION:
Would the demolition of these structures help to enhance the quality of life in the City of
Fayetteville?

RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:
Goal 2: More Attractive City- Clean and Beautiful; Goal 3: Growing City, Livable Neighborhoods- A
Great Place to Live

BACKGROUND:

1031 Bunce BRoad _

The City Inspector is required to correct conditions that are found to be in violation of the Dwellings
and Buildings Minimum Standards. This bullding was inspected and condemned on August 24,
2009, as a dangerous or vacant/abandoned structure. A hearing was held which the owner did not
attend; a notice of the hearing was also published in the Fayetteville Observer newspaper due to
unknown heirs having partial ownership. A period of 60 days was given to repair or demolish the
building; there has been no progress made. There has been 1 call for 911 service in the past 12
months.

725 Bunce Road

The City Inspector is required to correct conditions that are found to be in violation of the Dwellings
and Buildings Minimum Standards. This building was inspected and condemned on February 8,
2010, as a dangerous or vacant/abandoned structure. A hearing was held, which the owner did not
attend. There were two structures on this property. One of the structures has since been destroyed
by fire. There is no record of utilities or any calls for service.

6768 Bailey Lake Road

The City Inspector is required to correct all conditions that are found to be in viclation of the
Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards. This building was inspected and condemned on June
B, 2009, as a dangerous or vacant/abandoned structure. A hearing was held, which the owner did
not attend; notice of the hearing was also published in the newspaper due to one of the owners
living out of state. A period of 80 days was given to repair or demolish the building. No repairs
made to date,no permits issued. There have been 11 calls for 911 service, and 2 drug raids at this
address in the past 12 months.

ISSUES:

1031 Bunce Road

The one-half interest owner has expressed his desire to demolish the building. Due to the
unknown heirs, a demglition waiver or use of the Community Development Demolition
Program cannot be used.

725 Bunce Road

There were two structures on this site that have been vacant for some time. One structure has
substantial fire damage. The remaining building has major structural problems. There has been no
response from the owner at any time.




6768 Bailey Lake Road
The owner of this building has been unable to repair or get assistance in making repairs. Power

was disconnected at request of Code Enforcement due to electrical code viotations
BURGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:
Adopt the ordinances and demolish the structures or alfow them to remain.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Adopt the ordinances and demolish the structures.

ATTACHMENTS:

Docket- 1031 Bunce Road

Qrdinance- 1031 Bunce Road

P8240008

P8240010

Aerial Map 1031 Bunce Road

Docket- 725 Bunce Road

Ordinance- 725 Bunce Road

P2080017

P208018

2010-11-12 Aerial Map 725 Bunce Road
Docket- 6768 Balley Lake Road

Ordinance- 6768 Bailey Lake Road
2010-11-12 6768 Balley Lake Road Photo 1
2010-11-12 6768 Bailey Lake Road Photo 02
2010-11-12 Aerial Map 6768 Bailey Lake Road




TO: Mayor
City Council Members
City Manager
City Atiorney

Under provisions of Chapter 14, titled Housing, Dwellings and Buildings of the Code of the City of Fayetteville,
North Carolina, the Inspection Department is requesting the docket of the owner who has failed fo comply with this
Code, be presented to the City Council for action. All proceedings that are required by the Code, Section 14-61,
have been complied with. We request the Council take action under the provisions of Chapter 14 of the Code and

applicable NC General Statutes.

Location

1031 Bunce Road

Property Owner(s)

Kenneth L and wife Kelli A Pires, Unknown Heirs of Alma Nunn
McQuaig, Unknown Heirs of Samuel McQuaig, Unknown Heirs of Lovie
Nunn

Date of Inspection

August 24, 2009

Date of Hearing

February 3, 2010

Finding/Facts of Scheduled Hearing

Notice to repair/demolish the structure within 60 days mailed February 3,
2010

Owner’s Response

None

Appeal Taken (Board of Appeals)

No

Other

No record of utilities

Hearing was advertised in the Fayetteville Observer January 24, 2010.,

Police Calls for Service {past 2 yrs)

The Housing Inspector dispatched a letter to the owner(s) with information that the docket would be presented to the

City Council for necessary action.

This is the 13thday of December |, 2010.

Frank Lewis, Ir.

Sr. Code Enforcement Administrator {(Housing)
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL
OF
FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA

Requiring the City Building Inspector
to correct conditions with respect to,
or to demolish and remove a structure
pursuant to the
Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards
Code of the City

The City Council of Fayelteville, North Carolina, does ordain:

The City Council finds the following facts:

()

With respect to Chapter 14 of the Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards Code of the City,
concerning certain reat property described as follows;

1031 Bunce Road
PIN# 0407-21-1637

Beginning at an iron stake, North 35 degrees 00 minutes West 405.0 feet from the intersection of the
Eastern right of way margin of the Graham Road with the Northern right of way margin of Frederick Road,
sakl beginning point being also located in 71* Township, Cumberland County, North Carolina, which map
was prepared by Alfred Cheney, R.S., on February 2, 1963, and running thence North 55 degrees 00
minutes East 250.0 feet to an iron stake; thence North 35 degrees 00 minutes West 71.05 feet to an iron
stake; thence South 66 degrees 55 minutes West 123.11 feet to an iron stake; thence South 56 degrees 27
minutes West 129.08 feet to an iron stake in the Eastern right of way margin of Graham Road; thence with
the Eastern right of way margin of Graham Road South 35 degrees 00 minutes East] (0.0 feet to the point or
place of beginning, containing one-half acre, mnore or less, being lot number § as shown on that certain map
of the Mike E. Bobbitt property prepared by Alfred Cheney, R.S., February 2, 1963, and being the sane
land described in the deed dated February 18, 1963, from Mike E. Bobbitt and wife Elizabeth J. Bobbiit, to
Luther E. Buie and Hirant P. Edwards, partners trading and doing business as Ebco Constructors, of record
in Book 973, Page 146, in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Cumberland County, North Carolina, and
being the same land conveyed by Hiram P. Edwards, et al to Robert J. Harper and wife, by deed dated
December 9, 1963, and recorded in Book 1023 at Page 11, Cumberland County Registry.

9-2-2-1




The owner(s) of and parties in interest in said property are:

Kenneth L. and Kelli A, Pires Unknown Heirs of Alnta Nunn McQuaig
2028 King Cobra Ct. Apt. B Unknown Heirs of Samuel McQuaig
Hampton, Va. 23665-1329 Unknown Heirs of Lovie Nunn

(2) All due process and all provisions of the Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards Code of the City
having been followed, the Inspections Director duly issued and served an order requiring the owners of said
property to: repair or demolish the structure on or before April 3, 2010.

(3) And said owners without lawfu! cause, failed or refused to comply with said order; and the Building
Inspector is authorized by said Code, and NC General Statute 160A-443(5), when ordered by Ordinance of
the City Council, to do with respect to said property what said owners were so ordered to do, but did not.

(4 The City Council has fully reviewed the entire record of said Inspections Director thereon, and finds, that
all findings of fact and all orders therein of said Inspections Director are frue and authorized except:

None.

{5) That pursuant to NC General Statute 160A-443(6), the cost of $4,200.00 shall be a lien against the real
property upon which the cost was incurred.

Whereupon, it is ordained that:

SECTION 1
The Building Inspector is ordered forthwith to accomplish, with respect to said property, precisely and fully
what was ordered by said Inspections Director as set forth fully above, except as modified in the following

particulars:

This property is to be demolished and all debris removed from the premises, and the cost
of said removal shall be a lien against the real property as described herein.

SECTION 2
The lien as ordered herein and permitted by NC General Statute 160A-443(6) shall be effective from and
after the date the work is completed, and a record of the same shall be available in the office of the City of
Fayetieville Finance Department, Collections Division, 2nd Floor - City, 433 Hay Street, Fayetteville, NC
28301.

SECTION 3

This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its adoption.

