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MOORE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

 
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 2019 

 
REGULAR MEETING, 10:30 AM 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
INVOCATION – Pastor Jim Bolyard, Carthage United Methodist Church 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE – Rich Smith, Capital Projects Manager 
 

I. PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD (Procedures are attached) 
 

II. ADDITIONAL AGENDA 
 

CHAIRMAN – Does any Commissioner have a conflict of interest concerning agenda items the Board will 
address in this meeting? 

 
III. RECOGNITIONS 

 
IV. PRESENTATIONS 
 

A. Sandhills Center Quarterly Fiscal Report (Caroline Xiong, Finance Director) 
 
B. Update on Hurricane Funds (Bryan Phillips, Public Safety Director) 

 
V. APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA 

All items listed below are considered routine and will be enacted by one motion.  No separate discussion will be 
held except on request of a member of the Board of Commissioners. 
 
A. Minutes: August 20, 2019 Special Meeting 
B. Minutes: August 20, 2019 Regular Meeting and Closed Session  
C. Digital Learning Invoices for Moore County Schools 
D. Resolution for Abandonment of Gretchen Road (SR 1307) 
E. Library Fee Schedule Changes 
F. Board Order – Gretchen Pines 
G. Board Order – Kennel  
H. Courthouse and Detention Buildings Capital Project Ordinance Revision 7 
I. Amended Contract with Fred Anderson Nissan for Purchase of Five Trucks 

 
VI. PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 

A. Call to Public Hearing/Transportation – FY 20/21 5311 Community Transportation 
Program Application (Debra Ensminger, Planning/Transportation Director) 
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B. Call to Public Hearing/GIS – Amendment to the Moore County Road Name and 

Addressing Ordinance (Rachel Patterson, GIS Manager) 
 

VII. OLD BUSINESS 
 

VIII. NEW BUSINESS 
 

A. Public Safety – Request for Approval of Contract for 911 Radio Equipment Tower 
Relocation (Bryan Phillips, Public Safety Director) 

 
B. Public Works – Request for Approval of Purchase of Garbage Roll-Off Truck (Andy 

Wilkison, Interim Solid Waste Manager) 
 

C. Public Works – Request for Approval of Contract for Pinehurst No. 7 Interceptor Sewer 
Replacement Project (Wayne Vest, County Manager) 

 
D. Administration – Request for Approval of Contract Amendment 2 with Moseley 

Architects (Rich Smith, Capital Projects Manager) 
 

IX. APPOINTMENTS 
 

A. Social Services Board 
 
B. Planning Board Chairman 
 

X. ADDITIONAL AGENDA 
 
XI. MANAGER’S REPORT 

 
XII. COMMISSIONERS’ COMMENTS 
 
XIII. CLOSED SESSION  
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
 
COMMISSIONERS’ UPCOMING MEETINGS/EVENTS: 
 

 North Moore Groundbreaking Ceremony, Thursday, September 5, 2:00pm 
 Partners Executive Board, Friday, September 6, 8:00am (Quis) 
 Board of Education, Monday, September 9, 5:00pm (Quis) 
 Partners Full Board, Tuesday, September 10, 8:00am (Gregory / Quis) 
 Airport Authority, Tuesday, September 10, 10:00am (Graham) 
 Sandhills Center Board, Tuesday, September 10, 7:00pm (Ritter) 
 Pre-agenda, Wednesday, September 11, 9:30am (Graham / Quis) 
 Fire Commission, Thursday, September 12, 6:00pm (Ritter) 
 DSS Board, Monday, September 16, 5:30pm (Graham) 
 Regular meeting, Tuesday, September 17, 5:30pm 
 Pre-agenda, Wednesday, September 25, 9:30am (Ritter / Quis) 
 CVB Board, Thursday, September 26, 4:00pm (Quis) 
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PUBLIC COMMENT PROCEDURES 
MOORE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

 
The Moore County Board of Commissioners is committed to allowing members of the public an opportunity to offer comments and suggestions for 
the efficient and effective administration of government.  In addition to public hearings, a special time is set aside for the purpose of receiving such 
comments and suggestions.  All comments and suggestions addressed to the Board during the Public Comment Period shall be subject to the 
following procedures: 
 

1. The Public Comment period will be held at the beginning of the Board meeting.  The comment period will be limited to a maximum of 
thirty minutes. 

 
2. Persons who wish to address the Board during the Public Comment Period will register on a sign-up sheet available on the table 

outside the entrance door to the Commissioners’ Meeting Room indicating contact information and topic.  Sign-up sheets will be 
available beginning 30 minutes before the start of the meeting.  No one will be allowed to have his/her name placed on the list by 
telephone request to County Staff. 

 
3. Each person signed up to speak will have three (3) minutes to make his/her remarks.  Each person signed up to speak will only be 

entitled to the time allotted to each speaker and one additional time period which may be yielded to him/her by another individual who 
has also signed up to speak on a particular topic. 

 
4. Speakers will be acknowledged by the Board Chairperson in the order in which their names appear on the sign-up sheet.  Speakers 

will address the Board from the lectern at the front of the room and begin their remarks by stating their name and address. 
 

5. Public comment is not intended to require the Board to answer any impromptu questions.  Speakers will address all comments to the 
Board as a whole and not one individual commissioner.  Discussions between speakers and members of the audience will not be 
allowed. 

 
6. Speakers will be courteous in their language and presentation. Matters or comments which are harmful, discriminatory or 

embarrassing to any citizens, official or employee of Moore County shall not be allowed.  Speaker must be respectful and courteous in 
their remarks and must refrain from personal attacks and the use of profanity. 

 
7. Only one speaker will be acknowledged at a time.  If the time period runs out before all persons who have signed up get to speak, 

those names will be carried over to the next Public Comment Period. 
 

8. Any applause will be held until the end of the Public Comment Period. 
 

9. Speakers who have prepared written remarks or supporting documents are encouraged to leave a copy of such remarks and 
documents with the Clerk to the Board. 

 
10. Speakers shall not discuss any of the following:  matters which concern the candidacy of any person seeking public office, including 

the candidacy of the person addressing the Board; matters which are closed session matters, including but not limited to matters 
within the attorney-client privilege, anticipated or pending litigation, personnel, property acquisition, matters which are made 
confidential by law; matters which are the subject of public hearings. 

 
11. Information sheets outlining the process for the public’s participation in Board meetings will also be available in the rear of the 

Commissioner’s Meeting Room. 
 

12. Action on items brought up during the Public Comment Period will be at the discretion of the Board. 
  
Adopted on the 5th day of March 2007 by a 5 to 0 vote of the Moore County Board of Commissioners. 
 
Revised on the 7th day of April 2015. 
 
Revised on the 7th day of February 2017. 
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MOORE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
SPECIAL MEETING 

TUESDAY, AUGUST 20, 2019, 3:00PM 
 

The Moore County Board of Commissioners convened for a special meeting on Tuesday, August 20, 2019 at 
3:00pm in the Commissioners’ Meeting Room located on the second floor of the Historic Courthouse, Carthage, 
North Carolina.    

Commissioners Present:  Chair Frank Quis, Vice Chair Catherine Graham, Jerry Daeke, Louis Gregory 
 
Commissioners Absent:  Otis Ritter 
 
Chairman Quis called the meeting to order and introductions were made by attorneys present to discuss the 
potential for the County to join multidistrict litigation against manufacturers of certain chemicals found to have 
contaminated wells across the country.  Those present were Ben Atwater, Scott Summy, David Parsiola, and 
Gary Whitaker. 
 
Mr. Atwater provided a brief overview of multidistrict litigation ongoing in federal court regarding 
contaminated wells, and then gave the floor to Mr. Summy to provide more detail. 
 
Mr. Summy shared his background and then provided to the Board information about chemicals potentially 
contaminating wells nationwide, discussing primarily a chemical used in fire foam. 
 
Lengthy discussion followed regarding the chemicals and how the litigation process would work should the 
Board decide to join the lawsuit. 
 
Chairman Quis thanked the attorneys for their presentation. 
 
Upon motion made by Commissioner Gregory, seconded by Commissioner Graham, the Board voted 4-0 to 
enter into closed session pursuant to N.C.G.S. 143-318.11(a)(3). 
 
The Board reported no action upon returning from closed session.  Upon motion made by Commissioner 
Graham, seconded by Commissioner Daeke, the Board voted 4-0 to come out of closed session and seal the 
minutes. 
 
