
AGENDA 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

COURTHOUSE - ROOM 118 
AUGUST 16,2010 

6:45 PM 

INVOCATION - Commissioner Jeannette Council 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE - 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD (6:45 PM - 7:00 PM) 

Recognition of Outgoing Board Members: 

Paul Douglas Caudill - Parks & Recreation Advisory Board 
Lynette Hill Garner - Parlts & Recreation Advisory Board 

Special Recognition of Darrell Handelsman, Head Coach of SwampDogs for Record 500"' 
Summer Collegiate Win 

1. Approval of Agenda 

2. Consent Agenda 

A. Approval of minutes for the August 2,2010 regular meeting. 

B. Approval of Employment Contracts for County Manager, County Attorney, 
Finance Director, and Clerk to the Board. 

C. Approval of Request for a Special Meeting of the Board of Commissioners to be 
Held on September 20,2010 Prior to the Regularly Scheduled Meeting to Provide 
an Update on Gray's Creek Water & Sewer District. 

D. Approval of a Resolution Ratifying an Interlocal Agreement wit11 the Town of 
Hope Mills and Cumberland County for Consolidation of Dispatch Services. 



E. Approval of a Resolution and Interlocal Agreement with the City of Fayetteville 
to Locate, Construct and Maintain FAST Bus Shelters on County-Owned 
Property. 

F. Approval to Accept a Deed in Lieu of Foreclosure for Four Parcels (PIN Nos. 
0415-72-6510,0521-82-6038,0404-18-7767,0502-39-9456 and Authorize the 
Chairinan and the Clerk to the Board Execute an Agreement Related to this 
Transaction 

G. Budget Revisions: 

(1) School Law Ellforcement 

Revision in the amouilt of $1,877 to appropriate fund balance to create a new 
Traffic Control Officer to serve the Cliffdale Elementary School. (Bll-055) 
Funding Source - Fund Balance Appropriated 

(2) Senior Aides Consolidated Appropriations Act Grant 

Revisions in the total amount of $616,492 to recognize FY2011 federal grant 
funds of $564,490; in-kind match of $27,554; and to appropriate fund balance for 
a required match froin the General Fund of $12,224. (B11-056 and B11-056A) 
Funding Source -Federal, In-Kind and Fund Balance Appropriated 

(3) Senior Aides Grant 

Revisioils in the total amount of $94,072 to reduce FY2011 federal grant funds 
$22,521; reduce in-kind match $26,445; and eliminate the need for a General 
Fund transfer of $22,553. (B11-057 and B11-057A) Funding Source - Federal, 
In-kind and Fund Balance Appropriated 

3. Public Hearings 

Uncontested Cases 

Rezoning 

A. Case P 10-2 1 : Rezoning of 100.62+/- acres from R10 Residential and CD 
Conservancy to R7.5 Residential or to a more restrictive zoning district, located 
on both sides of NC Hwy 210 (Lillington I-Iwy) and north of SR 1601 (Chapel 
Hill Road); submitted by Thonlas L. Brooks for McCormicl< Farms (owner). 



B. Case P10-22: Rezoning of 39.40+/- acres from R40 Residential to R40A 
Residential or to a more restrictive zoning district, located on the south side of SR 
2036 (Broadwater Bridge Road) and west of NC HWY 272; submitted by 
William E. and Belinda B. Barefoot (owners). 

C. Case P10-23: Rezoning of 1.97+/- acres from A1 Agricultural to AlA 
Agricultural or to a more restrictive zoning district, located at 321 1 John 
Mcnlillan Road; submitted by John L. and Artricia Haynes (owners). 

D. Case P10-24: Rezoning of 7.91+/- acres from R10 Residential to C(P) Planned 
Commercial or to a more restrictive zoning district, located on the north side of 
SR 1003 (Camden Road) and west of SR 3039 (Wipperwill Drive); submitted by 
March F. Riddle (owner). 

E. Case P10-29: Rezoning of 2.00+/- acres from A1 Agricultural to R40A 
Residential or to a more restrictive zoning district, located at 3200 Culbreth Road, 
sublnitted by Zoltan and Marilyn W. Nemeth (owners) and Sharon K. Tilley. 

F. Case P10-3 1 : Rezoning of 1.46+/- acres from C3 Heavy Commercial to A1 
Agricultural or to a more restrictive zoning district, located on the west side of SR 
2215 (Fields Road) and east of 1-95 N; sublnitted by Allen B. and Sherylene M. 
Cosand (owners). 

Conditional Use District & Permit Case 

G. Case P10-18: Rezoning of 3.14+/- acres from A1 Agricultural to C2(P) Planned 
Service and RetailICUD Conditional Use District for a trade contractor and the 
Permit and R40 residential or to a more restrictive zoning district, located at 3370 
Coleman Road, submitted by Robert W. McLaurin (owner) and Daryl W. 
McLaurin. 

Other Public Hearings 

H. Public Hearing on the FY 2010-201 1 Annual Rural Operating Assistance Program 
(ROAP) Grant. 

Items of Business 

4. Consideration of Recommendations of the Cumberland County I'olicy Co~ntnittee 
Regarding: 

A) Proposed Amendment to Funeral Leave in Personnel Ordinance. 

B) Petition from Point East Subdivision Property Owners Requesting County 
Assistance to Repair the Dam. 



5. Consideration of Cumberland County Facilities Committee Report and 
Recommendation(s): 

A) Detention Center Expansion Project 

B) Former Public Health Center Renovation Project 

6. Presentation on Cumberland County Census Update by Cecil Combs, Co-Chairman. 

7. No~l~iilations to Boards and Committees 

A) Cunlberland County Cri~ninal Justice Partnership Advisory Board (4 Vacancies) 

B) Cunlberland County Local Emergency Planning Committee (1 Vacancy) 

C) Senior Citizens Advisory Committee (4 Vacancies) 

D) Southeastern Econon~ic Developn~ent Comlnission (SEDC) (1 Vacancy) 

8. Appointments to Boards and Committees 

A) Adult Care Home Com~~luility Advisory Coillmittee (3 Vacancies) 

Nominees: Mary Ann Ayars 
Mary Dillon 
Rasheeda Reid 

B) Board of Adjustment (1 Vacancy) 

Nominee: Ed Donaldson 

C) Cumberland County Juvenile Crime Prevention Council (4 Vacancies) 

Nominees: Juvenile Defense Attorl~ey: Sarita Mallard 

Non-ProfitIUnited Way Representative: Matt Hurley 

At-Large Representatives: Tobias M. Dillard, Sr. 
Margarita Dostall 

D) Cumberland Couilty Local Emergency Planning Committee ( 2 Vacancies) 

Nominees: Print & Broadcast Media Representative: Jackie Tuckey 

Utilities Representative: Andrew Moore 



) Joint Appearance Comliiission (3 Vacancies) 

Nominees: Steven Coleman 
Christopher Mitchell 
Randy A. Newson 

F) Mid-Carolina Aging Advisory Committee (4 Vacancies) 

Nominees: Volullteers: Edna Cogdell 
Marybeth Hicks 

Consumers: Beverly D. Sanders 
Lester Bussey 

G) Nursing Home Advisory Board (1 Vacancy) 

Nominee: Sonja Council 

9. Closed Session: If Needed 

ADJOURN 

THIS MEETING WILL BE BROADCAST LIVE ON TIME WARNER COMMUNITY 
CI-IANNEL 7. 

MEETINGS: September 7,2010 (Tuesday) - 9:00 AM 
September 20,2010 (Monday) - 6:45 PM 



JAMES E. MARTIN 
Connry Manager 

JUANITA PILGRIM 
Deputy County Manngcr 

ITEM NO. 48 
AMY I-I. CANNON 

Assistant County Manager 

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY MANAGER 
S", Floor, Ncw Courthouse. PO Box 1829 .Suite 512, Fnyctteville, Norih Carolina 28302-1829 

(9 10) 678-7723 / (910) 678-7726 . Fax (9 10) 678-7717 

MEMORANDUM FOR BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS AGENDA OF AUGUST 16.2010 

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: COUNTY ATTORNEY 

DATE: AUGUST 11,2010 

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF EMPLOYMENT CONTRACTS FOR COUNTY MANAGER, 
COUNTY ATTORNEY, FINANCE DIRECTOR AND CLERK TO THE 
BOARD 

BACICGROUND 

Enclosed are the FY 201 1 e~nployrnent contracts for the County Manager, County Attonley, 
Finance Director and Clerk to the Board as approved in the FYI 1 budget. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Approve the FY 201 1 enlployil~e~~t contracts for the County Manager, County Attorney, 
Finance Director and Clerk to the Board and authorize the Chairman to execute then1 on behalf 
of the Board of Comnlissioners. 

Celehratilg OLK Past. . .E~nbracing Orrr Future 

EASTOVER - 1:ALCON - FAYETTEVILLE - GODWIN - HOPE MILIS - LINDEN - SPRING LAKE - STEDMAN - WADE 



STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 

COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

WI-IEREAS, the Board of Comniissioners of each county is authorized to "appoint a County 

Manager to serve as its pleasure" pursuant to N.C.G.S. 153A-81; and 

WNEREAS, this appointed position requires special managerial and administrative 

qualifications and requires a large degree of trust and confidence to be reposed in said official; and 

WHEREAS, the Cuiilberland County Board of Conunissioiiers (hereinafter referred to as 

BOARD) having determined that JAMES E. MARTIN is qualified to hold said position; and 

WI-IEREAS, the BOARD has appointed JAMES E. MARTIN (hereinafter referred to as 

COUNTY MANAGER) to serve as its County Manager; and 

WHEREAS, the BOARD is authorized to "fix or approve the schedule of pay, expense 

allowances and other compensation of all County officials ..." pursuant to N.C.G.S. 153A-92; and 

WHEREAS, the County is authorized to enter into employment agreements pursuant to 

N.C.G.S. 153A-11 and the Cumberland County Code, Section 10-83; a id  

WHEREAS, t l~e  COUNTY MANAGER'S position is a management and exccutive position 

with special needs and requirenients apart from the coaditiolis of normal county employment; and 

WHEREAS, according to North Carolina law a ~ d  custom, the COUNTY MANAGER'S 

position is terminable at will by majority vote of the BOARD. 

NOW THEREFORE, in order to clearly define the responsibilities and ternls and conditions 

of employment of the COUNTY MANAGER, the County of Cumberland (hereinafter referred to as 

COUNTY) and COUNTY MANAGER hereby agrees as follows: 

MARTIN EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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1. 

COUNTY MANAGER WILL: 

Have the powers and duties of County Manager conferred upon him pursuant to N.C.G.S. 

153A-82. 

Serve as Budget Officer for the COUNTY pursuant to N.C.G.S. 159-9. 

Perform, and be invested with the authority to perfornl, other miscellaneous responsibilities 

conferred upon the COUNTY MANAGER by the North Carolina General Statutes. 

Perform, and be invested wit11 the authority to perforln, all responsibilities required of the 

COUNTY MANAGER by the Cumberland Coullty Code. 

Perform the following additional specific duties: 

a. Prepare BOARD'S meeting agenda and distribute the agenda for lneeti~~g information 

material to the necessary pa~ties. 

b. Serve as the agent of the BOARD in coordinating activities of the BOARD and other 

local, state, and federal boards, conunissions, and agencies. 

c. Provide information regasding government and County policies to the public. 

Perforln any special assignmeilts as may be given by the BOARD. 

~ i r l c  an average of at least 40 hours a week inclusive of autllorized leave time and holidays. 

Provide the COUNTY with one month's written notice of his intentions to terminate his 

employment with the COUNTY deliverable to the BOARD though its Clerk. 

MARTIN EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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II. 

TIIE COUNTY WILL: 

1. Pay the COUNTY MANAGER a yearly base sala~y of ONE HUNDRED EIGHTY FIVE 

THOUSAND TI-IREE HUNDRED ELEVEN DOLLARS ($1 85,3 1 1.00). 

2. Pay the COUNTY MANAGER a monthly sala~y supplement in the amount of SIX 

I-IUNDRED SEVENTY-FIVE DOLLARS and 00/100 ($675.00) in lieu of any in-County 

travel allowa~~ce, with the full amount of this supplement being subject to all withholdi~lg 

and retireinent contribution. 

3 .  Pay the COUNTY MANAGER'S share of his en~ployee'sgroup health insurance premium. 

111. THE COUNTY AND THE COUNTY MANAGER 

MUTUALLY AGREE AND ACKNOWLEDGE THAT: 

1. All provisions of the County Personnel Code which are applicable to the COUNTY 

MANAGER and not in conflict with the provisions of this contract shall continue to govern 

and supplement the terms and conditions of employment of the COUNTY MANAGER. 

2. The COUNTY MANAGER is active, and holds leadership positions, in several local 

cominunity organizations and also has a personal need for occasional incidental secretarial 

assistance and office equipment for doculnent drafting and written and telephonic 

correspondence needs. 

3.  The COUNTY MANAGER may have access to the use of said secretarial and office 

equipment within his department so long as it does not interfere with the conduct of 

COUNTY business. 

MARTIN EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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4. This agreement shall be effective July 1, 2010 and shall continue to and through June 30, I 
201 1. 

5. The BOARD has the right with or without cause to terminate the elnploy~neilt of the 

COUNTY MANAGER. In such event, the COUNTY shall provide the COUNTY 

MANAGER with the greater of six months' sala~y or one month's salary for each 2 years of 

COUNTY service as severance pay in addition to any accrued aanual leave and 

compensatory time. 

6. This agreement may be modified at anytime by mutual agreement in writing. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have hereunto set their hands and seals effective the 1st day of 

July, 2010. 

COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 
ATTEST 

BY 
BY: BILLY R. KING, Chairman 

MARIE COLGAN, County Clerk Board of Comnissioners 

COUNTY MANAGER 

BY: 
JAMES E. MARTIN 

This instrument has been 
pre-audited in the manner 
required by the Local 
Government Budget and 
Fiscal Control Act. 

Approved for Legal Sufficiency 

BY: 
Coullty Attorney's Office 

BY: 
County Finance Director 

MARTIN EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioi~ers of each county is authorized to "appoint a County 

Attorney to serve as its pleasure and be its legal advisor" pursuant to N.C.G.S. 153A-114; and 

WHEREAS, this appointed position requires special professional and adininistrative skills 

and requires a large degree of trust and confidence to be reposed in said official; and 

WHEREAS, the Cumberland County Board of Commissioners (hereinafter referred to as 

BOARD) having determilled that RICKEY L. MOOREFIELD is qualified to hold said position; and 

WHEREAS, the BOARD has appointed RICKEY L. MOOREFIELD (hereinafter refelred to 

as COUNTY ATTORNEY) to serve as its County Attorney; and 

WHEREAS, the BOARD is authorized to "fix or approve the schedule of pay, expense 

allowances and other compensation of all County officials ..." pursuant to N.C.G.S. 153A-92; and 

WHEREAS, the County is authorized to enter into employillent agreements pursuant to 

N.C.G.S. 153A-11 and the Cumberland County Code, Section 10-83; and 

WHEREAS, according to North Carolina law and custom, the County Attorney's position is 

terminable at will by majority vote of the BOARD. 

NOW THEREFORE, in order to clearly define the responsibilities and terms and conditions 

of ernployment ofthe COUNTY ATTORNEY, the County of Cumberland (l~ereinafterreferred to as 

COUNTY) and COUNTY ATTORNEY hereby agrees as follows: 

MOOREFIELD EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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I. COUNTY ATTORYEY WILL: 

Serve as COUNTY ATTORNEY to the BOARD and perfornl all duties at the pleasure and 

directioil of the BOARD and as may be inherent therein. 

11. THE COUNTY WILL: 

1. Pay the COUNTY ATTORNEY a yearly salary of ONE I-IUNDRED SIXTY SEVEN 

THOUSAND TWO HUNDRED EIGHTY DOLLARS ($167,280.00). 

2. Pay the costs of local and state bar dues, dues or fees required to practice in any federal 

court, any continuing legal education, and any sucll other dues or fees for membership in 

professional organizations necessary to maintain his license to practice in North Carolina or 

reasonable to maintain professional expertise in local goverllment law. 

111. 

THE COUNTY AND THE COUNTY ATTORNEY 

MUTUALLY AGREE AND ACKNOWLEDGE THAT: 

1. All provisiolls of the County Personnel Code which are applicable to the COUNTY 

ATTORNEY and not in conflict with the provisions of this contract shall continue to 

govern and supple~nent the terms and conditions of employment of the COUNTY 

ATTORNEY. 

2. This agreement shall be effective July 1, 2010 and shall conti~lue to and through June 30, 

3. The BOARD has the right with or without cause to terminate the employine~~t of the 

COUNTY ATTORNEY. In such event, the COUNTY shall provide the COUNTY 

MOOREFIELD EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 



ATTORNEY with the six months' salary as severance pay in addition to any accrued annual 

leave and co~~lpensatoly time. 

4. This agreement may be modified at anytime by mutual agreement in writing. 

IN WITNESS WI-IEREOF, the parties have hereunto set their hands and seals effective the 

1st day of July, 2010. 

COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 
ATTEST 

BY: 
BY: BILLY R. KING, Chairman 

MARIE COLGAN, Couilty Clerk Board of Commissioners 

COUNTY ATTORNEY 

BY: 
RICKEY L. MOOREFIELD 

This instrument has been 
pre-audited in the maiuler 
required by the Local 
Government Budget and 
Fiscal Control Act. 

Approved for Legal Sufficiency 

BY: 
County Attorney's Office 

BY: 
County Finance Director 

MOOREFIELD EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 

COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of each county is authorized, pursua~t to N.C.G.S. 

159-24, to appoint a Finance Director to serve at its pleasure and to perform those duties specified in 

N.C.G.S. 159-25; and 

WHEREAS, this appointed position requires special technical and adininistrative skills and 

requires a large degree of trust and confidence to be reposed in said official; and 

WHEREAS, the Cumberland County Board of Commissioi~ers (hereinafter referred to as 

BOARD) having determined that AMY H. CANNON is qualified to hold said position; and 

WHEREAS, t l~e  BOARD has appointed AMY H. CANNON (hereinafter referred to as 

FINANCE DIRECTOR) to serve as its Finance Director; and 

WHEREAS, the BOARD is authorized to "fix or approve the schedule of pay, expense 

allowances and other compensation of all County officials ..." pursuant to N.C.G.S. 153A-92; and 

WHEREAS, the County is authorized to enter into employment agreements pursuant to 

N.C.G.S. 153A-11 and the Cumberland County Code, Section 10-83; and 

WHEREAS, according to North Carolina law and custom, the Finance Director's position is 

terminable at will by majority vote of the BOARD. 

NOW THEREFORE, in order to clearly define the responsibilities and terms and conditions 

of employment of the FINANCE DIRECTOR, the County of Cumberland (hereinafter refelred to as 

COUNTY) and FINANCE DIRECTOR hereby agrees as follows: 

CANNON EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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I. FINANCE DIRECTOR WILL: 

Serve as FINANCE DIRECTOR to the Board of Couniy Conunissioners and to perform all 

duties inherent therein. 

11. THE COUNTY WILL: 

1.  Pay the FINANCE DIRECTOR a yearly base salary of ONE HUNDRED THIRTY FOUR 

TI-IOUSAND SIX HUNDRED SIXTEEN DOLLARS ($134,616.00). 

2. Pay the FINANCE DIRECTOR a monthly salary supplement in the amount of ONE 

13UNDRED TWEWNTY FIVE DOLLARS ($125.00) in lieu of any in-County travel 

allowance, with the full amount of this supple~ne~li being subject to all withholding and 

retirement contribution. 

111. 

THE COUNTY AND THE FINANCE DIRECTOR 

MUTUALLY AGREE AND ACKNOWLEDGE THAT: 

1. All provisions of the County Personnel Code which are applicable to the FINANCE 

DIRECTOR and not in conflict with the provisions of this contract shall continue to 

govern and supplement the terms and conditions of employment of the FINANCE 

DIRECTOR. 

2. This agreement shall be effective July 1, 2010 and shall continue to and though June 30, 

2011. 

3. The BOARD has the right with or without cause to terminate ihe employmeilt of the 

FINANCE DIRECTOR. In such event, the COUNTY shall provide ihe FINANCE 

CANNON EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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DIRECTOR with the greater of six months' salaly or one month's salay for each 2 years of 

COUNTY service as severance pay in addition to any accrued annual leave and 

compensatory time. 

4. This agreement may be modified at anytime by nlutual agreeinent in writing 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have hereunto set their hands and seals effective the 

1st day of July, 2010. 

COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 
ATTEST 

BY: 
BY: BILLY R. KING, Chairman 

MARIE COLGAN, County Clerlc Board of Co~~unissioners 

FINANCE DIRECTOR 

BY: 
AMY H. CANNON 

This instrument has been 
pre-audited in the manner 
required by the Local 
Governme~~t Budget and 
Fiscal Control Act. 

Approved for Legal Sufficiency 

BY: 
County Attorney's Office 

BY: 
County Finance Director 

CANNON EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 

COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

WI-IEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of each county is authorized to "appoint a County 

Clerk to serve as its pleasure and to perform any duties that may be required by law or the Board 

pursuant to N.C.G.S. 153A-111; and 

WHEREAS, this appointed position requires special administrative skills and requires alarge 

degree of trust and confidence to be reposed in said official; and 

WHEREAS, the Cumberland County Board of Coinmissioners (hereinafter referred to as 

BOARD) having determined that MARIE COLGAN is qualified to hold said position; and 

WHEREAS, the BOARD has appointed MARIE COLGAN (hereinafter referred to as 

COUNTY CLERK) to serve as its County Clerk; and 

WHEREAS, the BOARD is authorized to "fix or approve the schedule of pay, expense 

allowances and other compensation of all County officials ..." pursuant to N.C.G.S. 153A-92; and 

WI-IEREAS the County is authorized to enter into employment agreements pursuant to 

N.C.G.S. 153A-11 and the Cutnberland County Code, Sectio11 10-83; and 

WI-IEREAS, according to North Carolina law and custom, the COUNTY CLERK'S position 

is terminable at will by majority vote of the BOARD. 

NOW THEREFORE, in order to clearly define the responsibilities and terms and conditions 

of employme~lt of the COUNTY CLERK, the County of Cumberland (hereinafter referred to as 

COUNTY) and COUNTY CLERK hereby agrees as ibllows: 

COLGAN EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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I. COUNTY CLERK WILL: 

Serve as COUNTY CLERK to the Board of County Co~n~nissioners and to perfo~nl all duties 

inherent therein. 

11. THE COUNTY WILL: 

1. Pay the COUNTY CLERIC a yearly base salary of SIXTY ONE THOUSAND NINE 

HUNDRED TWENTY-FOUR DOLLARS ($61,924.00). 

2. Pay the COUNTY CLERK a monthly salay supplement in the amount of ONE HUNDRED 

DOLLARS ($100.00) in lieu of any in-County travel allowance, with the full amount of this 

sul~plen~ent being subject to all withholding and retirement contribution. 

111. 

THE COUNTY AND THE COUNTY CLERK 

MUTUALLY AGREE AND ACKNOWLEDGE THAT: 

1. All provisiolls of the County Personnel Code which are applicable to the COUNTY 

CLERK and not in conflict with the provisio~~s of this contract shall continue to govern 

and supplenlel~t the terms and conditions of enlployment of the COUNTY CLERK. 

2. This agreement shall be effective July 1, 2010 and shall continue to and through June 30, 

2011. 

3. The BOARD has the right with or without cause to terminate the employment of the 

COUNTY CLERK. In such event, the COUNTY shall provide the COUNTY CLERK with 

the greater of six months' salary or one month's sala~y for each 2 years of COUNTY service 

as severance pay in addition to any accrued annual leave and compensatory time. 

4. This agreement may be modified at anytime by mutual agreenlent in writing. 

COLGAN EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF,,the parties have herew~to set their hands and seals effective the 

1st day of July, 2010. 

COUNTY OF CUMBEIUAND 
ATTEST 

BY: 
BY: BILLY R. KING, Chairnlan 

CANDICE WHITE Board of Cornmissioners 
Deputy County Clerk 

COUNTY CLERK 

Y 1 .  

MARIE COLGAN, Clerk 

This instrument has been 
pre-audited in the mallner 
required by the Local 
Government Budget and 
Fiscal Control Act. 

Approved for Legal Sufficiency 

BY: 
County Attorney's Office 

BY: 
County Finance Director 

COLGAN EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 
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ITEM NO. ~X2.l 

PUBLIC UTILITIES DEPARTMENT 
tlis~c~ric (:o~il-~:hotisc. 100 Ciillcsl~ic. Sti.cct e I I 8 2  I:aycttcvillr, N O I I L I  (:al-olina 28002-1820 

'I~~~lcphonc (910) h78-7682 0 i.'ns (010) 078-7005 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: TOM COONEY, PUBLIC UTlLITIES DIRECT0 

THROUGH: JAMES E. MARTIN, COUNTY MANAGER 

DATE: AUGUST 5,2010 

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR A SPECIAL MEETING OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
TO BE HELD ON SEPTEMBER 20, 2010 PRIOR TO THE REGULARLY 
SCHEDULED MEETING TO PROVIDE AN UPDATE OF GRAY'S CREEK 
WATER AND SEWER DISTRICT. 

BACKGROUND 

On April 19, 2010 the Public Utilities Director gave the Board of Cominissioners an update on the status 
of the various water projects underway. The Gray's Creek Water & Sewer District was the major point of 
discussion. Management and the Board members instructed the staff to evaluate in detail the costs 
associated with the two primary options for water supply within the District (Partnership with the PWC 
and the possible membership with the Lower Cape Fear Water and Sewer Authority). 

Our consultants, Marziano & McGougan have completed this task and are ready to present the results of 
this cost cotnparison study to the Board of Cotnmissioners. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Public Utilities Director and County Management recornmcnd t11eit the Board of Cointnissioners hold 
a Spccial Meeting on September 20, 2010 at 4:00 pm to receive,an update on the Gray's Creek Water & 
Sewer District. 
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OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Courthouse, 117 Dick Street - Suite 551 . PO. Box I829 ' L'ayette\~ille, North Carolina 28302-1829 

(910) 678-7762 . Fnx: (910) 678-7758 

MEMO FOR THE AGENDA OF THE 
AUGUST 16,2010 MEETING OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

TO: Board of Commissioners; Co. Manager; EM Director 
FROM: Co. Atty. kh 
DATE: August 11,2010 
SUBJECT: Agreement to Consolidate Hope Mills and County 911 Dispatch 

BACKGROUND: 

The interlocal agreement for consolidated 91 1 dispatch was approved and signed by the 
Town of Hope Mills. Approval by resolution is necessary to comply with Article 20 of 
Chapter 160A of tlie General Statutes. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Approve tlie resolution. 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
RESOLUTION RATIFYING AN INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH THE TOWN 

OF I-IOPE MILLS FOR THE CONSOLDIATION OF DISPATCH SERVICES 

BE IT RESOLVED, that pursuant to Article 20 of Chapter 16OA of the General Statutes, 
the Board of Coimissioners of Cunlberland County does hereby ratify that agreement for 
an undertaking with the Town of Hope Mills for the consolidation of the emergency and 
non-emergency dispatch services of the Town and the County pursuant to the terms of the 
agreement executed by the Town on August 10, 2010 and the County on August 16, 
2010, and as spread upon the minutes herein. 

Adopted at a regular meeting held August 16, 20 10. 

- 
Billy R. King, Chairman 

Attest: 

&ie Colgan, Cle~k to the Board 

Ct/cb~atbzg O ~ Y  Past. . .Einbrncit~ Omr h t u e  
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ITEM NO. 2Ef 1 

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Courlhousc, 117 ] l i c k  Srrcet - Suitc 551 . I?O. Box I829 + Fnyctrcvillr, N u r r h  (:amlii~a 28302-1829 

(910) 678-7762 * l i r :  ('910) 678-7758 

August 9,20 10 

MEMORANDUM FOR BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS' AUGUST 16,2010 AGENDA 

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

PROM: HARVEY W. RAYNOR 111, DEPUTY COUNTY ATTORNEY & k s  

THRU: RICK MOOREFIELD, COUNTY ATTORNEY /L/.- 

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF A RESOLUTION AND INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH 
THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE TO LOCATE, CONSTRUCT AND 
MAINTAIN FAST BUS SHELTERS ON COUNTY OWNED PROPERTY. 

BACKGROUND: 
The City of Fayetteville has requested the County agree to the location, construction and 
maintenance of FAST bus shelters on County owned property. The City would be responsible 
for all cost associated with tlie project, including: construction, maintenance, utilities and 
security. The County would control the location of the shelters on the County property. The 
initial sites would be located at the main library and the health department but tlie agreement 
would provide for the possibility of locating other shelters on other County properties.. 

RECOMMENDATION / PROPOSED ACTION: 
The Board approve the proposed interlocal agreenlent pass the attached resolutioli and authorize 
the Manager and Clerk to execute the Interlocal Agreement on behalf of the County. 



RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AN INTElZLOCAL AGREEMENT FOR THE INSTALLLATION 
OF FAYETTEVILLE AREA SYSTEM OF TRANSIT (FAST) BUS SHELTERS ON COUNTY 

OWNED PROPERTY 

WHEREAS the governing body of tlie CUMBERLAND COUNTY has determines that it is necessary and 

in tlre public interest to assist the CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE in the i~rstallation of bus shelters by allowing 

certain shelters to be located in whole or in part on COUNTY property which is deemed a public purpose: 

WHEREAS, the CITY operates a public transportation system, FAST, and FAST proposes to provide bus 
shelters in the COUNTY for use with FAST; and 

WHEREAS, tlie COUNTY owlis property along the FAST routes where FAST would like to locate bus 
slielters; and 

WHEREAS, the CITY will be responsible for the installation and maintenance of the bus 
shelters; and 

WIIEREAS, the locatio~l for such bus slrelters slrall require tlre COUNTY to permit tlie 
use of COUNTY property for installation of bus shelters; ant1 

WHEREAS, tile CITY will retain ownersliip of tlie bus shelters; and 

WIIEREAS, the parties agree to enter into an i~iterlocal agreelncnt to effectuate tlie 
CITY'S installation of bus shelters on COUNTY-owned property. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE COUNTY OF 
CUMBERLAND, THAT: 

The County of Cumberland shall in consideration of the mutual obligatio~is set forth above, the sufficiency 
and receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, pi~rsuant to N.C.G.S. 5 160A-461, enter into an Interlocal 
Cooperation Agree~nent witli the City of Fayetteville which details the terms a~itl conditions of an 
agreement to locate, constroct and maintain FAST bus shelters on COUNTY owned property. 

ADOPTED this the 16th day of August 2010 by the Board of Commissioners of 

Comberland Connty, North Carolina 

COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

By: 
Billy R. Icing, Chairman 

ATTEST: 

BY: 
Marie Colgan Clerk 



STATE OF NORTI-I CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 
INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT 

THIS INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT entered into this ___ day of August, 201 0, by 
and between the CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, a mu~licipal corporation organized and existing 
under the laws of the State of North Carolina (hereinafter the "CITY"), by and through the 
Fayetteville Area System of Transit (hereillafter "FAST"), and CUMBERLAND COUNTY, a 
political subdivisio~l of the State of North Caroli~la (hereinafter the "COUNTY"). 

WIEREAS, the CITY operates a public transportation system and FAST proposes to 
provide bus shelters t l~ ro~~ghout  its system, sollle of which will be located adjacent to andlor on 
COUNTY property; and 

WHEREAS, the COUNTY agrees to cooperate wit11 the CI'I'Y and FAST lo assist and 
coordinate thc location of bus shelters on COUNTY property, if necessary, as an aid to citizens 
who ride tile CITY bus system; and 

WEEREAS, the location for such bus shelters on COUNTY property will be deterllli~led 
by the COUNTY in consultatio~l with the CITY; and 

WHEREAS, the CITY will be respousible for the installation, maintenance, and any 
necessary utilities of the bus shelters, and the CITY will retain ownership of the bus shelters; and 

WH!3REAS, the parties through this Agreement wish to set forth the general principles 
for the provisio~l and fu~ldillg of such service. 

NOW, TI-IEREFORE, in co~lsideratiou of the lllutual obligations set forth below, the 
sufficie~lcy and receipt of which is hereby aclu~owledged, pursuant to N.C.G.S. $ 160.4-461, the 
parties do hereby enter into this Interlocal Agreement as follows: 

1. PURPOSE. Thc purpose of this Interlocal Agreement is to set forth the 
agreement of the CITY and the COUNTY as to locating bus shelters on COUNTY property by 
PAST as a waiting area for FAST passengers. 

2. USE. FAST agrees to use bus shelters located all or in part 011 COUNTY 
property for the sole purpose of providing sheltered waiting areas for FAST passengers. 

3. LOCATION. The COUNTY shall deter~lliue the location of a bus shelter located 
wholly or in part on COUNTY property in consultation with the CITY. The CITY shall provide 
the COUNTY with an engineer drawing or survey which clearly shows the area of the COUNTY 
property on which the CITY would desire to locate the bus sl~elter or any part of it. If the 
COUNTY does not agree to that location, the CITY shall provide an engineer drawing or survey 
of the bus shelter as located by the COUNTY. 



4. INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE. The CITY shall provide for the 
ii~stallatioi~ of the shelters and keep and maintain each of the bus shelters in a clean aud sanitary 
coilditioil at all tiiues during the period on which the bus shelters are located on COUNTY 
property. 

5 .  UTI1,ITIES. In the event it shall bccoiue necessary, by mutual agreement, to 
provide utilities for tlie bus shelters, the CITY assumes all financial responsibility for ally 
illstallation or monthly charges. 

6. SECURITY. The CITY shall provide and be respoi~sible for the security of all 
bus shelters located in \vhole or in part on COUNTY property; however, this l~rovision in no way 
interferes wit11 or liillits the authority of the Cuillberlaild County Sheriffs Office to assert its 
jurisdictiou upon COUNTY property. 

7 .  SHELTER LOCATIONS. The initial locations for bus shelters will be at the 
Cumberland Couilty Library and Infori~~atioi~ Center located at 300 Maiden Lane, shelter will be 
located along Ray Avenue beside library facility where there is an existing FAST stop; and at tlle 
Cunlberland County Health Department located at 1235 Ra~nsey Street, shelter will be located on 
site where there is an existing bus stop. 111 the future, the CITY niay fro111 time to time Iocate 
other bus slielters on COUNTY property and shall pursuant to this Agreement do so subject to 
the terms and conditions of this Agreeineilt. 

8. AMERICANS WIT13 DISABILITY ACT (ADA) COMPLIANCE. The CITY 
will ensure that shelters will be fully co~llpliant with any ADA guidelines. 

9. AMENDMENT. The parties  nay amelid this Agreement at any time by mutual 
agree~llellt between the parties in a writiug duly ratified by the governing bodies of the CITY and 
the COUNTY. 

10. TERMINATION. This Agreenleilt may be terminated by any party upon 90 days 
prior written notice duly autl~orized by its governing body of one party to the other parties. I11 
the event of such terininatio~~, the service and fui~ding obligations of the parties shall remaill up 
through the date on which all bus sbclters located in whole or part on COUNTY prolmty are 
renloved by the CITY at its sole expense. 

11. ENTIW AGREEMENT. This Agreeillelit contains the entire agreement of the 
parties and there are no representations, inducements, or other provisions other tlian those 
expressed herein in writing. 

12. GOVERNING LAW. This Agreement shall be governed by the internal laws of 
the State of North Carolina without regard to the coilflict of laws provisions thereof. 



13. NOTICES. Any notice required or permitted hereunder shall be sufficient if 
hand-delivered or sent certified inail, return receipt requested to: 

CITY: Attn: City Manager 
433 I-lay Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 

COUNTY: Attn: Cou~lty Manager 
P.O. Box 1829 
Fayetteville, NC 28302 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hcrcui~to have set their hands and seals by 
authority duly given and iilteildiilg thereby to be bound, as of the date and year first above 
written. 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY 

(SEAL) 

ATTEST: 

By: 
JAMES MARTIN, Couilty Manager 

MARIE COLGAN, County Clerk 

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE 

(SEAL) 

ATTEST: 

RITA PERRY, City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL SUFFICIENCY: 

KAREN M. MCDONALD, City Attorney RICK MOOREFIELD, Coul~ty Attorlley 

By: 
DALE E. IMAN, City Manager 



STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

I , . 1, , a Notary Public for said . . 
, :  County and State, do hereby certify that IUTA PERRY perso~lally appeared before me this day 

i . , and ack~lowledged that she is the CITY CLERK for the CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, a No~tll 
, . Carolina Municipal Cor~~oration, and that by authority duly given and as the act of the CITY OF 

FAYETTEVILLE, the foregoing i ~ l s t r ~ ~ ~ l ~ e n t  was sigued in its name by its CITY MANAGER, 
DALE E. IMAN, sealed with its corporate seal and attested by RITA Perry as its CITY CLERK. 

WITNESS 11iy hand and official seal, this the day of August, 2010. 

(Official Seal) 
NOTARY PUBLIC 

My corn~l~issio~l expires: 

STATE OF NORTI-I CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

1, , a Notary Public for said 
County and State, do hereby certify that MARIA COLGAN personally appeared before me this 
dav and acknowledged that she is the CLERK for CUMBERLAND COUNTY, a i~olitical - 
subdivision of the State of North Carolina, and that by authority duly given and as the act of 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY, the foregoing instrument was signed in its name by its COUNTY 
MANAGER, JAMES MARTIN, sealed with its corporate seal and attested by MARIA 
COLGAN as its COUNTY CLERK. 

WITNESS 11iy hand and official seal, this the day of August, 201 0, 

(Official Seal) 
NOTARY PUBLIC 

My cornlnissio~l expires: 



ITEM NO. L;IF 1 

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Courtlroilsc, 117 Dick Srsc~t  S u i l c  551 . PO. Box 1829 ' I;ayrncuillc, n'nrrli (:nrolinn 28.102-1829 

(910) 678-7762 ' Fax: (910) 678-7758 

August 11,2010 

MEMORANDUM FOR BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS' Augost 16,2010 AGENDA 

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: HARVEY W. M Y N O R  111, DEPUTY COUNTY ATTORNEY 

THKU: RICK MOOREFIELD, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Y 

SUBJECT: ACCEPT A DEED IN LIEU OF FORECLOSURE FOR FOUR PARCELS, 
NUMBERS: 0415-72-6510; 0521-82-6038; 0404-1 8-7767; 0502-39-9456; AND 
AUTHORIZE THE CHAIRMAN AND CLERK EXECUTE AN AGREEMEN' 
RELATED TO THE TRANSACTION. 

BACKGROUND: 
Community Development has requested Legal assist them in a matter involving 
investor/borrowers, Daniel and Margaret Kypena, who without the permission of Community 
Development transferred the title to four properties in Colnmunity Development's loan program 
and owned by them individually to a corporation controlled by the Kypenas. Upon discovery of 
the transfer and pursuant to the program terms and conditions Community Development called 
the four notes due and payable. The Kypena's were unable to pay off the accelerated notes and 
subsequently asked Community Development to take the property back rather than foreclose and 
Community Developnlent agreed to do so. Legal prepared a deed for the properties to the 
County and an agreement setting out the terms of the agreement to deed the property to the 
County which provided among other things that after the County sold the properties and applied 
the net sales price to expenses, interest and debt that should any outstanding balance be due the 
County the Kypenas would be responsible for that balance. 

RECOMMENDATION I PROPOSED ACTION: 
Board accept the deed to the County, authorize the Chairman and Clerk execute the Agreement 
on behalf of the County and direct community ~evelopment manage and sale the property in a 
commercially reasonable manner. 



North Carolina 
Cumberland County 

DEED IN LIEU OF FORECLOSURE AGREEMENT. 

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this the 1st day of July, 2010 by 

and between Cumberland County, a political subdivision of North Carolina, hereinafter 

County; and F.F.C. Services Inc., a New York Corporation authorized to do business in 

North Carolina, and Daniel J. Kypena and Margaret R. Kypena of 1741 Hawksbill Court, 

Morganton, NC, hereinafter Borrowers; 

WITNESSETI~: 

WHEREAS, Borrowers, Daniel and Margaret Kypena, made, executed and 

delivered to County a series of Promissory Notes ("Notes") dated, in the original 

principal sums of, and secured by Deeds of Trust to I-Ia-vey W. Raynor, 111, Substitute 

Tmstee; as follows: 

a. 1011012006; $69,898.56; 73871616 

b. 311312007; $88,800.00; 75291306 

c. 611212006; $67,950.00; 72861202 

d. 1013012007; 70,200.00; 77381534; 

secured by certain real properties in Deeds of T~us t  recorded as follows: 

a. Book 7387 at Page 616 of CulnberlandCounty Registry; 

b. Book 7529 at Page 306 of Cumberland County Registry; 

c. Book 7286 at Page 202 of Cumberland County Registry; 

d. Book 7738 at Page 524 of Cumberland County Registry; and 



WHEREAS, Bosrowers acknowledge they are in default with regard to repayment of 

the Notes, and the County has accelerated all sums due and owing under said Notes; and 

WHEREAS, Borrowers seek to protect their credit record and the County seeks to 

have the indebtedness of the Borrowers paid in-full in as timely manner as possible; and 

WHEREAS, County and Borrowers have reached an agreement pursuaut to which all 

of the collateral securing repayment of the Notes will be co~lveyed to the County by ' 

Borrowers and County will sell the conveyed collateral and apply the net proceeds to the 

Borrowers indebtedness. 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual releases contained 

herein and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which 

are hereby acknowledged, County and Borrowers do hereby agree as follows: 

1. Concusrently with the execution of this Agreement, Borrowers will execute and 

deliver to County a General Warranty Deed conveying all property described in 

the hereinabove referenced deeds of trust recorded in Books 7387, 7529, 7286, 

and 7738 of the Cumberland County Registry. 

2. County will promptly cancel the Deeds of T~ust  described herein upon receipt of 

the fully executed General Warsanty Deed and this Agreement. 

3. Borrowers do acknowledge the debt owed to the County as evidenced by the 

above referenced Promissory Notes, which are incorporated herein and made a 

part hereto, and that they continue to be obligated pussuant to the terms and 

conditions of the individual referenced Notes, which are incorporated herein and 

made a part of hereto, to repay said indebtedness and aclcnowlcdge the County's 

right to collect such debt pursuant to the terms of said Notes. 



4. County agrees to suspend payments due under all Notes referenced in this 

agreement, but not interest penalties or cost of collection, and to sale the 

conveyed properties as described in the deed contemplated and required by the 

terms of this agreement in any legally recognized manner and to apply all net 

pmceeds from any sale conducted to the total indebtedness of the Borrowers in 

the manner prescribed by the teiins of the individual Promissoly Note to which 

the proceeds are applied. 

