
  

FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA 

SEPTEMBER 26, 2011 
7:00 P.M. 

CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBER 
 

  
      

1.0   CALL TO ORDER 
  

2.0   INVOCATION 
  

3.0   PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
  

4.0   APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
  

5.0   ANNOUNCEMENTS AND RECOGNITIONS 
  

 
 

6.0   CONSENT 
  

 6.1  Approve Minutes: 
- June 22, 2011 - Agenda Briefing  
- June 27, 2011 - Regular Meeting 
- July 20, 2011 - Agenda Briefing  
- July 25, 2011 - Discussion of Agenda Items Meeting Minutes 
 
 

 
 6.2  Local Government Resolution (Governor's Highway Safety Program) 

 
 

 6.3  Award Contract for the Purchase of  Nineteen (19) Dodge Charger Police 
Cars 
 

 
 6.4  Award Contract for the Purchase of One (1) 56,000 GVWR Dump Truck 

with Sand Spreader and Plow 
 

 
 6.5  Award Contract for the Purchase of One (1) 70,000 GVWR Dump Truck 

with Sand Spreader and Plow 
 

 
 6.6  Award Contract for the Purchase of Six (6) Automated Side Loading 

Refuse Trucks  
 



 6.7  Award Contract for the Purchase of  Two (2) 39,000 GVWR Dump Trucks 
with Plows  

 
 6.8  PWC - Financial Matters:  Capital Project Fund Budget Amendments     

 
 6.9  Adopt A Resolution Declaring Jointly-Owned Real Property Surplus And 

Authorizing A Quitclaim Of The City's Interest In Order To Expedite 
Cumberland County's Sale Of Property. 
 

 
 6.10  Budget Ordinance Amendment 2012-2 (General Fund) 

 
 

 6.11  Special Revenue Fund Project Ordinance 2012-5 (Gangs Across the 
Carolinas Training Conference 2011)  

 
 6.12  Ordinance Amending Chapter 1, General Provisions, and Chapter 22, 

Solid Waste, Related to Notice and Appeal of Code Violations  
Presenter(s): Bart Swanson, Housing and Code Enforcement Division 
Manager 

 
 6.13  Tax Refunds Greater Than $100 

 
 

7.0 

  

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

  
 7.1  Public Hearing to Consider the City of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan 

(a Part of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation 
Plan Update) 
 
Presenter(s): David Nash, Planner II 

 
 7.2  Public Hearing to Consider a Petition Requesting Annexation-Submitted 

by Methodist University-(Meadowcroft Drive-Riverdell Drive Property) 
 
Presenter(s): David Nash, Planner II 

 
 7.3  Public Hearing to Consider a Petition Requesting Annexation-Submitted 

by Methodist University-(Longview Drive Extension Property) 
 
Presenter(s): David Nash, Planner II 

 
 7.4  Public Hearing to Consider a Petition Requesting Annexation-Submitted 

by Various Owners of Property in the Baywood Point Subdivision  
Presenter(s): David Nash, Planner II 



l 806 Eugene Street  
l 516 Link Street  
l 1639 Rudolph Street  

 
Presenter(s): Bart Swanson, Housing and Code Enforcement Division 
Manager 

 
 8.2  Consideration of a Planned Neighborhood District 

(PND) Detailed Development Plan application for property located on the 
southeast side of Bingham Drive across from Lakeridge Drive. Containing 
56.22 acres more or less and being the property of Edgar L. Maness and 
wife, and Robert C. Draughon and wife. 

 
Presenter(s): Craig M. Harmon, Planner 

 
 8.3  A request that a sidewalk not be required to be constructed with the City's 

MIA (southern side of Eastern Blvd.) 
 
Presenter(s): Marsha Bryant, Planner II 

 
 8.4  NC League of Municipalities Annual League Business Meeting Voting 

Delegates  
Presenter(s): Dale Iman, City Manager 

 
9.0   ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 

  
 

 
 
10.0   ADJOURNMENT 
  

   
  

 
8.0   OTHER ITEMS OF BUSINESS   

 8.1  Uninhabitable Structures Demolition Recommendations 





 

CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   City Clerk's Office
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Approve Minutes: 

- June 22, 2011 - Agenda Briefing  
- June 27, 2011 - Regular Meeting 
- July 20, 2011 - Agenda Briefing  
- July 25, 2011 - Discussion of Agenda Items Meeting Minutes 
 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Should City Council approve the draft minutes as the official record of the proceedings and actions 
of the associated meeting(s)? 

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

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

 
ISSUES: 
N/A 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
N/A 

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

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Approve the draft minutes as presented. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

June 22, 2011 - Agenda Briefing Minutes
June 27, 2011 - Regular Meeting Minutes
July 20, 2011 - Agenda Briefing Minutes
July 25, 2011 - Discussion of Agenda Items
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Tom Bergamine, Chief of Police
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Local Government Resolution (Governor's Highway Safety Program) 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
The Police Department is applying for funding on behalf of the Cumberland County Sobriety Court 
to fund 30 ankle bracelets to monitor high risk DWI Offenders who are awaiting trial, as well as 
Drug/Sobriety Court Training for Police Department personnel involved with the program.   The 
resolution is required by the Governor's Highway Safety Program to ensure the named official, 
Dale Iman, has the authority to apply for funding on behalf of the City of Fayetteville. 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
l Great Place to Live:  a clean and safe community  
l Desirable Neighborhoods:  safe and secure neighborhoods  

 
BACKGROUND: 
The Police Department has a close working relationship with the Sobriety Court and will act as a 
pass through agency for this necessary funding. 

 
ISSUES: 
None. 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
There is a required cash match of $6,987.   Funds will be provided by Police Department 
appropriated grant match funds for FY 11/12. 

 
OPTIONS: 

1. Authorize the City Manager to apply for these funds.  
2. Do not authorize the City Manager to apply for these funds.  

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Authorize the City Manager to apply for these funds. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

NCGHSP Resolution - Sobriety Court
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Gloria Wrench, Purchasing Manager
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Award Contract for the Purchase of  Nineteen (19) Dodge Charger Police Cars 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Staff requests approval to award a contract for the purchase of nineteen (19) Dodge Charger 
Police Cars. 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Goal 3 - More Efficient City Government - Cost Effective Service Delivery          

 
BACKGROUND: 
The City currently has the need to purchase nineteen (19) new Dodge Charger Police Cars. 
 
Formal bids were received August 30, 2011 as follows: 
 
Sixteen (16) Marked Dodge Charger Police Cars 

 
Three (3) Marked Dodge Charger Police Cars with Kennels 

Ilderton Dodge Chrysler Jeep, High 
Point, NC $467,280.00 

US 1 Chrysler Dodge Jeep, Sanford, 
NC $576,000.00 

Ilderton Dodge Chrysler Jeep, High 
Point, NC $91,035.00 

US 1 Chrysler Dodge Jeep, Sanford, NCNo Bid
 
ISSUES: 
None    

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
Budgeted Amount for (16) Marked Dodge Charger Police Cars - $528,000 
 
Budgeted Amount for (3) Marked Dodge Charger Police Cars with Kennels - $106,500 

 
OPTIONS: 
(1) Award contract according to staff recommendation. (2) Not award contract. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Award contract for the purchase of nineteen (19) Dodge Charger Police Cars to Ilderton Dodge 
Chrysler Jeep, High Point, North Carolina, in the amount of $558,315.00. 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Gloria Wrench, Purchasing Manager
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Award Contract for the Purchase of One (1) 56,000 GVWR Dump Truck with Sand 

Spreader and Plow 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Staff requests that Council approve award of a contract for the purchase of one (1) 56,000 GVWR 
Dump Truck with Sand Spreader and Plow    

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Goal 3 - More Efficient City Government - Cost Effective Service Delivery                         

 
BACKGROUND: 
Currently, the City's Street Maintenance Department has the need to purchase one (1) 56,000 
GVWR Dump Truck with a Sand Spreader and Plow. 
 
Formal bids were received August 31, 2011 as follows: 
 

 
*The bid received from Tri-Point Truck Center did not include the on board scale system for the air 
ride suspension as required by the City's specifications. 

Rush International Truck Center, 
Charlotte, NC $118,484.27

Piedmont Truck Center, Greensboro, NC $129,675.00
Peterbilt Truck Center of Dunn, Dunn, 
NC $133,336.00

*Tri-Point Truck Center, Raleigh, NC  $117,924.00

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
This unit was included in the FY2012 budget at a cost of $140,000. 

 
OPTIONS: 
(1) Award contract as recommended by staff. (2) Not award contract. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Award contract to Rush International, Charlotte, NC, the lowest responsible bidder, in the amount 
of $118,484.27, for the purchase of one (1) 56,000 GVWR Dump Truck with Sand Spreader and 
Plow. 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Gloria Wrench, Purchasing Manager
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Award Contract for the Purchase of One (1) 70,000 GVWR Dump Truck with Sand 

Spreader and Plow 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Staff requests approval to award a contract for the purchase of one (1) 70,000 GVWR Dump Truck 
with Sand Spreader and Plow.   

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Goal 3 - More Efficient City Government - Cost Effective Service Delivery    

 
BACKGROUND: 
The City's Street Maintenance Department has the need to purchase one (1) 70,000 GVWR Dump 
Truck with Sand Spreader and Plow.   
 
On November 3, 2010, the City received bids for the purchase of one (1) 70,000 GVWR Dump 
Truck with Sand Spreader and Plow.   Subsequently, Council approved award of a contract to Tri-
Point Truck Center for the purchase of this truck on November 22, 2010.  The bid documents 
allowed for the purchase of additional units for a period of up to three (3) years from the original bid 
award.  Additionally, the bid documents allowed for an adjustment in the price of any additional 
units based on the the Consumer Price Index for New Vehicles as published by the U.S. Bureau of 
Labor Statistics.    
 
Tri-Point Truck Center has offered to sell the City an additional unit at a cost of $146,140.00.  The 
original bid price for the unit was $142,260.00.  The cost difference is approximately 2.7% which is 
below the 4% CPI percent change for new vehicles for the 12 month period ending July 2011.  
Staff feels the additional cost is reasonable as the unit provided under this contract will be a 2013 
model year. 

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
This unit was included in the FY2012 budget at a cost of $150,000. 

 
OPTIONS: 
(1) Award contract as recommended by staff.  (2) Not award contract.    

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Award contract for the purchase of one (1) 70,000 GVWR Dump Truck with Sand Spreader and 
Plow, in the amount of $146,140, to Tri-Point Truck Center, Raleigh, NC, pursuant to the additional 
buy clause allowed in the original bid. 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Gloria Wrench, Purchasing Manager
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Award Contract for the Purchase of Six (6) Automated Side Loading Refuse Trucks 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Staff requests that Council approve the purchase of six (6) automated side loading refuse trucks 
pursuant to N.C.G.S. 143-129(g) "piggyback exception". 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Goal 3 - More Efficient City Government - Cost Effective Service Delivery 

 
BACKGROUND: 
The City's Environmental Services Department has the need to purchase six (6) new refuse 
trucks.  N.C.G.S. 143-129(g) allows governmental units to "piggyback" bids from other 
governmental units when the vendor has agreed to offer the same or more favorable pricing and 
terms.  
 
Council is asked to approve the purchase of six (6) Mack/Heil Automated Side Loading Refuse 
Trucks from Carolina Environmental Systems, Inc., Kernersville, NC, at a unit cost of $233,771, for 
a total cost of $1,402,626.00.  Carolina Environmental Systems, Inc. has offered the same pricing 
and terms as those offered in their bid to the City of Asheboro, NC on September 30, 2010.  The 
City of Asheboro subsequently awarded a contract to Carolina Environmental Systems on October 
11, 2010. 

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
These trucks were included in the FY2012 budget at a unit cost of $245,000, for a total cost of 
$1,470,000. 

 
OPTIONS: 
(1) Approve purchase as recommended by staff.  (2) Not approve purchase. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Approve the purchase of six (6) Mack/Heil Automated Side Loading Refuse Trucks in the amount 
of $1,402,626.00 from Carolina Environmental Systems, Inc., Kernersville, NC. 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Gloria Wrench, Purchasing Manager
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Award Contract for the Purchase of  Two (2) 39,000 GVWR Dump Trucks with 

Plows 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Staff requests that Council approve award of a contract for the purchase of two (2) 39,000 GVWR 
Dump Trucks with Plows 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Goal 3 - More Efficient City Government - Cost Effective Service Delivery    

 
BACKGROUND: 
Currently, the City's Street Maintenance and Stormwater Departments have the need for two (2) 
39,000 GVWR Dump Trucks with Plows. 
 
Formal Bids were received August 31, 2011 as follows:  
 

 

Tri-Point Truck Center, Raleigh, NC $196,074.00 
Rush International Truck Center, 
Charlotte, NC $199,036.18 

Peterbilt Truck Center of Dunn, Dunn, 
NC $224,534.00 

Piedmont Truck Center, Greensboro, NC $232,164.00 

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
These units are included in the FY2012 budget at a unit cost of $95,000, for a total cost of 
$190,000.  The additional funds to cover the actual cost of the trucks will come from savings 
realized from the purchase of one (1) 56,000 GVWR Dump Truck which was $21,000 under budget 
(Streets), and the purchase of mower attachments which came in approximately $10,000 under 
budget (Stormwater). 

 
OPTIONS: 
(1) Award contract as recommended by staff.  (2) Not award contract.                   

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Award a contract to the low bidder, Tri-Point Truck Center, Raleigh, NC, in the amount of 
$196.074.00, for the purchase of two (2) 39,000 GVWR Dump Trucks with Plows 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Steven K. Blanchard, CEO/General Manager
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   PWC - Financial Matters:  Capital Project Fund Budget Amendments    

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
The Public Works Commission of the City of Fayetteville requests City Council adopt the following 
PWC Capital Project Fund Budget Amendments: (1) Amendment #1 – Annexation Phase V-Areas 
6 and 7, Capital Project Fund for Fiscal Years 2010-2012; and (2) Amendment #1 – Series 2009 
Revenue Bond Capital Project Fund for Fiscal Years 2010-2012.   

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

 
BACKGROUND: 
During their regular meeting of September 14, 2011 the Public Works Commission considered and 
approved the following financial matters relating to the PWC Capital Project Fund Budget and to 
forward to City Council for adoption:   
 
1.         Amendment #1 – Annexation Phase V – Areas 6 and 7, Capital Project  Fund for Fiscal 
Years 2010-2012. Amendment #1 is to reflect the final cost, adjust interest earnings projection and 
transfer the remaining balance ($230,720) to the Series 2009B Revenue Bond Capital Project 
Fund. This is the final amendment and fund closing.    
 
2.         Amendment #1 – Series 2009 Revenue Bond Capital Project Fund for Fiscal Years 2010-
2012. Amendment #1 receives $230,720 from the Annexation Phase V – Area 6 and 7 Capital 
Project Fund close out, adjusts expected interest earnings, records the cost of issuance allocated 
to this fund ($10,257) and increases the expected project cost to $33,633,712.     

 
ISSUES: 
None    

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
PWC Budget Item 

 
OPTIONS: 
None 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Adopt PWC Capital Project Fund Budget Amendments 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Transmittal Memo
Amendment #1 - Annexation Phase V-Areas 6 and 7
Amendment #1 - Series 2009 Revenue Bond Capital Project Fund
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BUILDING COMMUNITY CONNECTIONS SINCE 1905 

 
AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY / AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
September 8, 2011 

 
 
 
MEMO TO:  Steven K. Blanchard, CEO      

MEMO FROM: J. Dwight Miller, CFO       
  
 
SUBJECT: Capital Project Fund Budget Amendments 
 
 
The Annexation Phase V – Areas 6 and 7 Capital Project Fund, Amendment #1 is to reflect the 
final cost, adjust interest earnings projection and transfer the remaining balance ($230,720) to the 
Series 2009B Revenue Bond Capital Project Fund.  This is the final amendment and fund 
closing. 
 
The Series 2009B Revenue Bond Capital Project Fund, Amendment #1 receives $230,720 from 
the Annexation Phase V – Area 6 and 7 Capital Project Fund close out, adjust expected interest 
earnings, record the cost of issuance allocated to this fund ($10,257) and increases the expected 
project cost to $33,633,712.    
 
Staff recommends that the Commission adopt Amendment #1 to the Annexation Phase V – 
Areas 6 and 7 Capital Project Fund for Fiscal Years 2010 – 2012, adopt Amendment #1 to the 
Series 2009B Revenue Bond Capital Project Fund for Fiscal Years 2010 - 2012 and forward to 
City Council for adoption at their meeting on September 26, 2011.  

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

955 OLD WILMINGTON RD 
P.O. BOX 1089 

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

FAX (AREA CODE 910) 829-0207 

PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION 
OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE 

ELECTRIC & WATER UTILITIES 
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE
Annexation Phase V - Areas 6 and 7 Capital Project Fund

For Fiscal Years 2010- 2012
 

Amendment #1

 Current Proposed Recommended
 Approved Budget Inception to Date
 Budget Amendment #1 Budget
 
 

Estimated Revenues and Other Funding Sources

Series 2009B Revenue Bond proceeds (1) 5,903,543$                  (230,720)$                    5,672,823$                  
Interest earnings 29,518$                       (24,665)$                      4,853$                         

Total Revenues and Other Funding Sources 5,933,061$                  (255,385)$                    5,677,676$                  

Estimated Expenditures and Other Uses

Utility installation cost 5,933,061$                  (255,385)$                    5,677,676$                  

Total Expenditures and Other Uses 5,933,061$                  (255,385)$                    5,677,676$                  

(1) Net of financing costs
Final Close

ADOPTED BY COMMISSION October 28, 2009 Proposed  September 14, 2011
ADOPTED BY CITY COUNCIL November 9, 2009 Proposed  September 26, 2011

Final Close
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE 
Series 2009B Revenue Bond Capital Project Fund

For Fiscal Years 2010 - 2012
 

Amendment #1
 

 Current Proposed Recommended
 Approved Budget Inception to Date
 Budget Amendment #1 Budget
 
 

Estimated Revenues and Other Funding Sources

Series 2009B Revenue Bonds proceeds (1) 33,348,735$              230,720$                   33,579,455$              
Cost of Issuance-Adjusted Bond proceeds -$                              10,257$                     10,257$                     
Interest Earnings 166,744$                   (122,744)$                 44,000$                     

Total Revenues and Other Funding Sources 33,515,479$             118,233$                   33,633,712$             

Estimated Expenditures and Other Uses

Water and Wastewater Utility Project Costs 33,515,479$              118,233$                   33,633,712$              

Total Expenditures and Other Uses 33,515,479$             118,233$                   33,633,712$             

(1) Net of financing costs

ADOPTED BY COMMISSION October 28, 2009 Proposed  September 14, 2011
ADOPTED BY CITY COUNCIL November 9, 2009 Proposed  September 26, 2011
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Tami Lewis, Senior Paralegal
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Adopt A Resolution Declaring Jointly-Owned Real Property Surplus And 

Authorizing A Quitclaim Of The City's Interest In Order To Expedite Cumberland 
County's Sale Of Property. 

 
 

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

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
More Efficient City Government 
 

 
BACKGROUND: 

Cumberland County and the City of Fayetteville received joint title to six properties identified as:     
     1-  1507 Howell Street             PIN  0438-33-5672 
     2-            Howell Street            PIN  0438-34-6463 
     3 -           Howell Street            PIN  0438-34-6469 
     4-            Howell Street            PIN  0438-34-6574 
     5-            Howell Street            PIN  0438-34-6599 
     6-            Howell Street            PIN  0438-34-7634 

The County has received an offer to purchase said property and is requesting the City declare the 
property surplus and quitclaim the City's interest to the County in order to expedite the sale 
process. 

 
ISSUES: 

l The County is in receipt of an offer to purchase the property for a price equaling the 
foreclosure bid; i.e. $5,727.95.     

l Title to the above subject property is jointly held due to foreclosure by the County in its role 
as tax administrator  

l If  the present bids are declined, there is a good chance  the properties will remain in joint 
government ownership not earning taxes and requiring upkeep.      

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
N/A for  FY11 budget. 

 
OPTIONS: 

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

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

Resolution Declaring Property Excess
Memo from County
Fisher St Maps
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINASTATE OF NORTH CAROLINASTATE OF NORTH CAROLINASTATE OF NORTH CAROLINA    
COUNTY OF CUMBERLANDCOUNTY OF CUMBERLANDCOUNTY OF CUMBERLANDCOUNTY OF CUMBERLAND    
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLE                    Resolution R2011_________ 
 
 
 

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

    
    

WHEREAS, WHEREAS, WHEREAS, WHEREAS, the City of Fayetteville and the County of Cumberland jointly own  
real property in Cumberland County, said property being located on  Howell 
Street and  having the tax map  designation of PIN as listed below; and 
 

• PIN 0438-33-5672   -  1507 Howell Street 
• PIN 0438-34-6463    -     Howell Street 
• PIN 0438-34-6469   -    Howell Street 
• PIN 0438-34-6574   -     Howell Street 
• PIN 0438-34-6599   -    Howell Street 
• PIN  0438-34-7634  -    Howell Street 

   
    
WHEREAS, WHEREAS, WHEREAS, WHEREAS, the City of Fayetteville has a financial interest in the form of getting 
the real property back on the tax books; and  
 
WWWWHEREAS, HEREAS, HEREAS, HEREAS, the property is surplus to the needs of the City of Fayetteville; and  
    
WHEREAS,WHEREAS,WHEREAS,WHEREAS, the County of Cumberland has received an offer to purchase the 
parcel and requests that the City of Fayetteville join in the sale of the property by 
declaring the parcel surplus to the City’s needs and quitclaiming the City’s title 
to the County; and 
    
WHEREAS,WHEREAS,WHEREAS,WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Fayetteville finds such actions to be in 
the public interest. 
    
    
NOW THEREFORE, NOW THEREFORE, NOW THEREFORE, NOW THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Fayetteville hereby declares  
that the aforesaid real property surplus to City’s needs and authorizes its 
Manager to sign a deed quitclaiming title to the County of Cumberland. 
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ADOPTED ADOPTED ADOPTED ADOPTED this ______ day of _____________, 2011 by the City Council of the City of 
Fayetteville, North Carolina. 
 

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLECITY OF FAYETTEVILLE    
    

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

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Lisa T. Smith, Chief Financial Officer
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Budget Ordinance Amendment 2012-2 (General Fund) 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Council is asked to approve this budget ordinance amendment to appropriate $200,000 of 
expected reimbursements from the Federal and State governments to provide funding for 
remaining expenditures for the restoration of the debris collection site used after the April 16, 2011 
tornadoes. 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Mission Principle:  Financially Sound City Government 
Vision Principle A:  A Great Place to Live - Means a clean and safe community 

 
BACKGROUND: 

l It is estimated that approximately $200,000 will be required to complete the restoration of the 
debris collection site at Benjamin Martin Elementary School.  

l It is expected that the Federal government will reimburse 75% of the expenditures and the 
State will reimburse the remaining 25%.  

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
As outlined above. 

 
OPTIONS: 
l Adopt the budget ordinance amendment.  
l Do not adopt the budget ordinance amendment.  

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommends that Council adopt Budget Ordinance Amendment 2012-2 as presented. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Budget Ordinance Amendment 2012-2
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CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA:

That the City of Fayetteville Budget Ordinance adopted June 13, 2011 is hereby amended as follows:

Section 1. It is estimated that the following revenues and other financing sources will be available during the fiscal year 
beginning July 1, 2011, and ending June 30, 2012, to meet the appropriations listed in Section 2.

Item Listed As Revision Revised Amount

Schedule A:  General Fund

Intergovernmental Revenues 52,652,327$        200,000$            52,852,327$        
All Other General Fund Revenues and OFS 86,491,701          -                     86,491,701          

Total Estimated General Fund Revenues 139,144,028$      200,000$            139,344,028$      
and Other Financing Sources

Section 2. The following amounts are hereby appropriated for the operations of the City Government and its activities for the 
fiscal year beginning July 1, 2011, and ending June 30, 2012, according to the following schedules:

Item Listed As Revision Revised Amount

Schedule A:  General Fund

Environmental Services 8,373,860$          200,000$            8,573,860$          
All Other General Fund Departments 130,770,168        -                     130,770,168        

Total Estimated General Fund Expenditures 139,144,028$      200,000$            139,344,028$      

Adopted this 26th day of September, 2011.

2011-2012 BUDGET ORDINANCE AMENDMENT
CHANGE 2012-2

September 26, 2011

Page 1 of 1
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Special Revenue Fund Project Ordinance 2012-5 (Gangs Across the Carolinas 

Training Conference 2011) 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
This ordinance will appropriate $62,069 for the 2011 Gangs Across the Carolinas Training 
Conference.  The funding for this program is a $46,552 grant and a $15,517 local match. 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Goal 3:  Growing City, Livable Neighborhoods - a Great Place to Live:  Consistent improvement in 
reducing crime rates. 

 
BACKGROUND: 

l The North Carolina Department of Crime Control and Public Safety - Governor's Crime 
Commission has approved a grant, funded by the Federal Byrne Justice Assistance Grant 
Program, that will cover 75% of the costs of the annual training conference.  A local match of 
25% must be provided to cover the remaining costs.   

l The North Carolina Gang Investigator's Association (NCGIA) will provide the local match of 
$15,517.  

l The NCGIA will coordinate the annual training conference.  Gang specialists and experts 
from the state of North Carolina and throughout the country will provide needed training on 
issues such as the latest trends, tactics and safety concerns that are vital in combating 
gangs and keeping our citizens and officers safe.  

l The annual Gangs Across the Carolinas conference is a state-wide training event that over 
450 state, local and federal law enforcement attend.  This is the largest conference of this 
type in the southeastern United States.  Last year, the Fayetteville Police Department had 
17 participants that included 3 nights of hotel stay, registration fees and several meals.  This 
was a value of approximately $437.00 per person, almost $7,500 total. 