There being no further business, Chairman Quis adjourned the August 20, 2019, special meeting of the Moore 
County Board of Commissioners at 4:25pm. 

 
        __________________________________________ 
        Francis R. Quis, Jr., Chairman 
 

_______________________________________ 
Laura M. Williams, Clerk to the Board 
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MOORE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

 

TUESDAY, AUGUST 20, 2019 

 

REGULAR MEETING, 5:30PM 

 

  

 

The Moore County Board of Commissioners convened for a regular meeting at 5:30pm, Tuesday, August 20, 

2019, in the Commissioners’ Meeting Room on the second floor of the Historic Courthouse in Carthage, North 

Carolina. 

 

Commissioners Present:   
Chairman Frank Quis, Vice Chairman Catherine Graham, Jerry Daeke, Louis Gregory 

 

Commissioners Absent: 

Otis Ritter  

 

****************************************************************************************** 

 

Chairman Quis called the meeting to order.  County Manager Wayne Vest offered the invocation and 

Information Technology Director Chris Butts led the Pledge of Allegiance. 

 

Chairman Quis noted for everyone’s information that the population of Moore County in July was estimated to 

be just over 100,000 for the first time ever. 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD 

 

Mr. John Misiaszek commented regarding similarities between Woodlake and Ledbetter Lake. 

 

Mr. Kevin Lewis commented regarding differences between Woodlake and Ledbetter Lake. 

 

Mr. Marsh Smith informed the commissioners that the board of a conservancy on which he served would soon 

be asking them for a letter of support for their application for a NCDOJ environmental enhancement grant 

which would be of benefit to high school cross country participants. 

 

Chairman Quis asked if any commissioner had a conflict of interest concerning agenda items the Board would 

address in the meeting and none was stated. 

 

PRESENTATIONS 

 

2019 Session of the Board of Equalization and Review 

 

Commissioner Jerry Daeke, Chairman of the Board of Equalization and Review, provided a report on the 

Board’s 2019 session, hereby incorporated as a part of these minutes by attachment as Appendix A. 
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QUASI-JUDICIAL HEARINGS 

 

Quasi-Judicial Hearing/Planning – Conditional Use Permit Request: Major Subdivision – Gretchen Pines 

 

County Attorney Misty Leland announced the request by TKCSJM Harris, LLC for a Conditional Use Permit 

for a Gretchen Pines Conservation Subdivision located on Gretchen Road, West End.  She explained the quasi-

judicial nature of the hearing on this matter and invited those who wanted to testify to be sworn in by the Clerk.  

The Clerk administered the oaths.  Ms. Leland asked if any Board member had information or special 

knowledge about the case and there was none.  Ms. Leland offered opportunity for Board members to reveal 

any possible conflicts and withdraw from the proceedings if necessary and there was none.  Ms. Leland 

explained the proceedings for the hearing and then opened the hearing and called upon Planning staff to make 

the presentation on the request.  

 

Ms. Theresa Thompson, Planning Supervisor, provided the staff report.   

 

Mr. Tom Johnson, attorney with the law firm of Williams Mullen at 201 Fayetteville Street, Suite 1700, 

Raleigh, North Carolina, was present on behalf of the applicant.  Mr. Johnson said Ms. Thompson did an 

excellent job summarizing the evidence as part of the application, and he would like to make sure the 

application and all associated evidence along with the staff report and the stormwater report submitted by the 

engineer be admitted into evidence in support of the application.  Staff verified that the documents were 

available for inclusion in the record.  Mr. Johnson said they were agreeable to the conditions set forth by staff 

and would be agreeable to those conditions as part of the subdivision approval.  Mr. Johnson reviewed that as 

the property was currently zoned, it could be 461 units and they were proposing only 166, and that the required 

open space was included as part of the plan in order to be a conservation subdivision.  Mr. Johnson clarified 

regarding the wetlands and a permit for Phase 3 that it was only for a crossing of the wetlands for a road and not 

any encroachment other than that.  A permit from the Corps of Engineers would be applied for in that phase.  

He said also, the US Fish and Wildlife Service did an analysis of the site and there were six old cavity trees 

from the Red Cockaded Woodpecker that were being preserved, as well as other trees that would be preserved 

as part of the development.  Mr. Johnson said this would be a low-impact development in terms of stormwater.  

He said Mr. Johnson the engineer was present and available for any specific questions the Board may have but 

he would not have him go back through anything staff had already reported unless there was a particular part 

the Board needed him to go over.   

 

Chairman Quis said he wished he had an opportunity to read the letter regarding stormwater rather than it being 

handed to him this night.  Mr. Johnson said that had been submitted this week and he did not know why it did 

not make its way into the staff report and he apologized.  The commissioners indicated they did not have it.  Mr. 

Johnson offered to have Mr. John Johnson, the engineer to come forward and explain the report the Board had 

just received.  Mr. John Johnson, Professional Engineer and Land Surveyor, 4612 Gunston Place, Raleigh, 

North Carolina, said he was the engineer of record on the subdivision and he prepared the stormwater 

management plan, and he explained the plan.  Chairman Quis asked if on Happy Valley Road it would be an 

open ditch and Mr. J. Johnson said no, it would be an open channel on the rear of the lots and he explained how 

the water would be diverted.  He noted also they would be vegetative channels.  Chairman Quis inquired 

regarding the width of the channels and Mr. J. Johnson said it had not been determined but they would probably 

have about an eight-foot wide bottom width.  The channels would be relatively shallow and use a 4-1 slope.  

Chairman Quis asked who would maintain them and Mr. J. Johnson replied that it would be the homeowners 

association.  He asked which phase would be nearest the Lois Lake and Mr. J. Johnson said it would be part of 

Phase 2.  Chairman Quis asked about where the water would be diverted as it went toward the pond (lake).  Mr. 

J. Johnson explained where the water would be discharged.  Commissioner Gregory asked if Lois Lake was in 

the first phase that would be developed and Mr. J. Johnson said it was in the second phase.  He asked about the 

location of the first phase and Mr. J. Johnson reviewed the first phase location.  Commissioner Gregory asked 

how many lots were in Phase One and Mr. J. Johnson said thirty-seven.  Commissioner Gregory inquired 
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regarding the homeowners association and Mr. J. Johnson reviewed that Gretchen Road would be turned over to 

the association and the community would be gated on each end.  Commissioner Gregory asked what the square 

footage requirements would be for the homes and Mr. T. Johnson said it had not yet been established.  He said 

one of the conditions recommended by staff was that they would have to review the HOA documents and 

bylaws, etc.  It had not been established yet but would be in accordance with zoning requirements and staff 

would have an opportunity to review it before finalized.  Mr. T. Johnson reviewed that this would be a 

conservation development and low-impact in terms of stormwater.  He said they were finished with their 

presentation but reserved the right to address any questions/concerns that the public may have.   

 

Ms. Leland asked if there were any proponents to the request who would like to testify.  There were none.  Ms. 

Leland asked if there were any opponents who would like to testify.   

 

Ms. Laura Auman Pitts, 3182 Seven Lakes West, West End, North Carolina, spoke on behalf of the Auman 

farm and said it had been in agricultural and forestry use since 1934 when it was purchased by her father.  She 

said today they manage timber, pine needles and grow on the open land coastal bermuda for hay, tobacco, and 

soybeans, and they also had chicken houses.  She said the farm was part of the Voluntary Agricultural District 

and had been designated by the State of North Carolina as a highly valued natural heritage area.  She said they 

also participated in the Safe Harbor program.  Ms. Pitts said Moore County recognized the importance of rural 

agricultural areas and the 2013 Land Use Plan was an outstanding document.  She said this development would 

be adjacent to her property and while she did not object to the development, she objected to the density and 

particularly how it would impact the rural character of her farm.  She thanked the commissioners for their work 

for Moore County. 

