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FAYETTEVILLE CIiTY COUNCIL
AGENDA
REGULAR MEETING
AUGUST 17, 1992
7:00 P.M.

INVOCATION - PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

. RECOGNITION:

ITEM 1. Approval of Agenda
ITEM 2, Consent:

A.

Adopt Special Revenue Fund Project Amendment Change 92-6
(ORD 92-3)

Adopt resolution to acquire an easement (Parcel 3) for the
Rivenoak Drive/Regiment Drive Drainage Improvement Project.

Approve Interlocal Agreement between City of Fayetteville and
Cumberland County for improvements at entrance of Bordeaux
Library Branch on Village Drive.

Approve award of contract for Damascus Road Paving and
Drainage Project to Crowell Constructors, Inc., low bidder.

Adopt resolution declaring cost and ordering preparation of
preliminary assessment roll and setting time and place for public
hearing on preliminary assessment roll for Redstone Drive (from
Dillon Drive to S/E Corner of Lot 4, Plat Book 24/73).

Adopt resolution declaring cost and ordering preparation of
preliminary assessment roll and setting time and place for public
hearing for installation of sanitary sewer utilities in the following
streets:(PWC)

Murchison Road
Lakecrest Drive
Oakcrest Drive
Comfy Court
Haven Court
Renfrow Drive
Country Club Drive

Nogkwh=

Adopt resolution declaring cost and ordering preparation of
preliminary assessment roll and setting time and place for public
hearing for installation of water and sanitary sewer utilities in
First Street (SR-2414).(PWC)

Approve 1992 Thermal Energy Storage System Bonds Capital
Project Fund.




ITEM 3.

ITEM 4.

Public Hearings:

A, Consideration of adoption of ordinance amending Chapter 20,
Motor Vehicles and Traffic, to reduce speed limit to 25 miles
per hour for the following streets:

1. Karen Lake Drive
2. Kathy Street

3. Oakwood Street
4, Palomar Street

PRESENTED BY: City Traffic Engineer
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approval

B. Consideration of adoption of ordinances to extend the
corporate limits of the City of Fayetteville, N.C., for the
following:(petition-initiated areas)
1. MclLean and Thompson Property (McArthur Road)

2. Country Club North, Section 6, Part A, Phase 3
(Property of March Development Corporation)

3. Greystone Farms, Section 2 (Property of Broadwell-
Weber Investments)

4, Country Club Hills - Remainder of land (Property of
Broadwell Land Company and Fayetteville Country Club
Hills Homeowners Association)

5. Perry Property (Cedar Creek Road)

PRESENTED BY: Deputy City Manager

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adoption of resolutions

Planning Board Matters:

A. Consideration of the rezoning from R10 Residential District to
R5A Residential District or to a more restrictive zoning
classification for an area located at the northwest corner of Cain
Road and Varrene Court. (P92-63)

PRESENTED BY: Planning Board Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Planning Board recommends denial
of R5A and approval of R6

B. Consideration of the rezoning from P2 Professional District to
C1 Local Business District or to a more restrictive zoning
classification for an area located at 104 Willborough
Avenue. (P92-64)

PRESENTED BY: Planning Board Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Planning Board recommends
approva
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ITEM 5.

Consideration of the initial zoning to R6 Residential District or to
a more restrictive zoning classification for an area located at
1802 Shaw Road. Being all of Annexation No. 92-6-351
known as "Pepperidge Mobile Home Park".

PRESENTED BY: Planning Board Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Planning Board recommends
approval

PWC Matters:

A.

Consideration of bid award for purchase of fifty (50) 50 kVa
CSP Transformers to National Transformer Sales, low evaluated
bidder.

PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval
Consideration of bid award for purchase of two (2) 1000 kVa
Padmounted Transformers to Tennessee Valley Electric Supply,
low evaluated bidder. :
PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval
Consideration of bid award for purchase of twenty-three (23)
100 kVa Padmounted Transformers to National Transformer
Sales, low evaluated bidder.

PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval
Consideration of approval of bid award for prefabricated cable
trench material for Reilly Road Switching Station and Waters
Edge Substation to Eastern Electric, sole bidder. (PWC)
PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval

Cﬁnsideration of bid awards for construction of Electric Meter
Shop. ‘

PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval
Consideration of bid awards for PWC Main Office renovations.
PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval




G. Consideration of bid awards for Raeford Road and (New)
Wilmington Road Substations Construction Labor.

PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff
RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval

ITEM 6. Consideration of request to appeér before City Council from General
Joseph Nagel representing Habitat for Humanity.

ITEM 7. Consideration of approval of longevity increment increases for City
Manager and City Attorney.

PRESENTED BY: City Manager
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approval

| ITEM 8. Consideration of adoption of Budget Ordinance Amendment 93-2 and
Capital Project Ordinance 93-1.

PRESENTED BY: City Manager
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adoption
ITEM 9. Administrative Reports:

A. Statement of taxes collected for month of July, 1992, from
Cumberland County Tax Collector.

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 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 Room 217, 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 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 non-public hearing
item may submit written materials to the City Council on the subject matter by
providing fifteen (15) copies of the written materials to the Office of the City
Manager before 5 p.m. on the day of the Council meeting at which the item is
scheduled to be discussed.
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RECOGNITION:
ITEM 1.
ITEM 2.
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Approval of Agenda

Consent:

A.
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Adopt Special Revenue Fund Project Amendment Change 92-6
(ORD 92-3)

Adopt resolution to acquire an easement (Parcel 3) for the
Rivenoak Drive/Regiment Drive Drainage Improvement Project.

Approve Interlocal Agreement between City of Fayetteville and
Cumberland County for improvements at entrance of Bordeaux
Library Branch on Village Drive.

Approve award of contract for Damascus Road Paving and
Drainage Project to Crowell Constructors, Inc., low bidder.

Adopt resolution declaring cost and ordering preparation of
preliminary assessment roll and setting time and place for public
hearing on preliminary assessment roll for Redstone Drive (from
Dillon Drive to S/E Corner of Lot 4, Plat Book 24/73).

Adopt resolution declaring cost and ordering preparation of
ﬁreliminary assessment roll and setting time and place for public

earing for installation of sanitary sewer utilities in the following
streets:(PWC)
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Murchison Road
Lakecrest Drive
Oakcrest Drive
Comfy Court
Haven Court

Renfrow Drive
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G. Adopt resolution declaring cost and ordering preparation of
preliminary assessment roll and setting time and place for public
hearing for installation of water and sanitary sewer utilities in
First Street (SR-2414).(PWC)

H. Approve 1992 Thermal Energy Storage System Bonds Capital
Project Fund. :

ITEM 3. Public Hearings:
A, Consideration of adoption of ordinance amending Chapter 20,

Motor Vehicles and Traffic, to reduce speed limit to 25 miles
per hour for the following streets:

. Karen Lake Drive
p . Kathy Street
YD 3. Oakwood Street
' 4,

Palomar Street

PRESENTED BY: City Traffic Engineer
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approval

B. Consideration of adoption of ordinances to extend the
corporate limits of the City of Fayetteville, N.C., for the
following:(petition-initiated areas)

//‘r CO/“;%: - 1. \ McLean and Thompson Property (McArthur Road)

3
b/} é Country Club North, Section 6, Part A, Phase 3
A (Property of March Development Corporation)

‘w/& (.7// 3. Greystone Farms, Section 2 (Property of Broadwell-
/4 Weber Investments)

(E/Mﬁ/y Country Club Hills - Remainder of land (Property of

Z Broadwell Land Company and Fayetteville Country Club
wt{ Hills Homeowners Association)

| /*s.

P( (/[‘ Perry Property (Cedar Creek Road)
PRESENTED BY: Deputy City Manager

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adoption of resolutions
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ITEM 4. Planning Board Matters:

w

g
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Consideration of the rezoning from R10 Residential District to
R5A Residential District or to a more restrictive zoning
classification for an area located at the northwest corner of Cain
Road and Varrene Court. (P92-63)

PRESENTED BY: Planning Board Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Planning Board recommends denial
of R5A and approval (w

Consideration of the rezoning from P2 Professional District to
C1 Local Business District or to a more restrictive zoning
classification for an area located at 104 Willborough

SENTED BY: Planning Board Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Planning Board recommends
approval

PhL Apenue. (P92-64)
&ﬁ/ﬂ/@wgg

Consideration of the initial zoning to R6 Residential District or to
a more restrictive zoning classification for an area located at
1802 Shaw Road. Being all of Annexation No. 92-6-351

known as "Pepperidge Mobile Home Park".

PRESENTED BY: Planning Board Staff
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Planning Board recommends

-approval

ITEM 5. PWC Matters:

A.

e

il

Consideration of bid award for purchase of fifty (50) 50 kVa
CSP Transformers to National Transformer Sales, low evaluated
bidder.

PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval

Consideration 6f bid award for purchase of two (2) 1000 kVa
Padmounted Transformers to Tennessee Valley Electric Supply,
low evaluated bidder.

PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval
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Consideration of bid award for purchase of twenty-three (23)
100 kVa Padmounted Transformers to National Transformer
Sales, low evaluated bidder.
PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval

Consideration of approval of bid award for prefabricated cable
trench material for Reilly Road Switching Station and Waters
Edge Substation to Eastern Electric, sole bidder. (PWC)
PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff

RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval

gﬁnsideration of bid awards for construction of Electric Meter
op.

PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff
RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval

‘Consideration of bid awards for PWC Maih Office renovations.

PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff
RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval

Consideration of bid awards for Raeford Road and (New)
Wilmington Road Substations Construction Labor.

PRESENTED BY: PWC Staff
RECOMMENDED ACTION: PWC recommends approval

ITEM 6. Consideration of request to appear before City Council from General
? Joseph Nagel representing Habitat for Humanity.

e
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ITEM 9.

Consideration of approval of longevity increment increases for City
Manager and City Attorney.

PRESENTED BY: City Manager
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approval

Consideration of adoption of Budget Ordinance Amendment 93-2 and
Capital Project Ordinance 93-1.

PRESENTED BY: City Manager
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adoption

Administrative Reports:

A. Statement of taxes collected for month of July, 1992, from
Cumberland County Tax Collector.







August 12, 1992

MEMORANDUM
TO: John P. Smith, City Manager
FROM: Kai D. Nelson, Finance Directorm[\}

SUBJECT: Special Revenue Fund Project Amendment
Change 92-6 (ORD 92-3)

On May 16, 1992, City Council adopted a special revenue project
ordinance appropriating Community Development Block Grant funds
for fiscal year 1992 in the amount of $1,112,000.

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development has made
an additional $2,000 available to the City of Fayetteville.

It is recommended that City Council adopt the project ordinance

amendment appropriating the additional funds to community
development program activities.

ITEM=2. 4.




S

'266+ ‘1snBny Jo Aep uiz1 sty paidopy

“oeloid s1U3 1IN0 BuIALIED Ul UONDAIP O} J8DIHO 8oUBUl B} PUE 180110
196pnq sy} 0} 8|qe|IeAR BpEW 24 |[eys soueulplo 10sloid enusial [eroads siUy Jo seidod

000¢S sainypuadx3 108oid
:108loud ay) o} pareudoidde aie syunowe Buimo|o} oy ik
000¢cS ueIn) 3oo|g juswdolaasg Anunwiwo)
-1oeloud ay) a1s|dwod 0} AND oy} 01 ojgelieAe aq 0} peredionue e sanuaaas Buimojjo) ayL
‘uleay pejeudouidde spunj sy uIyum
pUe sjusWWIaA0Bb ajeig pue [e1apa4 aUl Yim peinoaxe sjuaiesibe ueo| pue jueif snouea

8y} JO swia] sy} UIypm Joafoid syl yum pessoid o3 pejoalip Agalsy si 10j0slip 100loid sy

quawdojars ueaqin pue BuisnoH Jo juswpedsg SN 8y} Aq pap.ieme juelr) 3oo0|g uswdolaasqg
Aunwiwo? 16.A4 dU1 1o} 2661 ‘8L Aey uo peydope 9—g6 QHO O3 ! pazuouine abueyo j10sfoid syl

‘G Uonoes

" UONOaS

"€ UoNoas

"g uonoas -

"} uooag

:pazuoyine Agaiay sl 8oueUIpIo
108loid anusaal |eloads Buimoljof 8y} ‘euljose) YUON JO Seinjels [elsusy syl jo 651 Jaydeyn jozcl
uonoag o}juensind Jeys ‘euljose) YUON ‘sjjnensied jo AL eyl o [1ounod Alg syl Ag 3NIVQHO 11 39

(6—26 QHO) 9—26 AONVYHO
INIWANIWY IONVYNIGHO 1D3rodd aNn4d 3NN3AIYH TvIO3dS

2661 ‘L) 1snbny , JTNAILLIAYL 40 ALID



o

>

. FEDERAL ASSISTANCE

OMB Apgroval No. 0348-0043

APPLICATION FOR

2. DATE SUBMITTED-

May 18, 1992

Agphcant Identifier

B-92-MC-37-0005

1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION:

Application Preapplication

3. DATE RECEIVED BY STATE

State Application identitrer B

{0 Construction ¢ [J Construction

¥ Non-Construction [0 Non-Construction

4 DATE RECEIVED BY FEDERAL AGENCY

Federal Identitigr

S. APPLICANT INFORMATION

Legal Name

City of Fayetteville

Organizationat Lnit
Community Development Department

Adaress fgive Cily county, slale. nr'vd 2ip code)

P. 0. Box 635 (Cumberland County
Fayetfeville, NC 28302

Name and telephone number of the parson to be contacted on maliers nvolving
this apphcation (g/ve area code)

) Janice S. Gerald
Community Development Director

| 6. EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (EIN):

[s Te]—[elolola[2]2]6]

1 8, TYPE OF APPLICATION:

O Revisen

ENGW

it Revision, enter appropriate latter(s) in box{es) D D
B8 Decrease Award C Increase Duration

O Continuation

A Increase Award

(919) 433-1590

7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (enler appropriate letier in box)

A State H independent School Dist.