 
ISSUES: 
None. 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
As noted above. 

 
OPTIONS: 
1) Adopt Special Revenue Fund Project Ordinance 2012-5. 
2) Do not adopt Special Revenue Fund Project Ordinance 2012-5. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Adopt Special Revenue Fund Project Ordinance 2012-5. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

ORD 2012-5
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CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

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

Section 1. The project authorized is for the funding of the Gangs Across the Carolinas Training
Conference 2011.

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

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

Federal Grant passed through the NC Governor's Crime 46,552$         
  Commission
Local Match - N. C. Gang Investigator's Association 15,517           

62,069$         

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

Project Expenditures 62,069$         

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

Adopted this 26th day of September, 2011.

ORD 2012-5

September 26, 2011

SPECIAL REVENUE FUND PROJECT ORDINANCE
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Bart Swanson, Housing and Code Enforcement Division Manager
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Ordinance Amending Chapter 1, General Provisions, and Chapter 22, Solid Waste, 

Related to Notice and Appeal of Code Violations 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Amend Fayetteville Code of Ordinances Sections 1-9, appeals of civil penalties, and Sections 22-
31, Solid Waste, to provide for a concise time period to appeal or pay a civil penalty and to add 
Chapter 7, Building Code, Chapter 14, Housing, Dwellings and Buildings, and Chapter 30, Zoning, 
to the appeal process stipulated in Sec 1-9. 

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

 
BACKGROUND: 
Fayetteville Code of Ordinances Section 1-9 defines the appeal process for the recipient of a civil 
penalty citation. This section provides that the recipient of the civil penalty may make a written 
request to the City Attorney's Office for a hearing within ten days of receipt of the citation to be 
heard by the administrative hearing officer.  
 
Section 1-7 (h) provides that civil penalty citations may be served by U.S. first-class mail to the last 
known address of the recipient.   Section 22-31, Solid Waste, provides that if a civil penalty is not 
paid within ten days of receipt of the citation, the penalty shall be collected by civil action in the 
nature of a debt.   As an alternative to personal service, this section provides that civil penalty 
citations may be served by U.S. first-class mail to the last known address of the recipient.     
 
Section 1-9 stipulates the various City of Fayetteville Code of Ordinances Chapters that are subject 
to the civil penalty process. However, Section 1-9 does not include Chapter 7, Building Code, or 
Chapter 14, Housing, Dwelling and Buildings. Both of these Chapters provide for the issuance of 
civil penalty citations for respective code violations without a statutory appeal process.  
 
In the lack of a process, the appeal process of Section 1-9 is currently being used for civil penalty 
appeals relating to cited violations of these Chapters.   On December 13, 2010, the City Council 
adopted the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) as Chapter 30 of the Code of Ordinances of 
the City of Fayetteville. On July 25, 2011, the City Council adopted Ordinance No. S2011-008 
(Section 3.) adding a new item (e) to section 30-8.F.3 of the UDO. Item (e) provides that a civil 
penalty may be appealed in accordance with the procedures and timetables established in Section 
1-9 of the Fayetteville Code of Ordinances.  

 
ISSUES: 
By the use of U.S. first-class mail as a means of serving a civil penalty citation, there is no way to 
absolutely determine when a recipient actually received the civil penalty citation. This has caused 
problems for staff when recipients file an appeal or pay the civil penalty several months after the 
issuance date of the citation claiming that they had just received the citation within the last 10 
days.  
 
There is currently no statutory appeal process for recipients of citations issued for violations of 
Chapter 7 and Chapter 14.     
 
The proposed text amendments would require that appeals and payments of civil penalties under 
Chapter 22, be made within 10 business days of the issuance of the citation, thus establishing a 
definitive date to act on the citation.  Adding Chapter 7, Chapter 14 and Chapter 30 to Section 1-9 
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will provide a statutory appeal process for citations issued under those chapters. 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
  Unknown 

 
OPTIONS: 

1. Adopt the proposed text amendment to Fayetteville Code of Ordinances Sections 1-9 and 
22-31;  

2. Revise the proposed text amendment to Fayetteville Code of Ordinances Sections 1-9 and 
22-31;  

3. Reject the proposed text amendment to Fayetteville Code of Ordinances Sections 1-9 and 
22-31;    

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Adopt the proposed text amendments to Fayetteville Code of Ordinances Sections 1-9 and 22-31.   

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Proposed Amendment to Fayetteville Code of Ordinances Sections 1-9 & 22-31
Fayetteville Code of Ordinances Section 1-7
Fayetteville Ordinance No. s20011-008, Section3
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The following amendments pertain to appeal of civil penalties.  Please note the 
following provisions are not the entire chapters.  The only sections that follow are 
those being amended. 
 

Chapter 1 
 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 
 
Sec. 1-9.  Appeal of civil penalties. 
 
Whenever the recipient of a citation for a violation of chapter 4, alarm systems 
regulations; chapter 7, Building Code; chapter 11, fire protection and prevention; chapter 
14, Housing, Dwellings and Buildings; article XI of chapter 16, abandoned, junked, and 
nuisance vehicles; article X of chapter 16, parking; chapter 17, offenses and 
miscellaneous provisions; chapter 18, parks and recreations; chapter 22, solid waste; 
chapter 24, streets and sidewalks; chapter 26, taxicabs; and chapter 30, Zoning; has failed 
to pay a civil penalty as a result of the violation, prior to the initiation of the civil action 
to enforce the city's remedy, the recipient of the citation shall be notified in writing that: 
(1)   The case may be reviewed by an administrative hearing officer to determine the 
validity of the civil penalty provided the recipient of the citation makes a written request 
to the city attorney's office for the hearing within ten business days of receipt of the 
notice issuance date of the citation of the opportunity to be heard by the administrative 
hearing officer; 
(2)   The written request for the hearing shall be on a form to be provided with the written 
notice and the hearing shall be held within 14 days of the receipt of the written request; 
(3)   The decision of the hearing officer if in favor of the individual receiving the citation 
shall be final, but if the hearing officer shall determine that in his opinion the civil 
penalty is due, then the city may proceed to initiate the civil action, but the decision of 
the hearing officer shall not be admissible by the city in the prosecution of the action; and 
(4)   The hearing officer shall be one of the safelight appeals hearing officers. 
 

Chapter 22 
 

SOLID WASTE 

Sec. 22-31. - Penalties for violations. 

(a)  A violation of section 22-30 shall subject the violator to a civil penalty in accordance 
with the fee and penalty schedule as approved by city council. A violation of any section 
of this chapter not specifically addressed in the separate fee and penalty schedule, shall 
subject the violator to a civil penalty of $100.00 per violation. Pursuant to G.S. 160A-
175(g), each and every day's continuing violation shall be deemed a separate punishable 
offense. The civil penalty shall be imposed by citation served personally upon the 
violator by those individuals authorized in section 22-29, or delivered by first class mail 
followed by delivery confirmation if the first notice is returned within ten working 
business days. The citation shall set forth the specific violation, the amount of the 
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penalty, that each and every day's violation is a separately punishable offense, and that if 
the penalty is not paid within ten business days of receipt of the issuance date of the 
citation, the penalty shall be collected by civil action in the nature of a debt.  

(b)  If the penalty as set forth in the citation issued pursuant to subsection (a) of this 
section is not paid within the prescribed time, then the matter shall be referred to the 
office of the city attorney, who shall institute an action in the nature of a debt in a court of 
competent jurisdiction to collect the civil penalty.  

(Code 1961, § 14-31 ; Ord. No. S2010-003A, § 1, 3-22-2010)  
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Sec. 1-7. - General penalty; enforcement of ordinances; continuing violations. 

(a)  Unless otherwise specifically provided, violation of any provision of this Code or any other city ordinance 
shall subject the offender to a civil penalty; except, that where the General Statutes of North Carolina provide 
specific remedies for violations of provisions of this Code adopted pursuant to such statutes, such remedies 
available to the city for enforcement of this Code shall be in addition to the remedies hereinafter stated. Where 
no specific penalty is provided therefore, the violation of any such provision of this Code or any such 
ordinance shall subject the offender to a fine in accordance with the fee schedule adopted by the city council.  

(b)  In addition to any civil or criminal penalties set out in this section, any provision of this Code or any other 
city ordinance may be enforced by an appropriate equitable remedy issuing from a court of competent 
jurisdiction. In such case, the general court of justice shall have jurisdiction to issue such orders as may be 
appropriate, and it shall not be a defense to the application of the city for equitable relief that there is an 
adequate remedy at law.  

(c)  In addition to any civil or criminal penalties set out in this section, any provision of this Code or any other 
city ordinance that makes unlawful a condition existing upon or use made of real property may be enforced by 
injunction and order of abatement, and the general court of justice shall have jurisdiction to issue such orders. 
When a violation of such a provision occurs, the city may apply to the appropriate division of the general 
court of justice for a mandatory or prohibitory injunction and order of abatement commanding the defendant 
to correct the unlawful condition upon or cease the unlawful use of the property. The action shall be governed 
in all respects by the laws and rules governing civil proceedings, including the Rules of Civil Procedure in 
general and Rule 65 in particular.  

(d)  The provisions of this Code and any other city ordinances may be enforced by one, or all or a 
combination of the remedies authorized and prescribed by this section.  

(e)  Except as otherwise specifically provided, each day's continuing violation of any provision of this Code or 
any other city ordinance shall be a separate and distinct offense.  

(f)  Any ordinances hereafter adopted by the council of the city, the violation of which shall incur a penalty, 
shall specify whether the enforcement shall be pursuant to the civil penalty or criminal penal provisions of this 
section.  

(g)  Upon determination of a violation of any section of this Code, the penalty for which is a civil penalty, the 
city may cause a warning citation to be issued to the violator, setting out the nature of the violation, the 
section violated, the date of the violation and an order to immediately cease the violation or, if the violation is 
in the nature of an infraction for which an order of abatement would be appropriate in a civil proceeding, 
stating the reasonable period of time in which the violation must be abated. The warning citation shall specify 
that a second citation shall incur a civil penalty.  

(h)  Upon failure of the violator to obey the warning citation, a civil citation shall be issued by the appropriate 
official of the city and either served directly on the violator or his duly designated agent, or registered agent if 
a corporation, in person or posted in the United States mail service by first class mail addressed to the last 
known address of the violator as contained in the records of the county, or obtained from the violator at the 
time of issuance of the warning citation. The violator shall be deemed to have been served upon the mailing of 
such citation. The citation shall direct the violator to appear at city hall, within the prescribed time cited in the 
citation or alternatively to pay the citation by mail. The violation for which the citation is issued must have 
been corrected by the time the citation is paid; otherwise, further citations shall be issued. Citations may be 
issued for each day the offense continues until the prohibited activity is ceased or abated.  

(Code 1961, § 1-7 ; Ord. No. S2007-018, §§ 1, 2, 5-29-2007)  
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO

 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Lisa Smith, Chief Financial Officer
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Tax Refunds Greater Than $100 

 
 

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

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Not applicable 

 
BACKGROUND: 
Approved by the Cumberland County Special Board of Equalization for the month of August. 

 
ISSUES: 
None 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
Budget impact is $447.64. 

 
OPTIONS: 
Approve the refund 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommends approval of the refund. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Taxes Greater than $100.

 

 

                    6 - 13



               6 - 13 - 1 - 1



CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   David Nash, Planner II
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Public Hearing to Consider the City of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan (a Part of 

the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update) 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Should the Fayetteville City Council Adopt the City of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan (as a part 
of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update)? 

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

 
BACKGROUND: 
Several years ago, the City of Fayetteville worked with other jurisdictions in Cumberland County in 
preparing the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan. In late 2005 and 
2006, the original Plan was adopted by all jurisdictions in the County. The original Plan fulfilled the 
requirements of the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000. The original Plan was a five-year plan. Based 
on the requirements of the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), the Plan had to be 
updated during 2010. The City of Fayetteville has again worked with other jurisdictions in the 
County in updating the Plan. The staff of the Planning and Zoning Division (in the Development 
Services Department) was responsible for preparing the Fayetteville part of the Plan. (The 
Fayetteville part is referred to as the City of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan.) The Fayetteville 
Plan is attached to this agenda item in three parts. The overall updated Plan document received 
approval from FEMA and the State on April 4, 2011.  The entire document may be seen in the 
Planning and Zoning Office or on the Cumberland County Planning Department website:  
www.co.cumberland.nc.us/planning. 
 
The various jurisdictions in the County are currently reviewing their updated parts of the Plan. Each 
jurisdiction is responsible for holding a public hearing on their Plan. Each jurisdiction will then 
consider whether to adopt their Plan.On August 16, 2011, the staff made a presentation to the 
Fayetteville Planning Commission on the Fayetteville part of the updated Plan. On September 20, 
the Planning Commission will hold a public hearing on the Fayetteville part of the updated Plan. 
The recommendation of the Planning Commission will be forwarded to the City Council for 
consideration on September 26th. 

 
ISSUES: 
The original City of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan dealt with the following 11 natural hazards: 
hurricanes, tornadoes, thunderstorms, droughts, severe winter storms, extreme heat, wildfires, 
flooding, earthquakes, volcanoes, and tsunamis. In the updated Plan, two hazards were 
eliminated: volcanoes and tsunamis.  
 
Although the original Plan and the updated Plan dealt with a variety of natural hazards, the focus in 
both plans was on the hazard of flooding.  
 
In the updated Plan, the occurrence data on tornadoes was updated through June 2010. 
Therefore, there is no data in the updated Plan on the tornadoes which struck the local area in 
April 2011.  
 
Your public hearing will pertain only to the mitigation of future natural hazards. The hearing will not 
be about emergency response planning or the recovery efforts from recent tornadoes in the 
County.  
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BUDGET IMPACT: 
The Plan identifies 13 Mitigation Actions. For each action, there is information about funding. It is 
possible that there would be some costs associated with implementing several of these actions. By 
adopting the Plan, the City of Fayetteville will remain eligible for State and Federal disaster relief 
funds, in the event of a declared disaster in the City.  

 
OPTIONS: 
1. Adopt the City of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan. (Recommended - this is required in 
order to be eligible for some forms of State and Federal disaster relief funding) 
2. Do not adopt the City of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan.  

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommends that the City Council adopt the City of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan, a part 
of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update.  

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Fayetteville Resolution of Adoption
Overall Resolution of Adoption
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Part 1
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Part 2
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Part 3
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Resolution  
 
 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Fayetteville desires to remain eligible for the State and Federal disaster 
relief funds in the event of a declared disaster in the City; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Fayetteville City Council recognizes the value of having a Plan in place for 
identifying, prioritizing, and mitigating potential and real hazards that could affect the City of 
Fayetteville; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Fayetteville Planning and Zoning Division Staff has prepared a City of 
Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan as part of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update, and has revised the Plan as suggested by the North Carolina 
Division of Emergency Management after its submittal to all appropriate government entities for 
review and comments; and 
 
WHEREAS, the North Carolina Division of Emergency Management has endorsed the City of 
Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan as part of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Fayetteville City Council that it adopts the City 
of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan as part of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Fayetteville City Council resolves to annually review the 
City of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan and make revisions to all sections regarding the City 
of Fayetteville as part of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan 
Update when new data and information becomes available, as mitigation measures are 
achieved, and as mitigation strategies evolve; and  
 
FURTHER, that the City may update and revise the City of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan 
as part of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update as it 
relates to the City of Fayetteville but does not affect any other jurisdiction.  If any revision, 
update or amendment involves another jurisdiction, the updates and revisions must be approved 
by the governing body of the affected jurisdiction.  Copies of any revision, amendment or update 
to the Plan by the City of Fayetteville must be kept on file with their Clerk and with the 
Cumberland County Emergency Services Department and added to the Cumberland County 
Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update; and 
 
FURTHER, that administrative changes, wording corrections, and revisions to the hazard 
analysis, vulnerability assessment, or other such portions of the Cumberland County Multi-
Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update, do not require additional action by the Fayetteville 
City Council.   
 
Adopted _____________ day of ______________________, 2011 
 
Attest: 
 
 
___________________________                               __________________________________ 
   City of Fayetteville, Clerk                   Mayor, City of Fayetteville 
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Resolution 
 
 
 
WHEREAS, Cumberland County, the City of Fayetteville, and the Towns of Eastover, Falcon, 
Godwin, Hope Mills, Linden, Spring Lake, Stedman, and Wade desire to remain eligible for the 
State and Federal disaster relief funds in the event of a declared disaster within their jurisdiction; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, Cumberland County, the City of Fayetteville, and the Towns of Eastover, Falcon, 
Godwin, Hope Mills, Linden, Spring Lake, Stedman, and Wade recognize the value of having a 
Plan in place for identifying, prioritizing, and mitigating potential and real hazards that could affect 
all sections within their jurisdiction; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Cumberland County Joint Planning Board Staff, in conjunction with the City of 
Fayetteville Planning Staff, have prepared the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard 
Mitigation Plan Update and have revised the Plan as suggested by the North Carolina Division of 
Emergency Management after its submittal to all appropriate government entities for review and 
comments; and 
 
WHEREAS, the North Carolina Division of Emergency Management has endorsed the proposed 
Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that Cumberland County, the City of Fayetteville, and the 
Towns of Eastover, Falcon, Godwin, Hope Mills, Linden, Spring Lake, Stedman, and Wade adopts 
the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Cumberland County, the City of Fayetteville, and the Towns of 
Eastover, Falcon, Godwin, Hope Mills, Linden, Spring Lake, Stedman, and Wade resolve to 
conduct an annual review of the Plan and make revisions to all sections regarding their respective 
jurisdiction within the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update when 
new data and information becomes available, as mitigation measures are achieved, and as 
mitigation strategies evolve; and  
 
FURTHER, that Cumberland County, the City of Fayetteville, and the Towns of Eastover, Falcon, 
Godwin, Hope Mills, Linden, Spring Lake, Stedman, and Wade may update and revise the 
Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update as it relates to their 
jurisdiction but does not affect any other jurisdictions.  If any revision, update or amendment 
involves more than one jurisdiction, the updates and revisions must be approved by all of the 
affected governing bodies.  Copies of any revision, amendment or update to the Plan by 
Cumberland County, the City of Fayetteville, and the Towns of Eastover, Falcon, Godwin, Hope 
Mills, Linden, Spring Lake, Stedman, and Wade must be kept on file with their Clerks, with the 
Cumberland County Emergency Services Department, and added to the Cumberland County Multi-
Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update; and 
 
FURTHER, that administrative changes, wording corrections, the hazard analysis, and vulnerability 
assessment or other such portions of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation 
Plan Update, do not require additional action by the respective jurisdictions. 
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Adopted ______ day of ________________, 2011 
 
____________________       _ _                    ______________________________________ 

Cumberland County Clerk                                Chairman, Cumberland County Board of Commissioners 
                                                                         
 
 

Adopted ______ day of ________________, 2011 
 
________                                       _  _                              __________________          ______________ ____ 
City of Fayetteville Clerk                               Mayor, City of Fayetteville   
 
 
 
 

Adopted ______ day of ________________, 2011 
 
____________________         _   __  _                             ______________________________ ____        ___ 
Eastover Town Clerk                                                   Mayor, Town of Eastover 
 
 
 
 

Adopted ______ day of ________________, 2011 
 
____________________         _   __  _                             ______________________________ ____        ___ 
Falcon Town Clerk                                                   Mayor, Town of Falcon 
 
 
 
 

Adopted ______ day of ________________, 2011 
 
__________________           _   __  __                    _______                   ______       __                    ___ 
Godwin Board of Commissioner                  Mayor, Town of Godwin 
 
 
 
 

Adopted ______ day of ________________, 2011 
 
____________________           __  __                 ___________________________                          _ 
Hope Mills Town Clerk                     Mayor, Town of Hope Mills   
 
 
 
 

Adopted ______ day of ________________, 2011 
 
___________________          _   _  __                  ________________________________             __ 
Linden Town Clerk                      Mayor, Town of Linden   
 
 
 
 

Adopted ______ day of ________________, 2011 
 
___________________                   __                     ________________________________  _       ___ 
Spring Lake Town Clerk                                         Mayor, Town of Spring Lake      
 
 
 
 

Adopted ______ day of ________________, 2011 
 
________________        ____    _   __                      ________________________________    _      __ 
Stedman Town Administrator      Mayor, Town of Stedman   
 
 
 
 

Adopted ______ day of ________________, 2011 
 
______________________             __                  ___________________                ____      ______ 
Wade Town Clerk                                          Mayor, Town of Wade 
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        Unincorporated Area, Fayetteville, Hope Mills, Spring Lake, Eastover, Stedman, Wade, Falcon, Linden, and Godwin 
 

FAYETTEVILLE HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN 
 

COMMUNITY PROFILE 
 
A comparison of Table 14 from the original plan and Table 14 from the update plan shows an interesting 
fact. While the total number of buildings in Fayetteville has increased significantly (from 47,243 to 
68,910), the percentage of buildings in a flood hazard area has decreased (from 14.12 percent to 5.19 
percent). It is likely that much of this decrease can be explained by a change the procedures used in GIS 
to select the parcels located within the defined flood area. In the original plan, a 250 foot buffer was 
delineated, while in the update study, no such 250 foot buffer was delineated.  
 
For this Update to the 2006 Plan, the Planning staff used the boundaries of the City as of January 25, 
2010. This included area annexed through Annex #513, which was effective on January 25, 2010. The 
staff estimates that the City contained a total of 147.76 square miles through Annex #513. However, for 
the purposes of this update, the staff did not include the area of the City within Fort Bragg. Without Fort 
Bragg, the City contains approximately 93.58 square miles. According to the North Carolina State 
Demographer, the July 1, 2009 certified estimate of population of the City was 207,788. This was the 
July 1, 2009 population of the City within boundaries of the City as of July 1, 2010. Without Fort Bragg, 
the City’s population is approximately 182,866.     
 
The City of Fayetteville is located in the central portion of Cumberland County on the banks of the Cape 
Fear River.  Fayetteville is the center of trade and government in the County.  The City has a council-
manager form of government.  A ten-member City Council governs the City.  Nine of the City Council 
members are elected from districts, and the Mayor is elected at-large.  The chief administrative officer 
responsible for carrying out Council action is the City Manager.  The Fayetteville governmental structure 
consists of 13 departments and the Public Works Commission.   

INTRODUCTION 
 

The staff of the City of Fayetteville worked with staff from Cumberland County and other municipalities in 
preparing the 2006 Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan for Cumberland County and this five-year 
update.  The purpose of this document is to summarize the City of Fayetteville Plan Update. 
 
In order to prepare the Plan, staff members from the City, County, and other jurisdictions formed a staff-
level Technical Committee.  The members of the Technical Committee followed the steps and tasks set 
forth in a guidebook entitled, Keeping Natural Hazards from Becoming Disasters-A Mitigation Planning 
Guidebook for Local Governments prepared by the North Carolina Division of Environmental 
Management.  This guidebook outlines nine steps for developing a hazard mitigation plan.  These steps 
are: (1) hazard identification, (2) vulnerability assessment, (3) capability assessment, (4) formulate 
interim conclusions, (5) mitigation goals, (6) mitigation strategies and actions, (7) procedures for 
monitoring evaluating, reporting progress, and implementation, (8) procedures for revisions and updates, 
and (9) adoption.  

IDENTIFYING AND PROFILING HAZARDS 
 

For this update the Technical Committee reviewed Table A1 – Hazard Identification and Analysis and 
Table A2 – Summary by Hazard Vulnerability by Jurisdiction.  The Technical Committee determined 
the following hazards could still affect the City of Fayetteville: flooding, hurricanes, tornadoes, drought, 
thunderstorms, severe winter storms, extreme heat, wildfires, and earthquakes.  Although the Technical 
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Committee concluded that flooding was not the most serious hazard that needed to be addressed in the 
Plan, the Technical Committee focused on flooding problems.  The Technical Committee noted that 
flooding problems are associated with and caused by other types of hazards, such as thunderstorms, 
hurricanes, and tornadoes.   
 
