FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL

REGULAR MEETING

CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBER

OCTOBER 11, 2004

7:00 P.M.

Present:
Mayor Marshall B. Pitts, Jr.

Council Members James K. Keefe (District 1); Robert A. Massey, Jr. (District 3); Darrell J. Haire (District 4); Lois A. Kirby (District 5); Paul Williams (District 6); Curtis Worthy (District 7); Juanita Gonzalez (District 8); Johnny Dawkins (District 9)

Absent:
Council Member Mable C. Smith (District 2)

Others Present:
Roger L. Stancil, City Manager


Karen M. McDonald, City Attorney


Kyle Sonnenberg, Assistant City Manager


Stanley Victrum, Assistant City Manager


Benjamin Nichols, Fire Chief


Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer


Jimmy Teal, Chief Planning Officer


Jason Brady, Public Information Officer


Janet C. Jones, City Clerk


Members of the Press

INVOCATION - PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The invocation was offered by Council Member Worthy, followed by Mayor Pitts leading in the Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag.

SPECIAL EVENTS:

The Mayor and Council members reviewed the special events for the month of October 2004.

RECOGNITION:

Presentation of Proclamation in honor of Family Literacy Month, November 2004.

Mayor Pitts presented a Proclamation declaring the month of November 2004 to be Family Literacy Month to Dr. Bill Harrison, Superintendent, and Mr. Donald LaHuffman and Mr. Frank Barragan, County School Board Members.


Mayor Pitts recognized Miss Angelique Duchatelier as a heroine who at age nine saved her father’s life when he was stung by a wasp.  Miss. Duchatelier reacted quickly and dialed 911 to get EMS on the scene for transportation of her father to Womack Army Hospital.


Mayor Pro Tem Kirby presented Miss. Duchatelier with a Certificate of Recognition and a Fayetteville City Coin.

1.
APPROVAL OF AGENDA


City Manager Roger Stancil requested to add a closed session as Item 9.C. for the purpose of discussing economic development.

MOTION:
Mayor Pro Tem Kirby moved to approve the agenda with the addition.

SECOND:
Council Member Worthy

VOTE:
PASSED by a vote of 8 in favor to 1 in opposition (Council Member Gonzalez)

2.
CONSENT:

MOTION:
Council Member Dawkins moved to approve the consent agenda.

SECOND:
Council Member Massey

VOTE:
UNANIMOUS (9-0)


The following items were approved:

A.
Approve minutes:

1.
Regular meeting of September 27, 2004.

B.
Approve the following financial matters:

1.
Capital Project Ordinance Amendment 2005-3 (Sidewalk Improvements).

This amendment will reflect revenue adjustments necessary for the construction of the Hope Mills Road sidewalk.  Previously, the North Carolina Department of Transportation had an agreement with the City to participate in the construction of said project with $50,000.00.  After further discussion, NCDOT agreed to participate with $100,000.00 in the construction of the Hope Mills Sidewalk Project, which currently is estimated to cost $120,000.00.  The increase of funding from NCDOT is intended to reduce the City’s contribution in the amount of $50,000.00 so those funds can be utilized in the construction of the parking lot for Freedom Park.

2.
Capital Project Ordinance Amendment 2005-4 (Freedom Park).

This amendment is necessary to appropriate a general fund transfer of $50,000.00 to construct the parking lot at the Freedom Park, as stated above.

3.
Capital Project Ordinance Amendment 2005-5 (Cape Fear River Trail).

This amendment for $115,730.00 is necessary to appropriate funds to pay contractor’s change orders and several park improvements made to extend the river trail to Clark Park.  The sources of funds for this amendment are miscellaneous investment income ($77,012.00) and general fund transfer ($38,718.00).

4.
Authorize purchase of fire pumper via piggyback method using Hope Mills bid awarded to Triad Fire, Inc., NC, on June 29, 2004, in the amount of $341,708.00.
C.
Adopt resolution approving a Municipal Agreement with NC DOT for construction of 5,000 feet of sidewalk on NC 59 (Hope Mills Road) from Redwood Drive to McDonald Lumber Company.

COPY OF A RESOLUTION PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA.  RESOLUTION NO. R2004-048.

D.
Approve special permit for off-premise signs for the Friends for Life at The Haven's PetWalk and Howl-O-Ween Festival.