8 County | State Controlled institution of Figher Learning
C  Mumicipal J Private University ’

O Township K Indian Tribe

E Interstate L individusd

F  Intermunicipal M Protit Organization

G Special District N Other (Specity)

O Decreass Duration  Other (specity)

3. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:

U. S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development

. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC
ASSISTANCE NUMBER:

11ald 21

"MECommunity Development Block Grant

11. DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:
Housing Rehabilitation
Seabrook Recreation Center

Administration
12. AREAS AFFECTED BY PROUJECT {cilies. counlies, slates. @ic }
City limits of Fayetteville
13. PROPQOSED PROJECT: 14, CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF: .
Start Date Ending Date a Applcant : b Proect
7/1/92 6/30/93 7th : 7th
15, ESTIMATED FUNDING: 16. 1S APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 121372 PROCESS?
a Federal T B - a.  YES THIS PREAPPLICATION/APPLICATION WAS MADE AVAILABLE TO THE
edera $ #1152 ,000: % STATE EXECUTIE ORDER 12172 PROCESS FOR REVIEW ON
b A t . .
pphcan 3 0o DATE
¢ State s .00 N
b NO [B] PROGRAM IS NOT COVERED BY EQ 12372 .
d Local s .00
). OR PROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE FOR REVEW
e Othar s .00
] Proqrarh incoma $ 00 17. IS THE AP’L)CANT DELINCGUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBT?
Yes It “Yes.” attach an explanation rx No
9 TOTAL $ 8%, 152,000 00 O =

13. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF. ALL DATA IN THIS APPLICATION PREAPPLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT, THE DOCUMENT HAS BEEN DULY
AUTHORIZED BY THE SOVERNING BOCY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE ASSISTANCE IS AWARDED

a Tvoec Name nof Authorzed Representative b Title ¢ Telephone ~umobet
J. L. Dawkins Mayor (919) 433-1990
¢ Signatute o Authoriec n&,.e,enm.ve .. . e Date Signed .
{ — \" /’ ,i
—— R 7 5/14/92
Nm A A pand ,

Previcus Ediions Net Jsatte

P

Stancard Corm il4 =V 3-88)
Prescribed Dy OME _ ¢ L A-102

Authorized for Local Reproduction




- PROJECTED USE OF FUNDS

ANTICTPATED FUNDING

vConnunity Development Block Grant

Fiscal Year '92 $1,150,000
Fiscal Year '91 1,000
Fiscal Year '90 3y OO0
Total Funds . ~$1,152,000
g
.
{
(




COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

433 HAY STREET = =
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28301-5537

August 11, 1992

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mr. John P. Smith, City Manager

THROUGH : Roger L. Stancil, Deputy City Manager

FROM: . Agnes P. Bundy, Real Estate Specialist (14%@21,‘//

Real Estate Division

SUBJECT: Acquisition of Easement for Rivenoak Drive/Regiment
Drive Drainage Improvement Project -- Parcel 3

An easement for utilities purposes is needed from subject parcel
in order to accomplish the Rivenoak Drive/Regiment Drive drainage
improvement project.

The area needed consists of 718.14 square feet and is shown on
the attached map. The easement area has been appraised by an
independent real estate appraiser who has estimated the value of
the taking to be $1,755. The property owners have indicated they
do not wish to convey this easement to the City.

We recommend adoption of the attached resolution so that this
project may go forward as scheduled.

APB/mak

Enclosures: Resolution
Map

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT-HUMAN RELATIONS-REDEVELOPMENT-REAL ESTATE

Affirmative Action Employer

Doguwoods HEM s 6

An Equal Opportunity ¢
City of

REAL ESTATE DIVISION
(919) 433-1659




OFFICE OF THE
CITY ENGINEER
FAYETTEVILLE, N. C.

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
purposes:

RIVENOAK DRIVE/REGIMENT DRIVE DRAINAGE PROJECT

WHEREAS, the proper officials or representatives of the
City of Fayetteville 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 purposes stated above,
the property and interest described as follows:

PARCEL 3 $1,755.00
2. The City Attorney is directed to institute the
necessary proceedings under Chapter 40A of the
North Carolina General Statutes to acquire the
property herein described.
ADOPTED this 17th day of August, 1992 by the City
Council of the City of Fayetteville, North Carolina.

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

BY:

J. L. Dawkins, Mayor

ATTEST:

Bobbie A. Joyner, City Clerk

o~
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CITY MANAGER ‘ FAYETTEVILLE, NG 28301-5537 . 433 HAY STREET

August 11, 1992

MEMORANDUM
TO: John P. Smith, City Manager
FROM: Jimmy Teal, Assistant City Manager, Planning & Development %

SUBJECT: Village Drive Project

The design for the widening project for Village Drive is now being finalized and will soon be

. advertised for bid. One of the concerns on this project is the bumpy entrance and exit at the
Bordeaux Library Branch parking lot located on Village Drive. The improvements that will be made
along Village Drive will do little to improve the situation in the parking lot.

In discussions with Mr. Jerry Thrasher, Library Director, the City has offered to include as a part of
the Village Drive project the improvements needed for the parking lot. This offer is contingent
upon the County paying for 100 percent of the improvements on their property. The estimated
cost is $4,200 and will be bid as a separate item so the cost can be clearly identified. Mr.
Thrasher supports this arrangement.

The purpose of the attached Interlocal Agreement is to formalize the arrangement as outlined in
G.S. 160A-462. This Agreement allows the County this option of improving the parking lot should
they choose to do so. The decision will be made before the contract is awarded.

JT/kbl

Attachment

An Equal Opportunity
City of

§ oot ITEM.02-C

Megich




NORTH CAROLINA ‘ CONTRACT FOR

CUMBERLAND COUNTY INTERLOCAL UNDERTAKING

THIS CONTRACT, made and entered into this 17th day of August,
1992, by and between CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, a municipality duly
incorporated under the laws of North Carolina, hereinafter referred
to as the CITY, party of the first part, and CUMBERLAND COUNTY, a
body politic and corporate of the State of North Carolina,

hereinafter referred to as the COUNTY, party of the second part;
WITNESSTH

WHEREAS, the governing bodies of both parties have found and
determined that it is in the public interest and for the public
benefit to make improvements along Village Drive including the
parking lot of the Bordeaux Library Branch;

WHEREAS, the North Carolina General Statutes in Chapter 1604,
Article 30, Part I, provide that units of local government may
enter into a contract in order to execute an undertaking providing
for the contractual exercise by one unit of any power, function and
right of another unit; and

WHEREAS, the governing bodieé of the COUNTY and the CITY have
by resolution duly recorded in their minutes ratified provisions of
this Contract;

WHEREAS, the COUNTY in joiﬁt cooperation with the CITY has
determined that the Bordeaux Library parking 1ot'is in need of

repair; and

.

AT,




WHEREAS, the CITY and the COUNTY have agreed to cooperate in
the improvements of the Bordeaux Library parking lot by the CITY
paying the costs to alleviate the problem to the right-of-way
limits and the COUNTY pay the cost on their property at the
library.

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual
covenants herein contained and of the mutual benefits to result
therefrom, the parties hereby agree as follows:

| 1. Purpose: The purpose of this Contract is to establish an
interlocal undertaking, as provided in N.C.G.S. Chapter
160A, Article 20, Part I, whereby the CITY and COUNTY
shall execute a contract with Contractor.

2. Duration: This Contract shall endure until March 1,
1993, so long as the parties hereto exist and have the
power to make and maintain such an agreement, unless this
Contract is sooner terminated as hereinafter provided.

3. Joint Agency: No such agency shall be establiéhed.

4, Personnel: No additional personnel or the transferring
of personnel.

5. Finances:

(a) The COUNTY shall be responsible for the cost of
improvements on their property. The cost shall be
determined by the CITY as provided by Contractor
awarded the project.

(b) COUNTY shall reimburse CITY for improvements.

6. Ownership: Ownership will remain as is.




7. Amendment: This Contract may be amended at any time by
the parties upon majority vote of each.

Termination: This Contract may be terminated by either
party upon thirty days written notice duly authorized by
its governing body of one party to the other.

THEREFORE, the parties hereunto have set their hands and seals

the said year first above written.

ATTEST: CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

By

City Clerk MaYor

ATTESTf CUMBERLAND COUNTY

By

County Clerk Chairman, Board of Commissioners

o

Y
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THE CITY OF L
NORTH

FAYETTEVILLE
CAROLINA

FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28301-5537
(919) 433-1656

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
433 HAY STREET

August 11, 1992

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mr. John P. Smith, City Manager

THROUGH : Jimmy Teal, Assistant City Manager
Planning/Development

FROM: Michael L. Walker, P.E., City Engineer /42649/

SUBJECT: Bond Funded Drainage Project - Damascus Road Paving
and Drainage - Engineering Project Number B12-410-92

Bids were received for this project on August 11, 1992 at 2:00
p.m. This project will relieve flooding on Damascus Road in the
vicinity of Sycamore Dairy Road. While this project is titled
"Damascus Road Paving and Drainage", it is primarily a drainage
project.

A total of eight (8) bids were received. The three 1low bids are
tabulated below:

Crowell Constructors, Inc. $349,297.50
McDonald Grading Company, Inc. $355,811.25
T. A. Loving Company $374,825.00
CITY ESTIMATE $328,854.50

We recommend awarding -the contract to the low bidder, Crowell
Constructors, 1Inc., based on the contract unit prices as
submitted in their above referenced bid. This project is to be
completed by November 20, 1992 and the 1liquidated damages are
fifty cents ($.50) per day per $1,000 of the bid amount for each
day of overrun.

MLW/mak

Enclosure: Bid Tabulation w/Award of Contract

Affirmative Action Employer

Doguwoods ]IEM ;@

An Equal Opportunity
City of







CREATED AUG 10,92

‘, CONTRACT. PRICES
l.
| City e HeADuALD .. Loviig
PROPOSAL A STREET CONSTRUCTION (BOND) Icmxsr %R{\DING eoveany
ITEH 4. DESCRIPTION BUANTITY /UMETS B £ g ExT
I Clearing/Grubbing 0,25 AC  $1,500,00 $375,00 ¢ 43,000,00 $750,00{ 46,000,00 1,500,001 $,000,00  $1,500.00
2 Unclass Excavalion 50 CY 3,5 #7500 $6,00 $300,00)  $50.60  $500.00° ¢  $10.00  $500,00
.3 Uidercul Excavalion 175 ¢y $4.00 $700.00 $6.00  $1,050,000 5395 sese.25il 412,00 $2,100,00
4. ‘lso Tree Remov (4°) Iea 185,00 $255,00 - 4225,00 75,000 475,00 422500, $200.00  $600,00
"5 Tso Tree Reaov (10" Jea $100,00 $300,00 1 350,00 41,050.000 $106,00 300,00 @ $300.00  $900,00
6 R %D ASPHALT 2800 §Y SLE0 4,200,000 4RO 42,940,000 40,95 $2,660.60 1,00 $2,800,00
7 RAD Curb/Gutler 156 LF $3.73 562,50 1 43,50 1525007 6,00 4900,60 ¢ $2.00  4300,00
8 R&D CONC PVNT 10 5¢ $3.00 130,00 49,00 $90.00]  $10.00 100,00 1  b5.00 $30.00
9. SPARE 0 $0,00 $0.40 $0,00 $0.00 §0.00 | . $0.00 $0.00
10 Adj Ex Hasholes Tea . 110,00 $220,00 , 417000 $340,007 525000  4500,00 { $200,00 400,00
11 Adj Ex Valve Bores ! ea $80.00 $00.00 | 412,00 $120,00¢ 150,00 $(50.00 ¢ 100,00 $100.00
.12 EROSION CONTROL [LS  $14,000,00  $14,000,00 !sm,soo.oo $14,500.00 $14,500,00  $14,500.00 ! $2,500,00  $2,500,00
I3 Sel Borrow Bkfill {Road) 1100 cy 0 47,050,001 47,25 47,975,600 8,25 49,075.00 - $6.00  $6,600,00
{4 STONE BASE 1700 TH $14,00 423,800,001 #1305 422,355,001 $12.50 $21,250.00 @ $12.00 $20,400,00
15 BIT SURFACE (2%) i-2 600 TH.- $28.00 415,800,001 429,50 $17,700.00° 430,50 $18,300,00 i $35.00 $21,000,00
16 BIT SURFACE H~BINDER 400 $26,50  $10,600.00 | 429,00 $11,600,00% 30,00 $12,000,00 | $35.00 $14,000,00
17 ASPHALT PATCH St 100,00 82,000,00 & §75,00  $(,500.00 $110,00 ¢2,200,60 < $125.00  $2,500,00
18 CONC CY6 30* VERTICAL 2500 LF $8,56  $21,250,00 18,25 $20,425,00 48,25 $20,625,00 £9.00 422,500,600
19 CONC DRIVENAYS 100 5Y $22.00  $2,200,00 22,00 $2,200.00  $28,00 $2,800,00  $25.00  $2,500,00
20 CONC PATCHING 10 §Y 435,00 $350,00 + 432,00 $320,00 428,00 $280,00 © 930,00 $300.00
20 CONC HANDICAP RaKP 40 5Y $30.00  $1,200.00 § 425,00 $0,000,00  $28.00 $1,120.00 25,00 - $1,000.00
c FREREHIEIEEE HEEEETERERE 113131211118 EERRERRERELL
TOTAL PROPDSAL A £106,247.50 £107,615,00 §109,641.25 $102,550,00
PROPOSAL B STORN DRAIN BOND '
I 15% RCP (0-5") 100 1 $15,50  $1,550.00  §16,50  $1,650.00  $14,50 ¢1,450,00  20.00  $2,000,00
2 72'RCP (8-10") 176 LF $120,00  $20,400,00 412,00  $20,420,00  $130,00 $22,100,00 . 135,00 $22,950.00
I 72°RCPU10-121) 21 LF §130.00  933,930.00  4136.00  $33,930.00  $135,00 335,235,000  145.00 $37,845,00
4 T2*RCP (12-141) WA LF 414500 $73,080,00 133,00  $67,032,00  $140,00 470,560,00 1 195,00 $78,120,00
5 SELECT FILL (PIPE) 1270 ¢y 3,00 47,620.00 47,50 $9,525.00 49,00 $11,430.004  6.00  $7,620,00
6 STONE BEDDING PIPE 280 T $12,00  63,360.00 $1A50  64,060.00 .  $16.00 44,480,00 15,00 $4,200.00
7T CB{0-6) . b EA 670,00 $4,000,00. 820,00 $4,920.00% $725,00 ¢4,350,005  80C.00  $4,800,00
B PLAIN CONC RIP RAP 50 §Y $30,00 $1,300.00 130,00 $1,500.00]  $45.00 2,250,004 30,00 $1,500.00
9 TIE-IN PIPE {EA $175.00 $175.00  4750,00 $750.000  $550.00 550,001  1900.00  $1,500,00
10 PERF PIPE 4" 100 LF $5,50 550,00, 49,00 woo.oo[ .50 ¢750,00¢ - 12,00 $1,200,00
i1 OPEN DITCH EXCAVATION . 850 LY $8.00 46,000,001 £2,90  $2,445.60F  §5.50  44,675,00 5,00 . $4,250,00
12 JR 10X10 (8-10 SEA  $5,000.00  430,000,00 :$9,900.00  ¢44,500.00 ; $7,800,00 $39,000,00 { 10000.00  $50,000,00
13 B 030" (12-14) ZER $6,000.00  $12,000,00 1$9,400.00  $18,800,00 |$10,200;00 szo,soo.ooﬁ 12500.00  $25,000.00
14 B 12012 (10-12) LER  $7,000,00  §7,000.00 312,200,060  $12,200,00 1$10,000,00 $10,600,00 ¢ 1300000 $13,000,00
5 ENERGY DISAPATOR FLE  $15,000,00  $15,000,00 $11,200.00  $11,200.00,414,250,00 $14,250,00 % 10000,00. $10,000,00 .
16 8" 8/50,1, THRU I8 JEA  $1,200.00  $3,600,00 41,400,00  $4,200.00 ©  $650.00  ¢1,950,00 ; 1060,00  $3,000,00
111131213371 133231131111 00 REEEEREERELE ERREERRRREE
: 4220,615,00 $239,052,00 | $243,430,00 | $266, 785,00
PROPOSAL C -PAVEKENT HARKINGS : | :
I PUNT HARKING SKIP 1771 150 LF $0,50 ATE00 80,35 $52,50 10,40 $60.00 1,00 $150.00
2 PVNT HARKING 1775 STOP 4 (F $2,50 $110,00 45 £198.40 $5,00 822000 1 10,00 $440,00
3 PVHT HARKING 1778 CL 1200 LF 0.1 444,00 0.4 $480.00 30,45  4540.007 1,00 $1,200,00
4 PUHT MARKING SP-ONLY 1833 2 EA $125.00 $290,00 140 $280,00  4135,00 mo,oo§ 250,00 $500,00
5 LEFT TURN AR 1836 b EA $63.00 $390,00 , 90 PSA0.00 490,00 4540000 00,00 $600,00
6 RIGHT TURN ARRON 1839 6 Eh $45.00 $390.00 450,00 $540,00 490,00  $540.00°1 100,00  $500.00
7 STRAIGHT ARROW 1842 3ER $45,00 $195.00 - $90,00 270,00 470,00 $270,00%  £160.00  $300,00
B RAISED PVHT HARKERS 2025 i5 EA £3.40 154,00 - 49,00 PI35.00 410,00 $150.00% 450,00 $750.00
9 RAISED PYNT NARKER 2018 568 - $3.40 154,00 . 49.00 HIR00 T 410,00 $150.000 450,00 $750,00
EREFERRRRERE 333333333331 313323313314 (333731133131
§1,962,00 $2,630,50 9‘2,740.00% £5,290,00
TOTAL BID AMOUNT SECTIONS n,B, MND € 320,824,350 ' $355,B11.25° $374,825,00