Flooding problems in the City of Fayetteville (and in Cumberland County) used to be caused by flooding 
of the Cape Fear River.  Major floods occurred in 1908, 1944, 1945, 1954, 1955, and 1972.  When the 
Cape Fear River flooded, low-lying areas of the City were inundated.  In 1974, the U.S. Corps of 
Engineers reduced the likelihood of floods on the Cape Fear River by constructing the B. Everett Jordan 
Dam and Lake.  The U.S. Corps of Engineers built this dam and lake on the Haw River in the Cape Fear 
River basin, about 55 miles upstream from Fayetteville.  Although the Jordan Dam and Lake serve 
multiple purposes, such as water supply, recreation, and flood-control, it is the flood-control purpose that 
is most important in Fayetteville.  For example, it is estimated that this project provided an 8-foot 
reduction in the 100-year flood stage at the USGS gage along the Cape Fear River in Fayetteville.  
(FEMA, 1984, p. 5) 
 
In addition to flooding from the Cape Fear River, the City of Fayetteville has also experienced creek 
flooding.  Creek flooding has been caused primarily by heavy rainfall from local thunderstorms.  Rainfall 
from local thunderstorms has been so heavy at times that earthen dams have failed.  A recent example 
of this type of flooding occurred on September 15, 1989.  This flood caused the most extensive flooding 
in the City since 1945.  (Mason and Caldwell, 1992, p. 1)  Additionally, Fayetteville has experienced eight 
hurricanes, 17 documented thunderstorms, 10 hailstorms, one drought, 12 winter storms, and one 
extreme heat event between 1950 and 2010 per NOAA history profile of Local Storm Events.  These 
events were the same as presented in the overall County vulnerability section above.  Wildfires, 
tornadoes, tsunamis, earthquakes and volcanoes have not been documented within Fayetteville.  It is 
highly likely that thunderstorms and extreme heat events will occur in the future.  Additionally, it is likely 
that Fayetteville will experience hurricanes, tornadoes, droughts, and severe winter storms.  Flooding 
and earthquakes are possible, as well as wildfires, due to the recent annexation of a rural area.   
Additional information about these hazards is contained in Table A1 - Hazard Identification and 
Analysis and Table A2 - Summary of Hazard Vulnerability by Jurisdiction, and the Vulnerability 
Assessment Section of the overall County located in the Appendix A - Hazard Profile Section.  
Information within the hazard profile includes a location of the geographic area affected by each natural 
hazard, historical impact of each hazard, including previous occurrences and extent of impact relative to 
Fayetteville. 

MITIGATION GOALS, STRATEGIES, AND ACTIONS 
 
At a meeting held on December 10, 2003, the Technical Committee developed three draft goals for the 
Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan for Cumberland County.  At this point in the goal-development 
process, the City staff assumed that the City would use the same goals developed for the multi-
jurisdictional plan, unless comments were received at an upcoming public hearing for City residents.  On 
December 16, 2003, the Fayetteville Planning Commission held a public hearing in order to give the 
public an opportunity to comment on hazard mitigation.  No one spoke at this public hearing.  Since no 
input was received at the December 16 public hearing, the staff did not propose any changes in the three 
draft goals.  On January 20, 2004, the City Planning Staff presented the three draft goals to the 
Fayetteville Planning Commission.  The Fayetteville Planning Commission did not suggest any changes 
in the draft goals.  
 
The three goals developed for the Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan for Cumberland County are 
as follows: 
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GOAL #1 
Reduce vulnerability of Cumberland County and its municipalities to all natural hazards for existing 
development, future development, redevelopment and infrastructure. 

 

GOAL#2 
 

Identify and protect all properties/natural resources that are at risk of damage due to a hazard and to 
undertake cost-effective mitigation measures to minimize losses. 

 

GOAL#3 
 

Improve public awareness, education and outreach programs for the natural hazards that Cumberland 
County and its municipalities are most likely to experience. 

Mitigation Actions 
 

This portion of the Plan outlines various mitigation strategies and actions that have been developed to 
reduce vulnerability in the City of Fayetteville.  The actions will help implement the goals established for 
reducing vulnerability.  
 
In its first task, the Technical Committee established the geographic planning areas as being the 
jurisdictional boundaries.  The City of Fayetteville planning area included the jurisdictional boundary of 
the City.  The City boundary has grown in the past five years but with one exception, boundary changes 
have been through minor annexations, primarily voluntary petitions to secure urban support for new 
development.  These minor annexations are reflected in this Update.  Fort Bragg has become part of the 
City but it separately conducts hazard mitigation planning and so is not included in this Update.  
 
In the original plan, the Committee also defined the flood hazard area as a 250-foot distance from the 
existing 100-year flood boundary.  This defined flood hazard area was recommended by FEMA for 
jurisdictions that presently utilizes Q-3 Flood Data.  All jurisdictions in Cumberland County utilized the Q-
3 Flood Data for developing the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdiction Hazard Mitigation Plan.  
Vulnerability assessment data showed that 14.12 % of the buildings in the City of Fayetteville are in the 
flood hazard area.  The staff then focused on developing actions to reduce the vulnerability of this area 
from the hazard of flooding.   In this Update, a digital version of flood hazard areas is used, eliminating 
the need for the 250 foot buffer used with the previous 100-year flood boundaries.  
 
The Planning staff developed mitigation “strategies” for the City of Fayetteville.  “Strategies” refers to 
broad categories of actions that can be used to reduce vulnerability.  This task involved considering 
which strategy or strategies were best suited to address the various hazards for Fayetteville.  The State’s 
guidebook sets forth the following five categories of strategies: prevention, property protection, natural 
resource protection, structural projects, and public information.  
 
The Planning staff then formulated selection criteria that were used in evaluating proposed actions.  For 
example, every proposed action should be technically possible of solving the problem it was intended to 
solve, it should be cost effective, and it should be environmentally sound.  
 
Lastly, the Planning staff formulated mitigation actions for the various hazards facing Fayetteville.  Many 
of these actions pertain to flooding.  
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The proposed mitigation actions for the City of Fayetteville were as follows in the 2006 Plan.  The status 
of implementation is noted in the last column of each of the tables associated with these actions:  
 

1. The City should modify the City Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance to require that the lowest 
floor (including basement) be elevated to a level at least one foot above the base flood elevation, 
or to a more restrictive level.   

 
2. The City should modify the City Zoning Ordinance to add a Conservation District (CD) Zone.  

(This is now in progress.)  Once the District is established, it should apply the new CD Zone in the 
recently annexed areas and as cases arise.  When the State delivers new flood maps, the City 
should apply the new CD Zone to all flood hazard areas. 

 
3. When the State delivers new flood maps, the City should identify existing buildings that have their 

lowest floor below the 100-year base flood elevation.  The City should then develop an 
acquisition/relocation program for these buildings. 

 
4. The Stormwater Division of the City Engineering and Maintenance Department should expand the 

existing stream debris-cleaning program. 
 
5. The City should maintain/improve existing City requirements that limit the amount of impervious 

surfaces and that encourage the use of pervious surfaces.  
 
6. The City should make its Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance as similar as possible to the 

County Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance.  
 
7. The City should investigate the possibility of participating in the Community Rating System (CRS) 

program.  
 
8. In order to promote more evacuation routes, the City should consider amending the City 

subdivision ordinance to require additional access roads for developments located near potential 
hazard-prone areas. 

 
9. The City should encourage electrical utilities other than PWC to expand their tree pruning 

programs.  (The PWC tree-pruning program is adequate.) 
 
10. The City should develop multilingual information brochures about hazards and distribute these 

brochures in neighborhoods with high concentrations of foreign-born populations.  
 
11. The City should maintain the special GIS database developed for the City to be used to assess 

damages from future hazardous events that might occur and to update the City’s Plan.  
 
12. The City should ask the County Tax Department to develop a geographic identifier for individual 

buildings.  This would allow GIS users to link tabular tax information about buildings to the 
individual buildings.  

 
13. The City should consider options to reduce the risk of flooding for City-owned buildings that are 

located in flood hazard areas.  
 
Each action is addressed in more detail on the following pages.  For each action, information is provided 
on the following topics:  
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 Background 
 Hazard that is targeted – Hazard the action is targeted to mitigate. 
 Document reference 
 Goals addressed – Goal(s) the action will address. 
 Status (new/continuation/amendment) 
 Strategy category 
 Priority – Each action ranked in terms of overall importance (high, moderate or low). 

Priorities were based upon the following criteria: cost-benefit, hazard identification and 
profile, vulnerability and capability assessments and mitigation goals.  

 Geographic area the action is directed to 
 How action will mitigate the hazard 
 How action will reduce overall vulnerability 
 Will action be cost effective - Is a measure of how well the cost achieves the intended 

action. 
 Will action be environmentally sound – Is a determination if technology exists within the 

financial means of the jurisdictions that can achieve an action.  
 Will action be technically feasible - The actions has minimal or no harm to nature or the 

environment. 
 Funding 
 Person or department responsible for implementation – Person(s) or Department(s) 

responsible for implementing the action. 
 Projected duration (on-going/short-term and long-term) - On-going actions are those that 

currently exist and should be continued.  Short-term actions are those that can be 
implemented within existing resources and should be accomplished within a time frame of 
six (6) months to two (2) years.  Long-term actions will take additional resources or 
authorities and should be organized to begin implementation within a time frame of 3-5 
years. 

 Implementations start date 
 Implementation completion date  
 Benchmarks/indicators of progress - Explains what needs to be accomplishment to meet 

this action.  
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ACTION 1: The City Should Modify The City Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance To Require 
That The Lowest Floor (Including Basement) Be Elevated To A Level At Least One 
Foot Above The Base Flood Elevation, Or To A More Restrictive Level. 

 
Background: The City’ Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance is based on FEMA’s minimum criteria.  For 
new construction or substantial improvements to existing development, the current ordinance requires 
that the lowest floor (including basement) be elevated “no lower than at/or above the base flood 
elevation.”  (This requirement applies to residential, nonresidential, and manufactured homes.) 
 
Hazard Targeted: Flood 
Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Section 12-122(1)(2)(3) of City Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Amendment to Ordinance Completed on October 23, 2006 (Effective on 
January 5, 2007) 

Strategy Categories: Prevention and Property Protection 
Priority: High 
Geographic Area: Flood Hazard Area 
How the Action Will 
Mitigate the Hazard: 

Would require that new and existing development (for which substantial 
improvements are made) be elevated to a higher level, thus decreasing the 
likelihood of future flood damage.   

How the Action Will 
Reduce Overall 
Vulnerability: 

Would reduce vulnerability of future new development.  Would also reduce 
vulnerability of existing development (for which substantial improvements 
are made).   

Will the Action Be 
Cost Effective? 

Yes 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally 
Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: Not applicable 
Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

Development Services staff with other members of the Technical Review 
Committee are responsible for enforcing.   

Projected Duration: Permanent, on-going. 
Implementation Start 
Date: 

January 5, 2007 (begin process for amending ordinance) 

Implementation 
Completion Date: 

January 5, 2007 (complete ordinance amendment) 

Benchmarks & 
Indicators of Progress  
(Re: Effectiveness): 

Amendments to Ordinance: Completed on October 23, 2006 (effective on January 
5, 2007), when the City adopted standards requiring all new construction to be 
placed a minimum of two feet above the Base Flood Elevation.  The Technical 
Review Committee monitors compliance with this standard.  The number of existing 
buildings that are on parcels in the recently defined flood hazard area is reported in 
Table 14.  However, because of changes in topography, many of the buildings on 
those parcels are not actually located at an elevation that violates the two foot 
standard.   
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ACTION 2: The City Should Modify The City Zoning Ordinance To Add A Conservation District 

(CD) Zone.  (Currently Underway.)  The New CD Zone Should Be Applied In The 
Recently Annexed Areas And As Cases Arise.  When The State Delivers New Flood 
Maps, The City Should Apply The New CD Zone To All Designated Flood Hazard 
Areas.  

 
Background: The City of Fayetteville Zoning Ordinance has been amended to establish a Conservation 
District (CD) zone.  The City will then apply the CD Zone to properties as rezoning cases arise.  When 
new flood maps are delivered, the City will consider applying the CD Zone to properties mapped as being 
in a flood hazard area. 
 
Hazard Targeted: Flood  
Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Section 30-31 and Section 30-102 of City Zoning Ordinance 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1 and Goal 2 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Completed new ordinance provision February 23, 2004. Application 
of CD Zone will be a continuation to areas in the Special Flood 
Hazard Area. 

Strategy Categories: Prevention, Natural Resource Protection 
Priority: High 
Geographic Area:  Flood Hazard Area 
How the Action Will Mitigate 
the Hazard: 

Will only allow a limited number of uses to be built on vacant land 
that is in a flood hazard area. 

How Action Will Reduce 
Overall Vulnerability: 

Will reduce vulnerability of future new development.   

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

Yes 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: General Fund 
Person/ Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

The Planning and Zoning Division Staff within the Development 
Services Department are responsible for recommending when and 
where this classification will be used.   

Projected Duration: Long-term (to apply CD Zone) 
Implementation Start Date: The Planning Commission began discussion of an amendment 

creating new CD Zone January 6, 2004.  
Implementation Completion 
Date: 

The  City Council approved the new CD Zone category June 28, 
2004. 

Benchmarks & Indicators of 
Progress (Re: 
Effectiveness): 

Addition of New CD Zone: Completed on February 23, 2004, when 
City Council added it to Zoning Ordinance. Application of New CD 
Zone: Ensure use of the zone classification is recommended on 
land where appropriate characteristics exist. The Planning and 
Zoning Division along with the Technical Review Committee 
monitors  the type of development that occurs on land zoned CD.   
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ACTION 3:  When The State Delivers New Flood Maps, The City Should Identify Existing 
Buildings That Have Their Lowest Floor Below The 100-Year Base Flood Elevation 
And Develop An Acquisition/Relocation Program For These Buildings.  

 
Background: The City of Fayetteville does not currently have an acquisition/relocation program for 
buildings in flood hazard areas.  In the late 1990’s, the City used Community Development Funds for an 
acquisition/relocation program for buildings located near the County landfill.  Many years ago, the City 
used Federal urban renewal funds for acquiring and relocating buildings in the Old Wilmington Road 
area; many of these buildings were in a flood hazard area.  
 
Hazard Targeted: Flood 
Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Not applicable 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Deletion of this action. 

Strategy Categories: Property Protection 
Priority: High 
Geographic Area:  Flood Hazard Area 
How the Action Will Mitigate 
the Hazard: 

Would protect existing properties by removing them from hazardous 
locations. 

How the Action Will Reduce 
Overall Vulnerability: 

Would reduce vulnerability of existing development.   

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

Yes 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: General Fund, HUD Community Development Block Grants, Hazard 
Mitigation grants.   

Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

City Engineering Dept. survey crews could possibly determine if 
existing buildings have their lowest floor below the 100-year Base 
flood elevation.  City GIS Analyst will tag these buildings in GIS.  
The Community Development Staff could develop and implement an 
acquisition/relocation program.   

Projected Duration: Long-term 
Implementation Start Date: Within 1 year of receiving new flood maps from the State. 
Implementation Completion 
Date: 

Within 5 years of start date 

Benchmarks & Indicators of 
Progress  
(Re: Effectiveness): 

The City of Fayetteville recommends that this action item be deleted 
as it has been determined that City resources will not be used to 
mitigate the risk of private property owners by purchasing and 
relocating their facilities. The Staff will determine the number if 
buildings in need of acquisition/relocation. The Staff will use GIS to 
track the number of buildings acquired/relocated per year. 
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ACTION 4: The Stormwater Division Of The City Engineering And Maintenance Department 

Should Expand The Existing Stream Debris Cleaning Program.  
 
Background: The Stormwater Division has an existing stream debris-cleaning program.  This program 
currently focuses on responding to complaints.  (The volume of complaints has decreased recently.)  The 
program should be expanded so that it is based on a regular maintenance schedule for all streams in the 
City.  
 
Hazard Targeted: Flood 
Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Chapter 23 of City Code 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1 and Goal 2 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Amendment (expansion) of existing program 

Strategy Categories: Prevention and Natural Resource Protection 
Priority: High 
Geographic Area: Flood Hazard Area and along other streams  
How the Action Will Mitigate 
the Hazard: 

A regular maintenance schedule for clearing debris from streams 
should increase flow and reduce flooding 

How the Action Will Reduce 
Overall Vulnerability: 

Would reduce vulnerability of existing development located adjacent 
to debris.   

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

Yes 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: Stormwater Fund 
Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

Manager of Stormwater Program.   

Projected Duration: Long-term 
Implementation Start Date: January 1, 2005 
Implementation Completion 
Date: 

December 31, 2009 

Benchmarks & Indicators of 
Progress (Re: 
Effectiveness): 

Stormwater Program Staff will continue to carefully monitor and 
prioritize maintenance activities within the City.  The City no longer 
takes responsibility for the maintenance of water courses outside 
the City limits.  As a result, City resources can be applied more 
effectively to locations needing attention in the City. 
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ACTION 5:  The City Will Maintain/Improve Existing City Requirements That Limit The Amount 
Of Impervious Surfaces And That Encourage The Use Of Pervious Surfaces.  

 
Background: The City’s Water Supply Ordinance imposes limits on the amount of impervious surface that 
may be built in a new development project.  However, the Watershed Ordinance only applies in the parts 
of the City that are designated as a protected area or a critical area.  The City should maintain this 
requirement.  
 
The City Council is now considering an amendment to the City’s Zoning Ordinance that would require the 
establishment of a buffer/landscape planting area.  As currently proposed, the buffer area would be 
required in four zones (C1P, C3, M1, and M2) when new non-residential projects are built adjacent to 
residentially zoned properties.  (In the buffer area, the amount of impervious surface would be limited.  
For example, the area could not be paved or used for vehicle parking and it would have to be planted in 
grass.) 
Hazard Targeted: Flood 
Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Chapter 30 (Zoning Ordinance), Article IX (Landscape Standards), 
Section 30-282.1 (proposed new section) 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

New buffer/landscape planting area requirements in Zoning Ordinance: 
Completed on July 24, 2006. (These requirements have been included in 
the new Unified Development Ordinance, which was adopted on December 
13, 2010. Upon implementation, the UDO will replace the existing Zoning 
Ordinance.) New Stormwater Ordinance: Completed on May 26, 2009 
(effective on July 1, 2009). 

Strategy Categories: Prevention and Natural Resource Protection 
Priority: High 
Geographic Area: Entire City 
How the Action Will Mitigate 
the Hazard: 

Will limit the amount of impervious surface, which should prevent 
runoff and flooding. 

How the Action Will Reduce 
Overall Vulnerability: 

Should reduce vulnerability of both existing and future development.   

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

Yes 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: Not relevant 
Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

The Planning Staff has started the ordinance revision process.  
Technical Review Committee staff will be responsible for enforcing.   

Projected Duration: Permanent - ongoing 
Implementation Start Date: Began on November 18, 2003 
Implementation Completion 
Date: 

June 30, 2004 

Benchmarks & Indicators of 
Progress (Re: 
Effectiveness): 

Monitor the performance of the Technical Review Committee (TRC) in applying the 
buffer/landscape code. On May 26, 2009, the City adopted a new Stormwater 
Ordinance (effective on July 1, 2009) which includes provisions for minimizing 
disturbance of buffer areas adjacent to streams, minimizing impervious surfaces 
and promoting alternative methods and materials for parking surfaces.  Also, a new 
Unified Development Ordinance was adopted on December 13, 2010 (effective on 
July 1, 2011) which requires submittal of a fully articulated site plan for all buildings 
of 2,500 feet or greater.  This will extend the influence of the Stormwater 
Ordinance. 
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ACTION 6: The City Should Make The City Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance As Similar As 
Possible To The County Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance. 

  

 
Background: Both the City of Fayetteville and Cumberland County has a Flood Damage Prevention 
Ordinance.  These two documents are now largely the same.   

   
Hazard Targeted: Flood 
Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Chapter 12 of City Code (Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance) 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Adoption of City Ordinance That Is Similar to County Ordinance: 
Completed on October 23, 2006 (effective January 5, 2007) 

Strategy Categories: Prevention 
Priority: Medium 
Geographic Area:  Flood Hazard Area 
How the Action Will Mitigate 
the Hazard: 

Not applicable 

How the Action Will Reduce 
Overall Vulnerability: 

Not applicable 

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

Yes 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: Not relevant 
Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

Planning Staff 

Projected Duration: Long term Policy Change 
Implementation Start Date: January 1, 2005 
Implementation Completion 
Date: 

January 5, 2007 

Benchmarks & Indicators of 
Progress (Re: 
Effectiveness): 

The differences in the ordinances have been reconciled. The City 
and County have adopted essentially the same standards. Each 
jurisdiction prefers to maintain and enforce its own ordinance. 
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ACTION 7: The City Should Investigate The Possibility Of Participating In The Community 

Rating System (CRS) Program.  
 

 
 

Background: The benefit of participating in the CRS program is that residents would receive a reduction 
in their flood insurance premiums.  Some time ago, the City of Fayetteville Inspections Department Staff 
considered participating in the CRS program.  The Inspections Staff decided not to participate, because 
the allocation of City resources (i.e., manpower) was not expected to justify the expected benefits.  
However, the City now has GIS technology.  Also, the City has now prepared this draft Hazard Mitigation 
Plan.  Based on these factors, it might now be appropriate for the City to participate in the CRS program.  

 
Hazard Targeted: Flood 
Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Not applicable 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1, Goal 2, and Goal 3 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Deferred. No work has been done on this action since it was first 
proposed as a “New initiative.” 

Strategy Categories: Prevention, Property Protection, Natural Resource Protection, 
Public Information 

Priority: Low 
Geographic Area:  Flood Hazard Area and Entire City 
How the Action Will Mitigate 
the Hazard: 

Participating in the CRS program would obligate the City to go 
through many of the same steps used in this Plan. 

How the Action Will Reduce 
Overall Vulnerability: 

Participating in the CRS program may allow residents to be eligible 
for a reduction in flood insurance premiums.   

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

Yes 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: General Fund 
Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

Development Services Department  

Projected Duration: Long-term  
Implementation Start Date: January 1, 2005 
Implementation Completion 
Date: 

Ongoing investigation  

Benchmarks & Indicators of 
Progress (Re: 
Effectiveness): 

In the next five years the City will investigate the steps and 
resources necessary to participate in the program.  At that point a 
decision will be made whether or not to participate.  At beginning of 
investigation, City will determine number of properties that would 
qualify for reduction in flood insurance.   If program is started, City 
will track number of properties that do qualify for reduction. 
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ACTION 8: In Order To Promote More Evacuation Routes, The City Should Consider Amending 

The City Subdivision Ordinance To Require Additional Access Roads For 
Developments Located Near Potential Hazard-Prone Areas.  

 
 

Background: Section 25-31(4a) of the Fayetteville Subdivision Ordinance currently requires that “each lot 
shall front on a public street or highway.”  It can be assumed that this requirement means that a 
proposed subdivision must have at least one access road.  The City’s subdivision ordinance does not 
require that a proposed subdivision have additional access roads.  Single-entry neighborhoods can be 
dangerous if the path of exit is blocked by floodwaters or wildfires.  Providing additional means of access 
or breakaway gates would lessen this risk.  

 
Hazard Targeted: All hazards (Flooding, Hurricanes, Tornadoes, Thunderstorms, Winter 

Storms, Wildfires, Drought, Extreme Heat and Earthquakes, especially 
flood and wildfire) 

Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Section 25-31(4) a of Fayetteville Subdivision Ordinance 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Deferred, pending development of a new Unified Development Ordinance. 
New UDO: Completed December 13, 2010 (effective July 1, 2011). 

Strategy Categories: Prevention, Property Protection 
Priority: Medium 
Geographic Area:  Entire City of Fayetteville 
How the Action Will Mitigate 
the Hazard: 

Will provide additional means of access into single-entry neighborhoods, in 
order to prevent residents from being trapped in a hazardous area during a 
wildfire, flood or any other disaster.   

How the Action Will Reduce 
Overall Vulnerability: 

Vulnerability of existing single-entry neighborhoods would not be reduced, 
unless new access streets are added.  Vulnerability of future 
neighborhoods would be reduced, because they would not be allowed to 
have single entry.   

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

Yes 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: Not applicable 
Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

Planning Department initiate ordinance amendment and 
enforcement will be by the Inspections Department  

Projected Duration: Long-term policy change 
Implementation Start Date: July 1, 2005 
Implementation Completion 
Date: 

The goal is to adopt and implement the UDO in this fiscal year. 

Benchmarks & Indicators of 
Progress  
(Re: Effectiveness): 

A new Unified Development Ordinance, containing new subdivision 
standards for external connectivity and development points, was adopted 
on December 13, 2010, with an effective date of July 1, 2011. Determine 
number of existing single entry neighborhoods in the City.  Determine 
number of housing units in these neighborhoods.  A map has been 
generated showing locations in the community with less than appropriate 
access points.   
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ACTION 9: The City Should Encourage Electrical Utilities Other Than PWC To Expand Their 

Tree Pruning Programs.  (The PWC Tree-Pruning Program Is Adequate.)  
 

 
Background: The City’s Public Works Commission (PWC) provides electrical service to most of the City.  
In those areas, PWC has an adequate tree-pruning program.  However, other utilities provide electrical 
service in certain areas.  Those other utilities need to be encouraged to expand their tree pruning 
programs.  

 
Hazard Targeted: Winter storms and high wind events (hurricanes, tornadoes, 

thunderstorms) 
Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1 and Goal 2 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Deferred. No work has been done on this action since it was first 
proposed as an “Expansion of current tree pruning programs offered 
by utilities other than PWC.” 

Strategy Categories: Prevention and Property Protection 
Priority: Medium 
Geographic Area:  Areas of the City served by electrical utilities other than PWC 
How the Action Will Mitigate 
the Hazard: 

Pruning tree limbs hanging in street right-of-ways will prevent trees 
from damaging utility wires during winter storms or high wind events 

How the Action Will Reduce 
Overall Vulnerability: 

Will help prevent power outages when hazards occur.   

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

Yes 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally Sound? 

Yes-but care should be taken to trim no more than necessary to 
preserve shade and beauty that a full tree offers.   

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: Rate payers of electrical utilities other than PWC 
Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

The City will initiate contacts with officials of electrical utilities other 
than PWC.  It will be up to the other utilities to implement.   