E.
Approve special permit for off-premise signs for the Junior League's annual Holly Day Fair.

3.
PUBLIC HEARINGS:

A.
Case No. P04-54F.  Consider an application by Anner Bell for a Manufactured Housing Overlay District as provided for by North Carolina General Statute 160A-342 and the City of Fayetteville Code of Ordinances, Section 30-103, to create a Manufactured Housing Overlay District for the area known as Lots 1-3 and 39-53 Sapona Park on the east side of Triangle Place, 217 Triangle Place through 1728 Harper Street.  Containing 1.85 acres more or less and being the property of Kendall and Anner Bell as evidenced by deeds recorded in Deed Books 4440, 3647, and 0416, pages 0229, 0083, and 0223 respectively, Cumberland County Registry.

Mr. Jimmy Teal, Chief Planning Officer, presented this item.  He stated the petitioners had requested the approval of an overlay district, which would allow manufactured housing to be placed on individual lots currently zoned R6.

Mr. Teal explained that manufactured housing was not allowed on individual lots unless the City Council had approved an overlay district, and if an overlay district were approved, the manufactured housing would have to be built in compliance with the underlying district requirements which in this case would be R6.

Mr. Teal stated the staff and the Zoning Commission had recommended approval of the manufactured home overlay district.

This is the advertised public hearing set for this date and time.  The public hearing opened at 7:28 p.m.

Mr. Kendall Bell, 1714 Sapona Road, Fayetteville, NC, stated he lived in this area and did not want to hurt the neighborhood.  He stated he would like to be able to replace his current property with manufactured homes if his current residences were destroyed.  Mr. Bell stated he would not be putting a mobile home park on the property.

Ms. Anner Bell, 1714 Sapona Road, Fayetteville, NC, stated she was in favor of being allowed to put mobile homes on her property.

Mr. Jim Cooper, Attorney, 1719 Ramsey Street, Fayetteville, NC, stated he represented the neighborhood, which had strong feelings about the placement of manufactured housing in the area.  He stated there were three mobile home parks within a half of a mile and enough was enough.  He said the overlay district would shift the housing to low-income housing and was a quality of life issue for the longtime residents of the neighborhood.

Mr. Kendall Bell rebutted that he would not hurt the neighborhood and only wanted to replace destroyed property.

There was no one further to speak and the public hearing closed at 7:40 p.m.

MOTION:
Council Member Worthy moved to deny the request.

SECOND:
Mayor Pro Tem Kirby

VOTE:
PASSED by a vote of 8 in favor to 1 in opposition (Council Member Williams)

B.
Case No. P04-55F.  Consider the rezoning from P2 Professional District to C1P Commercial District or to a more restrictive zoning classification for a portion of the property located at 3709 Morganton Road.  Containing 0.70 acres more or less and being the property of Pamela Harsant as evidenced by deed recorded in Deed Book 6172, page 3005, Cumberland County Registry.

Mr. Jimmy Teal, Chief Planning Officer, presented this item.  He reviewed the zoning history of the property and explained that in 1998 the property had been rezoned to P2 Professional because the owners had said the property was not suitable for residential uses, that they had had problems selling the property, and the P2 had provided a buffer between the commercial uses along McPherson Church Road and the nearby residential uses.


Mr. Teal reviewed the current land use and the 2010 Land Use Plan.  He stated the Zoning Commission had recommended denial of the rezoning and the Planning staff had recommended denial of the rezoning of a portion of the parcel from P2 to C1P Commercial because it abutted an R10 neighborhood and the P2 would allow the buffer to function as it was intended during the 1998 rezoning.


A discussion was held regarding the dimensions of the property, the placement of a building, and the possibility of split zoning of the property.

This is the advertised public hearing set for this date and time.  The public hearing opened at 8:50 p.m.

Mr. R. Jonathan Charleston, Attorney, 201 Hay Street, Fayetteville, NC, appeared on behalf of the property owners and the developer.   He stated C1P zoning was consistent with the general characteristics of the area, and would allow two rows of parking in front of the proposed building.  He stated the rezoning would fit into the commercial character, would not be detrimental, and would be the highest and best use of the property.  Mr. Charleston stated his clients were not requesting that the entire tract be rezoned.  He also stated the NCDOT had plans to extend the right turn at the Morganton Road/McPherson Church Road intersection.