5. Borrowers ach~owledge that upon the sale of all properties and the application of 

all net proceeds to the Borrowers indebtedness the County may demand payment 

of any then outstanding indebtedness which must be paid by the Borrowers 

pursuant to the terms of the Notes and if not so paid shall be a default of the Note 

or Notes outstanding. 

.. 6. Borrowers do hereby forever discharge and release County (including past and 

present officers, agents, and employees) from any and all liability and claims 

arising out of the execution of the Notes and Deed of Trust. 

7. This Release Agreement shall be binding upon the parties hereto, their heirs, 

successors, and assigns and shall operate as an absolute bar to any cause of action 

arising out of the above-referenced transactions. 

8. The General Warranty Deed to be executed by Borrowers is a complete and 

absolute conveyance and transfer of title to the property described therein and is 

not intended as a trust conveyance or security device of any kind or nature. 

Possession of the properties being conveyed to the County is being surrendered to 

County simultaneously with the execution of this Release Agreement. 



9. Borrower, F.F.C. Setvices, Inc. is duly organized in New York and validly 

authorized in North Carolina and has full power and authority to execute and 

deliver this Release Agreement and has full power and authority to execute and 

deliver the Warranty deed for the properties described therein. 

10. There are no actions, suits, or proceedings pending or threatened against 

Borrowers affecting the validity or enforceability of this Release Agreement or of 

conveyances contemplated hereby. 

11. This Release Agreement has been executed in the State of North Carolina and 

shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of 

North Carolina and Cumberland County shall be the proper venue for any action 

brought by any party to this agreement in any court or division. 

12. This Release Agreemel~t shall not become effective until executed by Borrowers 

and County. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the corporate parties have hereto caused the Release 

Agreement to be signed in their corporate names by their duly authorized officers and 

their respective seals to be affixed llereto by the authouity of the respective board of 

directors and the individual parties have caused this instrument to be executed in their 

individual names and the word "SEAL" adopted as of the day and year first above 

written. 

This the - day of ,2010. 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY 

Billy R. King, Chairman 
BOARD of COMMISSIONERS 

Attest: 



Marie Colgan, Clerk to Board of Commissioners 



STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

1, , a Notary Public in and for the 
County and State do hereby certify that MARIE COLGAN, personally appeared before 
me this day and achowledged that she is the Clerk to the Cumberland County Board of 
Commissioners; that BILLY R. KING is the Chairman of said Board; that the seal affixed 
to the foregoing Deed is the Corporate Seal of said Board; that said Deed was signed and 
sealed by said Chairnlm and attest by the said Clerk on behalf of said Clerk on behalf of 
said Board, all by its authority duly granted; and that said MARIE COLGAN 
acknowledged the said Deed to be the act and deed of the said Board. 

WITNESS MY HAND and notarial seal this the day of ,2010. 

BY: 
Notary Public 

My Commission Expires: 

F.F.C. SERVICES, INC. 

Attest: 

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF CBM3ER5MB '$\dhk~c 

Public in and for the County and State do 
, personally appeared before me this day and 

acknowledged to F.F.C. SERVICE, Inc.; that 
p . ~ e { - . R .  <qmrc\ is the President of said Company; that the seal affixed to the 
foredoing ~eed' i ' s  the Corporate Seal of said Company; that said Deed was signed and 
sealed by said President and attest by the said Secretary on behalf of said Secretary on 
behalf of said Company, all by its authority duly granted; and that said 
& ,?.ec5 acknowledged the said Deed to be the act and deed of the said 
Company. 



Daniel f K?pe& 

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF CUM- ~~IAIX~CC; 

On J ~ c l y & f  ,.. 2010 before me, , notary public, 
personall) appeared% J. KYPENA, 
the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person whose name(s) is subscribed to the 
within instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the sane in his authorized 
capacity, and that by his siguature on the instrument the perS&c'&4;eptity upon behalf 
of which the person acted, executcd the instrument. ,.*'ib 9 '#e 

94 "q'c, 
t. tQ . *grA@,. - 
C, - - " 

; S 6' * U @ L \ C ~ . ~  
+c. 

Notary Public +.$ 
MY  omission B x p i r e s : y / ' J  / ! vL ''*$'& couN+',t*b 

'1~~11111111111*~' 

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY O F I ~ ~ M B B Z A N D  I;< s Z K ~  

On h - l y  2 1 , 2010 beforc me, ,b,h, &- , notary public, 
personally appeared MARGARET R. KY ENA, personally known to me (or proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person whose name(s) is subscribed to 
the within inst~runent and acknowledged to me that she executed the same in her 
authorized capacity, and the( by her signature on the instrument the person, or the entity 
upon behalf of which the perscil actcd, executed the instrument. 



North Carolina 
Cun~berland County 

DEED IN LIEU OF FORECLOSURE AGREEMENT. 

TI-IIS AGREEMENT are made and entered into this the 1st day of July, 2010 by 

and between Cuinberland County, a political subdivision of North Carolina, hereinafter 

County; and F.F.C. Services Inc., a New York Corporation authorized to do business in 

North Carolina, and Daniel J. ICypena and Margaret R. Icypena of 1741 Hawlcsbill Court, 

Morganton, NC, hereinafter Borrowers; 

WITNESSETI-I: 

WHEREAS, Bol~owers, Daniel and Margaret ICypena, made, executed and 

delivered to County a series of Pron~issory Notes ("Notes") dated, in the original 

principal sums of, and secured by Deeds of Trust to Harvey W. Raynor, 111, Substitute 

Trustee; as follows: 

a. 1011012006; $69,898.56; 73871616 

b. 3/13/2007; $88,800.00; 75291306 

c. 6/12/2006; $67,950.00; 72861202 

d. 10/30/2007; 70,200.00; 77381534; 

secured by certain real properties in Deeds of Trust recorded as follows: 

a. Book 7387 at Page 616 of Cuinberland County Registry; 

b. Book 7529 at Page 306 of Cumberland County Registry; 

c. Book 7286 at Page 202 of Cumberland County Registry; 

d. Book 7738 at Page 524 of Cumberland County Registry; and 



WHEREAS, Borrowers aclu~owledge they are in default with regard to repayment of 

the Notes, and the County has accelerated all sunls due and owing under said Notes; and 

WHEREAS, Borrowers seek to protect their credit record and the County seeks to 

have the indebtedness of the Borrowers paid in-full in as timely manner as possible; and 

WHEREAS, County and Borrowers have reached an agreement pursuant to which all 

of the collateral securing repayment of the Notes will be conveyed to the County by 

Borrowers and County will sell the conveyed collateral and apply the net proceeds to the 

Borrowers indebtedness. 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the lnutual releases contained 

herein and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which 

are hereby aclu~owledged, County and Borrowers do hereby agree as follows: 

1. Concurrently with the execution of this Agreement, Borrowers will execute and 

deliver to County a General Warranty Deed conveying all property described in 

the hereinabove referenced deeds of trust recorded in Books 7387, 7529, 7286, 

and 7738 of the Cumberland County Registry. 

2. County will proml~lly cancel the Deeds of Trust described herein upon receipt of 

the fully executed General Warranty Deed and this Agreement. 

3. Borrowers do aclu~owledge the debt owed to the County as evidenced by the 

above referenced Promissory Notes, which are incorporated herein and made a 

part hereto, and that they continue to be obligated pursuant to the terms and 

conditions of the individual referenced Notes, which are incorporated herein and 

made a part of hereto, to repay said indebtedness and acknowledge the County's 

right to collect such debt pursuant to the terms of said Notes. 



4. County agrees to suspend payments due under all Notes referenced in this 

agreement, but not interest penalties or cost o f  collection, and to sale the 

conveyed properties as described in the deed contemplated and required by the 

terms o f  this agreelnel~t in any legally recognized manner and to apply all net 

proceeds from any sale conducted to the total indebtedness o f  the Borrowers in 

the mamler prescribed by the terms o f  the individual Promissory Note to which 

the proceeds are applied. 

5. Borrowers acknowledge that upon the sale o f  all properties and the application o f  

all net proceeds to the Borrowers indebtedness County may demand payment o f  

any then outstanding indebtedness which must be paid by the Borrowers pursuant 

to the terms o f  the Notes and i f  not so paid shall be a default o f  the Note or Notes 

outstanding. 

6 .  Borrowers do hereby forever discharge and release County (including past and 

present officers, agents, and enlployees) fi.0111 and all liability and claims arising 

out o f  the execution o f  the Notes and Deed o f  Trust. 

7 .  This Release Agreement shall be binding upon the parties hereto, their heirs, 

successors, and assigns and shall operate as an absolute bar to any cause o f  action 

arising out o f  the above-referenced transactions. 

8. The General Warranty Deed to be executed by Borrowers is a complete and 

absolute conveyance and transfer o f  title to the prol~erly described therein and is 

not intended as a trust conveyance or security device o f  any lcind or nature. 

Possession o f  the properties being conveyed to the County is being surrendered to 

County simultaneously with the execution o f  this Release Agreement. 



9. Borrower, F.F.C. Services, Inc. is duly organized in New York and validly 

authorized in North Carolina and has full power and authority to execute and 

deliver this Release Agreement and has full power and authority to execute and 

deliver the Warranty deed for the properties described therein. 

10. There are no actions, suits, or proceedings pending or tlreatened against 

Borrowers affecting the validity or enforceability o f  this Release Agreement or o f  

conveyances contemplated hereby. 

11. This Release Agreement has been executed in the State o f  North Carolina and 

shall be governed by a~id construed in accordance with the laws o f  the State o f  

North Carolina and Cumberland County shall be the proper venue for any action 

brought b y  any party to this agreement ill  any court or division. 

12. This Release Agreement shall not become effective until executed by Borrowers 

and County. 

IN WITNESS WI1EREOF, tlie corporate parties have hereto caused tlie Release 

Agreement to be signed in tlieir corporate names by their duly authorized officers aiid 

their respective seals to be affixed hereto by the authority o f  the respective board o f  

directors and the individual parties have caused this instrulnent to be executed in their 

individual natnes and the word "SEAL" adopted as o f  the day and year first above 

written. 

This the day o f  ,2010. 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY 

Billy R. Icing, Chairman 
BOARD o f  COMMISSIONERS 



Marie Colgan, Clerk to Board of Coillillissiollers 



STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

1, , a Notary Public in and for the 
Couilty and State do hereby certify that MARIE COLGAN, personally appeared before 
me this day and acltnowledeed that she is the Clerk to the Cu~nberland Couilty Board of 
~omrnissioners; that B I L L ~ R .  KING is the Chairma~l of said Board; that the seal affixed 
to the foregoing Deed is the Corporate Seal of said Board; that said Deed was signed and 
sealed by said Chairman and attest by the said Clerk on behalf of said Clerk on behalf of 
said Board, all by its authority duly granted; and that said MARIE COLGAN 
aclcnowledged the said Deed to be the act and deed of the said Board. 

WITNESS MY HAND and notarial seal this the day of ,2010. 

BY: 
Notary Public 

My Commission Expires: 

F.F.C. SERVICES, INC. 

President 

Attest: 

Secretary 

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

1, , a Notary Public in and for the County and State do 
hereby certify that , personally appeased before me this day and 
aclu~owledged that she is the Secretary to F .  SERVICE, Inc.; that 

is the President of said Company; that the seal affixed to the 
foregoing Deed is the Corporate Seal of said Company; that said Deed was signed and 
sealed by said Presidei~t and attest by the said Secretary on behalf of said Secretary on 
behalf of said Company, all by its authority duly granted; and that said 

ackilowledged the said Deed to be the act and deed of the said 
Coinpa~~y. 

WITNESS MY HAND and notarial seal this the day of ,2010. 

BY: 
Notary Public 

My Commission Expires: 



Daniel J. Kypena 

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

On , 2010 before rue, , notary public, 
personally appeared DAVID J. ICYl'ENA, personally known to me (or proved to rile on . a -  . - 
the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person whose name(s) is subscribed to the 
within instrurnei~t and aclu~owledged to Ine that he executed the same in his authorized 
capacity, and that by his signature on the instrunleiit the person, or the entity upon behalf 
of which the person acted, executed the instrument. 

WITNESS illy hand and official seal. 

BY: 
Notary Public 

My Connnissio~l Expires: 

Margaret R. Kypena 

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 

On , 2010 before me, , notary public, 
personally appeared MARGARET R. KYPENA, l~ersonally known to ine (or proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person whose na~ne(s) is subscribed to 
the within instrunlent and aclt~lowledged to me that she executed the sane  in her - 
authorized capacity, and that by her signature on the instrument the person, or the entity 
upon behalf of which tbe person acted, executed the instrument. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

BY: 
Notary Public 

My Co~ninissio~l Expires: 



COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 
BUDGET REVISION REQUEST Budget Revision No. - 0 6  

Date Received 

Fund No. 101 Agency No. 422 Organ. No. 422F 
. 1 

Organization Name: School Law Enforcement ITEM NO. dG(I\. 1 
REVENUE c /.{"L 

Revenue 
Current Increase Revised 

Source Description 
Budget (Decrease) Budget 

Code 

9901 Fund Balance Appropriated 1,877 

Total 0 1,877 0 

EXPENDITURES 

Object 
A P P ~  Description 

Current Increase Revised 
Code Unit Budget (Decrease) Budget 

1265 Salary-Part time 592,173 1,465 593,638 

1810 FICA Employer Match 179,709 112 179.821 I 
1860 Worker's Comp 46,832 30 46,862 I 
2120 Uniforms 25,554 270 25,824 

Total 844,268 1,877 846,145 
Justltlcat~on: 
Establish 1 Crossing GuardITraffic Control Officer for Cliffdale Elem. 

Funding Source: Fund Balance: 
State: Federal: County: New: 1,877 Other: 
Other: Fees: Prior Year: 

" I I 
Reviewed By: Date: 

Information Services 

Submitted By: 

Reviewed By: Date: ti. / /  

Reviewed By: 

Edltion of Dec 2003 I 

Approved By: 

Date: 
County Manager 

Board of County 
Commissioners Date: 



COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 
('7 2 orz 

REQUEST FOR NEW POSITIONS1 
CHANGE IN POSITION 

Submitted By: Sheriff's Office Date: 4-Auq-I 0 

Organization: 101-422-422F School Law Enforcement 

Position Requested: Traffic Control Officer 

Current FY Upcoming FY 

Salary: 
Fringe Benefits: 

FICA 
Retirement 
Medical Insurance 
Workers' Comp 
401-K Contrib 1% 

Other: 401-K Contrib 5% 

Total: 

Other associated cost (list): 

Obiect Code 
1. 2120 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 

Total Other 270 
Position's Funding Source: 

source Code 
1. 101-9901 

Description 
Uniforms 

Description 
Fund Balance 

3. 
Justification for Request: 
In previous years, one Traffic Control Officer position was used at two schools, as the schedules of 
each varied sufficiently and the distance between them allowed for driving time. 

For School Year 2010-2011, this will not be possible, as Brentwood Elem (Bingham Drive) and Cliffdale 
Elem (Cliffdaie Road) will have the same schedule. 

The Sheriff's Office does not currently have sufficient guards to re-allocate to this new 
requirement. 



COUNTY OP CUMBERLAND Rtl,lgct Officc Usa 

BU1)GET R E V I S I O N  R E Q U E S T  lludget Rcvlslnt~ No. 
Date Reeclved 

Date Corllplctctl 

Fund NO. 139 Agency No. 450 On.gnll. No. 4568 
0t.gnnIunliont Name: SCSEP CAA Grant 

ITEM ~ NO. 
I lEVENUE 

t<eve,tue 
Saitrcc Can'cnt Inevcnse Revised 

DCSC~I~~IIIII 
caclc ntltlget @ c c m s c )  u t ~ i g c t  P(q ( $ 2 
4680 Fedornl Granl 564,490 564,490 
91 10 General P>,txI Transfer 12,224 12,224 

6698 In-Kind 27,554 27,554 

EXPlCN1)ITURES 

UbJcCl Clll'l'est lnerense Revised 
Cndc Al'pv Unit Dcscrlptlos 

n ~ t d ~ e t  (Decl.cnse) Radgct 
1210 4568 Snlaries Rcglllar 20,667 20,667 

Salaries Pan-lime 

Longevity 
PICA 
Retim~ncnt 

Medicel Issurance 
Pood atld Provisions 

Supplies 
Medical 

I'rofessionnl l'rilisillg 
Inlnnet Services 

lndircct costs 
bl-Kind 

l~l~llrancc 

Postage 

Telephone 
Copier Cltarges 
Printing 

1te,,t 

Travel Gmployccs 

Treiaing 

Total 604,268 604,268 

.Iastlfirntlon: 

The PY 2010 Tr~~~sportatios, I-lousing allrl Urban Development, and Related Agencies Appraprialians conference report, 
annroved on Decenlber 8. 2009, included all nppropriation for Oldw IVorkcrs to provide catnlnunily service opparl!ltlitios . . 
for law-incorne seniors of bdlicb Cumkrlat~d Coatlty received $41 7,920 for30 pIlidpanls. This progrsnl pl.lces law 
income, anemployed atlulls aver the ago of55 ill traillil,g aud subsidized clnploymeclt with commmleity service 
arganiralions. As ofJune 30, 2010, $356,558 af tllese filnds still remained. In addilian, at, July 20, 2010, SSAl olfcred 
Ctllnberland County $290,409 in additioonl funding. This budget revision appropriates $603,902 ofthe total $646,967 
available for FYI I. Tltc romaining $42,699 will be budgeted in the Ad~niltisrrative I'und (130) to offset llle nssociated 
adminislmtive costs. 

Rt~sdlng Soarcc: Fttntl Ralnsee: 
Stnte: 100% Fcclernl: Cottnty: New: Otltet.: 

Otller: Fees: 131~lot~ Yenr: 

Approvet1 Ry: 

// V ' Geneva Mlxo~l. Director / /  I 
I ' 
8 ~10~10 ntc: Dltc:- 

R c v i ~ ~ e l l  By: UORNI of Cotlllly 
Dale: - 



COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 
BUDGET REVISION REQUEST Budget Revision No. 

Date Received 

Fund No. 101 Agency No. 412 Organ. No. 4195 

Organization Name: General Government Other 2 0 . u  

REVENUE 

Revenue Current Increase Revised 
Source Description 

Budget (Decrease) Budget 
Code 

9901 Fund Balance Appropriated 12,224 

Total 0 0 

EXPENDITURES 

Object A P P ~  Description Current Increase Revised 
Code Unit Budget (Decrease) Budget 

389L 091 Transfer to Fund 139 64,857 12,224 77,081 

Total 64,857 12,224 77.081 
Just~tlcatlon: 
Revision in the amount of $12,224 to appropriate fund balance for Senior Aides Stimulus Match required by the state. 

Funding Source: Fund Balance: 
State: Federal: County: New: 12,224 Other: 
Other: Fees: Prior Year: 

,<- 

Submitted By: Date: 

Wi artment Head 

Rev~ewed By: Date: 8.10.10 

Reviewed By: k t e : $ ! ~ ~ I [ o  

7~~~~~~~ 

Approved By: 

Date: 
County Manager 

Board o f  County 
Commissioners Date: 



COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 
BUDGET REVISION REQUEST 

Bllllget Offica Use 

Ilu<lgct Revisiotn No. 1. 511 
Unte Rceeived 

Unte Coin Icted 

Ill~rtcl NO. 139 Agcltey NO. 450 Organ. NO. 4560 - 
O~.gnnlrntlos Nnlre: SCSEP Orallt 

ITEM NO. L a G- C3) 
R E V E N U E  

Itevcsae 
Soal.ee Current 1ne1 .m~~ I levisel 

Description 
Code nadget (Deel.cnsc) Blldgct 

4680 Pcden!l Orant 696,527 (22,521) 674,006 

9110 General Fund Traasfer 

6698 la-Kind 

~ - 

1266 4560 Salaries l'srt-time 599,536 26,572 626,108 

Longevity 

PICA 

Retiretrcnt 

Medical Insurance 

Food and provisions 

Supplies 

Medical 

OJT Reimbursements 

Professional Training 

Internet Sorvices 

l~lclirect Cost 

la-Kind 

ItlSLlranCO 

Postage 

Tolephone 

Copier Charges 

Printing 

Rent 

Travel Bmplo>,ees 

Treinirg 

The Senior Community Service Bmploy~nent Program (SCSEP) is a commanity service and work based lrainirlg program 
for older workers. Authorized by tile Olrler Americans Act, the program provides subsidized. service-bused training for low- 
itrcomo pcrsons 55 or older who are unemployed stld lhave poor etnployment prospects. Cumberlnnd County Inas been a 
grant recipient o f  this program far several ycars. l'lle F Y I  I vpprovcd niloeation for llle program is $820,337 - $725,273 in 
federal fittlds nl?d$95,064 non-federal sllarc. Tlte eatnbination of tllc reoccurring Senior Aid grant ntld thc additional ft~nds 
from tllc Senior Aid CAA granl provides e!~augl funding sa Illat tho Non-Federal abiigatiou can be reduccd by $71,519. 
This budget revision will reduce tile original budget. 

l it lnding Soawe: l iaa<l Bnlnrtec: 

stntc: 100% FeBcml: County: New: Otl~er: 

Othcr: Pee*: Prior Yenr: 



COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 
BUDGET REVISION REQUEST Budget Revision No. MIA-057A 

Date Received 

Fund No. 101 Agency No. 412 Organ. No. 4195 -- 
Organization Name: General Government Other 

REVENUE 

Revenue 
Current Increase Revised 

Source Description Budget (Decrease) Budget 
Code 

9901 Fund Balance Appropriated (22,553) 

Total 0 0 

EXPENDITURES 

Object Description 
Current Increase Revised 

Code Unit Budget (Decrease) Budget 

389L 091 Transfer to Fund 139 77,081 (22,553) 54,528 

Total 77,081 (22,553) 54,528 
Justificat~on: 
Revision in the amount of $22,553 to reduce Senior Aides match. With the Senior Aide CAA funds this transfer will not be 
required. 

Funding Source: Fund Balance: 
State: Federal: County: New: (22,553) Other: 
Other: - Fees: Prior Year: 

Submitted By: Date: 
Department Head 

Reviewe && ~ a t e : 8 ~ 1 0 . 1 0  -- 
County Manager 

Reviewed By: Date: Board of Count 



. . 
Lori Epler, 

Chair 
Curnbcrl;!nd County 

Roy Turner, 
Vice-Cltai!. 

Cutnbcrlrsd Coanty 

Garland C. Hosteltcr, 
Town of Spring Lake 

tlarvey Cain, lr., 
Tows of Stedrnan 

Patricia I-lall, 
Town of Hopc ivlills 
Cllarlcs C. Morris, 
Town of Linden 

Tho~nas J. Lloyd, 
L)ircctor 

. . 

l S I B 8 B l  
COUNTY of CUMBERLAND 

Walter Clark, 
Sara E. Piland, 

Cumberland County 

Planning and Inspections Department Benny Pearce, 
Town of Eastover 

Donovan ivfcLa~lrin, 
Wade, Falcon & Godwit, 

AUGUST 6,2010 

MEMO TO: Cumberland County Board of Commissioners ITEM NO. 3 k  
FROM: Cumberland County Joint Planning Board 

SUBJECT: Case PIO-21: Rezoning of 100.62+1- acres from R10 Residential and CD 
Conservancy to R7.5 Residential or to a more restrictive zoning district, located 
on both sides of NC Hwy 210 (Lillington Hwy) and north of SR 1601 (Chapel Hill 
Road); submitted by Thomas L. Brooks for McCormick Farms (owner). 

ACTION: Members present at the June 15, 2010 meeting voted unanimously to 
recommend approval of the R7.5 Residential district for that portion of the subject 
property located outside the Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) and outside a 
100 foot buffer area along the western property line, with the land area inside the 
SFHA and the 100 foot buffer area being zoned CD Conservancy. 

SITE INFORMATION: Frontage: 590.00'+1- on NC HWY 210 (Lillington Hwy); Depth: 
3690.00'+1-; Jurisdiction: Cumberland County; Adjacent Property: No; Current Use: Vacant; 
Initial Zoning: CD & R10 - January 7, 1977 (Area 11); Nonconforrnities: None; Zoning 
Violation(s): None; Surrounding Zoning: North: M2 (Spring Lake), M I  (Spring Lake), R5A 
(Spring Lake), R10 (Spring Lake) & R10 (Spring Lake); South: RIOICU (to allow manufactured 
home), RRICU (to allow 2 manufactured homes), M(P), C3, R6A, R6, R5A, R10, RR & CD; East: 
M I  (Spring Lake), C(P) (Spring Lake), R5A (Spring Lake) & R10; West: Fort Bragg Military 
Reservation; Surrounding Land Use: Residential (including manufactured dwellings & multi- 
family), public utility works, garden supply, second hand market, motor vehicle repair, religious 
worship (2), manufactured home park, military base & woodlands; Spring Lake Area Detailed 
Land Use Plan: Low density residential, open space & light industrial; Special Flood Hazard 
Area (SFHA): Yes; varies from 143.9 to 156.6 msl (NAVD); WaterlSewer Availability: Spring 
LakelSpring Lake; Soil Limitations: Yes, hyrdic - CH Chewacia loam; School 
CapacitylEnrolled: Manchester Elementary: 3401325; Spring Lake Middle: 7001438; Pine 
Forest High: 1,75011,494; SubdivisioniSite Plan: Review required prior to development; 
Municipal Influence Area: Town of Spring Lake; Average Daily Traffic Count (2008): 16,000 
on NC HWY 210 (Lillington Hwy); Recreation Area: Spring Lake Community Center located 2.6 
miles away; POPE AFB: No objection, property not located within an Accident Potential Zone 
(APZ) or critical noise area; RLUAC: No objection to rezoning; however, encourages developer 
to retain a 300' buffer along the Little River; Highway Plan: This portion of NC HWY 210 is 
identified as an existing Highway that needs improvements; It is part of the NC Strategic 
Highway Corridors network and is not included in the Transportation Improvement Program; 
Note: Densitv: R7.5 - 584 units, Densitv minus 15% for WW: R7.5 - 497 units. 

130 Gillespie Street - Posf Ofice Box 1829 - Fnyettevillc, North Carolina28302-1829 - (910) 678-7600 -Fax: (910) 678.7631 
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Case P10-21 Continued 

MINUTES OF JUNE 15,2010 

The Planning 8, Inspections Staff recommends approval of the R7.5 Residential district for that 
portion of the subject property located outside the Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) and outside 
a 100 foot buffer area along the western property line, with the land area inside the SFHA and the 
100 foot buffer area being zoned CD Consewancy, based on the following: 

5. The request is consistent with the location criteria for low density residential as adopted in 
the Land Use Policies Plan of the 2030 Growth Vision Plan and the Spring Lake Area 
Detailed Land Use Plan, with the exception of the land area within the SFHA and adjacent 
to the Lower Little River; 

6. The recommendation for the CD Conservancy for that portion of the subject property within 
the SFHA and within a 100 foot buffer area along the western property line ensures this 
environmentally sensitive area will be protected and preserved; 

7. Public utilities are available to the subject property; and 

8. The Town of Spring Lake supports this request 

There are no other districts suitable regarding this request 

The property ownerlapplicant has verbally agreed with this staff recommendation. 

A motion was made by Mrs. Piland, seconded by Vice-Chair Turner, to follow the staff 
recommendation and approve case PIO-21, R7.5, SFHA and '100' buffer along western 
property line to CD. Unanimous approval. 

Firs! Class l~ndRccord Owners' fifailcdNoticc Certificntiott 
A cerflJied copy oftl7e tux record owner($) of ihe sztbject nnd nc@c~ceirtproperties n17d tlfeir tux record moiling nn'nress is 
contai7zed within the case file nnd is ii7corpornted by reference ns i fdelive~ed herev~lith. The record oivners' certgfied 
receipt of not~ce is also inclamdecl. 

130 Giliespie Stmet - Posl Oflce Box 1829 - Fayertcville, A'orth Crrrolinn 28302-1529 - (910) 678-7600 - F a :  (910) 678-7631 
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N REQUESTED REZONING 
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~"1.i Epler, 'l'homcs d. Lloyd, 
Cllair Director 

C16mberl:1nd County 

CUiVlBER1,AND Cecil P. Combs, Roy Turner, COLJN'I'Y Deplrly Dil.eetol. 
Vice-Chnir 

Cambe~.lasd County 1111111B 
Walter Clark, 

Garland C. Ilastetter, COUNTY of CUMBERLAND Sera E. Pilacid, 
Tows of Spring Lake Cumbcrland Coanq 

Iinrvev Cain. Jr.. A 

~ o w o  bfstedcnai 
Patricia flall, 

Tow11 of Hoix bliils 
Charles C. Morris, 
Town of Linden 

Planning and Inspections Department Benny Pearce, 
Town of Eilstovrr 

Donovan blcLaurin, 
Wade, Faleoll & Gorlrvin 

AUGUST 6,2010 

MEMO TO: Cumberland County Board of Commissioners 
ITEM NO. 3Q 

FROM: Cumberland County Joint Planning Board 

SUBJECT: Case P10-22: Rezoning of 39.40+1- acres from R40 Residential to R40A 
Residential or to a more restrictive zoning district, located on the south side of 
SR 2036 (Broadwater Bridge Road) and west of NC HWY 272; submitted by 
William E, and Belinda B. Barefoot (owners). 

ACTION: Members present at the June 15, 2010 meeting voted unanimously to 
recommend approval of the R40A Residential district for that portion of the 
subject property located outside the Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA), with the 
land area inside the SFHA being zoned CD Conservancy. 

SITE INFORMATION: Frontage & Location: 440.47'+1- on SR 2036 (Broadwater Bridge Road); 
Depth: 2193.97'+1-; Jurisdiction: Cumberland County; Adjacent Property: No; Current Use: 
Vacant; Initial Zoning: R40 - September 2, 1996 (Area 23); Nonconformities: None; Zoning 
Violation(s): None; Surrounding Zoning: North, East and West: A l ;  South: A l ,  R40A & RR; 
Surrounding Land Use: Residential (including manufactured dwellings), commercial farm, 
farmland &woodlands; 2030 Land Use Plan: Rural; Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA): Yes; 
81.5 to 80.5 msl (NAVD); Army Gorp: Wetlands lnay be present and if so, Sec 404 permit 
required; WaterlSewer Availability: WelllSeptic; Soil Limitations: Yes, hydric - JT Johnston 
loam, WO Woodington loamy sand and TR Torhunta and Lynn Haven soils; School 
CapacitylEnrolled: Beaver Dam Elementary: 1051132; Mac Williams Middle: 1,27011,228; 
Cape Fear High: 1,42511,525; SubdivisionlSite Plan: Future development will require a review; 
Average Daily Traffic Count (2008): 360 on SR 2036 (Broadwater Bridge Rd); Highway Plan: 
There are no road improvements1constructions specified for this area. This case has no impact 
on the current Highway Plan or Transportation Improvement Program; Notes: Density: R40 & 
R40A - 43 lots, Density minus 15% for RNV: R40 & R40A - 37 lots; Minimum Yard Setback 
Requlations: R40 & R40A: Front yard: 30', Side yard: 13, Rear yard: 35'; Subdivision plat 
approved; recorded in Plat Book 91, page 42 on March 13, 1996. 

MINUTES OF JUNE 15,2010 

The Planning & Inspections Staff recommends approval of the R40A Residential district for that 
portion of the subject property located outside the Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA), with the 
land area inside the SFHA being zoned CD Conservancy based on the following: 

1. The district requested is consistent with the 2030 Growth Vision Plan, which calls for "rural 
area" at this location, as well as meeting the location criteria for rural density residential 
development as listed in the Land Use Policies Plan; 

130 Gillespie Slreet - Post Oflcc Box 1829 - Foyelteville, r V o ~ h  Carolina 28302-1829 - (910) 678-7600 - Fay: (910) 675-7631 



Case P10-22 Continued 

2 .  The request will ensure comparable lot sizes with the one acre lots currently recommended 
for this area; and 

3. The request is consistent with the surrounding land use; 

There are no other districts considered suitable for this request 

The applicant has verbally agreed to this recommendation. 

A motion was made by Mrs. Piland, seconded by Vice-Chair Turner, to follow the staff 
recommendation and approve case  P10-22, R40A; except for SFHA to CD. Unanimous 
approval. 

First Class rrrzd Recor.rl Owners' Mailed Notice Certificntion 
A certified copy of the tclx record owner(s) of the sz~bject and aqljacentproperties and their t m  record inailing address is 
contained within the case file and is incorporated by re$?re~tce as Sf delivered herewilh. The record owners' certtJied 
receipl of notice is also inclztded 

130 Cillespie Streel - Post OBce Box 1829 - Fryelleville, tVorlh Carolina 28302-1829 - (910) 678-7600 - F a :  (910) 678-7631 
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SCALE IN FEET 

PIN: 1441-02-1777.4628, 1539 
3532,2360,0338, 1191 
PlN:1431-92-9250 

1 REQUESTED REIIONiNG I 



1.or.i Epler, 
Chair  

Cambet.lnnd County 

Roy Turner ,  
Vice-Cllair 

Ca~nbcr l i~ad  Coeoty 

Thotnas J. Lloyd, 
Director 

Cecil P. Combs, 
Deputy Dit.ecto~. 

Garland C. Hosleltcr, 
Town of Spring Lake 

Harvcv Cain. Jr.. , , .  
Town of Stedman 

Patricia Hall, 
Town of Hope Mills 
Cllilrles C, Vlorris, 
Town of Linden 

COUNTY of CUMBERLAND 
t 

Planning and Inspections Department 

Waltcr Clark, 
Sara E. Piland, 

Cumbcriand County 

Benny Fearce, 
Town of Eastover 

Donovun VlcLaori~~, 
Wadc, Falcon QL Godwin 

AUGUST 6,2010 

MEMO TO: Cumberland County Board of Commissioners ITEM NO. 36/ 
FROM: Cumberland County Joint Planning Board 

SUBJECT: Case P10-23: Rezoning of 1.97+1- acres from A1 Agricultural to A l A  Agricultural 
or to a more restrictive zoning district, located at 3211 John Mcmillan Road; 
submitted by John L. and Artricia Haynes (owners). 

ACTION: Members present at the June 15, 2010 meeting voted unanimously to 
recommend approval of the A IA  Agricultural district. 

SITE INFORMATION: Frontage B Location: 257.14'+1- on SR 2244 (John McMillan Road); 
Depth: 335.68'+/-; Jurisdiction: Cumberland County; Adjacent Property: No; Current Use: 
Residential (Class A double-wide mh); Initial Zoning: A1 - June 25, 1980 (Area 13); 
Nonconformities: None; Zoning Violation(s): None; Surrounding Zoning: North and East: 
A1 & RR; South: A1 & R40; West: A1 & R40; Surrounding Land Use: Residential (including 
manufactured dwellings), farmland & woodlands; 2030 Land Use Plan: Rural; Special Flood 
Hazard Area (SFHA): None; WaterlSewer Availability: WelllSeptic; Soil Limitations: None; 
School CapacitylEnrolled: Gray's Creek Elementary: 4951377; Gray's Creek Middle: 
1,0001861; Gray's Creek High: 1,27011,219; SubdivisionlSite Plan: If approved, any future 
development will require a review; Average Daily Traffic Count (2008): 920 on SR 2244 (John 
McMillan Road); Highway Plan: There are no road improvementslconstructions specified for this 
area. This case has no impact on the current Highway Plan or Transportation Improvement 
Program; Notes: Density: A1 - 1 unit, A I A  - 2 units; Minimum Yard Setback Reaulations: a 
A1A: Front yard: 50', Side yard: 20', Rear yard: 50'; Class " A  manufactured home criteria was 
explained to property owner. 

MINUTES OF JUNE 15,2010 

The Planning & Inspections Staff recommends approval of the A I A  Agricultural district based on 
the following: 

1. The district requested is consistent with the 2030 Growth Vision Plan, which calls for "rural 
area" at this location, as well as meeting the location criteria for rural density residential 
development as listed in the Land Use Policies Plan; 

2. The request will ensure comparable lot sizes with the one acre lots currently recommended 
for this area; and 

3. The request is consistent with the surrounding land use; 

There are no other districts considered suitable for this request. 

130 Cillespie Streel - Post ODce Box 1829 - 1;rryetreville. iVorll) Carolinn 28302.1829 - (910) 675-7600 - F a :  (910) 678-7631 



Case P10-23 Continued 

A motion was made by Mrs. Piland, seconded by Vice-Chair Turner, to follow the staff 
recommendation and approve case P10-23 as submitted. Unanimous approval. 

Fir.~t CIIISS nntl Rccorrl O~vners' Mniled Notice Ce~.tificrrtion 
A certified copy of the t n , ~  record o>vner(s) of the sz~bject and c~cfincentprol>erties nnd their tnx record mailing address is 
contnined within the ccrse file and is incorporntecl by reference ns if delivered herewith. The record owners' cert19ed 
receipt ofnotice is also inclz~ded 

130 Gillespie Stmet - Post Once Bm 1829 - Frryerreville, iVorllr Cn,oli,?o 28302-1829 - (910) 678-7600 - F0.r (910) 678-7631 
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SCALE IN FEET 

I REQUESTED REZONlNG I 



Garland C. Hoslcttcr, 
Town of Spring Lake 

Harvey Cain, Jr., 
Town of Stedrnan 

p '.' n t r ~ ~ ~ a  Hull, 
Town of liope Mills 
Cirilrles C. blorris, 
Town of Linden 

Tbo~n:~s .I. Lloytl, 
Director 

CUMBERI.AND Cecil P. Con~bs,  
COUN'I-Y Dcl~trty Dircetor 

i a i l g s a  
COUNTY of CUMBERLAND 

Walter Cinrk, 
Sam E. Piiand. 

Cua~beriasd Cottnh. 

Planning and Inspections Department Benny Pearce, 
Town of Eastovcr 

Donovall MeLa~$rin, 
Wade, hlcan & Godwin 

AUGUST 6,201 0 

MEMO TO: Cumberland County Board of Commissioners 
ITEM NO. .3 .b 

FROM: Cumberland County Joint Planning Board 

SUBJECT: Case P10-24: Rezoning of 7.91+1- acres from R10 Residential to C(P) Planned 
Commercial or to a more restrictive zoning district, located on the north side of 
SR 1003 (Camden Road) and west of SR 3039 (Wipperwill Drive); submitted by 
March F. Riddle (owner). 

ACTION: Members present at the June 15, 2010 meeting voted to recommend denial of 
the C(P) Planned Commercial district but recommended approval of the C2(P) 
Planned Service & Retail district. The applicant verbally agreed to the 
recommendation. 

SITE INFORMATION: Frontage 8 Location: 1080.00'+1- on SR 1003 (Camden Road); Depth: 
400.00'+/-; Jurisdiction: Cumberland County; Adjacent Property: Yes, south of subject 
property; Current Use: Vacant; Initial Zoning: RR - February 6, 1976 (Area 5); rezoned to R10 
on October 16, 2006; Nonconformities: None; Zoning Violation(s): None; Surrounding 
Zoning: North: MXDICUD, RlOlCU (to allow manufactured home), C2(P), R6A, R10, R20 & RR; 
South: RIOICU (to allow man~lfactured home), R6A, R10 & RR; East and West: RR; 
Surrounding Land Use: Residential, school, religious worship, farmland & woodlands; 2030 
Land Use Plan: Urban; Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA): No; Army Gorp: Wetlands may 
be present and if so, Sec 404 permit required; WaterlSewer Availability: PWCl PWC; Soil 
Limitations: Yes, hydric - WO Woodington loamy sand; School CapacitylEnrolled: Stoney 
Point Elementary: 9001967; John Griffin Middle: 1,34011,302; Jack Britt High: 1,87011,868; 
SubdivisionlSite Plan: If approved, any future development will require a review; Municipal 
Influence Area: Town of Hope Mills; Average Daily Traffic Count (2008): 5,100 on SR 1003 
(Camden Road); Highway Plan: Camden Road is identified in the highway plan as a major 
thoroughfare. This proposal calls for a multi-lane facility (U-2810) with a right-of-way of 110 feet. 
Road improvements are included in the 2009-2015 MTIP; Notes: Density: R10 - 46 lotslunits, 
Density minus 15% for RIW: R10 - 39 lotslunits; C(P) Minimum Yard Setback Regulations: Front 
yard: 50', Side yard: 30', Rear yard: 30'. 

MINUTES OF JUNE 15,2010 

Mr. Lloyd reviewed the site information and stated that the Planning & Inspections Staff 
recommends denial of the request for C(P) Planned Commercial but approval of C2(P) Planned 
Service & Retail district based on the following: 

1. The request for C(P) Planned Commercial is not consistent with the location criteria for 
"heavy commercial" as listed in the Land Use Policies Plan of the 2030 Growth Vision Plan 
because 'heavy commercial" should not be located in a predominantly residential area; the 
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recommendation of C2(P) Planned Sewice and Retail does meet the location criteria for the 
Policies Plan; 

2. The request is reasonable due to the immediate area transitioning to primarily low density 
residential uses at this location and if approved will allow for uses providing convenient 
goods and services to the immediate surrounding neighborhoods; and 

3. Public utilities are available to the subject property. 

There are no other districts considered suitable for this request. 

The applicant has verbally agreed to this recommendation. 

There was one person present to speak in opposition. The applicant was present to speak in 
favor. 

Mr. Joseph P Riddle Ill, the applicant, spoke in favor. Mr. Riddle stated that the subject property 
is part of close to a one hundred acre tract of land that was purchased years ago from the Mason 
family. Recently there has been a lot of activity out in the Rockfish Road Camden Road area and 
a developer from North Wilkesboro has gotten approval from this board and the County 
Commissioners' to rezone the C2(P) sight on Rockfish Road, which is right next to Jack Britt High 
School's football field, as part of their plan, I think they originally tried to put this Food Lion on the 
property across Rockfish Road and couldn't get things worked out with the land owner, on the 
corner of Lakewood and Rockfish Road. Part of their plan here, in this present site, is to build a 
road, a thoroughfare, beside the football field and come out at Waldos Beach Road. When we 
found out about that, of course they were visiting us about getting some of the right-of-way 
through this 7.91 acre tract, we realized that tract of land was going to end up being a corner. Mr. 
Riddle presented maps to the board to review. 

Chair Epler asked if they were allowed to see the map since the case was not a Conditional Use 
District. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that the board could look at the map, but they couldn't base their decision on the 
map. 

Mr. Riddle stated that the point he was trying to make is that the site in their minds is a multi- 
family site, there is a lot of density and it could have been a high density multi-family site, I could 
imagine a signal being there too, it will be a busy intersection when that Food Lion opens, this 
land will be at a busy intersection and we felt it would be more suitable to be commercial, it has 
all the utilities and this is all being done with DOT'S blessings, understands that once the roadway 
is built, it will be built to DOT specifications, it will be turned over to the State. I'm just here if 
anybody has any questions. 