B1241092

SIREET CONSTRUCTION DAMASCUS DRIVE
CITY £uoIHEERING DEPARTHENT, FAYETTEVILLE, HORTH CAROLINA

ENGR FROJ, Bi2-410-92

PARTIAL BID TABULATION OF CITY CONTRACT NO.

B12-410-92.

THE

ABOVE IS AN ACCURATE TABULATION OF THE THREE LOW BIDS RECEIVED.
(COMPLETE TABULATION IS AVAILABLE FROM THE CITY ENGINEER.)
MICHAEL L. WALKER, P.E.‘%/ p/w
CITY ENGINEER ’ . q%‘




AWARD OF CONTRACT
EXERPT OF MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA

At a regular meeting of the Mayor and City Council of the
city of Fayetteville, North Carolina, duly held on the 17th day
of August , 1992 , in the City Hall, pursuant to due and
lawful notice, the following action was taken:

The acceptance of proposals and the award of a contract
incorporated in the INVITATION FOR BIDS, PROPOSAL, ETC.,
contained in the CONTRACT DOCUMENTS FOR

Damascus Road Paving and Drainage
Engineering Project #B12-410-92

The bids on the aforementioned work, having been received '

and opened in the public, were recorded in the minutes of the
Ccity Council of the City of Fayetteville; thereupon, after
consideration of the bids by the City Council in consultation
with the Engineer and/or the City Manager, it was determined
that the acceptance of the proposal and bid of

Crowell Constructors, Inc. (hereinafter CONTRACTOR)
would be in the best interest of the City of Fayetteville, and
consequent upon which the following action was proposed by
and seconded by

All of the bids duly and regularly made on the parts of
several works specifically referred to in the Proposal were
duly opened, read, tabulated and canvassed, and after due
consideration, it was determined that the acceptance of the Bid
of CONTRACTOR would best conserve the interests of the City of
Fayetteville. Therefore, be it Xknown that the City of
Fayetteville does award the contract for al]l of said parts of
said work to said CONTRACTOR at and for the rates and prices
set out in said Proposal, .said award being subject to all
conditions and stipulations set out in the Contract Documents
above mentioned and the Mayor and City Clerk are hereby
authorized and directed to execute said contract on behalf of
the City of Fayetteville.

Council Persons voting aye,

Council Persons voting no,

Council Persons absent or abstaining

CITY CLERK MAYOR

Approved as to form and legal sufficiency:

CITY ATTORNEY

ADMIN-71 : AC-1 REV 2-26-92

o




Resolution No. R1992-

RESOLUTION DECLARING COST
AND ORDERING PREPARATION OF PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
AND SETTING TIME AND PLACE FOR PUBLIC HEARING
ON PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
. FOR REDSTONE DRIVE :
(FROM DILLON DRIVE TO S/E CORNER OF LOT 4, PLAT BOOK 24/73)

WHEREAS, the paving was ordered by Resolution of the City
Council duly passed on the 3rd day of July, 1989, and has been
completed in accordance therewith; and

WHEREAS, the cost of said improvements have been determined;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the
city of Fayetteville, North Carolina:

1. That the cost of the above-described improvement has
been computed and determined.

2. That the city Attorney is hereby directed to prepare a
preliminary assessment roll, in accordance with Chapter
160A, Section 227, of the General Statutes of North
carolina, showing the individual assessments upon
properties benefited by said improvement.

3. That the City Clerk is hereby directed to make available
during regular office hours, in her office, the said
preliminary assessment roll for the purpose of
inspection by the public from this day through the 21st
day of September, 1992.

4. That this cCity Council will hold a public hearing in
~accordance with Chapter 1604, Section 228, of the
General Statutes of North cCarolina, beginning at 7:00
p.m., on the 21st day of September, 1992, at the City
Hall Council Chamber, 433 Hay Street, Fayetteville,
North Carolina, for the purpose of hearing all
interested persons who appear.

5. That the cCity Attorney is hereby directed to issue
public notice of the above-described public hearing, to
be published on the 9th day of September, 1992, and to
secure publisher’s affidavit certifying the
advertisement of said hearing.

6. If confirmed, any assessment paid before the expiration
of thirty (30) days from the date notice is published of
the confirmation of the assessment roll pursuant to
North Carolina General Statutes Section 160A-229, will
receive a thirty percent (30%) discount.

| ITEM 2. E.




7. That the City Attorney is hereby directed no later than
ten (10) days before the public hearing to mail copies
of the notice of hearing on the preliminary assessment
roll to the owners of property listed thereon.

e——

This the 17th day of August, 1992.

J. L. DAWKINS, MAYOR
ATTEST:

;
BOBBIE A. JOYNER, CITY CLERK ‘ é

The following City Councilmembers voted for the passage of the |
above resolution: ‘

s

The following City Councilmembers against the passage of the
above resolution:

RDC éf




RESOLUTION DECLARING COST
AND ORDERING PREPARATION OF PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
AND SETTING TIME AND PLACE FOR PUBLIC HEARING
ON PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
FOR INSTALLATION OF SANITARY SEWER UTILITIES

WHEREAS, the extension of the sanitary sewer utility ordered by Resolution
of the City Council and duly passed on January 16, 1990, has been completed in

accordance therewith into the following:

MURCHISON ROAD, east side, from the northwest corner of a 1.05 acre tract

belonging to Joseph Furin, et al, to the southwest corner of the 1.28 acre

tract be]onging‘to A. C. Weathers;

LAKECREST DRIVE, from Country Club Drive to Country Club Drive;

OAKCREST DRIVE, from Lakecrest Drive to Renfrow Road;

COMFY COURT, from Oakcrest Drive to cul-de-sac;

HAVEN COURT, from Oakcrest Drive to cul-de-sac;

RENFROW DRIVE, from Lakecrest Drive to Country Club Drive;

COUNTRY CLUB DRIVE, north side, from the southwest corner of the Hercules

Steel Company 5.9 acre tract, to the southeast corner of the Whispering

Pines Associates 38.85 acre tract;




COUNTRY CLUB DRIVE, south side, from the northwest corner of the W. H.

Powell 0.78 acre tract, to ‘the northeast corner of Lot 24-A Lakecrest

Subdivision.
AND, WHEREAS, the cost of said improvements has been determined.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Fayetteville, North Carolina, that:

1. The property owner's share of the cost of the above described
improvement has been computed and determined to be $12.00 per front foot for
sanitary sewer.

2. The Public Works Commission is hereby directed to prepare a
preliminary assessment ro]],v in accordance with Chapter 160A, Section 227, of
the General Statuteé of North Carolina, showing the individual assessments upon
properties benefitted by said improvements.

3. The City Clerk 1is hereby directed to make available during regular
office hours, in his office, the said preliminary assessment roll for the
purpose of inspection by the public from this day through the 8th day of
September, 1992.

4. The Council will hold a public hearing in accordance with Chapter 160A
Section 228 of the General Statutes of North Carolina, at 7:00 p.m., on the
8th day of September, 1992, at the Council Chamber in City Hall, Fayetteville,
North Carolina, for the purpose of hearing all interested persons who appear.

5. The Public Works Commission is hereby directed to issue public notice

of the above described public hearihg, to be published on the 28th day of




August, 1992, and to secure publisher's affidavit certifying the advertisement
of said hearing.

6. The Public Works Commission is hereby directed no later than ten (10)
days before the public hearing to mail by first class mail copies of the notice
of hearing on the preliminary assessment roll to the owners of property listed

thereon.

ADOPTED, this day of , 19

J. L. Dawkins, Mayor
ATTEST:

Bobbie Joyner, City Clerk

The following City Councilmembers voted for the passage of the above resolution:

The following City Councilmembers voted against passage of the above resolution:

PUBLISH: August 28, 1992
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RESOLUTION DECLARING COST
AND ORDERING PREPARATION OF PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
AND SETTING TIME AND PLACE FOR PUBLIC HEARING
ON PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
FOR INSTALLATION OF WATER AND SANITARY SEWER UTILITIES
WHEREAS, the extension of the water and/or sanitary sewer utilities ordered
by Resolution of the City Council and duly passed on January 16, 1990, has been

completed in accordance therewith into the following:

FIRST STREET (formerly SR-2414), from the northern margin of Country Club

Drive to dead end.

AND, WHEREAS, the cost of said improvements has been determined.

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

Fayetteville, North Carolina, that:

1. The property owner's share of the cost of the above described
imorovement has been computed and determined to be $8.00 per front foot for
water, and $12.00 per front foot for sanitary sewer.

2. The Public Works Commission 1is hereby directed to prepare a
preliminary assessment roll, in accordance with Chapter 160A, Section 227, of
the General Statutes of North Carolina, show{ng the individual assessments upon
properties benefitted by said improvements. |

3. The City Clerk 1is hereby directed to make available during regular
office hours, in his office, the said pre]iminary assessment roll for the
purpose of inspection by the pub1ié from this day through the 8th day of
September, 1992.

ITEM_ 2 .G




4. The Council wf11 hold a public hearing in accordance with Chapter 160A
Section 228 of the General Statutes of North Carolina, at 7:00 p.m., on the 8th
day of September, 1992, at the Council Chamber in City Hall, Fayetteville, North
Carolina, for the purpose of hearing all interested persons who appear.

5. The Public Works Commission is hereby directed to issue public notice
of the above described public hearing, to be published on the 28th day of
August, 1992, and to secure publisher's affidavit certifying the advertisement
of said hearing.

6. | The Public Works Commission is hereby directed no later than ten (10)
days before the public hearing to mail by first class mail copies of the notice
of hearing on the preliminary assessment roll to the owners of property Tisted

thereon.

ADOPTED, this day of » 19

J. L. DaWkins, Mayor
ATTEST:

Bobbie Joyner, City Clerk

The following City Councilmembers voted for the passage of the above resolution:

The following City Councilmembers voted against passage of the above resolution:

PUBLISH: August 28, 1992
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THE CITY OF [, FAYETTEVILLE

TRAFFIC SERVICES DEPARTMENT SIGNS AND MARKINGS DIVISION 433-1795
433 HAY STREET e = e SIGNAL MANAGEMENT DIVISION 433-1796
FAYETTEVILLE, NG 28301-5797 _ 339 ALEXANDER STREET
TEL. (919) 433-16860 FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28301-5797

August 12, 1992
MEMORANDUM

TO: John P. Smith, City Manager ‘:”
FROM: Louis A. Chalmers, Jc., P. E., City Traffic Engineer

REFERENCE: Petition for 25 Miles Per Hour Speed Zone -
1. Karen Lake Drive, Kathy Street, Oakwood Street
2. Palomar Street

We have received a petition signed by the majority of residents
on the above referenced streets requesting a 25 Miles Per Hour
Speed Zone on their street.

If, following the public hearing, City Council should agree
with the proposed speed reduction; adoption of the attached
ordinance will establish a 25 miles per hour speed limit on
the above referenced streets in accordance with City Council
Policy.