Mr. Richard Topping, 106 Highgrove Court, Fayetteville, NC, appeared in opposition to the rezoning request.  He stated it was a matter of opinion whether the rezoning fit into the character of the neighborhood, was not detrimental, and was the highest and best use, and from the perspective of the adjacent homeowners, commercial use was not the only viable use of the property.  Mr. Topping reminded the Council that there had been opposition to this type of rezoning since 1995.  He requested the property be left at P2 because it backed up to his property and he would loose residential value if the commercial use was granted.

Mr. Jonathan Charleston offered rebuttal.  He stated there would be low-level lighting and an eight-foot fence for a buffer.

Mr. Richard Topping offered rebuttal regarding the buffer requirements.

There was no one further to speak and the public hearing closed at 8:11 p.m.

Discussion was held regarding the pros and cons of rezoning the property.

MOTION:
Council Member Dawkins moved to approve rezoning from P2 to C1P.

SECOND:
Council Member Massey


Further discussion was held with Mayor Pitts reminding the Council there was too much conversation about what was being put on the property and the zoning decision needed to be based on the uses allowed in that particular zoning classification.

VOTE:
PASSED by a vote of 8 in favor to 1 in opposition (Mayor Pro Tem Kirby)

C.
Consider extending the corporate limits of the City of Fayetteville for a petition-initiated noncontiguous annexation area (Raeford LLC – Eckerd’s Site – Located on the northeast corner of Raeford Road and Cliffdale Road).


Mr. Jimmy Teal, Chief Planning Officer, presented this item.  He stated the property proposed for annexation was noncontiguous to the current City limit lines, but it could be served with existing City services.  He stated the project was being constructed with plans that had been approved by the County on February 29, 2004, and the project would be developed according to County building standards.


Mr. Teal recommended the adoption of the annexation ordinance to be effective October 11, 2004.

This is the advertised public hearing set for this date and time.  There was no one present to speak and the public hearing opened and closed at 8:25 p.m.

AN ORDINANCE TO EXTEND THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA (ECKERD’S SITE – LOCATED ON THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF RAEFORD ROAD AND CLIFFDALE ROAD).  ANNEXATION ORDINANCE NO. 2004-10-470.

MOTION:
Council Member Keefe moved to adopt the annexation ordinance with an effective date of October 11, 2004.

SECOND:
Council Member Worthy

VOTE:
UNANIMOUS (9-0)

D.
Consider extending the corporate limits of the City of Fayetteville for a petition-initiated noncontiguous annexation area (Mann & Co., Inc. Property – Located on the southwestern side of Fisher Road).


Mr. Jimmy Teal, Chief Planning Officer, presented this item.  He stated the property was noncontiguous to the current City limit line, but could be served by existing City services.  He reported this housing development had yet to begin and the plans for the development had been approved by the County on February 19, 2004, and would be good through February 29, 2006.  Mr. Teal advised that the effective date of the annexation could be any time from October 11, 2004, until April 8, 2005.

This is the advertised public hearing set for this date and time.  The public hearing opened at 8:28 p.m.

Ms. Julian Mann, 5799 Pepperbush Drive, Fayetteville, NC, stated he was the developer of the property.  He requested to delay the annexation until the remaining part of Area 5 had been annexed.  Mr. Mann stated the only reason he had petitioned annexation was because PWC said he had to in order to receive the water and sewer services.

There was no one further to speak and the public hearing closed at 8:29 p.m.

AN ORDINANCE TO EXTEND THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA (MANN AND COMPANY, INC. – LOCATED ON THE SOUTHWESTERN SIDE OF FISHER ROAD).  ANNEXATION ORDINANCE NO. 2004-10-471.

MOTION:
Council Member Worthy moved to adopt the annexation ordinance with an effective date of October 11, 2004.

SECOND:
Mayor Pro Tem Kirby


A discussion was held regarding the City’s policy on the provision of water and sewer services to property located outside of the City limits.

VOTE:
UNANIMOUS (9-0)

E.
Consider extending the corporate limits of the City of Fayetteville for a petition-initiated noncontiguous annexation area (Bone Creek Investments, LLC – Located on the southern side of Cliffdale Road, across from Towncreek Drive).