Mr. Morris asked Mr. Riddle if he voluntarily accepted C2(P) zoning. 

Mr. Riddle stated that he didn't know all the differences, just that there was something in C(P) that 
the Planning Department thinks makes it a heavier use and asked what the differences were. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that most of the differences are heavy commercial and alcohol sales, most 
noxious uses that are located in the C(P) are taken out in the C2(P). 

Chair Epler asked if it was safe to say that a C2(P) is more neighborhood friendly than a C(P) is? 

Mr. Lloyd said that was the best way to say it. 



Case P I  0-24 Continued 

Mr. Riddle stated that they were not trying to not be neighborhood friendly, but another point is 
that Hope Mills is coming, they do an unusual annexation process, when we developed across 
the street and got PWC water and sewer, you're kind of extorted to sign an annexation 
agreement with whatever municipality comes to get you as everyone on the board knows, and so 
we of course signed that, and we haven't even got any houses built just about three or four and 
here's Hope Mills, they ask you to fill out all the forms for them and 
ask you for $500 when they're annexing you. We've done some of that and I've turned in all the 
paperwork to them, I'm sure they're going to be annexing us soon. 

Mr. Morris asked Mr. Riddle again if he was okay with the C2(P) zoning 

Mr. Riddle stated that he was okay with it, but didn't know how that would convert to Hope Mills 
zoning, but they're on the way to annexing all of that. 

Mr. Morris stated that the reason he was pushing is that Mr. Riddle was asking for C(P) and the 
staff is recommending C2(P), as the public hearing continues he wants to make sure we are all 
on the same wavelength. 

Mr. Riddle stated that he was okay with it but not sure of all the differences because he's never 
developed C2(P). 

Mr. Lloyd stated that this is a relatively new zoning and whatever he wants can be done in C2(P). 

Mr. Richard Hogg spoke in opposition. Mr. Hogg stated that he has been a resident of Fayetteville 
for 22 years and currently resides in Camden Woods which is to the southwest of the subject 
property. He chose this area because Stoney Point Elementary and Jack Britt were within walking 
distance, Camden Road was fairly undeveloped, which makes for nice country living, and that 
was what he was looking for. Shortly after moving in Camden Estates was developed, Mr. Hogg 
disagrees with bringing in commercial property so close, because this will bring a lot of 
congestion so now there will be that much more traffic. We have a hard enough time in Camden 
Woods with people cutting through coming down Camden Road and now there will be that much 
more traffic. We would like to keep it nice country living out here. Food Lion is going in up there to 
the north, but then again there is at least a buffer, there's no direct cut through unless Jack Britt 
has their access road open and that's only during certain hours. Mr. Hogg asked for denial of the 
application because the residents of the area would like to keep the area for country living. 

Alfonse Turner, Pastor of New Covenant Full Gospel Baptist Church, spoke in opposition. Mr. 
Turner stated the church is just to the right of the subject property. Mr. Turner stated that his 
concerns are with the subject property not being buffered, and the increased traffic. Mr. Turner 
stated that his phone calls regarding zoning had not been returned. 

Chair Epler asked how the church property was zoned, 

Mr. Lloyd stated that the church was zoned RR Rural Residential, 

Chair Epler stated that the church property was zoned Rural Residential and believes that the 
ordinance requires Mr. Riddle, when he develops this property, to have a vegetative buffer or a 
solid fence between his property and the church property because of the way the church property 
is zoned. 

Mr. Turner stated that they appreciated that but still had that concern. We know that Hope Mills is 
growing by leaps and bounds and we know that we won't be able to stay like we are 
very long, but we would like to control as much as we can without those type of establishments 
right on top of the church. 
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Mr. Morris asked Mr. Turner if he understood that the applicant amended his application to C2(P). 

Mr. Turner stated that was fine and appreciated that, just concerned about keeping the church 
atmosphere. 

Deanna Ortiz spoke in opposition. Mrs. Ortiz stated that she lives in Camden Woods and they 
chose this home because of the area. There wasn't a lot of commercial property in the area, it's 
more residential, and we prefer it that way. Mrs. Ortiz stated she doesn't understand why they are 
trying to build another Food Lion when there is one 2 % miles down the road. 

Chair Epler asked Mrs. Ortiz if she understood that this rezoning case is not for the Food Lion 
property. 

Mrs. Ortiz stated that she thought it was for the commercial property beside Jack Britt, so there is 
basically going to be another strip mall. 

Chair Epler stated that this rezoning case was for the property on Camden Road at the 
intersection of Waldos Beach Road and Camden Road that is not the Food Lion site, the Food 
Lion is going up on Rockfish Road. 

Mrs. Ortiz stated that they preferred that it stay residential, because kids do ride their bikes up 
and down the road, going to work and coming home there is a lot of traffic and it's just going to 
add more traffic to the already chaotic mornings and afternoons. 

Mrs. Piland asked Mr. Lloyd what the approximate distance was between the access road coming 
out on Camden Road and the subject property, where the new road is supposed to enter Camden 
Road. 

Mr. Lloyd stated roughly 1000 feet. 

Public Hearing closed 

Ms. Hall asked Ms. Speicher if the Hope Mills Ordinance was consistent with the County's. 

Ms. Speicher stated that they were consistent. 

Ms. Hall asked if Hope Mills annexed, which they probably will, will it be the same zoning. 

Ms. Speicher stated it would be the same; that was the goal for making the ordinances 
consistent, 

Mr. Morris asked if the access road was DOT approved 

Chair Epler stated that DOT is in the process of approving that, they have agreed to the location. 

A motion was made by Mr. Morris, seconded by Mr. Cain to  follow the staff 
recommendation and approve C2(P) for case P10-24. 

Ms. Hall said that Camden Road is a major corridor and it is being widened, and asked how far it 
would extend. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that the proposal calls for multi-lane with right-of-way of 110 feet and those 
improvements are included in the 2009-2015 MTIP. 

Ms. Hall asked if it would eventually be widened 
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Mr. Lloyd responded yes 

Ms. Hall said that she knows Camden Road is becoming more commercial, and beyond the 
intersection of Rockfish and Camden Road between that and Hope Mills Road and Camden 
Road has really grown in the last several years, and opposes part of that. But, was told at that 
time that commercial is coming, however, doesn't feel good about going out here in the middle of 
a residential area and changing it to commercial, for any reason. Especially with a school there 
and two housing developments, both of these developers came to get these developments 
approved by this board. We've gone to pains to have fences, buffers, and sidewalks to protect 
those children and now we're putting this major intersection within 1000 feet of where the school 
buses are coming out every day and right alongside of where the school children walk in some 
cases. I feel somewhat helpless, we are just, as we progress we create more problems, I just 
don't feel comfortable about doing this now. After that road is widened and it has changed all the 
way up to that point, but now what we're doing, we've got point a at the intersection and now 
we're doing point b, the next thing we know everything in between is a foregone conclusion and 
all the houses lining those roads eventually will be sold or turned into business, just like Hope 
Mills Road at LaFayette Village. I hate to see that neighborhood destroyed, once that happens 
then it's going to be from Whippelwill further down to these two new developments that we have 
just created in the last decade. So what are we doing as a Planning Board? Are we creating 
tomorrow's bad residential areas, we have good residential areas here now. 

Mr. Morris stated that when he originally saw this, the first thing he thought about was Hope Mills 
Road. We all watched as it got widened and those houses turned into dead zones, there were 
businesses floating back and forth and when I see what 7.91 acres, when they widen that it's 
going to be 6 acres, who wants to live on a 4 lane highway if we can do it under a C2(P) not a 
C(P) and we can control some of those uses and keep a neighborhood commercial area and 
other areas we talk about walkable communities and all those other things that needs to be there 
and I just don't see its residential use the conducive residential property that people want to be 
part of or buy into on a 4 lane highway, and with that other road coming in and the access of the 
traffic count if we could control those noxious uses or C2(P) he believes it's an appropriate 
commercial zoning, but again this planning staff, planning board, and Hope Mills and these area 
plans need to be utilized in order to stop a sprawl from occurring, but we don't have that small 
area plan right now and we're faced with the case at hand. 

Chair Epler stated that her engineering company is doing the engineering for the Food Lion site 
and they are engineering that access road that is coming from Rockfish Road to Camden Road 
and the Department of Transportation has been very unforgiving on their requirements, both on 
Rockfish Road and Camden Road as far as widening at those proposed intersections Camden 
Road will be widened or that road will not go tfimugh, and they are going to make venture 
properties do a great deal of widening at that intersection on both sides of the road; very much 
like they did at Millstone Subdivision on Hope Mills Road. We are in negotiation with them right 
now and there has to be a turn lane coming down Camden Road going into that new street. 
There has to be a left turn and a right turn on both sides of this intersection on Camden Road. 
Chair Epler stated that she could say that because she was privy to those conversations with the 
Department of Transportation. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that there were some other factors that staff considered, one, this is Jack Britt 
property so we're not worried about strip commercial going further to the west, two, we not only 
have these neighborhoods, but we have over 400 houses further down Camden Road. When you 
have that much development, that many units, you're going to have commercial. There's a church 
bordering this to the east, and usually the staff would not consider surrounding this church with 
strip commercial. You have the road coming down, the football field area, so basically this site is 
not going to spread in either direction because of the church and Jack Britt. There has got to be 
some commercial for those 500 - 700 units that have gone in. Mr. Lloyd stated that this site, in 
his opinion was not similar to Hope Mills Road because Hope Mills Road was a bunch of 
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individual residential parcels that started to spread from Raeford Road down that became 
unsuitable for most of the people that wanted to live on Hope Mills Road. If you look at this road 
here, there is already platted and sold to the south, on this side the north part of Camden Road, 
there is a limited amount of land from the lots on Whipperwill down to the church that could even 
be rezoned for commercial, the situations a lot different than Hope Mills Road, and again your 
talking hundreds of units have been proposed or developed just in the last couple of years, so 
there's going to be some commercial. 

Mrs. Piland made an observation and stated that she was somewhat disappointed that there 
would be commercial development so close to a school, because we have built so many schools 
and then had commercial development right next to the school and it is not necessarily in the 
school's best interest or the children who attend that school and we've seen some school's who 
have experienced negative results as a consequence of that. Mrs. Piland stated that she likes to 
see school's with a lot of residential development around them, it provides a lot of protection to 
the public school and to the children who attend there, Mrs. Piland also mentioned concerns not 
so much about what's going to happen right there on that one strip that we are talking about 
tonight, but all of that RR back in there and that road running right by the school property and 
right across the street, what kind of development is going to happen in there. Mrs. Piland stated 
that she understands the need for services, liked the mixed use district across the street from 
Jack Britt High School that was a good design, it's a good compromise. Just keep in mind that 
there are 2,000 students attending that school, a lot of kids that can get involved in a lot of 
activities close to the school. 

Chair Epler stated that no one from the Board of Education is present to speak in opposition to 
this case, they didn't oppose Food Lion, and asked if they commented when staff asked for 
comments at all. 

Ms. Speicher stated that they gave the capacity and enrollment numbers. 

Chair Epler stated just the standard comments 

Ms. Speicher responded yes. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that he thought the person assigned to this really looks more at the impact of 
enrollment on the school. 

Mrs. Piland stated that was correct, that is his job. Mrs. Piiand would like to see in the future 
involving some folks from a different level at some point that could look at more than just 
numbers. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that this was probably the type of thing that should have panned out during the 
2030 process, but we could also look at revising the Land Use Policies Plan. 

Ms. Hall stated that she realized that commercial is following the population, but wonders if the 
commercial were there first would those nice housing developments been placed there. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that if you look at the rest of the Jack Britt school district there have been many 
subdivisions put in after the commercial was already present, that whole school district has grown 
residentially and commercially. 

Chair Epler asked if there was any further discussion. There was none. The Board voted on the 
motion that was on the floor. 

The motion to  recommend following the staff recommendation and approval for case P10- 
24 passed 6 to 3 with Ms. Hall, Mrs. Piland, and Vice-Chair Turner voting in opposition. 



First Clrrss nncl Record Owners' Mailed Notice Certificrrtion 
A certified copy of the tax record owner(s) of the subject and acljacentproperties and their t m  record niailing address is 
contained within the case Jile and is incorporated by reference as i f  delivered herewith. The record olvners' certified 
receipt of notice is also inclz~decl. 
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AUGUST 6,2010 

ITEM NO. 3k 
MEMO TO: Cumberland County Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Cumberland County Joint Planning Board 

SUBJECT: Case P10-29: Rezoning of 2.00+1- acres from A1 Agricultural to R40A 
Residential or to a more restrictive zoning district, located at 3200 Culbreth Road, 
submitted by Zoltan and Marilyn W. Nemeth (owners) and Sharon K. Tilley. 

ACTION: Members present at the July 20, 2010 meeting voted to recommend approval of 
the R40A Residential district. 

SITE INFORMATION: Frontage Zi Location: 130.00'+/- on SR 2016 (Culbreth Road); Depth: 
720.00'+1-; Jurisdiction: Cumberland County; Adjacent Property: Yes, north of subject 
property; Current Use: Residential w l  Tanning Salon (Home Occupation); Initial Zoning: A1 - 
September 3, 1996 (Area 20); Nonconformities: None; Zoning Violation(s): None; 
Surrounding Zoning: North, East and West: A l ;  South: AIICU (to allow two manufactured 
homes), R40, R40A, A1 & AIA; Surrounding Land Use: Residential (including manufactured 
dwellings), tanning salon, farmland & woodlands; 2030 Land Use Plan: Rural; Special Flood 
Hazard Area (SFHA): None; WaterlSewer Availability: WelllSeptic; Soil Limitations: Yes, 
hydric - LE Leon sand; School CapacitylEnrolled: Seabrook Elementary: 310131 1; Mac 
Williams Middle: 1,27011,228; Cape Fear High: 1,42511,525; SubdivisionlSite Plan: Review 
required prior to additional development; Average Daily Traffic Count (2008): 520 on SR 2016 
(Culbreth Road); Highway Plan: There are no road improvementslconstructions specified for 
this area. This case has no impact on the current Highway Plan or Transportation Improvement 
Program; Notes: 1. Density: A1 - I lotlunit, A1 - 2 lotslunits, R40A - 2 lotslunits; 2. 
Minimum Yard Setback Requlations: Al: Front yard: 50', Side yard: 20', Rear yard: 50'; A1A: 
Front yard: 50', Side yard: 20', Rear yard: 50'; R40A: Front yard: 30', Side yard: 15, Rear yard: 
35; 3. Applicant has stated that if approved, proposed home will not be a Class "A" 
manufactured home. 

MINUTES OF JULY 20,2010 

The Planning & Inspections Staff recommends approval of the R40A Residential district based on 
the following: 

1. The district requested is consistent with the 2030 Growth Vision Plan, which calls for "rural 
area" at this location, as well as meeting the location criteria for rural density residential 
development as listed in the Land Use Policies Plan; 

2. The request will ensure comparable lot sizes with the one acre lots currently recommended 
for this area; and 

3. The request is consistent with the surrounding land use 



Case P10-29 Continued 

The AIA Agricultural district could also be considered suitable for this location 

A motion was made by Mrs. Piland, seconded by Mr. Clark, to follow the staff 
recommendation and approve case P10-29 as submitted. Unanimous approval. 

z ,  " , *  " . z " 
contained within the case $le rrnd is incorporated by reference as Sfc/elivered here wit?^. The reco~n' owners' cer18ecl 
receipt of notice is also inclz~clecl. 
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AUGUST 6,2010 

MEMO TO: Cumberland County Board of Commissioners 
ITEM NO. ?fi=- 

FROM: Cumberland County Joint Planning Board 

SUBJECT: Case P10-31: Rezoning of 1.46+1- acres from C3 Heavy Commercial to A1 
Agricultural or to a more restrictive zoning district, located on the west side of SR 
2215 (Fields Road) and east of 1-95 N; submitted by Allen B, and Sherylene M. 
Cosand (owners). 

ACTION: Members present at the July 20, 2010 meeting voted to recommend approval of 
the A1 Agricultural district. 

SITE INFORMATION: Frontage & Location: 20.68'+1- on SR 2215 (Fields Road); Depth: 
456.66'+1-; Jurisdiction: Cumberland County; Adjacent Property: Yes, north & east of subject 
property; Current Use: Residential; Initial Zoning: A1 - September 14, 1979 (Area 9); portion 
rezoned to C3 on February 23, 1998; Nonconformities: Existing residential structure appears to 
encroach upon adjacent property; Zoning Violation(s): None; Surrounding Zoning: North: 
RR & A l ;  South and East: A l ;  West: RR; Surrounding Land Use: Residential (including 
manufactured dwellings) & woodlands; 2030 Land Use Plan: Urban; Special Flood Hazard 
Area (SFHA): None; WaterlSewer Availability: WelllSeptic; Soil Limitations: None; School 
CapacitylEnrolled: Seabrook Elementary: 3101311; Mac Williams Middle: 1,27011,228; Cape 
Fear High: 1,42511,525; SubdivisionlSite Plan: Recombination required and any additional 
development would require review; Municipal Influence Area: City of Fayetteville; Average 
Daily Traffic Count (2008): 140 on SR 2215 (Fields Road); Highway Plan: 195- South is 
identified in the Highway Plan as a major thoroughfare. The plan calls for widening to a multi- 
lane facility (8 Ln-div). This a priority #2 in the Highway Portion of the LRTP; Notes: 1. Density 
[when recombined with northern tract): A1  - 2 units, 2. Minimum Yard Setback Requlations: 
C3 IC(P)l: Front yard: 50', Side yard: 30', Rear yard: 30'; Al: Front yard: 50', Side yard: 20', 
Rear yard: 50'. 

MINUTES OF JULY 20,2010 

The Planning & Inspections Staff recommends approval of the A1 Agricultural district for this 
request based on the following: 

1. The district requested is consistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, which calls for 
"urban area" at this location, as well as meeting the location criteria for agricultural land use 
as listed in the Land Use Policies Plan; 

2. The request will ensure comparable lot sizes with the two acre lots currently recommended 
for this area; and 

3. The request is consistent with the surrounding land use 



Case P10-31 Continued 

There are no other districts considered suitable for this request 

A motion was made by Mrs. Piland, seconded by Mr. Clark, to follow the staff 
recommendation and approve case P10-31 as submitted. Unanimous approval 

Firs! C h s  rrnd Record O~vners' Mrriled ~Votice Certificrrlion 
A certified copy of the tax record o*vner(s) of the szhject and aGacent properties nnd their tax record rncriling address is 
contoinen' within the case file and is incorporated by reference as if delivered herewith. The record owners' certzped 
receipt of notice is also inclzlded 



I REQUESTED REZONlNG I 

500 0 500 

i ~ r r i  I 
SCALE IN FEET 

PORT. OF PIId: 0445-80-3483 

PLANNING BOARD 



, '  ' 

Lori ligler, 
Chair 

Cambcrlnnd County 

Ray Turncr, 
Vice-Chair 

Cltntberland Coanly 

Garland C. Hostetter, 
Town of Spring Lake 

I-hvey Cain, Jr., 
Town of Stedman 

Patricia Hall, 
Town of llope h,Iills 
Cha~.les C. Morris, 
To\!,i~ of Linden 

COUNTY of CUMBERLAND 

Planning and I~zspections Departnzent 

Thoinns J. Lloyd, 
Dir.eetol. 

Cecil P. Combs, 
Depoty Director. 

Walter Clack, 
Sara E. Piiand, 

Cumberland Coulily 

Benny Pearce, 
Town ofEastover 

Donovan IvlcLauiin, 
Wade, Falcon 91 Godwin 

AUGUST 6,2010 

MEMO TO: Cumberland County Board of Commissioners 
ITEM NO. . 36 

FROM: Cumberland County Joint Planning Board 

SUBJECT: Case P10-18: Rezoning of 3.14+1- acres from A1 Agricultural to C2(P) Planned 
Service and RetaillCUD Conditional Use District for a trade contractor and the 
Permit and R40 Residential or to a more restrictive zoning district, located at 
3370 Coleman Road, submitted by Robert W. McLaurin (owner) and Daryl W.  
McLaurin. 

ACTION: Members present at the July 20, 2010 meeting voted unanimously to recommend 
approval of C2(P) Planned Service and RetaillCUD Conditional Use district for a 
trade contractor and the permit and R40 Residential district. 

SITE INFORMATION: Frontage & Location: 366.40'+1- on SR 1721 (Coleman Road); Depth: 
713.94'+1-; Jurisdiction: Cumberland County; Adjacent Property: No; Current Use: Trade 
contractor business; Initial Zoning: A1 - October 24, 1990 (Area 18); Nonconformitles: 
Existing structure being used for trade contractor activities w l  no permits & side yard setback 
cannot be met if approved C2(P); Zoning Violation(s): Yes, not issued; Surrounding Zoning: 
North: RR & A l ;  South: C3, R40, R40A, RR & A l ;  East and West: A l ;  Surrounding Land 
Use: Residential (including manufactured homes), farmland & woodlands; Eastover Land Use 
Plan: Farmland; Special F lood Hazard Area (SFHA): None; Watershed: Yes, WS-IV approval 
required; WaterlSewer Availability: ESDISeptic; Soil Limitations: Yes, hydric - RO Roanoke 
and Wahee loams; School CapacitylEnrolled: Eastover Central Elementary: 5401477; Mac 
Williams Middle 1,27011,228; Cape Fear High 1,42511,525; SubdivisionlSite Plan: If approved, 
"Ordinance Related Conditions" apply; Municipal Influence Area: Town of Eastover; Average 
Daily Traffic Count (2008): 430 on SR 1721 (Coleman Road); Highway Plan: There are no 
road improvementslconstructions specified for this area, This case has no impact on the current 
Highway Plan or Transportation Improvement Program; Notes: Densitv (3.14 acres): A1 - 2 
units, Densitv (1.42 acres): R40 - 2 units; Minimum Yard Setback Reaulations: Al: Front yard: 
50', Side yard: 20', Rear yard: 50'; C2(P): Front yard: 50', Side yard: 30', Rear yard: 30'; & 
Front yard: 30', Side yard: 15', Rear yard: 35'. 

MINUTES OF JULY 20,2010 

Chair Epler asked all people who signed up to speak to come forward to be sworn in.(Scott 
Flowers, Robert McLaurin, Daryl McLaurin, Erica McLaurin) 

Chair Epler asked if any board member had anything to disclose in reference to the case. There 
were no disclosures. 
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Mrs. Piland advised the Board that she would participate in the proceedings; however, as stated 
at the previous meeting when this case was deferred, she did have a conversation with Mr. 
McLaurin prior to that meeting, but believes she could handle this case in an impartial way. 

Chair Epler asked Mrs. Piland if there was any information that needed to be disclosed 

Mrs. Piland stated no. 

Public Hearing opened. 

This case was on your June 15, 2010 agenda and at that meeting the applicant requested a 
deferral to the July 20, 2010 meeting. The Planning & inspections Staff recommendation remains 
the same, in that: 

Mr. Lloyd reviewed the site information and presented a buildinglzoning permit that was issued in 
2004 and showed a building that was built as an accessory structure. The permit clearly says not 
for commercial use and the type of work is described as storage building. On the handwritten 
permit it specifies that this is not to be for commercial use and the permit was issued for a storage 
building. The subject property is in violation, there are two relevant facts, one is in 2008 east of 
Baywood, there was a request for an RR to C(P) CUD for a trade contractor, staff recommended 
denial subsequently denied by the board, and it was withdrawn. Also, less than a year ago, there 
was a rezoning request to the north, which was also denied by this board. Mr. Lloyd stressed that 
the permit was issued for an accessory structure, it stipulated accessory structure, on it in two 
places. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that the Planning & lnspections Staff recommends denial of the requested 
rezoning to C2(P) Planned Service and RetailIConditional Use District [C2(P)ICUD] for a trade 
contractor and the R40 Residential based on the following: 

1. The area in which the requested commercial portion of the subject property is located is not 
consistent with the location criteria for light commercial uses as listed in the Land Use 
Policies Plan of the 2030 Growth Vision Plan - SR 1721 (Coleman Road) is not a major 
thoroughfare and public sewer is not available to this site; 

2. The portion of the requested residential portion of the subject property does comply with 
rural density residential location criteria as listed in the Land Use Policies Plan; however, the 
entire request is not consistent with the Eastover Area Detailed Land Use Plan which calls 
for "farmland at this location; 

3. Consideration of the C2(P) district for this area is arbitrary and would not serve a viable 
public purpose; and 

4. The degree of difference in uses allowed on the existing surrounding properties and the 
uses allowed in the requested districts qualify this request as being unreasonable. 

The Planning & lnspections Staff also recommends denial of the Conditional Use Permit based 
on the following: 

1. The location and character of the use, if developed according to the plan as submitted and 
recommended, will not be in harmony with the area in which it is to be located and will not 
be developed in conformance with the development ordinances - the property owner is 
requesting an alternate yard setback of two feet on the south side of the subject property 
and to provide a gravel drive and off-street parking in lieu of a permanent surface area; 
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2. The request for the subject property is not in accordance with the adopted Land Use Policies 
location criteria for light commercial, specifically: public sewer is not available, not serving 
as a transition between residential and heavy commercial zoning, does not have other light 
commercial uses in the area, is not providing convenient goods and services to the 
immediate surrounding neighborhood, is not located in an area that is in transition to 
commercial and is not at the intersection of two collector streets; 

3. This development most likely would endanger the public safety if located according to plan 
submitted since the structure was built under the guise of a residential accessory building 
and permitted as such without the proper inspections to ensure compliance with the NC 
Building Code for commercial structures, and SR 1721 (Coleman Road) is not a 
major or minor thoroughfare and is not suitable nor intended to serve commercial 
operations; 

4. The use is not in harmony with the area in which it is located, the subject property is 
completely surrounded by agricultural and residential zoning and uses; and 

5. The degree of difference in this specific use and the site layout requested as related to the 
existing surrounding uses makes this request unreasonable. 

There are no other suitable zoning districts to be considered for this site. 

Chair Epler asked how long the business has been in operation at this location 

Mr. Lloyd was unsure about that; it was actually targeted by Ms. Speicher when the applicant 
came in for a building permit on the front part for a residence and we pulled the aerials from 2008, 
because the permit was issued in 2004. It could have gone on since 2004. 

Chair Epler asked if a building inspector had been inside to see what it would take to get it up to 
code for commercial use. 

Mr. Lloyd stated not to his knowledge, but it wouldn't be the building inspector's job to do that, it 
would be up to the individual and then call for an inspection and then they would see. They would 
do that if asked, Mr. Lloyd didn't know if they had been asked. 

Mr. Scott Flowers spoke in favor. Mr. Flowers, Attorney with the Law Firm of Hutchins, Senter, 
and Britton in Fayetteville, representing Robert McLaurin and Daryl McLaurin, owners and 
applicants. Mr. Flowers presented Exhibit 1 to the board, a sworn statement signed by Mr. Robert 
McLaurin by affidavit. Mr. Flowers stated that the purpose of the affidavit is to give the board a 
more detailed history of the subject property from the owner, Mr. Robert McLaurin. In 2003 Mr. 
McLaurin purchased this tract of land, in 2004, as previously stated, he constructed a small 
warehouse for his commercial refrigeration business on this property, in doing so he hired Andy 
Nichols of Nichols Building, a licensed general contractor, who constructed the building. The 
building has been used since that time by Mr. McLaurin in his business which is a commercial 
refrigeration business, he employs 12 people here in the Fayetteville Eastover area, in this 
particular building Mr. McLaurin worlts and there is also one other employee that works in this 
building, that would be Mr. McLaurin's secretary. Otherwise, the building is used for storage. In 
2006 Mr. McLaurin added two small offices in the building for use by himself and his secretary, at 
that time he also installed a handicapped accessible bathroom and a septic tank approved by the 
County, electricity, running water, and a security system was installed. Earlier this year, his son 
Daryl, in planning the construction of a home for Daryl and his family on the site, contacted the 
Planning department to conduct an inspection of the property and found this commercial building 
and advised the McLaurin family that it was not in compliance with the zoning ordinance. This is 
before you now, not as the result of a complaint by a neighbor, even though this business has 
been in operation in this location for five or six years, there have been no complaints to Mr. 

130 Gillespie Sliref - Posl Oflce Bos 1829 - Fayelleville, Norlh Ca,.olmn 28302-1829 - (910) 67s-7600 -Fax: (910) 678-7631 

. . , . 



Case P10-18 Continued 

McLaurin or to anyone else by any of the surrounding property owners. Paragraph 10 of the 
affidavit says that Mr. McLaurin has been a resident of Eastover for 60 years, he's been operating 
his commercial refrigeration business basically since he got out of two tours of Vietnam with the 
Navy, his son Daryl was planning to build a home on this site and continue operation of the 
business if allowed at this location. Also, the site plan for the home would place it between the 
commercial building and the road, which is significant. Finally, it's significant in paragraph 16 Mr. 
McLaurin states that to his knowledge during his lifetime this tract of land has never been used as 
farmland. As you are aware the requirements of findings that the board must make in order to 
allow Mr. McLaurin's request are set forth in section 504 of the Cumberland County Zoning 
Ordinance and I would like to briefly go through each of those and speak briefly about why the 
facts in this case support each of those findings. The first is that the use will not materially 
endanger the public health or safety, first of all, this is not a high traffic area and it will not become 
a high traffic area by allowing Mr. McLaurin to continue his business. Mr. McLaurin and one other 
employee work at this location, it's a commercial refrigeration business, generally his clients do 
not come to this location, and it is not a retail location, so there will not be any significant traffic as 
a result of Mr. McLaurin continuing his business. 

Mr. Flower's presented Exhibit 2 to the board, an affidavit signed by the contractor who 
constructed the building, Mr. Nichols. With regard to this idea as to whether this use will endanger 
public safety, there are two considerations. First, consideration of the general public, inhabiting 
the area and using the area around the building; secondly, for those folks who actually will be 
inside of the building using the building. Mr. Flowers reminded the board that he had spoken on 
the idea as to whether this building poses any danger to folks around the building by how this will 
not increase the amount of traffic in the area or have any adverse impact on the surrounding area 
as far as public safety goes. The purpose of this affidavit is to demonstrate to the board that this 
building was constructed by a licensed general contractor and that at the time of its construction it 
did meet international and North Carolina building codes. Including the walls, roofs, and slab, this 
is what Mr. Nichols constructed. If you'll recall, at the time that this building was constructed it 
was constructed not for the purpose of being an office building, so Mr. Nichols can speak to what 
he constructed, which are the structural elements, so the structural elements of this building are 
built to North Carolina building code and there's absolutely no evidence before the board contrary 
to that. Mr. McLaurin would welcome an inspection by the Cumberland County building inspector 
with regard to the interior of the property and would absolutely take any steps necessary to bring 
anything that's out of compliance into compliance with the building code. So this building does not 
pose a danger to the public, either the surrounding public or the folks who work in this building. 

The second element set out in section 504 of the code that the board would have to find is that 
this use meets all required uses and specifications, as already stated the structural elements of 
the building were built to code and would be glad to have any interior inspection done. As far as 
the outparcels or the parking, I think gravel was mentioned by the planning staff as opposed to 
paved surface, again, Mr. McLaurin would be willing to take any steps necessary with that regard, 
but would aslc the board to keep in mind that he is a small business owner with limited means, 
operating in a rural area. With regard to the house itself I believe but for the request for the 
Conditional Use Permit for the business the house itself would be a permissible use of this 
property. So with regard to the request for the home, I don't believe there is any issue about 
whether it meets all the required conditions and specifications. 

The third issue is whether the use will maintain or enhance the value of adjoining or abutting 
properties or that the use is a public necessity. So the question is will this use maintain or 
enhance the value of the adjoining or abutting properties? According to Mr. McLaurin's affidavit 
when he purchased this property in 2003 it was a vacant tract of land that had a dilapidated 
house that no one was occupying. It goes without question that taking a vacant three acre tract of 
land that is not being used for any purpose that has a dilapidated house on it and putting a viable 
commercial operation there and a home there, certainly enhances the value of the adjoining 
properties. 
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The last element is that the location and character of use will be in harmony with the area in 
which it is to be located and in general conformity with Cumberland County's most recent Land 
Use Plan and adopted plan policies. Mr. Flower's presented Exhibit 3 to the board, photographs 
of the subject property. You will see that there are, as it was pointed out earlier, there is a home 
right next door. The homeowner who has no objection to Mr. McLaurin's use of the property, in 
one picture there is another home across the road, sort of cattycornered to the property down the 
road just a bit. As far as Mr. McLaurin knows that homeowner has no objection to his use of the 
property. Certainly allowing Daryl McLaurin to build a home on this site would be in conformity 
with the current uses of the surrounding property. 

Mr. Flowers stated that these were the four elements that the board must find in order to allow Mr. 
McLaurin's request, the facts support each of those elements, and if the global purpose of the 
Planning Board is considered, it is to put land to its highest and best use consistent of the 
strategic goals of Cumberland County and its municipalities. This property was a vacant 3 acre 
tract of land, surrounded by fields with an old abandoned house on it, a house that posed a 
danger, frankly, to the surrounding neighborhood and Mr. McLaurin is taking it and trying to turn it 
into something viable and useful for that community. 

Mr. Flowers addressed the staff recommendations. First, with regard to the comment of the use 
would not be consistent with location criteria for light com~nercial uses as listed in the Land Use 
Policies Plan and is not a major thoroughfare and public sewer is not available to this site. The 
whole point of Mr. McLaurin's request is that this is a low impact use in a rural area, and he is not 
going to change the fact that this is a quiet rural area. So to say that his request is not consistent 
with the surrounding use of that area on the one hand and on the other hand to say we are going 
to deny his request because it's not a major thoroughfare, seems to be inconsistent. The point 
being made on Mr. McLaurin's behalf is that it is a quiet neighborhood and there will be low 
impact from his business. With regard to whether public sewer is available, clearly it's not, but Mr. 
McLaurin shouldn't be punished for the fact that the County has not yet provided sewer to this 
location, hopefully that wouldn't be held against Mr. McLaurin. He has installed a septic system 
that has been approved by the County. 

Secondly, according to the statement that the portion of the requested residential portion of the 
subject property, does comply with rural density residential location, however, the entire request 
is not consistent with the Land Use Plan for farmland. The way Mr. Flowers reads that statement 
means that the house is okay. I will get into, in just a few minutes the permitted uses of how it's 
zoned now A1 and Mr. Flowers reading of that is that single family dwelling is permitted, even if 
the board decides that commercial use is not okay, to not deny Mr. McLaurin's request to put a 
home on this location, since it appears, but for the fact that that commercial structure is there, he 
could of put a home on that location if he had so desired. Second it says that it is not consistent 
with the Detailed Land Use Plan which calls for farmland at this location. Well, there is no 
farmland at this location. This is three acres of land that abuts the road right outside of Eastover. 
Mr. McLaurin says in his 60 years he doesn't know of it ever being farmed. Mr. Flowers stated 
that he would dare to say that it is not going to be farmed, if it was going to be farmed, there are 
plenty of farmers in that area that would have been farming this three acres of land before now. 
The fact that somebody at some point in the past thought that this would be a good place to farm 
shouldn't hold us back now after it should be clear to everybody involved that this is not a farm 
and is never going to be a farm. To deny his request for that reason is going to have the effect of 
not allowing any use on this property. 

The third thing is the request is arbitrary and would not serve a viable public purpose. Mr. Flowers 
stated that he wasn't sure about the term arbitrary, but to say that it would serve a viable public 
purpose is not accurate, here is a small business owner, for a couple of decades has employed 
up to a dozen people in the Eastover community and continues to do so and needs to be able to 
do so. If there is some confusion it may be the fact that he and his secretary work at this location, 
he has 10 or 12 contractors that work out on job sites. But his company employs all these people. 
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To say that this is not a viable public purpose, Mr. Flowers doesn't feel that is accurate, there are 
not that many small business owners in Eastover who have managed to have the ability to give 
12 families a good income. 

Number four, the degree of difference in uses allowed on the existing surrounding properties and 
the uses allowed in the requested districts qualify this request as being unreasonable, 
unreasonable kind of goes with that term arbitrary, Mr. Flowers is not sure what that means when 
that term is used. 

Next, Mr. Flowers reviewed the reasons of staff recommendation of denial of the Conditional Use 
Permit. Number one the property owner is requesting an alternative yard setback of 2 feet and 
the off street parking has gravel instead of a permanent surface. As far as the 2 feet goes, what is 
being referred to here is a corner portion of the property, not the whole wall, but we can pull that 
up and look at that. Again we're talking about a tract of land that abuts farmland, trees, and a field 
on the other side. So the fact that a small portion of this building may encroach on the setback, 
Mr. Flowers doesn't think that this poses any significant public danger. There is no testimony or 
evidence that there are any damaging effects froln the buildings location, such as runoff or 
anything of that nature to the adjacent property. No evidence on the record of any harmful impact 
as a result of the buildings location on the lot. As far as the permanent surface question goes, 
again if that's what is required of Mr. McLaurin, in order to operate his business there, I'm sure 
he'd be willing to pave that driveway. 

Number two, it states that it is not providing convenient goods and sewices to the immediate 
surrounding neighborhood, just because something is not a retail business that you can sort of 
ipso facto draw a conclusion that it doesn't provide any meaningful goods to the immediate 
surrounding neighborhood. Mr. McLaurin does provide a service to the area, he provides 
commercial refrigeration equipment and he services and maintains that equipment and he uses 
this location as part of that process. 

Number three, this development would most likely, would endanger the public safety if located 
according to the plan submitted since the structure was built under the guise of residential 
accessory building. Well, I could see how that may have been an appropriate finding at the time it 
was written without the benefit of Mr. Nichols affidavit, although I think that the affidavit would 
rebut that and Mr. McLaurin would invite any building inspector to come in and inspect the 
building interior of the property. I don't think it's an accurate inference to say that just because it 
was constructed as a residential accessory building, means that it was not constructed in 
compliance with North Carolina building code. I'm sure there are plenty of residential accessory 
buildings that are built in compliance with the North Carolina building codes, and this is one. 

Number four, the use is not in harmony with the area in which is located, the subject property is 
completely surrounded by agriculture and residential zoning uses, well that's true, it is in an 
agricultural use zoned district, but key here is the fact that for the last five or six years, Mr. 
McLaurin's been doing this without any objections from any of his neighbors, and this business 
has low if any impact on the surrounding neighbors. 

Mr. Flowers spoke about the laws of the State regarding Conditional Use zoning, and referenced 
the case of Chrisman vs. Guilford County, which the decision handed down by the North Carolina 
Court Supreme Court in 1988 gave the cite to the case, 322 North Carolina reporter 611. The 
Chrisman case was the first time that the North Carolina Supreme Court according to the Court 
and its decision took up the issue of the practice of Conditional Use zoning. In the Chrisman case 
there was a gentleman by the name of Mr. Clap, Mr. Clap owned a 3.1 acre tract in an A1 
Agricultural zoned district, on this tract of land he had his house and at the back of the tract he 
had his fertilizer business, where he both made fertilizer and sold fe~tilizer to local farmers. Mr. 
Clap also owned a 5 acre tract across the road, several years after he had been operating his 
business he was successful and went across the street and expanded. One of his neighbors 
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didn't like that, a dispute arose, Mr. Clap applied to the Guilford County Planning Board for a 
Conditional Use zoning permit and it was allowed, Mr. Chrisman, his neighbor then, sued the 
Board to stop the permit from being issued, and the case went all the way up to the North 
Carolina Supreme Court. The Court examined this issue of Conditional Use Permits and the court 
in examining that issue held that the practice of Conditional Use zoning is an approved practice in 
North Carolina so long as the action of the local zoning authority in accomplishing the zoning is 
reasonable, neither arbitrary, nor unduly discriminatory, and in the public interest. So the Co~lrt 
said that it is permissible as long as the action that the Board takes is reasonable, is not arbitrary, 
or unduly discriminatory, and is in the public interest. Furthermore, a property rezoned to a 
Conditional Use District does not have to be available for all the uses allowed under the 
corresponding general use district. A zoning ordinance that singles out and reclassifies a 
relatively small tract owned by a single person surrounded by a much larger area and uniformly 
zoned tract is allowed under the following conditions: those are previously stated reasonable not 
arbitrary, discriminatory, and in the public interest. So, on top of that, there is a long history in this 
state of the courts disfavoring the restrictions on the use of land. So the courts would be, Mr. 
Flowers thinks, and the law of the State and the public policy of the State would be squarely 
behind Mr. McLaurin's request. 

Mr. Flowers reviewed the uses that are allowed under agricultural zoning designation and 
referred to section 403 of the Cumberland County Zoning Ordinance which is the use matrix and 
read some of the uses already allowed and stated that all they were asking for was a commercial 
refrigeration business. Mr. Flowers doesn't see this as a big leap but as more of a baby step, 
considering what others would be allowed to do under the same designation. 

In conclusion, Mr. Flowers went over the main points he was trying to make, first, the facts of this 
case demonstrate that Mr. McLaurin's request meets the elements that the board should find in 
order to allow this request. This is not an arbitrary or unreasonable request by any means, since 
2005 Mr. McLaurin has operated this business with no complaints from any neighbors, he puts 
this land to its highest and best use, the fact is it's not farmland and it's never going to be 
farmland and to try and restrict it to farmland is just a waste of this land. Mr. McLaurin is a lifelong 
member of the Eastover community, he is a Vietnam Veteran, he's a small business owner, and 
we ask the board to try and help him. There is no harmful impact from this business, certainly 
there has been none demonstrated in the record before the board, there would not be any 
demonstrated. Mr. McLaurin's use is consistent with other allowable uses; it's very similar to 
some of the things already allowed. Finally, would like to ask the board that even if you disagree 
with everything said here, and deny Mr. McLaurin's request with regard to the commercial 
building, that you don't restrict his son Daryl, from being able to build his home on this property. 

Chair Epler asked Mr. Flowers how many of Mr. McLaurin's clients or people that he provides 
services for, live in that neighborhood. 

Mr. Flowers stated that he didn't know. 

Mrs. Piland asked if Mr. Flowers could explain why the permit was requested for residential 
instead of commercial. 

Mr. Flowers stated that his understanding was that first of all, when the property was purchased 
there was a house located on the property albeit one that nobody lived in and one that probably 
nobody wanted to live in. Secondly, Mr. McLaurin would tell you that he hired a general contractor 
and told him to go build a building and the general contractor built a building. 