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

BY:

Anthony Chavonne, Mayor
ATTEST:

Rita Perry, City Clerk

9-2-2-2










City Of Fayetteville Inspections Department

1
H

eI 3

-

By P — 2

9-2-5-1




TO: Mayor
City Council Members
City Manager
City Attorney

Under provisions of Chapter 14, titled Housing, Dwellings and Buildings of the Code of the City of Fayetteville,
North Carolina, the Inspection Department is requesting the docket of the owner who has failed to comply with this
Code, be presented to the City Council for action. All proceedings that are required by the Code, Section 14-61,
have been complied with. We request the Council take action under the provisions of Chapter 14 of the Code and
applicable NC General Statutes.

Loeation 725 Bunce Road

Property Owner(s) Jesse Lemons, Hope Mills, NC

Date of Inspection February 8, 2010

Date of Hearing February 18, 2010

Finding/Facts of Scheduled Hearing | Notice to repair/demolish the structure within 60 days mailed February
18,2010

Owner’s Response None

Appeal Taken (Board of Appeals) No

Other No record of utilities,

Police Calls for Service (past2 yrs) | None

The Housing Inspector dispatched a leiter to the owner(s) with information that the docket would be presented to the
City Council for necessary action.

This is the 13th day of December |, 2010,

Frank Lewis, Jr.

Sr. Code Enforcement Administrator (Housing)
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL
Oor
FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA

Requiring the City Building Inspector
to correct conditions with respect to,
or to demolish and remove a structure
pursuant to the
Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards
Code of the City

The City Council of Fayetteville, North Carolina, does ordain:

The City Council finds the following facts:

(D

@)

With respect to Chapter 14 of the Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards Code of the City,
concerning certain real property described as follows:

725 Bunce Road
PIN# 9497.94.9481

Beginning at an iron stake in the most northern margin of Bunce Road, S.R. 1411, the said beginning point
being North 38 degrees 20 minutes 33 seconds West 207.08 feet , more or less, from the intersecting point
of the northern margin of Bunce Road and the most western line of the Empie L. Bunce fract known as Lot
No. 4 and recorded in Book 445, Page 129, of the Cumberland County Registry of which this is the
remaining part, and runs thence with the northern margin of Bunce Road, North 38 Degrees 20 minutes 33
seconds West216.06 feet to an iron stake, being the southwestern corner of Marjorie Agathia Bunce
McNeil Edwards lot recorded in Book 973, Page 531, in the Cumberland County Registry, and runs thence
with her line and beyond, North 40 degrees, 42 minutes East 258.40 feet fo an iron stake; thence South 44
degrees 22 minufes 32 seconds East 232.72 feet to an iron stake; thence South 44 degrees 44 minutes 25
seconds West 280.19 feet fo the point and place of Beginning, confaining 1.377 acres as surveyed by
Jimmy Bunce, RLS, L- 1271, August 1982. Together with improvements locaied thereon, said property
formerly known as 207 Bunce Road.

The owner(s) of and parties in interest in said property are:

Jesse Lemons and wife

5815 LaBonte Road

Hope Mills, NC 28348-2183

All due process and all provisions of the Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards Code of the City

having been followed, the Inspections Director duly issued and served an order requiring the owners of said
property fo: repair or demolish the structure on or before April 18, 2010.
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(3)

)

(3)

And said owners without lawful cause, failed or refused to comply with said order; and the Building
Inspector is authorized by said Code, and NC General Statute 160A-443(5), when ordered by Ordinance of
the City Council, to do with respect to said property what said owners were so ordered to do, but did not.

The City Council has fully reviewed the entire record of said Inspections Director thereon, and finds, that
all findings of fact and all orders therein of said Inspections Director are true and authorized except:

None.

That pursuant to NC General Statute 160A-443(6), the cost of $2,788.00 shall be a lien against the real
property upon which the cost was incurred.

Whereupon, it is ordained that:

SECTION 1

The Building Inspector is ordered forthwith to accomplish, with respect to said property, precisely and fully
what was ordered by said Inspections Director as set forth fully above, except as modified in the following
particulars:

This property is to be demolished and all debris removed from the premises, and the cost
of said remnoval shall be a lien against the real property as described herein.

SECTION 2

The lien as ordered herein and permitted by NC General Statute 160A-443(6) shall be effective from and
after the date the work is completed, and a record of the same shall be available in the office of the City of
Fayetteville Finance Department, Collections Division, 2nd Floor - City, 433 Hay Streef, Fayetteville, NC
28301,

SECTION 3

This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its adoption.

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.

ATTEST:

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

BY:

Anthony Chavonne, Mayor

Rita Perry, City Clerk
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TO: Mayor
City Council Members
City Manager
City Attorney

Under provisions of Chapter 14, titled Housing, Dwelings and Buildings of the Code of the City of Fayetteville,
North Carolina, the Tnspection Department is requesting the docket of the owner who has failed to comply with this
Code, be presented to the City Council for action. All proceedings that are required by the Code, Section 14-61,
have been complied with. We request the Council take action under the provisions of Chapter 14 of the Code and
applicable NC General Statutes.

Location 6768 Bailey Lake Road

Property Owner(s) Helen McNeill Green and Cornell Green

Date of Inspection June 5, 2009

Date of Hearing August 19, 2009

Finding/Facts of Seheduled Hearing | Notice to repair/demolish the structure within 60 days mailed August 19,
2009

Owner’s Response None

Appeal Taken (Board of Appeals) No

Other Utilities disconnected since June, 2009
Hearing was advertised in the Fayetteville Observer August 9, 2009

Police Calls for Service (past 2 yrs) | 11

The Housing Inspector dispatched a letter to the owner(s) with information that the docket would be presented to the
City Council for necessary action.

This is the 13thday of December , 2010,

Frank Lewis, 9r.

Sr. Code Enforcement Administrator (Housing)
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL
OF
FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA

Requiring the City Building Inspector
to correct conditions with respect to,
or to demolish and remove a structure
pursuant to the
Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards
Code of the City

The City Council of Fayetteville, North Carolina, does ordain:

The City Council finds the following facts:

(D

(2)

With respect to Chapter 14 of the Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards Code of the City,
concerning certain real property described as follows:

6768 Bailey Lake Road
PIN# 0406-14-3007

Beginning at an iron stake in the eastern margin of NC State Road 1106 (60 foot right of way), the
intersecting point at the eastern margin of NC State Road 1106 and the northern line of Lashley McNeill’s
original 13 acre tract recorded in DB 2051 at 369, Cumb. Cnty. Reg., of which this is a part and runs thence
with the northern line of the original tract § 82 Deg 52 Min E for 347.63 feet fo the northeastern corner of
the original tract, thence with the eastern line of the original tract S 07 Deg 11 Min W for 90 feet fo an iron
stake in that line, thence a new line S 85 Deg 55 Min W for 286.86 feet to an iron stake in the eastern
margin of NC State Road 1106 N 17 Deg 49 Min W for 45.52 feet to an iron stake, thence N 16 Deg 58
Min W for 114 .48 feet to the point and place of beginning, containing 0.87 acres, more or less, as surveyed
by Jimmy Bunce, RLS, L-1271, September 1984.

The property hereinabove described was acquired as follows: See DB 3036 at P 43, Cumberland
County Registry.

The owner(s) of and parties in interest in said property are:

Helen MeNeill Green Cornell Green
6768 Bailey Lake Road 114 Plumcreek Lane
Fayetteville, NC 28304-4725 Enoree, SC 29335

All due process and all provisions of the Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards Code of the City
having been followed, the Inspections Director duly issued and served an order requiring the owners of said
property to: repair or demolish the structure on or before October 19, 2009.
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3 And said owners without lawful cause, failed or refused to comply with said order; and the Building
Inspector is authorized by said Code, and NC General Statute 160A-443(5), when ordered by Ordinance of
the City Council, to do with respect to said property what said owners were so ordered to do, but did not.