 

Mr. Marsh Smith, 568 Santee Road, Carthage, North Carolina, indicated he would discuss the 2013 Moore 

County Land Use Plan.  He shared that he was on the 1998 Land Use Plan Steering Committee appointed by the 

Board of Commissioners, which he reviewed was a lengthy process involving thirty meetings around the 

County.  He said fourteen years later, the County updated the Plan, as they should, and he referenced various 

pages of that document, which he said was at odds with the proposed development.  He said on page 85 there 

was a land use map of Moore County, and for areas outside of towns and their extraterritorial zoning 

jurisdictions, the County had designated certain uses, with the balance of the County designated as rural 

agricultural, including everything east of Gretchen Road.  He said on page 82, the Plan said, “Major 

subdivisions of land are strongly discouraged.  Family subdivisions and subdivisions of four or less lots would 

be considered.”  He reiterated that the proposed development was not in general conformity with the County’s 

Land Use Plan.  He reviewed page 73 of the Land Use Plan which listed its first goal as, “Preserve and protect 

the ambiance and heritage of the County of Moore.”  He shared that Recommendation 1.1 said, “Encourage the 

conservation of farmland for farming and forestland for forestry.”  Mr. Smith said he drove this road often and 

unless he was wrong, a lot of the acreage had recently been cut so it was at least timberland.  He read 

Recommendation 1.2, “Continue to encourage agriculture and agribusiness throughout Moore County,” and 

then he read Action 1.2.1, “Continue current support of operating environments for agriculture.”  Mr. Smith 

said if this area north of Highway 73 was not an operating area for agriculture, he did not know what was.  He 

read Action 1.2.2, “Continue to support the development and accessibility to local and adjacent markets for 

agricultural products.”  He read Recommendation 1.3, “Preserve large tracts of prime agricultural land to ensure 

that farming remains a viable part of the local economy.”  Mr. Smith said as you start to lose land that had been 

forestry or farming land, you would get different uses that clog the roads and make it hard to farmers to get out 

on the road with their trucks and their tractors.  He said to allow this tract to be subdivided and sold as a 

development, would be to fly in the face of the recommendation.  He read Recommendation 1.4, “Preserve 

regional agriculture and farmland as a source of healthy, local fruits and vegetables and other food crops,” and 

Recommendation 1.5, “Encourage and support development and land use principles by ensuring Moore 

County’s cultural, economic, and natural resources are considered appropriately.”  He discussed the age of the 

Auman family farm and read Recommendation 1.6, “Preserve and maintain the rural character of Moore 

County.”  He said the proposal flew in the fact of Recommendation 1.6.  He read Recommendation 1.8, 
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“Discourage undesirable or unattractive land uses, especially within high visibility areas.”  Mr. Smith said 

Highway 73 was a major thoroughfare in Moore County and highly visible.  He said all these goals and 

recommendations and steps were part of the County’s plan and yet this proposal flew in the face of them.  He 

urged the Board to adhere to the County’s own plan.  He told them to, “Just say no.”   

 

Mr. Tom Johnson said they appreciated Ms. Pitts’ and Mr. Smith’s comments.  He said the property was zoned 

RA-20 allowing for residential development since the 1980s.  He indicated a lot of the information shared by 

Mr. Smith had to do with zoning and that was not what they were there about; instead, they were there about 

subdividing and doing it in a way that was positive in terms of the Land Use Plan.  He discussed again the 

number of dwelling units being requested versus what was allowed and that it was being done as a conservation 

development.  He said the request was consistent with the way the land was zoned and had been zoned for a 

long time and out of respect for the character of the district, they were not doing it as a high density 

development.  He said he felt they met all of the required findings and he reviewed those.  He discussed that 

they were meeting the requirements of the Subdivision Ordinance and were subdividing responsibly (in 

accordance with the Land Use Plan).   

 

Chairman Quis inquired regarding Mr. Smith’s point about preserving and maintaining the rural character with 

regard to the subdivision.  Mr. T. Johnson said it did that because of the residential nature, being zoned RA-20 

and was being developed in accordance with the requirements of that district.  Chairman Quis asked about the 

location of the property owned by Ms. Pitts and she showed the location on a map.  Mr. T. Johnson commented 

regarding the transition of zoning districts from business to less density to even less density, which was 

classically what you would want to do in terms of a land use plan.  He said this property would provide a buffer 

between the business property and Ms. Pitts’ property.  Commissioner Graham asked if someone could point 

out the buffer and Mr. T. Johnson explained the zoning transitions again with regard to how the districts provide 

buffering.  Chairman Quis asked if there were any buffers between Ms. Pitts’ land and the development.  Mr. J. 

Johnson indicated there was no specific buffer other than the back yards.  He discussed buffers downstream for 

stormwater runoff.  Chairman Quis asked if water would run off the development onto Ms. Pitts’ property and 

Mr. J. Johnson said no, it flowed down to Little River.  Chairman Quis asked about buffers from a visual 

perspective and whether the development and the farm were compatible.  Mr. J. Johnson said yes, and it was in 

the eye of beholder.  Chairman Quis noted that it was a big change for the eye of the beholder that owned the 

Pitts property.  Mr. T. Johnson discussed commitment to preservation of trees and said it was consistent with 

other residential development in the area.  Chairman Quis asked for clarification regarding any buffer plans for 

property abutting the Pitts’.  Mr. T. Johnson said there was no requirement for that under the ordinance.  

Chairman Quis asked Ms. Thompson regarding buffers, if it was within the purview of the Board to require 

buffers.  Ms. Thompson said if they felt they needed additional conditions in order to meet the findings, then 

yes.  Mr. T. Johnson said they were willing to do a 30 foot undisturbed buffer for Ms. Pitts’ property.   

 

Mr. Smith discussed that there was difference between the Land Use Plan areas of the County and zoning.  He 

talked about the Land Use Plan map on page 83 of the Plan.  He said major subdivisions were discouraged in 

such areas.  He commented regarding Ms. Pitts’ chicken houses and said people who move in developments 

usually have pets which were notorious disease vectors for poultry farmers.  Mr. T. Johnson offered that Mr. 

Smith was not an expert on poultry diseases.  Mr. Smith discussed that he had done a lot of research regarding 

poultry farms.   

 

Mr. T. Johnson reiterated that these were zoning questions and what was submitted was consistent with the 

zoning and even better. 

 

Chairman Quis asked Ms. Thompson asked if the subdivision was in the medium density residential or not and 

she said it was in both (the medium density and the rural).  He asked if Gretchen Road was the line and she said 

yes.  Ms. Thompson said there was also another small portion that was medium density, a result of a rezoning 
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request from B-2 to RA-20.  Commissioner Graham asked for the definition of RA-20 zoning and Ms. 

Thompson read the definition.   

 

Ms. Leland asked if there were any further questions.  Chairman Quis commented that he was absorbing 

everything and they had heard a lot, and it was a tough one, in his opinion.  Commissioner Graham said they 

had already agreed to a 30 foot buffer and it could be that another commissioner would have something else in 

mind to add.  Commissioner Gregory said he was not ready to vote and would like to go out personally and 

view the property.  He requested the Board not vote until the next meeting.   

 

Ms. Leland offered a legal point of order.  She said the requirements were that it had to meet the ordinance 

standards and the applicant had the burden of proof to show that those standards had been met.  Then, any 

opponent would have to present evidence to overcome that.  She said the Board needed to keep in mind whether 

that had occurred to delay the vote.  Commissioner Gregory asked her to repeat this information and she did so.  

Commissioner Graham asked if according to the testimony all those standards had been met and Ms. Leland 

suggested Ms. Thompson could go through all of that line by line.  Ms. Leland said they could still delay their 

vote to look at everything and to go out to the property but she just wanted to make sure they understood the 

legal requirements.   

 

Commissioner Graham said she felt they had met the legal requirements.  Commissioner Graham made a 

motion, seconded by Commissioner Daeke, to approve the Conditional Use Permit for a Major Conservation 

Subdivision Preliminary Plat for 166 lots on 211.85 acres, of a 337.70 acre parcel, located on Gretchen Road, 

West End, owned by TKCSJM Harris, LLC, as identified in Deed Book 5090, Page 463, with provided staff 

recommended conditions in addition to the agreed upon 30 foot buffer.  Commissioner Gregory said he 

understood they had met all of the requirements necessary and for that reason, he wanted to go forward.  

Chairman Quis commented.  The motion carried 4-0.  The hearing was closed.  Ms. Leland said an order would 

be brought for the Board’s approval at another meeting.  Chairman Quis called for a five-minute recess. 

 

The record for this hearing is hereby incorporated as a part of these minutes by attachment as Appendix B.  

Further, the audio recording of this hearing is found at Network > moore > shared > Departments > 

MCAVmeetings > BOC Mtg Recordings > 2019 > 2019-08-20, and is hereby incorporated by reference.   