Projected Duration: Long-term 
Implementation Start Date: January 1, 2005 
Implementation Completion 
Date: 

June 30, 2005 

Benchmarks & Indicators of 
Progress (Re: 
Effectiveness): 

Staff will contact all electric utilities operating in the City to discuss a 
strategy. One possible strategy is to request that all electric utilities 
operating in the City report on their general maintenance activities 
annually.   
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ACTION 10: The City Should Enhance Multilingual Information Brochures About Hazards And 

Distribute These Brochures In Neighborhoods With High Concentrations Of 
Foreign-Born Populations.  

 
 
 

Background: The County Emergency Management Coordinator’s Office already has multilingual 
brochures available in some languages.  Efforts should be made to determine if brochures are needed in 
other languages.  The City will identify neighborhoods, other concentration areas, and organizations with 
foreign-born populations, and distribute the appropriate language brochures.  

 
Hazard Targeted: All hazards (Flooding, Hurricanes, Tornadoes, Thunderstorms, 

Winter Storms, Wildfires, Drought, Extreme Heat and Earthquakes) 
Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Not applicable 

Goals Addressed: Goal 3 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Continuation/expansion of existing outreach efforts 

Strategy Categories: Public Information 
Priority: Medium 
Geographic Area:  Entire City 
How the Action Will Mitigate 
the Hazard: 

Will provide multilingual information about hazards to residents, 
business owners, potential property buyers, and visitors.  This 
information should help them protect themselves and their property.   

How the Action Will Reduce 
Overall Vulnerability: 

Should reduce risk for foreign-born people who live in hazard-prone 
areas.   

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

Yes 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: General Fund 
Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

Human Relations Department with possible collaboration with the 
Community Development Department.  

Projected Duration: Long-term 
Implementation Start Date: January 1, 2005 
Implementation Completion 
Date: 

Ongoing 

Benchmarks & Indicators of 
Progress (Re: 
Effectiveness): 

City staff will evaluate the steps and resources necessary to carry 
out this program and present their findings to the administration and 
Council as appropriate. Possible steps include: Identify 
neighborhoods, other concentration areas, and organizations of 
foreign-born populations. Track the number of brochures distributed.   
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ACTION 11: The City Will Maintain The Special GIS Database That Was Developed For The City’s 

Plan.  The Database Could Then Be Used To Assess Damages From Future 
Hazardous Events That Might Occur In The City And To Update The Plan.  

 
 

Background: The City Planning Department developed a special GIS database for the City’s Plan.  The 
special GIS database was based on normal tax records (name of owner, value, etc), plus two new items: 
a building count for each tax record and a land use code for each tax record.  The Planning Staff added 
data regarding critical facilities (name, type, and number) and housing units (type, number of units, name 
of apartment complex).  This database was joined to another database prepared by the Fayetteville Area 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (FAMPO) that included the number of employees per tax record.  

Hazard Targeted: All hazards (Flooding, Hurricanes, Tornadoes, Thunderstorms, 
Winter Storms, Wildfires, Drought, Extreme Heat and 
Earthquakes) 

Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Not applicable 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1, Goal 2, Goal 3 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Maintaining original database (developed for original Plan): Deferred. 
Maintaining database developed for update to Plan: Continuation 
(needs to be updated continuously). 

Strategy Categories: Prevention, Property Protection, Natural Resource Protection, 
Public Information 

Priority: High 
Geographic Area:  Entire City of Fayetteville and Flood Hazard Areas 
How the Action Will Mitigate 
the Hazard: 

Will help identify parcels, buildings, and critical facilities in 
hazardous locations 

How the Action Will Reduce 
Overall Vulnerability: 

Will help make existing development safer.  Will help prevent 
new development in vulnerable locations.   

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

Yet to be determined, although it appears it would be if proper 
procedures and responsibilities are determined and 
implemented. 

Will Action Be Environmentally 
Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be Technically 
Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: General Fund 
Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

Development Services Department or Information Technology 
Department GIS Analyst 

Projected Duration: Long-term 
Implementation Start Date: January 1, 2005 
Implementation Completion 
Date: 

Yet to be determined. 

Benchmarks & Indicators of 
Progress (Re: Effectiveness): 

The City needs to devise a strategy to maintain the subject database 
across several different departments.  City staff will evaluate the 
procedures and resources necessary to carry out this program and 
present their findings to the administration and Council as 
appropriate. Assuming the database is maintained, this might 
involve: Determine the number of records in database. Track the 
number of records updated annually. Track the number of records 
added through annexation. 
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ACTION 12: The City Should Ask The County To Develop A Geographic Identifier For Individual 

Buildings.  This Would Allow GIS Users To Link Tabular Tax Information About 
Buildings To The Individual Buildings.  

 
Background: In preparing the special GIS database for the Plan, the Planning Staff learned that the County Tax 
Records currently lack a geographic identifier for individual buildings.  Although there is tabular tax information 
about individual buildings, it cannot be linked to the actual building at this time in GIS, due to the lack of a 
geographic identifier.  A geographic identifier is needed, especially on parcels with more than one building.  

 

Hazard Targeted: All hazards (Flooding, Hurricanes, Tornadoes, Thunderstorms, Winter 
Storms, Wildfires, Drought, Extreme Heat and Earthquakes) 

Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Not applicable 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1, Goal 2, Goal 3 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Re: Original Action Item #12 of “Adding a geographic identifier (and 
keeping it current)”: Deferred. (No work has been done on this item, which 
was originally considered a   “new initiative.”) However, the City would like 
to modify this item to call for a new initiative, the development and 
maintenance of a new building footprint layer. 

Strategy Categories: Prevention, Property Protection, Natural Resource Protection, 
Public Information 

Priority: High 
Geographic Area:  All of Cumberland County 
How the Action Will 
Mitigate the Hazard: 

Will help identify individual buildings and individual critical facilities 
in hazardous locations.   

How the Action Will 
Reduce Overall 
Vulnerability: 

Will help make existing development safer.  Will help prevent new 
development in vulnerable locations. 

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

While the full evaluation has not been conducted, we believe the 
answer will be yes. 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: City and/or County General Fund 
Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

City Planning Department or City GIS Analyst could initiate request 
to County.  County Tax Department staff would develop the 
geographic identifier.   

Projected Duration: Long-term 
Implementation Start Date: January 1, 2005 
Implementation 
Completion Date: 

December 31, 2009 

Benchmarks & Indicators 
of Progress (Re: 
Effectiveness): 

The City would like to modify this Action Item #12 to call for the development and 
maintenance of a new building footprint layer, not just the development of a 
geographic identifier for each building. According to Hope Morgan, the state will 
finally be completing a new building footprint layer for Cumberland County by the 
end of 2010. This new building footprint layer, maintained locally, could serve as 
the basis for the County Tax Department and/or the County Addressing 
Department to develop the proposed geographic identifier. That would enable the 
desired link between tax and other information in GIS.  Procedures will need to be 
established to ascertain that geographic identifiers for new buildings developed are 
assigned routinely to the database.   
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ACTION 13: The City Consider Options To Reduce The Risk Of Flooding For City-Owned 

Buildings That Are Located In Flood Hazard Areas.  
 

 
Background: The Vulnerability Assessment for the City of Fayetteville shows that a significant 
percentage of public buildings and/or critical facilities are located in the defined flood hazard area defined 
in this Plan.  The City owns some of these public buildings and/or critical facilities.  For example, the City 
owns a building on Alexander Street that serves as the computer center for the traffic signal 
synchronization project.  This City-owned building was flooded in the flood of 9/15/89.  The City could 
consider options for reducing the risk such as flood proofing and building elevation.  

 
Hazard Targeted: Flood 
Document Reference,  
If applicable: 

Not applicable 

Goals Addressed: Goal 1, Goal 2 
New, Continuation, 
Amendment: 

Re: “The implementation of options to reduce the risk of flooding for City-
owned buildings”: Deferred. (No work has been done on this item, which 
was originally considered   a “new initiative.”) 

Strategy Categories: Property Protection 
Priority: High 
Geographic Area:  Flood Hazard Areas 
How the Action Will Mitigate 
the Hazard: 

Would protect buildings by modifying them to withstand a flood.   

How the Action Will Reduce 
Overall Vulnerability: 

Will help make existing buildings safer.   

Will the Action Be Cost 
Effective? 

Yes 

Will Action Be 
Environmentally Sound? 

Yes 

Will the Action Be 
Technically Feasible?   

Yes 

Funding: General Fund, City Capital Project Fund 
Person or Department 
Responsible for 
Implementation: 

City Planning Department would initiate action.  City Staff preparing  
the Capital Improvements Plan (CIP)would include this action in the 
Plan.   

Projected Duration: Long-term 
Implementation Start Date: January 1, 2005 
Implementation Completion 
Date: 

December 31, 2009 

Benchmarks & Indicators of 
Progress (Re: 
Effectiveness): 

City staff will evaluate the procedures and resources necessary to carry out 
this program and present their findings to the administration and Council as 
appropriate.  Depending on the findings, a prioritized action list could be 
established. The evaluation might involve the following steps: Verify 
number of City-owned buildings that are in flood hazard areas. Determine 
number of buildings that need to have a reduction in flood risk.  Track 
number of buildings annually that actually receive a reduction in flood risk. 
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MONITORING IMPLEMENTATION 
 
The preceding Mitigation Strategies and Actions Section of this report described the implementation 
process for each City of Fayetteville mitigation action and status of implementation as part of this Update.  
For each City action, the following implementation information was provided: the person or department 
responsible for implementation, the projected duration of implementation, the implementation start date, 
the implementation completion date, and the possible funding sources.  Incorporation of the Hazard 
Mitigation Plan into planning documents would be handled by the Planning staff, ensuring that the goals, 
objectives and strategies of these documents would be consistent with the Hazard Mitigation Plan and 
would not increase hazard vulnerability or decrease hazard capability of the City of Fayetteville.  The 
Fayetteville Planning Commission would receive these planning documents for review and approval 
(This Commission is part of the Cumberland County Hazard Mitigation Steering Committee).  These 
review comments are forwarded to the Fayetteville City Council for consideration prior to their review and 
adoption of such documents.  The public will have an opportunity to provide input at public hearings held 
by the Fayetteville Planning Commission and Fayetteville City Council. 
 
It is recommended that the City of Fayetteville Departments that participated in developing the Plan and 
this Update continue to be responsible for monitoring the implementation of the actions.  The 
Departments should meet regularly to monitor implementation (semi-annually is recommended as an 
effective, more efficient cycle).  Prior to each meeting, the Planning staff will ask the individuals and 
Departments responsible for implementing each action to prepare a brief progress report on 
implementation.  At the meetings, each City mitigation action will be assessed to determine if the actions 
are being implemented within the time assigned frame.  The Planning and Zoning Division will prepare 
an implementation report, and submit it to the City Administration.  
 

EVALUATING, AND REPORTING PROGRESS 
 
In addition to monitoring the implementation of each City action, it is important to regularly evaluate the 
effectiveness of the Plan.  It is also important to update the vulnerability and capability assessments, to 
continue public involvement, and to prepare a “plan maintenance report”.  
 
It is recommended that the City Planning and Zoning Division be responsible for reporting the 
effectiveness of the individual actions on an annual basis, beginning in January 2006.  In assessing the 
effectiveness of the individual actions, the Planning and Zoning Division will use the benchmarks and 
indicators of progress for each Action that were listed in the Mitigation Goals, Strategies and Actions 
Section of this document.  Similarly, the vulnerability and capability assessments will be reviewed by the 
Planning and Zoning Division on an annual basis.   
 
In theory, updating the vulnerability assessment should show whether the City’s level of vulnerability is 
increasing, decreasing, or remaining stable.  However, information from the update will not be directly 
comparable with the original vulnerability assessment, due to two reasons.  First, due to annexation, the 
City boundaries used in the update are different from the City boundaries used in the original vulnerability 
assessment.  This means that the total number of buildings in the City is higher in this Update is done.  
Secondly, assuming that the new flood maps will be more accurate than the current maps, the boundary 
of the defined flood hazard area to be used in the update is different from the boundary used in the 
original vulnerability assessment.   
 
The next update of the vulnerability assessment will be done after the City receives the new building 
footprints from the State.  Currently, the City has no up-to-date building footprint information available 
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digitally, so all buildings on a parcel where any portion of the parcel is within the 100-year floodplain are 
treated as if they are within the flood hazard area, even though many buildings counted this way actually 
are not. 
 
The City should continue to solicit and encourage public involvement in the hazard mitigation planning 
process.  There are several ways to continue public involvement.  The Fayetteville Planning Commission 
should require an annual report from the Planning and Zoning Division on the status of the Plan at a 
public hearing.  Fayetteville’s Hazard Mitigation Plan will be posted on the City’s website that will allow 
the public to email feedback.  A copy of the Plan will be made available at various public sites, such as 
libraries, recreation centers, and/or neighborhood resource centers.  Comments and suggestions will be 
solicited at these public sites.  Fayetteville should consider adding questions about natural hazards to the 
City’s bi-annual citizen survey form.  
 
It is recommended that the Planning and Zoning Division be responsible for preparing an Annual Hazard 
Mitigation Plan Maintenance Report.  This report should be based on the information discussed above 
beginning in February 2006.  This report should be submitted to the City Manager.  The report should 
include: whether actions are being implemented on schedule, whether indicators and benchmarks of 
progress are being met, and whether the level of vulnerability in the City has improved, remained stable, 
or gotten worse.  The report should also include recommendations for changes, deletions, or additions to 
the actions in the Plan.  These recommendations will reflect changing conditions in the City, as detected 
by the updated capability assessment.   
 
The information in the Annual Plan Maintenance Report will be used by the City Manager to set priorities 
for the City’s annual budget process.  The information will also be used by the City Manager in making 
recommendations to City Council for revisions and updates to the Plan.  
 

REVISION AND UPDATES 
 
The City of Fayetteville will update the Plan every five years or as needed.  The following procedures will 
be followed in the updating and revision process.  The Planning and Zoning Division will prepare and 
submit the Fayetteville Annual Hazard Mitigation Plan Maintenance Report to the City Manager.  The 
City Manager will review the report and then present the findings and recommendations for revisions 
and/or updates to the City Council.  The City Council will decide whether or not to authorize the 
preparation of an updated or revised plan.  Upon authorization from the City Council the Planning and 
Zoning Division will prepare the updated Plan, submit it to the North Carolina Department of 
Environmental Management and FEMA for review and approval.  It will then be presented to the City 
Council for final approval and a copy forwarded the Cumberland County Emergency Services 
Department as the City of Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan Update and part of the Cumberland County 
Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update.  
 
The final step in preparing the City of Fayetteville’s Hazard Mitigation Plan Update is approval by the City 
Council.  The Fayetteville City Council will hold a public hearing on the Plan Update allowing additional 
opportunity for public input, make changes if necessary, and pass a resolution of adoption. 
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Resolution  
 
 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Fayetteville desires to remain eligible for the State and Federal disaster relief 
funds in the event of a declared disaster in the Town; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Fayetteville City Council recognizes the value of having a Plan in place for identifying, 
prioritizing, and mitigating potential and real hazards that could affect the Town of Eastover; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Fayetteville Planning Commission Staff, have prepared a Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation 
Plan as part of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update and have 
revised the Plan as suggested by the North Carolina Division of Emergency Management after its 
submittal to all appropriate government entities for review and comments; and 
 
WHEREAS, the North Carolina Division of Emergency Management has endorsed the Fayetteville 
Hazard Mitigation Plan as part of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan 
Update; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Fayetteville City Council that it adopts the Fayetteville 
Hazard Mitigation Plan as part of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan 
Update; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Fayetteville City Council resolve to annually review the Plan and 
make revisions to all sections regarding the City of Fayetteville as part of the Cumberland County Multi-
Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update when new data and information becomes available, as 
mitigation measures are achieved, and as mitigation strategies evolve; and  
 
FURTHER, that City may update and revise the Fayetteville Hazard Mitigation Plan as part of the 
Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update as it relates to the City of 
Fayetteville but does not affect any other jurisdiction.  If any revision, update or amendment involves 
another jurisdiction, the updates and revisions must be approved by the governing body of the affected 
jurisdiction.  Copies of any revision, amendment or update to the Plan by the City of Fayetteville must be 
kept on file with their Clerk and with the Cumberland County Emergency Services Department and added 
to the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update; and 
 
FURTHER, that administrative changes, wording corrections, the hazard analysis, and vulnerability 
assessment or other such portions of the Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan 
Update, do not require additional action by the Fayetteville City Council.   
 
Adopted _____________ day of ______________________, 2011 
 
Attest: 
 
 
_______________________                               ___________________________________________ 
   City of Fayetteville, Clerk                   Mayor, City of Fayetteville 
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VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENT 
 
In preparing the vulnerability assessment, the Planning staff followed the tasks set forth in the State’s 
guidebook.  The vulnerability assessment for the City of Fayetteville included an examination of the 
following topics:  
 
Description of GIS Database 
Description of Critical Facilities and Public Buildings 
Description of Hazardous Locations 
Current and Future Vulnerability  

Description of GIS Database 
For the original plan, a special GIS database was developed for the vulnerability assessment of the City. 
A database of tax records was downloaded from the Cumberland County mainframe computer in 
January 2003.  This database was a point file and it contained the normal tax data for each record, such 
as name of owner, value of property, etc. It also contained a special attribute needed for the plan (the 
number of buildings). Since the original plan was developed, the County Tax Department has added the 
attribute of number of buildings to the parcel shapefile that is made available to all users. Therefore, in 
preparing the GIS database for the update, the staff used a shapefile of county tax parcels, rather than a 
special download of data from the Cumberland County mainframe computer. The specific shapefile used 
was named, “parcels_52510.” There were 134,003 records in this shapefile. This shapefile was a 
“region” file, which means that when a parcel is split by a road or other feature, the various parts of the 
parcel are considered to be one entity. According to the parcel shapefile used in the update, there are 
75,794 tax parcels located within the City of Fayetteville, as defined by the January 25, 2010 boundaries. 
As in the case of the original plan, in preparing the update, the City staff added additional information to 
the database, such as data regarding critical facilities (name, type, and number) and data regarding 
housing units (type, number of units in buildings, name of apartment complexes, etc.).  The City staff also 
joined the parcels 52510 shapefile to a separate file that included the number of employees per parcel.  
The employment data was compiled by the Fayetteville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(FAMPO) after the original plan was prepared. The staff also added special sources of data, such as the 
number of students enrolled in Cumberland County Schools located within the City, and the number of 
staff members assigned to each school within the City.  

Description of Critical Facilities and Public Buildings 
Critical facilities are essential to the health, safety, and viability of a community.  These are the buildings, 
services, and utilities without which residents and businesses cannot survive for long, such as hospitals, 
police stations, fire stations, and sewage treatment facilities.  Critical facilities may be publicly owned, 
nonprofit-owned, or even privately owned.  
 
The City staff has identified a total of 285 critical facilities/public buildings within the City of Fayetteville,   
based on the boundaries of the City as of January 25, 2010.   The location of some of these facilities is 
shown on Map 10 - Fayetteville Critical Facilities Location. The 285 critical facilities identified in this 
update may be compared to the 271 critical facilities mentioned in the original plan. The increase in the 
number of critical facilities can be explained primarily by the growth of the area of the City through 
annexation. Definitional changes also account for some of the differences. For example, in the original 
plan, day care centers were considered critical facilities (a subcategory of schools). However, in the 
update, day care centers were not identified as critical facilities. 
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The GIS database developed for this update contains information about each critical facility, such as the 
ownership, the type, the name, the parcel identification number, the number of buildings associated with 
the critical facility, the number of critical facilities associated with the tax record, the current  replacement  
value, the current value (the sum of building value and the extra feature value), the situs address, and 
the total number of people associated with the critical facility.  Additional information about critical 
facilities is contained in Tables 11 and 13 and in  Appendix B – Critical Facilities Ranking. 

Description of Hazardous Locations 
The hazardous locations within the City of Fayetteville are based on the established flood hazard areas.  
The flood hazard areas are along the Cape Fear River and along various streams that flow into the Cape 
Fear River.  These areas were originally delineated on the paper Flood Insurance Rate Maps, prepared 
by FEMA.  Later, these areas were converted to the Q3 digital maps. In 2007, the City received a new 
digital version of flood maps. These new digital maps are considered to be much more accurate than the 
Q3 maps, and the new digital maps have been used in this update.  

Description of Geographic Planning Area 
The vulnerability assessment was for the entire jurisdictional area of the City of Fayetteville (based on 
City of Fayetteville boundaries as of January 25, 2010).  All of the hazards could impact the entire City, 
however special attention was devoted to flood hazard areas due to the frequency of flooding in the past. 
Flood hazard areas were defined using GIS. The new digital flood maps were used instead of the Q3 
boundaries (which were used in the original plan). In the original plan, a 250 foot buffer was delineated 
outside of the Q3 boundaries of the 100-year flood zone. In the update, no such 250 foot buffer was 
delineated, because the new digital flood maps were considered to be more accurate. In the update, all 
parcels that intersected the 100 year flood zone boundary were considered to be in the flood area.  

Current Conditions 
Information compiled for the City of Fayetteville through GIS, tax records, existing studies, zoning and 
subdivision regulations, past records, and data from other Federal, State and local agencies shows 
vulnerable facilities and special populations.  Tables 10, 11, 12, and 13 provide a summary of both 
current conditions and potential future conditions in the City of Fayetteville. Table 14 provides a simple 
summary of the total number of buildings in Fayetteville and the current vulnerability of buildings to 
flooding.  
 
A total of 68,910 buildings have been identified as being within the City of Fayetteville, as of January 25, 
2010. In the GIS shapefile, the number of buildings on the 75,794 tax parcels located in the City was 
actually 68,834. Thus, there is a discrepancy of 76 buildings. This discrepancy can be explained by two 
reasons. One, for the parcel where the Cross Creek Sewage Treatment Plant is located, no buildings 
were shown in the parcel shapefile for this parcel. To correct for this missing data, a total of 13 buildings 
from the original plan for this parcel were added to the parcel shapefile manually. Two, the 63 buildings 
in the category of Hazard Materials Facilities are being counted two times.  These two reasons explain 
the discrepancy of 76 buildings, and they support the City staff’s conclusion that there are 68,910 
buildings in the City.  
 
In the original plan, a total of 47,243 buildings were identified as being within the City of Fayetteville. The 
number of buildings has increased by 21,667 buildings (68,910 buildings in this update minus 47,243 
buildings in the original plan). The increase in the number of buildings is due to two factors: the City has 
grown considerably through annexation, and new development has added to the number of buildings.  
 
As shown in Table 14 – Fayetteville Summary of Current Buildings Vulnerability, out of the 68,910 
buildings in the City, a total of 67,617 buildings are in the category of privately-owned, and 1,293 are in 
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the category of publicly-owned. It has been estimated that 3,577 buildings in Fayetteville are located 
within the defined flood hazard area. These buildings make up 5.19 percent of all buildings in 
Fayetteville.  
 
Tables 10 and 11 provide more details about the total number of buildings in Fayetteville. Table 10 – 
Fayetteville Private Buildings Vulnerability Assessment focuses on privately-owned buildings. Table 
11- Fayetteville Public Buildings & Critical Facilities Vulnerability Assessment focuses on publicly-
owned buildings, buildings associated with critical facilities, and infrastructure.  
 
As shown in Table 10, the 67,617 privately-owned buildings in Fayetteville have a current value of over 
8.6 billion dollars. It has been estimated that there are 223,483 people associated with these buildings. 
Most of these people either live in the residential buildings or they are employees in businesses,  
 
As shown in Table 11, the 1,293 publicly-owned buildings in Fayetteville have a current value of over 1.6 
billion dollars. It has been estimated that there are 54,581 people associated with these buildings. Most 
of these people are employees of businesses, students in schools, students living on campus at higher-
education schools, or occupants of group quarters (such as nursing homes). Some of the publicly-owned 
buildings and critical facilities are shown in Map 10.  
 
Table 11 also provides data about infrastructure in the City of Fayetteville. The current value of 
infrastructure is estimated at over 2.5 billion dollars. The total value of both publicly-owned buildings and 
infrastructure is over 4.1 billion dollars.  
 
Table 11 also provides a summary of the value of all buildings (both public and private) and of all 
infrastructure in the City of Fayetteville. The total is over 12.7 billion dollars.  
 
Tables 12 and 13 both pertain to the buildings that have been identified as being located in the defined 
flood hazard area. Table 12 – Fayetteville Private Buildings Flood Vulnerability Assessment 
provides information about the privately-owned buildings in the flood hazard area, while Table 13 
provides information about the publicly-owned buildings and infrastructure in the flood hazard area.  
 
As shown in Table 12, 3,205 privately-owned buildings have been identified in the flood hazard area. 
These buildings have an estimated current value of over 563 million dollars. Over 17,000 people are 
associated with these buildings. Most of these people are occupants of residential buildings and 
employees of businesses. 
 
The City of Fayetteville has had 5 structures designated as repetitive loss structures. Four of these 
structures were residential while one was commercial. The “as of date” for these structures was 
12/31/03. 
 
As shown in Table 13 – Fayetteville Public Buildings & Critical Facilities Flood Vulnerability 
Assessment, 372 publicly-owned buildings have been identified in the flood hazard area as shown in 
Map 11 – Fayetteville Buildings & Critical Facilities Within the Flood Prone Areas. These buildings 
have an estimated current value of over 400 million dollars. Over 13,000 people are associated with 
these buildings. Most of these people are occupants or residential buildings, students living on-campus 
at higher education schools, and employees of businesses. Some of the publicly-owned buildings and 
critical facilities are shown in Map 11. 
 