Mrs. Piland stated that she was assuming Mr. Flowers was referring to Mr. Nichols, although, 
there was a Mr. Jones on that building permit, and she wasn't sure who that was as far as the 
contractor. 
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Chair Epler asked if Mr. Nichols filled out the building permit application 

Mrs. Piland stated that the contractor was listed as a Mr. Ronald Jones, and of course we have 
an affidavit from Mr. Nichols, but if Mr. Nichols was indeed the person who handled this, he did 
not provide any testimony regarding that permit in his affidavit. Mrs. Piland asked Mr. Flowers if 
he had any explanation for that. 

Chair Epler clarified that the address given for Mr. Ronald H. Jones listed an address that is the 
business address for Nichols building. He probably works for the company. 

Mr. Flowers stated that he was looking at an application for a building permit signed by Wyman 
Nichols, who is the builder. The larger point is clearly, the building is not proper as it currently 
exists. Clearly, it's not in compliance with the A1 zoning, clearly Mr. McLaurin could have done a 
better job in how he went about constructing that building. The question before the board is what 
do we do about it now? Do the facts before the board support the four findings that are set forth in 
the zoning ordinance? Mr. Flowers pointed out that there was nothing in those four findings that 
talks about prior conduct. Certainly, there's nothing in there that would support penalizing Mr. 
McLaurin for past mistakes. In that same vein, as far as prior requests being objected, that is not 
relevant either. The way the law is read on zoning ordinances, each tract stands on its own 
merits. 

Mrs. Piland asked if Mr. Flowers understood the rationale for the uses that he read and if he could 
explain them. 

Mr. Flowers stated that his understanding is that the idea that it is supporting the surrounding 
community and thinks that the idea is that Mr. McLaurin is not surrounding the surrounding 
community because he's not a retail business, and takes issue with that. That's a fundamental 
flaw; you can be in a business other than retail and be supporting the surrounding community. 
But also thinks that is not the only question, the other question is what's the harmful impact to Mr. 
McLaurin if his request is denied, what's the harmful impact to the community if his request is 
allowed. What is the positive impact on the community if his request is allowed? But it should also 
be weighed with the harmful impact on the property owner because folks want to be able to use 
their property, and of course they have to be in compliance with the law but, does it support the 
community, his affidavit states that he employs 12 people, these are not minimum wage type 
jobs, these are people who are skilled technicians who work on maintaining and installing 
commercial refrigeration equipment, are probably one of the few jobs left that a person can go out 
with a high school education and some amount of training and make a living to support a family, 
there's not a lot of those left in this community and we have 12 of them here, and when you have 
a situation where you can do something to support that that has no harmful impact on the 
community, what's the boards obligation than? 

Mr. Lloyd stated that the affidavit by Mr. Nichols addressed the concrete slab footing designed for 
the mentioned building is in compliance with all relevant building codes. The way that sentence 
reads he's only addressing the concrete slab, we don't know anything about the electrical or the 
plumbing. With respect to the safety of the employees, this affidavit doesn't bear out that the 
building is safe for the employees, it only bears out that the slab footing meets the design. The 
North Carolina building code is set the way it is for employees that work in it, this affidavit merely 
states that the slab meets North Carolina building code. As far as the dilapidated structure is 
concerned, if it wasn't for the dilapidated residential structure, the accessory use would have 
never been permitted to begin with, that's why it's called an accessory use. The function of that 
dilapidated house was to allow the issuance of the accessory use. With respect to the four 
criteria, in the Supreme Court case Chrisman vs. Guilford County, that case merely bared out that 
conditional use zoning was legal that it wasn't contract zoning that's what that case bore out if 
these conditions were met, until that time you couldn't just say that we want to stick this use on 
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this property or we're going to rezone it commercial so we can put that use on there. That's why 
you have certain conditions, such as the use will not materially endanger the public health, safety, 
or welfare of the citizenry. We already talked about the building, if there's 10-12 employees on the 
road, I would assume that would mean, and I'm not sure, how many trucks that are associated 
with this business that are loading onto that road. 

Mr. Flowers stated that the point they were trying to make is that Mr. Nichols affidavit sets out that 
with regard to the structural elements of the building, the slab, footings, wall, and roof are done in 
conformance with the building codes. He says North Carolina and International at one point, 
perhaps his affidavit could have been more detailed. What is clear, on the converse is that there's 
absolutely nothing in the record to show affirmatively that this building is not built in compliance 
with the building code nothing. The planning staff makes a leap, an inference, but there are no 
facts, there is no report of an inspector. There is nothing from which the board could determine 
that it is not built to code, and we would welcome an inspection, and do whatever would be 
needed to get it into code and compliance if it's not in compliance. As far as the trucks go, Mr. 
Flowers is not sure how many trucks go in and out. Mr. McLaurin could answer that. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that the building may be in compliance but we don't know that for sure, we can 
also vote to whether or not to even accept this affidavit, so it's up to the board to accept this 
affidavit. Mr. Lloyd stated that the bottom line question was if this came in for a colnmercial 
rezoning or if this came in for a CUD at this location and you considered these would you grant it. 
One thing yes, there would be other things that would be required, like an erosion control permit, 
it is over an acre. There's different parts of the code that need to be addressed this affidavit 
states that but the reason you have a choice to accept this affidavit is the person who signed this 
is not here to be cross examined. That's why you do have inspections and an occupancy permit 
before the building is ever occupied by the workers. With respect to the location and character of 
the use if developed in accordance with this plan will be in harmony with the area in which it is to 
be located and in general conformity with Cumberland County's most recent Land Use Plan. It 
clearly is not in conformity with Cumberland County's most recent Land Use Plan. At this point in 
time that's all I have. 

Mr. Flowers clarified for the record is it accurate that it's the role of the planning staff to advocate 
against a request of this nature? 

Chair Epler stated that it wasn't, but it is their job to make the board aware of the reasons for their 
recommendation and if they'd like to expound on those reasons then we as a board appreciate 
their position. That's a fine line that we cross, they don't advocate either way, they do explain to 
this board why they've made the recommendation that they have. 

Mr. Flowers stated fair enough and thanked Chair Epler and stated that Mr. McLaurin was 
available to answer any questions. 

Mrs. Piland asked Mr. Lloyd to explain the definition of arbitrary for Mr. Flowers, specifically when 
the board takes action what considerations should be taken when they determine that it is or is 
not arbitrary. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that the easiest way to say it is the board has approved plans, both the 2030 
Plan and Land Use Policies Plan, and there's certain criteria that you have laid out as a board 
and Commissioner's that should be met in order for specific land use to take place or specific 
zoning classification to take place. Arbitrary to on some cases to go against those criteria, than on 
other cases not, on either plan. 

Mrs. Piland asked if any actions taken for this case, has implications for future cases that might 
come before the board in this regard. 
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Mr. Lloyd stated that it could. Unless you state as a board your specific reasons why, for 
example, you don't feel that public sewer must be needed, for example, this particular use. Or 
why you wouldn't need to be located on an intersection up to collector streets or minor 
thoroughfare. Why this woilld be a different use that would allow you to deviate from those 
criteria. 

Mr. Flowers stated that he would answer differently, and said that he's not an expert in this area 
in the law, but just from reading the law and the zoning ordinance, his understanding is that each 
case is decided upon the merits of that case just like any other case in our justice system. The 
reason why this is a quasi-judicial proceeding is because we're talking about property right here. 
Mr. McLaurin has due process rights with regard to his property. His case cannot be impacted by 
any other case and no future case can be impacted by Mr. McLaurin's case, that would be 
unconstitutional and it would not be supported by the case law neither would it be supported by 
the zoning ordinance. So Mr. Flowers would answer no to Mrs. Pilands question. Possibly, Mr. 
Lloyd is referring to the equal protection clause of the Constitution, Mr. Flowers doesn't feel that 
that is implicated in this case; each case stands on its own merits. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that Mr. Flowers response was a good summary, but the original question of 
what is arbitrary though is, regardless of whether it would have future implications if you deviate 
from the plan, why this case standing on its own would afford you the ability to do that. 

Chair Epler asked if there were any more questions for Mr. Flowers. There were none, 

Public hearing closed. 

Ms. Hall asked Mr. Lloyd if part of the request for rezoning was for residential, to build a dwelling. 
Can the dwelling be built on A1 as it stands now? 

Mr. Lloyd stated yes, as long as there are two acres 

Chair Epler asked if the Conditional Use District and or permit are denied can that home can still 
be built there. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that was correct. 

Chair Epler stated that the structure that is there now operating as a business will have to 
become an accessory structure. 

Mr. Lloyd responded yes 

Vice-Chair Turner asked if it was normal for a contractor when he builds a building to ask an 
inspector to inspect the final job. 

Mr. Lloyd stated yes, that's why you have a certificate of occupancy issued. 

Vice-Chair Turner asked if this was ever done 

Mr. Lloyd responded no 

Chair Epler stated that her understanding was that with an accessory structure there is no 
certificate of occupancy because no one is going to be occupying it. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that was correct, the inspectors didn't know about it in that light 
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Mr. Clark asked with regard to that, he assumed that there was electrical power to the structure 
(Mr. Lloyd stated yes), so wouldn't there have to be some kind of inspection before the power 
was turned on at the offices. 

Chair Epler stated that with her experience, especially in rural areas, that when the power 
company comes to turn that power on if there is not a sticker on it saying that an inspector has 
passed the wiring on that building, but there again the standards for an accessory structure 
maybe different than they are for a structure that's to be used for commercial uses. 

Mr. Clark stated that that was what his question was, how would they have power if something 
hadn't been inspected. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that he would have to go back and ask the inspectors, there are different ways 
that power can be turned on. 

Mr. Clark asked if this was built as a storage building and related to the existing structure that was 
there, right? (Mr. Lloyd said that was correct) At such time that he started storing or using it to put 
equipment in there, was he non-compliant at that point? (Mr. Lloyd said yes) 

Mr. Lloyd said if he was using the building as storage for a home occupation, which there's a 
whole other group of criteria, you could start with employees that would be okay. But it actually 
exceeded the square footage of a home occupation building, so that wouldn't even be relevant. 
He was issued a buildinglzoning permit only as an accessory building. 

Mr. Clark asked if his request was denied would he be able to still store refrigeration equipment 
there. 

Mr. Lloyd said no, because it would then deal with a business. If conducted out of a home, would 
not meet the home occupation requirements of square footage, number of employees, vehicles. 

Ms. Hall asked if this happened gradually in the beginning, his home was his office. Then he 
added the office to the warehouse facility. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that he couldn't say. 

Ms. Hall stated that the affidavit said that's the way it happened. It said the original office was in 
his home then he hired one employee and built an office in the warehouse. 

Mr. Lloyd said that the question then would be if the home was dilapidated, was he living in that 
home? 

Ms. Hall said that the affidavit said in his home, so she was assuming that he lived in it. Would 
0&I zoning cover this? 

Mr. Lloyd read item 2 of the affidavit which said when Mr. McLaurin purchased the land there was 
an old house on it and the primary intention was to tear down the house and give part of the land 
to his son so that he could build another house. So you would have to live in that house in order 
for it to be a home occupation. 

Chair Epler asked if this building under no circumstance would meet the ordinance requirements 
for a home occupation because of the size of it for one thing. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that was correct. 
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Ms. Hall stated that item 6 said that prior to the addition of the offices in the warehouse; Mr. 
McLaurin ran the business out of his personal home one half mile from the warehouse. 

Chair Epler said on a different piece of property. 

Mr. Lloyd said that all he could tell the board was that the permit was issued as an accessory use, 
he wasn't involved in the conversation, but does know on the handwritten permit application it's 
written in two places, one, not for commercial use, and above that the described use as a storage 
building. So it specifically states on the handwritten application, which is part of the record, not for 
commercial use. 

Chair Epler stated that she found herself in a hard situation just like she was sure the rest of the 
board members did. She was trying to see this case and trying to make her judgment, and will 
make her decision based on if this request came before the board today and that building was not 
there, and this gentleman wanted to buiid a home on this property and have a non residential use 
on the back portion of it under the ordinance requirements of the conditional use district, would 
we grant his request. Two wrongs don't make a right, but she believes that, and it's just her 
personal opinion but people make mistakes, not sure if he did it intentionally or not, but things like 
this happen, but based on the merits of this case and the evidence that has been presented, she 
still has reservations about granting a district and permit. Because, number one Eastover has a 
Land Use Plan and we have tried to back our different municipalities on their Land Use Plans and 
a lot of effort went into that and a lot of work and thought by volunteers and staff members went 
into that. This doesn't comply with that Land Use Plan, and no it doesn't meet the criteria for that 
Land Use Plan, there is no sewer, and while I wouldn't penalize this applicant because they don't 
have public sewer, that is one of the requirements for light commercial, so no Mr. Flowers we are 
not penalizing your client because the County has not provided him sewer, but that is one of the 
criteria for the zoning and the use that he is asking for. Another thing that really concerns me is, 
and i am not an appraiser, but should this applicant's son buiid that home there and for whatever 
reason someone else becomes the owner of the property where that house sits, I would venture 
to say that I would not want to buy a piece of property that had a driveway for a commercial use 
going right by my house. That would devalue that front piece of property, but that's Mr. 
McLaurin's own property. But, her concerns are that he has 12 employees, the pictures that Mr. 
Flowers presented showed 6 or 7 vehicles, large truck, a trailer sitting on that property and I'm 
sure there are refrigeration trucks that they use every day to go out and service their clients at 
different locations. That's a commercial use, that's a lot of traffic going in and out of there in a 
rural area. While we appreciate the fact that he is employing people in that neighborhood, he is 
not providing, not necessarily a retail service, but this looks like a commercial business that 
probably provides services to larger refrigeration units than the ones you and I have in our 
kitchen. There again, my heart goes out to Mr. McLaurin because he's built his business and I'm 
sure he's spent a lot of years doing this, and I'm sure he wants to pass that business on to his 
son, to run that business right out of his backyard would be the ideal situation for him. That's just 
to let you lknow my thoughts. This is a conditional use district, and we don't know how that's going 
to expand in 5 years, he could have 25 employees in 5 years. Once we grant this conditional use 
district it's there forever and goes with that property. Chair Epler asked how the other board 
members felt. 

Vice-Chair Turner said that Chair Epler made a valid point, a man that works most of his life to 
build something up, and it could be something that he didn't know anything about and it 
escalated. Vice-Chair Turner asked Mr. Lloyd if that area could be zoned an Ml(P), light industrial 
where he's got his business. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that he thought that Mr. McLaurin had been advised by staff with what they 
understood to go on here, that this was actually the best use, that would be trades contracting, if 
it was merely just storage, and he would have to look at the ordinance, or warehousing it could be 
alright. This particular use would be allowed. But, you can't consider it on this request. 
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Chair Epler asked if it met the dimensional requirements of Ml(P)? With regards to the side yard 
setback too, I know it's only 2 feet short of the required side yard setback and it's only on part of 
the building, but that's farmland adjacent to it, (Chair Epler directed this to Mr. Flowers) that's 
farmland today, but that individual who owns that farmland may not farm it forever, and whoever 
ends up with that property may decide to subdivide it and some single family residential person 
may end up with that building in their backyard and that's why we have setbacks. We don't know 
what's going to happen with that adjacent property and we certainly don't want to decrease the 
value or the use of the particular part of it that backs up to where this building is. That's another 
thing that we have to consider. Chair Epler asked Mr. Lloyd about the setbacks for Ml(P). 

Mr. Lloyd stated that the setbacks were the same, 2 feet short. 

Chair Epler stated that Mr. McLaurin would fall short on the setbacks for that as well, on a corner. 

Mr. Lloyd said but again if the board chose to approve this they coi~ld make that adjustment. 

Ms. Hall asked when the ordinances are changed, are the current ones grandfathered in? 

Mr. Lloyd stated yes, legal non-conforming. But if it was destroyed it wouldn't be able to be built 
back as that use. 

Chair Epler stated that she thought Ms. Hall's question was would this use ever have been 
allowed in A1 

Ms. Hall asked about mini-warehousing and Mr. Lloyd explained what that was 

blr. Lloyd pointed out that a lot of the uses that had been pointed out in A1 are special uses, if 
they had gone to the Board of Adjustments they would have additional conditions put on them. 
With respect with what's happening at this building the least impacting district we could find is 
what he's applied for. 

Chair Epler said if there's no more discussion do we have a motion. Chair Epler asked Mr. Lloyd 
and Ms. Speicher about the footnote about other suitable districts for this site. Obviously staff did 
not feel that the manufacturing zoning would be suitable, why did staff feel that way? 

Mr. Lloyd stated that the same criteria are laid out at the very least for commercial would be the 
criteria laid out for industrial. 

Chair Epler stated that that was not any friendlier transition zoning, that's less friendly than the 
Conditional Use District is to the neighborhood in agricultural. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that there were heavier and noxious uses allowed in industrial 

Ms. Hall asked if this warehousing would be allowed under another zoning. It would under the 
M(P). 

Chair Epler stated that it will but this site doesn't meet the criteria for M(P) zoning and there are 
so many other uses allowed in M(P) zoning that's why staff did not recommend that they apply for 
that. 

Chair Epler called Mr. McLaurin forward 

Mr. Robert McLaurin stated his address as 3003 Coleman Rd., Eastover. 
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Chair Epler asked Mr. McLaurin if he lived at 3003 Coleman Road and before he put the 
warehouse on the property and if he was essentially doing business out of his home. 

Mr. McLa~~rin stated out of the garage that's attached to it. We had a phone set up, business got 
better and I needed someplace to put our secretary where she would have restroom facilities and 
that kind of stuff. 

Chair Epler asked if anyone else had any questions for Mr. McLaurin, 

Mr. Turner asked Mr. McLaurin how large the lot that he lives on is 

Mr. McLaurin stated one quarter of an acre 

Ms. Hall asked how many trucks come in and out a day 

Mr. McLaurin stated that the trucks that he has, he lets the technicians take home. They leave 
their home and go to the job site. They are in and out some, but they are not there all the time. 
They don't go in every morning they go straight to the job site which is mostly Fort Bragg, Mr. 
McLaurin stated that he didn't see where high traffic would come in. 

Mr. Clark asked if he worked on any units at the subject property 

Mr. McLaurin stated maybe once every three months, or something might come in that we might 
have to work on. 

Mr. Clark clarified if it was minimal work done on site, 

Mr. Pearce asked if Mr. McLaurin recovered refrigerant on the site 

Mr. McLaurin responded no, we do it on site, 

Mr. Pearce asked if his primary purpose for this site was for office space, 

Mr. McLaurin stated that was correct, parts and storage 

Mr. Pearce asked if he was regulated by any industrial agency. 

Mr. McLaurin stated that he was regulated by OSHA. 

Mr. Pearce asked again if he stored any refrigerants 

Mr. McLaurin stated on the trucks, we have msds data 

Mr. Clark asked if the office space was outside the warehouse 

Mr. McLaurin said it was inside the warehouse, two offices 

Mr. Clark asked if it had electricity. 

Mr. McLaurin said it did, we had to get it inspected. They wouldn't cut the power on until we had 
the permits. 

Mr. Clark asked Mr. McLaurin about his sewage. 
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Mr. McLaurin said that they put a new septic tank in, had plumbing done by a professional 
plumber, and he drew all the permits. 

Chair Epler asked when Mr. Nichols applied for the building permit, did he know that he put on 
the permit that this was not for commercial use. 

Mr. McLaurin stated that he did not know that 

Ms. Hall asked Mr. McLaurin if he realized that he was operating illegally. 

Mr. McLaurin stated that when he ran the business out of his house and before that building was 
built, he rented a warehouse in Eastover after the building was built he moved everything into it. 
Later when he hired the secretary he built the offices. When he first built it he didn't intend to have 
offices in it. 

Mr. Clark asked if he intended to store his refrigeration equipment 

Mr. McLaurin said that he did 

Ms. Hall asked Mr. McLaurin if Mr. Nichols took care of all of the permits, and if over the years it 
escalated into an office building in addition to the storage. Basically it's Mr. McLaurin and the 
secretary in the offices, and all of the workers go directly to the job site. 

Mr. McLaurin said that was correct. 

Mr. Clark asked if this case would go to Eastover at any point 

Chair Epler said that it wouldn't because it wasn't in the Town limits of Eastover. It is included in 
the Eastover Land Use Plan but it is not in the Town limits of Eastover. 

Mr. Lloyd stated that if the board approves this case it will go to the County Commissioners as a 
consent item because there's been no opposition. 

Vice-Chair Turner asked if this case was disapproved w o ~ ~ l d  that eliminate his business. 

Chair Epler asked if Mr. McLaurin could appeal to the County Commissioners, 

Mr. Lloyd said that it would automatically go, this is an advisory board. 

Chair Epler asked Mr. Lloyd what would happen if there wasn't a motion 

Mr. Lloyd stated it would go to the Commissioners without a recommendation, and it would go as 
favorable. 

Chair Epler said she wouldn't want this to go to the Commissioners without a recommendation 

Ms. Hall stated that since this wasn't in her MIA, she wanted to say what she felt. She couldn't 
see putting a man out of business and maybe potentially 12 families out of a job over such a fine 
line without zoning codes. She feels obligated to uphold the 2030 Plan and everything that this 
board stands for, but morally she could not vote against this request. 

Chair Epler stated that the board has to be very conscious of public perception of how they make 
their recommendations to the County Commissioners, because, while they have heard the case 
and the testimony on the case and whatever recommendation is made to the Commissioners will 
be based on what was heard, because they all agreed to be impartial. The board does open the 
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door for people in the future to say well this has happened one time, and if I could get away with it 
for a few years and go ahead and operate my business until somebody catches me, that is a fine 
line, and I'm sure that is understood. Chair Epler wanted to make sure that Mr. McLaurin 
~~nderstood that they have to be very careful. 

Chair Epler asked the board if there was a motion, 

Mr. Clark made a motion, seconded by Mr. Turner, that the Joint Planning Board finds 
that this Conditional Use District is reasonable, neither arbitrary nor unduly 
discriminatory, and in the public interest , and that the Conditional Use District for the 
trade contractor business be approved. Unanimous approvai. 

A motion was made by Mr. Clark and seconded by Ms. Hall to approve the Conditional Use 
Permit i f  a l l  conditions are complied with after finding that when completed, the proposal: 
I) will not materially endanger the public health and safety; 2) will not substantially injure 
the value of adjoining or abutting property; 3) will be in harmony with the area in which it 
is to be located; and 4) will be in conformity with the land use plan, thoroughfare plan or 
other plan as officially adopted by the Board of Commissioners. Unanimous approvai. 

First Chss nnd Record O ~ s n e ~ s '  Mf~ilerl Notice Ce~tifictrlion 
A certified copy of the tax ~"ecord o~.~~ner(s)  of the stlbj,jcct and cirljnceiz/prol~erties and their tc~x record n7ailing nclnress is 
contcrined witlzin the casejle and is inco~porated by reference as if delivered herel.vith. The record owners' certified 
receipt of notice is also inchided. 
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Iherehy certify that all information in this application is correct 2nd ill workwill comply with theNorth Carolina State Building Code 
and all other applicable State and local laws, ordinances and regulations. The Planning and Inspection Deparhnent will be notified of 

Date 
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Case: P10-18 
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Conditional Use District & Perniit 

DMFT 
Ordinance Related Conditions 

[C2(P) Portion O ~ l l y ]  

Watershed-Related: 

1. An application for a Watershed "No Approval Required" development 111ust be submitted to tlie Watershed Review Officer 
(WRO) and pla11s must be approved by the WRO prior to final plat approval andlor prior to application for any buildinglzoning 
permits, site plan appmval is requised. A copy of the WRO's aoproval of this plat/vlan tnust be submitted to Code Enforcement 
at the time of application for anv permits. 

Per-Permit-Related: 

2. Tile developer must submit to the Planning & Inspectio~~s Deparhnent three copies of a revised site plan showing the following 
cliat~ges: 

a. Landscaping must be provided in accordance wit11 Section 1102 N, Landscaping, County Zoning Ordinance a~idlas shown 011 
the site plao. Three copies of a revised site plan depicting the la~idscaping must be sub~nined to Land Use Codes. The 
following are the ~niniinuni standards for the required laudscapi~ilg of this site: 

1. Scven large shade trees or 15 srnall ornamental trees withui tlie Cant yard setback area; 
2. One large shade trees and eight shn~bs  are required in the building yard area; 

In addition: 

1. Required plant nlaterials shall be maintained by the property owner, including replacing dead or unhealthy hees and 
slu.ubs; and 

2. All yard and planting areas shall be ~naintained in a neat, orderly, and presentable ma~lner and kept free of 
weeds and debris. 

b. The location of any existing or proposed signs must be reflected on the site plan. 

Permit-Related: 

3. The ownerideveloper(s) of these lots lilust obtain detailed instructio~is on provisions of the County Zoning Ordinance and parnits 
required to place any structure within this develop~nent from the County Code Enforcement Section, Room 101 in the Historic 
Co~trthouse at 130 Gillespie Street. For additional information, the developer should contact a Code Enforcement Officer. 

4. The County Health Depat-tment 111ust approve sewer plans prior to application for ally permits. Site and soil evaluations must be 
conducted on the propel-ty by tlie County Environmental Health Department prior to application for permits. A copv of the Health 
Depastment approval must be provided to Code Enforcement at the time of applicatioli for any buildindzonine permits. (Note: 
All Health Department requirements must be met prior to issuance of final permits.) (Section 2306 A, Water and Sewer, Coulity 
Subdivision Ordinance) 

5 .  Co~lnection to public water is required, the Eastover Sanitary District (ESD) tliust approve water plans prior to application for any 
pelu~its. A copy of the ESD apo~.oval must be providetl to Code Enforcement at the time of avplication for buildinnizonin~ 
oel.mits. (Section 2306 A. 1, Public Water and Sewer Systems County Subdivision Ordinance) 

6. New develop~nent that will distusb one acre or Inore of land or is part of a larger plan that will disturb at least an acre of land 
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is subject to the Post-Constroction Stormu'ater Management Permitting Program (Phase 11 Stonnulater Management 
Rcquirements) administered by the Division of Water Quality, North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural 
Resources. If one acre or   no re of land is to bc disturbed, prior to the issuance of any buildingizoning pennits for this site, a copy 
of the State's Post-Construction Perrtiir Innst be provided to County Code Enforcement. 

7.  For any new development, the developer lnustirnay have to provide the Code Enforcelnent Section with an approved NC 
Department of Environment and Natural Resources (NCDENR) sedimentation and erosion contb.01 plan (S&E) prior to any 
application for pem~its. (Note: If any retentionidetel~tion basins are required for stale approval of this plan, then t h e e  copies of a 
revised plan Innst be submitted and approved by Planning & Inspections prior to application for any buildingizoning pennits.) A 
copy of the NCDENR approval must be provided to Code Enforcernent at the time of a1)l)lication for ally building/zonulq permits. 

8. The developer must provide a site-specific address and tax parcel number at the time of building/zoning perlnit application 

9. The building final inspection cannot be accomplished until a Code E~~forcelnent Officer ins1)ects the site and certifies that the site 
is developed in accordance with the approved plans. 

Site-Related: 

10. All uses, dimensions, setbacks, conditions and other related provisions of the County Subdivision and Zoning Ordinances for the 
C2(P)/CUD zoning dist@ict and the Permit 111ust be complied with, as applicable. 

11. This c o ~ ~ d i t i o ~ ~ a l  approval is not approval of any freestanding signs. If a freestanding sign is desired, re-submittal of the site plan 
is required prior to application for any freestanding sign pennits. Attached signage for this development must be in accordance 
with the applicable sign regulations as set fort11 ill Article XI11 of the County Zoning Ordinance and that the proper pertnit(s) must 
be obtained prior to the i~~stallation of any perlnatlent signs on the property. (Note: This conditional approval is not approval of 
the size, shape, or location of ally signs.) 

12. All applicable provisions of Section 2401, "Group Developments", County Subdivision Ordinance, must be complied with. 

13. For any new development, an adequate drainage system must be installed by the developer in accordance with the NC 
Department of Enviro~unent and Natural Resources' (NCDENR) Mal?z/ul on Best Manuge~iie~it Practices and all drainage ways 
must be kept clean and free of debris. (Section 2306 D, County Subdivision Ordinance) 

14. A fire hydrant must be installed along SR 1721 (Coleman Road) within 500 feet of this development; hydrants lnust be located 
no further than 1,000 feet apart and at a maximum of 500 feet from any lot. 

15. For new development, all utilities, except for 25kv or greater electrical lincs, must be located undergrotu~d. (Section 2306 C, 
County Subdivision Ordinance) 

16. The developer must obtain a driveway permit from the NC Department of Transportation (NCDOT). A copy of the apl~roved 
driveway permit n~us t  be 1,rovided to Code Enforcement at the time of auvlication for buildin~izonin~ pertnits. 

17. Turn lanes {nay be required by the NC Department of Transportation WCDOT) 

18. All lighting is required to he directed internally within this developnlent and colnply with the provisions of Section 1102 M, 
Outdoor Ligl~ting, C o u ~ ~ t y  Zoning Ordinance. 

19. A solid buffer must be provided and lnaintained along the residential zoning line in accordance with the provisio~~s of Section 
1102 G, Buffer Requirements, County Zoning Ordinance. (Note: Chain link fencing cannot he used to satisfy the buffer 
require~ne~~t.) In addition, the developer is encouraged to prolcct and preserve as lnany existing trees as possible on this site. 

20. All dumpster, garbage, and utility areas shall be located on concrete pads and screened on a minimu~n of three sides. 

21. All required off-street parking spaces shall be a minimum of 9 '  x 20'; a ~ n i n i ~ n u ~ n  of one space for each vehicle used directly in 
the conduct of the use, plus two additional spaces for each thee  employees on the largest shift of off-street parking spaces are 
required for trades contracting business. 

Page 2 of 3 

130 Gillespie Street- Post Office Boa I329 - Fayetteeille, North Carolina28302-1829 (910) 673-7600 -Far: (910) 678-7669 



22. All notes and calculations as shown on the site plau and contai~led within the application are to be considered as a part of this 
conditional approval. 

23. Noise levels sliail not exceed 60 dB(A) between the liours of 10:OO p n ~  and 7:00 am. In any event, the noisc Icvel, regardless of 
the tune of day, shall not become a nuisance to neighboring properties and strict cotnpliance with the County's Noise Ordinance 
is required. 

Other Relevant Conditions: 

24. Prior to pennit application for the residential portion of this tract, plans must be si~brnitted for either a group develol)n~ent or 
subdivisiori review and the plans must be pro])erly approved. The proper perinits must be obtained prior to connnencenlent of 
construction of any structures on the subject property. 

25. The applicant is advised to consult an expert on wetlands before proceeding wit11 any development. There may be wetlands 
located in the project area that are subject to tlie permit requuements of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. To avoid a violation 
of federal andlor state law, it is recommended the developer contact the Office of the Arnly Corp of Engineers or hire an 
environmental consultant to identify and delineate any wetlands in the project area prior to constroction. A Section 404 perniit 
will be required if the applicant needs to fill wetlands and the pertnit must be obtained prior to any construction on this site. 

26. The ownerideveloper is responsible for ensuring easements which may exist on the subject propetty are accounted for, not 
encumbered and that no part of this developn~ent is violating the rights of the easement holder. 

27. The ownerideveloper be aware that evely deed created for a lot being served by an on-site sewer system must contain the 
following disclosure when filed with the County Register of Deeds: 

"Public sewer services are not available as of the date of the recording of this deed. On-site sewer disposal 
systetns must be approved by the County Health DeparLment." 

If yon need clarification of any conditions, please contact Ed Byrue a t  910-676-7609 o r  Patti Speicher at  910-678-7605; 
otherwise, contact the appropt.1ate apency a t  tile contact nnmbers below. 

Contact Information (Area Code is 910 unless otlieswise stated): 

Watershed OfficerIImprovements: Jeff Batnhill 678-7765 
Subdivisio~liSite PlanlPlat Ed Bpme 678-7609 
Code Enforcement (Permits): Ken Sykes 321-6654 
County Engineer's Office: Waytle Dudley 678-7636 
County Health De],arhnent: Daniel 01tiz 433-3680 
Ground Water Issues: Matt Rooney 678-7625 
Eastover Sanitary District: Morgan Johnsoti 323-3973 
Town of Eastover: Matt Rooney (Staff Rcp) 678-7625 
Town of Eastover Jane Fakcloth (Town Clerk) 323-0707 
County Public UtilitiesfNORCRESS: Tom Cooney 678-7682 
Corp of Engineers (wetlands): C~ystal C. A~nschler 251-4170 
NCDENR (EaS): Sally McICuniey 433-3300 
E911 Site-Specific Address: Ron Gonzales 678-7616 
Tax Parcel Numbers: 678-7549 
NCDOT (drivewayslcurb-cuts): Gary Burton 486-1496 
N.C. Division of Water Quality: Mike Ratidall (919) 733-5083 ext. 545 
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TO THE CUMBERLAND COUNTY JOINT PLANNING BOARD AND THE BOARD OF 
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF CUMBERLAND COUNTY, NC: 

I (We), the undersigned, hereby submit this application, and petition the County Comnissioners 
to amend and to change the zoning map of the County of Cumberland as provided for under the 
provisions of the County Zoning Ordinance. In support of this petition, as hereinafter requested, 
the following facts are submitted: 

2. ADDRESS: 3005 &b-& MAt\l RD,: 6 5 ~ 0  ER: &ZIP CODE: z6301 

3. TELEPHONE: (Home) 48 4 - 74 4 7 (Work) 4a3- Ibq 1 

4. Location ofproperty: 3370 N~AW RB.. E~~TQYEW, l d ~  QBWj 
5 W  n F  I N ~ R ~ E ~ T ~ B ~  OF 5KI'PZO k 512\"1?,1 

5. Parcel Identification Number (PIN #) of subject property: fihO -08 - 8837 
(also lcnown as Tax ID Number or Property Tax ID) 

6. Acreage: 3. 14 Frontage: 364. 48 Depth 4-8&.3k& 
7. Water Provider: F7\44L- 

8. Septage Provider: 5 ~ ~ 7 1  C. T&fd L 
9. Deed Book b 13 1 , Pa&) -424 , Cumberland County 

Registly. (Attach copy of deed of subject property as it appears in Registry). 

10. Existing use of property: RE%\ €2 ~\d-\el AL A% 
11. Proposed use(s) of the property: R40 ( Rr-51 - DENTI AL) 

EE5Tb.U RAtd4* E&OI PM &MT 
C2 J P ! U D  ~ ~ F R I G C P U ~ T  MINT~E;I~ANLF 4 RE~DLIERY) 

NOTE: Be specific and list all intended uses. 

12. It is requested that the foregoing property be rezoned FROM: A1 
TO: (select one) 

cz? Conditional Use District, with an underlying zoning district of C 2 @ )  cc6L&&~+~b Rq' 
(Article V) ( a. aa c n.~26 

Mixed UselCol~ditional Use District (Article VI) 
Planned Neighborl~ood District/Conditional Use District (Article VII) 
Density DevelopmentiConditional Use District, at the Density 

(Article VIII) 
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APPLICATION FOR 
COI\IDITIONAL USE DISTRICT AID PERMIT 

1. PROPOSED USE@): 

A. List the use(s) proposed for the Conditional Use District and Pennit. (Use 
of the underlying district will be restricted only to the use(s) specified in this 
application.) 

REFS i ~ ~ ~ h t - 4 ~  MAINENA I J L E  4 RE&BL/ERY 
ALJD RE~TAU RAdT EQU\PW\E~T 

B. Density: List the amount of acreage that will be residential, commercial, andlor 
open space, and the number of lots andlor dwelling units proposed. 

# SEE 5 i ~ t  R A ~  

A. Reference either the dimensional requirements of the district, Sec. 1104 or 
list the proposed setbacks. 

R d e -  FPOU-IT 50' SIDE- 15' ae~a.%5' 
~ 2 ( p )  - F ~ B ~ B T  ( F K O ~  %' ( FKQM 57 C,LI 63 ' 

S I D E  - SoP a ~ ~ a  -30' * N ~ M - c ~ ~ ~ F ~ R M  WG, %Er .t"&k%R EYX~T~MG WLLP~MGON BN% 5t~nE. 
B. Off-street parking and loading, Sec. 1202: List the number of spaces, type of 

surfacing material and any other pertinent infolmalion. 
10 E ~ ~ ~ b 4 ~   PA.'^ 

3. SIGN REQUIREMENTS: 

Reference the district sign regulations proposed from Set. 1306. 
pt~p~j(a5ed 3 2  sy. t% s:3& 
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4. LANDSCAPE AND BUFFER REQUIREMENTS: 

A. For all new non-residential and mixed use development abutting a public street, 
indicate the number of large or small ornamental trees used in the streetscape, 
yard space, and/or parking areas, plus the number of shrubs (Sec. 1102N). 
NOTE: WEB req~i red  lamdscapiwg w ~ s t  be imcEuaBed om the site plan. 

4 SEE ~ I T L  Pk-1-1 

B. Indicate the type of buffering and approximate location. 

E d 1 5 ~ 1  NG IdATURAL RUF %e& 

5. MISCELLANEOUS: 

List any information not set forth above, such as the days and hours of the operation, 
number of employees, exqerior lighting, noise, odor and smoke, emission controls, etc 

6. ST%-PLAN REQUIREMENTS: 

'The application shall include a site plan dmwn to the specifications of Sec. 1402. If the 
proposed uses involve development subject to the County Subdivision Ordinanace, the 
site plan required may be general in nature, showing a generalized street pattern, if 
applicable, and the location of proposed uses. If the proposed uses include development 
not subject to the Subdivision Ordinance, the site plan shall be of sufficient detail to 
allow the Planning and Inspections Staff and the Planning Board to analyze the proposed 
uses and arrangement of uses on the site. It shall also include the footprints of all 
buildings (proposed and existing), the proposed number of stories, location and number 
of off-street parlcing and loading spaces, proposed points of access to existing streets and 
internal circulation patterns. In addition, the location of all proposed buffers and fences 
and landscaping shall be included on the site plan. 

7. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: 

It is understood by the undersigned that the official zoning map, as originally adopted and 
subsequently amended, is presumed to be appropriate to the property involved and that 
the burderi of proof for a zoning amendment (change) rests with the petitioner. 
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It is the responsibility of the petitioner (personally or by agent) to submit to the P l m i u g  
and Inspections Department a valid request, not incompatible with existing neighborhood 
zoning patterns. 

The undersigned hereby acknowledge the Planning and Inspections Staff has conferred 
4 with the petitioner or assigns, and the application as submitted is accurate and correct. 

4 ROBEP;T bJ. MMLIAUR~N k WIFE  ELEN EN G. IYILL~URI M 
NAME OF OWWERS (PRINT OR TYPE) 

30~3 ~ G M A U  RQ , EA~TO\IER, d~ 2830 / 
ADDRESS OF OWh.TER(S) 

4234 -74-4-7 
HOME TELEPHONE # 

483-lbsil 
WORK TELEPHONE # 

R o n ~  M C ~ U K I  R! 
NAME OF A S Z T ,  A?TOM\TEY, APPLICANT (by assign) (PRINT OR PIPE) 

? 5 ~ ~ 4  COLEMAN ED., EA~TOVBR. IdC Z B o ~  
ADDRESS OF AGENT, ATTORNEY, APPLICANT 

483- I bq 1 
WORK TELEPHONE # 

OR APPLICANT 

c/ 
SIGNATURE (9F OWNER(§) 
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MOTIONS ON CONDITIONAL USE DISTRICT AND PEIZMIT REZONING APPLICATIONS 

IF TO AI'PROW CONDITIONAL USE DISTRICT: 

I MOVE THAT TILE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS FINDS TI-IAT THE APPLICATION FOR A 
CONDITIONAT, USE DISTRICT DESIGNATED AS CASE NUMBER IS 
REASONABLE, NEITHER ARBITRARY NOR UNDULY DISCRIMINATORY, IN THE PUBLIC 
WTEREST, CONSISTENT WIT13 THE CURRENT LAND USE PLAN ADOPTED BY TI-IIS BOARD 
017 COMMISSIONERS AND THAT THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONAL USE@) BE AF'PROVED: 
[AS RECOMMENDED BY TI-IE JOINT PIATWING BOARD] - (OR) - [LIST ONLY TI-IE SPECIFIC 
USE(S) APPROVED BY THE COMMISSIONTlRS] 

IF TO CONDITIONAL USE DISTRICT: 

I MOVE THAT TI-E BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS FAILS TO FIND TI-IAT TI3S APPLICATION 
FOR A CONDlTIONAL USE DISTRICT DESIGNATED AS CASE NUMBER 

IS REASONABLE, NEITI-IER ARBITRARY NOR UNDULY 
DISCRIMINATORY, IN TI-LE PUBLIC INTEREST, OR CONSISTENT WIT13 THE CURRENT LAND 
USE PLAN ADOPTED BY TI-IIS BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS AND TI-JAT IT TIBREFORE BE 
DENIED. 

""IF CONDITIONAL USE DISTRICT IS UENIJZD, DO NOT MAIU? A N Y  MOTION ON 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT"" 

IF TO APPROVE CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT: 

I MOVE TI-IAT THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS FINDS THAT THIS APPLICATION FOR A 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT DESIGNATED AS CASE NUMBER , IF 
COMPLETED AS PROPOSED AND SUBJECT TO THE CONDITIONS RECOMMENDED BY THE 
JOINT PLANNING BOARD AND APPROVED BY TIBS BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS: 

(I) WILL NOT MATERIALLY ENDANGER TILE PUBLIC I-EALTH OR SAFETY, AND 

(II) WILL MEET ALL REQUIRED CONDITIONS AND SPECIFICATIONS; AND 

(111) WILL MAlNTAIN OR ENHANCE TI-IE VALUE OF ADJOINING OR ABUTTING 
PROPERTIES, 

OR, ALTERNATIVELY, THE USE IS A PUBLIC NECESSITY; AND 

(IV) WILL BE IN I-IARMONY WITI-I TEE AREA IN WI-3CH IT IS TO BE LOCATED, AND 

(V) WILL BE IN GENERAL CONFORMITY WIT13 THE COUNTY'S MOST RECENT 
LAND USE PLAN, AND OTHER PLANNING POLICIES ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF 
COMMISSIONERS. 
Approved by R. Moorefield 
02/08/2010 



Joel Strickland 
Chairman 

William H. Robinson 
Vice Chairman 

Kristine Wagner 
Transportation Coordinator 

130 Gillespie Street 
Fayettevilie, NC 28301 

910-678-7624 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY 

TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY BOARD 

August 5, 2010 ITEM NO. 3 4  

MEMORANDUM - BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS MEETING 

TO : BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: CECIL COMBS, DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND INSPECTIONS 

THRU: JAMES MARTIN, COUNTY MANAGER 
JUANITA PILGRIM, DEPUTY COUNTY MANAGER 

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE ANNUAL RURAL OPERATING ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM (ROAP) GRANT 

BACKGROUND: 
According to  the attached memo from our Transportation Program Coordinator, the 
NCDOT deadline for our yearly application for ROAP funds is August 31, 2010. The 
required Public Hearing has been advertised in the Fayetteville Observer on Monday, 
August 2, 2010 for the Board's August 16, 2010 6:45 P.M. meeting. This application 
may be inspected a t  the Historic County Courthouse located a t  130 Gillespie Street 
from 8:00 am to  4:00 pm, Monday thru Friday. 