()] The City Council has fully reviewed the entire record of said Inspections Director thereon, and finds, that
all findings of fact and all orders therein of said Inspections Director are true and authorized except:

None,

&) That pursuant to NC General Statute 160A-443(6), the cost of $3,200.00 shall be a lien against the real
property upon which the cost was incurred.

Whereupon, it is ordained that:

SECTION 1
The Building Inspector is ordered forthwith to accomplish, with respect to said property, precisely and fully
what was ordered by said Inspections Director as set forth fully above, except as modified in the following

particulars:

This property is to be demolished and all debris removed from the premises, and the cost
of said reinoval shall be a lien against the real property as described herein.

SECTION 2
The lien as ordered herein and permitted by NC General Statute 160A-443(6) shall be effective from and
after the date the work is completed, and a record of the same shall be available in the office of the City of
Faystteville Finance Department, Collections Division, 2nd Floor - City, 433 Hay Street, Fayetteville, NC
28301,

SECTION 3

This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its adoption.

Adopted this 13th day of December, 2010.

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

BY:

Anthony Chavonne, Mayor

ATTEST:

Rita Perry, City Clerk
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| CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Councill

FROM: Rusty Thompson, PE, PTOE, City Traffic Engineer

DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Approval of Consiruction Contract for Franklin Street Parking Deck

THE QUESTION:
Does Council want to move forward with the construction of the Franklin Street Parking Deck by
approving the construction contract to the lowest, responsible, responsive bidder?

RELATIONSHIP. TQ STRATEGIC PLAN:
Revitalized Downtown - A Community Focal Point

BACKGROUND:
« Council autherized the City Manager to enter a contract for the design of the parking deck at
the May 24, 2010 regularly scheduled meeting.
+ The parking deck was designed and advertised for bid to seven pre-qualified coniractors.

The following bids were received on November 23, 2010:

Bidders Total Cost

LeChase {DUrham, NC) ..o ssss s s sesnens $6,132,000.00
Rodgers Builders {Charlotte, NC).....ccoocirir i $6,248,500.00
JeDunn Gonstruction{Charlotie, NC).......ccuvimnin s $6,411,700.00
JM Thompson (Raleigh, NC).....oc e senssrenrsssessersnssreee $6,568,300.00
Barnhill Contracting (Raleigh, NC).....ccverrerisiiiciiiinnin $6,688,200.00
Donley's (RIChMOond, VA)....c.cocrcimiimimires s essesnesnes $6,873,700.00

Bids were solicited from seven (7) contractors with six (8} contractors responding. Staff
recommends awarding the coniract to the lowest, responsible, responsive bidder which is LeChase
Construction Services, LLC based out of Durham, NC with a total bid of $6,132,000.

ISSUES:
Due to ARRA funding, the contract must be awarded prior to December 31, 2010.

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:

« Approve the award of the construction contract to LeChase Construction Services, LLC in
the amount of $6,132,000 which is the lowest,, responsive bid received by the City.
s Do not award the construction contract.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve the award of the construction contract to LeChase Construction Services, LLC in the
amount of $6,132,000 which is the lowest, responsive bid received by the City.




[ CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council

FROM: Jeffery P. Brown, PE, Engineering & Infrastructure Director
DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Adoption of Municipal Speed Ordinances

THE QUESTION:

Does the City Council concur with NCDOT’s request to enact municipal speed limit ordinances on
NCDOT maintained streets? Many of these locations are streets that were previously covered by
County statutory ordinances that are now within the city limits and have not been updated
previously following Phase V annexation.

RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:
Growing City, Livable Neighborhoods - A Great Piace To Live

BACKGROUND:

¢ These speed ordinances were presented to Council on June 14, 2010 and Council directed staff
to ask NCDOT to restudy some of the areas.

+ Most of these ordinances will maintain the speed limit in areas recently annexed.

s Others are a "house cleaning” effort to consolidate the NCDOT speed ordinance database.
These are the ordinances in which Council is being asked to repeal.

» A portion of Dundle from Strickland Bridge to King Road, Galatia Church from Stoney Point to
Gillis Hill, Gillis Hill from Hoke County line to 0.21 mile south of US 401 (Raeford Road} (to the
existing reduced speed zone) would all be reduced from a 55 mph to 45 mph speed limit.

1SSUES:

+ Location of Interest: A school zone is proposed for the new elementary school on Century
Circle (0.33 miles west of Strickland Bridge to 0.28 miles east of Stoney Point Road). This
will be a 45 mph reduction in effect 30 minutes before and after school days begin and end.

« Council requested NCDOT to study several roads and NCDOT has done so.

« [f NCDOT and the City cannot agree on modifying the speed limit for a particular street the
existing speed limit will remain in place.

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:

» Adopt ordinances as recommended.
s Reject the ordinances.
s Reject specific ordinances until NCDOT has studied for further reduction.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Adopt the attached speed ordinances for concurrence for NCDOT.

ATTACHMENTS:
Summary of Speed Ordinance Changes
NCDOT LETTER
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

BEVERLY EAVES PERDUE EUGENE A. ConTl, JR.
GOVERNOR SECRETARY

December 1, 2010

Jeffery P. Brown, P.E.

Engineering & Infrasteucture Director
City of Fayetteville

339 Alexander Street

Fayetteville, North Carolina 28301

Dear Mr. Brown,

This s in response to your request to investigate concerns expressed at the Cumberland County
Citizens United meeting to Council Member Crisp, concerning speed limits in western
Fayetteville, Our staff has recently performed traffic engineering investigations at these
locations,

As a part of these investigations, several characteristics are reviewed to determine if the roadway
warrants a reduction in the speed limit. A few examples ate; the type of route, roadway
alignment, pavement markings, pavement cross-section, shoufder widths, existing traffic control
devices, signalized and non-signatized intersections, roadside development, access locations,
reported accident history, average daily traffic (ADT) and the 85" percentile speed, The 85"
percentile speed is the speed at which §5 percent of all motorists feel comfort and safe driving
given their surroundings. The establishment of a speed limit less than that of the §5% percentile
speed, typically results in noncompliance of the posted speed by motorists and increases the
accident potential of the roadway. To further reduce the speed limit will have little, if any effect
upon speeding motorists. This type problem is best addressed through focal law enforcement,
Investigations have been completed at the following locations with our recommendations
proceeding.

¢ Speed reduction- Along SR 1139 (Barefoot Rd.), from SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.) to the
Hoke County Line. This section of roadway measured 0.70 mile. The pavement
structure consisted of 2 two-lane, two-way road. The verfical and horizontal alignments
were reviewed. The roadway consisted of a 19.5 feet pavement cross-section and
various grass shoulder widths ranging from 8 to 12 feet. The roadway was delineated
with painted pavement markings., Traffic devices approaching the intersection of SR
1112 (Stoney Point Rd.) included 2 - 36 inch stop ahead warming signs and 2 - 36 inch
stop signs. The horizontal alignment was delincated with curve warning signs
supplemented with 35 mph and three sets of chevrons. In addition, a 55 mph speed limit
sign is posted near the intersection of SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.) and the Hoke County
Line. All of these signs were installed or updated in recent years and were noted in
adequate condition. The reported accident history was researched over the most recent
five year period revealing eight accidents, Tn addition, traffic counters were placed to
acquire the ADT and 85" percentife speed. The study revealed an ADT of 2,513
vehicles. The 85™ percentile speed was 53.70 mph in the northbound lane and

P. O. Box 1150 - Fayetteville, N. C. 28302 - PHONE: (910) 486-1452 - FAX: (910) 437-2599
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Jeffrey P. Brown
December 1, 2010
Page 2 of 4

50.69 mph in the southbound lane. Based on the roadway characteristics, it is
recommended to reduce the speed limil to 45 mph along this route.