Table 13 also provides information about infrastructure within the City of Fayetteville that is located within 
a defined flood area. Over 200 million dollars worth of infrastructure is located within a flood hazard area.  
 

               7 - 1 - 3 - 25



139 
Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 

        Unincorporated Area, Fayetteville, Hope Mills, Spring Lake, Eastover, Stedman, Wade, Falcon, Linden, and Godwin 
 

Table 13 also gives a summary of the value of all buildings and infrastructure within a flood hazard area 
in Fayetteville. The total is over 1.2 billion dollars.  
 
Table 14 provides a summary of the buildings in Fayetteville, in terms of the total number of buildings 
and the vulnerability of buildings in Fayetteville to flooding.  
 
It should be noted that within the category of privately-owned buildings, industrial buildings tend to be the 
most vulnerable to flooding. For example, almost 14 percent of industrial buildings are located on a 
parcel that is intersected by a flood boundary.  
 
Within the category of publicly-owned buildings, 100 percent of buildings associated with sewage 
treatment plants and water treatment plants are located on parcels that are intersected by a flood 
boundary. However, this should come as no surprise, because these types of facilities need to be located 
near a water body such as a lake or river.   
 
It should be noted that over 32 percent of buildings associated with schools are located within a flood 
hazard area. This percentage is high because this includes the buildings on the Methodist University 
campus, Fayetteville State University campus, the Douglas Byrd High School/Middle School campus, 
and the Westover High School/Middle School campus. In each case, the campus is intersected by a 
flood hazard boundary from a nearby water body, causing all buildings on each campus to be tabulated 
as being in a flood hazard area. In reality, most buildings on each campus appear to be built on land that 
is high enough not to be in a flood hazard area.  

Development Trends and Projections 
Development trends that may impact hazard mitigation include the direction of growth, current zoning 
and future land use.  The City is growing to the west, southwest, and north primarily through annexation.  
Factors in the City that may impact future development include the construction of the Outer Loop, utility 
extensions, and policies that promote infill development. 
 
Fayetteville zoning districts include residential, office and professional, commercial, industrial, 
agricultural, and others. Residential districts can be classified into three density categories: low density 
(allows more than 2 but less than 6 units per acre), medium density (allows 6 or more but less than 15 
units per acre), and high density (allows 15 or more units per acre). The individual zoning districts are 
shown on Map 12-Fayetteville Zoning Map.  
 
Here is a summary of zoning district acreage in the City of Fayetteville:  
The City’s Conservation District (CD) makes up about 824 acres.  
  
The City’s Agricultural-residential zoning district (AR) makes up about 6,166 acres.  
 
Here is a summary of residential zoning acreage data: Low density residential districts (PND, R10, R15) 
make up about 28,426 acres. Medium density residential districts (R6, R6MH, MHPD and R5A) make up 
about 10,048 acres. High density residential districts (R5) make up about 1,971 acres.  
 
Here is a summary of nonresidential zoning acreage data: Office and professional districts (P1, P2, P3, 
P4) make up about 1,005 acres. Commercial districts (C1, C1P, C1A, C2, C2P, C2S, C3, and CU) make 
up about 6,870 acres. Manufacturing districts (M1 and M2) make up about 3,325  acres. 
 
In addition, about 209 acres in the City are zoned as Mixed Use.  
 
In addition, the City has one acre zoned in a Tower Overlay District (TOD).  
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The land in the City’s Airport is unzoned; this includes around 1,088 acres.  
 
It should be noted that the zoning acreage data presented above is based on the City’s GIS zoning layer, 
which was last updated around August 1, 2010. 
 
The proposed land use for the City of Fayetteville is shown on Map 13 - Fayetteville Land Use Plan 
Map.  This map indicates the community’s vision for the future use of land, as specified in the 2010 Land 
Use Plan, which was adopted in 1996.  The 2010 Land Use Plan map classifies land in the City of 
Fayetteville (without Fort Bragg) as follows: 7,432 acres are classified as open space, recreation and 
environmental corridor,;103 acres as one acre lots; 399 acres as suburban density residential; 27,110 
acres as  low density residential; 9,551  acres as medium density residential; 406  acres as high density 
residential; 1,254  acres as office & institutional; 2,511  acres as governmental; 2,473  acres as 
industrial; 5,205  acres as commercial; 2,327 acres as downtown; and   1,025 acres as activity node. An 
additional 38 acres are classified as range and training; this land is located along the western side of 
McArthur Road and it is owned by Fort Bragg. An additional 40 acres are designated as “policy-directed” 
commercial or O&I categories. The City of Fayetteville created these special categories for an area along 
Hope Mills Road.  
 
The “2030 Growth Vision Plan-Policies and Actions” document has also been adopted by the City of 
Fayetteville. This plan includes a 2030 Growth Strategy Map, but this map is highly generalized; it only 
has five categories. Most of the City of Fayetteville falls within the category of “Urban.” Areas located in 
newly-annexed areas on the western side of the City are in the category of “Urban Fringe.” Areas along 
streams are in the category of “Conservation Area.”  
 
Projections of future buildings, value, and people are shown in Tables 10, 11, 12, and 13.  
 
As shown in Table 10, it is projected that by the year 2025, there might be almost 75,000 privately-owned 
buildings in Fayetteville. This represents an increase in round 7,000 buildings. This number was 
calculated by considering expected future development by land use type. Each land use type was given 
an assumed rate of growth into the future.  
 
As shown in Table 11, it is projected that by the year 2025, there might be around 1,400 publicly-owned 
buildings in Fayetteville. This represents an increase of a little over 100 buildings. Some publicly-owned 
critical faciliteis are not expected to add any buildings, while others are expected to add buildings at a 
rate similar to the rate of expected private residential building growth.  
 
As shown in Table 11, the total number of buildings is projected to be a little over 76,000 in the year 
2025. This represents an increase of around 7,200 buildings.  
 
As shown in Table 12, it is projected that by the year 2025, there will be a small amount of growth (150 
buildings) in privately-owned buildings in flood hazard areas. According to staff members familiar with 
local development trends, around 10 buildings per year get built in flood hazard areas; 95 percent of 
these tend to be residential.  
 
As shown in Table 13, no additional publicly-owned buildings or critical facilities are expected to be built 
in the flood hazard areas of the City by the year 2025.  
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Cumberland County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 

        Unincorporated Area, Fayetteville, Hope Mills, Spring Lake, Eastover, Stedman, Wade, Falcon, Linden, and Godwin 
 

Table 14 - Fayetteville Summary of Current Buildings Vulnerability(1) 
 
 

CATEGORY OF DEVELOPMENT 
Total Buildings 
in Fayetteville 

Buildings in 
the Defined 

Flood Hazard 
Area(5) 

Percent of 
Buildings in the 
Defined Flood 
Hazard Area 

Privately-Owned Buildings (2)    

Single-Family Residential 54,652 2,217 4.06% 
Multi-Family Residential 7,847 633 8.07% 
Commercial 3,533 194 5.49% 
Industrial 575 80 13.91% 
Other  1,010 81 8.02% 
Subtotal-Privately-Owned Buildings 67,617 3,205 4.74% 
    
Publicly-Owned Buildings(3)    
Sewage Treatment Plant 13 13 100.00% 
Water Treatment Plant 13 13 100.00% 
Hospital 39 0 0.00% 
Schools 337 109 32.34% 
Police Station 1 0 0.00% 
Fire Station 16 1 6.25% 
Hazard Materials Facilities (4) 63 12 19.05% 
Government Offices 196 70 35.71% 
Emergency Shelters 4 0 0.00% 
Public Housing 209 117 55.98% 
Private Buildings That Are A Critical Facility 93 11 11.83% 
Nonprofit Buildings That Are a Critical Facility 20 3 15.00% 
Public Buildings That Are Not a Critical Facility 289 23 7.96% 
Subtotal-Publicly-Owned Buildings 1,293 372 28.77% 
    
Grand Total 68,910 3,577 5.19% 
Notes:     
(1) City boundaries are as of 1/25/10 (Annex #513)    
(2) Most of these buildings are privately owned.    
(3) Most of these facilities are publicly owned.    
(4) This data already counted in other categories, so it is 
being double-counted.     
(5) The Defined Flood Hazard Area is based on the 100 Year 
Flood boundary as shown on new digital maps recd 2007.     
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CAPABILITY ASSESSMENT 
 
In preparing the capability assessment, the Planning Staff involved other City departments and followed 
the tasks set forth in the State’s guidebook in examining the following capabilities: Staff and 
Organizational Capability, Policy and Program Capability, Legal Authority and Capability, Fiscal 
Capability, Technical Capability, and Political Climate and Political Willpower. 
 
Staff and Organizational Capability 
This discussion of Staff and Organizational Capability is divided into two sections.  The first section deals 
with the City of Fayetteville’s staff and organizational capabilities to address the threats of natural 
hazards.  The second section deals with the capability of other departments and agencies that might 
appear unrelated to mitigation, but in fact do have an impact on addressing the threats of natural 
hazards. 

Fayetteville Staff and Organizational Capability  
The City of Fayetteville has a considerable amount of staff and organizational capability to address the 
threats of natural hazards.  
 
The City of Fayetteville has a council-manager form of government.  Under this form of government, the 
City is governed by a ten-member City Council.  Nine of the members of City Council are elected from 
districts; the Mayor is elected at-large.  A City Manager hired by the City Council, acts on the Council’s 
behalf and is responsible for managing the services of the City.   
 
The City has several departments and divisions that deliver services related to addressing threats of 
natural hazards.  These departments include: the Engineering and Infrastructure Department which 
includes the Stormwater Division and the Street Maintenance Division, the Environmental Services 
Department, the Fire Department, the Police Department, the Emergency Dispatch Division, the 
Information Technology Department, the Development Services Department which includes the 
Planning, Housing and Permits Divisions, and the Community Development Department.  In addition, the 
City owns the Public Works Commission, which is an agency of the City and which has considerable 
capability to address natural hazards threats.  These departments are staffed with capable professionals 
with considerable expertise and skills.  Each of these departments is discussed below.   
 
Engineering and Infrastructure Department - This large department has numerous divisions that deal with 
hazards, primarily flooding.  This department usually is responsible for repairing City-owned dams. When 
dams are repaired, the risk of flooding is reduced for properties downstream of the dams.  This 
department also reviews plans for development and re-development within the City limits, and it inspects 
construction activities to include but not limited to streets and drainage. The department also maintains 
AutoCAD maps of the City streets and City boundaries.  
 

 Stormwater Division - This division of the City Engineering and Infrastructure Department 
serves as the Stormwater Utility, which is a utility governed by the City Stormwater Ordinance.  
The division is involved in activities that promote stormwater quality and activities that help control 
water quantity (i.e., flooding).  Their activities include investigating complaints; cleaning of 
culverts; removing debris from streams; clearing beaver dams; maintaining and reviewing the 
local Stormwater Quality Management Plan to control, limit and monitor stormwater discharges; 
providing funding for stormwater infrastructure maintenance, repair, and new construction on a 
prioritized basis on identified problems; monitoring non-point source pollutants through sampling 
and laboratory analysis; partnering with local business and industry to identify illegal discharges 
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and connections; providing various public education programs including volunteer groups; 
inspecting major stormwater outfalls to identify and proactively address problems; and providing a 
customer service hotline for 24-hour problem reporting and prompt referrals. Recent amendments 
to the City Stormwater Ordinance will make the Stormwater Division more able to deal with 
stormwater quantity and quality problems.    

 
 Street Maintenance Division - This division of the City Engineering and Infrastructure 

Department is responsible for maintaining the infrastructure within the City limits to include but not 
limited to cleaning catch basins and jet rodding activities to assure that the storm drainage 
infrastructure is free of debris and/or sediment. This activity is funded by the Stormwater utility. In 
addition to this service, the Street Maintenance Division also operates a street sweeping 
program.  

 
Environmental Services Department -This department has historically been responsible for picking up 
leaves during the fall leaf season.  During the fall leaf season, residents were allowed to put their loose 
leaves along the curb, and the Sanitation Department staff would pick up the loose leaves with vacuum 
trucks.  However, the City Council eliminated this service for FY 03-04.  The City continued to pick up 
leaves, but residents were required to bag their leaves.  Requiring that leaves be bagged has helped to 
prevent the clogging of storm drains, which should help reduce localized flooding.  The City Council has 
recently reversed its decision and presently does allow for the pick-up of loose leaves.  This decision to 
restore the loose leaf pickup service might indirectly contribute to more clogging of storm drains, hence 
more street flooding.   
 
Fire Department - This department operates a system of fire stations throughout the City.  
 
Police Department - This department provides police protection services throughout the City.  
 
Emergency Dispatch Division - This division operates an enhanced 911 center.  
  
Information Technology Department - This department provides computer services to all City 
departments.  This department also employs one GIS Analyst who provides GIS services to all City 
departments.   
 
Development Services Department - This department is responsible for enforcing the State Building 
Code within the City of Fayetteville, enforcing the housing code, and carrying out the zoning, subdivision 
and planning responsibilities for the City.  This department is also responsible for enforcing the Flood 
Damage Prevention Ordinance. The Planning and Zoning Division is responsible for processing requests 
for rezoning and subdivisions.  The divisiont also prepares small area plans, long range comprehensive 
and land use plans, functional plans, special studies, and annexation demographic estimates.  It 
administers historic property regulations. Staff in this division participated in the preparation of the 2030 
Vision Plan, has nearly completed a new Unified Development Ordinance and will be involved in 
preparing a new comprehensive plan for the City in the near future. 
  
Community Development Department - This department is responsible for developing and administering 
programs that assist low and moderate-income residents in the City.  This program has recently funded 
several special studies of small areas in the City.  This department also coordinated the funding and 
work on the Hope VI project now underway, which will result in fewer units within a floodplain and 
creation of a greenway along a stream. 
 
Public Works Commission (PWC) - This agency owns a system of lakes on Little Cross Creek, which 
flows through the City of Fayetteville.  PWC has acquired these lakes for water supply purposes.  
Although these lakes were not constructed originally to provide flood control, they do reduce peak flows 
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and therefore reduce flooding in the City of Fayetteville.  This agency constructs and maintains an 
extensive system of water and sewer lines.  These lines have a major impact on where development will 
occur in the future.  It also is the primary provider of electrical service within the City. 

Other Departments-Staff and Organizational Capability 
U.S. Corps of Engineers - Flooding problems in the City of Fayetteville (and in Cumberland County) used 
to be due to flooding of the Cape Fear River.  Major floods occurred in 1908, 1944, 1945, 1954, 1955, 
and 1972.  In 1974, the U.S. Corps of Engineers reduced the likelihood of floods on the Cape Fear River 
when it constructed the B. Everett Jordan Dam and Lake on the Haw River, about 55 miles upstream 
from Fayetteville.  By regulating the flow of water over the Jordan Dam, the Corps of Engineers controls 
flooding on the Cape Fear River.  It is assumed that the U.S. Corps of Engineers is highly capable of 
controlling flooding on the Cape Fear River.  It is also assumed that this capability will continue. 
 
Policy and Program Capability  
 
Policy and program capability refers to the efforts that the City of Fayetteville already has in place to 
address the threats of natural hazards, and the plans and policies that guide these efforts.  It also refers 
to policies and practices that are not directed at mitigation or natural hazards per se, but which may have 
an effect on mitigation-related efforts.  
 
The Planning Staff examined the City’s policy and program capability to address the threats of natural 
hazards as shown in Table 15 - Fayetteville Inventory of Local Ordinances, Policies and Programs 
Relevant to Hazard Mitigation.  The Staff found that the City has a fairly strong policy and program 
capability to address natural hazards threats.  Specific examples of the City of Fayetteville’s policy and 
program capability are discussed below.  Each policy or program is addressed by a summary of its 
strengths and weaknesses, and the staff’s rating of its overall effectiveness.  Strengths are ways that the 
policy or program helps to decrease vulnerability.  Weaknesses are shortcomings in the policy or 
program that might increase vulnerability. Most of the actions in the original Mitigation Plan that require 
ordinance revisions or policy changes have been completed and/or adopted. The Planning Staff is 
responsible for rewriting, updating (zoning and subdivisions) and creating new ordinances. These 
ordinances comply with many of the mitigation actions that the City Council has already endorsed. Those 
actions that have not been completed are more developer resistance and cost prohibit. The Technical 
Committee will continue educating concerning mitigation and those actions with citizens, elected officials 
and development community. 
 
Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance - Fayetteville’s Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance purpose is to 
reduce and/or prevent flooding thus protecting the lives and property of it residents.  The 2006 
amendments to the Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance significantly strengthened key standards.  The 
strengths of this ordinance are (1) it requires elevating structures in the floodplain at least two feet above 
the base flood elevation, when new construction is proposed or when a substantial improvement to an 
existing development is proposed.  The elevation requirement applies to both residential and 
nonresidential development.  However, non-residential development can be flood proofed in lieu of 
elevating, if all areas of the non-residential structure below the required elevation are watertight; (2) it 
includes building, rebuilding and retrofitting codes for flood-prone structures; (3) it prevents or regulates 
the construction of flood barriers that would unnaturally divert floodwaters or increase flood heights; (4) it 
addresses the location of mobile home parks and individual mobile homes in the floodplain.  
 
Weaknesses remaining in this ordinance include (1) it does not require relocating or acquiring structures 
in the floodplain; (2) it does not define a floodplain overlay district (although a Conservation District 
zoning district has been created to provide alternative guidance to use of development in a floodplain); 
(3) it does not identify properties for acquisition/relocation or for wetlands preservation; and (5) the 
ordinance does not include measures to preserve the floodplain’s natural functions (although the Zoning 
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Ordinance and the new Stormwater Ordinance both include buffer areas and/or landscape standards 
and open space requirements to protect natural functions). The staff rates the effectiveness of this 
ordinance as medium. 
 
National Flood Insurance Program and Community Rating System - The National Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP) provides flood insurance to individuals in local jurisdictions that are members of the 
program.  Membership in the Program is based upon the adoption and enforcement of floodplain 
management and development regulations.  Compliance of the NFIP for the City of Fayetteville is 
responsibility of the Fayetteville Development Services Department. They maintain the Fayetteville flood 
maps and Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance and issue Floodplain Development Permits for the City 
in accordance with compliance of NFIP. An element of the NFIP is the Community Rating System (CRS), 
which adjusts flood insurance premiums relative to a local jurisdiction’s investment in flood damage 
mitigation.  Inclusion in the CRS involves submitting a local jurisdiction’s floodplain management 
procedures for evaluation. 
 
Zoning Ordinance - The Fayetteville Zoning Ordinance  purpose is to lessen congestion in the streets; 
secure safety from fire, panic, and other dangers; promote health, morals and the general welfare; 
provide adequate light and air; prevent overcrowding of land; avoid undue concentration of population; 
facilitate the adequate provision of transportation, water sewerage, schools, parks, and other public 
requirements; conserve the value of buildings; and encourage the most appropriate use of land 
throughout the City.  The Zoning Ordinance has both strengths and weaknesses.  The strengths of the 
Ordinance are (1) includes non-conforming use provisions that take into account structures that are 
damaged by hazards; (2) non-conforming use provisions are strictly enforced following a hazardous 
event; (3) zoning administration staff are properly trained, which insures proper administration of the 
ordinance; (4) granting of variances does not usually result in an increased risk of flooding; (5) recently 
amended to include a Conservancy District (CD Zoning District).  One of the purposes of the CD Zoning 
District is to protect areas that are vulnerable to flooding.  The only uses to be allowed in the CD Zoning 
District will be agricultural or rural farm use, fish hatchery operations, and recreational activities.  The 
adopted CD Zoning District will be applied first in areas that have been recently annexed.  It may be 
applied as cases arise.  It also may be applied citywide after the City prepares a new Land Use Plan.  
 
The weakness in the ordinance is that although its non-conforming use provisions do take into account 
structures that are damaged by hazards, the ordinance does not require that cumulative damage be 
considered over repeated hazard events.  The staff rates the effectiveness of the Fayetteville Zoning 
Ordinance as medium. 
 
Subdivision Ordinance - The Fayetteville Subdivision has many positive attributes.  These include (1) 
requiring developers to limit the amount of or mitigate the impact of increased stormwater flow caused by 
their development projects; (2) requiring developments be built in a hazard-resilient manner.  (For 
example, there are requirements within the group development section of the ordinance requiring a 
certain distance between buildings.  This is also addressed through the NC Building Code regarding fire 
walls and the Fire Codes (NFPA) regarding requirements for multiple ingress and egresses and 
extensions of fire hydrants); (3) requiring the creation of open space within new subdivisions and/or 
group developments; (4) requiring that new developments have underground utility lines where practical 
(except for voltage lines 75kV or greater).  
 
There are also some weaknesses in the Fayetteville Subdivision Ordinance which are (1) it require that a 
proposed subdivision have at least one access road, but the ordinance does not require additional 
access roads or breakaway gates.  However, both Fire and Police have been requiring a common lock 
system on gates or breakaway gates, and, the Fire Department along with the Traffic Engineer are 
increasingly requiring multiple entrances.  A connectivity index requiring multiple external access points 
is proposed in the draft Unified Development Ordinance. Single-entry neighborhoods can be dangerous 
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if the path of exit is blocked by floodwaters or wildfires;(2) it contain provisions for the creation of open 
space within new subdivisions and/or group developments, as a condition of subdivision approval, but 
the ordinance does not require the protection of existing “natural areas”; (3) it does not restrict the 
subdivision of land in known hazard areas.  (There are other ordinances that do place additional 
restrictions on the “development” of land within certain areas, but not on the “subdivision” of land); (4) it 
does not limit the amount of impervious surface (This is addressed in the Watershed Ordinance.); (5) it 
does not require setbacks from delineated hazard zone (this is addressed in the Stormwater Ordinance 
with regard to streams and similar water bodies); (6) it does not require that all lots have a buildable site 
that is in a non-hazard location; (7) it does not assess hazard risks and impose standards for public 
infrastructure. The staff rates the effectiveness of this ordinance as medium. 
 
Stormwater Ordinance - The Stormwater Ordinance applicable to the City of Fayetteville is the City 
Ordinance that governs the operation of the local Stormwater Utility. The ordinance initial focus was on 
water quality, not water quantity. The Stormwater Ordinance has recently been amended by the City 
Council to allow a focus on both water quality and water quantity. The weaknesses identified in the past 
were addressed under the amended ordinance. Its strengths are (1) it establishes a stormwater utility; (2) 
it establishes a Stormwater Advisory Board; (3) it authorizes collection of a fee, based on amount of 
impervious surface; (4) it prohibits non-stormwater discharges to the stormwater system; (5) it requires 
the removal of illicit connections to the stormwater system; (6) it prohibits improper disposal of 
substances into the stormwater system; (7) its funds are used for checking/clearing stormwater drains 
and improving and maintaining existing infrastructure; (8) Its funds are also used for removing debris 
from streams. (9) it is focused not only on stormwater quality but quantity as well; (10) it addresses the 
fact that existing culverts might not be sized properly for the amount of water they must carry during peak 
drainage events; (11) it requires that future planned systems be adequately designed to meet stormwater 
demands; (12) it calls for provision of structural measures (such as retention and detention facilities) that 
would minimize the increases in runoff caused by impervious surfaces and new development; (13) it 
requires that stormwater must not leave a parcel at a higher rate after the parcel has been developed 
than it did prior to development . The staff rates the effectiveness of this ordinance as medium. 
 
Watershed Ordinance - The Fayetteville Watershed Ordinance is based on the State’s model ordinance.  
There are both positive and shortcomings aspects in the Fayetteville Watershed Ordinance.  Positive 
measures include it (1) has density limits that help to prevent development in known hazard areas; (2) 
prohibits certain uses from being constructed in known hazard areas; (3) imposes limits on the amount of 
impervious surface in a development project; (4) requires developers to limit the amount and/or mitigate 
the impacts of increased storm water flow due to their development projects; (5) establishes setback 
requirements from delineated hazard zones; (6) assesses hazard risks and imposes standards for public 
infrastructure; (7) requires the protection or creation of natural areas (such as wetlands, dunes, or natural 
vegetation).  Some of the shortcomings of this ordinance are (1) it does not impose restrictions on the 
subdivision of land in known hazard areas; (2) it does not require all lots to have a buildable site that is in 
a non-hazard location; (3) it does not require that developments be built in a hazard-resilient manner. 
The staff rates the effectiveness of this ordinance as medium. 
 
Inspections Process - The City Development Services Department is responsible for reviewing plans and 
performing on-site inspections throughout the construction phases of a development project.  There are 
strengths and weakness in this process.  The strengths of the inspections process are (1) the 
Development Services Department is adequately staffed and trained; (2) The department diligently 
enforces the Statewide building code, both at the Plan approval stage and at the site-inspection stage; 
(3) the same rules and practices are applied during normal times and during the period following a 
natural disaster.  Weaknesses in the process are (1) the department does not have a building 
moratorium ready to put in place following a disaster, which would halt or slow construction pending a 
thorough damage assessment; and (2) the department does not have a voluntary incentive program to 
encourage builders to construct buildings to standards higher than the minimum code requirements.  The 
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department notes that it would be beneficial to have more time to thoroughly assess damage prior to 
post-hazard reconstruction. The staff rates the effectiveness of this process as low. 
 
Flood Maps – In 2007 the City has received new GIS flood maps received from the State..  The new 
flood data significantly improves the ability of all departments to coordinate planning and approvals 
regarding new development and infrastructure.  The strengths are (1) it shows the 100-year and 500-
year flood hazard areas; (2) it is possible to use GIS to overly the GIS flood map layers with other layers 
in GIS; (3) the data is judged to be “more accurate” than the paper flood maps and previous GIS-based 
maps prepared from NAD 83 datum.  The staff rates the effectiveness of the GIS flood maps as medium. 
 