This Grant incorporates three parts o f  the Community Transportation Program as 
described in the memo and attached application. 

RECOMMENDATION: 
Review the attached application and conduct a Public Hearing on August 16, 2010. 

PROPOSED ACTION 
Conduct the Public Hearing and approve the FY 2011 Application for ROAP grant 
funds. 

ATTACHMENTS 
FY 2011 Rural Operating Assistance Program (ROAP) Grant Application 



Joel Strickland 
Chairman 

Kristine Wagner 
Transportation Coordinator 

William H. Robinson 
Vice Chairman 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY 

TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY BOARD 
7 

August 5, 2010 

MEMORANDUM 

To : Thomas Lloyd, Planning & Inspections Director 

From: Kristine Wagner, Transportation Program Coordinat 

Subject: FY 2011 ROAP Application 

Enclosed you will find the FY 2011 Rural Operating Assistance Program Grant 
Application and all supporting documentation. It is requested that the Public Hearing 
be held on August 16, 2009 at the 6:45 pm Commissioners' Meeting. The required 
Public Hearing has been advertised in the Fayetteville Observer on Monday, August 2, 
2010. I n  addition to holding the Public Hearing on that date, it is requested that the 
Board of Commissioners approve the application as presented. The due date for the 
project to be turned in to the NCDOT Public Transportation Division is August 31, 
2010. 

The ROAP Grant incorporates three parts of the Community Transportation Program, 
the Elderly and Disabled Transportation Assistance Program (EDTAP) allotment, the 
Employment Transportation Assistance Program (EMPL) allotment and the Rural 
General Public Program (RGP) allotment. The total awarded amount for the FY 2011 
ROAP Grant is $249,020. The breakdown of funding is as follows: EDTAP: $113,268, 
EMPL: $54,586, and RGP: $81,166. 

I n  addition, we have the opportunity to apply for supplemental funds in the amount of 
$205,670. The breakdown of funding is as follows: EDTAP: $65,291, EMPL: $68,465, 
and RGP: $71,914. 

There is no local match required for the EDTAP or EMPL funds. RGP funds do require 
a 10% local match. A fare will be charged in order to cover the 10% local match. 

I f  you have any questions or if I can be of further assistance please contact me. 

Thank you. 



N . C .  DEPARTMENT O F  TRANSPORTATION 
PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION DIVISION 
1550 MAIL SERVICE CENTER 
RALEIGH. NC 27699-1 550 



STATE RURAL OPERATING ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
North Carolina Department of Transportation 

Public Transportation Division 

Introduction 

The Rural Operatiog Assistance Program (ROAP) is a state funded public transportation graot program 
administered by the North Carolina Department of Transportation Public Transportation Division 
(NCDOT-PTD). ROAP includes the following programs: 

Elderly and Disabled Transportation Assistance Progra~n (EDTAP) 
Employment Transportation Assistance Program (EMPL) 
Rural General Public (RGP) Program 
Supplemental ROAP Program 

ROAP funds are allocated to each county by a formula. As a general rule, each county is eligible to 
receive an allocation from each program; however, counties that do not provide tmnsportation services to 
the general public are not provided a RGP allocation. ROAP funds are to he used for the operating cost 
of trips or for other transportation services, but not for administrative or capital costs. County 
governments (Board of County Commissioners) are the only eligible applicants for ROAP funds. All 
counties must submit an annual application to receive ROAP fi~nds. 

It will be the responsibility of county governments to sub-allocate and distribute the funds to the 
colnmunity transit system and/or local agencies and organizations as allowed within the program 
guidelines. It is the intent of the program that these funds will be used to provide transportation and other 
se~vices when other funding sources are not available. The General Assembly must have an approved 
and certified state budget before ROhP funds can be disbursed. The period of performance will remain 
July 1 to June 30 regardless of the dates the ROAP funds are disbursed to the county. 

I. General Guidelines 

A. Eligible Recipients 
All one hundred (100) North Carolina counties are eligible to receive a formula-based allocation for 
EDTAP and EMPL funds. Only those counties providing transportation services to the general public 
will receive a RGP allocation. ROAP funds will onlv be disbursed by NCDOT-PTD to the county and 
not to any sub-recipients selected by the county. The county finance officer will he responsible for 
program administratio11 at the local level. While the county finance officer may delegate some program 
administrative duties to the cotnmunity transportation system or another designee, the county finance 
officer is considered the county official accountable for ROAP. 

B. Allocatiol~ of ROAP Funds 
ROAP hnds are allocated to each county by formula. The annual allocation for ROAP programs are 
listed, by county, in a separate document of the application package. The methodology for calculating 
these allocations is described in the Program Guidelines section. The county will be required to complete 
semi-annual reports that account for the use of the ROAP funds and calculate whether there are unspent 
funds to be returned to NCDOT-PTD. Any unspent funds that are returned to NCDOT-PTD will be 
rolled over in to the next fiscal year and allocated by the appropriate formula among all the counties with 
the next year's ROAP Program funds. 



C .  Application for ROAP Funds 
County governments are the only eligible applicants for ROAP funds. All counties must submit an 
annual application to receive ROAP funds. A county has the option of applying for a single program or 
for all of the programs included in ROAP. Each applicant should carefully evaluate past program 
expenditures and other operating costs to determine the amount to apply for within each program. A 
county should only apply for an amount of ROAP funds that can be expended in the 12-month period of 
performance, as the funds cannot be carried over into the next fiscal year by the county. Total funds 
should be managed so that services can be continued for the entire 12 months. 

The application documents will be posted at the NCDOT Web site at ~yjj~vli~cciot~eo'~~ by the 
Communication Office. County Managers, County Finance Officers, the Rural Plaming Organizations 
(RPO) and Transit Directors will be notified by email when the application is available. The application 
materials are designed to enable PTD staff to better understand the services to be provided and assnre that 
the funds are utilized as inte~~ded. Failure to complete any portion of the application may result in 
processitlg delays. The county should contact the Mobility Development Specialist assigned to the 
county if there are questions about the application. 

Electronic and hard copies of the application documents for ROAP funds must be submitted to the Public 
Transportation Division of NCDOT on or before the deadline. A checklist will be provided that describes 
which documents must be received as electronic copies and which must be mailed as hard copies. 
Electronic copies must be submitted to PTD at ctiitransoortatio~~CCncdot.~c)y. Any hard copies of the 
application documents must be mailed to one of the following addresses: 

US Mail Overnight Mail (FedEx, UPS) 
ROAP Application Processing ROAP Application Processing 
NCDOT - Public Transportation Division NCDOT - Public Transportation 
1550 Mail Service Center 1 S. Wilmington Street - Rm. 548 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1550 Raleigh, NC 27601 

D. Transportation Service Plans 
Funds distributed by the NCDOT-Public Transportation Division under the ROAP program shall be used 
in a manner consistent with the county's Coordinated Public Transit - Human Service Transportation 
Plan, the public transit system's Community Transportation Service Plan (formerly known as a 
transportation development plan) or its equivalent, and any other transportation development plan in place 
in the county. 

E. Public Outreach/Involvement Requiren~ent 
The county must determine what the transportation needs of agencies and individuals are in the county 
before completing the application. It is important that eligible local agencies and interested citizens have 
the opportunity to participate in the sub-allocation decision. Outreach efforts beyond holding a public 
hearing must be conducted to inform the public including minorities, women, elderly, disabled, Limited 
English Proficiency (LEP), low income individuals, and persons who are not human service agency 
clients, about the availability of ROAP filnds and to discuss transportation service needs. These efforts 
should include, but are not limited to surveys, presentations to groups, committees, fliers and/or posters. 
The intent is to remove barriers and conditions that prevent these goups from receiving access, 
participation and benefits of the ROAP services and activities. ROAP funded services and benefits must 
be distributed in a non-discriminatoty mariner. If a sub-recipient receives federal funds, Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 applies. 

F. Pnblic Hearing Requirement 
It is required that the Board of County Commissioners hold a public hearing to provide the opportunity 
for local input regarding the snb-allocation of R O N  funds. A public hearing notice (in both English and 



Spanish or some other language based on the LEP population of the county) must be published in a 
newspaper having general circulation in the county. The notices MUST be published not more than 
fourteen (14) days, but not less than seven (7) days before the public hearing. Applicants must use the 
Sample Public Hearing Notice included with the application package. An affidavit of publication and an 
original copy, not a duplicated copy, of any public hearing notices must also accompany the R O N  
application. The public hearing must be accessible to individuals with disabilities in accordance with 
p&isions of the-Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990. These provisions include having witten 
material available in alternative, accessible formats upon request, and providing special accommodations 
at your public hearing, such as a sign language interpreter, as may be requested. The public hearing shall 
be held at a time of day that affords a majority of the public an opportunity to attend and make comments. 
Applicants must make the Volu~ltary Title VI Public Involvement form readily available to all individuals 
attending the public hearing for ROAF' funds. The applicant must submit with the hardcopy of their 
application all co~npleted Voluntary Title VI Public Involvement forms and must keep a copy for their 
records. 

A Public Hearing Record which has been signed by the Clerk of the Board and has the county seal on it 
will accompany the county's ROAP application. If any comments were received during the public 
hearing, then a copy of the signed minutes of the Commissioner's meeting during which the public 
hearing took place must be sent to NCDOT - PTD within 90 days. 

G. Local Matching Requirement 
EDTAP and EMPL funding can be used to provide up to one hundved percent (100%) of the fully 
allocated cost of the hip or other service and requires no local tnatch. RGP filnds and Supplemental RGP 
may be used to provide up to ninety percent (90%) of the fully allocated cost of each general public trip. 
The remaining ten percent (10%) must be provided from fares, local funds or a combination of the two. 
Excess fares and/or local funds collected after 10% RGP match requirement has been met must be used to 
provide additional service, not as a source of administrative and capital funds. PTD encourages 
Community Transportation Systems to keep fares reasonable so as to encourage ridership. 

The ten percent local match requirement is based on the actual cost of providing RGP funded trips or 
other services, not the amount allocated fromNCDOT. The example below is provided to help counties 
understand the local match requirement. 

Trip equals 10 miles X $1.23 per mile (based on fi~lly allocated cost) = $10.23 cost of trip 
$10.23 Trip X 0.90 = $9.21 RGP fullding reimbursement 
$10.23 Trip X 0. I0 = $1.02 fare andlor local funding required to provide service 

15,43 1 RGP miles during yr. X $1.23 per mile = $18,980.13 RGP cost of service 
$18,980.13 X 0.90 = $17,082.12 RGP funding reimbursement 
$18,980.13 X 0.10 = $1,898.01 fares or local funding required to provide service 

H. Certifications and Assura~ices 
The chairperson of the County Board of Commissioners and the Coutlty Manager are required to sign a 
certified statement that describes the roles and responsibilities associated with the application for and 
acceptance of ROAP funds and guarantees that certain actions will be taken at the county level to 
properly administer the program. The Certified Statement must be signed, sealed with the county seal and 
accompany the application in order for ROAP funds to be disbursed. 

I. Application Review and Follow-up 
The Mobility Development Specialists (MDS) on staff at NCDOT-PTD will review the documents 
presented to NCDOT-PTD in the application for correctness and completeness. The MDS will determine 
if the county is prepared to manage the ROAP funds and whether the county presentedplans for services 



or activities in the application that utilize the funds as intended. The MDS will follow-up as needed with 
the county finance officer if more details are needed or there is any doubt that the county's plans for use 
of the funds do not provide for improved services for the targeted populations. The Mobility Section 
director will review and approve the MDS recommendations. 

J. Disbursement of ROAP Funds to the Cot~nty 
ROAP funds will only be disbursed to the county and not to any sub-recipients selected by the county. 
The General Assembly must have an approved and certified state budget before ROAP funds can be 
disbursed. The period of performance will remain July 1 to June 30 regardless of the dates the ROAP 
funds are disbursed to the county. The funds will be disbursed by electronic deposit (ACH) or check. 
The county is required to provide R O N  Reports after six months and at the end of the period of 
performance. ROAP funds will NOT be disbursed if the reports from the previous fiscal year have not 
been received and unspent funds have not been returned. The ROAP funds will not be disbussed all at 
one time. The proposed timetable for disbursement of ROAP funds will be: 

Proposed First Disbursement (50%) August 3 1 
Proposed Second Disbursement (25%) December 31 
Proposed Third Disbursement (25%) March 3 1 

K. Sub-Allocation Determination 
It will be the responsibility of the county government to determine how the ROAP funds will be sub- 
allocated within the county. Sub-allocation of the ROAP funds to the community transit system in the 
county and/or local agencies must be according to the program guidelines. A Sub-Allocation Worksheet 
must be completed by each county to document how the ROAP allocations will be distributed locally. If 
the county applies for Supplemental ROAP funds, the county is required to complete a second Sub- 
Allocation Worksheet documenting the local distribution of these supplemental funds. This will enable 
PTD staff to better understand the services the county plans to provide and assures that the funds are 
utilized as intended. Each county must have and employ a documented methodology for sub-allocating 
ROAP funds. 

There is a Community Transportation System operating in most counties that is receiving federal and 
state administrative and capital funds to coordinate public transportation services with human service 
transportation in the coutlty. These transit systems need operating funds in order to provide free or 
affordable transportation for the elderly, disabled and low income persons in the county that are not 
receiving transportation benefits from a human service agency or organization. The Community Transit 
System is an eligible sub-recipient of all ROAP and Supplemental ROAP funds. The county should take 
into consideration the need for and importance of the public transportation sewices provided by the 
Community Transportation System when determining the suballocation of the ROAP and Supplemental 
ROAP funds. 

If the county decides to disburse/allocate ROAP funds to any county governmental department, the 
county should be able to account for these funds within the county's accounting system. If the county 
passes through any ROAP funds to agencies or organizations, the county should have a written agreement 
with them that addresses the proper use and accountability for these fnnds. 

L. Eligible Expenses and Activities 
The fully allocated cost of a trip or other transportation service, which bas traditionally been eligible for 
the EDTAP, EMPL and RGP programs will continue to be eligible. See the Eligible Transportation 
Expenses Matrix in Appendix A for examples of allowable trip purposes and other services that can be 
provided under these programs. This matrix must be shared with any agency that receives a sub- 
allocation of ROAP funds to assure that funds are expended according to program guidelines. The 
eligible transportation expenses for the EDTAP, EMPL and RGP programs on the matrix apply to the 



Supplemental ROAP Programs also. Community Transportation systems that use ROAP funds to provide 
services must also comply with the regnlations of the FTA Section 53 11 Program. 

M. Cost of Service 
Departments, agencies and/or organizations using ROAP funds to provide services shall determine a 
billin&/reimbursement rate by mile, hour or trip that is based on the fully allocated cost of the service. 
The fully allocated cost of providing a trip or transportation service should include both direct costs and 
shared costs. 

For the application, the applicant must project the average cost of a trip or other transportation service on 
the Sub-allocation Worksheets. The average cost of a trip will be the sub-allocation amount divided by 
the proposed number of trips to be provided. The average cost of an other service will be the sub- 
allocation amount divided by the proposed number of other services. These costs will be compared to the 
average cost of the trips and transportation services in other counties to determine whether the cost of the 
proposed services is reasonable. 

N. Contracted Services 
If any ROAP funds are sub-allocated to agencies or organizations other than the Community 
Transportation System, these other agencies or organizations are encouraged to coordinate ROAP funded 
transportation trips with the local, federally-funded Community Transportation System in the county. 
The Community Transit Systems have insurance, vehicle maintenance, driver training and safety 
standards mandated by the FTA. 

Sub-recipients are permitted to use ROAP fiinds to contract with private transportation providers. Sub- 
recipients who choose to contract services must follow all state procurement guidelines when selecting a 
contractor. Sub-recipients should inspect the safety record, service policies and vehicle condition of any 
private provider being considered. Private providers shall be required to provide documentation that a 
service was provided on the billed date, by whatever conveyance at the specified cost. 

0. Funds Management 
The basic grantlfunds management requirements in G.S. 159, Local Government Finance, and in the 
Policies Manual for Local Governments apply to ROAP funds. The cost principles of OMB Circular A- 
87, Cost Principles for Stale, Local, and Indian Tribal Governments and OMB Circular A-122, Cost 
Principles, for Nun-Profit O~anizations also apply to ROAP funds. Additionally, funds must be 
expended according to the program guidelines in the grant application for eligible program expenses 
identified. 

The period of performance for these fiinds will be Julv 1 to June 30. The period of performance will 
remain the same regardless of the date on which ROAP funds are disbursed to the county. Allowable 
expenses incurred from July 1 for each program are eligible for reimbursement. Anv interest earned on 
the funds will be retained bv the transportation promam and must be used for transvortation related 
expenses according to program euidelines. Following receipt of the year-end ROAP Report, NCDOT 
will invoice the county to collect any ROAP funds not expended by June 30. 

Suballocation and Control of Funds 
The county may choose to maintain control of the ROAP funds and reimburse sub-recipients for trip- 
based services or other transportation services after they have been provided. Or, the county may 
disburse the ROAP fonds to the subrecipients before any trip or transportation service is provided, 
assuming the county plans to monitor throughout the period of performance whether the trips and 
transportation services are being provided to eligible individuals and whether all expenditures are 
allowable. 



Continuation of Services throughout the Period of Performance 
The ROAP funds should be managed so that services can be continuously provided during the entire 12 
months of the grant cycle. It may be necessary to prioritize or restrict ROAP or Supplemental ROAP 
services to make the funds last. No additional ROAP or Supplemental ROAP funds will be available 
from the state. The county should budget local funding to avoid discontinuation of any ROAP funded 
service. The county must notify the assigned Mobility Development Specialist in writing if any ROAP or 
Supplemental ROAP funded service is discoutinued because all the fnnds have been spent before the end 
of the period of performance. If both RGP and Supplemental RGP funded services are discontinned 
before June 30 by the Community Transit System, and the conuty does not provide additional 
funds to continue the service(s), it will he assumed that the transit system is no longer providing 
general public service. In this case, the Comnlunity Transit System will not be reimbursed for any 
FTA Section 5311 and/or state CTP funded expenses incurred after the RGP & Supplemental 
RGP funded services are discontinued. 

Passenger Fares 
Sub-recipients of the ROAP fimds may charge passengers a fare for EDTAP, EMPL, RGP or 
Supple~nental ROAP funded services. PTD encourages Conununity Transportation Systems and agencies 
to keep fares reasonable so as to encourage ridership. Any fares collected for services will be retained by 
the transportation program and must be used to meet the matching requirement of a program or to provide 
additional trips or transportation services. 

Transferring Funds Between ROAP Programs 
EDTAP, Supplemental EDTAP, RGP and Supplelnental RGP funds cannot be transferred to any other 
ROAP program. Supplemental E D T M  funds cannot be transferred to EDTAP. Supplemental RGP 
funds cannot be transferred to RGP. Supplemental EMPL fnnds cannot be transferred to EMPL. 

Counties can transfer EMPL fi~nds, all or in part, to the EDTAP and/or RGP programs if: 

1. ALL the employment transportation needs listed in the county's Coordinated Public Transit-Human 
Services Transportation Plan (LCP) have been met and the strategies implemented, 

2. The County Manager provides a statement prior to transferring the funds that certifies there are NO 
employment transportation needs for trips or services in the cou~~tv.  T h e  statement from the manager 
must describe the process used to make this determination. 

The same requirements apply to the transfer of Supplemental EMPL funds to Supplemental EDTAP or 
Supplemental RGP. The transfer of any funds must be reported in the ROAP reports. 

Instead of transferring EMPL funds, counties and their co~nmunity transit systems should strategize ways 
of acconnnodating the public's work schedules by operating different hours, creating stops at the 
community colleges or universities, at JobLik Centers, Vocational Rehabilitation, Employment Security 
and/or offering voucher programs. In times of high unemployment, consider the people who need 
transportation to job interviews and re-training. 

EMPL fnnds or Supplemental EMPL funds that are transferred to another program assume the 
requirements of the program to which they are transferred. Any funds transferred from the EMPL 
program to the RGP program will have the same matching requirements as any other RGP fiinds. Any 
fnnds transferred from the Supplemental EMPL program to the Supplemental RGP program will have the 
same matching requirements as any other Supplemental RGP funds. Additionally, EMPL funds or 
Supplemental EMPL funds transferred to RGP or Supplemental RGP must be sub-allocated to the 
Community Transvortation Svstem. The county is responsible for billing their sub-recipients for any 
unspent funds. 



Transferring Funds Between Counties in a Regiolral Transit System 
ROAP funds may be transferred between andor among member counties of a regional transportation 
system. EDTAP and RGP funds must remain within the same program if such funds are transferred 
between andlor among counties. EMPL funds may be transferred either to the same program or to 
EDTAP or RGP, but the counties must abide by the transfer policies outlined in the previous section. 
(See Transferring Funds Between ROAP Programs) Note that the annual ROAP Report form has been 
revised to include a Regional Transfer of Funds form and a Regional Receipt of Funds form to document 
any transfer or receipt of ROAP funds between andor among member counties of the regional 
transportation system. The same requirements apply to the Supplemental Program funds. The regional 
transportation systems that are eligible for this additional flexibility are: 

Albemarle Regional Health Services (Inter-County Public Transportation Authority) 
Choanoke Public Transportation Authority 
City of Rocky Mount (Tar River Transit) 
Craven Cou~ity (Craven Area Rural Transit System) 
Kerr Area Transportation Authority 
Randolph County Senior Adults Association, Inc. (Randolph County Regional Coordinated Area 
Transit System) 
Yadkin Valley Economic Development District, Inc. (Yadkin Valley Public Transportation) 
Western Piedmont Regional Transit Authority 

Transferring Fnuds to Match Other Grant Programs 
Subrecipients of ROAP funds are allowed to use their ROAP sub-allocation to leverage more operating 
fi~nds by applying for other transportation grants administered by NCDOT-PTD. ROAP funds may 
ONLY be used as the local match to operating assistance for the federal grant programs including 
Sectiou 53 10 - Elderly Individuals and Individuals with Disabilities, Section 53 11 Non-urbanized 
Formula Program, Section 5316 -Job Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) Program, and Section 5317 
-New Freedom Program, where operating is an eligible activity. A Call for Applications for these grants 
and the application documents are posted at least once a year on the NCDOT-PTD website. 

Transferring Funds Between Sub-recipients 
ROAP funds may be transferred from one sub-recipient to another within the county. Funds transferred 
from one sub-recipient to the other must stay within the sane ROAP Program. If the transfer is EMPL or 
SuppEMPL funds, these funds may be transferred to another ROAP Program at another sub-recipient if 
all guidelines for EMPL fund transfer are met. A policy or procedure for determining when it is 
appropriate to transfer funds between sub-recipients should be developed by the county. 

P. Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) 
Titles I1 and In of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) provide that no entity shall 
discriminate against an individual with a disability in connection with the provision of transportation 
service. The law sets forth specific requirements for vehicle and facility accessibility. The passenger trips 
and transportation services provided with ROAP funds must be accessible to individuals with disabilities 
and be provided without discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin, creed, sex or age. Sub- 
recipients should have procedures for investigating, tracking and documenting complaints. (See 49 CFR 
Parts 28 and 37) 

Q. Monitoring and Evaluatiol~ 
ROAP services should be routinely monitored to verify that funds are being spent on allowable 
expenditures, that the eligibility of service recipients is being properly documented, and that sub-allocated 
funds will be expended by the end of the period of performance, June 30. The program should also be 
routinely evaluated to determine whether they are meeting program objectives. 



R. Reporting Requirements 
Beginning in FY2011, two ROAP Reports will be required per grant cycle. The first report will be due 
not more than 45 days after the end of the second quarter (Dec 3 1) of the grant cycle. The fmal ROAP 
Report will be due not more than 60 days after the end of the fourth quarter (June 30). The coutlty will be 
required to report &ip and expense data associated with the EDTAP, Supplemental EDTAP, EMPL, 
Supplemental EMPL, RGP and Supplemental RGP separately. The report forin will be provided by 
NCDOT - PTD. Completed reports will be returned to NCDOT-PTD or its designee. ROAP funds for 
the fiscal year will NOT be disbursed if the reports fsom the previous fiscal year have not been received 
and unspent funds rehimed to NCDOT-PTD. 

The County Finance Officer must certify and sign the final ROAP Report as it identifies the amount of 
unexpended funds to be returned to NCDOT. Based on this report, counties are invoiced for ally 
unexpended funds for the given fiscal year. Upon receipt of the invoice for unexpended flmds, the finance 
officer shall immediately reimburse NCDOT. The county may find it useful for agencies that have been 
sub-allocated ROAP funds to provide monthly or quarterly reports of the expenditure of funds and 
number of trips provided. Close monitoring by the finance officer is highly reco~nmended in order to 
ensure appropriate and inaxilnum utilization of all program funds. It is the responsibility of the finance 
officer to: 

Record the receipt of ROAP grant fi111ds in a manner that will disclose the source and the purposelprogran~ to 
which the funds belong, together with evidence of deposit in a financial institution; 
Ensure that ROAP funds and any interest earned on the funds are expended for eligible program expenses, that 
services are provided to eligible persons, and that written documentation that supports the expenditures is 
maintaincd for at least five years; 
Advise any sub-reeipia~ts of the source of the funds, specific program requirements, eligible program expenses 
and reporting requirements; 
Include ROAP fi~nds received and expended in its annual independent audit on the Schedule of Expenditures of 
Federal and State Awards and identify any of the fi~nds passed through to other agencies; . Complete and submit the semi-annual ROAP reports; and return unexpended ROAP fi~nds as invoiced by 
NCDOT. 

S. Program Auditing and Documentation 
The Public Transportation Division (PTD) is responsible for providing sufficient program monitoring and 
oversight to ensure that the state funds are used for the intended purpose. PTD will rely upon the semi- 
annual reporting information that identifies the number of passenger trips, other services and expenditures 
by program. The department's External Audit Branch compares information in these reports to the R O N  
expenses reported in the counties annual independent audit report. 

NCDOT's External Audit Branch will do on-site audits of ROAP expenditiu'es. This requires meeting 
with the county finance officer to obtain documentation of costs reported to NCDOT in the semi annual 
reporting forms. Common areas of deficiency include inadequate documentation of passenger eligibility 
and trips. The EDTAP program serves specific populations. Without documentation of eligibility, i.e. 
passenger is elderly or disabled, the auditor cannot determine if the rider met the program eligibility 
criteria that would allow the trip to be charged to the program. In addition, documentation of trips 
reported to NCDOT must be retained for up to& years following submittal of final ROAP 
reports. The inability to documetlt trips with driver manifests, gasoline receipts, or any invoices 
associated with costs charged to the progsam would be considered ineligible expenses. The county will 
be invoiced for any undocumented costs. 



Program Guidelines 

Elderly and Disabled Transportation Assistance Program 

Description 
The Elderly and Disabled Transportation Assistance Program (EDTAP), originally enacted by legislation 
in the 1989 Session of the North Carolina General Assembly (Asticle 20, 136-44.27), provides operating 
assistance funds for the transportation of the state's elderly and disabled citizens. This transportation 
assistance allows the elderly and disabled to reside for a longer period in theis homes, thereby enhancing 
their quality of life. 

Allocation Formula 
The following formula was used to determine the cout~ty allocatioli of the funds available: 

50% divided equally among all cout~tics; 
22 % % based upon the number of elderly (60 years or older) residents per county as a percentage of the 
state's total elderly population; 
22 % % bascd upon the number of disabled residents per county as a percentage of the state's total disabled 
population; and 
5% based upon a population density factor that recognizes thc higher transportation costs in rural, sparsely 
populdtcd counties. 

Eligibility Criteria 
For the purposes of EDTAP, an elderly person is defined as one who has reached the age of 60 or more 
years. A disabled person is defined as one who has a physical or mental impairlnent that substantially 
limits one or more major life activities, an individual who has a record of such impaisment, or an 
individual who is regarded as having such impairment. Certification of eligibility will be the 
responsibility of the county or theis designee. The county must be able to provide documentation that the 
EDTAP funded service was provided to an eligible person. 

Eligible Expenses 
ROAP funds are to be used for trips or other services; not for capital or administrative expenses. Refer to 
the Eligible Transportation Expenses Matrix in Appendix A for a list of allowable transportation or 
services that can be provided under these programs. A fare may be charged for eligible EDTAP services. 
Any fares collected must be used to provide more EDTAP transportation service. 

The inability to document trips with driver manifests, gasoline receipts, or any invoices associated with 
costs charged to the program will be considered ineligible expenses. The county will be invoiced for any 
undocumented costs. 

Restrictions 
EDTAP funds are to be used to provide trips andlor other services for elderly and disabled individuals 
when other fi~nding sources are not available. The county can sub-allocate EDTAP funds to any 
government agency or 501(c)3 non-profit organization that provides services to individ~ials with 
transportation needs. The county should take into consideration the need for and importance of the 
PUBLIC tmnsportation services provided by the Community Tmnsit System when determining the 
suballocation of the EDTAP and Supplemental EDTAP funds. If the EDTAP funds are sub-allocated to 
other agencies besides the Community Transportation System, these other agencies are encouraged to 
coordinate EDTAP-funded transportation trips with the local Community Transportation System. 
EDTAP funds may be used as matching funds for operating assistance under 53 10,53 11,53 16 and 53 17 
federally funded transportation programs as appropriate. EDTAP funds cannot be transferred to any other 
ROAP program. EDTAP funded services are expected to be offered throughout the entire period of 



performance. The county must notify the assigned Mobility Development Specialist if an EDTAP fi~nded 
service is discontinued. 

Employment Transportation Assistance Program 

Description 
The Employment Transportation Assistance Program (EMPL) is intended to help DSS clients that 
transitioned off Work First or TANF in the last 12 months, WorHorce Development Program participants 
and/or the general public to travel to work, employment training and/or other employment related 
destinations. 

Allocation Formula 
The following formula was used to determine the county allocation of the funds available: 

10% divided eq~rdlly among all counties; 
45% based upon the population of each county as a percentage of the total state population*; and 
45% based npm the number of Work First caseloads per county as a percentage of the number of Work 
First caseloads in the state as ofJanuary prior to application distribution. 

*Excludes the population of any municipalities where an urban or small urban transit system is operating in 
counties with urbanizctl areas within their boundaries. 

Eligibility Criteria 
EMPL fuuded trips and services can be provided for: 
1. Individuals that have transitioned off the Work First or Temporary Assistance for Needy Families 

program within the last 12 months; 
2. Participants in Workforce Development Programs; and/or 
3. The transportation disadvantaged public. 

EMPL funding may also be used to assist the general public with employment-related transportation 
needs if they meet the eligibility criteria established by the county. Certification of eligibility will be the 
responsibility of the county. The county must be able to provide documentation that the EMPL funded 
service was provided to an eligible person. 

Eligible Expertses 
ROAP funds are to be used for operational activities; not for capital or administrative expenses. Refer to 
the Eligible Transportation Expenses Matrix in Appendix A for a list of allowable transportation and 
services under these programs. A fare may be charged for eligible EMPL services. Any fares collected 
must be used to provide more EMPL transportation service. 

The inability to document trips with driver manifests, gasoline receipts, or any invoices associated with 
costs charged to the program will be considered ineligible expenses. The county will be invoiced for any 
undocumented costs. 

Restrictions 
The county can sub-allocate EMPL funds to any government agency or 501(c)3 non-profit organization 
that provides services to individuals with employment related transportation needs. If none of the 
Employment Transportation Assistance funds are sub-allocated to the Community Transportation System 
sub-recipients are encouraged to coordinate EMPL-funded trips with the Community Transportation 
System. EMPL funds may be used as matching funds for operating assistance under 5310, 53 11, 5316 
and 53 17 federally funded transportation programs as appropriate. 

Counties cannot transfer EMPL funds, all or in part, to the EDTAP and/or RGP programs unless: 



1. ALL the employment transportation needs listed in the county's Coordinated Public Transit-Hurnan 
Services Transportation Plan (LCP) have been met and the strategies implemented, and 

2. The County Manager provides a statement prior to transferring the funds that certifies there are NO 
employment transportation needs for trips or services in the countv. The statemerit from the manager 
must describe the process used to make this determination. 

The same requirements apply to the transfer of Supplemental EMPL fu~ids to Supplemental EDTAP or 
Supplemental RGP. The transfer of any funds must he reported in the ROAP reports. 

Instead of transferring EMPL funds, counties and their community transit systems should strategize ways 
of accommodating the public's work schedules by operating different hours, creating stops at the 
community colleges or mliversities, at JobLink Centers, Vocational Rehabilitation, Employment Security 
andlor offering voucher programs. In times of high unemployment, people need transportation to job 
interviews and re-training. 

EMPL fulids that are transferred to another program assume the requirements of the progam to which 
they are transferred. Any funds transferred from the EMPL prowam to the RGP program will have the 
sane matching requirements as any other RGP funds. Additionally, EMPL finds transferred to RGP or 
Supplemental EMPL funds transferred to Supplemental RGP must be sub-allocated to the Community 
Transvortation System. The county is responsible for billing their sub-recipients for ally unspe~~t fifunds. 

EMPL funded services are expected to he offered throughout the entire period of performance. The 
county must notify the assigned Mobility Development Specialist in writing if an EMPL funded service is 
discontinued. 

Rural General Public Program 

Description 
The Rural General Public Program assistance funds are intended to provide transportation services for 
individuals from the county who do NOT have a human service agency or organization that will pay for 
the transportation service. The county, in consultation with the Coimnunity Transportation System, must 
determine the RGP services to be provided with the RGP fi~nds. 

Allocation Formula 
The following formula was used to determine the county allocation of the funds available: 

50% divided equally among all eligible counties; and 
50% based upon the rural population of each county as a percentage of the total state rural population. * 

* Excludes the population of any municipalities where an urban or small urban transit system is operating in 
cou~lties with urbanized areas within their boundarics. 

Eligibility Criteria 
To use RGP funds, the passenger MUST live or be visiting someone in the non-urbanized area of a 
coutlty and either the origin or destination of the trip must be in the non-urbanized area. Certification of 
eligibility will be the responsibility of the county. The county must be able to provide documentation that 
the RGP funded service was provided to an eligible person. 

Eligible Expenses 
ROAP funds are to be used for operational activities; not for capital or administrative expenses. Refer to 
the Eligible Transportation Expenses Matrix in Appendix A for the allowable expenses under this 



program. A fare may be charged for eligible RGP services. Any fares collected must be used to match the 
RGP funds and/or provide more RGP transportation service. 

The inability to document trips with driver manifests, gasoline receipts, or any invoices associated with 
costs charged to the program will be considered ineligible expenses. The county will be invoiced for any 
undocumented costs. 

Restrictions 
The RGP fiinds and S~ippletnental RGP funds must be sub-allocated by the county to the Coi~nunity 
Transportation System. RGP fimds must be used to provide transportation services to individuals who are 
not eligible for the same transportation services fimded by any other means. Human service agencies 
cannot purchase RGP funded services (i.e passes, tickets, tokens) for their clients. RGP fi~nds inay be 
used as matching funds for operating assistance under 5310,531 1,5316 and 53 17 federally funded 
transportation programs as appropriate. RGP funds caimot be transferred to any other ROAP progsam. 

RGP fonded services are required to be offered throughout the entire period of performance. The county 
must notify the assigned Mobility Development Specialist in writing if any ROAP or Supplemental 
ROAP fimded service is discontinued before the end of the period of performance because all the ROAP 
or Supplemental R O N  fiinds have been spent. If both R&' and ~ " ~ ~ l e m e ~ l t a l  RGP funded services 
are disconti~~ued before June 30 by the Community Transit System, and the county does not 
provide additional funds to continue the service(s), it will be assumed that the transit system is no 
longer providing general public service. In this case, the Community Transit System will not be 
reimbursed for any FTA Section 5311 andlor state CTP funded expenses incurred after the RGP 
and Supplemental RGP funded services are discontinued. - 

Supplemental ROAP Program 

Description 
The NCDOT - PTD will annually seek authorization to move some finds from the PTD Consolidated 
Rural Capital Program of the state budget to h n d  the Supplemental ROAP operating assistance progsams. 
These funds are subject to availability and the receipt of the necessary authorization. Applying for some 
or all of these supplemental funds is recommended but optional. 

Allocation Formula 
The Supplemental ROAP Program will be allocated using the same formulas used to allocate the other 
ROAP funds. 

Eligibility Criteria 
The eligibility criteria of the ROAP Programs apply to the Supplemental R O N  Programs 

Eligible Expenses 
Supplemental ROAP fiinds are to be used for operating activities; not for capital or administrative 
expenses. Refer to the Eligible Transportation Expenses Matrix for the allowable expenses under the 
formula ROAP programs. The eligible expenses for the Formula ROAP Programs apply to the 
Supplemental ROAP Programs. A fare may be charged for eligible Supplemental ROAP funded services. 
Any fares collected must be used to provide more transportation service and/or as the 10% match required 
by the Supplemental RGP Program. 

The inability to document trips with dsiver manifests, gasoline receipts, or any invoices associated with 
costs charged to the program will be considered ineligible expenses. The county will be invoiced for any 
undocumeilted costs. 



Restrictions 
These Supple~nental ROAP funds shall be used to initiate new or expanded service or to continue services 
that began after July 1, 2006 with Supplemental ROAP funds as the funding source. All restrictions that 
apply to the for~nula ROAF' fnnds apply to the supplemental ROAF' funds. 



Appendix A 

Eligible Transportation Expenses Matrix 
Services must be provided to a person that meets thc eligibility criteria 

Trip Based Services -Trips may be provided by car/vanpool, taxi, public transit vehicle, private transit vehicle, 
agency vehicle or mileage reimbursc~nent to a volunteer. The most cost-effective option should be chosen. Public 
/Private hansportatio~i providers shall bc reimbursed based on the fully allocated cost pcr mile, per hour, or per 
passenger trip or for t l~c  cost of a token or ticket. Volunteers can he reimbursed for mileage only. If a human 
service agency uses an agcncy vehicle to provide the trip, the agency must include the fully allocated cost of a trip 
in their rei~nhurseme~~t request including fuel, staff time and benefits, depreciation, vehicle insurancc and licensing. 

Trip Purpose I 
Personal carc, non-emergency 
medical appointments, pharmacy 
pickup, shopping, bill paying, 
public hearings, committee 
meetings, classes, banking, etc. 

Job interviews, job fair 
attendance, job readiness 
activities or training, GED classes 

EDTAP 

Yes 

Ycs 

EMPL I 
Yes I 

RGP 1 
Yes 

Yes I 
Transportation to Workplace 
(trip must be scheduled by the 
individual passenger) 

Yes Yes Yes 

Child(ren) of Working Parent 
transported to Child Care 1 Yes 

Human Scrvice Agency I anno~ntments I Yes I I 

Group field tripsltours to 
community special events 

Overnight trips to out-of-county 
destinations 

Yes 

Otller Services - lncludcs expenses incurred transporting a passenger to a destination without  sing a public transit 
system, private transit or agency vehicle. Car payments not eligible. 

Yes 

Yes 

Fuel (gas voucher, gas card, 
reimbursement to fuel provider) 1 Yes 

NO 

NO 

Other Services 

I Yes I 

J; 

Jc 

Yes 1 
I I I 

EDTAP EMPL 

Maintenance Repairs to personal 
cars (most own the car). 
Collision repairs NOT included. 

Personal car insurance 
1 time payment that can cover 
needs up to 3 months. 

RGP 

* Must be provided under the provisions of the federal Charter regulations which can be  viewed a t  
htt~~:/iwww.tla,dot,~ov~law.~~~ reg 179.11t1111 

NO 

NO 

Yes 

Yes 

NO 

NO 



Application for Transportation Operating Assistance 

FY2011 Rural Operating Assistance Program Funds 

Application Cotnpleted by: Date: d/S,// 
V Application Instructions 

County officials should read the ROAP Program State Management Plan which contains guidance on the 
administration of the ROAP Progwln and information about the preparation of grant applications. 

The application must be con~pleted by an official of the county or hislher desigt~ee. The person 
completing the application must sign the application document that is mailed to NCDOT. 
Outreach and public involvement in the decision how to use the ROAP funds are key to providing 
service that meets the needs of individuals in the community. 
Click on the gray rectangle and type each answer. If needed, the text will automatically wrap to the 
next row. The answer may wrap to the next page if necessa~y. 
If the county wishes to explain their response to any questions or provide more information, the county 
may include additional pages with this application form. 
If there are questions regarding this application, cot~tact the NCDOT-ED Mobility Development 
Specialist assigned to the area served by the transit system. 

PY2011 R O A P  Program Schedule 

Early Application Deadline August 13,2010 
Early Disbursement - Must meet early deadline! August 31,2010 
Final Application Deadline August 31,2010 
First Disbursement (50%) September 30,20 10 
Proposed Second Disbursement (25%) December 3 1,201 0 
Pmposed Third Disbursement (25%) March 31,201 1 



County's Management of ROAP Funds 

A11 counties are eligible to receive Rural Operating Assistance Program (ROAP) funding from the State of 
North Carolina. As a recipient of  ROAP funds, the county must implement administrative processes that will 
ensure the following: 

ROAP funds are expended on needs identified through a public involvement andlor planning process. 
ROAP funds are exoended on elieible activities onlv. - 
Supporting docu~nentation of expenditures is maintained. 
Service recipients meet eligibility requiretnents and their eligibility is documented. 
Trips and services funded with ROAP funding are monitored and evaluated tlirouglioot the period of perfor~nance. . An accounting of trips, services and expenditures is provided in a semi-annual report to NCDOT. 
ROAP funds received and expended are included in the local annual audit. 

A. Was a list of transportation needs in tlie county compiled and prioritized BEFORE the county 
sub-allocated the ROAP funds? If yes, then when? Tlie LCP was completed in 2009 I Yes I 
B. Were the agencies or organizations offering programming for elderly, disabled or low income 
persons in the county notified that the county had ROAP funds to sub-allocate for transportation 
purposes? If yes, then how? Advertised in the Fayetteville Observer 

C. Were elderly, disabled and low income citizens notified that the county had ROAP finds to 
sub-allocate for transportation purposes? If yes, then how? Advertised in t l ~ e  Fayetteville 
Observer 

Yes 

Yes 

D. Does the county ask the Community Transportation Adviso~y Board (TAB) to recommend 
how the ROAP funds should be sub-allocated? 