Mr. Jimmy Teal, Chief Planning Officer, presented this item.  He stated the property was noncontiguous to the current City limits, but could be served by the existing services.  He stated the housing development had yet to begin and the plans for the development had been approved by the County on June 28, 2004.  Mr. Teal advised that the effective annexation date could be for a date between October 11, 2004, and April 8, 2005.


Mr. Teal stated that the owners had petitioned for annexation in order to construct apartments and mini-storage units with PWC water and sewer.  He stated that Cumberland County had issued a conditional use permit for the storage sheds, which had to be honored, and the development had to be constructed according to Cumberland County’s construction standards.


A discussion was held regarding the pros and cons of having to develop the property according to County standards.

This is the advertised public hearing set for this date and time.  The public hearing opened at 8:44 p.m.

Mr. Tom Hollinshed, P.O. Box 40408, Fayetteville, NC, appeared in favor of the annexation.  He requested an effective date of April 8, 2005, on the annexation of his property because the construction of his project was not scheduled to begin until 2005 or 2006.  Mr. Hollinshed cited the additional costs the City would incur if they had to service his undeveloped property.  He also stated his cost for PWC water and sewer would be approximately $30,000.00 in addition to other landowner fees he would have to pay.

There was no on further to speak and the public hearing closed at 8:50 p.m.

AN ORDINANCE TO EXTEND THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA (BONE CREEK INVESTMENTS, LLC – LOCATED ON THE SOUTHERN SIDE OF CLIFFDALE ROAD, ACROSS FROM TOWNCREEK DRIVE).  ANNEXATION ORDINANCE NO. 2004-10-472.


City Attorney Karen McDonald reviewed the differences between an annexation petition and an annexation agreement.  She stated that in a petition the effective date of annexation could be set within a 180-day range, and in an agreement the date could be set for a petition for annexation with a date certain.

MOTION:
Council Member Keefe moved to adopt the annexation ordinance with an effective date of April 8, 2005.

SECOND:
Council Member Dawkins


A discussion was held regarding the extension of this annexation effective date as opposed to the other two previous annexation items which had been approved for October 11, 2004.


Mr. Hollinshed stated that his project was in a state of flux and he would like to be permitted to continue to do the planning and permitting process with the same parties he had been working with.


Council members reviewed the standards of the newly approved policy requiring that a petition for annexation must be made in order to have PWC water and sewer services.

VOTE:
PASSED by a vote of 8 in favor to 1 in opposition (Mayor Pro Tem Kirby)

4.
Consider setting public hearing for consideration of street name change of Franklin Street to Otis F. Jones Parkway for that portion of Franklin Street beginning at Gillespie Street to Person Street.

Mr. Jimmy Teal, Chief Planning Officer, presented this item.  He stated that City policy required that property owners be notified in advance when a street name change was being done.  He recommended setting the public hearing for November 8, 2004, to consider the name change.

MOTION:
Council Member Gonzalez moved to set a public hearing for November 8, 2004.

SECOND:
Council Member Worthy

SUBSTITUTE MOTION:

Council Member Dawkins moved to suspend the rules and approve the name change during the current meeting.

SECOND:
Council Member Williams


A discussion was held regarding the required procedure and the pros and cons for suspending the procedure for this item.


Mayor Pitts and City Attorney Karen McDonald stated they felt the policy and procedures should not be changed.

SUBSTITUTE MOTION VOTE:


PASSED by a vote of 7 in favor to 2 in opposition (Council Members Pitts and Massey)

MOTION:
Council Member Dawkins moved to rename the portion of Franklin Street to Otis F. Jones Parkway in honor of Mr. Jones, a former Sheriff of Cumberland County.

SECOND:
Council Member Williams

VOTE:
UNANIMOUS (9-0)

5.
Consider naming the Fayetteville Regional Airport B Concourse Conference Room in honor of the late James Jansen, former employee.

City Manager Roger Stancil presented this item.  He stated the Airport Commission had requested the City Council confirm their action in renaming the Airport conference room.

MOTION:
Council Member Worthy moved to approve.