Comprehensive Plan/Land Use Plan - In 1996, the City adopted the Cumberland County 2010 Land Use 
Plan as a guide for development.  This Plan encompasses all the jurisdictions in Cumberland County.  
Strengths of the Plan relating to hazard mitigation included designating hazard areas as inappropriate for 
development and designating environmental corridors (located along rivers, creeks, streams, canals, and 
major drainageways) as being targeted for future open space.  A weakness in the Plan was that while it 
delineated many flood prone conservation areas; it lacks an implementation process for limiting 
development in such areas. Creation of the Conservation Zoning District improved the implementation 
options.  The City with the County and other local governments in the county in preparing a new 
comprehensive goals and policy plan called Vision 2030, adopted by the City in 2009, which established 
strong principles to guide development in more sustainable ways.  While a new Unified Development 
Ordinance to help implement those policies is still in draft, the Vision 2030 strengthens the basis for such 
new or amended regulations.  The Land Use Plan, however, needs updating at an adequate level of 
detail to apply such new tools. The staff rates the effectiveness as low. 
 
Capital Improvements Plan - In developing a Capital Improvements Plan (CIP), the City documents the 
need for future capital projects, prepares cost estimates, prioritizes projects, and considers funding 
sources.  The positive aspect of the CIP is that it provides information about planned future public 
facilities.  The weak point in the CIP is that there is no specific requirement for dealing with hazard 
mitigation.  For example, the CIP does not prohibit the post-disaster reconstruction of public facilities in 
hazard-prone areas. The staff rates the effectiveness as medium. 
 
Parks, Greenways, and Open Space Acquisition Program - The parks, greenways, and open space 
acquisition program can result in the City acquiring land that is located in floodplains or flood prone 
areas.  The City of Fayetteville acquires land for parks, greenways, and open space through purchase 
and donations.  The City’s goal is to have 10 acres per 1,000 residents.  As of June 2003, the City had 
9.8 acres per 1,000 residents.  The strength of this acquisition program is that (1) the City purchases 
land for parks, greenways, and open space purposes,(subject to funds being available in the General 
Fund); (2) the City forms partnerships with non-governmental organizations to acquire or otherwise 
protect natural land.  For example, the City works with the Sandhills Area Land Trust and the Cross 
Creek Linear Park Corporation.  Weaknesses in this acquisition program is that (1) the purchase 
program is limited by lack of funds; (2) prior attempts to fund purchases through bond referenda have not 
been successful; (3) the City does not seek to purchase land that is in floodplains. The staff rates the 
effectiveness as low. 
 
Parks, Greenways, and Open Space Dedication Program - A parks, greenways, and open space 
dedication program can result in the protection of land located in floodplains.  Through provisions in the 
Subdivision Ordinance, the City of Fayetteville requires the dedication of land for parks, greenways, and 
open space.  There are both strengths and weaknesses in this program.  The strengths are (1) 
dedications are required by the City’s Subdivision Ordinance whenever an owner subdivides land for 
residential purposes, or whenever an owner proposes to add residential units in a group development.  In 
lieu of dedicating land, owners may pay an amount of money; (2) owners may dedicate land located in a 
floodplain to the City, but the land must be outside of the 100-year flood area in order for the owner to 
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get credit for the dedication; (3) the City forms partnerships with non-governmental organizations in 
protecting land through dedications.  For example, the City works with the Sandhills Area Land Trust and 
the Cross Creek Linear Park Corporation.  Weaknesses in the program are the owners may seek 
variances from the dedication requirements and there is no provision in City ordinances that requires 
dedication of land for greenway trails or flood easements. The staff rates the effectiveness as low. 
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Overall, the local ordinances, policies and programs relevant to Hazard Mitigation are not as effective as 
they might be in terms of hazard mitigation (see Table above).  Although significant improvements have 
occurred with amendments or completely new ordinances for Flood Protection, Stormwater, Zoning and 
some other regulations, several ordinances should be revised to provide stricter development standards.  
Review of these existing plans, ordinances and programs has resulted in specific actions to create new 
ordinances (or to revise existing ordinances) that would serve to reduce the hazard vulnerability of the 
City of Fayetteville.  Preparation, review and revisions of these ordinances are an on-going process, 
including examination of plans and policies.  Recommendations and action plans contained within these 
planning documents will be examined, as well as Actions contained within the Cumberland County Multi-
Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan.  Additionally, the five-year review of this Hazard Mitigation Plan will 
include an examination of the Capability Assessment and Mitigation Strategies. 
 
Technical Capability 
  
The City of Fayetteville is now developing a technical capability to address the threats of natural hazards.  
One example of this is the use of GIS technology. 
 
Agencies such as the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the North Carolina Division 
of Emergency Management (NCDEM) have made available numerous implementation manuals and 
other resource documents.  These manuals provide information on mitigation techniques for various 
hazards, including hurricanes, floods, wildfires, tornadoes and earthquakes.  Additionally, they provide 
technical information on engineering principles, construction methods, costs and suggestions for how 
techniques can be financed and implemented.  Federal agencies such as the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers and Soil Conservation Service also provide similar services. 

Statewide Floodplain Mapping Initiative  
The State of North Carolina, through the Federal Emergency Management Agency’s Cooperating 
Technical Community partnership initiative, has been designated as a Cooperating Technical State 
(CTS).  As a CTS, the State will assume primary ownership and responsibility for Flood Insurance Rate 
Maps (FIRM) for all North Carolina communities.  This project will include conducting flood hazard 
analysis and producing updated Digital Flood Insurance Rate Maps (DFIRM). 
 
The State has acquired raw elevation data for the six eastern river basins, which are the Cape Fear, 
Lumber, Neuse, Pasquotank, Tar-Pamlico, and White Oak, which will be used to develop Digital 
Elevation Models (DEMs) to update flood hazard data.  Additionally, the updated flood hazard data will 
provide current, accurate information for local jurisdictions and property owners to make sound site 
planning and design decisions when building new structures and infrastructure and retrofitting existing 
structures. 

Local Technical Assistance 

Cumberland County has a graphic information system (GIS) that provides essential information and 
technology for hazard response and mitigation.  The GIS system provides detailed data on property 
ownership, land use type and location, values of property and structures, location of the 100-year 
floodplain and other infrastructure. 
 
This system provides quick access and processing of detailed data that can be used to assist in 
deployment of resources, before, during and after a natural disaster, as well assists in planning for the 
mitigation of future disasters. 
 
Cumberland County, the City of Fayetteville, and the smaller municipalities have responsive, 
cooperative, and highly trained staff that is capable of implementing mitigation strategies, as well as 
educating the public about potential hazards and the process necessary to mitigate these hazards. 
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Fiscal Capability 
 
The City of Fayetteville has a moderate amount of fiscal capability to address the threat of natural 
hazards.  The North Carolina General Assembly has empowered municipalities to make expenditures in 
the public interest [NCGS 160A 475].  The primary source for funding these expenditures comes from 
property taxes.  These revenues generally finance critical services available and delivered on a daily 
basis.  Examples of these services include: public utilities, solid waste management, emergency 
services, health and social services, and schools.  The City of Fayetteville will pursue other available 
funds to support special projects for hazard mitigation activities.  Federal and State funds are available to 
local governments for the development and implementation of hazard mitigation plans.  Some of these 
sources for hazard mitigation funding may include the following: 

Federal Funding 
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP) - This program provides funding for hazard mitigation 
measures following a Presidential disaster declaration.  Even though the Federal government supplies 
the majority of the funds for this program, the program is administered on the State level.  HMGP funds 
can be used for projects such as acquisition or relocation, retrofitting, development of local mitigation 
standards and comprehensive mitigation plans, structural hazard control and the purchase of equipment 
to improve preparedness and response. 
 
Pre Disaster Mitigation Program Grants (PDM) - Pre Disaster Mitigation Program provides funding to 
States and local jurisdictions for cost-effective hazard mitigation actions.  FEMA provides PDM grants to 
States, that in turn, provide sub-grants to local governments for mitigation activities such as planning and 
the implementation of projects identified through the evaluation of natural and man-made hazards. 
 
Flood Mitigation Assistance Programs - This program (FMAP) furnishes mitigation assistance to States, 
local jurisdictions and individuals to reduce or eliminate the long-term risk of flood damage to the built 
environment and real property.  FMAP is available on an annual basis and eligibility is based upon a 
jurisdiction participating in the National Flood Insurance Program and developing a mitigation plan.  
These funds may be used for elevation and/or dry flood proofing of structures, acquisition of real 
property, relocation or demolition of structures, as well as other minor structural projects. 
 
National Flood Insurance Program - Participation in this risk-sharing program requires jurisdictions to 
adopt and enforce floodplain management ordinances designed to reduce future losses. 
 
Buy-Out Programs - Funding is available to buy back floodplains, relocate residents, and demolish 
structures in order to eliminate or reduce payouts for recurring flood damage. 
 
Earthquake Hazard Reduction Grants - These funds are available to States having a moderate or high 
risk of seismic activity. 
 
Community Development Block Grants - The Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) is designed 
to assist counties and municipalities in rehabilitating substandard dwelling units and to expand economic 
opportunities, primarily for low-to-moderate income families.  Additionally, as a result of a Presidential 
declared disaster, CBDG funds may be used for long-term needs such as acquisition, reconstruction, 
and redevelopment of disaster-affected areas. 
 
Small Business Administration (SBA) Pre-Disaster Mitigation Loan Program - The purpose of this 
program is to make low-interest, fixed-rate loans to eligible small businesses for the purpose of 
implementing mitigation measures to protect business property from damage that may be caused by 
future disasters.  The program is a pilot program, which supports the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) Pre-Disaster Mitigation Program. 
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State Funding 
Uniform Relocation Act - Tenants who must relocate as a result of acquisition of their housing are entitled 
to Uniform Relocation Act relocation benefits, such as moving expenses, replacement housing rental 
payments, and relocation assistance advisory services, regardless of the owner’s voluntary participation. 
 
Ability to Pay - The North Carolina Department of Commerce has ranked the 100 counties in an 
economic tier system due to the Lee Quality Jobs and Business Expansion Act of 1966, which provides 
for a sliding scale of State tax credits for economic investment.  This Act has become North Carolina’s 
primary development tool in an effort to assist smaller rural counties become economically competitive.  
The most economically depressed counties are ranked in Tier 1 and the most economically prosperous 
are ranked in Tier 5.  These rankings are evaluated annually based on (1) population growth, (2) 
unemployment rate, and (3) per capita income. 
 
The tier ranking is widely used by the State as a measure of an individual county’s ability to pay when 
applying for State and Federal grants.  Cumberland County is ranked as a Tier 4 County. 

Non-Government Funding 

Another potential source of revenue for local mitigation efforts are the contribution of non-governmental 
organizations, such as churches, charities community relief funds, the American Red Cross, hospitals, 
for-profit businesses and non-profit organizations, such as nature conservancy and land trust 
organizations. 
 
Legal Authority and Capability 
 
The City of Fayetteville has extensive legal authority and capability to address the threats of natural 
hazards.  
 
Local governments in North Carolina have been authorized by the State legislature to carry out four 
broad governmental powers: Regulation, Acquisition, Taxation and Spending.  The following is a 
summary of North Carolina enabling legislation granting these broad governmental powers relevant to 
hazard mitigation.  

Regulation 
General Police Power 
All local governments in North Carolina have been granted broad regulatory powers in their jurisdictions.  
North Carolina General Statutes [NCGS] bestow the general police power on local governments, 
allowing them to enact and enforce ordinances, which define, prohibit, regulate or abate acts, omissions, 
or conditions detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the people and to define and abate 
nuisances (including public health nuisances). 
 
Hazard mitigation can be included under the police power to protect the public health, safety and welfare, 
therefore counties and municipalities may include requirements for hazard mitigation in local ordinances.  
Local governments may also use their power to abate nuisances, which could include by local definition, 
any activity or condition making people or property more vulnerable to any hazard [NCGS Chapter 160A, 
Article 8 Delegation and Exercise of the General Police Power to Cities and Towns. 
 
Building Codes and Building Inspection 
Counties and municipalities can engage in risk reduction measures focusing on strengthening building 
codes and requiring retrofitting of existing structures and facilities to protect the public health, safety, and 
welfare in the event of a natural hazard. 
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North Carolina has a State mandatory building code, which applies throughout the State [NCGS 143-138 
(c)].  However, local jurisdictions may adopt codes for their respective jurisdictions if approved by the 
State as providing “adequate minimum standards” [NCGS 1143-138 (e)].  Local regulations cannot be 
less restrictive than the State Code.  Exempted from the State Code are public utility facilities other than 
buildings; liquefied petroleum gas and liquid fertilizer installations, and farm buildings outside municipal 
jurisdictions.  No State permit may be required for structures under $20,000.  (Note that exemptions 
apply only to State, not local permits). 
 
The State legislature has also empowered municipalities to carry out building inspections.  NCGS 
Chapter 160A, Article 19, Part 5 empower municipalities to create an Inspections Department, and 
enumerates its duties and responsibilities, which include enforcing State and local laws relating to the 
construction of buildings, installation of plumbing, electrical, heating systems, etc; building maintenance; 
and other matters. 
 
Land Use 
Through various land use regulatory powers, granted by the State, cities can control the amount, timing, 
density, and location of new development.  These growth characteristics can determine the level of 
vulnerability of an area in the event of a natural hazard.  Land use regulatory powers include power to 
engage in planning, enact and enforce zoning, subdivision, floodplain, and storm water and watershed 
ordinances.  
 
Zoning 
Zoning is the most basic tool available to control the use of land.  The North Carolina General Statutes 
160A-381 gives broad enabling authority for municipalities to use zoning as a planning tool.  Counties 
may also regulate inside a municipal jurisdiction at the request of a municipality, as set forth in NCGS 
160A-360(d).  The statutory purpose for the grant of power is to promote the health, safety or the general 
welfare of the community.  Land “uses” controlled by zoning include the type of use, such as residential, 
commercial, industrial, as well as minimum specifications for use such as lot size, building height, 
setback, density, etc.  
 
Municipalities are authorized to divide their territorial jurisdiction into districts, and to regulate and restrict 
the erection, construction, reconstruction, alteration, repair or use of buildings, structures, or land within 
those districts [NCGS 160A-382].  Districts may include general use districts; overlay districts, and 
special use districts or conditional use districts.  Zoning ordinances consist of maps and written text.  
 
Comprehensive or Master Planning 
Within North Carolina, local governments are required to create or designate a planning agency in order 
to exercise the regulatory powers related to land use [NCGS 160A-387].  The planning agency may: 
prepare studies for an area/neighborhood; determine objectives; prepare and adopt plans for achieving 
objectives; develop and recommend policies, ordinances and administrative means to implement plans; 
and perform other related duties [NCGS 160A-361]. 
 
NCGS 160A-383 requires that zoning regulations be made in accordance with a comprehensive plan.  
While the ordinance itself may provide evidence that zoning is being conducted “in accordance with a 
plan,” the existence of a separate comprehensive planning document ensures that the government is 
developing regulations and ordinances that are consistent with the overall goals of the community.  
 
Subdivision Regulation 
Subdivision regulations control the division of land into parcels for the purpose of building a development 
or sale.  Subdivision is defined as all divisions of a tract or parcel of land into two or more lots and all 
divisions involving a new street or a change in existing streets [NCGS 160A-376].  Flood-related 
subdivision controls typically require that developers install adequate drainage facilities and design water 
and sewer systems to minimize flood damage and contamination.  They prohibit the subdivision of land 
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subject to flooding unless flood hazards are overcome through filing or other measures, and they prohibit 
filling of floodway areas.  Subdivision regulations require that subdivision plans be approved prior to the 
division of land.  Subdivision regulation is limited in its ability to directly affect the type of use made of 
land or minimum specifications for structures.  
 
Floodplain Regulation 
The North Carolina legislature passed the “Act to Prevent Inappropriate Development in the One 
Hundred-Year Floodplain and to Reduce Flood Hazards” to regulate development within floodways 
[NCGS 143-214.51-214.61].  It serves as a risk reduction or risk elimination tool depending upon local 
government use.  The purpose of this law is to minimize the extent of floods by preventing obstructions 
that inhibit water flow and increase flood height and damage; prevent and minimize loss of life, injuries, 
property damage and other losses in flood hazard areas; and promote the public health, safety and 
welfare of citizens. 
 
The statute directs, rather than mandates, local government to designate a one hundred-year floodplain; 
adopt local ordinances to regulate uses in flood hazard areas; enforce those ordinances; and grant 
permits for use in flood hazard areas that are consistent with the ordinance.  The statute established 
minimum standards for local ordinances and provides for variances for prohibited uses such as: 
 

(a) A flood hazard prevention ordinance adopted by a county or city pursuant to this part shall, at a 
minimum: 

2. Meet the requirements for participation in the National Flood Insurance Program and of 
this section. 

3. Prohibit new solid waste disposal facilities, hazardous waste management facilities, 
salvage yards, and chemical storage facilities in the 100-year floodplain except as noted 
in section (b) below. 

4. Provide that a structure or tank for chemical or fuel storage incidental to a use that is 
allowed under this section or to the operation of a water treatment facility may be located 
in a 100-year floodplain only if the structure or tank is either elevated above base flood 
elevation or designed to be watertight with walls substantially impermeable to the passage 
of water and with structural components capable of resisting hydrostatic and hydro 
dynamic loads and the effects of buoyancy.  

(b)  A flood hazard prevention ordinance may include a procedure for granting variances for uses 
prohibited under G.S. 143-215.54. 
(c). A county or municipality shall notify the Secretary of Crime Control and Public Safety of its 
intention to grant a variance at least 30 days prior to granting the variance.  A variance may be granted 
upon finding that all of the following apply: 
 

(1) The use serves a critical need in the community. 
(2) No feasible location exists for the location of the use outside the 100-year 

floodplain. 
(3) The lowest floor of any structure is elevated above the base flood elevation or is 

designed to be watertight with walls substantially impermeable to the passage of 
water and with structural components capable of resisting hydrostatic and 
hydrodynamic loads and the effects of buoyancy. 

(4) The use complies with all other applicable laws and regulations. 
 
Also, the statute ensures that local ordinances meet the minimum requirements of participation in the 
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), which will afford residents the ability to purchase flood 
insurance through the NFIP.  Additionally, communities with such ordinances will be afforded priority in 
the consideration of applications for loans and grants from the Clean Water Revolving Loan and Grant 
Fund. 
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Acquisition 
Municipalities can eliminate the risk of hazards through their power to acquire property, either in fee or 
lesser interest such as an easement.  This removes the property from the private marketplace, thereby 
eliminating or reducing the possibility of inappropriate development.  North Carolina legislation empowers 
municipalities to acquire property for public purpose by gift, grant, devise, bequest, exchange, purchase, 
lease or eminent domain [NCGS Chapter; Chapter 160A Article 11]. 

Taxation 
The power to levy taxes and special assessments has been delegated to municipalities by the North 
Carolina legislature [NCGS 160A Article 9].  This power allows local governments to set preferential tax 
rates for areas unsuitable for development, such as wetlands, thereby discouraging development in 
hazardous areas.  Municipalities may also levy special assessments on property owners for all or part of 
the costs of acquiring, constructing, reconstructing, extending or otherwise building or improving beach 
erosion control, or flood and hurricane protection works within a designated area [NCGS 160A 238]. 

Spending 
Municipalities have been granted power to make expenditures in the public interest by the North Carolina 
General Assembly.  An annual budget and a Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) can include hazard 
mitigation efforts.  A CIP serves as a schedule for providing municipal services over a specified period of 
time.  Committing to a timetable for the extension of facilities and services, municipalities can effectively 
steer future growth and development and mitigate the impacts of natural hazards.  
 
Political Climate and Political Willpower 
 
The City of Fayetteville has a political climate that seeks to expand the City’s capability to address the 
threats of natural hazards.  The City Council has shown some political willpower to expand its capability 
to address the threats of natural hazards. 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   David Nash, Planner II
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Public Hearing to Consider a Petition Requesting Annexation-Submitted by 

Methodist University-(Meadowcroft Drive-Riverdell Drive Property) 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Should a contiguous area owned by Methodist University be annexed into the City limits?  

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Strong local economy 

 
BACKGROUND: 
Methodist University has requested that a property it owns south of its campus be annexed into the 
City. The property is located east of Meadowcroft Drive, north of Riverdell Drive, west of 
the Methodist University golf course, and south of the Tartan Place Apartments. It is not believed 
that there are any structures on the property although aerial photography and building footprint 
layer in GIS suggests that there might be several small buildings on the property. The Cape Fear 
River Trail passes through the property. This area is completely surrounded by the City. It is one of 
the enclave (donut hole) areas that the City staff has recently studied for annexation. The property 
contains approximately 28.25 acres.  

 
ISSUES: 
Sufficiency: The City's Real Estate staff has verified that Methodist University owns this property.  
 
Services: This property appears to be predominantly vacant; there should be very little demand for 
City services. However, aerial photography shows that there is a lake on the property.  The Cape 
Fear River Trail passes through the property, and several small buildings appear in aerial 
photography and in a GIS layer of buildings. City operating departments should be able to provide 
services to the property. As of this writing, no problems have been identified in serving the area.  
 
Effective Date: Staff is recommending an effective date of September 26, 2011. Recent changes in 
the state annexation law governing contiguous petition annexations require that a contiguous area 
be annexed either immediately or on the following June 30. Annexing this area effective 
 September 26, 2011 should not present any problems from the standpoint of compliance with the 
Voting Rights Act, because no people or registered voters live within the area.  

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
The fiscal impact of annexing this area should be neutral for the City.  
 
Revenue Projection: It is not expected that there will be any revenues, since this property is 
exempt from real property taxes, and since this property has no population.  
 
Cost Projection: No costs have been projected for annexing this area.  

 
OPTIONS: 
1.Adopt the Annexation Ordinance with an effective date of September 26, 2011. (Recommended) 
2. Adopt the Annexation Ordinance with an effective date of June 20, 2012.  
3. Do not adopt the Annexation Ordinance and the property will remain outside the City.  

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
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Staff recommends that Council adopt the Annexation Ordinance approving the requested 
annexation with an effective date of September 26, 2011.  

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Legal Description Map
Basic Information About the Area
Proposed Ordinance
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BASIC INFORMATION ABOUT THE AREA 
Information Updated as of: September 16, 2011 

Date Petition Received:   September 12, 2011___________ 
Annexation Date: _ ______ Effective Date: _________ 

Annexation Number: ______________________ 
 

Page 1 

1. Name of Area: Methodist University-Meadowcroft Drive-Riverdell 
Drive Property 

2. Names of Petitioners: 
  

Gene T. Clayton, Vice-President of Business Affairs, 
Methodist University, Inc. 

3. Location: South of the Methodist University campus. East of 
Meadowcroft Drive, north of Riverdell Drive, west of 
the Methodist University golf course, and south of the 
Tartan Place Apartments.  

4. Tax Identification Number (PIN): 0530-80-5426 
5. Fire Department Affected by Annexation: Fayetteville (formerly Westarea) 
6. Is the Area Contiguous: yes 
7. Type of Annexation: Petition-initiated contiguous area 
8. Background: Methodist University has requested that this property be 

annexed.  
9. Reason the Annexation was Proposed: The request for annexation was related to the proposed 

construction of a sidewalk along Ramsey Street.  
10. Number of Acres in Area: 28.25 
11. Type of Development in Area: Undeveloped land. However, the Cape Fear River Trail 

passes through the property. Also, aerial photography 
indicates several small buildings; their presence needs to 
be verified. 

12. Present Conditions: a.    Present Land Use:  Vacant & Lake 
b.    Present Number of Housing Units:  0 
c.    Present Demographics:  Total Pop=0 
d.    Present Streets:  None 

13. Factors Likely to Affect Future of Area: a.    Plans of Owner:  City is now aware of any plans to 
change the land use on the property.  
b.    Development Controls 

1. Land Use Plan 
a.  2010 Plan (Updated with North Fayetteville 
Plan):  Office & Institutional and Open Space  

2.    Zoning 
a. Current Zoning in County: R10 
b. Likely Zoning After Annexation SF-10 
c. Maximum number of units allowed based 

on the zoning:   
14. Expected Future Conditions: a.    Future Land Use –No change expected 

b.    Future Number of Housing Units:  None expected 
c.    Future Demographics:  No population expected 
d.    Future Streets:  None expected 
e.    Water and Sewer Service:  No extensions expected 
f.     Electric Service-No extensions expected. 

15. Tax Value of Land and Buildings:  
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Annexation Ordinance No: __________________ Methodist University-Meadowcroft 

Drive-Riverdell Drive Property  
(PIN #  0530-80-5426) 

 
AN ORDINANCE TO EXTEND THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE  

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 
 

 WHEREAS, the City Council has been petitioned under G.S. 160A-31 to annex the area 
described below; and 

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

hearing on the question of this annexation was held at City Hall Council Chambers at 7:00 p.m. on 
September 26, 1011, after due notice by publication on September 16, 2011; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council further finds that the petition meets the requirements of G.S. 