I I. I>ocs )our county Iiitvc ;I Co(~rcli~i;~tc~(l Pulilic ' l ' f i ~ ~ i s i t - l l ~ ~ ~ i ~ a ~ ~  Scuviws T~;~~i,porf;ttio~i I'liin 

(I.CI') tlxa provides ;I list i~l'ttnmet transp~~ut~lin~i ~icr.(li nnd,ov gaps it1 tr.~~~spa~rti~tio~i SU~V~CCI ' !  
Yes I 

Yes 

F. Does tlie federally funded Community Transportation System operating in the county have a 
Community Transportation Service Plan (CTSP) or Community Transpoltation Improvement 
Plan (CTIP) that was developed in the last five years or being completed at this time? 

E. How did the county decide on the amount of ROAP funds to sub-allocate to a subrecipient? 
Sub-allocations were deterntined by estimated number of units by the agency (per the application), and 
prior year data (if applicable). 

No 

I I. Does the county disburselallocate ROAP funds to any county governmental departments? I Yes I 

G. If the Community Transpo~tation System in the county has a CTSP plan that is older than five years, the county 
must request planning funds for a CTSP by June 30,201 1 to maintain their eligibility for ROAP Progratii funds. Local 
matching funds of 10% are required. When does the county plan to request CTSP planning funds? 

We will be sending a letter witbin t l ~ e  next 30 days. 

I. Does the county have other transportation plans that address public transpoltation needs? No 

If yes, list and describe these plans. NIA 



. . 
ROAP ft~nds are accounted for and managed separately ia tllei;. own organizatio~~ and line witllitl tlle 
Coonty's acconnting system. 

L. Does the county pass through any ROAP funds to agencies or organizations that are not 
county govetn~nental departments or agencies? I Yes 

0. Do all) subrecipient.; rzzcivc ROAl' lilnds behrc ;my trt~nsportatio~~ scrviccs or trips ;ire 
prclvidcd, and r~.licnd tl~c ul~uscd portioli at [lie cntl o f  111c period ot'pcrfi)r~ii;mcc'? 

M. If yes, does the county have a written agreement with these agencies that addresses the 
proper use and accountability of these funds? (Include a sample ngyeement with application) Yes 

I 

Q. What does the county do with the interest from the ROAP limds? 
It remains in the budget aud becomes available to spend on transportatin11 by appropriating the fund 

N. If any of the departments, agencies or organizations receiving ROAP funding from the county get transportation 
funding from other Federal, State or Local funding sources, list those funding programs: 

RSVP - receives funding for mileage reimbursement (for clients wit11 vehicles) from Corporatioll for 
National Service (Federal) 
Hope Mills Sunsltine - receives funding for costs associated with vel~icle operati011 from Mid-Carolina 
Council of Governments (State) 

I 

R. Does the county provide any local funds for transportation operating assistance to any of the 
ROAP sub-recipients in addition to the state ROAP funds? 1 

P. Are ROAP funds being deposited in an interest bearing account? 

S. Is supporting documentation tnaintained for all ROAP grant financial transactions for five 
years? 

Yes 

I t Monitoriug slid Oversight Rcspo~wibilities 

T. Are there any county officials, other than the Finance Officer, who will be responsible for the 
oversight and evaluation of the transportation services or trips provided with the R O M  funding? 

Quarterly reports :Ire provitlctl to 1 1 1 ~  T l u ~ ~ s p o r l a t i t ~ ~ ~  Atlvisory Ill~lrtl 
. . . . .  ..... .... .. . . . - 

~ . l ) o c s  tlle cou~lty requirt. tlie st~l)recipie~~ts ol'l(OAl' UFC tllc tril~lsport~tio~~ services o f  r t -  

Yes or No 

Yes 

V. Does the county have a metllod and time schedule for collecting statistical data about the 
services and tl.ips provided with ROAP funds? 

the federally funded community Transit Systetn operating in the county? 
Sub-recipie~~ts are reqnired to ttse the contracted services, unless they can provide the 
service at  a lower cost with agency vel~icles. 1 No 

I 

U. List the name, title and employer of the person(s) designated to monitor and evaluate ROAP filnded services. 
Kristine Wagner, Transportation Program Coordinator, Connty of Cumberland 

Monthly 

of ROAP funds coordinating transportation services with other 
therefore reducing any duplication of effort? 

W. If progress reports or milestone reports are required by the county, how frequently are these provided to the 
county? 

I Z. Is the method used to sub-allocate the ROAP funds fair and equitable? Open and transparent? I y e s  



AA. Is the county prepared to provide documentation that an eligible citizen was provided an 
eligible service or trip on the billed date, by whatever conveyance, at the specified cost? I 

- 
reports in FY20111 (name, title, employer) 

Kristine Wagner, Transportation Program Coordinator, County of Cumberland I 
.............. - I - .. -- . - -. . 

Elderly and Disabled Transportation Assistance Program 

,\ccou~~labllily lo Nor111 Canllinn THlp~yrrr (runt.) . . .~. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .. - 

The Elderly and Disabled Transportation Assistance Program (EDTAP), originally enacted by legislation in the 
1989 Sessiot~ of the North Carolina General Assembly (Article 2B, 136-44.27), provides operating assistatlce 
f t~nds  for the transportation of  the state's elderly and disabled citizens. This transportation assistance allows the 
elderly and disabled to reside for a longer period in their homes, thereby enhancing their quality of  life. 

Ye$ ur Nu ............................ 

- .......................... .- . - . - .. - .. .- , Kldrrly utld 1)isublrd 'I'rnnspurlulion Asslslnarr I'rogran~ Qucslioas - . . . .  - -. . -. ......... - . - -. - .. - . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Yrs or Nu . . - -. -- - - 
A. Usina tlic Eligible 'l'ransnu~tatii~n Exne~ise Matrix. what will be rlic triu vt~rnoses a~itllor other scrvicus tlrat will be t 

I3B. A sclni-a~inai~l ROAI' I<enort n i~~s t  be coniu1etr.d iit~d sent 10 NCL)OT. WIIO will be dcsi~nilted to cornolere tliese I 

provided;sing E ~ T A P  funds. (~1igible'~rans~ortati'on Expense Malrix E ippendix A of the ROAP State 
Management Plan) 

The Contmunity Transportation Program will continue to provide transportation to medical appointments 
and pharmacy trips throogl~out Cumberland County. Trips are  provided by a private contractor based 
upon a otle-way trip rate. The Retired Seniors Volunteer Program will provide trausportation to voluttteer 
sites for their clients through the same private contractor. Hope Mills Ssnshiee Center will supply their 
own veliicle and driver, for which EDTAP funds will be used to provide transportation to and from the 
center. E~nployment Source will be reimbursetl on a per-mile cost for trips provided by their own vehicles 
and drivers to provide transportation for their disabled clients to and from work enclaves. 

I 

B. Does the federally filnded Community Transit System operating in your county receive a 
sub-allocation of EDTAP funds? 1 Yes 

If yes, does the county dictate which agencies and organizations will receive 
transportation services with any of the EDTAP funds the transit system receives? 

I 
C. Will any ofthe subrecipients use their EDTAP sub-allocation as matching funds for any of 
the following programs? (Matchingfirnds for operating assistance only.) 

No 

Can the Community Transit System use any of the EDTAP funds it receives to provide 
transportation for elderly and disabled citizens of the county who are not receiving 
transportation benefits from human service agencies or organizations? 

5310 -Elderly Individuals and Iudividuals with Disabilities Program 
53 11 - Non-urbanized Area Formula Program 
53 16 -Job Access and Reverse Commute Program (JARC) 
53 17 -New Freedom Program 

Yes 

I D. Will any of the subrecipients of EDTAP funds charge a fare for an EDTAP funded trip? I No 1 
I If yes, how much will the fare be? NIA 

I If yes, how will the fare revenue be used? NIA I 
E. Do any of the subrecipients of EDTAP funds prioritize or restrict EDTAP funded services 
based on the purpose, origin, timing or destination of the hip? Yes 



F. Is there a process or policy for detennining when it is appropriate to transfer EDTAP funds 
k o ~ n  one sub-recipient to another to prevent there being unspent funds at the end ofthe period of 
performance? 

G. EDTAP funded services are expected to be provided throughout the entire year. If the 
EDTAP fi~nds are expended in less than a year, will the county provide county funds to prevent 
the discontinuation of transportation services? 
Funds are monitored on a montbly basis. Ii~divitluals may be limited on tlle number of 
trips allowed per month, ia order to sustair~ transportation througl~out the 12 month grant 
period. 



Employment Transportation Assistance Program 

The Employment Transportation Assistance Program (EMPL) is intended to help DSS clients that transitioned 
off Work First or  TANF in the last 12 months, Workforce Develop~nent Program participants and/or the general 
public to travel to work, etnploylnent training and/or other elnployment related destinations. 

. . - . . . . . . . - . . . - .- 
I.:~~~ploy~nclll - . . . . . . ' ~ ' ~ ~ I I s ~ I B ~ I H I ~ u I I  l't.ug1yn~ VLIC$I~IIJ . . . ... .. . - . . . . .. .. 

A.  IJsinc thc i:liciblc 'li.or~s~~ort;uion Exoens: hlatsi.~. list tlie trill I>I I I I~OSI~S  atldlor orlicr sr.~viic< Illat !rill ., - . .  . 
using EMPL funds. (~ligibie ~ranspor?&iotz ~xpense Matrix is in Appendix A of the ROAP State ~ a n a ~ e m i n t  Plan) 

Services provided with EMPL funds by the Work First department include vehicle repairs, taxi fares, bus 
passes, towing assistance, vehicle insurance assistance, and mileage reimbursements for eligible applicants. 

The Conlmunitv Transnortation Proeram uses EMPL funds to ~ rov ide  transportation to and from work, 
c. 

srl~!)ul,-anAjob interviens to residents i ! ~  (lie coan?y wl~ere ~!!!~t l~cr  t rany~ortat io~l  i s  nv@!e. 
13. Ilescribr 111e i~~dividuals who will be eliclible for I.;MI'L li~ndetl trips or wrviccs. - 

These individuals are non-TANF individuals who are low income, or  an individual who is in need of 
transportation who does not have transportation available through by any other means. 

I 
D. Will any of the subrecipients of EMPL funds charge a fare for a EMPL filnded trip? 

G. How will the county determine when "all the county's employment transportation needs have been met?" 
The County will determine that all employment needs have been met when all agencies who assist 
individuals with employment and transportation can verify that needs are met (ie. County Transportation, 
Work First, ESC, etc.) 

No 

If yes, how will the fare revenue be used? N/A 

If yes, how 1nuc11 will the fare be? NIA 

E. Will any of the EMPL fi~nded services be open to citizens in the county who need 
transportation to a job or employment related destination but are not receiving transpottation 
benefits frorn a human service agency or organization? 

F. Is there a process or policy for determining when it is appropriate to transfer funds fvom one 
sub-recipient to another to prevent there being unspent funds at the end of the period of 
oerformance? 

assist wit11 those needs. 
I. Will anv of the subrecinients use their EMPL sub-allocation as matcl~ing funds for any of the I 

Yes 

Yes 

H. Has the county transferred any EMPL funds to EDTAP or RGP in the last two years? 
The Connty previously transferred funding; however, we have located a need for 
employ~nent transportation and started a de~nand response program ill March 2010 to 

- 
following programs7 (Matching funds for opevating assistance only,) 

Yes 

53 10 -Elderly Individuals and Individuals with Disabilities Program 
53 11 - Non-urbanized Area Formula Program 
53 16 J o b  Access and Reverse Colnmute Program (JARC) 
53 17 -New Freedom Program 

J. EMPL funded services are expected to be provided throughout the entire year. If the EMPL 
funds are expended in less than a year, will the county provide county funds to prevent the 
discontinuation of transportation services? 
Funds are monitored on a monthly basis. I~ldividuals may be limited on the number of 
trips allowed per month, in order to sustain transportation throughout the 12 month grant 
~e r i od .  



Rural General Public Program 

The Rural General Public Program assistance funds are intended to provide transportation services for 
individuals &om the county who are not receiving transportation benefits from human service agencies or 
organizations. The county, in consultation with the Community Transportation System, must determine the 
RGP services to be provided with the forlnula RGP funds. 

Rural General Public Program Questions 

C. Will RGP services be restricted or prioritized in any way to control the expenditure of funds 
over time? 

Yes or No 

A. Is the Community Transit System assessing the transportation needs of the transportation 
disadvantaged citizens of ALL ages living in the county? 

B. Has tlie Community Transit System planned how to provide the RGP funded services? 

D. Will RGP services be provided to citizens who need transportation but don't have a human 
service agency or organization to pay for it? 

I 

Yes 

Yes 

E. Since the subrecipient call only use RGP funds to pay for 90% of the cost of a trip, will the 
Community Transit System use fare revenue to generate the local 10% match requirement for 
RGP funds? 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

I If yes, how much will the fare be? $2.05 I 
I If yes, how will the fare revenue be used? To meet local match reqairements I 
I If no, describe the source of the required matching funds? NIA I 

fire dep i~r tn i r~~ts ,  H I I ~  e l ~ i ~ r r l i ~ s  lo-11 the ru-4s. 
I'ra~isit Syste~ii I I S ~  iiny of tllr'ir I<(il' sub-;~llocatio~i as rnil[clli~~g timtls 

. 

F. Will RGP knded trips be coordinated with human service agency trips? 

for any of the following programs?  atch chin^ funds for operating assistance only) 

53 10 -Elderly Individuals and Individuals with Disabilities Program 
53 11 - Non-urbanized Area Formula Program 
53 16 -Job Access and Reverse Commute Program (JARC) 
53 17 -New Freedom Program 

No 

G. How will the Community Transit System market the proposed RGP funded services? 
Tl~rough the Fayetteville Observer, and marketing tl~rough human service agencies, sel~ools, tow11 halls, 

J. RGP funded services are expected to be provided tliroughout the entire year. If the RGP 
funds are expended in less than a year, will the county provide county funds to prevent the 
discontinuation of transportation services? 
Funds are monitored on a monthly basis. lndivid~~als may be limited on the number of 
trips allowed per month, ill order to sustain tra~~sportation t h r o u g l ~ o ~ ~ t  the 12 month grant 
period. 

I. Is any part of the county in an urbanized area according to the 2000 census? Yes 
I 



Supplemental ROAP Program 

We anticipate receiving similar authorization as we  did this fiscal year to move funds from the Public 
Transportation Division's Consolidated Rural Capital Program to the Supplemental ROAP operating assistance 
programs upon General Assembly adoption o f t he  PY201 I state budget, Requesting some o r  all o f  these 
supplemental funds is optional. 

These Supplemental ROAP funds shall be used to initiate new or expanded service or  to continue services that 
began after July 1,2006 with Supple~nental ROAP funds as  the funding source. All eligibility and restrictions 
that apply to the formula ROAP funds apply to the Supple~nental ROAP funds. 

.......... . . . . . .  . ..- . .  . . . . . -  

- -. Sapplcslrnlal . . I:I)'I'Al'O~rtliull~ . .  . . . . . .  .. 
A. Wl~icl~ of tllc SuppllU.l'All s~~brucil)icl~ts i~;ylie cilnl) will bu st;lrli~lg ~new or F 

.... . .  - -. ... . . . .  
Sup~,lrnlrnlal E111'1. Q~trsliola - -. - ..... . . . . .  -. . ... .. ....... 

(i. Wl~icl~ ol'tllc ~ u ; i ~ i l i ~ l ' l ,  sulirccipie~lts in tllc coul~ty will he ~tartitig ~nuw or cup;itldcd soviccs \ \ i l l1  tllcir sub- 

allocation? 
The Ct~mberlaed County Com~i~o~ i i t y  Transportatiot~ Program 

B. New or expanded services might include new fixed or deviated fixed routes, the expansion of the current service 
area, additional days andlor hours of operation, out-of-county service or offering more out-of-county service days. 
Which of these describes the new or expanded service(s) the subrecipients will be providing with SuppEDTAP funds? 
If not in this list, please describe the new or expanded service(s) proposed. 

Funds will be used to provide trips, through a private contractor, for new clients obtaiued through marketing 
of the prograni, as well as those who are on a waiting list for traesportatios to dialysis appointments. There is 
an urgent need in Cumberland County for transportation to dialysis appointments, which these funds will 
greatly assist those who are waiting for traesportatios. 
C. Which of the SuppEDTAP subrecipients will be continuing services that began aAer July 6,2006 with SuppEDTAP 
as the funding source? 

The C~~mber l a r~d  County Comlllunity Transportation Program 

allocation? 
The Cumberland County Community Transportatioll Program 

H. New or expanded services might include new fixed or deviated fixed routes, the expansion of the corrent service 
area, additional days and/or hours of operation, out-of-county service or offering more days out-of-county service days. 
Which of these describes the new or expanded service(s) the subrecipients will be providing with SoppEMPL funds? if 
not in this list, please describe the new or expanded service@) proposed. 

D. Will the SuppEDTAP funded service(s) attract passengers that have not used pi~blic 
transportation in the past? 

E. Will any of the subrecipients use any of their SuppEDTAP sub-allocation as matching funds 
for any of the following programs? (Matching funds for operating assislance only.) 

53 10 -Elderly lndividuals and lndividuals with Disabilities Program 
53 1 1 - Nan-urbanized Area Formula Program 
53 16 -Job Access and Reverse Commute Program (JARC) 
53 17 -New Freedom Program 

F. SuppEDTAP funded services are expected to be provided throughout the entire year. If the 
SuppEDTAP funds are expended in less thau a year, will the county provide county funds to 
prevent the discontinuation of transportation services? 
Fonds are monitored on a tnonthly basis. Ilidivid~~als may be limited on tlie namber of 
trips allowed per month, in order to sostait~ transportatio~i th ro~~ghout  tlie 12 tnontll grant 
neriod. 

Fonds will be used to provide a demand response service to provide transportation to and from work, 
school, arrd job interviews within Cumberland County. The funds will be used to continue this program, which 
began March 8,2010. 

Yes 

No 

No 



I. Which of the SuppEMPL subrecipients will be coutinuing services that began after July 6,2006 wit11 SuppEN 
the funding source? 

The Cumberland Courlty Co~nmunity Transportation Program 

J. Will the SippEMPL funded service(s) attract passengers that have not used public 
transportation in tlle past? 1 Yes 

I 

K. Will any of the subrecipients use any of their SuppRGPMPL sub-allocation as matching 
funds for any of the following programs? (Matching funds for operating assistance only.) 

5310 -Elderly Individuals and Individuals wit11 Disabilities Program 
53 11 - Non-urbanized Area For~nula Program 
53 16 -Job Access and Reverse Commute Program (JARC) 
53 17 -New Freedom Program 

L. SuppEMPL funded services are expected to be provided throughout the entire year. If the 
SuppEMPL funds are expended in less than a year, will the county provide county fi~uds to 
prevent the discontinuation of transportation services? 
Funds are ulonitored 011 a ~nouthly basis. 111dividuals may be limited on the nu~nber  of No 
trips allowed per mosth, ill order to sustain transportation tLrotlg11011t the 12 mouth grast 

..-. . .  ... . . -. -- 
Supplrlnrnl~l Mil' Qucsliut~s ........ . . . . . p . . p . p - . . .  . Vcs er ir 

M. Will the Comlnunity Transportation System be providing a new or expanded service(s) wit11 
their sub-allocation? 

I 

N. New or expanded services might include new fixed or deviated fixed routes, the expansion of the current Serb 
area, additional days andlor hours of operation, out-of-county service or offering more days out-of-county servicl 
Which of these describes the new or expanded service(s) the subrecipients will be providing with SuppRGP fund 
not in this list, please describe the new or expanded service(s) proposed. 

Funds will be used to provide a denland response service to provide t ra~~spor ta t io~l  to aud from worl 
school, shopping, medical appointments, etc. for rural residents. The funds will be used to continue this 

program, wllicll began September 2010. 

0. Will the Community Transportation System be continuing a service that began aRer July I ,  
Yes 

2006 with SuppRGP as the funding source? 

P. Will the SuppRGP funded service(s) attract passengers that have not used public 
Yes 

transportation in the past? 

Q. Will the Community Transportation System use any of their SuppRGP sub-allocation as 
matching funds for any of tlle following programs? (Matching funds for operating assistance 
only.) 

53 10 -Elderly Individuals and Individuals with Disabilities Program No 
53 11 - Non-urbanized Area Formula Program 
53 16 -Job Access and Reverse Co~n~nute Program (JARC) 
53 17 -New Freedom Program 

R. SuppRGP fiinded services are expected to be provided thsoughout the entire year. If the 
SuppRGP funds are expended in less than a year, will the county provide couuty funds to prevent 
the discontinuation of tsansportation services? 
Funds are monitored on a monthly basis. Individuals may he limited on the number of 

No 

trips allowed per mont11, in order to sustain trausportation throughout the 12 month grant 
neriod. 



FY2011 Formula ROAP Sub-Allocation Worksheet 

gencies Receiving Sub-Allocations 

Applicant must calculate Average Cost 
of Trips and Other Services 

Avg Cost of Trip = Suballocation 
Proposed #of Trips 

Avg Cost of Other Serv = Suballocation 
Proposed #of Sew 

FY2009 Statewide Averages 
$12.98 avg cost of trip 

$343.13 avg cost of other service 

Cumberland 
Name of Applicant (County) Signature - MDS Reviewer 
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CERTIFIED STATEMENT 
FY 2011 

RURAL OPERATING ASSISTANCE PROGIUM 
County of Cumberland 

WHEREAS, the state-funded, formula-based Rural Operating Assistance Program (ROAP) administered 
by the North Carolina Department of Transportation, Public Transportation Division provides funding for 
the operating cost of passenger trips and for other transportation services for counties within the state; 

WHEREAS, the county uses the most recent transportation plans ( i s .  CTSP, CTIP, LCP) available and 
other public involvement strategies to learn about the isansportation needs of agencies and individuals in 
the county before determining the sub-allocation of these ROAP funds; 

WHEREAS, the county government is the only eligible recipient of Rural Operating Assistance Program 
funds which are allocated to the counties based on a formula as described in the Progra~n Guidelines 
included in the ROAP application. NCDOT will disburse the ROAP finids only to the county and not to 
any sub-recipients selected by the county; 

WHEREAS, the county finance officer will be considered the county official accountable for the 
ad~ninistration of the Rural Operating Assistance Progra~n in the county, unless otherwise designated by 
the Board of County Commissioners; 

WHEREAS, the passenger trips and transpostation services provided with ROAP funds must be 
accessible to individuals with disabilities and be provided without discrimination on the basis of national 
origin, creed, age, race or gender (FTA C 4702.1A, FTA C 4704.1, Americans with Disabilities Act 
1990); and 

WHEREAS, the period of perfortnance for these funds will be July I ,  2010 to June 30, 201 1 regardless 
of the date on which ROAP funds are disbursed to the county. 

NOW, THEREFORE, by signing below, the duly authorized representatives of the County 
of Cumberland North Carolina certify that the following statements are true and accurate: 

The county employed a documented methodology for sub-allocating ROAP funds that involved the 
participation of eligible agencies and citizens. Outreach efforts to include the participation of the 
elderly and individuals with disabilities, persons with limited English proficiency, minorities and low 
income persons in the county's sub-allocation decision have been documented. 

The county will advise any sub-recipients about the source of the ROAP funds, specific program 
requirements and restrictions, eligible program expenses and reporting requirements. The county will 
be responsible for i~~voicing any sub-recipients for unexpended ROAP funds as needed. 

The county will monitor ROAP funded services routinely to verify that ROAP funds are being spent 
on allowable activities and that the eligibility of service recipients is being properly documented. The 
county will maintain records of trips and sesvices for five years that prove that an eligible citizen was 
provided an eligible service or trip on the billed date, by whatever conveyance at the specified cost. 

* The county will be responsible for monitoring the safety, quality and cost of ROAP funded services 
and assures that any procure~nents by subrecipients for contracted services will follow state 
guidelines. 

The county will conduct regular evaluatio~is of ROAP funded passenger trips and transportation 
services provided throughout the period of performance. 



The county will only use the ROAP funds to provide trips and other transportation services when 
other funding sources are not available for the same purpose or the other funding sources for the same 
purpose have been completely exliausted. 

The county assures that tlie required matching funds for tlie FY2011 ROAP can be generated fsom 
fares and/or provided from local funds. 

The county will notify the Mobility Development Specialist assigned to the county if any ROAP 
funded services are discontinued before the end of the period of performance due to the lack of 
funding. No additional ROAP funds will be available. 

The coutitv manager will vrovide written assurance to the Public Transnortation Division that the ., 
employment transportation needs in the county have been met prior to transferring any Employment 
Trans~ortation Program [EMPL) funds or Supplemental EMPL funds. The letter will describe the 
proceis used to maie this determination. Transfer of EMPL or SuppEMPL funds is prohibited if 
there are any unmet needs or service strategies in the Coordinated Public Transit - Human Services 
Transportation Plan that have not been addressed. 

The county will provide an accounting of trips, services and expenditures in semi-annual reposts to 
NCDOT - Public Transportation Division or its designee. 

Any interest earned on the ROAP funds will be expended for eligible program uses as specified in the 
ROAP application. The County will include ROAP funds received and expended in its annual 
independent audit on the schedule of federal and state financial assistance. Funds passed through to 
otlter agencies will be identified as such. 

The county is applying for the following amounts of FY 201 1 Rural Operating Assistance Program 
funds: 

State-Funded Rural Oprrnting Assistance Progrnnl 

. - - - . . . . - -. . . . - 

WITNESS my hand and county seal, this @day of A u ~ u s t ,  2010. 

Signature of  Board of  County Managcr/Adminislmfor Signatorc of Board of Coonty Canit~~issioners Chairperson 

James E. Martin Billy R. King 

Printed Name of County Maaager/Adminisfrator Printed Namc of Chairl~crson 

State of North Carolina County of Cumberland 



Sample Public Hearing Notice 

This is to inform the public o f  the opportunity to attend a public hearing on the proposed Rural Operating 
Assistance Program (ROAP) application to be submitted to the North Carolina Department o f  
Transportation no later than August 3 1 ,  2010 by the county o f  Cumberland. The public hearing will be 
held on August 16,2010 at 6:45 pm at the Cumberland County Board o f  Commissioners meeting in the 
County Courthouse located at 117 Dick Street. Cumberland County will provide auxiliary aids and 
services under the ADA for disabled persons who wish to participate in the hearing. Anyone requiring 
special services should contact Ms. Kristine Wagner as soon as possible so that arrangements can be 
made. 

The programs included in the Rural Operating Assistance Program application are: 

1 .  Elderly & Disabled Transpo~tation Assistance (EDTAP) Program provides operating assistance for 
the transportation o f  elderly and disabled citizens. 

2. Employment Transportation Assistance Program is intended to provide operating assistance for the 
transportation o f  persons with employment related transportation needs. 

3 .  Rural General Public (RGP) Program fnnds are intended to provide operating assistat~ce for the 
trat~sportation o f  individuals who do not have human service agency assistance to pay for their 
transportation and live in non-urbanized areas. 

The period o f  performance for Rural Operating Assistance Program funds is Julv 1, 2010 throuph June 
30,201 1. The FY2011 ROAP individual program totals are: 

This application may be inspected at the Historic County Courthouse located at 130 Gillespie Street from 

8:00 am to 4:00 pm, Monday thru Friday. Written comments should be directed to Ms. Kristine Wagner, 

Transportation Program Coordinator, 130 Gillespie Street, Fayetteville, NC 28301, before August 13, 

2010. 



Comunicado public0 

Este llamado es para invitar a la comunidad a asistir a la audiencia p6blica sobre la propuesta para someter una 
aplicaci6n del programa Rural Operating Assistance Program (ROAP) a1 Departamento de Transporte de 
Carolina del Norte para el condado de Cumberland. Las aplicaciones se aceptarAn hasta el 3 1 de agosto del 
2010. La audiencia publica se llevara a cab0 el I6 de agosto del2010 a las 6:45 pm durante la reuni6n de 10s 
Comisionados del condado de Cumberland en el Palacio de Justicia ubicado en la calle 117 Dick Street. El 
Condado de Cumberland proveerti ayuda y servicios auxiliases bajo el programa "ADA" a aquellas personas 
discapacitadas que deseen participar en la audiencia. Alguna otra persona que requiera de estos servicios 
especiales debera contactar a la sefiora Kristine Waaner lo antes posible para hacer 10s arreglos necesarios. 

Los programas incluidos en la aplicaci6n para el programa "Rural Operating Assistance Program" son: 

1. Programa "Elderly & Disabled Transportation Assistance (EDTAP)", es un programa que proveerA 
asistencia para la transportaci6n de ancianos y ciudadanos discapacitados. 

2. El programa "Employment Transportation Assistance Program" es propuesto con el objetivo de proveer 
un servicio de asistencia de transportaci6n para aquellas personas empleadas que casecen de un medio de 
transposte. 

3. Los fondos del programa "Rural General Public (RGP)" se usarhn para proveer servicios de transporte a 
aquellas personas que no sean clientes de la agencia de 10s servicios humanos y viven en Areas rurales. 

El periodo de cumplimiento de 10s fondos del programa "Rural Operating Assistance Program" se IlevasA a 
cabo desde el 1 de iulio del2010 hasta el 30 de iunio del2011. Los totales de cada programa del afio fiscal 
2010 a1 201 1 son: 

Esta aplicaci6n puede ser examinada en el Hist6rico Palacio de Justicia del Condado de Cumberland ubicada en 
la calle 130 Gillespie Street desde las 8:OOam hasta las 4:00 pm de Lunes a Viernes. Si tiene algun comentario 
por escrito, envielo a la Sra. Kristine Wagner, 130 Gillespie St., Fayetteville, NC 28301, antes del 13 de agosto 
del2010. 

PROGRAMA 
EDTAP 
EMPL 
RGP 

Supplemental EDTAP 
Supplemental DMPL 
Supplemental RGP 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 
$113,268 
$54,586 
$81,166 
$65,291 
$68,465 
$71,914 
$454,690 



- 
Important - A public hearing MUST be conducted whether or not requested by the Public. 

ROAP PUBLIC HEARING RECORD 

APPLICANT: Countv of Cumberland 

DATE: Auaust 16,2010 

PLACE: Cumberland Countv Courthouse Room 118 

TIME: 6:45 PM 

How many BOARD MEMBERS attended the public hearing? - 
How many members of the PUBLIC attended the public hearing? - 
Public Attendance Surveys 

(Attached) 

(Offered at Public Hearing but none completed) 

I, the undersigned, representing (Legal Name ofApplicant) Countv of Cumberland do hereby 
certify to the North Carolina Department of Transportation, that a Public Hearing was held as 
indicated above and 

During the Public Hearing 

(NO public comments) 

(Public Comments were made and meeting minutes 
will be submitted afler board approval) 

The estimated date for board approval of meeting minutes is: 

Signature of Clerk to the Board 

Printed Name and Title ! 

Date 



Voluntary Title VI Public Involvement 

Title VI of the Civil Right's Act of 1964 requires North Carolina Department of 
Transportation to gather statistical data on participants and beneficiaries of the agency's 
federal-aid highway programs and activities. The North Carolina Department of 
Transportation collects information on race, color, national origin and gender of the 
attendees to this public meeting to ensure the inclusion of all segments of the population 
affected by a proposed project. 

The North Carolina Department of Transportation wishes to clarify that this information 
gathering process is completely voluntary and that you are not required to disclose the 
statistical data requested in order to palticipate in this meeting. This form is a public 
document. 

The completed forms will be held on file at the North Carolina Department of 
Transportation. For Further information regasding this process please contact Sharon 
Lipscomb, the Title VI Manager at telephone number 919.508.1808 or email at 
slipscomb@ncdot.gov. 

I Male Female 

Project Name: ( Date: 
Meeting Location: 
Name (please print) 

After you complete this form, please fold it and place it inside the designated box on the 
registration table. 

Gender: 

I 

General ethnic identification categories (check one) 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

Caucasian I Hispanic American American IndianIAlaskan Native 
African American ( AsianIPacific Islander - Other: 

Color: National Origin: 



JAMES E. MARTIN 
Coun~y Mn~~ngcr  

JUANITA PILGRIM 
Depury Coctnty Managcr 

ITEM NO. 4 f f  16 
AMY H. CANNON 

Asrintnnt County Manager 

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY MANAGER 
P1' Flooc New Courthouse. PO Boa 1829 .Suite 512,. Payetteville, North Carolina 28302-1829 

(910) 678-7723 / (910) 678-7726 . Fax (910) 678-7717 

MEMORANDUM FOR BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS AGENDA OF AUGUST 16,2010 

TO: BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: JAMES E. MARTIN. COUNTY MANAGER ((- 
~3 

DATE: AUGUST 11,2010 

SUBJECT: CONSIDERATION OF CUMBERLAND COUNTY POLICY COMMITTEE 
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

The Cumberland County Policy Committee met on Thursday, August 5, 2010 to discuss the 
following items: 

A) Consideration of Proposed Amendment to Funeral Leave in Personnel Ordinance 

B) Discussion of Petition from Point East Subdivision Property Owners Requesting County 
Assistance to Repair the Dam 

Backup for the aboveinentioned items and the "DRAFT" minutes are included as attaclunents. 

/ct 

Attachments 

Celebrlating Our P2st. . .En~braci~g Our Frm~re 

EASTOVER - FALCON - FAYETTEVILLE - GODWIN - HOPE MILLS - LINDEN - SPRING LAKE - STEDMAN - WADE 



ITEM NO. L/4- 

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Courthotisc, 117 Ilick Streel - Suilc 551 ' P.0 Hox 1829 I:nprttevillc, North Carolina 28302-1829 

(910) 678-7762 ' Fax: (910) 678-7758 

MEMO FOR THE AGENDA OF THE 
AUGUST 16,2010 MEETING OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

TO: Bd. of Commissioners; Co. Manager; Dep. Co. Manager; HR Director 
FROM: Co. Atty. I@ 
DATE: August 11,2010 
SUBJECT: Proposed Amendment to Funeral Leave in Personnel Ordinance 

At its August 5, 2010 meeting the Policy Committee voted to forward a proposed 
amendment of the funeral leave policy to the Board of Commissioners. Due to the 
follow-up discussions anlong staff and Commissioner Edge's necessary absence from the 
regular Board meeting, Policy Committee Chair Gilfus concurred with the staffs request 
to remove this item from the August 16 agenda. It will be presented at a later meeting. 



ROBEKT N. SSANGER, P.E. 
<:<,,,,,,Y I:ng,3lecr 

SAM LIJCAS 
l<r,xi,>~~r,,,gl'c<l,r,,~,,,,, I I 

WAYNE DUDLEY, C M  
l;r,g,,,~<r,>,g 'I'~<II~,,~,,,,, 1 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 
Historic ( : O L I ~ L ~ I O L I S C ,  I30  (;illcsf)i~ S ~ I . ~ I .  l).O. 1 3 ~ 7 ~  I820 e I : ~ ~ ' c I I c v ~ ~ ~ c ,  Nor t l~  (:at.oli~n 28302-1820 

7-clcpl~onc ('110) 678-7636 @ Fax (9  S O )  678-7635 

August 5,2010 

MEMORANDUM ITEM NO. & 
TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: ROBERT N. STANGER, COUNTY ENGINEER @ 
THROUGEI: JAMES E. MARTIN, COUNTY MANAGER $- 
SUBJECT: PETITION ITROM POINT EAST SUBDIVISION PROPERTY OWNERS 

REQUESTING COUNTY ASSISTANCE TO REPAIR TIIE DAM 

BACKGROUND 

The Board of County Commissioners, at its Junc 21, 2010 meeting, refcrred to tlie County I'olicy 
Committee tlie rcqucst for assistance from the property owners in Point East Subdivision to breach tlie dam 
of the lake within this subdivision. Thc County Attorney advised the Board that there was no statutory 
authority for the County to undertake a special assessment project to breach a dam and that the property 
owners would need to petition the Board to repair the dam. The Point East Homeow~iers Association is 
currently under a Dam Safety Order from NCDENR to repair or permanently breach tlie darn. 

A new petition from tlie property owners in Point East Subdivision requesting the County undertake a 
special assessment project to repair the dam was received on July 20, 2010. The petition was signed by 9 of 
15 property owners (60%) having 10 of 17 lots (59%) on the lake. The petition has been reviewed by tlie 
County Engineering Department. 

The request was presented to the Policy Committee at its August 5, 2010 meeting. The deficiencies with 
the dam and the requirements in tlie NC Administrative Code - Title 15A, Subcliapter 2K - Dain Safety for 
sinall high hazard (Class C) dams were reviewed with tlie coininittee. Attached for reference is the 
memorandum to the County Policy Cornrnittee dated July 28, 2010. 

RECOMMENDATION/PROPOSED ACTION 

Managemelit and staff recommended that the Policy Committee take no action regarding the request to 
repair the dam until such time that an approved repair plan from Darn Safety be obtained by the Point East 
Homeowners Association so that tlie cost of the repairs cat1 be reasonably estimated. The Policy Committee 
endorsed management's recommendation and instructed staff to work with the Point East Homeowners 
Association, its engineer, Averette Engineering, atid NC Dam Safety to determine with more certainty the 
extent of the investigative work and repair work required to meet Dam Safety requirements. 

EhTOVEII - FALCON - FAYETTT:VlI.LE - GODWIN - tIOPEMlLLS - LINDEN - SPRINGLAKE - STTEDMAN - WADE 



ROBERT N. S'rANGER, P.E. 
('au~lry Etipinc?~. 

SAM LUCAS 
EnCinrct~i~~gT;cl~c~icinn I I 

WAYNE DUDLEY, CFM 
Engirtcwing I ' r c l ~ n i c i . l n  I 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 
Historic Courthoi~se, 130 Gillcspie Strrct 0 P.O. Box 1829 e Fayctrcville, North Carolina 28302-1829 

Tclrphonc (910) 678-7636 0 Fax (9I0) 678-7635 

July 28, 2010 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: COUNTY POLICY COMMITTEE 

FROM: ROBERT N. STANGER, COUNTY ENGINEER %@ 

THROUGH: JAMES E. MARTIN, COUNTY MANAGER 

SUBJECT: PETITION FROM POINT EAST SUBDIVISION PROPERTY OWNERS 
REQUESTING COUNTY ASSISTANCE TO REPAIR THE DAM 

BACKGROUND 

The Board of County Commissioners, at its June 21, 2010 meeting, referred to the County Policy 
Committee the request for assistance from the property owners in Point East Subdivision to breach the dam 
of the lake within this subdivision. The County Attorney advised the Board that there was no statutory 
authority for the County to undertake a special assessment project to breach a dam and that the property 
owners would need to petition the Board to repair the dam. The Point East Hotneowners Association is 
currently under a Dam Safety Order kom NCDENR to repair or permanently breach the dam. 

Attached is a copy of the petition received on July 20, 2010 requesting the County undertake a special 
assessment project to repair the dam in Point East Subdivision. The petition was signed by 9 of 15 property 
owners (60%) having 10 of 17 lots (59%) on the lake. The petition has been reviewed by the County 
Engineering Department. 

According to Steve Cook, Fayetteville Regional Engineer with NCDENR, the dam is considered a small 
high hazard (Class C) dam due to the potential loss of life and property to downstream properties in the 
event of failure. The deficiencies with the dam include: 

Tree growth on the dam causing stability problems 
Undermining of the principal spillway pipe 
Severe erosion of the emergency spillway 
Potentially inadequate spillway capacity 

The North Carolina Administrative Code - Title 15A, Subchapter 2K - Dam Safety, sets forth the provisions 
for the construction, repair, alteration and removal of a dam regulated by the State. Submission of an 
application together with a preliminary and final design report and approval by NCDENR is required prior 
to commencing any work. 

E ~ O V E R  . FALCON - FAYEmVILLE - GODWIN - HOPE MILLS - LINDEN - SPRlNG LAKE - sIEDMAN - WADE 



Certain investigations must be complcted, prior to submission of the final plans, relating to the foundation 
and abutments of the dam, construction materials proposed for the dam, survey of the downstrealn area to 
delineate the area of potential damage in case of failure, aud hydrology of tlie watershed upstream of the 
dam. Soil borings, test pits and other subsurface exploration will bc necessary to evaluate tlie condition of 
the existing earthen dam. A report prepared by a qualified geologist is required for Class C dams. 

The spillway system (primary and enlergency spillways) must be designed with an adequate capacity to 
pass the flow from the design storm which for small Class C dams is the one-third probable maximum 
precipitation (113 PMP). A hydraulic study of the existing spillway system is necessaly to confirm the 
capacity and determine if additional irnprovements beyond the repair work are required. 

A seepage analysis must be conducted to demonstrate that the dam is constructed to prevent the 
development of instability due to excessive seepage forces, uplift forces, or loss of materials in the 
embankment. This analysis will require the installation of piezometers to confirm the location of the 
phreatic surface (free water level) assumed for seepage and slope stability analyses. 

An operation and maintenance plan must be developed for the dam. 

The Point East Ho~neowners Association contracted with Averette Engineering Company to conduct a 
preliminary feasibility study of the dam. Mr. Dave Averette, I'.E., indicated that the cost to repair the dam 
could range from $75,000 to $200,000 depending on the repair plan approved by NCDENR and the extent 
of the work the property owners would be willing to do themselves, such as removing and disposing of the 
trees on the dam. In my opinion, until a final design report is prepared, the investigative work completed, 
and a repair plan approvetl by Dam Safety, it is difficult to provide an accurate estimate of the cost to repair 
Point East Dam. 



PETITION REQUESTING SPECIAL ASSESShENT 
TO REPAlR THE DAM AT POINT EAST SUBDIVISION 

To The Cumberland County Board of Commissioners: 

We, the undersigned property owners in Point East Subdivision offNC Highway 87, petition the 
Board of Commissioners to initiate a special assessment project to make certain improvements and 
repairs to the dam in Point East Subdivision, pursuant to Article 9 of Chaptcr 153A of the North 
Carolina General Statutes. We understand that the total project cost will be assessed to the property 
owners of the land surrounding, abutting or near the lake in Point East Subdivision and that an equitable 
method of said assessments shall be determined by the Board of Commissioners consistent with the 
enabling legislation. We also understand that the total project cost shall include the cost of engineering 
studies, design, construction, financing, and other miscellaneous costs necessary for the completion of 
the project. 