e Speed reduction- SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.), from 0.15 mite west of SR 1109 (Dundle
Rd.) to the Hoke County Line. The pavemnent structure consisted mainly of a two-lane,
two-way road with the exception of multiple lane sections at the signalized intersection
of SR 1102 (Gillis Hill Rd.) and newly constructed turn Janes at the intersection of
SR 1104 (Century Circle). The newly constructed turn lanes are a result of the New
Century Elementary and Middle School construction, which was designed to
accommodate the 55 mph speed limit and future school volumes. The roadway consisted
of 23 feet pavement cross-section and vatious grass shoulder widths ranging from 6 to 12
feet. The roadway was delineated with thermoplastic pavement martkings and raised
reflective pavement markers. All appropriate regulatory and warning signs wete present.
This section of roadway was noted less than 50 percent developed. The reported
accident history did not reveal a pattern correctable by the reduction of the 55 mph speed
limit. In addition, multiple speed studies were conducted and revealed an ADT of 7,532
vehicles, The average 85" percentile speed was 52.98 mph in the southbound lane and
53.78 mph in the northbound lanc. Based on the roadway characteristics, 85" percentile
speed, and recent imptovements, it is recommended to maintain the posted 55 mph speed
limit,

*  Speed reduction- SR 1111 (Braddy Rd.}, from SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.) to
SR 1108 (King Rd.). This section of road measured 0.95 mile in length. The pavement
structure consisted of a two-lane, two-way road with one horizontal curve. The roadway
consisted of 21 feet pavement cross-section and various grass shoulder widths ranging
from 6 to 12 feet. The travel lanes were delineated with painted pavement markings.
Residential development was 60 percent, The horizontal curve was posted with curve
warning signs that were installed in 2008, Traffic devices included: 1 - 30-inch stop
sign posted at the intersection of SR 1112, (Stoney Point Rd.) and I - 36-inch stop sign at
the intersection of SR 1108 (King Rd.). The reported accident history was researched
over the most recent five year period. The history revealed eight accidents. All of these
accidents took place at the intersection SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.). A speed study
revealed an ADT of 877 vehicles. The average 85" percentile speed was 50.82 mph in
the northbound lane and 55.45 mph in the southbound lane. As a result of this
investigation, it was recomnmended to install additional traffic control devices at the
intersection of SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.). This intersection was upgraded with the
replacement of the existing stop sign, the addition of 1 - 30 inch stop sign and
supplemented by a stop ahead warning sign. Based on the roadway characteristics, the
85" percentile speed, and recent improvements, we do not recommend a reduction of the
existing 55 mph speed linit at this time,

* Speed reduction- SR 1109 (Dundle Rd.), from SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.) to

SR 1104 (Strickland Bridge Rd.). The pavement structure consisted of a two-lane, two-
way road with several horizontal curves. The roadway consisted of 25 feet pavement
cross-section and various grass shoulder widths ranging from 6 to 10 feet. The travel
lanes were delineated with painted pavement markings. The access locations and
existing traffic devices were reviewed along this route. All curves along this route were
signed with curve warning signs. The majority of curves werc supplemented with
advisory speed panels and chevrons along the outer perimeters. A school bus stop
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Jeffrey P, Brown
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ahead watning sign was also posted along this route. A stop ahead warning sign and 36
inch stop signs were present approaching the intersection of SR 1104 (Strickland Bridge
Rd.). All signs were noted in good condition. The repoited accident history was
researched over the most recent five year period. The history revealed several accidents.
The majority of these accidents took place at the intersection of SR 1112 (Stoney Point
Rd.). As aresult of this accident pattern, a signal was recently installed at this
intersection. A speed study revealed an average 85™ percentile speed of 52.40 mph in
the northbound lane and 52.46 mph in the southbound lane. Based on the roadway
aligninent and access, it is recommended to veduce the speed limit to 45 mph.

*  Speed reduction- SR 1104 (Century Cir.}, from SR 1104 (Stricktand Bridge Rd.) to
SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.). The pavement structure mainly consisted of a two-lane,
two-way road with additional widening at the New Century Elementary and Middle
School Driveway. The roadway alignment noted vertical and horizontal curvature. The
roadway consisted of 20 feet paveinent cross-section and various grass shoulders widths
ranging from 6 to 12 feet. The pavement was delineated with painted pavement
markings, Development along this route was less than 50 percent, Traffic devices
included: 2 - curve warning supplemented with 45 mph advisory speed panels, 2 -
reverse curve watning signs, 2 -littering is illegal $1000.00 fine, | - stop ahead warning
sign, aud 2 - RXR warning signs. The speed limit was posted at 55 mph, with a 45 mph
school speed zone limit supplemented by SCHOOL pavement markings. The reported
accident history revealed two accidents; both were classified as “run off road.” A speed
study revealed an ADT of 2,035 vehicles. The study also revealed an average 85%
percentile speed of 59.90 mph in the westbound lane and 55.13 mph in the eastbound
lane. Based on the number of accidents, recent improvements and the 85" percentile
speed of motorists, we do not recommend the reducing the 55 mph speed litnit at this
time,

*  Speed reduction- SR 1103 (Galatia Church Rd.), from SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.) to
SR 1102 (Gillis Hill Rd.). This section of roadway measured 0.46 miles. The pavement
structure consisted of a two-lane, two-way road with one horizontal curve. The roadway
consisted of 20 feet pavement cross-section and various grass shoulder widths ranging
from 4 to 6 feet. The travel Janes were delineated with painted pavemnent markings.
Traffic devices included: 2 - curve waming signs supplemented with 35 inph advisory
speed panels, 1 - stop ahead warning sign, and 2 - 36 inch stop signs. All signs were
installed or updated in recent years and noted in good condition, The reported accident
history revealed sixteen accidents; all at the intersection SR 1102 (Gillis Hili Rd.).
Based on the number of accidents and roadway characteristics, we recommend a
reduction to 45 mph on SR 1103 (Galatia Church Rd.), between SR 1102 (Gillis Hiil
Rd.) and SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.).

¢ Speed reduction- SR 1103 (Galatia Church Rd.), from the Hoke County Line to SR 1112
(Stoney Point Rd.). The pavement structure consisted of & two-lane, two-way road. The
roadway consisted of 20 feet pavement cross-section and various grass shoulders from 4
to 6 feet. The travel lanes were delineated with painted pavement markings. Traffic
devices included: 1 - 36 inch stop sign and a 55 mph speed limit posted at the county
line. All signs were installed or updated in recent years and noted in good condition.
The accident history for the most recent five year period was also researched. The
accident history revealed one accident; an angle collision at the intersection of SR 1103
(Galatia Church Rd.) and SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.). A speed study was conducted
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south of SR 1112 (Stoney Point Rd.), The study revealed an ADT of 1,622 vehicles.
The study also revealed an 85 percentile speed of 62.03 mph in the northbound lane and
56.47 mph in the southbound lane, Based on the reported accident history, roadway
characteristics and the 85" percentile speed of notorists, it is reconmmended to maintain
the cutrent 55 mph speed limit at this time,

* Speed reduction- SR 1102 (Gillis Hill Rd.), from the Hoke County Line to 0.21 mile
south of US 401 (Raeford Rd.). The pavement structure consisted mainly of a two-lane,
two-way road with several vertical and horizontal curves. The roadway mainly consisted
of 28.5 feet pavement cross-section with 8 feet grass shoulders. Travel Ianes were
delineated with thermoplastic pavement markings and raised paveient markers, The
developmnent along the roadway was 30 percent. Traffic devices included: signal
warning signs, winding road warning signs with advisory speed limit of 35 mph, T-
intersection warning signs with advisory speed limit of 35 mph, tractor signs, reversed
curve warning signs with advisory speed fimit of 35 mph, seven sefs of chevrons, and
curve warning signs with advisory speed limit of 45 mph. These signs were installed in
recent years and noted in adequate condition. A section of guardrail was present along
both shoulders involving vertical and horizontal alignment in combination with a water
hazard. The AADT for this roadway is 12,500 vehicles. The 85" percentile speeds were
unable to be acquired due to the vertical and horizontal alignments. Based on the
vertical and horizontal alignments we recommend reducing the speed limit to 45 mph,

Mr. Brown, we appreciate the council’s interest in the safety of our highways. Although we
catnot comply with all of their requests, we trust they wilt understand our position in these
matters. Should conditions change in these arcas, we can conduct additional investigations as
necessary.