LAC/jx

Enclosures
Petition
Map, Ordinance

cc: Roger L. Stancil, Deputy City Manager
Jimmy Teal, Assistant City Manager - Planning/Development
William H. Melvin, Signs and Markings Supervisor

TRAFFIC

SHAVICES

An Equal Opportunity /AN Affirmative Action Employer

ITEM 2.4
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We, the undersigned residents of ﬁa/&m %Cc Ke M

from //Démd [ee b/‘/ V.e, to OaKewoeo d .S'%ree £

do hereby petition the City Council to reduce the speed limit on our street to 25 Miles Per
Hour:

PRINTED NAME ADDRESS TELEPHONE # | é;éﬁngRE

, A%%Wg W04 Kgeaw (nds D_ o S68-2256 % |
Blome z Gomepazy Q17 Pamalee RbE (85 B |

\//4[/55//4 Yhic //ﬂ//[,k@, SE7Z, ; O,y
AN _ 717 Y (Ao Bk B 7 f/%, g/fwj W




'DATE June 25, 1992

1

We, the undersigned residents of _Kathy Stceet

from The start of Kathy Street to The end of Kathy Street

do hereby petition the City Council to reduce the speed limit on our street to 25 Miles Per

Hour:

PRINTED NAME ADDRESS TELEPHONE i%_ SIGNATURE /
CGrypon D.Bell I kpr¥] St BeR-5tEs é%ﬁ 22
B \ . »

)
Z—
¢<
S
O




pate_ S Q///L 1992

We, the undersigned residents of (Ja Awood ~57Z54¢Jb

from Aa"/)j’ Street | to  Raren 44,/62,

do hereby petition the City Council to reduce the speed limit on our street to 25 Miles Per.
Bour:

PRINTED NAME ADDRESS TELEPHONE # SICGNATURE

Jofi £ s 77/750611 Yol Ohkulod sT I8 Fb 7 7 Jobe Z Az, 8
_bE/U‘l//S A ékwb Y2 M«Kcumby 54 9/ 79// /4 / ‘

KJO/%\N—' HESHLInG JHE O ec) G&T sop D27 Faaald
Gacb 1 vy M Gelosolof  Fps K égz,ﬂ%‘%
ST Qabpee . _go4-79/C Mﬁﬁf@é
v3ames H Rus7 113/ DAK woob ST 367-7239 AL
v .;ﬁﬂ/}»nfa/ﬁ /4 B/VA/um jt2=5 Daxwspd ST, & é"f'él 06 /.;/iﬂm #, BW




DATE /J“‘"Z‘f 72

We, the undersigned residents of CPO nmar S+ (U)QS*U\JOOC} Subdww(on )
from Cl ﬁqﬁddfe J ’ROOC{ to _Whi f’r\ev .DV‘W&

do hereby petition the City Council to reduce the speed 11m1t: on our street to 25 Miles Per

Hour:
PRINTED NAME ADDRESS . TELEPHONE § SIGNATURE
/Mrsmammmdmzz 301Pslamar st KLE-851 2

Mg Wes Michael Flekeher 32) flimar St 967-238> M
oM. asd M Charles Mowsney, 31 Palsrar Sb g 1608 Cnd, Y enge
.V {}’\rs?tc 1aro( Ear‘(e 3(3 P&L/ﬁmat“ng §od-ds5¢ ()II/ &/z/éu
e Lot ot A1 ds. 224 Poldppar &t 3672927 Frnar K i,
v e Qnﬂf@ szw&%/v%awﬁ BU7-0393 g Q,O//Qﬁté
v P Q’,\nw 220 Codomorr 5¢- 8D /S 3 : /Zﬂ\
v %//W 504 frlonwe J DT THIS
//)q@aﬂ;fdmﬂo’ bpdes 208 /p borisl S SLI.DT¢ ™
o baesy ! gﬁé 327 Palowge ST S84 209/ e, /4
< Sally L. pon  B5 Rlomor St pLy-psg7 r7g /i af a?aé;
V@ZZ/&@ '\/W B?F/ [oman ' !ce 2g/1mm‘

| ‘\/.{ﬁgags 7’42{2”,5 ) 507 ﬁﬁuomp ST S61-205D ' .
Qgﬂv%mk 229 Tallowas 8 _967-9%14 Rl
v Coffiur B3V nlomae ot KEV-79 32 Hell,..
v &ood Fapeety Sk _30Y Paloman ST H¥? J4Y9 /?M\JW/—
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OFFICE OF THE
TRAFFIC ENGINEER
FAYETTEVILLE,N.G.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 20, MOTOR VEHICLES AND TRAFFIC
OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE CODE OF ORDINANCES
BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville,
North Carolina that Chapter 20, "Motor Vehicles and Traffic", is
hereby amended to read as follows:
Sec. 20-106. Traffic Schedule Number 8 - Speed Control
There is hereby added to said schedule the following:

25 Miles Per Hour Speed Limit

Karen Lake Drive — From Pamalee Drive to Oakwood
' Street

Kathy Street - From the start of Kathy Street
to the end of Kathy Street

Oakwood Street —  From Kathy Street'to Karen Lake
Drive

Palomar Street — From Cliffdale Road to Whitney
Drive

This ordinance shall be in full force and effective August 28, 1992.

ADOPTED this the 17th day of August, 1992.
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

BY:
J.L. Dawkins, Mayor

ATTEST:

Bobbie A. Joyner, City Clerk
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cITY MANAGER FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28301-5537 433 HAY STREET

August 12, 1992

MEMORANDUM
TO: John P, Smith, City Manager
FROM: Jimmy Teal, Assistant City Ménager, Planning & Development

SUBJECT: Annexation Report

The attached annexation report covers five separate areas that were submitted as petitions
sufficient for annexation. The public hearing for these areas will occur at the August 17 Council
meeting. There were some questions raised at the August 3 Council meeting concerning these
areas. In addition to reporting on those inquiries, | wish to highlight some impacts mentioned in the
overall report. '

1. The McLean and Thompson property located off McArthur Road lies within an area designated
in the Joint Compatible Land Use Policy as a NAPZ area. The Joint Compatible Land Use Policy
is a study done by the Center for Urban and Regional Studies to recommend policy to mitigate
the conflict between urban development and the by-products of military activities. The term
NAPZ means Noise and Accident Potential Zone. The area designated NAPZ 1 and NAPZ 2
discourages residential use, but, if allowed, NAPZ 1 should be at a density of not more than
one dwelling unit per five acres and NAPZ 2 should be at a density of not more than one
dwelling unit per acre. The maps from the study show the proposed annexation lies within the
area designated NAPZ 2; however, using the length and width of the zones described in the
study, it appears the maps may be incorrect and the property is within the more restrictive
NAPZ 1. Efforts are being made to have this discrepancy resolved before the public hearing
Monday night.

2. The proposed Outer Loop highway could possibly impact the McLean and Thompson property
as the alignment of the roadway is likely in this area. It is unknown at this time what, if any,
impact this highway will have going through a section of the City.

3. All five areas are presently undeveloped and do not have existing streets. If annexed, the City
will have the control to ensure the streets are developed to our specifications. The proposed
"Street Standards" are nearly complete, and | would hope they will be in place before
development takes place in these five areas. :

An Equal Opportunity 5
ity of @,

Affirmative Action Employer
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John P. Smith
Page 2 -
August 12, 1992
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4, The Country Club Hills petition does, as have other past annexations, have the effect of
creating an island not within the City. In this case, the petitioner does not own the land and
therefore could not petition to have these islands annexed. The other alternative to annex
these islands is to do so throughout the City-initiated annexation,

5. The fiscal impact of these areas indicate a favorable situation for the City. The absorption of
these areas can be handled through existing personnel and equipment. As these areas begin to
develop, the need for additional personnel and equipment will be evaluated within the overall
needs of the City. The immediate fiscal impact associated with these proposed areas is
primarily the contract cost for fire protection.

Should you have any questions concerning these areas, please let me know.

JT/kbl

Attachment




CITY MANAGER FAYETTEVILLE, NG 28301-5537 433 HAY STREET

August 12, 1992

MEMORANDUM

TO: Roger L. Stancil, Deputy City Manager
THROUGH:  Jimmy Teal, Assistant City Manager, Planning & Development
FROM: David M. Nash, Annexation Studies Coordinator b M /\/

SUBJECT: Public Hearings - Annexation of Five Petition-Initiated Areas

Public hearings have been scheduled for August 17, 1992, concerning the proposed annexation of
five areas. (See Map A) Each proposed annexation was initiated by petition. The five areas are
listed below:

McLean and Thompson Property

Country Club North, Section 8, Part A. Phase 3
Greystone Farms, Section 2

Country Club Hills, Remainder of Land

Perry Property

agpLbd=

A Notice of Public Hearing was published for each area in the August 7, 1992, edition of The
Favetteville Observer-Times.

After holding a public hearing for each area, the City Council has the authority to adopt an
ordinance annexing each area. The City Council has the authority to make each ordinance
effective immediately or on any specified date within six months from the date of passage of the
ordinance.

in deciding on whether to annex or not to annex these five areas, the members of the City Council
might want to consider a variety of information. The overall purpose of this memo is to present
this information to the City Council. It should be noted that some of this information is based on
the requirements of the Justice Department.

Affirmative Action Employer

An Equal Opportunity 44
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Roger L. Stancil
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August 12, 1992

The memo is organized as follows:

1. Section A provides summary information about the five areas proposed for annexation.
2. Section B evaluates the areas in terms of several criteria.
3. Section C provides a summary, conclusions, and recommendations.

Five appendices (1-b) are attached to this memo. These appendices provide revenue work sheets
for each area. Maps and ordinances for each area are also attached.

SECTION A
SUMMARY INFORMATION ABOUT THE FIVE AREAS
PROPOSED FOR ANNEXATION

1. LOCATION: As shown on Map A, four of the areas are located on the northern side of the
City. The fifth area, the Perry Property, is located on the eastern side of the City, along Cedar
Creek Road.

2. ARE THE AREAS CONTIGUQUS? Yes

3. TYPE OF PROPOSED ANNEXATIONS: Petition-Initiated

4. CONTEXT/BACKGROUND: All five of the petition areas are currently vacant. However, the
owners/developers propose to develop each area as single-family residential subdivisions. Since
the areas are proposed for residential development, they will need water and sanitary sewer
extensions.

5. REASONS FOR THE PETITION: There are two utility policies which have an impact on
annexation,

One policy states that property owners/developers requesting water and sanitary sewer
extensions to areas immediately adjacent or contiguous to the City must file a petition for
annexation as a prerequisite to utility extensions. The City Council has the freedom to approve
or reject the petition. The purpose of the policy is to enable the City to enforce City
development standards on developing property contiguous to the City.

As explained above, all five of the areas are contiguous. Since all five of the areas are
proposed for residential development, they will all need water and sewer. Therefore, the
owners were required to submit a petition for annexation.

A second policy states that if a property needing utilities is inside the City prior to the execution

of a contract for utility extensions, then PWC will participate in one-third of the costs of utility
extensions.

annex32
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6. PRESENT CONDITIONS: The following table summarizes some of the key present conditions in
the five areas. (See Appendices 1-b for more detail about tax value.)

TABLE |
Present Present Present Present
, # Land # Housing Total Ad Valorem
Name of Area Acres Use Units Population Tax Value
McLean/Thompson 102.63 vacant 0 0 $307,448
Country Club North 26.12 vacant 0 0 42,391
Greystone Farms, 19.73 vacant 0 0 93,228
Country Club Hills 66.00 vacant 0 0 126,560
(Subtotal - 4 areas) {214.48) (vacant) {0) {0) (569,627)
Perry Property 68.47 vacant 0 0 40,808
Total 282.95 vacant 0 0 $610,435

7. FACTORS AFFECTING EXPECTED FUTURE CONDITIONS: Future conditions in each area will
be affected by a variety of factors. These factors are discussed below for each area.

a. Mclean/Thompson Property

1) Plans of Owners - The Rose Group, Inc., is providing engineering services for the
owners of this property. According to the staff of the Rose Group, the owners
propose to develop the property as single-family residential.

2) Development Controls

a) Land Use Plans
{1) Current Plan (1971} - Airport-Oriented
{2) Proposed New Plan - Low Density Residential
b} Zoning
{1} Current Zoning in County - PND
{2) Likely Future Zoning After Annexation - PND or R10

3) Environmental Factors

a)} Aircraft Noise and Accident Potential - The property is subject to the potential
for aircraft noise and accidents, due to its location directly under the glide
path of Simmons Army Airfield. '

b) Watershed Area - All of the property is within a watershed area, as designated
by state. However, regulations have not yet been adopted.

annex32
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4) Maijor Planned Improvements

a) Outer Loop - Part of the property is within the corridor of the proposed Outer
Loop project. The Outer Loop is proposed to cross McArthur Road just north
of the property. However, a grade separation (bridge) is proposed rather than
an interchange.

b. Country Club North

1) Plans of Owners - The owner, the March Development Corporation, proposes to develop
the property as single-family residential.

2) Development Controls

a) Land Use Plans
(1) Current Plan (1971) - Low Density Residential - Stage |
(2) Proposed New Plan - Low Density Residential
b) Zoning
(1) Current Zoning in County - PND
(2) Likely Future Zoning After Annexation - PND or R10

3) Environmental Factors

a) Aircraft Noise and Accident Potential - The property is not within a defined noise
and accident potential area.

b) Watershed Area - All of area is within a watershed area, as defined by state.
However, regulations have not yet been adopted.

4) Maijor Planned Improvements - None

c. Greystone Farms, Section 2

1) Plans of Owners - The owner, Broadwell-Weber Investments, proposes to develop the
property as single-family residential.

2) Development Controls

a) Land Use Plans
. (1) Current Plan (1971) - industrial - Stage
(2) Proposed New Plan - Low Density Residential
b) Zoning 4
(1) Current Zoning in County - R15 and R10
(2) Likely Future Zoning After Annexation - Either R15 or R10

annex32
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3)

Environmental Factors

a)

b)

Aircraft Noise and Accident Potential - The property is not within a defined noise
and accident potential zone.

Watershed Area - All of area is within a watershed area, as defined by State.
However, regulations have not yet been adopted.