 

Quasi-Judicial Hearing/Planning – Conditional Use Permit Request: Overnight Kennel 

 

County Attorney Misty Leland announced the request by Charles Bennett for a Conditional Use Permit for an 

overnight kennel located at 4101 NC 24-27, Cameron.  She explained the quasi-judicial nature of the hearing on 

this matter and invited those who wanted to testify to be sworn in by the Clerk.  The Clerk administered the 

oaths.  Ms. Leland asked if any Board member had information or special knowledge about the case and there 

was none.  Ms. Leland offered opportunity for Board members to reveal any possible conflicts and withdraw 

from the proceedings if necessary and there was none.  Ms. Leland explained the proceedings for the hearing 

and then opened the hearing and called upon Planning staff to make the presentation on the request.  

 

Ms. Theresa Thompson, Planning Supervisor, provided the staff report.   

 

Mr. Charles Bennett, the applicant, was available for questions.  Chairman Quis asked whether the facility was 

just for boarding or also for breeding and Mr. Bennett said it was just boarding.  Commissioner Graham asked if 

it would border James Hardy Road or 24-27 and Mr. Bennett said the entrance would be on James H. Road.  

Chairman Quis noted the requirement for trees and whether the applicant was familiar with it.  Mr. Bennett 

confirmed he was and said also the parking lot would have a five foot hedge around it.  He said also the 

building would actually be in the woods, with more than the twenty feet that would be required.  Chairman Quis 

asked to see the overall site plan again and the commissioners reviewed it.  Commissioner Gregory asked if 

there were requirements for certification or training to operate a boarding kennel and Mr. Bennett said he would 
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have to get a license from the State.  Commissioner Daeke asked if he would be charging people and Mr. 

Bennett said yes.  Commissioner Graham asked how far the facility would be from the nearest residence and 

Mr. Bennett said it would be the required 110 feet.  He said the requirement was actually 100 feet, but he moved 

it 10 more feet just to make sure there was enough distance.  Ms. Thompson noted that the aerial being shown 

did not show a house that was currently built because it was built after the photo was taken.   

 

Ms. Leland asked if there were any proponents to the request who would like to speak and there was no one.  

Ms. Leland asked if there were any opponents to the request who would like to speak.  Mr. Tom Gisler, 370 

James H. Road, Cameron, said he was semi-opposed to the kennel.  He said he had concerns with the location 

of the kennel and the site plan presented was somewhat misleading.  Mr. Gisler said these were exceptionally 

good people and they would not willingly harm the neighborhood, but a facility such as this would have all 

kinds of pitfalls associated with it.  He noted some of these as barking and traffic.  Mr. Gisler also disputed the 

footage indicated on the site plan.  He said based on the dimensions provided, the facility would not be located 

in the woods.  He said it was probably just an error on the applicant’s part but it was a concern and needed to be 

corrected before a permit was approved.  He also discussed the Type 3 tree boundary.  He said his preference 

would be that changes were made to the plan and said there was no reason the facility could not be located out 

at 24-27 to the east of the applicant’s home.  He said that would have very little impact to the neighborhood.  

Mr. Gisler said the plans did not indicate the type of construction materials and said he would like to see some 

sort of noise mitigation in the materials.  Mr. Gisler discussed a privacy fence shown on the plan around two 

sides and a portion of the front and asked if it was possible for the fence to be extended higher than six feet and 

if certain materials could be required.  He said there was no mention of hours of operation and staffing hours.  

He discussed the design of the facility and the ability to minimize noise, and adherence to noise ordinances.  He 

questioned whether the facility could be expanded.  Mr. Gisler further discussed the possibility of moving the 

facility nearer Highway 24-27.  Chairman Quis asked Mr. Gisler to identify the location of his home and he 

indicated it was down the road but said he also owned property nearer to the subject property.  Chairman Quis 

asked if James H. Road was a dead-end road and Mr. Gisler said yes.   

 

Ms. Leland asked if there were any other opponents who would like to speak and there were none.  She asked 

the applicant to address what had been stated in opposition to his request.  Mr. Bennett stated that part of the 

reason the facility was not located with the entrance on 24-27 was because of hill on the road and the hazard it 

would create.  He said he also had planted hay in the field and he noted the location of his pastures, barn, pond, 

etc. which would prohibit the facility’s location nearer 24-27.  He said he had met every requirement the County 

had asked him to meet.  Ms. Leland asked him what requirement he was asked to meet with regard to the noise 

and he indicated this was met via the privacy fence, tree lines, etc.  He said there were some spots where the 

trees would be 100 feet thick.  Commissioner Daeke asked about the distances on the map presented by Mr. 

Gisler in relation to what was presented in the site plan and it was reviewed.  Chairman Quis asked Ms. 

Thompson to confirm the accuracy of the distances presented.  Staff and commissioners reviewed and discussed 

the distances which were determined to be inaccurate.  Ms. Thompson said it should be 230 feet instead of 150 

feet.  There was lengthy discussion regarding the site plan and what was presented to the public.  Ms. 

Thompson said staff could make sure the site plan was corrected.   

 

Chairman Quis discussed noise and what plans were to mitigate it.  Mr. Bennett discussed the plan for the 

facility.  It would be a stick building, fully enclosed and insulated.  He asked him to describe the kennel runs.  

Mr. Bennett said they were planned as 6 x 8 foot chain link fence but said he could go in between them and put 

wooden privacy fence.  Commissioner Gregory commented on chewing and Mr. Bennett said the chain link 

would also still be there.   

 

There was further discussion regarding the setback.  Ms. Thompson said there could be a requirement for the 

building to be behind the tree line in case it was more than measured since the measurements being taken were 

not 100% accurate.  Commissioner Daeke noted an open area depicted a little further back on the map and 

asked if it would be possible to locate the facility in that area. Mr. Bennett said it was going in that section but 



 7 

to the left so that he stayed at least 100 feet off the property of the neighbor.  Mr. Bennett said the dogs would 

only be out for part of the day, from 6:00am to 6:00pm.  Commissioner Graham asked for the proposed total 

capacity.  Mr. Bennett said there were sixteen slots so there could be about thirty-two dogs.  There was further 

discussion regarding the distance.  Commissioner Gregory asked how it was advertised and Ms. Thompson 

reviewed that it was advertised to the public using the same language that was included in the staff report, 

which she read.  Commissioner Graham asked if there was a copy of a plat in the advertisement and Ms. 

Thompson said no.  Chairman Quis asked why and Ms. Leland explained that it was not required to be included.  

There was discussion regarding potentially continuing the hearing to allow for completion of a redrawn map.  

Commissioner Graham noted there may be other items the Board wanted Mr. Bennett to provide if delaying to 

another meeting, such as the definition of the construction materials for noise reduction and the possibility of 

increasing the tree boundary to 100 feet.  Mr. Bennett said he did not know that he had 100 feet to go all the 

way around it.  Mr. Gisler said on the application Mr. Bennett showed twenty feet of the Type 3 tree boundary.  

He said he requested that if the facility was going to stay at the proposed location, which he preferred it did not, 

if it was possible to increase that twenty feet tree boundary to 100 feet.  He said out in the woods, Mr. Bennett 

already had that 100 feet, but his request was that the trees could not be cut and would remain 100 feet at each 

side and the back of the facility.  He said he did not expect 100 feet of tree boundary in the front of the facility.  

Mr. Bennett said the boundary was pretty close to that already and indicated it would not be a burden to satisfy 

that request.  Commissioner Graham asked about the fence between the runs.  Mr. Bennett noted black panels 

used by Animal Control that could be used and which could be affordable.   

 

Mr. Gisler inquired again why the facility could not be moved to 24-27 and discussed the potential for it to be 

located there and why it could be while he reviewed the map.  He noted that once the facility was in, he had 

very little recourse for issues other than suing the property owner, which he did not want to do.  Mr. Gisler 

reviewed that he did not want this in his neighborhood but was not completely opposed to it and wanted Mr. 

Bennett to realize his dream but not at everyone else’s expense.  He said something like this would impact the 

values of property and homes around it as people did not want to live next to a noise generator.  He noted some 

articles he had provided to the Clerk.  Mr. Gisler said the facility did not meet the requirement of compatibility 

with a residential neighborhood.  He discussed traffic again. 

 

Commissioner Graham noted her agreement with Mr. Bennett that it could be dangerous for the entrance to his 

facility to be located on 24-27.  Mr. Gisler discussed this further and Commissioner Daeke offered comments.  