Please present our recommendations to your City Council for their consideration and for
enactment of the appropriate ordinances. Upon enactment, please exccute the original certificate
forns and return the original forms to Mr. W, L. Jernigan, Jr,, P.E., Division Traffic Engineer,
P.0. Box 1150, Fayetteviile, North Carolina, 28302.

If further information is requested, or you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at

(910) 486-1452.
/W‘s veyy tyily,
W. @éﬁg 1, Jr., PE

Division Traffic Engineer

WLI:pjh
Attachments

ce; G. W. Burns, P.E,, Division Engineer
R. L. Hines, Ir,, P.E,, District Engineer
L. K. Langdon, Assistant Division Traffic Engineer
D. B. Phipps, P.E., Regional Traffic Engincer
R. W. Thompson, P.E., P.T.0.E., City Traffic Engineer
P. H. Daughtry, 111, P.E., CPM, Eastern Regional Operations Engineer
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| CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM: Jeffery P. Brown, PE, Engineering & Infrastructure Director
DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Consider Adoption of Resolution Authorizing Condemnation to Acquire
Easements for the Hoke Loop Road Sidewalk Project

THE QUESTION:
Whether Coungit is willing to authorize condemnation pursuant to North Carolina General Statute
of the necessary easements required for the sidewalk along Hoke Loop Road.

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

BACKGROUND:

» Hoke Loop Road is one of the priority locations for sidewalks identified in the City's Capitat
Improvement Plan (CIF).

¢ The plan is to construct a sidewalk along the north western side of Hoke Loop Road

from Treyburn Boulevard to Christina Drive.

+ Along this section, the developer for James Creek North along with New Life Bible Fellowship
Church wilt be constructing sidewalks as part of their overall development plan.

ISSUES:

« City Staff hasn't been able {o acquire the needed easements for this project. Some property
owners have expressed to the City that they have no intentions of working with the City by

selling the necessary easements.

» The City has applied to the Safe Routes to School Program through NCDOT for a grant to fund
the majority of this project.

¢ The City cannot receive the grant without the necessary easements acquired for the
construction of the sidewalk.

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:

« Adopt the resolution authorizing of the necessary easements for the project through
condemnation in order to keep the project moving forward.

« Do not adopt the resolution which will delay the project while alternative options are evaluated.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Adopt the resolution authorizing of the necessary easements for the project through condemnation
in order to keep the project moving forward.

ATTACHMENTS:
Condemnation Resolution
Map of Properties




Resolution Number 2010

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDEMNATION

TO ACQUIRE CERTAIN PROPERTY

WHEREAS, 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:

SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS, COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE HOKE LOOP ROAD

SIDEWALK PROJECT

WHEREAS, the proper officials or representatives of the City of Fayettevilie have
been unable to acquire the needed interest in this property by negotiated conveyance,

NOW, 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 listed below;

PARCEL
9477-63-6498 Freddy and Kanice McLean
9477-63-9585 Robin McLauchlin Hudson
0477-63-8507 William and Sherry McLauchlin
Robin M. and Walter Hudson
9477-713-1677 Christel D. Bryant
Robin McLauchlin Hudson
9477-83-2883 William V. and Naomi Melvin
9477-63-5690 Dorothy Mainor Ross Heirs

2, The City Attorney is directed to institute the necessary proceedings under

2784.57 SF
2783.24 SF

267.30 SF
1610.20 SF

2072.96 SF
18.52 SF

North Carolina General Statue § 40A-42 to acquire the property herein

described.

ADOPTEDthis the 13t day of December, 2010, by the City Council of the

City of Fayetteville, North Carolina.

CITYOF FAYETTEVILLE

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: Council Member Bobby Hurst - District 5

DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Presentation of the Appointment Committee Recommendation to the Board of
Appeals on Dweillings and Buildings

THE QUESTION:
Does the recommendation to the Board of Appeals on Dwellings and Buildings from the City
Council's Appointment Committee meet the City Council's approval?

RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN:

« Partnership of Citizens - Citizens Volunteering to help the City

+ Greater Community Unity - Pride of Fayetteville

+ Diverse Culture and Rich Heritage - Diverse people working together with a single vision
and common goals

BACKGROUND:

The Appointment Committee met on Wednesday, December 6, 2010 to review applications to
address a vacancy on the Board of Appeals on Dwellings and Buildings. It is from that meeting that
the Appointment Committee recommends the appointment of Jon H. Hunt to the Board of Appeals
on Dwellings and Buildings.

Additionally, to maintain regularity, it was the consensus of the Appointment Committee to direct

staff to establish a reguiar meeting date and time by polling the members of the Board of Appeais
on Dwellings and Buildings for their availability.

ISSUES:
NA

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:

1. Approve the Appointment Committee recommendation to appoint Jon H. Hunt to fill the
Board of Appeals on Dwellings and Buildings vacancy.

2. Do not approve Appointment Committee recommendation 1o appoint Jon H. Hunt fill the
Board of Appeals on Dwellings and Buildings vacancy.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the Appointment Committee recommendation to appoint Jon H. Hunt to fill the Board
of Appeals on Dwellings and Buildings vacancy.




TO:

FROM: Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
DATE: December 13, 2010
RE:

| CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

Mayor and Members of City Gouncil

Revenue and Expenditure Report for Annualiy Budgeted Funds for the Three-
Month Period Ended September 30, 2010 and 2009

THE QUESTION:
Information Report Only

RELATIONSHIP TQ STRATEGIC PLAN:

Core Value: Stewardship

Goal 3: More Efficient City Government - Cost Effective Service Delivery. Objective 1: Greater
accountability for performance, resulls and transparency.

BACKGROUND:

N

one

This report provides cumulative revenue and expenditure information for the City's annually
budgeted funds for the three-month period ended September 30, 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 Genera! Fund.

The report includes revenue and expenditure data for the current fiscal year {column
“FY2011 Actual thru September”), with comparison columns for the current year's budget
(column “FY2011 Annual Budget as of September”) and revenue and expenditure data
through the same period in last fiscal year {column “FY2010 Actual thru September"}. 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.

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.

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 (September 2010
compared to September 2009).

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

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 through the month of
August 2010, and for comparative purposes sales taxes through the month of August 2009,
in this report.

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.

SSUES:

BUDGET IMPACT:
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OPTIONS:
Not applicable.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
No action required. information report only.

ATTACHMENTS:
September 2010 Revenue and Expenditure Report
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General Fund Revenue Report