~4) Major Planned Improvements

a)

Outer Loop - The property is just north of the proposed Corridor A of the proposed
Quter Loop.

d. Country Club Hills

1)

2)

Plans of Owner - The owner, Broadwell Land Company, proposes to develop the

property as single-family residential. '

Development Controls

a)

b)

Land Use Plans

(1) Current Plan (1971) - Low Density Residential - Stage |
(2) Proposed New Plan - Low Density Residential

Zoning

{1) Current Zoning in_County - PND

(2) Likely Future Zoning After Annexation - PND or R10

3) Environmental Factors

4)

a)

b)

Aircraft Noise and Accident Potential - The property is not within a defined noise
and accident potential zone.

Watershed Area - All of the area is within a watershed area, as defined by the
State. However, regulations have not yet been adopted.

Major Planned Improvements - None

e. Perry Property

1) Plans of Owner - The Rose Group, Inc., is providing engineering services for a

annex32

developer, who has an option to buy this property. According to the staff of The Rose
Group, the developer proposes to develop the property as single-family residential.
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2) -Development Controls

a) Land Use Plans
{1} Current Plan (1971) - Low Density Residential - Stage IlI

{2) Proposed New Plan - Low Density Residential

b) Zoning

(1) Current Zoning in County - RR
(2) Likely Future Zoning After Annexation - R15

3) Environmental Factors

a) Aircraft Noise and Accident Potential - The property is not within a defined noise
and accident potential zone.

b) Watershed Area - This area is not within a watershed area, as defined by the State.

4) Major Planned Improvements - None

8. EXPECTED FUTURE CONDITIONS: The following two tables summarize some of the key future

conditions expected in the five areas at build-out. (See Appendices 1-5 for more detail about

tax value.) Because it is not known how fast the homes will be built and occupied in the area,

the date of the build-out year is not known.

Name of Area

McLean/Thompson
Country Club North
Greystone Farms,
Country Club Hills
{Subtotal - 4 areas)
Perry Property

Total

TABLE Il
Future

Future Future Future # Street Future
Land # Housing  Total Miles To Be  Ad Valorem
Use Units Population Accepted Tax Value
Resid. 270 675 2.03 21,600,000
Resid. 60 150 .64 7,200,000
Resid. 31 78 43 7,130,000
Resid. 117 293 1.34 11,700,000
(Resid.) (478) {1,196) {4.44) {47,630,000)
Resid. 200 500 1.33 16,000,000
Resid. 678 1,696 5.77 63,630,000

NOTE: Future population calculated by multiplying future number of housing units times a
projected person per household factor of 2.5.

annex32
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TABLE Il
Future Future Future
Purchase Purchase Total
_ Cost Per Cost Per Purchase
Name of Area Lot Housing Unit Cost
McLean/Thompson Property 15,000 60,000 75,000
Country Club North 20,000 95,000 115,000
Greystone Farms, Section 2 50,000 - 175,000 225,000
Country Club Hills 16,000 79,000 95,000
Perry Property 15,000 60,000 75,000
SOURCE: Interviews with developers.
SECTION B

EVALUATION OF THE FIVE AREAS PROPOSED FOR ANNEXATION

In this section of the memo, the five areas are evaluated in terms of the following criteria:

-

Compliance With Statutory Standards.

2. Ability of City Operations Departments and PWC to Provide Services. (This includes a
description of how services are to be provided and costs.)

3. Fiscal Impact. (This involves a comparison of the projected costs of providing services with
the projected revenues.)

4. Impact at Time of Annexation on Minority Population Percentages (In Overall City and in
Adjacent City Council Districts)

5. Other Impacts/Problems Identified in Staff Review.

6. Other Issues Raised in Staff Review.

The general approach is to treat the five areas as a group. However, when necessary, individual
areas are discussed.

Information about each of the criteria is presented below. Much of this information was obtained
through a staff review process.

1. COMPLIANCE WITH STATUTORY STANDARDS

G.S. 160A-31 sets forth one standard which an area must meet when it is annexed by petition.
The one standard is that an area must be contiguous to the municipal boundary. Each of the
five proposed annexation areas is contiguous to the municipal boundary.

annex32
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2. ABILITY OF CITY OPERATING DEPARTMENTS AND PWC TO PROVIDE SERVICES

a.

b.

Methodology - The head of each City operating department and the head of each PWC
division were asked to evaluate each of the five proposed annexation areas. The evaluation
focused on how the departments/divisions would serve each area, additional costs,
additional revenues, additional impacts/problems, and other issues raised. This evaluation
provided information about the ability to provide services.

Findings - Based on responses received from the City operating departments and from
PWC, and based on a review of those responses by the City Manager's Office, it is
projected that all operating departments and PWC will be capable of serving the areas, if
they are annexed,

Information is presented below about the services to be provided and the cost of service.
The information for City services is presented first, followed by information for PWC
services.

1)  City Services and Costs - In discussing City services and costs, it is useful to recognize
the stages of development the areas will go through.

a) During FY 92-93 - During this fiscal year, the demand for services will be very
minimal, because the five areas are currently undeveloped. All City departments
should be able to absorb the areas with little or no cost. It is projected that the
Fire Department will have the costs specified below.

Dept. Amount Frequency ‘ Service

Fire $48 Annual Contract with Vander Fire
(prorated for Department for first-responder
10 months) service for Perry Property

The Fire Department might also have costs for debt assumption with the Westarea Fire
Department, but it is not possible to project these costs at this time.

b) During Years of Development - During the years of development of the areas, the
demand for services will increase. It is projected that all City departments will be
able to absorb the five areas without substantial increases in costs. However, the
impact on each department will need to be monitored. It is projected that the
Sanitation Division and Fire Department will have the costs specified below:

annex32
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Dept. Amount Frequency Service
Sanitation  $37,290 1 time only Provision of 678 roll-out carts

{at time of completion to each housing unit
of each housing unit)

Fire $58 Annually Contract with Vander Fire
Department for first-responder
service for Perry Property

c) At Build-Out - When all five areas are completely built-out, the demand for
services will peak and then level off. It is projected that most City departments
will be able to absorb the areas when they are completely built-out. It is projected
that the Sanitation Division will need a new three-man crew and truck in order to
provide residential sanitation services. Costs which can be projected at build-out
are discussed below.

Dept. Amount Frequency Service
Sanitation  $53,700 Annualily Residential pick-up -
Establishment of new 3-man
crew
Sanitation  $28,333 Annually Residential pick-up -
{for 3 years only - Lease/purchase of new rear-
lease/purchase) loader truck
Fire $568 Annually Contract with Vander Fire

Department for first-responder
service for Perry Property

2) PWC Services and Costs - In discussing PWC services and costs, it is useful to distinguish

between sewer-water-fire hydrant costs and electrical-street light costs.

a)

annex32

Sewer, Water, and Fire Hydrant Services - According to information provided by the
PWC staff, PWC currently provides sewer, water, and fire hydrant services to parts of
four of the areas. (The McLean/Thompson Property is the one exception.)

Services will be provided to the interior of each area by extension as the areas are
developed. Contracts for extensions have already been established for two of the fire
areas {Country Club North and Country Club Hills). if these two areas are annexed
within two years of the date of the contract, then PWC will make a refund to the
developer. These refund amounts are listed below:




Roger L. Stancil

Page 10

August 12, 1992

b)

Area Name Amount of Refund
Country Club North $32,151.81
Country Club Hills 32,133.82

Total : $64,285.63

If the other three areas are annexed before contracts are established for utility
extensions, then PWC will make a contribution to the developer for these three areas.
These possible contribution amounts cannot be calculated until detailed engineering
plans are received and estimated. ‘

Electrical and Street Light Services - According to information provided by the PWC
staff, PWC expects to extend electrical service and street lights to three of the areas
as property develops. These three areas include: Perry Property, Greystone, and
Country Club Hills. PWC expects the other two areas to be served by the South River
EMC. These two areas include: Country Club North and MclLean/Thompson. PWC
will contract with South River EMC to pay a monthly street light rental charge. It is
not possible to project these costs at this time.

3. EISCAL IMPACT

Fiscal impact analysis involves comparing the projected costs of providing services with the
projected revenues. This technique is useful in evaluating proposed annexations. The results
of the analysis for the five areas are presented below. The City and PWC are treated
separately.

a. City - Fiscal Impact

1)

annex32

Procedure - Several steps were involved in analyzing the fiscal impact of the five
proposed annexations on the City.

a) Revenues - First, annual operating revenues were projected. Since it is not known
how fast the homes will be built and occupied in the area, it was not possible to
project revenues over a five-year period. Instead, revenues were projected for FY
92-93 and for a hypothetical "build-out" year. Four revenue sources were
projected: ad valorem tax, sales tax, beer-wine tax, and Powell Bill. The work
sheets used in preparing the projections are included in this memo as Appendices
1-b. (Standard assumptions were used.)

AT
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b)

annex32

The projected annual revenue to the City for the five areas are summarized below.

During
During Years of

Name of Area EFY 92-931" of Development® At Build-Out®
McLean/Thompson 1,363 173,404
Country Club North 187 51,556
Greystone 413 44,952
Country Club Hills 560 88,250
(Subtotal - 4 areas)® {2,523) (358,162)
Perry Property 180 128,214

Total 2,703 486,376
NOTES:

WAd valorem tax revenue only.

Not possible to project, because it is not known how fast new homes will be
constructed.

®ITotal of 4 sources of revenue.

Costs - Next, costs were summarized, based on the projected costs discussed in
the previous section of this memo. As in the case of revenues, costs were
summarized for FY 92-93 and a hypothetical build-out year. Costs were also
summarized for the years of development.

The projected annual costs to the City for providing services to the five areas are
summarized below.

During During Years _

Dept./Service FY 92-93 of Development At Build-Out
Fire Department

Contract w/Vander F.D. $48 $ 58 $ 58
Sanitation Division

Roli-out carts 0 37,290 0

New 3-man crew 0 0 53,700

New rear-loader truck 0 0 28,333
Grand Total $48 $37,348 $82,091
NOTES:

“For 3 years only - while a lease/purchase agreement is in effect.
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2)

Results - The results of comparing the revenues and costs during FY 92-93, the years
of development, and at a hypothetical "build-out” year are shown below.

During
During Years of
FY 92-93 Development At Build-Out
Annual Revenues 2,703 ? 486,376
 Annual Costs 48 37,348 82,091
Annual Surplus (Deficit) 2,655 ? 404,285

During FY 92-93, it is projected that there will be a surplus of $2,655. During the
years of development, it is not possible to project the revenues, because it is not
known how fast the new homes will be built. Therefore, it is not possible to evaluate
the fiscal impact during the years of development. However, for any one year there
will be a surplus, as long as the revenues exceed the cost of the contract with Vander
and the cost of providing roll-out carts during the year. At the build-out year, it is
projected that there will be a surplus of $404,285. After three years of build-out, the
new rear-loader truck will be paid for, and the annual surplus will then increase to
$432,618.

b. Public Works Commission - Fiscal Impact

In discussing the fiscal impacts of the proposed annexations on PWC, it is useful to
distinguish between the Water and Sewer Division and the Electrical Division.

1)

annex32

Fiscal Impact on Water and Sewer Division of PWC

a) Procedure - In order to assess the fiscal impact on the Water and Sewer Division,
it is necessary to consider revenues and costs.

1)  Revenues - According to information provided by the PWC staff, there will
be revenues from the new water and sewer customers in each of the five
areas. However, it has not been possible to project these revenues, since it
is not known how fast the new homes will be constructed.

2) Costs - As discussed in a preceding section of this memo, the costs for
making a refund to the developer are projected at $64,285.63 for two areas
for which contracts have already been established.

b) Results - It is possible to project that if the areas are annexed effective 8-31-92,

and if PWC makes the refund to the two developers, the fiscal impact on the PWC

Water and Sewer Division will be negative during FY 92-93. It is not possible to
project the fiscal impact during the years of development or at build-out.

pr—
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2) Fiscal Impact on Electrical Division of PWC

a) Procedure - In order to assess the fiscal impact on the Electrical Division, it is
necessary to consider revenues and costs.

1) Revenues - PWC expects to extend electrical and street light services to
three of the areas as property develops (Perry Property, Greystone, and
Country Ciub Hills), There will be revenues from the sale of electricity in
these three areas. However, it is not appropriate to attribute this increase in
electrical service revenue to annexation. This iricrease in revenue will occur
regardless of whether the areas are annexed. It has not been possible to
project any other revenues.

2) Costs - As discussed in a previous section of this memo, PWC expects two
of the areas to receive electrical service from the South River EMC (Country
Club North and McLean/Thompson). Although PWC will contract with
South River to provide street light service in these two areas, it has not
been possible to project these costs.

b) Results - Since it has not been possible to project revenues or costs, it is not
possible to assess the fiscal impact on the Electrical Division.

4. IMPACT AT TIME OF ANNEXATION ON MINORITY POPULATION PERCENTAGES (IN OVERALL
CITY AND IN ADJACENT DISTRICTS)

As shown in Section A of this memo (Iltem 6 - Present Conditions), the five areas are presently
made up of vacant land. Therefore, the five areas have zero housing units, zero total
population, zero voting age population, and zero registered voters. It is assumed that these
conditions will not change between now and the assumed effective dates of annexation (8-31-
92). Therefore, there will be no impact at the time of annexation on minority population
percentages, either at the overall City level or at the district level. (The four areas on the north
side are all adjacent to City Council District #1. The Perry Property is adjacent to District #2.)

5. OTHER IMPACTS/PROBLEMS IDENTIFIED IN STAFF REVIEW

a. Methodology - During staff review, the head of each City operating department and the
head of each PWC division were asked to identify any additional impacts/problems, if the
areas were annexed. It was suggested that the cumulative impact of other annexations
enacted during the previous two fiscal years be considered.

annex32
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b. Findings

1)

2)

PWC - Impacts/Problems: None identified.

City Operating Departments - Impact/Problems:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e

Sanitation Division and Street Maintenance Division - The Environmental Services
Director expressed concern over the cumulative impact of past annexations on
the Sanitation and Street Maintenance Divisions. Past annexations have been
absorbed by the Divisions, and the Divisions have reached their limits on
absorbing any more areas.

Police Department - The Police Department Service Bureau Commander
expressed concern over the cumulative impact of past annexations. It was noted
that future impacts/problems would be based on calls for police service;
however, it was noted that this increase cannot be determined at this time.