SECOND:
Council Member Gonzalez

VOTE:
UNANIMOUS (9-0)

6.
Consider adoption of resolution in support of Amendment One:

A.
Presentation by representative of Amendment One Committee.


Mr. Tim Holverson, Executive Vice President of the Fayetteville Area Chamber of Commerce, appeared in favor of Amendment One.  He stated the amendment would authorize the use of self-financing bonds as an economic development tool by communities across the State.  He presented an overview of the reasons the amendment should be implemented and encouraged the City Council to adopt a resolution of support.

B.
Consider request to address City Council from Brian Irving.

Mr. Brian Irving appeared in opposition of Amendment One.  He presented an overview of the reasons the amendment should not be implemented and encouraged the City Council to not support the amendment.

MOTION:
Council Member Williams moved to delay any action until a special meeting could be set for discussion and more information could be received.

SECOND:
Council Member Gonzalez


Council Members Williams and Gonzalez expressed their dissatisfaction with the information not being provided to the Council prior to the meeting.


Council Member Gonzalez stated she was in opposition to the amendment and she did not want her name attached to any document approved by the Council.


Council Member Keefe pointed out that the City Council would be the body that would decide how the funds would be spent and he saw this as an additional economic development tool.


Mayor Pitts stated he felt there was a need to be able to react quickly when an economic development project was proposed and bonds took too long.  He pointed out that the funds could only be used for a designated area and would have to be approved by the conservative Local Government Commission.

VOTE:
FAILED by a vote of 2 in favor (Council Members Williams and Gonzalez) to 7 in opposition

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF AMENDMENT ONE: SELF-FINANCING BONDS, A LOCAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT TOOL TO CREATE QUALITY JOBS, REVITALIZE COMMUNITIES AND ATTRACT NEW ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITIES IN NORTH CAROLINA.  RESOLUTION NO. R2004-049.

MOTION:
Council Member Dawkins moved to support Amendment One.

SECOND:
Mayor Pro Tem Kirby

VOTE:
PASSED by a vote of 7 in favor to 2 in opposition (Council Members Williams and Gonzalez)


Mayor Pitts requested that the issue of distrust of the staff by the Council members be placed on the retreat agenda for discussion.

7.
Consider the following items requested by Council Member Williams:


Mayor Pitts stated this item had already been voted on and the discussion would have to be limited to clarification or there would need to be a motion to reconsider and that would require a three-fourths vote.

A.
Clarification of Council action taken on September 27, 2004, regarding sidewalk waiver (Build or Pay – Two Options).


Council Member Williams stated that the Planning Commission had requested clarification on an issue that had come up at their last meeting regarding what the City Council had agreed to insofar as to the sidewalk waivers and any other issues that had been a part of their action.

City Attorney Karen McDonald stated she had reviewed the tape of the Council meeting and when Mr. Teal made his presentation regarding sidewalk waivers, he had presented three options instead of two.  The options were (1) a sidewalk be built, (2) to grant a waiver, or (3) grant a waiver and pay in lieu of a sidewalk.  However, at the conclusion of his presentation and based on the discussion and questions presented, the Council had agreed to require that a developer would either build a sidewalk or pay in lieu of, with the Council making the final decision regarding the waiver.  It was also decided that the fee would go up 5 percent with the staff to come back with a recommended initial cost.


Council Member Williams stated that had been his understanding.

B.
Consider sidewalk waiver for development along the south side of Morganton Road.


Council Member Williams reported that another issue had come up during that same Planning Commission meeting and that had been an investor in the community had had the issue of a sidewalk waiver being postponed by the Planning Commission until the City Council had taken action on their sidewalk policy.  He explained that since Council action had been taken, the Planning Commission had voted to grant the waiver without payment, and now based on the Council actions as explained by the City Attorney, the waiver must be brought to the Council for a final decision.


Mr. Williams stated he would like for the Council to expedite the process and make a decision tonight to grant the developer his waiver.

Council Member Worthy inquired when would a Council action that had been voted on become effective.  Mrs. McDonald responded that unless stated otherwise it would become effective immediately.

Council Member Worthy stated his understanding had been that the only issue in question after the Council’s action was the dollar amount to be charged for the linear cost of the sidewalks, and the Planning Commission did not have the authority to make that final decision, but rather they had the authority to make a recommendation to the Council for final action.

City Attorney McDonald affirmed the Planning Commission could make a recommendation but the City Council would make the final decision on any sidewalk waiver.


Further discussion was held regarding the options pertaining to sidewalk waivers.