PETITION REQUESTING SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 
TO REPAIR THE DAM AT POINT EAST SUBDIVISION 

To The Cumberland County Board of Commissioners: 

We, the undersigned property owners in Point East Subdivision offNC Highway 87, petition the 
Board of commissioners to initiate a special assessment project to make certain improvements and 
repairs to the dam in Point East Subdivision, pursuant to Article 9 of Chapter 153A of the North 
Carolina General Statutes. We understand that the total project cost will be assessed to the property 
owners of the land surrounding, abutting or near the lake in Point East Subdivision and that an equitable 
method of said assessments shall be determined bv the Board of Commissioners consistent with the 
enabling legislation. We also understand that the total project cost shall include the cost of engineering 
studies, design, construction, financing, and other miscellaneous costs necessary for the completion of 
the project. 

Printed Name Mailing Address Signature 



PETITION REQUESTING SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 
TO REPAIR THE DAM AT POINT EAST SUBDIVISION 

To The Cumberland County Board of Commissioners: 

We, the undersigned property owners in Point East Subdivision off NC Highway 87, petition the 
Board of Commissioners to initiate a special assessment project to make certain improvements and 
repairs to the dam in Point East Subdivision, pursuant to Article 9 of Chapter 153A of the North 
Carolina General Statutes. We understand that the total project cost will be assessed to the property 
owners of the land surrounding, abutting or near the lake in Point East Subdivision and that an equitable 
method of said assessments shall be determined by the Board of Commissioners consistent with the 
enabling legislation. We also understand that the total project cost shall include the cost of engineering 
studies, design, construction, financing, and other miscellaneous costs necessary for the co~npletion of 
the project. 

Printed Name Mailing Address 
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DRAFT 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY POLICY COMMITTEE 

NEW COURTHOUSE, 117 DICK STREET, 5TH FLOOR, ROOM 564 
AUGUST 5,2010 - 9:30 AM 

MNUTES 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Commissioner Phillip Gilfus, Chair 
Commissioner Ed Melvin 
Commissioner Kenneth Edge 

OTHERS PRESENT: James Martin, County Manager 
Juanita Pilgrim, Deputy County Manager 
Amy Cannon, Assistant County Manager 
Rick Moorefield, County Attorney 
Bob Stanger, County Engineer 
Sally Shutt, Communications Manager 
Mary Smith, Payroll Supervisor 
Daryl Cobranchi, President Point East Subdivision HOA 
Dave Averette, Averette Engineering Company 
Candice White, Deputy Clerk to the Board 
Press 

Commissioner Phillip Gilfus called the meeting to order. 

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: JUNE 3,2010 MEETING 

MOTION: Commissioner Edge moved to approve as presented. 
SECOND: Commissioner Melvin 
VOTE: UNANIMOUS 

2. CONSIDERATION OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO FUNERAL LEAVE 
IN PERSONNEL ORDINANCE 

Commissioner Gilfus called on James Martin, County Manager, who stated several years 
ago a revision was made to the funeral leave section of the personnel ordinance and since 
that time, issues have arisen and the ordinance needs to be more restrictive in what it 
provides for. 

Rick Moorefield, County Attorney, stated an employee committee provided input on a 
previous draft of the funeral leave section of the personnel ordinance but management 
had requested a redraft that would tighten administration of the policy and reduce the 
amount of leave that would be available. Mr. Moorefield explained one of the problems 
was language that allowed for "three (3) working days" and variances therein depending 



DRAFT 
on the number of hours in a shift. Mr. Moorefield further explained there was also no 
provision in the ordinance that indicated when a supervisor was to be notified and as a 
result notification had been handled differently from department to department. Mr. 
Moorefield advised substantial amendments to the ordinance include defining leave by 
the number of hours as opposed to the number of days and removing the provision for 
"persons living within the household". 

Mr. Moorefield advised some employees and a commissioner had expressed concern 
regarding the removal of "persons living within the household" because it did not afford 
employees living in an unmarried relationship with a domestic partner with the same 
accoutrements as those who were married and living with their spouse. Mr. Moorefield 
stated questions can arise in domestic partners relationships when it comes to the 
partner's family members, but it is still a legitimate concern for employees with domestic 
partners and it was impossible to draft language that specifically covered every possible 
circumstance. 

Mr. Moorefield further advised funeral leave is not a requirement under federal or state 
law but is a privilege granted by the county. Mr. Moorefield stated the proposed 
amendment meets management's objective by clearly defining what is available, when it 
is available and to whom it is available. 

In response to a question posed by Juanita Pilgrim, Deputy County Manager, Mr. 
Moorefield clarified funeral leave for Section 10-1 16. (c) (4) would be the same allowed 
for in Sections 10-116. (c) (1) and (2). In response to a question posed by Commissioner 
Edge, Mr. Moorefield further clarified that sick leave could not be used as funeral leave 
under the county's personnel ordinance. 

Mr. Martin explained the proposed amendment allows eight (8) to twenty-four (24) hours 
leave depending on the relationship of the decedent whereas the cuwent ordinance allows 
for three (3) days. Mr. m art in further explained experience has demonstrated that 
employees will take the full three (3) days whatever the circumstances and it has been 
viewed as a three (3) day right as opposed to a three (3) day need. 

Mr. Moorefield advised the proposed amendment would not limit employees from taking 
other time, such as exempt time, annual leave or compensatory time, to supplement or in 
place of funeral leave should they have the need and time available. Mr. Martin 
coni'irnled that employees can take sick leave to attend to an immediate family member 
who is ill. Mr. Moorefield advised the proposed ordinance amendment reduces the 
number of hours available for funeral leave dependent on the relationship of the 
employee to the decedent and limited to the time period actually including the date of the 
funeral or memorial service. 

Ms. Pilgrim asked whether weekends would be included, particularly for those 
occurrences involving out of town travel. Mr. Moorefield stated it would be twenty-four 
(24) consecutive hours of scheduled work time including the day of the funeral/memorial 
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service with the idea that if an employee is not scheduled to work, they will not need nor 
be eligible for the leave time. 

Commissioner Gilfus stated he could understand going from days to hours and he could 
understand the notice requirement, but the definitions of family are problematic for him 
because in the mid-twenty-first century the nuclear family is no longer the statutory 
definition. Commissioner Gilfus inquired whether discretion of the supervisor could be 
written into the policy. Mr. Moorefield responded the department head or the county 
manager have the right under the existing ordinance and proposed amendment to request 
documentation but that is the only discretion provided under the ordinance. 

Mr. Moorefield stated the county pays out a substantial amount of money for funeral 
leave, which is an administrative issue in terms of the budget. In response to a question 
posed by Commissioner Edge, Mr. Moorefield stated funeral leave was not a benefit 
widely offered by employers but it was not uncommon and was aimed at making a very 
difficult time more bearable for employees. Mr. Moorefield explained under the 
proposed amendment, public safety and emergency services staff may be treated 
differently in some instances because there could be a funerallmemorial service during a 
time in which they were not scheduled to work for a three (3)-day period, thus they 
would not qualify for any funeral leave. 

Mr. Martin stated under the current policy, staff were taking and were allowed to take 
three (3) days funeral leave in instances in which the funerallmemorial service was on a 
weekend. Mr. Martin further stated administration is attempting to address something 
that has become an issue. Mr. Moorefield described a specific issue that had asisen 
under the current ordinance. 

Commissioner Gilfus suggested the definition of "family members" under the proposed 
ordinance amendment be defined as bloodline plus the immediate household. 

Commissioner Edge stated he had no problem with twenty-four (24) hours and the 
definition of "family members" as proposed, but he was not clear regarding notification 
on the "end of the employee's first scheduled work day". Mr. Moorefield explained 
under the current ordinance there is no specific notification requirement and it is not 
unreasonable to expect an employee to contact their supervisor by the end of the first day 
on which they expected to request the leave to let their supervisor know why they were 
absent. Mr. Moorefield further stated this has not always been done under the current 
ordinance. 

Commissioner Gilfus stated with the increasing diversity in the workplace, his thoughts 
were for a mix of the new and the old definitions to include any persons living within the 
household. Commissioner Gilfus further stated given subsections (C) (I), (2) and (3) of 
the proposed ordinance amendment in which different hours are given depending on the 
family relationship, he would make a motion as follows: 
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MOTION: Commissioner Gilfus moved to create a family relationship definition that 

would include those living within the employee's household in addition to 
families as defined under the current ordinance. 

Mr. Martin suggested the inclusion of (C) (4) to clarify that the half, step, foster and in- 
law relationships apply to the relationships listed specifically in (C) (I), (2), and (3). 

Commissioner Edge asked how one would know who is residing the household. Mr. 
Moorefield responded the issue would be the same as knowing whether an employee's 
reported relationship with the decedent was actually as the employee stated, in other 
words, how would a supervisor know an employee's grandparent. Mr. Moorefield stated 
there is no good basis on which to make such determinations. 

Commissioner Gilfus called for a second to his motion. The motion died due to lack of a 
second. 

Mr. Moorefield stated he views the proposed ordinance amendment as a way to address 
the specific concerns of management in the way the ordinance is administered. Mr. 
Moorefield further stated the proposal before the committee is the second version to 
come from the legal department; the first version contained all the considerations having 
been discussed. Mr. Moorefield stated the objective he was given was to tighten up the 
ordinance to restrict the amount of hours the county pays for funeral leave in a reasonable 
way. Mr. Moorefield stated the proposed ordinance amendment directly ties the leave to 
the funeral/memorial service. 

Mary Smith, Payroll Supervisor, reported the county paid out $9,300 for funeral leave 
during the last payroll period. 

MOTION: Commissioner Edge moved to approve the recommendations as proposed. 
SECOND: Commissioner Melvin 
VOTE: PASSED by a vote of 2 in favor (Commissioners Edge and Melvin) to 1 in 

opposition (Commissioner Gilfus). 

3. DISCUSSION OF REQUEST FROM POINT EAST SUBDIVISION 
PROPERTY OWNERS 

Mr. Martin introduced Daryl Cobranchi, President Point East Subdivision HOA, and 
Dave Averette, Averette Engineering Company. Commissioner Gilfus called on Bob 
Stanger, County Engineer, who stated at the request of the Board of Commissioners 
during their June 21, 2010 meeting, the Point East Subdivision property owners' request 
was referred to the Policy Committee for additional consideration. Mr. Stanger further 
stated at that meeting Mr. Moorefield advised there was no statutory authority for the 
county to undertake a special assessment project to breach a dam and the property owners 
would need to petition the Board to repair the dam. 



Mr. Stanger explained the original petition received from the property owners was for the 
dam to be breached. Mr. Stanger stated following his discussions with Mr. Cobranchi, 
another petition was received requesting that the county undertake a special assessment 
project to repair the dam. Mr. Stanger further stated the petition was signed by nine (9) 
of the fifteen (15) property owners that reside on the lake and there are seventeen (17) 
lots that surround the lake with about forty properties of different class distinctions being 
located in the entire Point East Subdivision. Mr. Stanger explained the properties 
adjoining the lake would be the only properties assessed should the county undeltake the 
project. 

Mr. Stanger outlined deficiencies with the dam as follows: tree growth on the dam 
causing stability problems; undermining of the principal spillway pipe; severe erosion of 
the emergency spillway; and potentially inadequate spillway capacity. Mr. Stanger stated 
he researched the North Carolina Administrative Code for provisions related to the 
construction, repair, alteration and removal of a dam regulated by the State, and the code 
required an application together with a preliminary and final design report and approval 
by the NCDENR prior to commencing any work on the dam. 

Mr. Stanger explained investigations would have to be completed prior to submission of 
the final plans relating to the foundation and abutments of the dam, construction material 
proposed for the dam, survey of the downstream area to delineate the area of potential 
damage in case of failure, and hydrology of the watershed upstream of the dam. Mr. 
Stanger further explained subsurface exploration would be necessary to evaluate the 
condition of the existing earthen dam and a report prepared by a qualified geologist 
would be required for the small Class C dam in the Point East Subdivision. Mr. Stanger 
reviewed design requirements for the spillway system and the seepage analysis that 
would have to be conducted. Mr. Stanger stated an operation and maintenance plan must 
be developed for the dam. 

Mr. Stanger advised the homeowners association contracted with Averette Engineering 
Company to conduct a preliminary feasibility study of the dam. Mr. Stanger stated he 
asked Mr. Cobranchi to invite Mr. Averette to attend the meeting so he could give the 
committee information on the level of engineering work he had accomplished to date. 
Mr. Stanger further stated he did not include a recommendation to the committee because 
in his opinion until the final reports are prepared, the investigative work is completed and 
a repair plan is completed by Dam Safety, it is difficult to access what the repairs and 
cost will be. Mr. Stanger explained he did not want to present to the Board of 
Commissioners a cost that could change like what happened in the Lake Upchurch 
project. 

Mr. Cobranchi explained the HOA had been in contact with Dam Safety and had a list of 
the deficiencies and what needed to be done to meet current code. Mr. Cobranchi further 
explained Mr. Averette sent his plans to the state and received a response that if the work 
was completed according to the plans, the dam would meet code. Mr. Stanger stated he 
had subsequent discussions with Steve McElroy, Dam Safety Engineer, and Mr. McElroy 
had asked what geo-technical evaluation was going to be done on the dam and was it 
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included in the scope of work. Mr. Stanger further stated the indication he got from Mr. 
McElroy was that there were some concerns regarding the stability of the dam and Dam 
Safety wanted a geo-technical evaluation to determine that it is stable. Mr. Cobranchi 
stated this was the first he had heard about the need for a geo-technical evaluation. Mr. 
Averette stated there had been nothing included about the stability of the dam itself. 

Mr. Averette explained that he had developed the preliminary plans in an effort to 
address the concerns that had been expressed to him by Dam Safety. Mr. Averette stated 
he had investigated the possibility of getting the dam re-classified where it was not a 
high-hazard dam and a non-regulated dam in order to get the dam in a repair situation. 
Mr. Averette stated the NCDENR regulations for repair of the dam are very costly and 
when considering the small size of the HOA, it is not practical to repair or breach the 
dam. Mr. Averette further stated efforts continue to get the dam non-regulated. Mr. 
Averette concurred that efforts probably need to be made to get information on the 
engineering data, but at present he would likely say it is high-hazard or right on the brink 
of being so. 

Mr. Cobranchi stated the HOA has been told by the NCDENR that they have to either 
breach or repair the dam. Mr. Cobranchi further stated the HOA can not borrow the 
money commercially, can not force property owners who are directly affected to pay the 
special assessment and the lien for the special assessment would only be paid when the 
property owners sell their homes. Mr. Cobranchi further stated the only option available 
was to approach the County Commissioners and request a special assessment for repair 
and should they not be willing to do that, then the HOA is stuck in terms of dealing with 
the NCDENR. Mr. Cobranchi reviewed efforts that had been made to donate the land. 
Mr. Cobranchi spoke to the decrease in property values for lots surrounding the lake and 
stated if the dam is repaired, values will increase about $25,000 per lot. 

Mr. Martin briefly described the former Lake Upchurch project which had been funded 
through a county assessment which was much greater than the initial estimate and stated 
in order for the county and the subdivision property owners to avoid that same situation, 
staff feels they need realistic cost estimates for everything that has to be accomplished. 
Mr. Stanger concurred and stated particularly on a project this small with a limited base 
(17 properties) paying the assessment. Mr. Stanger mentioned that the Lake Upchurch 
project included more than 100 parcels. Commissioner Melvin concurred. 

Mr. Cobranchi inquired regarding the information the county would need. Mr. Stanger 
stated the county needed an approved repair plan signed off by the NCDENR, which 
would provide a good basis for determining the cost and offer some assurance. Mr. 
Stanger suggested the next step might be for Mr. Averette and he to meet with Mr. 
McElroy of the NCDENR to make sure all understand exactly what analysis the state is 
going to require. Mr. Averette stated things would have to go further in order for a 
detailed plan to be developed and agreed that a plan and contract should be secured 
before the county gets involved. Mr. Averette stated the problem is the HOA can not pay 
for it. 
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Mr. Moorefield inquired regarding the cost for the planning process. Mr. Averette 
responded an additional $7,500 to the $2,500 already paid to him, which may not include 
subsurface investigations and other things the NCDENR may require. 

Mr. Martin stated the reason the county has not elected to take on the project is the issue 
of not knowing what Dam Safety will require which will ultimately determine the cost of 
the project. 

Mr. Cobranchi inquired whether the Board of Commissioners could levy a special 
assessment for the project in phases because he did not know how the property owners 
could come up with $10,000. Mr. Moorefield explained that was not legally permissible 
because the project might not proceed past the initial design phase. Mr. Martin inquired 
whether the HOA had the authority to assess its property owners. Mr. Cobranchi stated 
the bylaws provide for special assessments but the problem is there is no enforcement 
mechanism. Mr. Moorefield advised the HOA had the right to foreclose on assessments 
levied against the properties. Mr. Moorefield expressed concern that should the HOA not 
be willing to come up with $10,000, then why would the county assess and levy 
properties for a much larger amount. Mr. Cobranchi stated he was not aware the HOA 
could force property owners to pay through foreclosure. Mr. Moorefield advised an 
HOA lien would be of the same nature as a county assessment lien and would by statute 
be positioned ahead of a mortgage. 

Commissioner Gilfus stated Mr. Stanger and Mr. Averette need to meet with the 
NCDENR together to determine what needs to be done and hopefully come back next 
month with some county/NCDENR plans. 

4. OTHER MATTERS OF BUSINESS 

There were no other matters of business. 

MEETING ADJOURNED: 11 :00 AM 



JAMES E. MARTIN 
County Mnnngct 
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MEMORANDUM FOR BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS AGENDA OF AUGUST 16,2010 

TO: BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: ,JAMES E. MARTIN, COUNTY MANAGER 

DATE: AUGUST 11,2010 

SUBJECT: CONSIDERATION OF CUMBERLAND COUNTY FACILITIES 
COMMITTEE REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

The Cumberland County Facilities Committee met on Tuesday, August 10, 2010 to discuss the 
following items: 

A) Detention Center Expansion Project 

B) Potential Re-Use of Old Public I-Iealth Center 

Backup for the abovementioned items are included as attachments. The minutes for this 
particular meeting will be provided to you as soon as they are finalized. 

/ct 

Attachments 

Cefebta~i/ig Out Past. . .E~~ibracing Otrt Ftmn.e 

EASTOVER - FALCON - L'AYETTEVILLE - GODWIN - HOPE MILLS - LINDEN -SPRING LAKE - STEDMAN - WADE 



ROBERT N. STANGER, P.E. 
( : o i i n ~ ~  l i r i g ~ i ~ r r i  

SAM LUCM 
l :ng#r>ccrr r~g ' I 'c t~ l~tmci ; ! t~  I I 

WAYNE DUDIEY. CFM 
linF"""."'g 'rf~I1111~i:lli I 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 
I-listoric (:oiirrlio~lsc, 130 C;illcspic Strcct 0 1'.0. 130s 1829 a I~~i~ri.tc~illc, Nort:h (:a~,olii~;i 28.302-1 82') 

'I~clcphotic ( 9  10) 678-7636 0 1:nx (910) (178-7035 

August 10,2010 

MEMORANDUM 
ITEM NO, 54- 

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: ROBERT N. STANGER, COUNTY ENGINEER +%@ 

THROUGH: JAMES E. MARTIN, COUNTY MANAGER 6P 
SUBJECT: DETENTION CENTER EXPANSION PROJECT 

BACKGROUND 

In June 201 0, the Board of Commissioners budgeted futlds ($3 Million) for future expansion of  
the existing County Detention Center and directed management to tnove forward with the processes 
needed for the expansion project by taking it fotward to the Facilities Comnittee. 

The Sheriffs Office made a presentation to the Facilities Committee, at its August 10, 2010 meeting, 
that reviewed the need for expanding the Detention Center, the nutnber and type of housing required 
based on current and future inmate population, and preliminary costs. Attached is a copy of the 
PowerPoint presentation together with a tentative schedule for the Detention Center Expansion Project. 
The proposed expansion of the Detention Center requested by the Sheriffs Office is 256 beds in four 
(4) - 32 cell double bunk housing units. The preliminary project estimate is $15 Million including 
construction, design fees, materials testing, special inspection fees, furnishings and equipment. The 
estimated tunefiame from solicitation of architectural services through issuance of a certificate of 
occupancy is 39 months. 

Management recommended that the County Facilities Cotnmittee approve moving fonvard with 
solicitation of architectural services for the Detention Center Expansion Project. The Facilities 
Committee endorsed Management's recotnmendation and requested that staff consider the design of 
the coinplete build-out of the site and bring back a status report of the progress at the next Facilities 
Committee meeting. 

RECOMMENDATIONIPROPOSED ACTION 

The recomnendation of County Management, Sheriffs Office and the County Facilities Committee is 
to proceed with solicitation of architectural services for the Detention Center Expansion Project. 

The proposed action by the Board is to follow the staff recommendation. 

Ct*/cf~r;~ti~~~r Oilr F);j.st. . , /?II~[~I.;IC~~I~ 011r Filt11rc 
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August 11,2010 
ITEM NO. 6x5 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: ROBERT N. STANGER, COUNTY ENGINEER '@ 

THROUGH: JAMES E. MARTIN, COUNTY MANAGER 

SUBJECT: POTENTIAL RE-USE OF OLD PUBLIC HEALTH CENTER 

BACKGROUND 

In December 2009, the Board of Co~mnissioners endorsed the concept of renovating the old 
Public Health Center for re-use as County Administrative Offices and instructed staff to solicit 
architectural services to prepare a building program, schematic plans and detailed cost estimate 
for the renovation project. In March 2010, Gordon Johnson Architecture in collaboration with 
Calloway, Johnson, Moore & West was hired to provide the necessary architectural services. 
During the past several months, the architects have been working with staff of the departments 
that would potentially be relocated to the renovated facility to develop the building program that 
sets forth the space requirements and functional relationships. Based on the approved building 
program, a schematic floor plan was developed together with a detailed estimate ofthe 
renovation costs. 

The architectural team made a presentation to the Facilities Committee, at its August 10, 2010 
mccting, to review the building program, schematic floor plans, potential building exterior and 
site imnprovements, cost estimate and phasing of construction for the Committee's consideration. 
Attached is the proposed schematic floor plan for the third floor and conceptual exterior 
improvements. 

Discussions by the Facilities Committee members focused on the building renovations needed to 
relocate a consolidated Emergency Services organization. County Information Services, to the 
extent required to support Emergency Services, would also relocate to renovated space on the 
third floor adjacent to Emergency services. 

Given the budgetary constraints, Management had envisioned a phased approach to the 
renovation work at the Old Public Health Center. The Phase One renovation work would consist 
of the following: 
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* Demolition of the interior space on all floors 

Renovate the third floor for Emergency Services and Information Services 
Install an independent mechanical system with emergency power for the third floor 
Provide an independent entrance to the third floor to minimize disruption during the 
second phase of construction 
Replace all exterior windows 
Construct the floor extensions with glass facades on the east and west elevations 
Install lateral bracing of the structure to meet building code for seismic loading 
Upgrade existing elevators 

The project architects estimate that Phase One renovation work would cost approximately $5 
Million to include demolition, construction, design services, material testing services, furniture, 
fixtures and data cabling. The estimated construction duration is 8 to 10 months. 

Management indicated that hnding for thc Phase One renovation work would come fiom E- 
91 11Emergency Telephone funds ($1.66 Million) and Designated Reserve for Forlner Health 
Center ($3.88 Million) reserved for the project but not budgeted. With the funding sources 
identified, Management recommended that the County proceed with Phase One renovations at 
the Old Public Health Center. The Facilities Committee concurred with this recommendation. 

RECOMMENDATIONIPROPOSED ACTION 

The recommendation of Management, County Engineer and Facilities Committee is to proceed 
with Phase One renovation work at the Old Public Health Center as outlined above. 

The proposed action by the board is to follow the staffrecornmendation. 







ITEM NO. b 
Lori Epler, 

Chair 
Cumberland County 

Roy Turner, 
Vice-Chair 

Cumberland County 

Garland C. Hostetter, 
Town of Spring Lake 

Harvey Cain, Jr., 
Town of Stedma~~ 

Patricia Hall, 
Tojvn of Hope Mills 
Charles C. Morris, 
Town of Linden 

TO: 

CUMBERLAND 
COUNTY 

COUNTY of CUMBERLAND 
6 

Planning & Inspections Department 

MEMORANDUM 

August 6,2010 

JAMES MARTIN, COUNTY MANAGER 

Thomas J. Lloyd, 
Direcfor 

Cecil P. Combs, 
Deputy Director 

Walter Clark 
Sam E. Piland. 

Cumberland County 

Benny Pearce, 
Town of Eastover 

Donovan McLamin, 
Wade, Falcon & Godwin 

FROM: CECIL P. COMBS, DEPUTY DIRECTOR PLANNING & 
INSPECTION, CO-CHAIR CUMBERLAND COUNTY COMPLETE 
COUNT COMMITTEE 

THRU: THOMAS J. LLOYD, DIRECTOR PLANNING & 

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR SHORT PRESENTATION REGARDING 
RESULTS FROM THE 2010 CENSUS AT AUGUST 16,2010 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONER'S MEETING 

As co-chair of the Cumberland County Complete Count Committee I am requesting to 
be placed on the August 16,2010 Board of Commissioner's meeting to share infolmation 
as to the county's results in the 2010 census. Mr. Teny Henderson, Partnership Specialist 
and Mr. Alvin Howe, manager of the local census office will provide statistical data 
pertaining to Cumberland County's efforts. This information was previously discussed 
with the Complete Count Committee on July 19,201 0. 
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August 6, 2010 

ITEM NO. '14- 
Aucrust 16.2010 Agenda Item 

TO: Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Candice H, White, Deputy Clerk to the Board 

SUBJECT: Cumberland County Criminal Justice Partnership Advisory Board 

BACKGROUND: The Cumberland County Criminal Justice Partnership Advisory Board has 
three (3) current vacancies and will have one (1) upcoming vacancy on September 30, 
201 0 as follows: 

Probation officer1Assistant JDM 
Jonette Quenum - retired, no longer serving. Recommendation of the Cumberland County 

Criminal Justice Partnership Advisory Board is not to fill the position. (See attached.) 

Wayne Marshburn - retired, no longer serving. Recommendation of the Cumberland 
County Criminal Justice Partnership Advisory Board is for Sharon Phillips, JDM to fill the 

unexpired term. (See attached.) 

At-Larqe 
Carrie Heffney - retired, no longer serving. Recommendation of the Cumberland County 
Criminal Justice Partnershjp Advisory Board is for Kristin Jones to fill the unexpired term 

(See attached.) 

Police Chief or Desiqnee 
Captain Charles Kimble - completing unexpired term. Eligible for reappointment. 

Recommendation is for Captain Kimble to continue to serve as the Police Chief Designee 
(See attached.) 

I have attached the current membership list and applicant list for this board 

PROPOSED ACTION: Nominate individuals to fill the four (4) vacancies above. 

Attachments 

pc: Elizabeth Keever, Chief District Court Judge 
Callie Gardner, Day Reporting Center Director 

Celebratitrg Out. l'ast. . .Errrbracitg Our  fictrrn 
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Candice White 

From: Kim Reeves 

Sent: Wednesday, July 28, 2010 3:26 PM 

To: Candice White 

Cc: Callie Gardner; Lisa Greeno 

Subject: CJPP Advisory Board 

Good afternoon Candice. 

The following changer and recommendations need to be made to our CJPP Advisory Board. 

Jonette Quenum - N o  longer serving, retired. The recommendation of the Advisory Board is  to not fill her 
position. 

Wayne Marshburn - N o  longer serving, retired. The recommendation for this position from the Advisory Board is  
for Sharon 
Phillips, JDM to fill Mr.  Marshburn's spot. 

Carrie Heffney - No  longer serving, retired. The recommendation of the Advisory Board i s  t o  fill this position by 
Kristin Jones - At-Large 
(She i s  Ms. Heffney's replacement) 

Please let me know if  you need any further information. 

Thank vou. 

Kim Reeves 
Program Coordinator, DRC 
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MARIE COLGAN 
ClrA lo thc lkrltrl 

CANDICE WHITE 
Llrpaty Clr1.k 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Callie Gardner, Director 
Day Reporting Center 

k c :  A. Elizabeth Keever, Chief District Court Judge 

FROM: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the ~ o a r p  

DATE: July 29,2010 

RE: Criminal Justice Partnership Advisory Board 

Please be advised that the above referenced board has the following upcoming 
vacancy/vacancies. A request will be made at the August 16,2010 Board of Commissioners' 
meeting for nominations. 

Board Member Name Date of Vacancy Eligible for Reappointment 
Captain Charles Kimble September 30,2010 Yes 

Let me know in writing no later than Monday, August 2,2010 ~vltetlier board members 
who are eligible for reappointment are able or unable to serve an additional term and 
whether the board does or does not have a recommendation/recommendations to fill 
the upcoming vacancy/vacancies. 

You can reach me at 678-7772 if you have questions or need additional information. 
you. 

Thank 

Celebrating Our Past. . .En16racing Our Future 
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7/10 
CRIMNAL JUSTICE PARTNERSHIP ADVISORY BOARD 

3-year terms 
(According to the Rules of Procedure adopted on August 17,2009 by the Cumberland County Board of 
Commissioners, no citizen may serve more than two consecutive terms on any board or committee and 
must be off at least one year before returning to the board or con~n~ittee. The Board of Commissioi~ers 

reserves the right to waive this requirement, based on special circumstances. 
According to NCGS § 143B-273.10, members of County Criminal Justice Partnership Advisory Boards 

may be reappointed without limitation. Members appointed by virtue of their office serve only while 
holding the office or position held at the time of appointment.) 

Eligible For 
NameJAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

Probation OfficedAssistant JDM 
VACANT (vacated by J. Quenum) 6/08 2 ~ ~ d  June/ 1 1 No 

6/30/11 

VACANT (vacated by W. Marshburn)6/08 4tl' June11 1 No 
Div. of Community Correction 613011 1 
412-A W. Russell Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
486-1 161(W) 

Superior Court Judge (Representative) 
Gregory A. Weeks 6/10 
Cumberland County Courthouse 
117 Dick Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 

District Court Judge 
Beth Keever (W/F) 6/09 
Cumberland County Courthouse 
1 17 Dick Street 
Fay., NC 28301 
678-2901(W) 

Police Chief or Designee 
Captain Charles Kimble 5/09 
Fayetteville Police Department 
467 Hay Street 
Fay., NC 28301 serving unexpired term 
433-1861 

Junell3 Yes 
6/30/13 

Yes 



CRIMINAL JUSTICE PARTNERSHIP ADVISORY BOARD PG. 2 

Date Eligible For 
NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

Sheriff or Designee 
Major John McRainey 6108 
Cumberland County Sheriffs Office 
Law Enforcement center 
131 Dick Street 
Fay., NC 28301 
323-1 500(W) 

Commuuitv-Based Corrections Programs Representative 
Sue Horne ( IF) 4/09 2nd April112 No 

Fayetteville Area Sentencing 4130112 
310 Green Street, Suite 110 
Fay., NC 28301 
323-5852 

District Attornev (Representative) 
William R. West, Jr. (WIM) 6/10 
Cumberland County Courthouse 
117 Dick Street 
Fay., NC 28301 
678-2915(W) 

Victim Services Programs Representative 
Sharon Wright Hucks (BIF) 6108 
Cumberland County District Attorney's Office 
Cumberland County Courtl~ouse 
Fay., NC 28301 
678-291 5(W) 

At-Large 
Leesa Jensen (WIF) 
71 9 Ashfield Drive 
Fay., NC 2831 1 
630-02531433-1695(W) 

Beverly R. Hill 6110 
1875 Frankie Avenue 
Fay., NC 28304 
425-94721919-733-4340 (W) 

Edgar F. Merritt 611 0 
1506 Boros Drive 
Fay,, NC 28303 
822-2976 

1st June1 13 Yes 
6130113 

1 st June11 3 Yes 
613011 3 

1st Junell 3 Yes 
6130113 



CRIMINAL JUSTICE PARTNERSHIP ADVISORY BOARD PG. 3 

Eligible For 
NamelAddress Appointed Term 
VACANT (vacated by C. Heffney) 6/09 5tl' 

At-Large 
Kraig Brown (B/M) 

Fay., NC 28306 
964-05031424-7678 (W) 

Terresa Rogers 8109 1st 
3 13 Hamilton Street 
Fay., NC 28301 
822-42891488-2120 ext 7494 (W) 

Public Defender 
Ron McSwain (WIM) 
Cumberland cdunty courthouse, Suite 307 
117 Dick Street 
Fay., NC 28301 
678-291 8(W) 

County Commissioner 
Marshall Faircloth (WIM) 6/10 
P.O. Box 1829 
Fay., NC 28302 
678-777 1 (W) 

Substance Abuse Service Representative 
James Miller (W/M) 6108 
6674 Sim Cannady Road 
Hope Mills, NC 28348 
321 -6793 

Criminal Defense Attorney 
David Delaney 6/10 
325 Green Street 
Fay., NC 28301 
484-9696 (W) 

Expires Reappointment 
June11 2 No 
613 01 12 

June11 3 No 
6130113 

August/ 12 Yes 
8131112 

1 St June11 3 Yes 
6130113 



CRIMINAL JUSTICE PARTNERSHIP ADVISORY BOARD PG. 4 

Date Eligible For 
NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

County Manager or Designee 
Juanita Pilgrim (BIF) 6/00 N/ A N/ A N/ A 
P.O. Box 1829 
Fay., NC 28302 
678-7723(W) 

Meetings: Second Tuesday (of the last month) of Each Quarter, 5:30 PM, Cumberland County Day 
Reporting Center, 412 W. Russell Street, Fayetteville, NC 28301-5548 

Contact: Callie Gardner, Director of Day Reporting Center (or Lisa Greeno) Phone 323-6126; 
Fax 323-6133 



APPLlCAhTS FOR 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE PARTNERSdlP ADVISORY BOARD 

EDUCATIONAL 
NAMEIADDRESSITELEPHONE OCCUPATION BACKGROUND 

GIBES, GERALD B. (WIM) MEDICALLY RETIRED BSL JURISPRUDENCE 
6078 LEXINGTON DRIVE NAVAL AIR TRAFFIC CONTROLLER 
HOPE MILLS, NC 28348 LAW STUDENT 
425-3915 (H) 

MITCHELL, CLIFFORD UNEMPLOYED TECHNICAL-VARIED 
641 JOHNSON STREET 
FAYETTEVILLE NC 28303-3618 
920-31 53 

OGLESBY, MICHAEL A. (BIM) 
915 ROCHESTER DRIVE 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28305 
476-8276 (H) 

RAY, KARSTEN J. (-IM) 
5249 SUNDOWN DRlVE 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28303 
487-63471366-6935 (W) 

SECURITY BS-CRIMINAL JUSTICE 

GOV'T CONTRACTOR BS -CRIMINAL JUSTICE 
PROPERTY MGT AA - PARALEGAL STUDIES 
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August 6,2010 
ITEM NO. 'Ig 

Auqust 16,2010 Agenda Item 

TO: Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the Boar 

SUBJECT: Cumberland County Local Emergency Planning Committee 

BACKGROUND: The Cumberland County Local Emergency Planning Committee 
will have one ( I )  upcoming vacancy on September 30,2010 as follows: 

Emergency Manaclement Representative 
Greg Phillips - completing unexpired term. Eligible for reappointment. Greg 

Phillips will be able to accept reappointment. (See attached.) 

I have attached the current membership list and applicant list for this board. 

PROPOSED ACTION: Nominate individual to fill the one (1) vacancy above. 

pc: Kenny Currie, Emergency Services Director 

Attachments 

Celchrairrg 0 1 1 r  1Jnst. . .Etrrbr~crt,~ Our  F~~trirc 



Kenneth Currie 
DirectorIFire Marshal 

COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND 
EMERGENCY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

P.O. DRAWER 1829 FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 
Phone (910) 678-7688 Fax (910) 677-5552 

- - - - - - - - - Y--------- 

James 'Timmy" Mitchell 
Deputy Director 

TO: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the Board 

FM: Greg Phillips EM Officer Cumberland County 

RE: Acceptance of appointment to LEPC 

I will be eligible for reappointment to the Cumberland County Local Planning 
Committee after Sept, 30,2010. I will be able to accept my reappointment to the 
board. 

Thank You 
Greg Phillips 
EM Officer 

910-321-6737 

E?! Law Enforcelnetlt Center, 131 Dick Street Rm. 114 Irayetteville, North Carolina 28301 Pholle 678-7688 



CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
LOCAL EMERGENCY PLANNING COMMITTEE 

3 Year Term 
(Staggered Terms Initially) 

Name/Address Appointed Term Expires 

Print and Broadcast Media Representative 
VACANT (vacated by D. Hewett) 8/07 lst full Aug/lO 
City of Fayelteville Management Services 8/31/10 
433 Hay Street 
Fayetteville, NC 2830 1 
Phone: 433-1978 

Sally Shutt (WIF) 6/10 ls' full AugIl3 
CC Communications Manager 8/31/13 
P.O. Box 1829 
Fayetteville, NC 28302 
Phone: 437-1921 (eligible to serve an additional 3-year term) 

Operators of Facilities Representative 
Rayford Hunt 4/10 1 N o d l  1 
Hexion Specialty Chemicals 11/30/1 1 
141 1 Industrial Drive 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 (serving unexpired term) 
485-9269 

VACANT (vacated by Gene Smith) 8/09 1 st Augll2 
Goodyear Tire and Rubber 8/31/12 
6650 Ramsey Street 
Fayetteville, NC 283 11 
893-82131630-5678 (W) 

VACANT (vacated by Joel Blake) 4/07 

Antionette Barnes ( IF) 2/10 1st Dec/ 12 
Purolator Filters 12/31/12 
3200 Natal Road 
Fayetteville, NC 28306 
426-4283 (W) (serving 1'' full term-eligible for another 3-year term) 

Eligible For 
Reappointment 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

No 

Yes 



Cumberland County Local Emergency Planning Committee, page 2 

Eligible For 
NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

Law Enforcement Representative 
Sgt. Erwin Montgome~y 9/09 1st Septll2 Yes 
NC Highway Patrol 9130112 
2435 Gillespie Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28306-3053 
486-1334 

Lt. Charles Parker 6/10 lS' full Augll3 No 
Cumberland Co. Sheriffs Office 8/31/13 
13 1 Dick Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301-5750 
677-5412 

Lieutenant Wade Owen 12/09 1 S' Decll2 Yes 
Fayetteville Police Department 12/31/12 
467 Hay Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301-5565 
433-1819 

Emergency Management Representative 
Greg Phillips 5 108 1 SeptIlO Yes 
Cumberland County Emergency Services 9/30/10 
13 1 Dick Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 (serving unexpired term) 
321-6736 

Community Group Representative 
Jeffrey Womble 8/07 AugIlO No 211" 

Fayetteville State University 8/31/10 
Office of Public Relations 
1200 Murchison Road 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 

Transportation Representative 
VACANT (vacated by Eddie Smith)12/09 

Health Representative 
Jane Stevens 1/09 
Cumberland County Health Dept. 
227 Fountainhead Lane 
Fayetteville, NC 28301-541 7 
433-3673(W)/987-2892(Cell) 

1st DecIl2 Yes 
12/31/12 



Cumberland County Local Emergency Planning Committee, page 3 

Eligible For 

NamelAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

Hospital Representative 
Scott Tanner 9/09 1st Septll2 Yes 
Cape Feas Valley Health System 9/30/12 
1638 Owen Drive 
Fayetteville, NC 28304 
615-7914 (W) / 3 15-4672 (H) 

Fire Fighting Representative 
Assistant Chief Thomas M. Allen 10108 
FireIEmergency Management 
City of Fayetteville 
433 Hay Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
433-1009 

Decll 1 Yes 
1213111 1 

First Aid Representative 
Kevin Brulison 611 0 1 st NovIlO Yes 
Cape Fear Valley Emergency Medical Services 11/30/10 
610 Gillespie Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28306 (serving unexpired term-eligible for 2 additional terms) 
615-5651 (W) 1 309-7228 (C) 

At-Large Representative 
Phillip McCorquodale 4/10 1 S' April11 3 Yes 
241 3 Cleveland Avenue 0413 011 3 
Fayetteville, NC 283 12 
323-41 121323-9600 (W) 

Richard A. King 6/10 1 st Aug/l3 Yes 
658 Glenola Street 08/31/13 
Fayetteville, NC 283 11 
488-24921977-3 1 18 (W) 

Local Environnlental Representative 
Paul Rawls 211 0 1st Febll3 Yes 
225 Green Street, Suite 714 2/28/13 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
424-5556 (H) / 433-3324 (W) 

Utilities Representative 
Ray Jackson ( /M) 8/09 
Public Works Commission 
955 Old Wilmington Road 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
223-4118 

AugIl2 Yes 
8/31/12 



Cumberland County Local Emergency Planning Committee, page 4 

Eligible For 
NamdAddress A~pointed Term Expires Reapvointment 

VACANT (vacated by S. Rohrs) 6/08 1 St AugIlO Yes 
Attn: Environmental Branch 8/31/10 
HQ XVIII Airborne Corps 
Public Works Business Center 
Fort Bragg, NC 28307 
432-8470 

Ex-Officio Members: 

Elected Official Representative (Liaison) 
Ed Melvin, County Commissioner 

Emergencv Management 
Kenny Currie, Cumberland County Emergency Services 

Favetteville FireIEmergencv Management 
Bennie Nichols, Chief, Fayetteville Fire Department 

Dale Iman, City Manager 
James Martin, County Manager 

Contact: Kenny Currie, Director - Emergency Services - x7688 or Gloria Simms 
Meets quarterly, 4"' Thursday in January, April, July & October at 10:OO am- PWC Office 



APPLICANTS FOR 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY LOCAL EMERGENCY PLANNING COMMITTEE 

EDUCATIONAL 
NAMEIADDRESSITELEPHONE OCCUPATION BACKGROUND 

BERRY-CABAN, CRISTOBAL S. (HIM) CHIEF -CLINICAL INVESTIG. PhD; MA 
412 CITY VIEW LANE WOMACK 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28301 
(813) 451-30041907-8844 (W) *"SERVES ON ANIMAL SERVICES BOARD*" 

BEYER, FRED L. RETIRED 
1709 HATHERLEIGH PLACE CC SCHOOL SYSTEM 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28304-2510 
860-0610 (H) 1818-6855 (C) 

BRUNSON, KEVIN 
5531 FINISHLINE DRIVE 

PARAMEDIC 
CFV ER MEDICAL SVCS 

HOPE MILLS, NC 28348 
425-9854161 5-5600 

DAVIS, JOSEPH B. CONTRACTOR 
721 CARNEGIE DRIVE 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 2831 1 
488-4629 (H) 1797-1809 (W) 

HS; 2 YRS COLLEGE 

FOGLE, MARSHA (WIF) 
PO BOX 278 

RETIRED COUNTY CLERK NONE LISTED 
~ - - - . . - . . 
STEDMAN, NC 28391 
483-9579 (H) "SERVES ON PARKS AND RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD*' 

GAINEY, CHERYL (W/F) ACCTS PAYABLE, 
4685 VlRSALLl LOOPE SUPERVISOR - FSU 
HOPE MILLS, NC 28348 
486-43511672-1062 (W) 

HICKS, MARYBETH (WIF) HOMEMAKER 
936 MCKIMMON ROAD 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28303 
229-3145/(614)595-3857 (C) 

MASTER OF DIVINITY 

SOME COLLEGE 

KOWAL, ANDREW (WIM) EMERGENCY MGMT DIRECTOR BS BIOLOGY 
3512 EDGESIDE COURT RDR INC MS INTL RELATIONS 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28303 
487-7989 (H) 1867-8673 (W) 

MITCHELL, CLIFFORD UNEMPLOYED 
641 JOHNSON STREET 
FAYETTEVILLE NC 28303-361 8 
920-31 53 

TECHNICAL-VARIED 

NEWMAN, RONALD H. (WIM) 
1544 ROSSMORE DRIVE 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 2831 4 
494-0201 



Emergency Planning Committee, Page 2 

EDUCATIONAL 
NAMEIADDRESSITELEPHONE OCCUPATION BACKGROUND 

OATMAN, LEWIS SCOTT 
5575 HALLWOOD DRIVE 
HOPE MILLS, NC 28348 
425-84501822-7119 (W) 

HEALTH CARE BS IN BUSINESS ADMIN 
ADMINISTRATOR MSA IN BUSINESS 

ROGERS, TERRESA RN-VA MEDICAL CENTER COLLEGE 
313 HAMILTON STREET GRADUATE 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28301 
822-4289 1488-21 20 ext. 7494 (W) *'SERVES ON CRIMINAL JUSTICE PARTNERSHIP ADVISORY BOARD** 

SANDERS, BEVERLY DAVIS (AAJF) RETIRED 
605 LEVENHALL DRIVE 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28314-2629 
868-9788 

MD DEGREE 

SHECKELS, JAMES A. (WIM) CIVIC SERVICE BA - BUSINESS MGT 
6916 GLYNN MILL FARM DRIVE RETIRED US ARMY MA - SECURITY MGT 
FAYETTEVILLE. NC 28306-9516 
426-2766 (H) 1243-1 950 (W) 

TALLEY, WAYNE (BIM) ANALYST TRAINER BA-HOSPITAL ADMlN 
740 KENSINGTON PARK ROAD BS-LIBERAL STUDIES 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 2831 1 
822-5986 (H) 1689-4833 (W) 

WILLIAMS, ARNOLD (WIM) 
1610 HICKORY RIDGE COURT 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28304 
864-51 52 

CONSULTANT 
RETIRED ARMY 

AA - BUSINESS 



UILLY R. KING 
Cb,~iro,.a> 

KENNETH S. EDGE 
Vice Cl , x i i o~an  

JEANNETTE M. COUNCIL 
MARSHALL FAIRCLOTH 

PHILLIP (ilL1:US 
JIMMY KliEIZE 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

F,DWhRD G. IVICLVN 
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CANDICE 11'1-IPIT 
Ilcptity Clerk 

August 16,2010 Aqenda Item 

TO: Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the Bo 

SUBJECT: Senior Citizens Advisory Committee 

BACKGROUND: The Senior Citizens Advisory Committee will have the following 
four (4) upcoming vacancies on September 30, 2010: 

Marlene Jacobs - completing unexpired term. Eligible for reappointment. 