Fire Department - The Fire Department expressed concern over the cumulative
impact of past annexations on the north side. It was stated that if the areas are
annexed, a new engine company will be needed on the north side, when the
areas are built-out.

Engineering Department - The Engineering Department expressed concern over
the amount of staff time which will be devoted to review of development,
drainage, and streets in these areas. The department also expressed concern
over the impact of development on surrounding existing streets.

Parks and Recreation - The Parks and Recreation Department expressed concern
over the cumulative impact of past annexations on both the northern side and
the eastern side of the City. Both areas currently lack recreation centers and
adequate park facilities. When developed, these annexation areas will add to the
current needs. Only one area on the northern side (Country Club Hills) is located
close enough to existing facilities (Tokay Center and Edgewood Recreation
Center) to be adequately served.

6. OTHER ISSUES RAISED IN STAFF REVIEW

a. Methodology - During staff review, the head of each City operating department and the
head of each PWC division were asked whether the consideration of these proposed
annexations raised any other issued which need to be addressed.
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b. Findings

1) PWC - Other Issues Raised: None raised

2) City Operating Departments - Other Issues Raised:

a) Police Department - The Police Department noted that it must be prepared to
increase protective services if necessary.

b) Parks and Recreation - Concerning the existing College Lakes Park on the north
side, the department raised the following issues:

- Should a recreational center be built at the park?
- Should additional land be acquired?
- Should a sanitary sewer line be extended to the park?

The department also pointed out a need to revise subdivision regulations to
require that additional land be set aside for parks and recreational use.

c) Communications - The Communications Department raised the question of ‘
whether Hilliard Drive should be connected to Crystal Drive; this would provide
better access for emergency vehicles.

3) Issue Regarding the Future Development of the McLean/Thompson Property

The McLean/Thompson Property is located adjacent to the Fort Bragg boundary and
directly under the flight line of Simmons Army Airfield. Future development of this
now vacant property might have a negative impact on the operations at Simmons
Army Airfield. The Rose Group, Inc., is providing engineering services for the owners
of this property. According to members of the Rose Group, the owners propose to
develop the property as single-family residential in the future. If the area is annexed,
then the are will need to be initially zoned into the City. During the initial zoning
process, the issue of the future development of the property and the impact this
development might have on operations at Simmons Army Airfield will be discussed. It
should be noted that a report dealing with such issues was prepared in January 1991.
The report is entitled Joint Compatible Land Use Policy - Recommendations to Military
Jurisdictions and Local Governments in the Fort Bragg Region. On November 18,
1991, the Fayetteville City Council agreed to support recommendations outlined in
the report. However, no actions have been taken yet to implement the
recommendations.
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~ SECTIONC
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Summary - In summary, this memo has analyzed five proposed petition-initiated annexations. The
memo has provided summary information about the areas, with a focus on present conditions,
factors affecting development, and expected future conditions. The memo has also evaluated the
areas in terms of several criteria.

Conclusions - The basic conclusions are as follows:
1. All of the areas comply with statutory standards, since all of the areas are contiguous.

2. All of the areas are currently vacant, but the owners propose to develop the areas as single-
family residential.

3. It is not known how fast new homes will be built in the areas. Therefore, it is not known when
build-out will occur.

4. The City operating departments and PWC should be able to provide services to the areas. As
the areas develop and demands for services increase, the impact on operating departments will
need to be monitored. It is projected that when the areas are completely built-out, the
Sanitation Division will need to add a three-man crew and truck in order to serve the areas.

5. Fiscal Impact on the City - It is projected that there will be a surplus for the City of $2,655 in
FY 92-93, and a surplus of $404,285 at build-out. Since it is not possible to project revenues
during the years of development, it is not possible to evaluate the fiscal impact during the years
of development.

6. Fiscal Impact on PWC - For the Water and Sewer Division of PWC, it is projected that there will
be a deficit in FY 92-93, due to the refunds to be made to developers. It was not possible to
assess the fiscal impact on the Electrical Division of PWC.

7. If the areas are annexed effective August 31, 1992, the areas will be undeveloped and they
will have zero population. Therefore, annexation of the areas should have no impact on
minority population percentages, either at the overall City level or at the district level.

8. Several operating departments expressed concern over the cumulative impact of past
annexations.

9. The major issue raised by these proposed annexations is the future development of the
McLean/Thompson Property. -Future development of this property might have a negataive
impact on the operations at Simmons Army Airfield, due to the location of the property. Future
development of this property might also impede the construction of the proposed Outer Loop,
because part of the property is within the proposed corridor of the Outer Loop.
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Recommendations - Based on these conclusions, the City staff offers the following
recommendations:

1. The City Council should adopt annexation ordinances for each of the five areas.

2. The City Council should set August 31, 1992, as the effective date for each of the five
ordinances.

3. The City Council should ask the Planning Board staff to review the measures recommended in
the Joint Compatible Land Use Policy report. The Planning Board staff should then make
recommendations to the City Council regarding which measures should be adopted by the City.

DMN/kb!
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AREA #:

ASSUMED EFFECTIVE DATE:

DATE PROJECTION PREPARED:

APPENDIX 1
ANNEXATION REVENUE PROJECTION WORKSHEET

AREA NAME: Mcl ean and Thampsan Proparty
8:31.92
—X~ PETITION-INITIATED
CITY-INITIATED
8:-7-92 DATE REVISED:

1 LCITY-GENFRAL EUND

EISCAL YEARS

annex40

A. REVENUES
92-93 At Build-Out
1. Ad Valorem Tax
a, Real Property - Taxable Value
Land’ 307,448 4,050,000
Buildings' o] 16,200,000
improvements' o] o]
Gross Total 307,448 20,250,000
Market Index Adjustment (o] 0
Adjusted Total Real Property 307,448 20,250,000
b.  Personal Property - Taxable Value o
Automobiles! 0 1,350,000
Business Equipment, Fixtures' 0 o]
Mobile Homes' ) 0
Other' 0 0
Total Personal Property 0 1,350,000
c Total Value - Real and Personal 307,448 21,600,000
d Tax Rate (Per $100 Value) .56 ; .56
e Gross Ad Valorem Revenue 1,722 120,960
f. Deduction for Prorating -287 o]
g. Adjusted Ad Valorem Revenue 1,435 120,960
h Collection Rate : .95 .95
i Final Adjusted Ad Valorem Revenue 1,363 114,912
2. Sales Tax
a.  Projected Population? (o] 675
b. Per Capita Distribution 59 59
c. Sales Tax Revenue (o] 39,825
3. Beer and Wine Tax
a.  Projected Population? o] 675
b. Per Capita Distribution 4 4
c. Beer and Wine Tax Revenue 0 2,700
4, Powaell Bill
a.  Projected Population? o] 675
b. Per Capita Distribution 19.61 19.61
c. Revenue from Population [¢] 13,236
d. # Miles Streets to be Accepted? 0 2.03
a. Par Mile Distribution 1,345.47 . 1,345.47
f. Revenue from Street Miles o] 2,731
g. Powall Bill Revenue (¢ + f) } (o] 15,967
5. Total Revenue {1i + 2c + 3¢ + 4q) 1,363 173,404
NOTES: 1 - As of the January 1 immaediately preceding the beginning of the fiscal year.
2 - As of the first day of the fiscal year (July 1).
ASSUMPTIONS:




APPENDIX 2

ANNEXATION REVENUE PROJECTION WORKSHEET

AREA #: AREA NAME: ___Countey Club North_Section & Part 4_Phaga 3

ASSUMED EFFECTIVE DATE: 82:31.92

—x- PETITION-INITIATED

——

CITY-INITIATED
DATE PROJECTION PREPARED: R8:7:92 DATE REVISED:
FISCAL YEARS.
1__ CITY-GENERAL FUND
A. REVENUES
92-93 At Build-Out
1. Ad Valorem Tax
a. Real Property - Taxable Value )
Land' 42,391 1,200,000
Buildings® o] 5,700,000
Improvements’ 0 o]
Gross Total 42,391 6,900,000
Market Index Adjustment o 0
Adjusted Total Real Property 42,391 6,900,000
b. Personal Property - Taxable Value
Automobiles’ (o] 300,000
Business Equipment, Fixtures' o] o}
Mobile Homes' 0 o]
Other! 0 o]
Total Personal Property 0 300,000
c Total Value - Real and Personal 42,391 7,200,000
d Tax Rate {Per $100 Value) .56 .56
-} Gross Ad Valorem Revenue 237 40,320
f. Deduction for Prorating -40 (o}
g Adjusted Ad Valorem Revenue 197 40,320
h Collection Rate .95 .95
i Final Adjusted Ad Valorem Revenue 187 38,304
2. Sales Tax
a.  Projscted Population? 0 150
b, Per Capita Distribution 59 59
c. Sales Tax Revenue o] 8,850
3. Beer and Wine Tax
a.  Projected Population? 0 150
b. Per Capita Distribution 4 4
c. Beer and Wine Tax Revenue 0 600
4. Powaell Bill
a.  Projected Population? 0 180
b. Per Capita Distribution 19.61 19.61
c. Revenue from Population (o] 2,941
d.  # Miles Streets to be Accepted® o] .64
e. Per Mile Distribution 1,345.47 1,345.47
f. Revenue from Street Miles (o} 861
g. Powell Bill Revenue (¢ + f) (o] 3,802
5. Total Revenue (1i + 2¢ + 3¢ + 4q) 187 51,656

NOTES: 1 - As of the January 1 immediately preceding the beginning of the fiscal year.
2 - As of the first day of the fiscal year (July 1).

ASSUMPTIONS:
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APPENDIX 3

ANNEXATION REVENUE PROJECTION WORKSHEET

AN A I e e e —————————r—

AREA #: AREA NAME: Graystone Farms. Sectinn 2
ASSUMED EFFECTIVE DATE: 8:31-92
—x. PETITION-INITIATED
T CITY-INITIATED
DATE PROJECTION PREPARED: 8:7.92 DATE REVISED:
FSCALYEARS
1 __CITY-GENERAL FLIND
A. REVENUES
] 92-93 At Build-Out
1. Ad Valorem Tax
a. Real Property - Taxable Value
Land' 93,228 1,550,000
Buildings' 0 5,425,000
Improvements' o] o]
Gross Total 93,228 6,975,000
Market Index Adjustment (o} (o}
Adjusted Total Real Property 93,228 6,975,000
b. Personal Property - Taxable Value
Automobiles’ o] 155,000
Business Equipment, Fixtures' o] o]
Mobile Homes' 0 0
Other' 0 o]
Total Personal Property 0 155,000
c Total Value - Real and Personal 93,228 7,130,000
d Tax Rate (Per $100 Value) .56 .56
e Gross Ad Valorem Revenue 522 39,928
f. Deduction for Prorating -87 0
g Adjusted Ad Valorem Revenue 435 39,928
h Collection Rate .95 .95
i. Final Adjusted Ad Valorem Revenue 413 37,931
2. Sales Tax
a.  Projected Population? 0 78
b. Per Capita Distribution 59 59
c.  Sales Tax Revenue 0 4,602
3. Beer and Wine Tax
a.  Projected Population? (o] 78
b. Per Capita Distribution 4 4
c. Beer and Wine Tax Revenue 0 312
4. Powaell Bill
a.  Projected Population’ 0 78
b. Per Capita Distribution 19.61 19.61
c. Revenue from Popuiation (o] 1,529
d.  # Miles Streets to be Accepted? o] 43
a. Per Mile Distribution 1,345.47 1,345.47
f. Revenue from Street Miles (o} 578
. g Powell Bill Revenue (¢ + f) o] 2,107
5. Total Revenue {1i + 2¢ + 3¢ + 4g) 413 44,952
NOTES: 1 - As of the January 1 immediately preceding the beginning of the fiscal year.
2 - As of the first day of the fiscal year {(July 1). .
ASSUMPTIONS:
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APPENDIX 4
ANNEXATION REVENUE PROJECTION WORKSHEET

AREA #: AREA NAME: Countey Cluh Hills - Remaindaraf | and
ASSUMED EFFECTIVE DATE: 8:31:92
—x- PETITION-INITIATED
CITY-INITIATED
DATE PROJECTION PREPARED: 8:7:92 DATE REVISED:
. FISCALVEARS
1 CITY-GFNFRAI EUND
A. REVENUES
92-93 At Build-OQut
1. Ad Valorem Tax
a. Real Property - Taxable Value
Land’ 121,684 1,872,000
Buildings' 4,876 9,243,000
Improvements’ o] o]
Gross Total 126,560 11,115,000
Market Index Adjustment 0 ‘ o]
Adjusted Total Real Property 126,560 11,115,000
b. Personal Property - Taxable Value
Automobiles’ 0 585,000
Business Equipment, Fixtures' o] 0
Mobile Homes! 0 0
Other! 0 o}
Total Personal Property (o] 585,000
c Total Value - Real and Personal 126,660 11,700,000
d Tax Rate (Per $100 Value) .56 .56
e -Gross Ad Valorem Revenue 708 65,520
f. Deduction for Prorating -118 0
g Adjusted Ad Valorem Revenue 590 65,520
h Collection Rate .95 .95
i Final Adjusted Ad Valorem Revenue 560 62,244
2. Sales Tax
a.  Projected Population? 0 293
b. Per Capita Distribution 59 59
c. Sales Tax Revenue 0 17,287
3. Beer and Wine Tax
a.  Projectad Population? o] 293
b, Per Capita Distribution 4 4
c. Beer and Wine Tax Revenue 0 1,172
4. Powaell Bill
a.  Projected Population? o 293
b. Per Capita Distribution 19.61 19.61
c. Revenue from Population 0 5,745
d.  # Miles Streets to be Accepted? 0 1.34
R Per Mile Distribution 1,345.47 1,345.47
f. Revenue from Street Miles 0 1,802
g. Powell Bill Revenue (¢ + f) (o} 7,547
5. Total Revenue (1i + 2¢ + 3¢ + 4g) 560 88,250
NOTES: 1 - As of the January 1 immediately preceding the beginning of the fiscal year.

2 - As of the first day of the fiscal year (July 1).