Commissioner Graham noted that one of the required findings was that the use would not substantially injure 

the value of adjoining property.  As a point of legal order, Ms. Leland noted that there must be a qualified 

expert to verify that and Mr. Gisler acknowledged that the information he had provided was just from the 

internet.  He said common sense would tell you, though, that it would have an impact.  Ms. Leland noted again 

that a qualified real estate expert would have to testify about the value of the property.  Chairman Quis 

discussed the potential of extending the public hearing and whether experts could be brought in.   

 

Commissioner Gregory commented regarding the capacity for dogs and asked Mr. Bennett if he could be more 

specific since the plan currently indicated 32 plus dogs.  Discussion followed.   

 

Commissioner Daeke said he would like to see him consider coming off of 24-27.   

 

Mr. Bennett discussed the potential of the decision being postponed and the presence of his neighbors at this 

current hearing and whether they might be heard this time so he did not have to ask them to return another time.  

The commissioners were in agreement for them to speak.  Ms. Leland reiterated that this was a quasi-judicial 

hearing and again explained the process.  Ms. Thompson reviewed the findings that had to be met.  Ms. Leland 

asked if it met the conditions and specifications of the Unified Development Ordinance and Ms. Thompson said 

yes.   

 

The additional speakers were sworn in by the Clerk. 
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Mr. Gislere requested that everyone who came forward to speak identify their relationship to the property 

owner.  Chairman Quis said he could not force them to do that and if they chose to do so that was up to them.   

 

Ms. Melissa Zimmerman, 160 James H. Road, shared that she lived across the street from the Bennett property 

and said she was interested in looking at it coming off of 24-27 instead of James H. Road so that there would 

only be residential traffic versus commercial traffic.   

 

Mr. Justin Bennett, 140 James H. Road, discussed the hazard of the entrance being located on 24-27 with regard 

to traffic accidents.  He showed on a map where he lived and said he did not think commercial traffic would be 

worse than FedEx or UPS. 

 

Ms. Michelle Bennett, 235 James H. Road, said hers was an adjoining property.  She said she had no problems 

with the kennel.  She stated her agreement with remarks made with regard to commercial traffic on the James 

H. Road. 

 

Mr. Dan Gordon, 3945 NC 24-27, said he had Mr. Bennett surrounded with three pieces of property that touch 

Mr. Bennett’s. He showed his properties on a map.  Mr. Gordon said he had no problem with Mr. Bennett 

putting the kennel in the proposed location, and he discussed the dangers of 24-27 traffic.  He noted that if Mr. 

Bennett moved the building further into the woods, he would be in a creek. 

 

Ms. Dana Wyckoff, 240 James H. Road, said she had lived on James H. Road for twelve years and had known 

Mr. Bennett for a long time.  She said she knew he took care of his property and he was gracious enough to 

bring his idea to the neighbors and get their thoughts on it.  Ms. Wyckoff said her immediate thought was to put 

it on 24-27, but then she thought about the terrible road and hill and she knew that was not good.  She said her 

home was diagonal to the Bennett property.  Ms. Wyckoff said there were lots of people on their road who had 

farm animals including chickens, ducks, roosters, etc. and that they all made noise.  She said noise was not her 

concern and she believed in Mr. Bennett and his ability to take care of it and build the fencing.  She said 24-27 

was not the spot to do it. 

 

Chairman Quis discussed the suggestion to delay the decision so the site plan could be determined.  

Commissioner Daeke asked if it could be approved with the condition of the facility being built in the space 

determined.  Ms. Leland said yes.  Commissioner Graham asked if they could also add the stipulation that 

insomuch as possible, Mr. Bennett use construction materials to prohibit noise as well as the fence Mr. Bennett 

mentioned that is used by animal shelters.  Mr. Bennett said he would also agree to do the tree boundaries, as 

long as he had it, as 100 feet.  Chairman Quis asked for more specificity with regard to the fencing materials 

and Mr. Bennett explained it to be a solid sheet, like a black silt fence that you might see on a construction site.  

Ms. Leland asked Commissioner Graham if this is what she had in mind and she said yes.  Commissioner 

Graham asked for confirmation that the facility would be stick-built and insulated and Mr. Bennett said yes.   

 

Commissioner Graham made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Daeke, to approve the Conditional Use 

Permit for an overnight kennel and accessory grooming and pet day care to be located at 4101 NC 24-27, owned 

by Charles Bennett per Deed Book 3561, Page 367, including the provided additional conditions that the 

building be fully insulated and stick-built, that the site plan be updated to show the correct distance from the 

road being within the tree line, having a 100 foot tree buffer, that the dogs be limited to 32, that the dogs only be 

allowed outside between 6:00am and 6:00pm, and that the sound barrier fence be included.  Ms. Leland asked 

Mr. Bennett if he voluntarily agreed to those conditions and he said yes.  Chairman Quis said the applicant had 

been thoughtful in approaching his neighbors and getting general agreement.  To Mr. Gislere, Chairman Quis 

said he truly hoped noise would not be an issue for all property owners and the people who may choose to live 

on the undeveloped lots.  He said he hoped Mr. Bennett considered the future and what others may consider an 

aggravating noise.  Commissioner Gregory said it was pleasing to see neighbors being able to get along and the 

comments made from both sides about each other.  Commissioner Graham said they were good people.  The 
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motion to approve carried 4-0.  Chairman Quis thanked everyone for attending and for their patience.  The 

hearing was closed. 

 

The record for this hearing, including the staff report and articles provided by Mr. Gislere, is hereby 

incorporated as a part of these minutes by attachment as Appendix C.  Further, the audio recording of this 

hearing is found at Network > moore > shared > Departments > MCAVmeetings > BOC Mtg Recordings > 

2019 > 2019-08-20, and is hereby incorporated by reference.   

 

CONSENT AGENDA 

 

Upon motion made by Commissioner Graham, seconded by Commissioner Daeke, the Board voted 4-0 to 

approve the following consent agenda items: 
 

Minutes: August 6, 2019 Regular Meeting and Closed Session 

Minutes: August 8, 2019 Special Meeting  

Tax Releases/Refunds – July 2019 

Project Budget Ordinance & Resolution for Airport Project #36244.57.13.1 

Budget Amendments 

Resolution Authorizing Upset Bid Process for LRK # 00002437 

Resolution Authorizing Upset Bid Process for LRK # 00045030 

Resolution Authorizing Upset Bid Process for LRK # 00006942 

Resolution Accepting Final High Offer for LRK # 00013811 

Resolution Accepting Final High Offer for LRK # 00047380 

Resolution Accepting Final High Offer for LRK # 00990710 

Release of Bond for Pinehurst Brewery 

Purchase Order and Agreement for Recidivism Reduction Services Program 

Simmons and Simmons Contract Amendment No. 2 

Contract Amendment with Palmetto Bus Sales, LLC 

Contract Amendment with Creative Bus Sales, Inc. 

 

The tax releases/refunds resolutions, Airport project budget ordinance and resolution, budget amendments, 

resolution authorizing the upset bid process for LRK # 00002437, resolution authorizing the upset bid process 

for LRK # 00045030, resolution authorizing the upset bid process for LRK # 00006942, resolution accepting 

the final high offer for LRK # 00013811, resolution accepting the final high offer for LRK # 00047380, 

resolution accepting the final high offer for LRK # 00990710, and the resolution for the release of the bond for 

Pinehurst Brewery are hereby incorporated as a part of these minutes by attachment as Appendices D, E, F, G, 

H, I, J, K, L, and M, respectively.   

 

NEW BUSINESS 

 

Human Resources – Request for Approval of Contract with FirstHealth for Wellness Works 

 

Human Resources Director Dawn Gilbert requested the Board’s approval of a contract with FirstHealth for the 

County’s Wellness Works service.  Upon motion made by Commissioner Daeke, seconded by Commissioner 

Graham, the Board voted 4-0 to award the Wellness Works contract to FirstHealth of the Carolinas.   

 

Information Technology – Request for Approval of Microsoft Enterprise Agreement 

 

Information Technology Director Chris Butts requested the Board’s approval of the Microsoft Enterprise 

Agreement and the Microsoft Select Plus Agreement.  Upon motion made by Commissioner Graham, seconded 

by Commissioner Daeke, the Board voted 4-0 to authorize the Chairman to execute the Microsoft Enterprise 
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Agreement in the amount of $127,542.86/year and the Microsoft Select Plus Agreement in the amount of 

$9,690.00/year to be paid to SHI, the Microsoft reseller. 