For the Period Ended
September 30, 2010
FY2010 FY201i1 FY2011 FY2011 Actual
Actual Annual Budget Actual % of % Change
thru As Of thru Budget Over Last
Description September September September Obtained Year
Ad Valorem Taxes
Current Year Taxes 5,268,776.23 57,288,982,00 §,465,623.40 9.54% 3.74%
Pricr Year Taxes 513,280.33 1,028,000.00 496,829.49 48,42% -3.21%
Penaities & Interast 47,958,34 318,000,00 46,167.81 14.52% -3.73%
Other Taxes
Vehicle License Tax 148,284.87 §19,600.00 154,217.79 24.88% 4.00%
Privilege License Tax 878,044.46 1,068,450.00 885,491.54 83.03% 0.74%
Framchise Fees - 323,817.00 - 0.00% H/A
Vehicle Gross Recelpts 74,678.,83 464,000.00 88,937.85 18.74% 16.57%
Intergovernmantai Revenues
Federal 228,708.87 694,953.00 198,858.44 28.63% -12.24%
State
Sales Taxes 4,976,399.78 30,754,690.00 4,878,848.38 18.19% 0.07%
Utility Taxes - 9,850,241.00 - 0.00% N/A
Other 5,173,125.62 6,133,351.00 5,028,508.05 81.95% -2.80%
Local 203,689.44 4,063,757,00 299,881.51 T.40% 2.11%
Functional Revenues
Permits and Fees 480,786.18 1,818,200,00 692,311.85 36.09% 44.00%
Property Leases 81,613.87 582,414.00 £3,380.52 9.17% -34.59%
Engineering/Planning Services 82,234.45 373,050.00 £83,476.18 26.06% 13.67%
Public Safety Services 190,255,24 1,204,574.00 186,4308.79 16.64% -0.86%
Environmental Services 19,704.80 73,293.00 18,906,78 25.80% -4.06%
Parks & Recreation Fees 283,129.02 1,084,800.00 307,210.07 28.06% 8.51%
QOlher Fees and Services 20,550.05 20,221.00 13,803.44 15.41% -32.34%
Other Revenues
Refunds and Sundry 255,973.03 632,156.00 171,589.70 27.14% -32.97%
Indirect Cost Allecation 270,738.78 1,157,958.00 289,489.44 25.00% 6.93%
Speclal use assessment 52,668.56 170,000.00 80,483,113 47,33% 52.76%
Sale of Assets & Materials 33,116.57 180,500.00 76,854.30 42.58% 132.07%
Investment Income 3,168.38 750,000.00 8,875.78 1.16% 173.82%
Other Finanelng Sources
Preceeds from Bonds - - - NIA N/A
Proceeds from Loans 760,000.00 - - NIA -100,00%
Interfund Transfers 2,172,408.14 10,479,372.00 3,3567,414.22 32,04% 54,55%
Capital Leases - - - NIA NIA
Fund Balance Appropriation - 7.158,107.00 - 0.00% N/A
TOTAL 22,298,089.84 138,459,386,00 22,094,576.62 16.61% 3.12%
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Operating Funds Revenue Report
For the Period Ended

September 30, 2010
EY2010 FY2011 FY2011 Fy2011 Actual
Actual Annuat Budget Actual % of % Change
thru As Of thru Budget Over Last
Description Septembar September September Obtalned Year
Parking Fund
Functional Revenues 73,112.89 326,185.00 72,715.04 22.09% -0.54%
Other Revenues - - - N/A N/A
Investment Incoma - 3,000.00 - 0.00% N/A
Total 73,112.89 332,185.00 72,715.04 21.89% -0.54%
GCentral Business Tax District Fund
Ad Valorem Taxes 14,856.54 131,287.00 11,833.21 9.09% -10.668%
[nvestment Income - 840.00 - 0.00% N/A
Fund Balance - 91,181.00 - 0.00% NIA
Total 14,858,654 223,308.00 11,833.21 5.34% -19.66%
Stormwater Fund
Stormwater Fees 833,511,880 5,099,839.00 604,604.71 11.86% -4.53%
Other Revenues 6,158.25 - - N/A -100.00%
Investment Income - B4,007.00 - 0.00% N/A
Fund Balance - 4,685,185.00 - 0.00% N/A
Total 639,668.14 9,851,031.00 604,804.71 6.14% -5.45%
Emergency Telephone System Fund
Intergovernmental 176,717.66 1,060,306.00 178,717.68 18.87% 0.00%
Investment Income - 10,500.00 - 0.00% N/A
Intérfund Transfers 5,998.48 - - NIA -100.00%
Fund Balance - 148,870.00 - 0.00% N/A
Total 162,716.14 1,219,876.00 176,717.68 14.49% -3.28%
Risk Management Funds
Inferfund Charges 2,735,539.98 14,022,088.00 2,833,466,45 20.21% 3.58%
Other Revenues
Employee Gonlributions 652,871.50 3,304,633.00 883,283.94 20.68% 4,84%
Refunds and Sundry 221,384,649 71,417.00 67,437.02 94.43% -89.54%
Investment fncome - 308,000,00 - 0.00% N/A
Intarfund Transfers 1,921,100.00 - 401,000.00 N/A ~79.13%
Fund Balance - 19,400.00 - 0.00% NiA
Tofal 5,530,006.12 17,726,547.00 3,885,190.31 22.48% -27.95%
Transit Fund
Other Taxes 137,754.72 608,300.00 122,686.43 20.17% -10.84%
Federal Operating Grant 105,581,00 1,153,128.00 203,985.00 17.69% 93.20%
Siate Operating Grant - 533,998,00 - 0.00% N/A
Bus Fares 149,903.08 670,241.00 208,880.87 30.75% 39.35%
Contract Transportation 40,881.27 - - N/A -100.00%
Other Revenue 2,603.80 20,843.00 3,257.67 16.78% 2512%
Interfund Transfers BE7,500.99 2,874,099.00 677,511.89 23.57% 1.50%
Total 1,104,224.64 5,869,409.00 1,216,331.06 20.72% 10.15%
Alrport Fund
Intergovernmental Revenues 38,739.20 145,095.00 52,605.70 36.03% 43.18%
Property Leases 418,646.33 2,010,100.00 447,958.50 22.29% 7.00%
Franchise Fees 219,922,685 098,322.00 235,562.81 23.60% T11%
Landing Fees 86,315.88 397,685.00 98,100.63 24.67% 1.85%
Training Facllity Fees 10,750.00 19,850.00 §2,250.00 61.71% 13.95%
Other Revenues 40,804.58 178,480.00 44,159.71 24.74% 8.22%
Public Safety Reimbursements 21,074.25 84,297.00 21,074.24 25.00% 0.00%
Investment Income - 87,000.00 - 0.00% N/A
Interfund Transfers . N 30,075.55 N/A 100.00%
Fund Balance - - - N/A NIA
Total 844,255.87 3,801,736.00 041,787.24 24.14% 11.65%
Recyeling Fund
Recycling Fees 224 528.69 2,253,210.00 244, 727.97 10.86% 9.00%
Intergovernmental 78,110.00 296,130.00 74,501.25 25.16% -4.62%
Other Revenues 3,113.71 1,400.00 178.50 12.75% -94.27%
Investment Income - 19,000.00 - 0.00% NIA
Interfund Transfers - - - N/A N/A
Total 305,752.40 2,570,440.00 310,407.72 12.43% 4.47%
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Qperating Funds Revenue Report
For the Period Ended

September 30, 2010
Fy2o1o FY2011 FY20i1 FY2011 Actual
Actual Annual Budget Actuaf % of % Change
thru As OFf thru Budget Over Last
Deseription September September September Obtained Year
LEOSSA Fund
Interfund Charges 116,091.04 499, 573.00 144,527.43 28.03% 24.48%
[nvestment Income - 42,000,00 B 0.00% N/A
Fund Balance - 12 537.00 - 0.00% NiA
Total 116,091.04 554,110.00 144,527.43 26.08% 24.49%
City of Fayetteville Finance Corporation .
Investment incoma 314.24 - - N/A -100.00%
Property Leases 245,825.00 1,440,475.00 163,125.00 11,25% -33.50%
Totat 245,939.24 1,449 475.00 163,126.00 11.25% «33.87%
Vehicle Lease Fund
Interfund Charges 84,997.43 - - N/A -100.00%
Fungd Balance - 102,215.00 - 0.00% NIA
Total £4,997.43 102,215.00 - 0.00% -100.00%
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General Fund Expenditure Report