160A-31;  
 

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

Section 1.  By virtue of the authority granted by G.S. 160A-31, the following described 
contiguous property owned by Methodist University is hereby annexed and made part of the City of 
Fayetteville, as of September 26, 2011: 
 

Methodist University, Inc. 
Annexation Petition PIN# 0530-80-5426- 

28.25 Acre Tract 
 

BEGINNING at a point within the intersection of Rustic Haven Court and Riverdell Drive, said point 
also being in the eastern right-of-way margin of Rustic Haven Court thence continuing North 22 
degrees 35 minutes 04 seconds East 32.65 feet to a point where the eastern right-of-way margin of 
Rustic Haven Court and the northern right-of-way margin of Riverdell Drive intersect; thence 
continuing with the northern right-of-way margin of Riverdell Drive North 68 degrees 11 minutes 37 

               7 - 2 - 3 - 1



seconds West 839.11 feet to a point; thence North 21 degrees 47 minutes 21 seconds East 200.57 feet 
to a point; North 68 degrees 14 minutes 23 seconds West 380.14 minutes to a point; thence North 02 
degrees 12 minutes 01 seconds East 21.02 feet to a point; thence North 01 degrees 05 minutes 48 
seconds East 267.49 feet to a point; thence South 54 degrees 11 minutes 01 seconds East 433.30 feet to 
a point; thence South 75 degrees 33 minutes 49 seconds East 227.62 feet to a point; thence North 09 
degrees 00 minutes 27 seconds East 223.48 feet to a point; thence North 07 degrees 00 minutes 58 
seconds East 227.91 to a point; thence North 79 degrees 22 minutes 56 seconds West 35.19 minutes to 
a point; thence North 06 degrees 48 minutes 51 seconds East 143.07 feet to a point; thence South 79 
degrees 27 minutes 19 seconds East 1171.92 feet to a point; thence South 24 degrees 58 minutes 25 
seconds West 1230.17 feet to a point; thence North 67 degrees 33 minutes 04 seconds West 227.82 
feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING….containing 28.25 acres more or less and being a portion of the 
property conveyed to Methodist College, Inc. in Deed Book 5184, Page 154, and rerecorded in Deed 
Book 5277, Page 77, Cumberland County Registry. 

 
Section 2.  Upon and after September 26, 2011, the effective date of this ordinance, the above-

described area and its citizens and property shall be subject to all debts, laws, ordinances, and 
regulations in force in the City of Fayetteville and shall be entitled to the same privileges and benefits 
as other parts of the City of Fayetteville.  Said area shall be subject to municipal taxes according to 
G.S. 160A-58.10. 
 
 Section 3.  The Mayor of the City of Fayetteville shall cause to be recorded in the office of the 
Register of Deeds of Cumberland County, and in the Office of the Secretary of State in Raleigh, North 
Carolina, an accurate map of the annexed area, described in Section 1above, together with a duly 
certified copy of this ordinance.  Such a map shall also be delivered to the Cumberland County Board 
of Elections, as required by G.S. 163-288.1. 
 
 Adopted this ___ day of _______________, 20__. 
 
 
 
        _________________________________ 
 ATTEST:      Anthony G. Chavonne, Mayor 

 
________________________________ 

 Pamela Megill, City Clerk      
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   David Nash, Planner II
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Public Hearing to Consider a Petition Requesting Annexation-Submitted by 

Methodist University-(Longview Drive Extension Property) 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Should a contiguous area owned by Methodist University be annexed into the City limits?  

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Strong local economy 

 
BACKGROUND: 
Methodist University has requested that a property it owns southeast of its campus be annexed 
into the City. Access to this property is from Longview Drive Extension, which passes through the 
property. There are no known structures on this property. This property is almost completely 
surrounded by the City, but there is a small opening to the east which keeps it from being classified 
as an enclave (i.e., donut hole) area. The property contains approximately 36.96 acres. However, 
in the petition submitted by the University, it was reported that there were 37.55 acres in the area. 

 
ISSUES: 
Sufficiency: The City's Real Estate staff has verified that Methodist University owns this property.  
Services: Because this property is currently vacant, except for the segment of Longview Drive 
Extension which passes through it, City operating departments should be able to provide services 
to the property. As of this writing, no problems have been identified in serving the area.  
 
Effective Date: Staff is recommending an effective date of September 26, 2011. Recent changes in 
the state annexation law governing contiguous petition annexations require that a contiguous area 
be annexed either immediately or on the following June 30. Annexing this area effective 
September 26, 2011 should not present any problems from the standpoint of compliance with the 
Voting Rights Act, because no people or registered voters live within the area.  
 
Creation of New Enclave Areas: Several houses along Longview Drive Extension are not currently 
within the City and are not proposed to be included in this annexation. However, if this annexation 
is approved, the property behind these houses will be inside the City. This means that these 
houses will be completely surrounded by the City. This means that several new enclave areas 
(donut holes) will be created.  

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
It is expected that the fiscal impact of annexing this area will be slightly positive for the City.  
 
Revenue Projection: The property requested for annexation is not currently classified as an exempt 
property. This property has a current taxable value of $81,965. This means that if this property is 
annexed, the City tax rate will be added to the basic County tax rate, so the City will see a small 
amount of revenue from this annexing this property. However, since this property has no 
population, there will be no population-based revenues. 
 
Cost Projection: No costs have been projected for annexing this area.  

 
OPTIONS: 
1. Adopt the Annexation Ordinance with an effective date of September 26, 2011. 
(Recommended) 
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2. Adopt the Annexation Ordinance with an effective date of June 30, 2012. 
3. Do not adopt the Annexation Ordinance and the property will remain outside the City.  

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommends that Council adopt the Annexation Ordinance approving the requested 
annexation with an effective date of September 26, 2011.  

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Legal Description Map
Basic Information About the Area
Proposed Ordinance
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BASIC INFORMATION ABOUT THE AREA 
Information Updated as of: September 16, 2011 

Date Petition Received:   September 12, 2011___________ 
Annexation Date: _ ______ Effective Date: _________ 

Annexation Number: ______________________ 
 

Page 1 

1. Name of Area: Methodist University-Longview Drive Extension 
Property 

2. Names of Petitioners: 
  

Gene T. Clayton, Vice-President of Business Affairs, 
Methodist University, Inc. 

3. Location: Southeast of the Methodist University campus. Access is 
from Longview Drive Extension, which passes through 
the property.  

4. Tax Identification Number (PIN): 0449-16-0840 
5. Fire Department Affected by Annexation: Fayetteville (formerly Westarea) 
6. Is the Area Contiguous: yes 
7. Type of Annexation: Petition-initiated contiguous area 
8. Background: Methodist University has requested that this property be 

annexed.  
9. Reason the Annexation was Proposed: The request for annexation was related to the proposed 

construction of a sidewalk along Ramsey Street.  
10. Number of Acres in Area: 36.96 (petition reported 37.55 acres) 
11. Type of Development in Area: Undeveloped land. However,  Longview Drive 

Extension passes through the property 
12. Present Conditions: a.    Present Land Use:  Vacant  

b.    Present Number of Housing Units:  0 
c.    Present Demographics:  Total Pop=0 
d.    Present Streets:  A section of Longview Drive 
Extension passes through the area. This is not a public 
street. 

13. Factors Likely to Affect Future of Area: a.    Plans of Owner:  City is now aware of any plans to 
change the land use on the property.  
b.    Development Controls 

1. Land Use Plan 
a.  2010 Plan (Updated with North Fayetteville 
Plan):  Low Density Residential and Open 
Space  

2.    Zoning 
a. Current Zoning in County: PND 
b. Likely Zoning After Annexation SF-10 
c. Maximum number of units allowed based 

on the zoning:   
14. Expected Future Conditions: a.    Future Land Use –No change expected 

b.    Future Number of Housing Units:  None expected 
c.    Future Demographics:  No population expected 
d.    Future Streets:  None expected 
e.    Water and Sewer Service:  No extensions expected 
f.     Electric Service-No extensions expected. 

15. Tax Value of Land and Buildings:  
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Annexation Ordinance No: __________________ Methodist University-Longview Drive 

Extension Property  
(PIN # 0449-16-0840) 

 
AN ORDINANCE TO EXTEND THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE  

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 
 

 WHEREAS, the City Council has been petitioned under G.S. 160A-31 to annex the area 
described below; and 

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

hearing on the question of this annexation was held at City Hall Council Chambers at 7:00 p.m. on 
September 26, 2011, after due notice by publication on September 16, 2011; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council further finds that the petition meets the requirements of G.S. 

160A-31;  
 

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

Section 1.  By virtue of the authority granted by G.S. 160A-31, the following described 
contiguous property owned by Methodist University is hereby annexed and made part of the City of 
Fayetteville, as of September 26, 2011: 
 

Methodist University, Inc. 
Annexation Petition PIN# 0449-16-0840- 

36.96 Acre Tract 
 

BEGINNING at the Southeast corner of Lot 21, Longview Hills, Section Two, Plat Book 97, Page 57, 
Cumberland County Registry, thence from the point of beginning, North 35 degrees 34 minutes 37 
seconds East 92.80 feet; thence North 35 degrees 40 minutes 02 seconds East 201.01 feet to a point; 
North 35 degrees 43 minutes 00 seconds East 30.54 feet to a point; thence North 35 degrees 47 
minutes 38 seconds East 30.63 feet to a point; thence North 35 degrees 39 minutes 24 seconds East 
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132.92 feet to a point; thence North 36 degrees 03 minutes 57 seconds East 38.87 feet to a point; 
thence South 54 degrees 23 minutes 27 seconds East 211.83 feet to a point; thence North 35 degrees 00 
minutes 11 seconds East 235.07 feet to a point; thence North 63 degrees 47 minutes 07 seconds West 
212.19 to a point; thence North 35 degrees 24 minutes 31 seconds East 12.01 feet to a point; thence 
South 63 degrees 48 minutes 05 seconds East 200.31 feet to a point; thence North 85 degrees 47 
minutes 48 seconds East 225.16 feet to a point; thence North 44 degrees 23 minutes 53 seconds East 
42.63 feet to a point; thence North 43 degrees 54 minutes 06 seconds East 232.93 feet; thence North 43 
degrees 56 minutes 26 seconds East 153.00 feet to a point; North 43 degrees 47 minutes 13 seconds 
East 153.62 minutes to a point; thence North 63 degrees 47 minutes 15 seconds West 459.68 feet to a 
point; thence North 35 degrees 30 minutes 51 seconds East 49.66 feet to a point; thence North 35 
degrees 46 minutes 13 seconds East 187.77 feet to a point; thence North 34 degrees 30 minutes 23 
seconds East 11.93 feet to a point; thence North 04 degrees 04 minutes 24 seconds West 182.56 feet to 
a point; thence North 04 degrees 05 minutes 03 seconds West 81.99 feet to a point; thence North 04 
degrees 05 minutes 37 seconds West 144.74 feet to a point; North 04 degrees 07 minutes 05 seconds 
West 258.99 feet to a point; thence North 04 degrees 54 minutes 05 seconds West 125.05 feet to a 
point; thence South 75 degrees 49 minutes 24 seconds West 287.99 feet to a point; thence South 76 
degrees 18 minutes 48 seconds West 45.56 feet to a point; thence North 59 degrees 21 minutes 43 
seconds West 88.99 feet; thence North 59 degrees 26 minutes 28 seconds West 217.86 feet to a point; 
South 80 degrees 21 minutes 16 seconds West 66.14 minutes to a point; thence North 26 degrees 07 
minutes 50 seconds East 418.92 feet to a point; thence North 81 degrees 25 minutes 35 seconds East 
639.30 feet to a point; thence South 16 degrees 43 minutes 43 seconds West 357.87 feet to a point; 
thence South 78 degrees 55 minutes 27 seconds East 330.98 feet to a point; thence South 11 degrees 07 
minutes 36 seconds West 349.90 feet to a point; thence South 78 degrees 57 minutes 23 seconds East 
426.68 feet to a point; thence South 11 degrees 04 minutes 32 seconds West 1955.63 feet to a point; 
North 52 degrees 02 minutes 12 seconds West 495.24 feet to a point; thence North 71 degrees 02 
minutes 20 seconds West 165.06 feet to a point; thence South 64 degrees 54 minutes 48 seconds West 
174.71 feet to a point; thence South 63 degrees 13 minutes 53 seconds West 202.87 feet to a point; 
thence South 62 degrees 01 minutes 44 seconds West 80.30 feet to a point; thence South 63 degrees 39 
minutes 46 seconds West 160.18 feet to a point; thence South 63 degrees 11 minutes 56 seconds West 
66.79 feet to a point; thence North 81 degrees 45 minutes 17 West 115.96 to the POINT OF 
BEGINNING….containing 36.96 acres more or less and being a portion of the property conveyed to 
Methodist College, Inc. in Deed Book 8541, Page 297, Cumberland County Registry. 
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Section 2.  Upon and after September 26, 2011, the effective date of this ordinance, the above-

described area and its citizens and property shall be subject to all debts, laws, ordinances, and 
regulations in force in the City of Fayetteville and shall be entitled to the same privileges and benefits 
as other parts of the City of Fayetteville.  Said area shall be subject to municipal taxes according to 
G.S. 160A-58.10. 
 
 Section 3.  The Mayor of the City of Fayetteville shall cause to be recorded in the office of the 
Register of Deeds of Cumberland County, and in the Office of the Secretary of State in Raleigh, North 
Carolina, an accurate map of the annexed area, described in Section 1above, together with a duly 
certified copy of this ordinance.  Such a map shall also be delivered to the Cumberland County Board 
of Elections, as required by G.S. 163-288.1. 
 
 Adopted this ___ day of _______________, 20__. 
 
 
 
        _________________________________ 
 ATTEST:      Anthony G. Chavonne, Mayor 

 
________________________________ 

 Pamela Megill, City Clerk      
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 
TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council 
FROM:   David Nash, Planner II 
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Public Hearing to Consider a Petition Requesting Annexation-Submitted by 

Various Owners of Property in the Baywood Point Subdivision 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Should a non-contiguous area scheduled to receive PWC sewer and water services and being 
developed for a 30-lot single-family residential subdivision be annexed into the City limits? 
 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Strong local economy
 
BACKGROUND: 
The property requesting annexation as a satellite area is located on the eastern side of the City. 
See Maps A, B, and C. As shown on these maps, there is already another City satellite area 
nearby. The property consists of 16.7 acres. The property is located within the City's MIA area 
and because PWC water and sewer services were requested, a Petition Requesting Annexation 
was required. Plans have been reviewed and approved by the County Planning Department for 
a 30-lot single-family residential subdivision. Fifteen of these lots were platted in January 
2011. Several homes have been constructed or are in the process of being constructed in the 
area. This subdivision is accessed off Baywood Road through the entrance of Baywood Village 
Subdivision. Baywood Village is a 71-lot subdivision platted in January 2008, prior to the MIA 
being adopted in March and May of 2008.  
 
The City received annexation petitions for the Baywood Point subdivision on March 16, 
2011 and on June 21, 2011. A public hearing on the annexation request was scheduled for July 
25, 2011. However, due to the sale of additional property within this subdivision, the petitions 
were deemed to be insufficient by July 25. Therefore, the City Council deleted the public 
hearing from the July 25 meeting agenda.  
 
On September 12, the City's Planning staff received a new petition signed by all property 
owners in the Baywood Point subdivision. The City's Real Estate staff has investigated the 
sufficiency of the petition and determined that the petition is sufficient, as of September 9, 
2011.  
 
A new public hearing has been scheduled for September 26. 
 

ISSUES: 
Sufficiency: The newly-submitted petition has been deemed sufficient. Staff is working with 
the current owners to limit any sufficiency issues during Council consideration.  
 
Services: Staff from various City departments have had the opportunity to review and discuss 
their ability to provide City services to this location. There are no identified problems 
extending services to the petitioned properties. The Police Department noted that additional 
time and fuel will be required to serve the area. The Fire Department  expressed concern over 
extended travel distance; however, contracting with the Vander Fire Department should 
eliminate this concern. The Environmental Services Department reports that it is already 
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providing collection services to the nearby Cape Fear Crossing satellite area. (See Maps A, B, 
and C.) 
 
Effective Date: Staff is recommending an effective date of December 31, 2011. This will allow 
time for the annexed area to be assigned to a council election district, it will allow time for the 
assignment to be submitted to the Justice Department, and it will allow time for the Justice 
Department to preclear the assignment. These steps must be completed before residents of the 
area will be able to vote in a city election.  
 
Impact of Current Hold on PWC Services: It is assumed that once City Council annexes the 
area, the current hold on PWC services will be lifted.  
 
Impact of Future Sale of Property After Annexation Ordinance Is Adopted But Before 
Effective Date: If a property is sold after the ordinance is adopted but before its effective date, 
the conveyance will have no effect on the validity of the annexation; the property still becomes 
part of the City on the effective date.  
 
Impact on Homeowners of Additional Taxes and Fees After Annexation: The Planning staff 
has prepared a worksheet for estimating the impact on a typical homeowner of the additional 
taxes and fees after annexation. This worksheet also takes into account that a homeowner will 
be able to deduct the additional taxes on his or her federal income tax form. The worksheet has 
shown that the impact of annexation will not be as severe as some homeowners might fear.  
 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
It is expected that the fiscal impact of annexing this area will be positive for the City.  
 
Revenue Projection: The Planning staff has projected that over the next five fiscal years, the 
total revenue from annexing this area would be $196,073. This projected revenue will likely 
offset any costs that the City will incur as a result of annexing the area.  
 
Cost Projection: The Environmental Services Department would have a one-time cost of 
$1,560 for providing roll-out carts (based on 30 carts times $52 each). The Environmental 
Services Department proposes to contract for the collection services; it has been estimated that 
this will cost $7,200 per year (based on 30 houses times $240 per year). (If this area is annexed, 
Environmental Services proposes to also contract for collection services for the nearby Cape 
Fear Crossing satellite area.) The Fire Department expects to enter into a contract with the 
Vander Fire Department to provide primary fire and first responder coverage. The Fire 
Department has estimated the annual cost to be $1,000. The Vander Fire Department has 
reported that it has no debt; this means there will be no costs associated with assuming some of 
Vander's debt. The Police Department would have some costs for the provision of patrol 
services, but these costs have not been estimated. 
 
OPTIONS: 
1. Adopt the Annexation Ordinance with an effective date of September 26, 2011.  
2. Adopt the Annexation Ordinance with an effective date of December 31, 2011 
(Recommended).  
3. Do not adopt the Annexation Ordinance and the property will remain outside the City. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommends that Council adopt the Annexation Ordinance approving the requested 
annexation with an effective date of December 31, 2011. 
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ATTACHMENTS:

Map A-Location of Proposed Satellite Area on the Eastern Side of the City
Map B-Vicinity Map-Shows Nearby Satellite Area
Map C-Legal Description Map
Basic Information About the Area
Proposed Ordinance
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BASIC INFORMATION ABOUT THE AREA 
Information Updated as of: September 15, 2011 

Date Petition Received:   September 12, 2011___________ 
Annexation Date: _ ______ Effective Date: _________ 

Annexation Number: ______________________ 
 

Page 1 

1. Name of Area: Baywood Point Subdivision 
2. Names of Petitioners: 

  
 

Baywood Point, LLC (Wesley Meredith, Member/Mgr);  
Savvy Homes, LLC (Darrell Daigre & George Aiken, 
Members); Pierre-Andre Bellerice; Wanda I. DeJesus 
Fernandez; Robert Fulton Harris & wife, Sara Harris; 
Tiara Penebacker (pending); and Raymond & Wendy 
Morasse (pending).  

3. Location: South of NC 24 and West of Baywood Road 
4. Tax Identification Number (PIN): 0466-79-0743- (Original parent parcel) 
5. Fire Department Affected by Annexation: Vander  
6. Is the Area Contiguous: No 
7. Type of Annexation: Petitioned Non-Contiguous Annexation 
8. Background: The subdivision petitioning for annexation is known as 

Baywood Point. It has 30 lots. It was approved by the 
County Planning Dept. in August 2010. Located to the 
south is an older subdivision known as Baywood 
Village. It has 71 lots. For the Baywood Point 
subdivision, a waiver to not require curb and gutter or 
sidewalks was approved, so that these last 30 lots in 
Baywood Point could be developed in the same manner 
as in the previous Baywood Village.  

9. Reason the Annexation was Proposed: PWC water and sewer services 
10. Number of Acres in Area: 16.7 
11. Type of Development in Area: Under development 
12. Present Conditions: a.    Present Land Use:  Being developed as residential 

(11 developed lots, 19 undeveloped lots) 
b.    Present Number of Housing Units:  11 SF units 
completed (3 seem to be occupied; 8 are vacant)  
c.    Present Demographics:  Total Pop=7 (3 Occ HU x 
2.45 average household size=7.35=7) 
d.    Present Streets:  New Streets Have Been Built 
(Himalayan Rd, Baywood Point Dr, Bedfordshire Place) 

13. Factors Likely to Affect Future of Area: a.    Plans of Owner:  Construction of the Baywood Point 
Subdivision (30 lots) 
b.    Development Controls 
1. Land Use Plan 
a.  2010 Plan:  Residential 

2.    Zoning 
a. Current Zoning in County:  RR Rural 
Residential District 

b. Likely Zoning After Annexation:   AR 
Agricultural Residential District 

c. Maximum number of units allowed based 
on the zoning:  96 

14. Expected Future Conditions: a.    Future Land Use:  Single Family Residential  
b.    Future Number of Housing Units:  30 
c.    Future Demographics:  75 
d.    Future Streets:  No additional new streets expected 
e.    Water and Sewer Service:  PWC Water and      
Sewer  
f.     Electric Service:   Progress Energy 

15. Tax Value of Land and Buildings: $47,637=Land Value of Parent Parcel-(Updated values 
for recently-platted lots not yet available) 
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BASIC INFORMATION ABOUT THE AREA 
Information Updated as of: September 15, 2011 

Date Petition Received:   September 12, 2011___________ 
Annexation Date: _ ______ Effective Date: _________ 

Annexation Number: ______________________ 
 

Page 2 
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Annexation Ordinance No: __________________ Baywood Point Subdivision – (Located on 

the South side of NC 24, West of Baywood 
Road) 

 
AN ORDINANCE TO EXTEND THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE  

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 
 

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

 
WHEREAS, the City of Fayetteville has investigated the sufficiency of the petition; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Fayetteville has certified the sufficiency of the petition and a public hearing on 

the question of this annexation was held at City Hall Council Chambers at 7:00 p.m. on September 26, 2011, 
after due notice by publication on September 16, 2011; and 

 
WHEREAS, the legislation incorporating the Town of Eastover adopted by the North Carolina General 

Assembly in 2007 (H1191) specified an area within which the Town of Eastover would not extend its 
boundaries by annexation or otherwise, and the area described below is located within the area not to be 
annexed by Eastover; and  

 
WHEREAS, in the context of the Eastover incorporation legislation, the City Council further finds that 

the area described therein meets the standards of G.S. 160A-58.1(b), to wit: 
 

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

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

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

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

e. The area within the proposed satellite corporate limits, when added to the area within all other satellite 
corporate limits, does not exceed ten percent (10%) of the area within the primary corporate limits of the 
City of Fayetteville; 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville of North 

Carolina that: 
 

Section 1.  By virtue of the authority granted by G.S. 160A-58.2, the following described non-
contiguous property owned by Baywood Point, LLC; Savvy Homes, LLC; Pierre-Andre Bellerice; Wanda I. 
DeJesus Fernandez; Robert Fulton Harris and wife, Sara Harris; Tiara Penebacker (pending); and Raymond and 
Wendy Morasse (pending); is hereby annexed and made part of the City of Fayetteville of North Carolina as of 
December 31, 2011: 

 
BAYWOOD POINT SUBDIVISION 

(South of NC Hwy 24 and West of Baywoood Road) 
 

BEGINNING at the northeast corner of Lot 70 of Baywood Village Section One and continuing thence 
for a first call North 81 degrees 49 minutes 03 seconds West 1348.65 feet to a point, thence North 16 
degrees 14 minutes 45 seconds West 256.29 feet to a point, thence North 42 degrees 05 minutes 20 
seconds East 290.84 feet to a point, thence with a curve the right having a radius of 22738.31 with a 
chord bearing and distance of South 88 degrees 32 minutes 27 seconds East 715.24 feet to a point, 
thence with another curve to the right having a radius of 22738.31 with a chord bearing and distance of 
South 87 degrees 00 minutes 55 seconds East 495.55 feet to a point, thence South 00 degrees 07 minutes 
46 seconds East 610.09 feet to the point of BEGINNING and containing approximately 16.70 acres. 
 
Section 2.  Upon and after December 31, 2011, the above-described area and its citizens and property 

shall be subject to all debts, laws, ordinances, and regulations in force in the City of Fayetteville of North 
Carolina and shall be entitled to the same privileges and benefits as other parts of the City of Fayetteville of 
North Carolina.  Said area shall be subject to municipal taxes according to G.S. 160A-58.10. 
 
 Section 3.  The Mayor of the City of Fayetteville of North Carolina shall cause to be recorded in the 
office of the Register of Deeds of Cumberland County, and in the Office of the Secretary of State in Raleigh, 
North Carolina, an accurate map of the annexed area, described in Section 1, together with a certified copy of 
this ordinance.  Such a map shall also be delivered to the Cumberland County Board of Elections as required by 
G.S. 163-288.1. 
 
 Adopted this ___ day of _______________, 2011. 
 