 

Public Works – Request for Approval of Sewer Use Ordinance Update 

 

Public Works Director Randy Gould requested the Board’s approval of changes to the Moore County Sewer 

Use Ordinance.  The changes would add the definition of Non-Significant Categorical Industrial User.  Upon 

motion made by Commissioner Graham, seconded by Commissioner Daeke, the Board voted 4-0 to approve the 

changes to the Moore County Sewer Use Ordinance.  The updated ordinance is hereby incorporated as a part of 

these minutes by attachment as Appendix N. 

 

Public Works – Request for Award of Bid and Approval of Project Ordinance Revision 1 for Pinehurst No. 7 

Interceptor Sewer Replacement Project 

 

Public Works Director Randy Gould requested award of a bid for the Pinehurst No. 7 Interceptor Sewer 

Replacement Project as well as a revision to the capital project ordinance.  Upon motion made by 

Commissioner Daeke, seconded by Commissioner Graham, the Board voted 4-0 to award a construction bid to 

BRS, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $2,089,827 for the Pinehurst No. 7 Interceptor Sewer Replacement 

Project and authorize the County Attorney to draft a contract to be considered for approval at a subsequent 

meeting.  Upon motion made by Commissioner Graham, seconded by Commissioner Daeke, the Board voted 4-

0 to approve capital project ordinance revision 1 for the Pinehurst No. 7 Interceptor Sewer Replacement Project 

and authorize the Chairman to sign.  The project ordinance is hereby incorporated as a part of these minutes by 

attachment as Appendix O. 

 

Public Works – Request for Approval of Taylortown Emergency Water Purchase Agreement 

 

Public Works Director Randy Gould requested the Board’s approval of an emergency water purchase agreement 

with the Town of Taylortown.  Upon motion made by Commissioner Daeke, seconded by Commissioner 

Graham, the Board voted 4-0 to approve the emergency water purchase agreement with the Town of 

Taylortown, NC and authorize the Chairman to sign. 

 

Public Works – Request for Approval of Resolutions for System Development Fee Capital Reserve Fund for 

Public Utilities and Water Pollution Control Plant 

 

Public Works Director Randy Gould requested the Board’s approval of resolutions regarding capital reserve 

funds for the System Development Fee.  Upon motion made by Chairman Quis, seconded by Commissioner 

Daeke, the Board voted 4-0 to approve the revised actual amounts of SDF collected for Public Utilities 

($254,586) and Water Pollution Control Plant ($42,892) for FY 18-19.  Upon motion made by Commissioner 

Daeke, seconded by Commissioner Graham, the Board voted 4-0 to approve to use the FY 18-19 actual SDF for 

Public Utilities ($254,586) and Water Pollution Control Plant ($42,892) toward debt payments in FY 19-20 

associated with the SDF revenue that has been collected.  Upon motion made by Commissioner Daeke, 

seconded by Commissioner Graham, the Board voted 4-0 to approve FY 19-20 appropriations for the estimated 

SDF for both Public Utilities ($214,000) and Water Pollution Control Plant ($40,000).  The resolutions are 

hereby incorporated as a part of these minutes by attachment as Appendix P. 

 

Public Works – Request for Consideration of Sewer Rates for Town of Hoffman 

 

Public Works Director Randy Gould asked the Board to consider a request by the Town of Hoffman for reduced 

sewer rates for the Town’s newly constructed sewer system which will discharge into the Moore County Water 

Pollution Control Plant.  Mr. Gould reviewed the history of the current fee as established and said staff did not 

recommend that the rate be reduced because that would not be consistent with the rate charged to other out of 
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county users.  Commissioner Graham said that although she thought the Board would like to help the Town, she 

did not think the County could start making exceptions for what was charged.  Upon motion made by 

Commissioner Graham, seconded by Commissioner Daeke, the Board voted 4-0 to implement the rates 

established in the approved agreement with the Town of Hoffman. 

 

Finance – Request for Approval of Sale and Issuance Resolution for General Obligation School Bonds, Series 

2019B 

 

Finance Director Caroline Xiong introduced a Sale and Issuance Resolution for General Obligation Bonds for 

the new Pinehurst Elementary School project and reviewed associated information.  Upon motion made by 

Chairman Quis, seconded by Commissioner Daeke, the Board voted 4-0 to proceed with the adoption of the 

resolution providing for the Sale and Issuance of not to exceed $38,000,000 General Obligation School Bonds, 

Series 2019B which will provide the funds to build the new Pinehurst Elementary School.  The resolution is 

hereby incorporated as a part of these minutes by attachment as Appendix Q. 

 

Administration – Request for Approval of Updated Public Use of Facilities and Grounds Policy 

 

County Manager Wayne Vest presented for the Board’s approval an updated facilities use policy and shared that 

the policy had not been updated since 2006.  He noted the addition of the word “flags” in the Signs section on 

page 4, which was an addition since the Board had received a copy in the meeting packet.  Chairman Quis 

expressed his appreciation for the flexibility in the fee schedule and thanked staff for their work on the policy.  

Upon motion made by Commissioner Daeke, seconded by Commissioner Graham, the Board voted 4-0 to adopt 

the updated Moore County Public Use of County Facilities and Grounds Policy as presented by the County 

Manager and authorize the Chairman to sign the same.  The policy is hereby incorporated as a part of these 

minutes by attachment as Appendix R. 

 

APPOINTMENTS 

 

Juvenile Crime Prevention Council 

 

Upon motion made by Commissioner Graham, seconded by Commissioner Daeke, the Board voted 4-0 to 

appoint Bernice Critcher as the DSS representative member to the Juvenile Crime Prevention Council for a two-

year term expiring August 31, 2021. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

There being no further business, Chairman Quis adjourned the August 20, 2019, regular meeting of the Moore 

County Board of Commissioners at 8:51pm. 

 

 

 

        __________________________________________ 

        Francis R. Quis, Jr., Chairman 

 

 

 

__________________________________ 

Laura M. Williams, Clerk to the Board 
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Agenda Item:_____ _____ 
Meeting Date: September 3, 2019 

 
 
MEMORANDUM TO THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

 
FROM:  Rachel Patterson, GIS  
 
DATE:  September 3, 2019 
 
SUBJECT: Resolution for Abandonment of Gretchen Rd (SR 1307)  

from the State Secondary System   
 
PRESENTER:  Rachel Patterson 
 
REQUEST: 
This is a request to remove Gretchen Rd from the North Carolina State Secondary Road 
maintenance system. 
 
BACKGROUND: 

 Gretchen Rd (SR 1307) is located off between NC 73 Hwy and Carthage Rd (SR 1229) in 
the Mineral Springs township.  

 The North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) requested a 
recommendation from the Board of Commissioners on the abandonment of the road. 

 The NCDOT District Supervisor submitted a letter to the County stating the request was 
investigated and NCDOT plans to recommend abandonment if a resolution is adopted by 
the Board of Commissioners supporting the request. 

 In accordance with G.S. 136-63, the Board of Commissioners may request the Board of 
Transportation change or abandon any road in the secondary system when the best 
interest of the people of the County will be served. 

 Gretchen Rd will return to a private road status as requested by the owner Johnson 
Improvement Company (Parcel IDs 00020651 & 00991617) who requested the attached 
NCDOT Abandonment Petition. 

 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN: 
If approved, the attached resolution will be forwarded to NCDOT for them to proceed with 
abandonment of the road. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT STATEMENT: 
No fiscal impact to the County. 
 
RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY: 
Staff respectfully requests to make a motion to approve the attached resolution supporting the 
abandonment of maintenance for Gretchen Rd (SR 1307), as shown on the submitted map, from 
the North Carolina System of Secondary Roads upon meeting all criteria as established and 
approved by the North Carolina Department of Transportation and authorize the Vice Chair to 
sign the same. 
 
SUPPORTING ATTACHMENTS: 
Vicinity Map, Letter from the NCDOT District Supervisor, Petition for Abandonment, and 
Resolution for Abandonment 
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  STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 

  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

ROY COOPER  JAMES H. TROGDON, III 
GOVERNOR   SECRETARY 

    
 

Mailing Address: 
NC DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DIVISION 8 – DISTRICT 2  
902 N. SANDHILLS BLVD. 
ABERDEEN, NC  28315 

Telephone: (910) 944-7621 
Fax: (910) 944-5623 

Customer Service:  1-877-368-4968 
 

Website: www.ncdot.gov 

Location: 
              902 N. SANDHILLS BLVD. 