Mrs. McDonald stated she wanted to clarify that the Council had decided there were only two options available and not three as the Planning Commission had believed.  The two options were to either build a sidewalk or to pay in lieu of building a sidewalk.


Council Member Gonzalez stated she would not vote on this issue because she did not have enough information upon which to make a decision about a waiver.


Mayor Pitts stated he felt there needed to be more information from the Planning Commission.

MOTION:
Council Member Williams moved to grant the waiver not to put a sidewalk with payment being set at a fee of $15.00 per linear foot.

SECOND:
Council Member Worthy


Council Member Williams stated information was available and the issue was about a sidewalk on a side of Morganton Road where there was no sidewalk and no more information was needed because everyone could see that when riding down Morganton Road.


Further discussion was held for clarification on the waiver issue.


Mayor Pitts restated the only options available would be to either build a sidewalk or pay the money in lieu of building a sidewalk and the Council would make that decision.

Mr. Charles Astrike, Chairman of the Planning Commission, stated that the issue on the Morganton Road waiver had been what dollar amount would be charged because the Council had not made a determination as to the fee.  As a result, the Planning Commission had recommended that the waiver be granted with no fee being charged in this particular situation so the developer could proceed with his project and not have to wait the 30 days for the Council’s final action on the fee to be charged in lieu of a sidewalk.

City Manager Roger Stancil stated he had the fee information available at this time and the current sidewalk contract with Brawell Construction was for $36.00 per square yard installed.

He reported the City required different widths of sidewalks with the most frequently used being five feet and six feet in width.  He stated based on those two widths, the cost would be $20.00 for a five-foot sidewalk per linear foot and $24.00 for a six-foot sidewalk, and this would include labor and material.


Mr. Stancil stated the sidewalk on Morganton Road would be five feet in width.


The consensus of the Council was that the fee remain at $15.00 for this waiver.

Council Member Worthy inquired if the dollar amount could be put in place at this time.

City Attorney McDonald replied she did not feel it would be the proper action to take at this time.

Council Member Worthy requested that the Planning Commission be advised of the Council’s intent to change the dollar amounts as presented by Mr. Stancil in case other waivers were considered.

VOTE:
PASSED by a vote of 8 in favor to 1 in opposition (Council Member Gonzalez)

6.
Boards and Commissions:

A.
Appointments

1.
Historic Resources Commission - 5 vacancies

Mr. John Gillis was appointed for a first term to the Category 3 vacancy.  Mr. Tom Speight was appointed for a first term to the Category 4 vacancy.  Ms. Suzanne Pennick was appointed for a first term to the Category 5 vacancy.  Ms. Michelle Michael was appointed for a first term and Mr. Wayne Riggins was appointed for a second term to the At-Large vacancies.

2.
Senior Citizens Advisory Board - 1 vacancy

Ms. Wanda J. Williams was appointed for a first term.

B.
Nominations:

1.
Fair Housing Board - 2 At-Large vacancies - 2 nominations needed


No nominations were made.

7.
ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS

A.
Market House openings update.


Mr. Stancil reported that the Market House would be open on November 26, 2004, and December 12, 2004.

B.
Update on Legislative Services representative.


Mr. Stancil presented this item.  He stated that he, Mr. Bill Martin, and Mr. James Martin unanimously recommended The Ferguson Group be selected as the Federal Lobbyist.  He gave the following reasons for their decision:

1.
The Ferguson Group offered the largest staff of experts directly involved in local government representation.

2.
Several of the key staff previously held positions on the staffs of members of both parties in the U.S. House and Senate.

3.
Other key staff members previously held positions on House and Senate committees (including appropriations) and in the executive branch.

4.
The Ferguson Group offered a detailed plan for facilitating us in the development of a Federal agenda.

5.
They were highly regarded by their current clients and appear to excel in communicating with clients and producing results.

6.
The Ferguson Group provided access to the “eCivis” grants program and comprehensive grant support.

While The Ferguson Group currently represents several clients in North Carolina, they only represent one other community in Representative Hayes’ district, two communities in Representative Etheridge’s district, and no other communities in Representative McIntyre’s district.  The clients we interviewed did not see any conflict if The Ferguson Group took us on as a client.