For the Period Ended

September 30, 2010
FY20f0 FY2011 FY2011 EFY2011 FYz014 Actual
Actual Annual Budget Actual Encumbrances % of % Change
thru As Of thru thru Budget Over Last
Description Septembar Septamber September Seplambar Expanded Yoar
Gity Attorney
Persannet 166,318.79 785,934,00 17242673 - 21.94% 3.87%
Qperating f Conlract Services 286,453.17 365,730.00 161,852.63 - 44.20% -43.57%
Capital - - - - N/A NIA
Qther 58.14 300.00 8578 - 28.80% 47.56%
Total 452 830.10 1,151,984.00 334,167.15 - 29.01% -28.20%
City Manager
Personnel 183,908,19 B44,242.00 200,210.75 - 23.70% 8.86%
Cpefating f Conlract Sendcas 10,685.42 365,082.00 18,001.37 - 44 35% 48,75%
Capltal - - - - N/A NIA
Gther 1,218.35 2,£00.00 275.14 - 11.01% -77.38%
Total 195,809,858 B33,524.00 218,487,268 - 24.50% 10.56%
Community Devefopment
Personnel 3563284 143,368.00 34,741.69 - 24.23% -2.50%
Operating / Contract Sénvicas 122,155.85 799,287.00 101,674.75 725,349.81 12.71% -16.85%
Gapltal - - - - NA N/A
Cther 181,688.00 148,641.00 178,735.00 - 120.26% -1.83%
Total 334,486.49 4,091,296.00 315,051.44 725,349.81 28.87% «7.20%
Development Services
Personnal 690,987,04 2,844,708.00 630,859.77 - 22.18% -8.70%
Qperating / Contract Senvices 140,243.61 1,118,034.00 170,360.82 91,100.00 15.24% 21.47%
Capital 42,087.42 43,955.00 6,876.28 - 15.64% -83.65%
QOther 8,059.35 5,821.00 §30.70 - 10.83% 92.17%
Total 891,378.32 4,012,518.00 808,727.57 et1,100.00 20.18% -8.24%
Enginearing & !Infrastructure
Personnel 803,073.92 4,040,549,00 879,016.51 - 21.75% -2.66%
Cperating / Conlract Services 1,090,084.61 2,518,733.00 511,182.87 28,286.12 20.31% -5311%
Capita! 2,077.00 476,300.00 - 34,164.07 0.00% -100.00%
Cther 3,737,027.55 3,843.429.00 3,507,380.43 - 21,26% -6.15%
Total 5,732,263 .08 10,677,011.00 4,897 569.81 62,450.19 45.03% -14.56%
Environmental Services
Personnel 1,057,355.80 4,562,569,00 4,000,000.14 - 21.71% -5.42%
Operating / Conbracl Services 399,6824.92 2,012,326.00 558.207.85 20,026.75 27.74% 39.69%
Capital 356,398.00 1,606,665.00 2,735.00 - 0.17% -89.23%
Other 1680,177.73 447,827.00 122,348.13 17.846.45 27.33% -2362%
Total 1,873,654 55 8,659,187.00 1,683,329.92 37,873.20 12.44% -14.71%
Flnanca
Personne! 263,060.20 1,294,264.00 306,621.29 - 23.69% 4.83%
Operaling / Centract Services 305,479.37 1,288,705.00 294,854.30 173,371.00 22.89% +3.45%
Capital 20,200.00 - - - NA -100.00%
Qther - - - - NiA WA
Total 618,739.57 2,562,993.00 601,575.59 173,371.00 23.20% -2.T7%
Fire & Emergency Kanagement
Persennel 4,401,950.27 19,023,244 00 4,538,974.30 - 23.86% 3.91%
Operating / Conlract Services 715,552.58 2,453,761.00 556,390.84 237,823.05 22.68% -22.24%
Cepital 874,562.00 1,473,641.00 510,033.51 368,052.00 34.62% -24.39%
Olher 102,527.88 225,876.00 119,336.82 - 52.88% -38.02%
Total £,994,601.83 23,175,724.00 5,724,735.47 603,975.05 24.70% -4.34%
Human Relattons
Personne! 50,897.40 217,439.00 5142049 - 23,65% 1.05%
Qperaling / Conlract Services 3,439.34 33,040,00 752.61 - 2.28% -78.12%
Capital - - - - N/A NiA
Other - 5,200.00 - - 0.00% NIA
Total 54,338,74 255,679.00 52,162.10 - 20,41% -397%
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General Fund Expenditure Report

For the Peried Ended
September 30, 2010
FY2010 FY2011 FY20i1 FY20i1 FY2011 Actual
Actual Annual Budget Actual Encumbrances % of “% Change
thru As Of thru thru Budget Qver Lest
Dascription September September September Septembar Expended Year
Human Resource Development
Peracnne! 209,620.95 984,569.00 206,725.61 - 21.00% -1.39%
Operating 7 Contract Services 61,120,098 272,285,00 67,581.47 30,120.12 24,82% 10.57%
Capital - £0,000.00 - - 0.00% NA
Other $39.01 750.00 77.08 - 10.27% -44.57%
Total 270,889.05 1,307,614.00 274384.34 30,120.12 20.96% 1.29%
Information Technology
Personnel 26181730 1,361,435.00 315,238.98 17,213.50 23.15% 20.50%
Qperating f Conlract Services 301,980.43 1,550,169.00 550,431.64 67,712.00 35.51% 82.27T%
Cepital 50,660,00 344,597.00 84,640.08 - 18.73% 27.40%
Other 288 862 .00 283 500.00 283 500,00 - 100.00% -1.79%
Total 802,919.73 3,539,701.00 1,213,710.70 £4,025.50 34.28% 34.42%
Management Services
Personne! 125217.86 £94,164.00 117,135.49 - 10.71% -6.45%
Opemating / Contract Sendces 61,560.93 212,666.00 43,385.61 40,614.00 2040% -29.52%
Capital - - - - N/A N/A
Olher (855.53) (35,500.00) (407.11) 2,631.78 1.12% -52.41%
Total 18582308 770,330.00 160.113.99 43,445.78 20.79% -13.88%
Mayor & Councll
Personnel E 65,033.39 320,633.00 61,197.73 - 19.09% -5.90%
Ogperating / Ceniract Services 103,801.34 237,382.00 108,303.02 36,688.71 45.62% 4.34%
Capilal - - - - NIA NIA
Other 795.85 2,600.00 485.67 - 16.68% -36.97%
Total 169,630.58 5§60,615.00 169,988.42 38,688.71 30.32% 0.21%
Other Appropriations
Personnel 5,088.78 32,338.00 5,198.84 - 16.06% 2.18%
Operating / Conlract Services 95,031,13 10,223,832,00 213,243,19 - 2.09% 124.39%
Capital - - - - N/A NIA
Other 1,612,873.88 10,077,025.00 2,030,844.84 64,082.50 20.15% 2591%
Total 1,713,093.75 20,333,325.00 2,249,383.87 84,062.50 11.06% 31.31%
Parks, Recreation & Malntenancs
Personnsl 2,241,142.62 9,021,262.00 2,202,989.61 1,581.60 24.42% -1.70%
Operating / Contract Services 1,393,108,82 5,311,765.00 1,465,219,00 172,484,089 27.58% 537%
Capltal 62,816.00 612,139.00 101,720.34 - 12.52% 61.03%
Other 319,691.48 760,535.00 315,184,112 - 41.44% 1.44%
Total 4,016,838.72 15,905,721.00 4,085,123.07 17407569 2588% 1.70%
Police
Persannel 8,222,896.19 35,688,321.00 7,897,374.55 - 22.41% -2.74%
Operating / Conlract Servicas 1,285,149.59 4,703,078.00 1,338,013.02 151.518.62 26.43% 3.22%
Capltal §60,040.80 2,456,705.00 827,377.08 670,301,234 37.75% 65 .50%
Other 287,399.79 504,080.00 20,166.65 - 4.00% -B2.46%
Total 10,345,4B5.37 43,352,184.00 10,281,832.55 821,817.98 23.72% -0.62%
Tota! General Fund
Personnel 18,813,820.14 81,789,789.00 18,720,152.68 18,705.10 22.89% -1.02%
Operating / Contract Services 6,385,549.00 33,135,009.00 6,156,185.69 1,777,402.27 18.88% -3.50%
Capital 4,786,839.22 7,283,402,00 1,613,282,30 1,070,517.41 22.21% -B,79%
Other 6,769,571.56 16,271,186.00 6,578,750.58 84,640.73 40.43% ~2.82%
Total 33,837,779.92 138,459,3858.00 33,068,381.25 2,851 355.51 23.88% -2.27%
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Operating Funds Expenditure Report