ASSUMPTIONS:
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APPENDIX 5

ANNEXATION REVENUE PROJECTION WORKSHEET

AREA #: AREA NAME: _ _Parry Proparty {with farm pragram exeroption in92.93)
ASSUMED EFFECTIVE DATE: 8:31-92
—x. PETITION-INITIATED
CITY-INITIATED
DATE PROJECTION PREPARED: R.7:92 DATE REVISED:
FISCAL YEARS
1 CITY-GENFRAL EUND
A. REVENUES
92-93 At Build-Out
1. Ad Valorem Tax .
a. Real Property - Taxable Value
Land' 40,808 3,000,000
Buildings' 0 12,000,000
Improvements' o] 0
Gross Total 40,808 15,000,000
Market index Adjustment 0 o]
Adjusted Total Real Property 40,808 15,000,000
b. Personal Property - Taxable Value
Automobiles’ o] 1,000,000
Business Equipment, Fixtures' 0 0
Moabile Homes' o] o]
Other' o] o]
Total Personal Property (o] 1,000,000
c. Total Value - Real and Personal 40,808 16,000,000
d. Tax Rate (Per $100 Value) .56 .56
e. Gross Ad Valorem Revenue 228 89,600
f. Deduction for Prorating -38 0
d. Adjusted Ad Valorem Revenue 190 89,600
h. Collection Rate .95 .95
H Einal Adi“gted Ad \/alorem Ravaniie 180 RR'1 20
2, Sales Tax
~a.  Projected Population® o] 500
b. Per Capita Distribution 59 59
c. Sales Tax Revenue 0 29,500
3. Beer and Wine Tax
a.  Projected Population? o] 500
‘b.  Per Capita Distribution 4 4
c. Beer and Wine Tax Revenue 0 2,000
4. Powell Bill
a.  Projected Population? o] 500
b. Per Capita Distribution 19.61 19.61
c. Revenue from Population (o} 9,805
d.  # Miles Streets to be Accepted? 0] 1.33
e. Per Mile Distribution 1,345.47 1,345.47
f. Revenue from Street Miles o] 1,789
g. Powell Bill Revenue (¢ + f) [o] 11,594
5. Total Revenue {1i + 2¢ + 3c + 4g) 180 128,214
NOTES: 1 - As of the January 1 immediately preceding the beginning of the fiscal year.

2 - As of the first day of the fiscal year (July 1).

ASSUMPfIONS: With farm program exemption.
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MCLEAN AND THOMPSON PROPERTY
(MCARTHUR 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-
31, as amended, to annex the area described herein; and

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

WHEREAS, the City Clerk has certified the sufficiency of said
petition and a public hearing on the question of this annexation
was held at City Hall Council Chambers at 7 o’clock p.m., on the
17th day of August, 1992, after due notice by publication on the
7th day of August, 1992; and

WHEREAS, the City Council does hereby find as a fact that said
petition meets the requirements of G.S. 160A-31, as amended;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City
of Fayetteville, North Carolina:

Section 1. By virtue of the authority granted by G.S. 160A-
31, as amended, the following described territory, is hereby
annexed and made part of the City of Fayetteville as of the 31st
day of August, 1992.

Beginning at a point in the eastern margin of McArthur
Road, said point being in the existing City Limit Line
as establlshed by Annexation 85-1-291 dated January 7,

1985 (effective February 1, 1985) and running thence
with the city limit 1line South 59 degrees 20 minutes
West and crossing McArthur Road and running with the
northern line of McArthur Place subdivision, Section 2,

Part 3, for a distance of 1566.93 feet to a corner;
thence continuing with the city limit line and McArthur
Place subdivision North 49 degrees 01 minute West
551.91 feet to a p01nt, thence leaving the city limit
line and running in a northwest direction about 148.2
feet to a concrete monument in the Fort Bragg Military
Reservation boundary; thence with said boundary North
48 degrees 33 minutes 41 seconds West 524.93 feet to a
concrete monument; thence continuing with military
reservation 1line North 19 degrees 55 minutes West
1262.6 feet to a concrete monument; thence leaving the
reservation line and running North 59 degrees 05
minutes 26 seconds East 2041.78 feet to a point in the
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eastern margin of McArthur Road, said point also being
in the existing city 1limit 1line as established by
Annexation 84-7-290 dated July 21, 1984 (effective
August 31, 1984); thence following the eastern right of
way margin of McArthur Road and the city limit line in
a Southeastern direction about 2200 feet to the
beginning . . . containing 102.63 acres more or less.

. Section 2. Upon and after the 31st day of August, 1992, the
above described territory and its citizens and property shall be
subject to all debts, laws, ordinances, and regulations in force
in the city of Fayetteville and shall be entitled to the same
privileges and benefits as other parts of the City of
Fayetteville. Said territory shall be subject to municipal taxes
according to G.S. 160A-58.10.

Section 3. The Mayor of the City of Fayetteville shall
cause to be recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds of
Ccumberland County, and in the Office of the Secretary of State at

Raleigh, North <cCarolina, an accurate map of the annexed
territory, described in Section 1 hereof, together with a duly
certified copy of this ordinance. The Mayor of the City of

Fayetteville shall also cause such map and ordinance to be filed
with the County Board of Election of Cumberland County.

Adopted this.17th day of August, 1992.

J. L. Dawkins, Mayor

ATTEST:

Bobbie A. Joyner, City Clerk
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COUNTRY CLUB NORTH,
SECTION 6, PART A, PHASE 3

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-
31, as amended, to annex the area described herein; and

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

WHEREAS, the City Clerk has certified the sufficiency of said
petition and a public hearing on the question of this annexation
was held at City Hall Council Chambers at 7 o’clock p.m., on the
17th day of August, 1992, after due notice by publication on the
7th day of August, 1992; and

WHEREAS, the City Council does hereby find as a fact that said
petition meets the requirements of G.S. 160A-31, as amended;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City
of Fayetteville, North Carolina:

Section 1. By virtue of the authority granted by G.S. 160A-
31, as amended, the following described territory, is hereby
annexed and made part of the City of Fayetteville as of the 31st
day of August, 1992.

Beginning at a corner in the existing city limit 1line,
said point being the northeast corner of Annexation 91-
07-347, dated July 15, 1991 (effective July 31, 1991),
and running thence with the existing city 1limit line
for the following eight (8) calls: North 80 degrees 27
minutes 26 seconds West 150.0 feet; South 82 degrees 53
minutes 15 seconds West 62.63 feet; North 80 degrees 27
minutes 26 seconds West 122.0 feet; North 69 degrees 35
minutes West 505.66 feet; South 64 degrees 01 minute 47
seconds West 142.39 feet; South 14 degrees 04 minute 26
seconds East 231.0 feet; South 28 degrees 28 minutes 51
seconds East 204.08 feet; North 73 degrees 02 minutes
54 seconds East 43.83 feet to a point in the city limit
line as established by Annexation 91-05-342 dated May
6, 1991 (effective June 30, 1991); thence continuing
with the existing city 1limit line for the following
three (3) calls: South 09 degrees 32 minutes 34
seconds West 315.0 feet; North 80 degrees 27 minutes 26
seconds West 16.0 feet; South 09 degrees 32 minutes 34
seconds West 145.95 feet to a point in the city 1limit
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line as established by Annexation 84-7-271, dated July
2, 1984; thence with the existing city limit line North
80 degrees 46 minutes West 54.86 feet to a point;
thence continuing with the city limit 1line South 70
degrees 10 minutes West 97.82 to a point; thence
leaving the city 1limit 1line and running North 19
degrees 50 minutes West 150.0 feet to a point; thence
South 70 degrees 10 minutes West 28.30 feet to a point;
thence North 19 degrees 50 minutes West 328.16 feet to
a point; thence North 25 degrees 34 minutes 37 seconds
West 256.0 feet to a point; thence South 59 degrees 42
minutes West 30.0 feet to a point; thence North 30
degrees 18 minutes West 350.85 feet to a point in the
southern 1line of W. M. Bill (Heirs) property line
(P.I.N. 0439-05-09-7069) and running thence with said
southern line North 59 degrees 41 minutes 30 seconds
East approximately 1370.93 feet to the southeasternmost
corner of the aforementioned property said point also
being in the southernmost 1line of Mildred H. White
property (P.I.N. 0439-06-39-2804); thence within said
southern line South 69 degrees 35 minutes East 453.07
feet to a point; thence South 09 degrees 32 minutes 34
seconds West 784.50 feet to the point of beginning . .
. containing 26.12 acres more or less.

Section 2. Upon and after the 31st day of August, 1992, the
above described territory and its citizens and property shall be
subject to all debts, laws, ordinances, and regulations in force
in the City of Fayetteville and shall be entitled to the same
privileges and benefits as other parts of the City of
Fayetteville. Said territory shall be subject to municipal taxes
according to G.S. 160A-58.10.

Section 3. The Mayor of the City of Fayetteville 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 at
Raleigh, North Carolina, an accurate map of the annexed
territory, described in Section 1 hereof, together with a duly
certified copy of this ordinance. The Mayor of the City of
Fayetteville shall also cause such map and ordinance to be filed
with the County Board of Election of Cumberland County.

Adopted this 17th day of August, 1992.

J. L. Dawkins, Mayor

ATTEST:

Bobblie A. Joyner, City Clerk
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GREYSTONE FARMS, SECTION 2

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-
31, as amended, to annex the area described herein; and

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

WHEREAS, the City Clerk has certified the sufficiency of said
petition and a public hearing on the question of this annexation
was held at City Hall Council Chambers at 7 o’clock p.m., on the
17th day of August, 1992, after due notice by publication on the
7th day of August, 1992; and

WHEREAS, the City Council does hereby find as a fact that said
petition meets the requirements of G.S. 160A-31, as amended;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City
of Fayetteville, North Carolina:

Section 1. By virtue of the authority granted by G.S. 160A-
31, as amended, the following described territory, is hereby
annexed and made part of the City of Fayetteville as of the 31st
day of August, 1992.

Beginning at a point in the existing city 1limit 1line
established by Annexation 90-6-333, dated June 4, 1990,
said point being in a common line of the Culbreth
property and running with the city limit line for the
following ten (10) calls: North 36 degrees 04 minutes
Fast 270.84 feet; as a curve to the left in a westward
direction with a radius of 407.46 feet for an arc
distance of 19.58 feet, (chord North 52 degrees 34
minutes West 19.57 feet); North 38 degrees 49 minutes
East 179.12 feet; North 44 degrees 30 minutes West 184.0
feet; North 17 degrees 26 minutes East 172.92 feet; as
a curve to the left in a westward direction with a radius
of 774.29 feet for an arc distance of 20.08 feet, (chord
North 73 degrees 18 minutes West 20.08 feet); North 15
degrees 57 minutes East 129.48 feet; North 66 degrees 05
minutes West 174.49 feet; as a curve to the right in a
north direction with a radius of 487.65 feet for an arc
distance of 39.45 feet, (chord North 26 degrees 14
minutes East 39.44 feet); North 61 degrees 26 minutes
West 222.14 feet to a point; thence leaving the city
limit line and running North 30 degrees 59 minutes East
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44.93 feet to a point; thence South 57 degrees 49 minutes
East 171.66 feet to a point on a curve; thence with a
curve to the right in a northeast direction on a radius
of 537.65 feet, an arc length of 32.65 feet (chord
bearing and distance of North 33 degrees 56 minutes East
32.64 feet) to a point of tangency; thence South 54
degrees 20 minutes East 50.0 feet to a point; thence
South 53 degrees 11 minutes East 135.0 feet to a point;
thence South 63 degrees 00 minutes East 825.0 feet to a
point; thence South 52 degrees 39 minutes East 95.89 feet
to a point; thence South 28 degrees 58 minutes East
169.21 feet to a point; thence South 18 degrees 10
minutes East 315.32 feet to a point; thence South 32
degrees 00 minutes East 50.0 feet to a point of reverse
curvature; thence as a curve to the right in a
southwesterly direction with a radius of 491.22 feet for
an arc length of 38.08 feet (chord bearing and distance
of South 60 degrees 13 minutes West 38.07 feet) to a
point of reverse curvature; thence as a curve to the left
in a southwesterly direction with a radius of 25.0 feet
for an arc 1length of 36.84 feet (chord bearing and
distance of South 20 degrees 13 minutes West 33.60 feet)
to a point of tangency; thence South 68 degrees 00
minutes West 50.0 feet to a point of curvature; thence as
a curve to the left in a northwesterly direction with a
radius of 25.0 feet for an arc 1length of 36.84 feet
(Chord bearing and distance of North 64 degrees 13
minutes West 33.60 feet) to a point of reverse curvature;
thence as a curve to the right in a westward direction
with radius of 491.22 feet for an arc length of 100.60
feet (Chord bearing and distance of South 79 degrees 26
minutes West 100.43 feet) to a point; thence South 04
degrees 42 minutes East 279.21 feet to a point in
Culbreth’s northern line; thence with said line for the
following courses and distances: North 68 degrees 30
minutes West 573.78 feet to a concrete monument; North
68 degrees 25 minutes West 517.05 feet to the beginning.
. . containing 19.73 acres, more or less.

Section 2. Upon and after the 31st day of August, 1992, the
above described territory and its citizens and property shall be
subject to all debts, laws, ordinances, and regulations in force
in the City of Fayetteville and shall be entitled to the same
privileges and benefits as other parts of the City of
Fayetteville. Said territory shall be subject to municipal taxes
according to G.S. 160A-58.10. '

Section 3. The Mayor of the City of Fayetteville 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 at
Raleigh, North Carolina, an accurate map of the annexed
territory, described in Section 1 hereof, together with a duly
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certified copy of this ordinance. The Mayor of the City of
Fayetteville shall also cause such map and ordinance to be filed
with the County Board of Election of Cumberland County.

Adopted this 17th day of August, 1992.

J. L. Dawkins, Mayor

ATTEST:

Bobbie A. Joyner, City Clerk
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COUNTRY CLUB HILLS,
REMAINDER OF LAND

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-
31, as amended, to annex the area described herein; and

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

WHEREAS, the City Clerk has certified the sufficiency of said
petition and a public hearing on the question of this annexation
was held at City Hall Council Chambers at 7 o’clock p.m., on the
17th day of August, 1992, after due notice by publication on the
7th day of August, 1992; and

WHEREAS, the City Council does hereby find as a fact that said
petition meets the requirements of G.S. 160A-31, as amended;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City
of Fayetteville, North Carolina:

Section 1. By virtue of the authority granted by G.S. 160A-
31, as amended, the following described territory, is hereby
annexed and made part of the City of Fayetteville as of the 3l1st
day of August, 1992.