        _________________________________ 
 ATTEST:      Anthony G. Chavonne, Mayor 

________________________________ 
 Pamela Megill, City Clerk      
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Bart Swanson, Housing and Code Enforcement Division Manager
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Uninhabitable Structures Demolition Recommendations 

l 806 Eugene Street  
l 516 Link Street  
l 1639 Rudolph Street  

 
 

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

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

 
BACKGROUND: 
806 Eugene Street 
The City Inspector is required to correct conditions that are found to be in violation of the Dwellings 
and Buildings Minimum Standards.The structure is a vacant residential home. 
The structure was inspected and condemned as a vacant/abandoned structure on March 2, 2011. 
A hearing on the condition of the structure was conducted on June 6, 2011, in which the 
owner  failed to appear. A notice of the hearing was also published in the Fayetteville Observer 
newspaper. A subsequent Hearing Order to repair or demolish within 60 days was issued and 
mailed to the owner on June 1, 2011. To date there have been no repairs to the structure. The 
utilities to this structure have been disconnected since February, 2009. In the past 24 months there 
have been 3 calls for 911 service at the property. There have been 3 code violation cases with 
pending assessments of $494.48. The low bid for demolition is $3,400. 
516 Link Street 
The City Inspector is required to correct conditions that are found to be in violation of the Dwellings 
and Buildings Minimum Standards.The structure is a vacant residential home. The structure was 
inspected and condemned as a dangerous/abandoned structure on May 17, 2011. A hearing on 
the condition of the structure was conducted on May 27, 2011, in which the owner failed to appear. 
A subsequent Hearing Order was issued and mailed to the owner on May 27, 2011. To date there 
have been no repairs to the structure; the front porch roof has now collapsed due to the porch 
columns being  removed. The utilities to the structure have been disconnected since September, 
2009. In the past 24 months there have been 166 calls for 911 service at the property.There have 
been 18 code enforcement cases with pending assessments of $1,543.66. The low bid for 
demolition is $1,300. 
1639 Rudolph Street 
The City Inspector is required to correct conditions that are found to be in violation of the Dwellings 
and Buildings Minimum Standards. The structure was vacant and the subject of a fire on April 22, 
2011. As a result of the fire the structure was inspected and condemned as a 
dangerous/abandoned structure on May 3, 2011. A hearing on the condition of the property 
was conducted on July 11, 2011, in which the owner failed to appear. A notice of the hearing was 
also published in the Fayetteville Observer newspaper. A subsequent Hearing Order to repair or 
demolish within 60 days was issued and mailed to the property owner on July 11, 2011. To date 
there have been no repairs to the structure. The utilities to the structure have been disconnected 
since September, 2009. In the past 24 months there have been 11 calls for 911 service at the 
property. There have been 4 code violation cases with pending assessments of $1050.37. The low 
bid for demolition is $2,900. 
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ISSUES: 
All subject properties are sub-standard and detrimental to the surrounding neighborhood and 
promote nuisances and blight, contrary to the City's Strategic Plan. 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
The demolition of these structures will be $7,600; there will be additional costs for asbestos testing 
and abatement if needed. 

 
OPTIONS: 

l Adopt the ordinances and demolish the structures.  
l Abstain from any action and allow the structures to remain.  
l Defer any action to a later date.  

Defer any action to a later date.  

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommends that Council move to adopt the ordinances authorizing demolition of the 
structures. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Aerial Map-- 806 Eugene Street
Ordinance-- 806 Eugene Street
Docket-- 806 Eugene Street
Aerial Map-- 516 Link Street
Ordinance 516 Link Street
Docket-- 516 Link Street
Aerial Map-- 1639 Rudolph Street
Ordinance 1639 Rudolph Street
Docket-- 1639 Rudolph Street
Photo1-- 806 Eugene Street
Photo 2-- 806 Eugene Street
Photo 3-- 806 Eugene Street
Photo 4-- 806 Eugene Street
Photo 1 -- 516 Link Street
Photo 2-- 516 Link Street
Photo 3-- 516 Link Street
Photo 4-- 516 Link Street
Photo 1 -- 1639 Rudolph Street
Photo 2-- 1639 Rudolph Street
Photo 3-- 1639 Rudolph Street
Photo 4-- 1639 Rudolph Street
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Current Parcel: 0426-63-9889-
Address: 806 Eugene St   Fayetteville, NC (0426-63-9889-)

 1 / 1
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF 

FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 
 

Requiring the City Building Inspector 
to correct conditions with respect to, 
or to demolish and remove a structure 

pursuant to the 
Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards 

Code of the City 
 
The City Council of Fayetteville, North Carolina, does ordain: 
 

The City Council finds the following facts: 
 
(1) With respect to Chapter 14 of the Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards Code of the City, 

concerning certain real property described as follows: 
 
 806 Eugene Street 
 PIN 0426-63-9889 
 

Being all of  Lot Number 44, BLOCK “A”, in a subdivision known as BORDEN HEIGHTS, SECTION 
TWO, and the same being duly recorded in Book of Plats 26, Page 77, Cumberland County, North Carolina 
Registry. 

 
The owner(s) of and parties in interest in said property are: 

 
 Suzanne E. & Lemuel E. Singletary 
 1831 Saint Paul Avenue 
 Fayetteville, NC 28304 
  
(2) All due process and all provisions of the Dwellings and Buildings Minimum Standards Code of the City 

having been followed, the Inspections Director duly issued and served an order requiring the owners of said 
property to:  repair or demolish the structure on or before August 2, 2011. 

 
(3) And said owners without lawful cause, failed or refused to comply with said order; and the Building 

Inspector is authorized by said Code, and NC General Statute 160A-443(5), when ordered by Ordinance of 
the City Council, to do with respect to said property what said owners were so ordered to do, but did not. 

 
(4) The City Council has fully reviewed the entire record of said Inspections Director thereon, and finds, that 

all findings of fact and all orders therein of said Inspections Director are true and authorized except: 
 
 None. 
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(5) That pursuant to NC General Statute 160A-443(6), the cost of $3,400.00 shall be a lien against the real 
property upon which the cost was incurred. 

 
Whereupon, it is ordained that: 
 
SECTION 1 
 
 The Building Inspector is ordered forthwith to accomplish, with respect to said property, precisely and fully 

what was ordered by said Inspections Director as set forth fully above, except as modified in the following 
particulars: 
 
 This property is to be demolished and all debris removed from the premises, and the cost 

of said removal shall be a lien against the real property as described herein. 
 
SECTION 2 
 
 The lien as ordered herein and permitted by NC General Statute 160A-443(6) shall be effective from and 

after the date the work is completed, and a record of the same shall be available in the office of the City of 
Fayetteville Finance Department, Collections Division, 2nd Floor - City, 433 Hay Street, Fayetteville, NC 
28301. 

 
SECTION 3 
 
 This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its adoption. 
 

Adopted this __26th________ day of __September_____________________, 2011. 
 
 
        CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE 
 
 
 
       BY: ________________________ 
        Anthony Chavonne, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Pamela Megill, City Clerk 
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TO: Mayor 
 City Council Members 
 City Manager 
 City Attorney 
 
Under provisions of Chapter 14, titled Housing, Dwellings and Buildings of the Code of the City of Fayetteville, 
North Carolina, the Inspection Department is requesting the docket of the owner who has failed to comply with this 
Code, be presented to the City Council for action.  All proceedings that are required by the Code, Section 14-61, 
have been complied with.  We request the Council take action under the provisions of Chapter 14 of the Code and 
applicable NC General Statutes. 
 
Location 806 Eugene Street 
Property Owner(s) Suzanne E. & Lemuel E. Singletary 

Date of Inspection March 2, 2011 

Date of Hearing June 1, 2011 

Finding/Facts of Scheduled Hearing Notice to repair/demolish the structure within 60 days mailed  June 1, 
2011 

Owner’s Response None 

Appeal Taken (Board of Appeals) No 

Other Utilities disconnected since February 2009. 
 Hearing was advertised in the Fayetteville Observer May 2011. 

  
Police Calls for Service (past 2 yrs) 3 
 
The Housing Inspector dispatched a letter to the owner(s) with information that the docket would be presented to the 
City Council for necessary action. 
 
This is the ____ day of _______________, 2011. 
 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Sr. Code Enforcement Administrator (Housing) 

26th September 

Frank Lewis, Jr. 
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TO: Mayor 
 City Council Members 
 City Manager 
 City Attorney 
 
Under provisions of Chapter 14, titled Housing, Dwellings and Buildings of the Code of the City of Fayetteville, 
North Carolina, the Inspection Department is requesting the docket of the owner who has failed to comply with this 
Code, be presented to the City Council for action.  All proceedings that are required by the Code, Section 14-61, 
have been complied with.  We request the Council take action under the provisions of Chapter 14 of the Code and 
applicable NC General Statutes. 
 
Location 516 Link Street 
Property Owner(s) Glen Faircloth (aka Tony/Tyrone Faircloth), Fayetteville, NC 

Date of Inspection May 17, 2011 

Date of Hearing May 27, 2011 

Finding/Facts of Scheduled Hearing Notice to repair/demolish the structure within 60 days mailedMay 27, 
2011 

Owner’s Response None 

Appeal Taken (Board of Appeals) No 

Other Utilities disconnected since September 2009. 
  

  
Police Calls for Service (past 2 yrs) 166 
 
The Housing Inspector dispatched a letter to the owner(s) with information that the docket would be presented to the 
City Council for necessary action. 
 
This is the ____ day of _______________, 2011. 
 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Sr. Code Enforcement Administrator (Housing) 

26th September 

Frank Lewis, Jr. 
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Current Parcel: 0438-04-5721-
Address: 1639 Rudolph St   Fayetteville, NC (0438-04-5721-)

 1 / 1
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TO: Mayor 
 City Council Members 
 City Manager 
 City Attorney 
 
Under provisions of Chapter 14, titled Housing, Dwellings and Buildings of the Code of the City of Fayetteville, 
North Carolina, the Inspection Department is requesting the docket of the owner who has failed to comply with this 
Code, be presented to the City Council for action.  All proceedings that are required by the Code, Section 14-61, 
have been complied with.  We request the Council take action under the provisions of Chapter 14 of the Code and 
applicable NC General Statutes. 
 
Location 1639 Rudolph Street 
Property Owner(s) Benita Y Briggs 

Date of Inspection May3,2011 

Date of Hearing July 11, 2011 

Finding/Facts of Scheduled Hearing Notice to repair/demolish the structure within 60 days mailed July 11, 
2011 

Owner’s Response None 

Appeal Taken (Board of Appeals) No 

Other Utilities disconnected since September 2009. 
 Hearing was advertised in the Fayetteville Observer June 2011. 

  
Police Calls for Service (past 2 yrs) 11 
 
The Housing Inspector dispatched a letter to the owner(s) with information that the docket would be presented to the 
City Council for necessary action. 
 
This is the ____ day of _______________, 2011. 
 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Sr. Code Enforcement Administrator (Housing) 

26th September 

Frank Lewis, Jr. 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Craig M. Harmon, Planner
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Consideration of a Planned Neighborhood District (PND) Detailed Development 

Plan application for property located on the southeast side of Bingham Drive 
across from Lakeridge Drive. Containing 56.22 acres more or less and being the 
property of Edgar L. Maness and wife, and Robert C. Draughon and wife. 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Does the submitted detailed plan meet the standards and requirements for  a Planned 
Neighborhood Development zoning district? 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Growth and Development 

 

BACKGROUND: 
Owner:  Edgar L. Maness and wife, and Robert C. Draughon and wife  
Applicant:  Huff-Caviness, LLC  
Requested Action:  PND Detailed Development Plan    
Property Address:  southeast side of Bingham Drive across from Lakeridge Drive 
Status of Property:  Undeveloped  
Size:  55.91 acres +/- 
Existing Land Use:  Vacant residential 
Adjoining Land Use & Zoning:  North – PND - Residential / South – R10 & PND (County) -
 Residential / East – PND - Residential / West – R10 & PND - Residential 
2010 Land Use Plan:  Low Density Residential 
Letters Mailed:  229    
 
Huff-Caviness, LLC has submitted a detailed development plan for a Planned Neighborhood 
District (PND) development named The Reserve at Bingham. The proposed development is 
located on 55.91 acres on the southeastern side of Bingham Drive in an area currently zoned for 
PND development.  Since this project's general plan was approved under the City's old Zoning 
Ordinance, all future approvals would fall under those regulations as well. 
 
A PND development must be approved in two phases. First, a General Development Plan must 
first be submitted to the City for recommendation by the Planning Commission and approval by 
City Council.  This phase was completed earlier this year with the Planning Commission hearing 
the case in January of this year.  At that time they recommended approval of the general plan.  
Council then heard and approved the general plan in February.  Once the general plan was 
approved, the developer now has two years from that date to submit detailed development plans.  
Those plans must follow the same procedure as the general plan did, of being heard by the 
Planning Commission and City Council, with Council having the final decision. 
 
Property developed in a PND Zoning District must adhere to a specific set of guidelines set forth in 
the Zoning Ordinance. As an attachment you will find both sections of the City’s old Zoning 
Ordinance dealing with district use regulations and district dimensional regulations. A PND 
development must be broken down into different uses including commercial, open space, single 
family and multi family. Each use is allowed a specific percentage of the development as defined in 
the district dimensional regulations.  
 
Please review the attached site plan for layouts, dimensions and proposed road connections. The 
following is the proposed breakdown of uses in this PND.    
C1P Commercial -          2.8 acres  
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Open Space -                 11+/- acres   
R10 Residential -             25.36 acres (75 single family residential lots) 
Multifamily Residential -    15.6 acres (216 units) 

 
ISSUES: 

This property was originally zoned PND through the County and now by right may develop under 
the regulations of a PND district.  This item is not a public hearing. If the Council would like to hear 
public comment, then action to set a public hearing for a future date would allow for the required 
notice.   
 
I have included with your packet maps of the area including zoning, current land use, Land 
Use Plan, aerial photo and site plan.  
 
The submitted site plan does meet the minimum requirements, including sidewalk extensions and 
connections, for a detailed PND site plan. Planning Staff along with the City’s Technical Review 
Committee (TRC) have reviewed the General Development Plan and accept the detailed layout 
and distribution of use areas as submitted. Staff also noted to the developer that:   
 

1. A berm or more substantial fence and landscaping may be needed where the public edge is 
to the rear yard of the development.  

2. TIA (traffic impact analysis) will be required.  
3. Open space should help connect or provide a natural corridor.  

While the Commission did not make these three concerns conditions of approval, these and 
other items can still be required at this stage of review. The City Council may choose to make one 
or more of them (or other conditions) a part of the Detailed Development Plan approval.       

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
New property tax revenue; increase in public services needed at the edge of the city. 

 
OPTIONS: 
1) Approve the PND Detailed Development Plan as presented by the applicant (Recommended); 
2) Approve the PND General Development Plan with changes or conditions 
3) Deny the PND General Development Plan. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Planning Commission and Staff Recommend:  That the City Council move to APPROVE the 
PND Detailed Development Plan based on the reasons provided above (in issues). 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Zoning Map
Current Landuse
Land Use Plan
Site Plan
PND Section of old Zoning Ordinance
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ARTICLE IV.  DISTRICT USE REGULATIONS 

Sec. 30-112.  PND planned neighborhood district. 

(a) Burden. The burden shall be on the developer to show that his plans are in the 
best interests of the community and the users of the proposed developments. 
Site planning in the proposed development of a PND planned neighborhood 
district shall provide protection of the development from potentially adverse 
surrounding influences, and protection of surrounding areas from potentially 
adverse influences within the development. The development plan for a PND 
planned neighborhood district shall show and careful review shall be given the 
following information: 

(1) Proposed land uses, the location of various land uses, their types, and 
densities. 

(2) Proposed circulation pattern for vehicles and pedestrians. 

(3) Proposed parks, and other common open space areas, proposed means 
of dedication of any common open space areas and organizational 
arrangements for the ownership, maintenance and preservation of 
common open space. 

(4) Delineation of the units or phases to be constructed in progression. 

(5) Relation to land uses in surrounding areas and to the general 
development plan. 

(6) The layout of car parking and loading areas, service areas, entrances, 
exits, yards, courts, and landscaping, control of signs, lighting, noise or 
other potentially adverse influences as to protect the residential character 
within and/or adjacent to the planned development. 

(7) The setbacks' size and screening of various land uses. 

In any planned district no zoning permit or certificate of occupancy shall be issued by the 
zoning inspector except in conformance with a plan submitted to and approved by the 
city council. 

(b) Permitted uses. Any land, building, or structure in the planned neighborhood 
district may be used in accordance with the provisions of this chapter for the R10 
residential district. As an alternative, land may be planned and used for a variety 
of residential districts including R10, R6, R5A and R5 and related shopping 
areas, C1P, shopping center district, in accordance with the provisions of this 
section and this chapter. 

(c) Commercial land use standards. Shopping areas developed in accordance with 
the C1P requirements of this chapter may be incorporated into a planned 
neighborhood development provided that the areas are designed to serve 
primarily the residents of the planned neighborhood development and provided 
that the areas are compatibly incorporated into the design of the planned 
neighborhood development. Land devoted to shopping purposes shall not 
exceed five percent of the gross area of the planned neighborhood development 
and no single shopping area shall be less than two acres. 
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(d) Administrative procedures. The developer shall present a general development 
plan in eight copies to the planning agency for review and subsequent 
recommendation to the city council at least 15 days prior to a regularly scheduled 
meeting at which subdivision plats are considered. The general development 
plan shall contain the following items: 

(1) General land use areas including residential, commercial, open space 
and recreational, and other public facility areas to be developed for the 
entire site. 

(2) The proposed density for each residential area. 

(3) The primary streets. 

(4) The proposed uses for the commercial area. 

The city council shall have the authority to approve or disapprove of the general 
development plan. The general development plan shall be valid for two years. 
Thereafter, the plan shall be reapproved prior to subsequent submission and approval of 
the detailed site plan. 

(e) Site plan submittal; contents. Upon approval of the general development plan, 
the developer shall submit, at least 15 days prior to the regularly scheduled 
meeting at which subdivision plats are considered, a detailed site plan, which 
shall be consistent with the general development plan, to the planning agency for 
review and subsequent recommendation to the city council. The detailed site 
plan shall show the following items: 

(1) Detailed plans for each land use on the entire site sufficient to allow the 
planning agency to analyze in depth the character of the proposed 
development. 

(2) A plat and description, by metes and bounds, of the proposed areas of 
the planned neighborhood development which correspond to the 
conventional zoning districts as contained in this chapter. 

(f) Approval of site plan. Approval of the detailed site plan by the city council shall 
constitute the official approval of the planned neighborhood development, and no 
zoning permit or certificate of occupancy as required by this chapter shall be 
issued for any building or use of land which is not in conformance with such 
approved plan unless the land is developed wholly as an R10 residential district. 
Preliminary subdivision plat may also accompany the submission of the detailed 
site plan to the planning agency for review and recommendation and may be 
approved with the approval of the detailed site plan by the city council. 

(Code 1961, § 32-25.1) 
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ARTICLE V.  DISTRICT DIMENSIONAL REGULATIONS 

Sec. 30-157.  PND planned neighborhood district. 

Standards and requirements. Standards and requirements for the planned 
neighborhood development in a planned neighborhood district shall be as follows: 

(1) Minimum development size. The minimum development size shall be 50 
contiguous acres under one ownership or control. An area shall be 
deemed contiguous which is composed of one unseparated continuity of 
land; or is separated by street rights-of-way to which abutting property 
has direct access rights; or is separated by minor streams, creeks, other 
bodies of water or railroad rights-of-way across which vehicular crossings 
are feasible and practicable and which will be provided for in the planned 
neighborhood development. 

(2) Community water and sewer. Any area proposed as a planned 
neighborhood development shall be served by both community water and 
sewer systems. 

(3) Open space standards. A minimum of 15 percent of the gross area of 
land to be committed to a planned neighborhood development shall be 
dedicated for use as parks, recreation areas, open spaces, school sites or 
other public purposes other than rights-of-way or easements. The entire 
dedication may be when final site plan is presented to the city council; or 
if the development is to be accomplished through a series of stages the 
open space may be dedicated in parts proportionate to the density of 
development as noted: 

 
Area 
Development 

Required Percent 
of Open Space 

R10 10% 
R6 15% 
R5A 25% 
R5 50% 

 

No such parcel of land, dedicated for open space, shall be less than one 
contiguous acre and all such areas shall be physically a part of the 
planned neighborhood development. 

(4) Residential land use standards. Of the net land devoted to residential 
purposes in a planned neighborhood development 65 percent shall be 
developed to meet or exceed the dimensional requirements of the R10 
district; 20 percent shall be developed to meet or exceed the dimensional 
requirements of the R6 district; ten percent shall be developed to meet or 
exceed the dimensional requirements of the R5A district; and five percent 
shall be developed to meet or exceed the dimensional requirements of 
the R5 district. 

(Code 1961, § 32-39.1) 
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Marsha Bryant, Planner II
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   A request that a sidewalk not be required to be constructed with the City's MIA 

(southern side of Eastern Blvd.) 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Should the County Commissioners approve a sidewalk waiver for the construction of a sidewalk 
along approximately 500 feet of road frontage on a service road of Eastern Boulevard? 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Desirable Neighborhoods 

 
BACKGROUND: 
This is a 12.4 acre tract with an existing outdoor storage area located on the site.  The owner, Mr. 
Kenneth Hardin, has submitted a subdivision request to the County Planning Dept. to  subdivide 
the property into 2 parcels.  Since this property is located within the City's MIA,  a sidewalk is being 
required along a service road of Eastern Blvd.  Mr. Hardin is requesting a waiver from this 
requirement based on the fact that there are no other sidewalks in the area.  In accordance with 
the MIA agreement the County is requesting a recommendation from City Council as to whether 
the Waiver should be approved or denied.   

 
ISSUES: 
A sidewalk is required along approximately 500 feet of the property fronting a service road of 
Eastern Blvd.  The area is zoned for manufacturing and much of the existing development is 
industrial on large lots; this pattern is likely to continue for many years.  The service road is a 
NCDOT controlled access road.  NCDOT has indicated that a sidewalk would not be allowed within 
the right-of-way at this location.  Placing the sidewalk on the property with an access and 
maintenance easement is an option.  The City Engineering Dept. recommends approval of 
the Waiver based on the fact that NCDOT will not allow sidewalks within their right-of-way along 
this entire roadway, there are no other sidewalks located in this area, and other future sidewalks 
along this road, if required, would also need to be placed within the properties with easements.  To 
place the sidewalks within the properties with easements the sidewalks would have to be 
constructed back from the right-of-way, behind any existing ditches.  Provision of an easement 10 
feet wide appears to be a reasonable alternative to full waiver of the requirement or requiring 
construction of a segment that has little immediate value but may well be needed in 
the foreseeable future.   

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
The cost of constructing a 5 foot sidewalk along 500 feet of right-of-way would be $16,320.  
However, there is no provision for payment in lieu of construction of sidewalks within the MIA 
agreement as there is for sidewalk waivers within the City limits.  Provision of an easement to 
anticipate future development in the area and the value of a sidewalk or multi-purpose path at that 
time would reduce the cost of future retrofit to urban activity and service levels. 

 
OPTIONS: 
1.  Recommend to the County Commissioners approval of the sidewalk waiver (thus requiring that 
no sidewalk or easement to be provided). 
2.  Recommend to the County Commissioners denial of the sidewalk waiver with the condition that 
the sidewalk does not need to be constructed but a 10 foot easement must be provided, located in 
coordination with the City Engineering Department. 
3.  Recommend to the County Commissioners denial of the sidewalk waiver (thus requiring that a 

                    8 - 3



 

sidewalk must be provided). 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Option 2.  Recommend to the County Commissioners denial of the sidewalk waiver but requiring 
only a 10 foot sidewalk easement, based on the fact that NCDOT has indicated that a sidewalk 
would not be allowed within the right-of-way along this roadway under current conditions but 
anticipating that future development along the service road will warrant retrofit to provide a 
sidewalk or multipurpose path.   

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Vicinity Map
Aerial Map
Picture
Picture 2
Picture 3
Picture 4
Application
County Staff Report
Letter from City Engineering
Subdivision Plan
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   Dale Iman, City Manager
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   NC League of Municipalities Annual League Business Meeting Voting Delegates 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
Who will be the voting delegates to represent the City of Fayetteville at the NCLM's Annual 
Business Meeting Monday, October 24, 2011? 

 
RELATIONSHIP TO STRATEGIC PLAN: 
Goal 3 - More Efficient City Government - Cost-Effective Service Delivery 

 
BACKGROUND: 
Each year one voting delegate and one alternate voting delegate may be selected to represent the 
City at the NCLM Annual Business Meeting.  (Please see attached memo). 

 
ISSUES: 
N/A 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 

 
OPTIONS: 
Designate one voting delegate and/or one alternate voting delegate. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
City Council designate one voting delegate and/or one alternate voting delegate to represent the 
City of Fayetteville at the NCLM Annual Business meeting. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:

NCLM Voting Delegates
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CITY COUNCIL ACTION MEMO
 

TO:   Mayor and Members of City Council
FROM:   City Clerk's Office
DATE:   September 26, 2011
RE:   Monthly Statement of Taxes for August 2011 

 
 

THE QUESTION: 
For information only  

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

 
BACKGROUND: 
Attached is the report that has been furnished to the Mayor and City Council by the Cumberland 
Tax Administrator for the month of August 2011.  

 
ISSUES: 
N/A  

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
N/A 

 
OPTIONS: 
For information only  

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For information only  

 
ATTACHMENTS:

Monthly Statement of Taxes for August 2011
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