For the Period Ended

September 30, 2010
FY20140 FY2011 Fraoit FYaei FY2011 Actual
Actual Annual Budget Actual Encumbrances % ot % Changa
thru As Of thru thru Budgat Crver Last
Dascription Septemnber Septembar Septembar Saptambear Expended Yaar
Parking Fund
Personne! - - - - MN/A N/A
Operaling / Conltract Services 89,099.14 314,920.00 122,857,586 120,621.58 J9.01% 37.89%
Cepital - - - - WA N/A
QOther - 17,256.00 - - 0.00% NFA
Total 89,099,174 332,185.00 122,857.56 120,621.56 36.98% 37.89%
Central Business Tax District Fund
Personnel - - - - NfA N/A
Operating / Contract Sendcas £0,000.00 B87,384.00 25,000.00 - 37.10% -50.00%
Capital - 75,830.00 . - 0.00% MN/A
Other £0,000.00 B0,094.00 50,000.00 - 62.43% 0.00%
Total 100,000.00 223,308.00 75,000.00 - 33.58% «25,00%
Stormwater Fund
Personnet 373,738.85 1,487,735.00 331,538.07 - 22.28% «11.28%
Operating / Contract Senvices 206,002.43 2,652,365.00 526,683.30 89,055.66 19.86% 1565.87%
Capital 517,753.32 5,411,662.00 85491,31 20,047.00 1.58% -83.49%
Cther 102,238.10 268,268.00 3),561.99 - 10.21% ~T0.11%
Total 1,169,732.50 £,851,031.00 074,272.67 109,102.68 9.89% -18,78%
Emergency Telephone Systam Fund
Personnel 13,531,14 54,064.00 13,1768.681 - 23.98% -2.80%
Cperating / Contract Senvices 427,805.93 832,240.00 165,836.91 - 28.23% 20.76%
Capltal 156,882.38 445 561.00 154,691.49 253.7¢ 34.64% -1.46%
Cther - 85,911.00 - - 0.00% N/A
Total 298319.45 1,219,676.00 333,710.21 253.7% 27 .36% 11.88%
Risk Management Funds
Personnel 104,362,359 384,885.00 §2,5168.28 - 21.43% -20.93%
Cperating / Contract Senvices 3,787,B62.52 17,329,621.00 3,520,300.31 1,103,441.40 20.37% -£5.83%
Capital - 8,000.00 - - 0.00% N/A
Cther 3684.50 3,937.00 - - 0.00% -100.00%
Total 3,892,609.48 17,728,547.00 3,611,818.57 1,103.441.40 20.38% -1.21%
Transit Fund
Personnel 747,760,202 3,663,180.00 858,369.91 - 23.43% 14.78%
Cperating / Cenlract Services 286,819.68 4,680.822.00 384,215.69 165,013.29 22.84% 34.85%
Capital - - - - N/A N/A
Other £4,502.04 515,407.00 133,507.84 - 25.80% 41.28%
Total 1,129,081.64 5,869,409.00 1,378,003.74 165,013.20 23.48% 22.05%
Afrport Fund
Personne| 215,419.75 1,286,137.00 27252917 - 21.03% -1.05%
Operating f Gontracl Services 239,103.48 1,452,110.00 25817624 83,9456.00 17.85% 8.39%
Capital 48,095.00 285,§95.00 87,438.67 7,711.80 32.88% 81.80%
Other 361,763.09 887,596.00 $44,580.68 - 16.28% -50.03%
Total 924,384,232 3,801,738.00 763,734.88 ©1,656.80 19.57% -17.38%
Recycling Fund
Personnel - - - - N/A N/A,
Operating / Conlracl Senvices 468,362.88 1,988,810.00 477.372.00 1,253,649.80 24.00% 1.92%
Cepllal - 55,090.00 - - . 0.00% NIA
QOther - 526,630,060 110,879.67 - 21.05% 100.00%
Total 458,252 ,88 2,570,440.00 568,251.67 1,258,649.60 22,89% 25.60%
LEQSSA Fund
Personnet 111,620.68 554,110.00 147,693.12 - 21.24% 5.37%
Operating / Contract Sendces - B - - N/A N/A
Capital - - - - N/A WA
Other - - - - N/A MIA
Total 111,699.68 554,110.00 117,693.13 - 21.24% B.37%
Gity of Fayettaville Finance Corporation
Personnel - - - - N/A N/A
Qperating / Contract Senvices - - - - N/A N/A
Capital - - - - MIA N/A
Other 247,265.00 1,440,475.00 163,126.00 - 11.25% -34.03%
Total 247,285.00 1,449,475.00 16312500 - 11.25% -34.03%
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Cperating Funds Expenditure Report
For the Perlod Ended

September 30, 2010
FY201Q FY2011 Fyao11 FY2011 FY2011 Actual
Actual Annual Budgat Actual Encumbrances % of % Change
thru As Of thru thru Budget Over Last
Description September Septernber Septembar September Expended Year
Vahicle Lease Fund
Personne! - - - - - NA NA
Operaling / Contract Services 38,133.49 12.00 40,031.44 * - 383585.33% 20.71%
Capitat - 102,203.00 102,202.78 - 100.00% 100,00%
Qther - - - - NIA NIA
Total 38,133.49 102,216.00 148,234.22 - 145.02% 288.72%

* Thesa charges will be removed from this fund end aflocated out ta benefitting deparments.
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

Mayor and Members of City Council
Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
December 13, 2010

Tax Refunds Of Less Than $100

THE QUESTION:

No action required. Information anly.

Not applicable.

BACKGROUND:

Approved by the Cumberland County Special Beard of Equalization for the month of October,

2010.

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:
Not applicable.

PLAN:

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Information only. No action required.

ATTACHMENTS:

Finance - Tax Refunds Of Less Than $100




November 22, 2010

" TO: Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Ofﬁcelag&

FROM: Nancy Peters, Accounts Payable \“e

RE: Tax Refunds of Less Than $100

The tax refunds listed below for less than $100 were approved by the Cumberland
County Special Board of Equalization for the month of October , 2010,

NAME BILL NO. YEAR | BASIS CITY
REFUND
BB&T Equipment 3689569 2009 | Taxes Paid In Wrong 93.43
Finance County
TOTAL $93.43
433 HAY STREET

P.O.DRAWER D

FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28302-1746

FAX (910) 433-1680

www.cityoffayetteville.org -

An Equal Opportunity Employer

"




l CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council

FROM: Rita Perry, City Clerk

DATE: December 13, 2010

RE: Monthly Statement of Taxes for November 2010

THE QUESTION:
For information only.

BELATIONSHIP TO EGIC 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 Cumbertand
County Tax Administrator for the month of November 2010.

ISSUES:
N/A

BUDGET IMPACT:

OPTIONS:
N/A

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
For information only.

ATTACHMENTS:
Monthly Statement of Taxes for November 2010




OFFICE OF THE TAX ADMINISTRATOR
117 Dick Street, 5% Floar, Now Courthonso * PO Box £49 * Fayetteville, North Carelina » 28302
Phone: 910-678-7307 » Fax: 910-678-7382 « wivw, co,cumberiand, ne.us

MEMORANDUM

TO: Rita Perry, Fayetteville City Clerk

FROM: Aaron Donaldson, Tax Administrator#’@
DATE: December 1, 2010

RE: MONTHLY STATEMENT OF TAXES

Attached hereto is the report that has been fumished to the Mayor and governing body of
your municipalify for the month of November 2010. This report separates the distribution of
real property and personal property from motor vehicle property taxes, and provides detail
for the current and delinquent years.

Should you have any questions regarding this report, please contact me at 678-7587,

AD/sn
Attachments
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