Beginning at a point in the existing city limit line as
established by Annexation 92-3-349 dated March 2, 1992,
and running thence with the city limit line the following
bearings and distances: South 22 degrees 30 minutes East
200.50 feet; South 28 degrees 33 minutes East 330.65
feet; South 16 degrees 58 minutes East 364.82 feet to a
point in the city limit line as established by Annexation
83-4-257 dated April 5, 1983, and running thence with the
city limit line South 82 degrees 57 minutes West 39.38
feet to a corner; thence continuing with the city limit
line South 14 degrees 52 minutes West about 352 feet to
a point in the city 1limit 1line as established by
Annexation 90-6-334 dated June 4, 1990, with an effective
date of June 30, 1990; thence with the city limit 1line
the following bearings and distances: North 77 degrees
23 minutes West 189.27 feet; South 12 degrees 37 minutes
West 50.0 feet; North 77 degrees 24 minutes West 125.0
feet; South 29 degrees 47 minutes West 73.99 feet; South
60 degrees 04 minutes West 58.77 feet; South 84 degrees
40 minutes West 120.82 feet; South 06 degrees 40 minutes
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West 220.0 feet to a point; thence leaving the city limit
line and running North 78 degrees 13 minutes West 495.83
feet to the easternmost corner of lot 32 of Country Club
Hills, Section One Subdivision shown in Plat Book 71,
Page 1, Cumberland County Registry, said point also being
in the city limit line as established by Annexation 89-4-
321 dated April 3, 1989, with an effective date of April
30, 1989, and running thence with the city limit line the
following bearings and distances: North 49 degrees 14
minutes West 165.48 feet; North 55 degrees 21 minutes
West 100.76 feet; North 45 degrees 42 minutes West 83.53
feet; North 01 degree 59 minutes East 57.48 feet; North
81 degrees 30 minutes West 296.72 feet; North 65 degrees
30 minutes West 50.0 feet; South 24 degrees 30 minutes
West 14.34 feet; North 65 degrees 30 minutes West 135.0
feet to a corner; South 24 degrees 30 minutes West 287.54
feet to the northeast corner of lot 9a of Country Club
Lake Subdivision recorded in Plat Book 46, Page 53,
cumberland County Registry, said point being in the city
limit line as established by Annexation 209 dated January
23, 1978 and running thence with the city limit 1line
northwesterly about 160 feet to the southeast corner of
lot 86 of Country Club North Subdivision recorded in Plat
Book 44, Page 68, Cumberland County Registry; thence with
the rear lines of lots 86-75 of the aforesaid subdivision
the following bearings and distances: North 07 degrees 13
minutes East 103.08 feet to point; North 18 degrees 24
minutes East 100.12 feet to a point; North 32 degrees 33
minutes East 101.98 feet to a point; North 37 degrees 57
minutes Fast 104.41 feet to point; North 15 degrees 32
minutes East 100.49 feet to point; North 29 degrees 47
minutes East 101.12 feet to point; North 26 degrees 58
minutes East 100.50 feet to point; North 68 degrees 45
minutes West 60.0 feet to a point; North 02 degrees 01
minute West 108.76 feet to a point; North 17 degrees 15
minutes East 100.25 feet to a point; North 01 degree 58
minutes East 105.94 feet to a point; North 26 degrees 57
minutes East 100.50 feet to a point; North 13 degrees 45
minutes West 122.06 feet to a point; North 32 degrees 34
minutes East 101.98 feet to a point; North 26 degrees 57
minutes East 100.50 feet to a point; North 50 degrees 43
minutes East 138.87 feet to the northeast corner of lot
75 of said Country Club North Subdivision; thence leaving
the city limit line and running across the lake and
continuing beyond, South 78 degrees 05 minutes East about
1490. feet to the beginning . . . containing about 66
acres more or less.

(OB RSO RN RN

Section 2.
above described territory and its citizens and property shall be
_subject to all debts, laws, ordinances, and regulations in force in

annex28

Upon and after the 31st day of August, 1992, the

.
.




the cCity of Fayetteville and shall be entitled to the same
privileges and benefits as other parts of the city of Fayetteville.
Said territory shall be subject to municipal taxes according to
G.S. 160A-58.10.

Section 3. The Mayor of the City of Fayetteville 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 at Raleigh,
North Carolina, an accurate map of the annexed territory, described
in Section 1 hereof, together with a duly certified copy of this
ordinance. The Mayor of the City of Fayetteville shall also cause
such map and ordinance to be filed with the County Board of

Election of Cumberland County.

Adopted this 17th day of August, 1992.

J. L. Dawkilns, Mayor

ATTEST:

Bobbie A. Joyner, City Clerk
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PERRY PROPERTY
(CEDAR CREEK 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-
31, as amended, to annex the area described herein; and

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

WHEREAS, the City Clerk has certified the sufficiency of said
petition and a public hearing on the question of this annexation
was held at City Hall Council Chambers at 7 o’clock p.m., on the
17th day of August, 1992, after due notice by publication on the
7th day of August, 1992; and

WHEREAS, the City Council does hereby find as a fact that said
petition meets the requirements of G.S. 160A-31, as amended;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City
of Fayetteville, North Carolina:

Section 1. By virtue of the authority granted by G.S. 160A-
31, as amended, the following described territory, is hereby
annexed and made part of the City of Fayetteville as of the 31st
day of August, 1992.

BEGINNING at the southeast corner of Annexation 88-11-
318 dated November 21, 1988 (effective December 31,
1988), and following the existing city limit line North
12 degrees 44 minutes West about 375 feet to the
northeast corner of the city limit line established by
the aforesaid annexation; thence with the city 1limit
line South 77 degrees 16 minutes West about 350 feet to
another corner; thence continuing with the city limit
line North 56 degrees 52 minutes West about 220 feet to
the northernmost corner of the aforesaid annexation;
thence continuing with the existing city 1limit 1line
South 39 degrees 02 minutes West about 280 feet to a
point in the existing city limit line as established by
Annexation 88-7-314 dated July 18, 1988 (effective
August 31, 1988); thence with the existing city limit
line established. by Annexation 88-7-314 for the
following five (5) calls: North 26 degrees 45 minutes
West about 262 feet; North 09 degrees 52 minutes West
168.0 feet to a point in the southern line of Lot 70 as
shown in Plat Book 60, Page 59, Cumberland County
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Registry; North 76 degrees 26 minutes 08 seconds East
754.46 feet to the southeast corner of Lot 75 shown on
Plat Book 60, Page 59, Cumberland County Registry;
North 23 degrees 12 minutes 42 seconds West 300.00
feet; North 76 degrees 30 minutes East 1466.66 feet
following a southern line of Plat Book 60, Page 59,
Cumberland County Registry; thence leaving the city
limit line and running North 75 degrees 44 minutes 46
seconds East 497.99 feet to a point; thence South 14
degrees 17 minutes 20 seconds East 1137.44 feet to a
point; thence North 76 degrees 52 minutes 40 seconds
East 563.64 feet to a point; thence South 41 degrees 07
minutes 40 seconds West 260.70 feet to a point; thence
South 17 degrees 37 minutes 20 seconds East 166.75 feet
to a point; thence running 50 feet North of and
parallel to a sanitary sewer 1line along the run of
Locks Creek South 81 degrees 08 minutes 50 seconds West
1670.81 feet to a point; thence North 08 degrees 51
minutes 10 seconds West 81.65 feet to a point; thence
South 81 degrees 10 minutes 15 seconds West 765.64 feet
to the point of beginning . . .. containing 68.47 acres
more or less.

Section 2. Upon and after the 31st day of August, 1992, the
above described territory and its citizens and property shall be
subject to all debts, laws, ordinances, and regulations in force
in the City of Fayetteville and shall be entitled to the same
privileges and benefits as other parts of the City of
Fayetteville. Said territory shall be subject to municipal taxes
according to G.S. 160A-58.,10.

Section 3. The Mayor of the City of Fayetteville 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 at
Raleigh, North cCarolina, an accurate map of the annexed
territory, described in Section 1 hereof, together with a duly
certified copy of this ordinance. The Mayor of the City of
Fayetteville shall also cause such map and ordinance to be filed
with the County Board of Election of Cumberland County.

Adopted this 17th day of August, 1992.

J. L. Dawkins, Mayor

ATTEST:

Bobble A. Joyner, City Clerk
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Post Office Box 1829

PLANNING DEPARTMENT oo 10) o gen0

CUMBERLAND COUNTY JOINT PLANNING BOARD

John Britt George Vaughan
CHAIRMAN PLANNING DIRECTOR

August 12, 1992

MEMO TO: FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL
- FROM: CUMBERLAND COUNTY JOINT PLANNING BOARD

SUBJECT ¢ CASE NO. P92-63. THE REZONING FROM R1¢ RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO R5A
' RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT OR TO A MORE RESTRICTIVE ZONING CLASSIFICA-
TION FOR AN AREA LOCATED AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF CAIN ROAD AND
VARRENE COURT. (FAYETTEVILLE ORDINANCE)

ACTION: THE TEN MEMBERS PRESENT AT THE JULY 7, 1992 REGULAR MEETING VOTED
8 TO 1 TO DENY THE REQUESTED R5A RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT AND APPROVE
THE R6 RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT. MR. TEW WAS NOT PRESENT FOR VOTING.

Minutes of July 7, 1992

Mr. Vaughan displayed a map outlining the existing zoning and land use in the
area. He explained that the original request was for R6 Residential District.

Mr. Vaughan stated that the Planning staff recommends approval of the
requested rezoning to RSA Residential District based on the following:

1. The site meets the location criteria for medium density residential
development.

The Planning staff finds that all or any portion of the site is also suitable
for the R6 Residential District.

Mr. Rudolph Singleton appeared before the Board representing Mr. W.C. Maxwell,
the owner. Mr. Singleton stated that Mr. Maxwell owns twelve apartments at
this location and has no plans to add more units. He stated that when Mr.
Maxwell tried to renovate the site, he was unable to do so due to the fact
that the site is nonconforming, and because of this if he were to lose fifty
percent of the value of the apartments, he would not be allowed to rebuild.

He stated the reason for the request is to enable the owner to repair and
renovate the current units.

Mr. Bill Kelly appeared before the Board in opposition stating that when he
called to inquire about the rezoning, he was told that more units were to be
added to the site. He stated he has no problem with the renovation and repair
work; however, he does not want to see more apart ment units built at this
site. :
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Mr. McNeill asked Mr. Vaughan if the Ré Residential District would also be
suitable for the site. Mr. Vaughan stated that the Ré Residential will allow
eleven and a fraction units on this site, and it may mean that the owner will
lose a unit if the area is rezoned R6é Residential District and one of the
buildings is destroyed.

Mr. McNeill asked if repairs could not be made under the current zoning. Mr.
Vaughan stated that repairs could be made.

A motion was made by Mr. Davis to approve the R5A Residential District. The
motion died for lack of a second.

After finding that the request is reasonable, not unduly discriminatory, in
the public interest and all uses permitted in the proposed district are
suitable for this property, a motion was made by Mr. McNeill and seconded by
Ms. Vick to deny the requested R5A Residential District and approve the R6
Residential District. The motion passed 8 to 1 with Mr. Davis voting in
opposition. Mr. Tew was not present for voting.

Minutes of June 16, 1992

Mr. Lloyd stated that the legal description originally given the Planning

Department contained part of the right-of-way which had been acquired by the

City of Fayetteville for Cain road. He stated that the case needs to be

readvertised for the next higher zoning classification in order to fulfill the

_ applicant’s purpose of making the number of apartments located on the property
a conforming use. ‘

Mr. Vaughan stated in order to avoid any possible technical violation of the
Ordinance, the Planning Board should initiate this rezoning.

A motion was made by Mr. McLaurin and seconded by Mr. Shaw to initiate the
rezoning case to the next higher zoning classification. The motion passed
unanimously. Ms. Vick was not present for voting.
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Post Office Box 1829

PLANNING DEPARTMENT o103 628 3200

CUMBERLAND COUNTY JOINT PLANNING BOARD

John Britt George Vaughan
CHAIRMAN PLANNING DIRECTOR

August 17, 1992

MEMO TO: “FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CUMBERLAND COUNTY JOINT PLANNING BOARD
SUBJECT: CASE NO. P92-64. THE REZONING FROM P2 PROFESSIONAL DISTRICT TO Cl

LOCAL BUSINESS DISTRICT OR TO A MORE RESTRICTIVE ZONING CLASSIFI-
CATION FOR AN AREA LOCATED AT 104 WILLBOROUGH AVENUE.
(FAYETTEVILLE ORDINANCE)

ACTION: THE NINE MEMBERS PRESENT AT THE JULY 21, 1992 REGULAR MEETING
VOTED 6 TO 3 TO APPROVE THE REQUESTED REZONING.

Mr. Lloyd displayed a map outlining the existing zoning and land use in the
area.

Mr. Lloyd stated that the Planning staff recommends denial of the requested
rezoning to a Cl Local Business District based on the following:

1. The P2 Professional District provides a transition from the commercially
zoned property to the south to the residential area to the north.

The Planning staff finds that all or any portion of the site is not suitable
for the C1A Local Business District.

Mr. John Shaw appeared before the Board representing the petitioner. Mr. Shaw
stated that the land cannot be used as it is presently zoned. He c¢larified an
error on the map which was sent to the Planning Board showing residential
abutting this property. The actual zoning next to this location is P2
Professional District for a strip separating the residential area from this
site.

Vice-Chairman Davis asked Mr. Shaw if the petitioner also owned the adjoining

property fronting Raeford Road. Mr. Shaw replied that that land is also owned
by the petitioner. '
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No one appeared in opposition to the requested rezoning.

Ms. Vick stated that the street behind Raeford Road is all residential, and
she did not wish to see it become commercial. She made a motion to deny the
requested rezoning. Mr. Hasan seconded the motion.

Chairman Britt asked if the staff reviewed this case using the corrected map.
Mr. Vaughan said they used the incorrect map.

After finding that the request is reasonable, not unduly discriminatory, in
the public interest and all uses permitted in the proposed district are
suitable for this property, a motion was made by Vice-Chairman Davis and
seconded by Mr. Canady to approve the requested rezoning. The motion passed 6
to 3 with Messrs. Hasan and Lucas and Ms. Vick voting in opposition.
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