Mary Rizor - completing unexpired term. Eligible for reappointment. 

Glenda Dye - completing unexpired term. Eligible for reappointment 

Rebecca Campbell - resigned. Recommendation of the Senior Citizens Advisory 
Committee is for Lewis Scott Oatman. (See attached.) 

I have attached the current membership list and applicant list for this committee, 

PROPOSED ACTION: Nominate individuals to fill the four (4) vacancies 
above. 

pc: Mary Brymer, Director 
Senior Citizens Center 

Attachments 

(,'tlcbmiiig Oirr Post. . .1~!1rGmriig Our Frrtrr,~ 



Candice White 

From: Mary Brymer [MBrymer@ci.fay.nc.us] 

Sent: Tuesday, June 08,2010 8.17 AM 

To: Candice White 

Subject: RE: Senior Citizens Advisoly Commission Vacancy 

Good Morning - 
I just heard back from the Commission's Chairperson, and they are recommending Lewis Scott 
Oatman of Hope Mills for the vacancy. 

Thank you for your patience. 

Mary 

From: Candice White [mailto:cwhite@co.cumberland.nc.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 01, 2010 9:16 AM 
To: Mary Brymer 
Subject: RE: Senior Citizens Advisory Commission Vacancy 

Mary, 

I have attached a list of applications I have on file. For those applicants that are bolded on the list, I would 
recommend that the Chair perhaps give them a call to see if they have continued interest in being considered 
Just let know when the commission has a recommendation to take forward to the Board of Commissioners or 
whether they would prefer that I just take the vacancy forward without their recommendation. Many thanks. 

Candice 7L Wfiite, CNC 
Deputy Clerk to the Board 
Cumberland County Board of Cornmissione~.~ 
PO Box 1829 
Fayetteville, NC 28302-1829 
Phone: (910) 678-7772 I Fax: (910) 678-7770 
Elnail: cwhite@co.cu~nberland.nc.os 
Website: ~ p : / i w w w . c o . c u ~ a n d . n c ~  

From: Mary Brymer [mailto:MBrymer@ci.fay,nc.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 01,2010 9:01 AM 
To: Candice White 
Subject: RE: Senior Citizens Advisory Commission Vacancy 

Candice - 
Hope you had a good weekend! Unfortunately the Commission did not make a 
recommendation. They had a speaker and that pretty much took all their time. Can we 
proceed with names that you may have on file - so that we can get someone on as soon as 
possible? 



SENIOR CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMISSION 
(Joint Fayetteville/Cumberland County) 

2 Year Term 
(County Appointees) 

NamelAddress Appointed Term Expires 

William J. Watson (BIM) 2/09 lSt Feb/l 1 
1881 Gola Drive 212811 1 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
488-6600 

1 1/08 2"d 
Eleanor Ayers Hairr Nov/l 0 
P.O. Box 220 11/30/10 
Stedman, NC 28391 
323-1892 

VACANT (vacated by R. Campbe11)10/08 1 SeptIlO 
9/30/10 

Marlene Jacobs (W/F) 4/09 1st Sept/lO 
324 Glenburney Drive 9/30/10 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 (serving unexpired term) 
484-5920 

11/08 2"d 
George Hatcher, Sr.(C/M) Nov/l 0 
3534 A.B. Carter Road 11/30/10 
Fayetteville, NC 283 12 
483-5896181 8-8263(Cell) 

Tom Cain (IM) 9/09 1st Septll 1 
2786 Baywood Road 9/30/11 
Fayetteville, NC 283 12 
630-3970 (H) 

Brenda Brown (BIF) 9/09 1st Septll 1 
1606 Dolphin Drive 9/30/11 
Spring Lake, NC 28390 
497-9315 (H) / 866-6390 ext. 21953 (W) 1 818-1604 (C) 

Mary W. Rizor (WIF) 3/00 1 st SeptIlO 
734 Baywood Road 9/30/10 
Fayetteville, NC 283 12 
609-1743 (serving an unexpired term) 

Eligible For 
Reappointment 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 



Senior Citizens Adviso~y Commission, page 2 

Eligible For 
NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

Glenda Dye 411 0 1st SeptIlO Yes 
1683 Hazel Hurst Drive 9/30/10 
Fayetteville, NC 283 14 
323-4191 Ext. 22 (W) (serving unexpired term) 

Kristine Wagner (WIF) 11/08 2nd 
130 Gillespie Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
436-03401678-7624(W) 

Contact: M a y  Brymer- Senior Citizens Center Director - Phone: 433-1574 
(Interoffice - Parks and Recreation) 

Commissioner Liaison: Commissioner Kenneth Edge 

Regular Meetings: 2nd Tuesday of each month at 2:30 PM 
LaFayette Room- City Hall 

*NOTE: This Board was expanded in 2006. The City and County agreed to expand from 10 to 20 
members. The BOC had responsibility to appoint 2 new members to a 1 year term and 3 new members to 
a 2 year tenn. 



APPLICANTS FOR 
SENIOR CITIZENS ADVISORY BOARD 

EDUCATIONAL 
NAMEIADDRESSITELEPHONE OCCUPATION BACKGROUND 

COUNCIL, SONJA (-IF) NURSE 
950 STEWARTS CREEK DR APT. 1 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28314 
864-1651 (H) 1609-6139 (W) 

FTCC-ATTENDING 
METHODIST UNlV 

GARRISON, CYNTHIA CC SCHOOLS BA, MA 
1887 SPIRALWOOD DRIVE ASST PRlNlCPAL 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28304 
868-8981 (H)1321-0398 (W)1527-4673 (C) 

HAIRE, CASSANDRA W. (BIF) SELF EMPLOYED PURSUING MBA 
515 ALBANY STREET 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28301 "'SERVES ON THE ADULT CARE HOME COMMUNITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE*' 
728-01 75 

LANGSTON, VERONICA (BIF) 
223 MURRAY FORD DRIVE 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28314 
867-7098 (H) 1 483-4037 (W) 

MAXWELL, DAISY D. 
7113 FILLYAW ROAD 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28303 
868-561 1 (H) 

OATMAN, LEWIS SCOTT 
5575 HALLWOOD DRIVE 
HOPE MILLS, NC 28348 
425-84501822-71 19 (W) 

EDUCATOR BS: MA IN EDUCATION 

RETIRED 
LIBRARIAN 

BS - BUSINESS 
MSLS - LIBRARY 
SCIENCE 

HEALTH CARE BS IN BUSINESS ADMlN 
ADMINISTRATOR MSA IN BUSINESS 

PALMER, DWIGHT E., JR. (BIM) GENERAL MANAGER BA, MBA 
1139 HELMSLEY DRIVE CHEVROLET DEALERSHIP 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28314 
867-81361535-5325 (W) 
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TO: Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the Board P 
SUBJECT: Southeastern Economic Development ~omdiss ion (SEDC) 

BACKGROUND: A memo received from the SECD Executive Director dated 
October 10, 2001 states, "Based on the minority requirements of the bylaws and the 
2000 census figures for Cumberland County, it appears that two of the four 
appointments (to the SEDC) should represent the minority population in 
Cumberland County since 44.8% of the population is minority while 55.2% is white". 
(See attached.) 

Data release of the 2010 census figures is scheduled for February or March 201 1; 
therefore, minority requirements are still based on the 2000 census figures. 

The SEDC will have one (1) upcoming vacancy on September 30, 2010 as follows: 

Commissioner Jimmy Keefe - completing unexpired term. Not eligible for 
reappointment due to minority appointment requirements. 

I have attached the current membership list and applicant list for this board. 

PROPOSED ACTION: Nominate individual to fill the one (1) vacancy above. 

pc: Juanita Pilgrim 
Deputy County Manager 



Oct-10-01 01 :09P  SEDC 

MEMORANDUM 
TO: Juanita Pilgrim, Cumberland Deputy County Manager 
FROM: Elled taure, Executive Director 
SUBJECT: Appointments to SEDC and Managers' Meeclng 
DATE: October 10, 2001 
Copy to: Cumberland County flle 

The BY Laws of the Commission sdpulare that each member county shall have four 
represenwtlves. Artlcle V, Membership, Section I of the By laws Indlcares that at least one 
of the four "shall be an elected oftlclal that could include a Counry Commissioner, Mayor, 
or City Council Member. The membership is  to be reflecrlve of tl ie minority populatlon of 
rhe area served to comply with clvll rlghu requiremenu of the Economic Development 
admldrtration (EDA). Mlnorlty representation from each member counv shall reflect the 
mlflalcu population within the rcspcetlve' t~fi~~mW~~"6Y,fipIh%p""di;Ifi~e~~W"MNC~I 'hd 
memba,~~oun~dtal1.-hav~1 lcor than twenty-five percent (25%) of Its repres&dtdllon as 
mlnorify," Based on the mlnorlty requlrenienrs of rile By Laws and the 2000 census flgures 
for Cumberland Counw, it appears that OYQ of the four appoinunenu should represent !he 
mlnorlty populatlon In Cumberland County slnte 44.8% 'of the bopulation Is mlnority 
whlle 55.2% 1s white. EDA conslders nllnority to only refer to "race" and nor "gender", 
The other two appointments can be whomever the Conimissioners deslre to appoint. Terms 
of appointees should be for a one-year, rwo-year, three-year and four-ye~r term to end on 
October 1st (orlglnal effective date for Cuniberland County's membenliip) so that all Four 
members' appolnuneno do not expire at the same time. Thereafter, appolnunents shall be 
for a four-year rerm. Representatives whose rerm is endfng may elcher be reappointed or 
replaced at  the Commlssloners' discretion. 11 IS gmd the appolnrmenU wlll be made on 
October 15ch since the Commission's Executlve Camniltree rneetlng wlll be on Tuesday, 
October 23rd, at  2:00 PM here In Ellwbethtown. As I understood from the mlnures of 
the Commlssloners' October 1st meetlng, you wilt be designated lo serve on the Executlve 
Committee. 

As far as tire meedng wlrh the City/Town Managers and others with economic development 
responslbilltles, I have llnle In my schedule on Thursday, October 25thl Tuesday, October 
30m, Wednesday, November 7th, Thursday, November 8th, ar Fridayl November 9th. 
Those dates are complerely free for me at this time so the meeting could be scheduled 
elther In the mid-momlng or the early afternoon on elther date. I will block chose daces off 
my calendar unril you notlfy me which date would be most appropriate. 

My e-nrall address is egau~e@Intrstawiet for your files. I would like to have your e-mall 
Address as well. Please call me at (910)862-6985 should you have questtons or need 
addltlonal Informallon. 



9/09 
SOUTHEASTERN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

COUNTY APPOINTEES 
(4 year terms) 

Eligible For 
NameJAddress Appointed Term Exoires Reappointment 

*Juanita Pilgrim (B/F) 9/09 
Deputy County Manager 
P.O. Box 1829 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28302 
678-7723 

Doug Peters (WIM) 
President, FCCCC 
201 Hay Street, 4"' Floor 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28301 
424-4242 x 226 

Ed Melvin (W/M) 
County Commissioner 
P.O. Box 1829 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28302 
678-7771 or 678-7772 

Yes 

Yes 

Jimmy Keefe (WIM) 02/09 1 st Sept/lO Yes 
County Commissioner 09/30/10 
PO Box 1829 
Fayetteville, NC 28302 (serving an unexpired term - eligible for 2 full terms) 
678-7771 or 678-7772 

*Designated to serve on the Executive Committee. 

Meets the 4"' Tuesday at 10 am - Elizabethtown Airport, Airport Rd. (Commissioner Melvin and Keefe 
only attend the annual meeting-usually in April) 

Members appointed by the Board of Colnmissioners in November of 2001. 

Terms were staggered initially when members were appointed on 11/5/01. 

Contact: info@,sedcnc.org; Linda Melvin lmelvin@sedcnc.org; Pam Bostic pbostic@.sedcnc.org 
Address: 707 West Broad Street, Elizabethtown, NC 28337 
Temporaly Phone (as of 2-3-10): 910-862-851 1 Ext. 31 for Linda Melvin and Ext. 32 for Pam Bostic 
Fax: 910-862-1482 
Contact persons are: Juanita Pilgrim or Pamela Bostic 



APPLICANTS FOR 
SOUTHEASTERN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

EDUCATIONAL 
NAMEIADDRESSITELEPHONE OCCUPATION BACKGROUND 

BARNARD, STEVEN (WIM) 
211 AZALEA BLUFF DRIVE 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28301 
264-8320 (H) 1454-51 77 (W) 

MILITARY CIVIL AFFAIRS BS. M.ED 

EATMAN-JACKSON, REBECCA (WIF) REGIONAL SALES MGR BA; MASTERS 
6061 CLINTON ROAD LAMAR ADVERTISING 
STEDMAN, NC 28391 
323-4663 1862-2018 (W) 

MITCHELL, SANDRA PASTOR, SMALL BUSINESS SOME COLLEGE 
414 BARBOUR COURT OWNER 
PO BOX 9912 (MAILING) 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28301 
257-5492 (H) 

PALMER, DWIGHT E., JR. (BIM) GENERAL MANAGER 
1139 HELMSLEY DRIVE CHEVROLET DEALERSHIP 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28314 
867-81 361535-5325 (W) 

SHELTON SR., MICHAEL TORAIN (-IM) TRAVEL AGENT 
3529 THAMESFORD RD SELF EMPLOYED 
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 2831 1 
462-44951630-3830 

BA, MBA 

AS - BANKINGIFINANCE 



IlI1.1.Y R. KING 
c:1,,,irt,,,,,, 

KENNETH S, EDGE 
('I~iaic~v.ut 

JEANNETTE Ivl. COUNCIL 
IvIARSH~\I.I. l+\lI<(:LOTH 

I~I-III.I,IY C~II.I:\JS ROAIII> OF COMMISSIONERS 
JIMMY KliI!l:E 

Stll l:looi; Ncn, Coiil-iiiotisc * iiO. lim 1829 * Iayi . t t r~i i l r ,  Noi~li  <-;in>lii,a 28302-182') 
liUWt\RI) <;, hliil.VIN 

(910) 6711-7771 " I':ix: ;\)10) 678-7770 

August 6,2010 ITEM NO. 

August 16,2010 Aqenda Item 

TO: Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the Boar p" 
SUBJECT: Adult Care Home Community Advisory Committee 

BACKGROUND: On August 2, 2010, the Board of Commissioners nominated the 
following individuals to fill three (3) vacancies on the Adult Care Home Community 
Advisory Committee: 

Mary Ann Ayars (new appointment) 

Mary Dillon (new appointment) 

Rasheeda Reid (new appointment) 

I have attached the current membership list for this committee. 

PROPOSED ACTION: Appoint individuals to fill the three (3) vacancies above. 

Attachment 

pc: Andrea Wright-Valdez, Mid-Carolina Area Agency on Aging 

Ce/ebmting Ottr Past. . .Etnbmritrg Ocw Furtire 

[ \  . : . ~ y . .  . I N  tlOl'lii\lll.l.S - LINDEN - SI~IIIN(;I.I\KR - STTIIMAN - \VAl)E 



7/10 
ADULT CARE HOME COMMUNITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Initial Appointment 1 Year/Subsequent Terms 3 Years 

Date 
NameIAddress Appointed 

Eligible For 
Reappointment Term 

Initial 

Expires 

Yes VACANT (vacated by Terri Thomas)4/09 

Toney Edwards (B/M) 04/09 
3622 Clearwater Drive 
Fayetteville, NC 283 11 
822-42611391-7910 (C) 

Yes 

Mary Ann Brown-Jackson 1/09 
1959B James Hrunner Way 
Fayetteville, NC 283 11 
822-131 1/893-8151 ~ 3 3 0  (W) 

Sandra Ebron (BIF) 12/09 
PO Box 65306 
Fayetteville, NC 28306 
424-39321922-9446(C) 

Yes 

Hernla Jean Bradley ( IF) 5/09 
7 14 Topeka Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
822-3689 

Mexie Fields ( IF) 
18 15 Primrose Drive 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
488-8432 

Yvonne Booth (BIF) 
4568 Turquoise Road 
Fayetteville, NC 283 11 
488-7260 

Yes 

Daniel Rodriguez (HIM) 5110 
2634 Franciscan Drive 
Fayetteville, NC 28306 
425-27461432-9701 (W) 

Yes 

VACANT (vacated by Dell Caramanno) 4/00 Yes 



Adult Care Home Community Advisoly Committee, page 2 

Eligible For 

NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

George W. Mitchell 511 0 Initial May11 1 Yes 
6609 Abbey Lane 5/31/1 1 
Fayetteville, NC 283 1 1 
261-695 1 (W) 

Wynella A. Myers (BIF) 6110 2nd Augll3 No 
706 Sarazan Drive 8/31/13 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 
822-55261273-8483 (C) 

VACANT (vacated by 0.Morales) 4/09 Initial April11 0 Yes 
4/30/10 

Ralph T. Cascasan (AIM) 7/10 1 st June11 3 Yes 
91 0 Alexwood Drive 6130113 
Hope Mills, NC 28348-1695 
425-97041433-1039 (W) 

Alfonso Ferguson, Sr. 6/10 1 st Augll3 Yes 
3329 Eastgate Street 8/31/13 
Eastover, NC 28312-93 1 1 
401-23131483-9916 ext. 5551235 (W) 

Cassandra W. Haire (BIF) 12/09 1st DecIl2 Yes 
5 15 Albany Street 12/31/12 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
728-0175 

Kim Howard CIF) 4108 1 St Aprll 1 Yes 
601 8 Lakaway Drive 413011 1 
Fayetteville, NC 28306 
308-5974 

CONTACT: Andrea Wright-Valdez, Regional Ombudsman, Mid-Carolina Area Agency on Aging, 
P. 0. Box 1510, Fayetteville, NC 28302 - Phone: 323-4191, ext. 25 -Fax: 323-9330 

MEETINGS: Quarterly: 3 1 ~  Thursday of the last month of each quarter - 10:00 am - various adult care 
homes in Cumberland County 
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August 6,201 0 
ITEM NO. 8 8  

Auaust 16,2010 Aaenda Item 

TO: Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the 

SUBJECT: Board of Adjustment 

BACKGROUND: On August 2, 2010, the Board of Commissioners nominated the 
following individual to fill one (1) alternate member vacancy on the Board of 
Adjustment: 

Ed Donaldson (new appointment) 

I have attached the current membership list for this Board, 

PROPOSED ACTION: Appoint individual to  fill the one (1) vacancy above. 

Attachment 

pc: Tom Lloyd, Director 
Planning and Inspections Department 

Celebratit? 0t.w Past. . .E~nbmcin& Our Fut~rre 



BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 
3 Year Term 

NameJAddress Appointed Term 
Joseph M. Dykes (B/M) 6/09 1st 
PO Box 41 604 
Fayetteville, NC 28309 
813-4193 (C) 

Horace Humphrey (- /M) 06/10 1 st 
1852 Cascade Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
488-5143 

Melree Hubbard Tart (WIF) 611 0 2nd 
300 Andrews Road 
Fayetteville, NC 283 1 1 
488-12081497-3712 (W) 

John R. Swanson (W/M) 9/09 1st 
6416 Coachman's Way 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 
987- 19721822-2OOO(W) 

George Quigley (W/M) 6/09 2nd 
616 Blawell Circle 
Stedman, NC 28391 
485-2980 

Alternate Members: 
Carrie Tyson-Autry C/F) 6/10 2nd 
5951 NC Hwy 87 South 
Fayetteville, NC 28306-379 
483-0087 

VACANT (vacated by 1-1. Humphrey)O 1/08 1st 

William Loclcett Tally (WIM) 6/10 2nd 
414 Vista Drive 
Fayetteville, NC 28305 
489-35331483-4175 (W) 

Expires 
June/l 2 
6130112 

Eligible For 
Reappointment 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

No 



Board of Adjustment, page 2 

Eligible For 
NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

Alternate Members Continued: 

Randy A. Newsome (WIM) 1/10 1 St Ja1d13 Yes 
232 Croydon Avenue 1/31/13 
Fayetteville, NC 283 11 (first full term) 
717-5754 (H) / 436-0414 (W) 

Martin J. Locklear (IIM) 8/09 2nd Aug/l2 No 
16 1 1 Four Wood Drive 8/31/12 
Fayetteville, NC 283 12 
672-03231893-7525(W) 

Meets 3'd Thursday of each month at 7:00 PM - Historic Cumberland County Courthouse, 130 Gillespie 
Street. Room 3 

Contact: Tom Lloyd, County Planning Department - 678-7627 
Patti Speicher - 678-7605 



b1I.l-Y It, KING 
l:l,xik,,l,,,, 

PHII.L.IP GIi.FUS 
JlivfhlY KBEPE 

I3OARIl OF COMMISSIONERS 
Sill l:loos, New Coiir~hoiisr. * I?O. ilox 1829 a I~aye~tc\;iile, Noiili (:ari.iiri.~ 28302-1829 

EI)lV,\RI) G. MfiLVlN 
(9 10) 678-7771 ' FAX: (910) 678~7770 

August 6,2010 

ITEM NO. 8536, 
August 16,2010 Agenda Item 

TO: Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the Board ("" 
SUBJECT: Cumberland County Juvenile Crime Prevention Council 

BACKGROUND: On August 2, 2010, the Board of Commissioners nominated the 
following individuals to fill four (4) vacancies on the Juvenile Crime Prevention 
Council: 

Juvenile Defense Attorney 
Sarita Mallard (new appointment) 

Non-Profit 1 United Wav Representative 
Matt Hurley (new appointment) 

At-Larqe Representatives 
Tobias M. Dillard, Sr. (new appointment) 

Margarita Dostall (new appointment) 

I have attached the current membership list for this council. 

PROPOSED ACTION: Appoint individuals to fill the four (4) vacancies above. 

Attachment 

pc: Margaret Dees, Cumberland County Communicare 
Sarah Hemingway, Cumberland County Communicare 

Cekhrati~rg Otrr Past. . .E~tlbmcirrg Our Ftrttrn 



CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
JUVENILE CRIME PREVENTION COUNCIL 

(Two year terms) 

Date Eligible For 
NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

Local School Superintendent or designee 
Carol Hudson 1/99 
Cumberland County Schools 
P.O. Box 2357 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28302 
Phone: 678-2495 

Chief of Police or designee 
Lt. Darry Whitaker 2/10 
Fayetteville Police Department 
467 Hay Street 
Phone: 433-1910 

Local Sheriff or designee 
Lt. Bobby Reyes 1/07 
Cumberland County Sheriffs Office 
13 1 Dick Street 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28301 
Phone: 677-5474 

District Attorney or designee 
Cheri Siler-Mack 
Assistant District Attorney 
District Attorney's Office 
117 Dick Street, Suite 427 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28301 
Phone: 678-2915 

Chief Court Counselor or designee 
Michael Strickland 08/07 
Department of Juvenile Justice 
P.O. Box 363 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28302 
Phone: 678-2947 

Director of Mental Health or designee 
Debbie Jenkins 10103 
Cumberland County Mental Health Center 
P.O. Box 3069 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28302 
Phone: 323-0510 



Cumberland County Juvenile Crime Prevention Council Paae 2 

Date Eligible For 
NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappoiiltment 

Director of Social Services or designee 
Claudia Phillips 2/10 
Children Services Special Teams Program Manager 
Cumberland County Department of Social Services 
P.O. Box 2429 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28302-2429 
Phone: 677-2442 

Countv Manager or designee 
Juanita Pilgrim, Deputy Co. Mgr. 1/99 
Cumberland County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 1829 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28302-1829 
Phone: 678-7726 

Chief District Judge or designee 
JudgeEdPone 1/99 
P.O. Box 363 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28302 
Phone: 678-2901 

Health Director or designee 
Archie Malloy 3/06 
Jail Health Admillistrator 
205 Gillespie Street 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28301 
Phone: 672-5723 

Parks and Recreation Reureseiltative 
Melvin Lindsay 2/05 
City of Fayetteville 
Parks and Recreation Dept. 
433 Hay Street 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28301 
Phone: 433-1547 

Countv Commissioner 
Billy R. King 1/99 
P.O. Box 1829 
Fayetteville, NC 28302-1 829 
Phone: 678-7771 



Cumberland County Juvenile Crime Prevention Council. Pare 3 

Date Eligible For 
NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappoi~ltment 

Substance Abuse Professional 
Robin Black 4/10 lst Apr/l2 Yes 
TASC 4/30/12 
412 West Russell Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28302-3069 
321 -6792 

Member of Faith Community 
Rev. Fred Hendley 9/09 1st Sept/l 1 Yes 
333 Westwater Way 9/30/11 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
822-1014(W)/977-9588(C) 

Person Under Age 2 1 
Jamarrius Hassell 4/10 1 S' Febll 1 Yes 
3510 Birchfield Ct., Apt. 202 212811 1 
Fayetteville, NC 28306 
252-521-1421 (serving unexpired term-may be eligible to serve two additional terms) 

Juvenile Defense Attorney 
Beth A. Hall 8/08 2nd Aug/lO No 
4508 Weaverhall Drive 8/31/10 
Fayetteville, NC 283 14 
257-0847(Cell) 

Member of Business Community 
La-Lisa Hewett-Robinson 4/10 1 st Apr/ 1 2 Yes 
S. Regional Area Health Education Ctr. 4130112 
1601 Owen Drive 
Fayetteville, NC 28304 
678-7293 

United Way or Non-Profit 
VACANT (vacated by Patrick Hurley)8/08 1 st Aug/lO Yes 

8/3 111 0 

At Large Representatives 
Lee Roberts 9/09 1 st Sept/ll Yes 
3027 Stedman Cedar Creek Road 9/30/11 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 (serving unexpired term-eligible to serve one additional term) 

Kimberly Reeves 6/10 2nd AugIl2 No 
412 West Russell Street 8/31/12 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28301 
423-4824 



Cumberland Countv Juvenile Crime Prevention Council, Page 4 

Eligible For 
NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

VACANT (vacated by Dr. P. Davis) 8/07 2nd Aug/09 No 
813 1/09 

Douglas R. Parrish 8/09 1 St AugI09 Yes 
5789 Cotton Valley Drive 813 111 1 
Fayetteville, NC 28314 
484-82561609-3770 (W) 

VACANT (vacated by S. Thomas) 8/07 

Geneva Mixon 8/09 
PO Box 1829 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28302 
Phone: 323-3421(W) 

Joan Blanchard 6/10 
7230 Sandcastle Lane 
Linden, No1t11 Carolina 28356 
Phone: 487-0510/322-9097 (C) 

Non-Voting Member 
Ronald Tillman 
DJJDP Regional Consultant 
100 Dillion Drive 
Butner, North Carolina 27509 
Phone: 919-575-3 166 (W) 

Meetings: Second Wednesday of each month at 8:00 AM. CC CommuniCare Conference Room - 71 1B 
Executive Place 

Contact: Margaret Dees, Cumberland County Communicare- Phone: 829-9017 Fax: 485-4752 
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August 6, 2010 

ITEM NO. 8-b 
August 16.2010 Aqenda Item 

TO: Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the Board 

SUBJECT: Cumberland County Local Emergency Planning Committee 

BACKGROUND: On August 2, 2010, the Board of Commissioners nominated the 
following individuals to fill two (2) vacancies on the Cumberland County Local 
Emergency Planning Committee: 

Print and Broadcast Media Representative 
Jackie Tuckey (new appointment) 

Utilities Representative 
Andrew Moore (new appointment) 

I have attached the current membership list for this committee. 

PROPOSED ACTION: Appoint individuals to fill the two (2) vacancies above. 

Attachment 

pc: Kenny Currie, Emergency Services Director 



CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
LOCAL EMERGENCY PLANNING COMMITTEE 

3 Year Term 
(Staggered Terms Initially) 

NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires 

Print and Broadcast Media Representative 
VACANT (vacated by D. I-Iewett) 8/07 1" full Augll 0 
City of Fayetteville Management Services 8/31/10 

433 Hay Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
Phone: 433-1978 

Sally Shutt (W/F) 6/10 1" ffull Augl 1 3 
CC Communications Manager 8/31/13 
P.O. Box 1829 
Fayetteville, NC 28302 
Phone: 437-1921 (eligible to serve an additional 3-year term) 

Onerators of Facilities Representative 
Rayford Hunt 4/10 1 St Novll 1 
Hexion Specialty Chemicals Il/30/11 
141 1 Industrial Drive 
Fayeiteville, NC 28301 (serving unexpired term) 
485-9269 

VACANT (vacated by Gene Smith) 8/09 1 St AugIl2 
Goodyear Tire and Rubber 8/31/12 
6650 Ramsey Street 
Fayetteville, NC 283 11 
893-82131630-5678 (W) 

VACANT (vacated by Joel Blake) 4/07 2"d Dec/09 
1213 1 I09 

Antionette Barnes ( IF) 2/10 1st DecIl2 
Purolator Filters 12/31/12 
3200 Natal Road 
Fayetteville, NC 28306 
426-4283 (W) (serving lSt full term-eligible for another 3-year term) 

Eligible For 
Reappointment 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

No 

Yes 



Cumberland County Local Emergency Planning Committee, page 2 

NameIAddress Appointed Term 

Law Enforcement Representative 
Sgt. Erwin Montgomely 9/09 1 st 
NC Highway Patrol 
2435 Gillespie Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28306-3053 
486-1334 

Lt. Charles Parker 6/10 lSt full 
Cumberland Co. Sheriffs Office 
13 1 Dick Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301-5750 
677-5412 

Lieutenant Wade Owen 12/09 
Fayetteville Police Department 
467 Hay Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301-5565 
433-1819 

Emergency Management Representative 
Greg Phillips 5 108 1 
Cumberland County Emergency Services 
13 1 Dick Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 (serving unexpired term) 
321-6736 

Community Group Representative 
Jeffrey Womble 8/07 
Fayetteville State University 
Office of Public Relations 
1200 Murchison Road 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 

Transportation Representative 
VACANT (vacated by Eddie Smith)12/09 

Health Representative 
Jane Stevens 1/09 
Cumberland County Health Dept. 
227 Fountainhead Lane 
Fayetteville, NC 28301-5417 
433-3673(W)/987-2892(Cell) 

Eligible For 
Expires Reappointment 

Septll2 Yes 
9130112 

DecIl2 Yes 
12/31/12 

SeptIlO Yes 
9/30/10 

1 st DecIl2 Yes 
12/31/12 



Cumberland County Local Emergency Planning Committee, page 3 I 
Eligible For 

NameJAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

Hospital Representative 
Scott Tanner 9/09 1 st Septll2 Yes 
Cape Fear Valley Health System 9130112 
1638 Owen Drive 
Fayetteville, NC 28304 
615-7914 (W) / 315-4672 @I) 

Fire Fighting Representative 
Assistant Chief Thomas M. Allen 10108 
FireIEmergency Management 

lst Decll 1 Yes 
12/31/11 

- .  

City of Fayetteville 
433 ~ a y  Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
433-1009 

First Aid Representative 
Kevin Brunson 6/10 1st Nov/lO Yes 
Cape Fear Valley Emergency Medical Services 11/30/10 
610 Gillespie Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28306 (serving unexpired term-eligible for 2 additional terms) 
615-5651 (W) / 309-7228 (C) 

At-Large Representative 
Phillip McCorquodale 411 0 1 S' April11 3 Yes 
24 13 Cleveland Avenue 04/30/13 
Fayetteville, NC 283 12 
323-41 121323-9600 (W) 

Richard A. King 6/10 1st Augll3 Yes 
658 Glenola Street 08/31/13 
Fayetteville, NC 283 11 
488-24921977-3 11 8 (W) 

Local Environmental Representative 
Paul Rawls 2/10 1st Febll3 Yes 
225 Green Street, Suite 714 2/28/13 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
424-5556 (H) / 433-3324 (W) 

Utilities Representative 
Ray Jackson ( /M) 8/09 
Public Works Commission 
955 Old Wilmington Road 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
223-4118 

Aug/l2 Yes 
8/31/12 



Cumberland County Local Emergency Planning Committee, page 4 

Eligible For 
NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

VACANT (vacated by S. Rohrs) 6/08 1 st Augll 0 Yes 
Attn: Environmental Branch 8/31/10 
HQ XVIII Airborne Corps 
Public Works Business Center 
Fort Bragg, NC 28307 
432-8470 

Ex-Officio Members: 

Elected Official Representative (Liaison) 
Ed Melvin, County Commissioner 

Emergency Management 
Kenny Currie, Cuinberland County Emergency Services 

Favetteville Fire/Emergency Management 
Bennie Nichols, Chief, Fayetteville Fire Department 

Dale Imau, City Manager 
James Martin, County Manager 

Contact: Kenny Currie, Director - Emergency Services - x7688 or Gloria Simms 
Meets quarterly, 4"' Thursday in January, April, July & October at 10:OO am- PWC Office 
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August 6,2010 
ITEM NO. (3G 

* 

August 16,2010 Aqenda Item 

TO: Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the Board 

SUBJECT: Joint Appearance Commission 
e 

BACKGROUND: On August 2, 2010, the Board of Commissioners nominated the 
following individuals to fill three (3) vacancies on the Joint Appearance Commission. 

Steven Coleman (new appointment) 

Christopher Mitchell (new appointment) 

Randy A. Newson (new appointment) 

I have attached the current membership list for this commission. 

PROPOSED ACTION: Appoint individuals to  fill the three (3) vacancies above. 

Attachment 

pc: David Nash, Planner II 
City of Fayetteville 



JOINT APPEARANCE COMMISSION 
2-Year Terms 

NameIAddress Appointed Term 

VACANT (vacated by Ken Arnold) 8/09 1 

Gloston, Louis (B/M) 8/08 2"" 

2000 Greendale Drive 
Fayetteville, NC 28304 
867-57241484-7869(W) 

Smith, Nancy W. (W/F) 8/09 2nd 
573 1 Christmasberry Court 
Fayetteville, NC 28312 
487-15781850-9398 (W) 

VACANT (vacated by Steve Hogan) 8/09 1 S t  

Eligible for 
Expires Reappointment 

Aug/lO Yes 
8/31/10 

Aug/l 1 Yes 
8/31/11 

Meetings: First Monday of Month - 5: 15 PM - City Hall, lSt Floor, Cape Fear Room 

Contact: David Nash, Planner I1 - Phone: 433-1995 - Fax: 433-1776 
City of Fayetteville 
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August 6,2010 

ITEM NO. $F 
Auqust 16,2010 Agenda Item 

TO: Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the Boar P 
SUBJECT: Mid-Carolina Aging Advisory Committee 

BACKGROUND: On August 2, 2010, the Board of Commissioners nominated the 
following individuals to fill four (4) vacancies on the Mid-Carolina Aging Advisory 
Committee: 

Volunteers 
Edna Cogdell (new appointment) 

Marybeth Hicks (new appointment) 

Consumers 
Beverly D. Sanders (new appointment) 

Lester Bussey (new appointment) 

I have attached the current membership list for this committee. 

PROPOSED ACTION: Appoint individuals to fill the four (4) vacancies above. 

Attachment 

pc: Glenda Dye, Aging Administrator 
Mid-Carolina Area Agency on Aging 

Cclcbmti~~g Oor  Past. . .E~i~brnr in~ Otrr Ftrturc 

] . . O N  . 1 , ~ l 1 - : . .  . I - H0PChIII.I.S - 1.INL~IiN SPIIING 1.AKL: ~ Sl'l:lDkl~\N - \V,\l>l: 



7/10 
MID-CAROLINA AGING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

3 Year Term 

Eligible For 
Name/Address Appointed Term Expires Reappointment 

Volunteers 
VACANT (vacated by C. Owens) 8/07 1 St AugIlO Yes 

8/31/10 

VACANT (vacated by D. McMillan 4/07 1" full Aug/lO Yes 
8/31/10 

Rebecca Campbell 7/10 1 full Augll3 Yes 
7027 Darnell Street 8/31/13 
Fayetteville, NC 273 14 
487-1555 (H) 

Consumers 
VACANT (vacated by D. DeCriscio) 8/07 1" ffull Augll 0 Yes 

8/31/10 

Eleanor Ayers (W/F) 8/07 Augll 0 No 2"d 

6750 Clinton Road 8/31/10 
Stedman, NC 28391-8836 
483-1875 

Elected Official 
Frances Collier 
PO Box 47 
Linden, NC 28356 
980-0536 (H) 

lst Marl1 3 Yes 
3/31/13 

Veterans Hospital Rep. 
VACANT (vacated by Nina Davis) 

Contact: Mid-Carolina Council of Governments (Contact: Glenda Dye; Phone 323-4191 ext. 22; 
gdve@n~cco~.org; Fax 323-9330) 

Meetings: lS' Tuesday, 2:00 PM, Various Locations 
Meetings are held the last month of each quarter. 
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Auqust 16,2010 Agenda Item 

TO: Board of Commissioners 

FROM: Candice H. White, Deputy Clerk to the Board 

SUBJECT: Nursing Home Advisory Board 

BACKGROUND: On August 2, 2010, the Board of Commissioners nominated the 
following individual to fill one (1) vacancy on the Nursing Home Advisory Board: 

Sonja Council (new appointment) 

I have attached the current membership list for this board. 

PROPOSED ACTION: Appoint individual to  fill the one (1) vacancy above. 

Attachment 

pc: Andrea Wright-Valdez, Mid-Carolina Area Agency on Aging 

CeleGmtirlg Ocrr Past. . .EtrrGmcirlg Ozu Fcttwn 
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NURSING HOME ADVISORY BOARD 
3 Year Term 

(Initial Appointment One Year) 

pa& 
NameIAddress Appointed Term Expires 
Doris Wilson ( IF) 4110 Initial April11 1 
55 18 Aberdeen Place 413011 1 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 
487-3443 

Tom Lloyd (W/M) 8/08 1 St Augll 1 
1306 Berkshire Road 813 111 1 

Fayetteville, NC 28305 
574-3 1771678-7618(W) 

Martha McKoy 
P.O. Box 42152 
Fayetteville, NC 28309 
423-0771 

Dr. John Briggs (WIM) 
2910 Hybart Street 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 
867-1493 

VACANT (vacated by Terri Thomas)l/lO 

Hervenna Pannell (BIF) 2/09 
1821 Eichelberger Drive 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 
822-85161907-9355(W) 

Clyde E. Hammond (W/M) 08/08 
1802 Flintshire Road 
Fayetteville, NC 28304 
425-2774 

Cenitra McLaughlin (BE) 0411 0 
6220 Birchbrook Drive 
Hope Mills, NC 28348 
868-49661229-644 1 

Toney Edwards (BIM) 1/09 
3622 Clearwater Drive 
Fayetteville, NC 283 11 
822-42611864-6262 

1 st Jan 112 
1/31/12 

Eligible For 
Reappoitltment 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 
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Eligible For 
NameIAddress Appointed Teun Expires Reappointment 

Tolulope Adeyemi (-IM) 11/09 Initial NovIlO Yes 
8 1 18 French Horn Lane 11130110 
Fayetteville, NC 283 14 
583-9408 1 487-3959 

Cassandra White I-Iaire (BIF) 4/10 1st AprIl3 Yes 
515 Albany Street 4130113 
Fayetteville, NC 28301 
728-0175 (C) 

CONTACT: Andrea Wright -Valdez, Mid-Carolina Area Agency on Aging 
P. 0 .  Box 1510, Fayetteville, NC 28302, (Phone: 323-4191, ext. 25) 

3r"hursday of the last rno~lth of each quarter (March, June, September and December) at I :00 PM - at 
various llussi~lg homes in the county. 