MOTION:
Council Member Haire moved to have the City Manager go forward in the implementation of a fixed-rate contract with The Ferguson Group not to exceed $10,000.00 per month plus expenses.

SECOND:
Council Member Worthy


Council Member Keefe inquired if a cap had been placed on the expenses.


Mr. Stancil explained that a cap could be put into the contract.  He inquired if Mr. Bill Martin had any concept of the expenses.  Mr. Martin stated a couple of the organizations had stated the expenses would be around $5,000.00 annually.


Mr. Stancil stated that the total annual contract would be $120,000.00, which would be split three ways for a total cost to each entity of $40,000.00 annually.


Council Member Dawkins inquired if a term had been set for the contract.  He stated he had heard it was a three-year contract.


Mr. Stancil stated discussion had been held about a three-year contract, which would be renewed annually.  He said he felt a year’s contract would be reasonable with a 30-day cancellation clause.


Council Member Dawkins stated he felt there should be a two-year contract with specific measurements the group had to hit and a specific length for the contract.


Mr. Stancil requested that the Council give them the authority to negotiate a term with the ability to get out of the contract if all entities were dissatisfied with the services of the firm.


Mr. Stancil stated that every City he had called had been satisfied with The Ferguson Group’s performance.


Council Member Dawkins stated he would like specific dollar amounts they could make happen and that needed to be included in the agreement.


Council Member Worthy stated he agreed that specifics should be included in the negotiated contract.

Mr. Stancil stated he felt benchmarks needed to be established by the three entities hiring The Ferguson Group.


Mayor Pitts stated that what Mr. Stancil wanted tonight was the Council’s approval to go ahead with The Ferguson Group and then they would come back later with the specifics of the contract.

VOTE:
UNANIMOUS (9-0)

INFORMATION ITEMS:

1.
Statement of taxes collected for the month of September 2004 from the Cumberland County Tax Administrator.

2004 Taxes
$4,131,398.25

2004 Vehicle Taxes
245,706.29
2004 Revit
10,606.01
2004 Vehicle Revit
408.62
2004 FVT
29,597.80
2004 Storm Water
276,105.15
2003 Taxes
61,904.27
2003 Vehicle Taxes
58,524.49
2003 Revit
117.91
2003 Vehicle Revit
48.58
2003 FVT
7,830.60
2003 Storm Water
4,833.83
2002 Taxes
15,610.40
2002 Vehicle Taxes
3,130.92
2002 Revit
0.00
2002 Vehicle Revit
2.08
2002 FVT
529.84
2002 Storm Water
1,497.40
2001 Taxes
5,311.41
2001 Vehicle Taxes
1,529.18

2001 Revit
0.00
2001 Vehicle Revit
0.00
2001 FVT
292.61

2001 Storm Water
1,114.82
2000 and Prior Taxes
1,777.82

2000 and Prior Vehicle Taxes
3,159.90
2000 and Prior Revit
0.00
2000 and Prior Vehicle Revit
0.00
2000 and Prior FVT
709.05
2000 and Prior Storm Water
795.15
Interest
18,265.07
Interest (Revit)
11.15
Interest (Storm Water)
1,294.18
Fayetteville Discount (Current)
0.00

Fayetteville Discount (Revit)
0.00

Total Collections
$4,882,112.78
2.
Information on the renaming of a park pavilion at Lake Rim Park.

3.
Airport Commission – minutes of August 31, 2004.

4.
Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission – minutes of August 16 and September 20, 2004.

5.
CCBC – President’s Report of September 23, 2004.

MOTION:
Council Member Keefe moved to go into closed session for the discussion of economic development.

SECOND:
Council Member Worthy

VOTE:
UNANIMOUS (9-0)


The closed session began at 10:45 p.m.

MOTION:
Mayor Pro Tem Kirby moved to resume the regular session.

SECOND:
Council Member Massey

VOTE:
UNANIMOUS (9-0)


The regular session resumed at 11:05 p.m.

MOTION:
Council Member Keefe moved to adjourn the meeting.

SECOND:
Council Member Worthy

VOTE:
UNANIMOUS (9-0)

The meeting adjourned at 11:06 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

______________________________

______________________________

JANET C. JONES




MARSHALL B. PITTS, JR.

City Clerk





Mayor

Copies of all approved resolutions and ordinances can be found in the City Clerk's office.
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