ABERDEEN, NC 28315 
 

 

February 22, 2019 
 
Moore County  
 
Mr. Frank Quis, Chair  
Moore County Board of Commissioners  
P.O. Box 1262,  
Carthage, NC 28327  
 
Subject: Abandonment - 0.99 miles Gretchen Road (SR 1307), in Moore  
County, Deed Book 324, Page 466  
 
Dear Mr. Quis:  
 
Per GS: 136-63, this letter is to request appropriate resolution for the abandonment of the above-
mentioned road, SR 1307, also known as Gretchen Road. Please find attached the request for road 
abandonment, property history worksheet, street summary, deed for the property and a county map 
showing the location of this road. This office has investigated the subject street and has agreed to 
grant the property owners’ request for abandonment.  
 
If you would forward the resolution directly to this office, I will attach it with other necessary 
documents and forward it through proper channels for abandonment from the State System.  
 
Yours truly,  
 
 
Matthew Kitchen 
District Engineer  
 
MK/djp  
 
Attachment  
 
cc: Lisa Mathis, Board Member  
Brandon H. Jones, P.E., Division Engineer  
Josh Brooks, County Maintenance Engineer  
Laura M. Williams, Clerk to the Moore County Board of Commissioners  
File 





FRM14-YY  Revised 8-07-14 

PROPERTY HISTORY WORKSHEET 
Instructions:  The purpose of the worksheet is to determine how best to proceed with Secondary Road Abandonment, 
Residue Property, Surplus Right of Way and Control of Access Revisions.  The District Engineer will complete 
Section 1, and send the worksheet to the Division Right of Way Agent, who will complete Sections 2 & 3, and return 
the worksheet and supporting documents to the requesting District Engineer.   The completed worksheet must 
accompany all requests for surplus r/w disposals and all requests for control of access revisions. 

SECTION 1 REQUESTING DISTRICT ENGINEER: Matthew Kitchen, PE  

Division  8 County: Moore City/Town: N/A 

TIP No. N/A Route: SR 1307 

State Project No. N/A F.A. Project No. N/A 

Station(s): N/A 

Requesting Party or Agent for Requesting Party: Johnson Improvement Co. – Adjoining property owner 

Property location: 397 Gretchen Road - West End, NC 

SECTION 2 PROPERTY RESEARCH: 

R/W or Easements  obtained by:   Fee Simple,  R/W Agreement,  Permanent Easement,  Maintenance/Plat,  

R/W or Easements obtained by Condemnation:  
 Yes   No  - If yes, answer two questions to right 

1.Was it a total take   Yes,   No - If no, answer #2. 
2. Does condemned party still own remainder  Yes,  No 

 
Was it recorded?  

 
 Yes 

 
 No 

 
If yes, Book 

 
      

 
, Page 

 
      

 
(attach copy) 

Is there controlled access?  Yes  No Is the area landlocked?  Yes  No 

Are plans from the acquisition available?  Yes  No (if yes, attach copy)                                      

List names of all owners adjoining surplus or C/A revision (Attach copy of GIS or Tax Map showing owners): 

      

SECTION 3 DETERMINATION: 

X SECONDARY ROAD ABANDONMENT:  Area is along an existing Secondary Road, does not  

 
involve control of access or a TIP Project, and was acquired by a secondary road agreement, plat, or by 
maintenance.  To be handled by the District Engineer as secondary road abandonment. 

      RESIDUE PROPERTY:  Area is outside the right of way limits. The area was purchased in 

 
conjunction with the  settlement of the right of way acquisition claim.  To be handled by the District 
Engineer, Division Engineer, Division Right of Way Agent, and the Right of Way Unit. 

      SURPLUS RIGHT OF WAY/EASEMENTS:  All rights of way or easements acquired or held by  

 

DOT on all roads, except secondary road abandonments as defined above.  To be handled by the 
District Engineer, Division Engineer, R/W Disposal and Control of Access Review Committee, and 
Chief Engineer.  

      CONTROL OF ACCESS REVISION:  Area is within the control of access limits on all completed 

 

highway projects or completed parcels on  highway projects under construction.  To be handled by the 
District Engineer, Division Engineer, R/W Disposal and Control of Access Review Committee and 
Chief Engineer. (C/A revisions on unresolved condemned parcels are not reviewed by the Committee) 

  
 

 
 
 

02/22/19 
Agree that Request is for Surplus R/W 

 – Assistant State Negotiator 
 Division Right of Way Agent Date 

 

CC: Secondary Roads Program Manager 



0.99 miles



North Carolina Department of Transportation 
Division of Highways 

Secondary Road Abandonment Investigation Report 
 
 
County Moore Co. File No. 63-314 Date 02/07/2019 
Township Mineral Springs  Div. File No. 863-314      Div.# 08 
 
 
SR No. & Local Name If Any  SR 1307 Gretchen Road  
Length To Be Abandoned  0.99 miles  Length To Be Retained (if applicable) 0.0 
Width 20 feet Type Gravel  Condition Fair  
Number of homes having entrances into road  0 
Other uses having entrances into road  0 
Is the road a school bus route?  No  
Average Daily Traffic Count (estimated)  No Traffic Count Data Available  
Date of last State maintenance performed Approximately April 2017 
Is the road a mail route?  No 
Are there any bridges, pipe > 48’’or retaining walls 
present in the right of way?  

No 

Is a petition for this request attached?  Yes       
Is the County Commissioners’ Approval attached?  No 
If not, give reason  See Attached Letter 
Additional information applicable Gretchen Road is located between NC 73 and 

Carthage Rd. 
      
 
Submitted by _____________________ Reviewed and Approved ___________________ 
 DISTRICT ENGINEER  DIVISION ENGINEER 

Reviewed and Approved 
BOARD OF TRANSPORTATION MEMBER ________________________________________ 
  
 Do not write in this space- For Use by Secondary 

Roads Unit 
 
 
 
 
 
Petition # 

 
Form SR-5 (11/05/2007)    
 









SR 1307
Gretchen Rd.



RESOLUTION FOR THE ABANDONMENT OF STREETS OR ROADS FROM THE 
NORTH CAROLINA STATE SECONDARY ROAD SYSTEM 

 
 WHEREAS, the attached petition has been filed with the Board of Commissioners of the 
County of Moore requesting that Gretchen Rd (SR 1307) be removed from the North Carolina 
State Secondary Road System; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners is of the opinion that the above 
described road should be removed from the North Carolina State Secondary Road System, if the 
removal meets the criteria established by the North Carolina Department of Transportation. 
  
 NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of County Commissioners 
of the County of Moore, in accordance with N.C.G.S 136-63, that the North Carolina 
Department of Transportation is hereby requested to review the abandonment request that 
Gretchen Rd (SR 1307), and to abandon the road if it meets the criteria established by the  
North Carolina Department of Transportation. 
 
Adopted this the 3rd day of September, 2019. 
 
 
 ________________________________ 
 Catherine Graham, Vice Chair 
 Moore County Board of Commissioners 
ATTEST: 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
____________________________ 
Laura Williams, Clerk to the Board 
Moore County Board of Commissioners 
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Agenda Item: __________ 
Meeting Date: September 3, 2019   

 
MEMORANDUM TO THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

 
FROM:  Debra Ensminger 
   Planning & Transportation Director 
 
DATE:  August 21, 2019 
 
SUBJECT: Gretchen Pines Major Conservation Subdivision - Board Order 

Approval 
 
PRESENTER:  Debra Ensminger 
 
REQUEST 
Request the Board of Commissioners approval of the Gretchen Pines Major Conservation 
Subdivision Board Order of the Conditional Use Permit for Gretchen Pines Major Conservation 
Subdivision approved by the Board of Commissioners during their regularly scheduled meeting 
on August 20, 2019.  
 
BACKGROUND 
The Board of Commissioners held the Quasi-Judicial Hearing of a Conditional Use Permit 
request for Gretchen Pines Major Conservation Subdivision by Peter C. Mace on approximately 
211.85 acres.  
 
The Board of Commissioners unanimously (4-0) approved the Conditional Use Permit for 
Gretchen Pines Major Conservation Subdivision. 

 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
Upon approval the Conditional Use Permit will be issued.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
No financial impact to the County’s FY 2019-2020 budget.   
 
RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY 
Make a motion to approve the Gretchen Pines Major Conservation Subdivision Board Order as 
presented and allow the Vice Chair to sign.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Board Order 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA  BEFORE THE MOORE COUNTY 
  BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS  
COUNTY OF MOORE  FILE NO.: ________________ ____ 
 
Applicant:  Peter C. Mace           ) ORDER OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND 

  ) CONCLUSIONS IN SUPPORT OF  
ParID #      20190017        ) GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE 
       (formerly 00020651)    ) PERMIT 
       
 
THIS CAUSE, being heard by the Moore County Board of Commissioners on August 20, 2019 
at 5:30 p.m. in the Historic Courthouse, 2nd Floor Meeting Room, Carthage, NC for a quasi-
judicial hearing on Peter C. Mace’s application for a Conditional Use Permit: Gretchen Pines 
Major Conservation Subdivision located on Gretchen Road, West End, NC, owned by TKCSJM 
Harris, LLC, per Deed Book 5090, Page 463. It appearing that the Moore County Board of 
Commissioners has proper jurisdiction over the parties and subject matter and that the parties are 
properly before the Moore County Board of Commissioners. After reviewing the documents of 
record and hearing from all parties and witnesses, the Board of Commissioners by sufficient 
evidence, based on the standards and Unified Development Ordinance of Moore County, NC 
enters the following order. 
 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
 

1. That all parties were notified of the hearing; and 
 

2. The Applicant is Peter C. Mace, and 
 

3. The Property Owner is TKCSJM  Harris, LLC; and 
 
4. That all witnesses were sworn and testified; and 

 
5. The Applicant, Peter C. Mace is requesting to develop Gretchen Pines, a Major Conservation 

Subdivision; and 
 
6. That the property is zoned Rural Agricultural-20 (RA-20) and allows the proposed use upon 

issuance of a Conditional Use Permit. 
 
7. That the proposed site details are as follows: 
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Zoning Rural Agricultural - 20 (RA-20) 
Acreage 211.85 acres 
Watershed Little River (Vass) WS-III-BW 
Highway Corridor Overlay N/A 
Floodplain N/A 
Historical Use Undeveloped 

 
8. That the applicant agreed to the following conditions below at the Quasi-Judicial Hearing of 

even date herewith: 
 

1. A thirty (30) foot buffer along the property lines which abut Clyde Auman’s property 
(ParID 00014279, 98000198, 00022564).  

2. The developer shall complete the following items before construction begins or as 
otherwise indicated: 
a. Subdivision Decision Sign – The applicant shall post a “Subdivision Decision” sign 

on the site and provide evidence to the Administrator within 10 days of preliminary 
plat approval, including contact information of the Administrator, for a minimum of 
10 days to notify the neighbors of the subdivision decision, or the plat shall be null 
and void.  

b. Inspections Schedule – The applicant, prior to commencing any work within the 
subdivision, shall make arrangements with the Administrator to provide for adequate 
inspections. 

c. Street Names – All roads shall comply with the applicable provisions of the “Moore 
County Road Name and Addressing Ordinance.” 

d. Utility Construction Plans – Shall be approved by the Moore County Public Utilities, 
Fire Marshal, and other applicable agencies. 

e. NCDOT Driveway Permit Approval. 
f. Street Design Standards – The streets including drainage shall be design, constructed, 

and paved in accordance with the most current edition of NCDOT’s “Subdivision 
Roads Minimum Construction Standards” as approved by the NCDOT. 

g. Applicant is required to erect, at their expense, street name signs and traffic controls 
to state and county standards at all intersections. 

h. Sediment Erosion Control Plan Approval by NCDEQ prior to any site disturbing 
activity.  

i. Cluster mailboxes - Approval of installation by Building Inspections. 
j. Soil Evaluations Report – For each lot submitted by a licensed Soil Scientist as 

approved by the Moore County Environmental Health Department required before 
final plat approval. 

k. Street Tree Details – Approved by the Planning Department (installation and 
inspection required before a Certificate of Occupancy is issued for each lot). 

l. HOA – Bylaws and restrictive covenants approved before final plat approval to 
include that open space, cluster mailboxes, streets, and common areas will be 
maintained by the HOA.  
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m. All other provisions as indicated in Chapter 18 of the Unified Development 
Ordinance, and any other applicable local and state requirement, before construction 
begins and/or final plat approval. 

 
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact the Moore County Board of Commissioners makes the 
following Conclusions with respect to the requested conditional use: 

1. The use will not materially endanger the public health or safety if located where proposed 
and developed according to plan; The proposed use is residential which is consistent 
with the residential uses in the area, and therefore does not pose danger to life or 
property. 

2. The use meets all required conditions and specifications; Specifically the proposed use 
meets the Unified Development Ordinance regulations per Chapter 18 Subdivisions.  

3. The use will not substantially injure the value of adjoining or abutting property unless the 
use is a public necessity; Due to the proposed use being residential which is consistent 
with the residential uses in the area the possibility of injuring property value is not a 
concern.   

4. The use will be in harmony with the surrounding area and compatible with the 
surrounding neighborhood; Due to the existing area including residential land uses the 
proposed use, being residential, is in harmony with the surrounding area.  

5.  The use will be in general conformity with the approved Moore County Land Use Plan. 
The proposed use is reflected in the goals of the Moore County Land Use Plan 
adopted in November 2013: Action 1.5.2: Support new developments that utilize 
existing or implement planned infrastructure that most economically preserves open 
space and important historical, natural and cultural features; Action 1.8.5: Support 
and promote infill development that will optimize the use of existing infrastructure; 
Recommendation 3.1: Maximize accessibility among living, working, and shopping 
areas; Action 3.1.1: Adopt policies that encourage development of mixed land uses, 
as appropriate, to provide easy access, reduce travel time, and improve convenience 
among uses surrounding the County’s established towns and villages; Action 3.2.5: 
Ensure Best Management Practices (BMPs) are followed to reduce runoff; Action 
3.2.9: Buffer riparian areas, floodplains and wetlands from development and 
promote the use of stormwater best management practices (BMPs) for development 
near these natural features; Recommendation 3.4: Encourage development in areas 
where the necessary infrastructure (roads, water, sewer, and schools) are available, 
planned or most cost-efficiently be provided and extended to serve development; 
and Action 3.4.3: Utilize existing public rights-of-way for utility purposes in an 
effort to reduce the need for new rights-of-way and easements in the future. 

 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED: 

 
The Conditional Use Permit request of Peter C. Mace is hereby GRANTED for the reasons 
stated above. The Conditional Use Permit shall expire (2) years from the date of issuance unless 
the proposed development is pursued as set forth in the Moore County Unified Development 
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Ordinance. Continued compliance with the original site plan and this permit issued by the Board 
shall entitle applicants to the continued use of the property.  
 
A copy of these FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS shall be filed with the Clerk of the County 
of Moore, and a copy of such order shall be served by certified mail, return receipt to the 
applicant Peter C. Mace and shall be served by means of certified mail, return receipt requested 
upon any person specifically requesting service of the same.   
 
So ORDERED this the 3rd  day of September.  
 
       ________________________ 
       Catherine Graham, Vice Chair 
       Moore County Board of Commissioners  
 
Attest:  ______________________________ 
 Laura Williams, Clerk to the Board 



 

Agenda Item: __________ 
Meeting Date: September 3, 2019   

 
MEMORANDUM TO THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

 
FROM:  Debra Ensminger 
   Planning & Transportation Director 
 
DATE:  August 21, 2019 
 
SUBJECT: Overnight Kennel - Board Order Approval 
 
PRESENTER:  Debra Ensminger 
 
REQUEST 
The Board of Commissioners approval of the Home Occupation Level 2 - Overnight Kennel and 
accessory Grooming and Pet Day Care Board Order of the Conditional Use Permit for the use of 
a Home Occupation Level 2 - Overnight Kennel and accessory Grooming and Pet Day Care 
approved by the Board of Commissioners during their regularly scheduled meeting on August 
20, 2019.  
 
BACKGROUND 
The Board of Commissioners held the public hearing of a Conditional Use Permit request for the 
use of a Home Occupation Level 2 - Overnight Kennel and accessory Grooming and Pet Day 
Care by Charles Bennett on approximately 20.24 acres.  
 
The Board of Commissioners unanimously (4-0) approved the Conditional Use Permit for the 
use of a Home Occupation Level 2 - Overnight Kennel and accessory Grooming and Pet Day 
Care. 

 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
Upon approval the Conditional Use Permit will be issued.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
No financial impact to the County’s FY 2019-2020 budget.   
 
RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY 
Make a motion to approve the Home Occupation Level 2 - Overnight Kennel and accessory 
Grooming and Pet Day Care Board Order as presented and allow the Vice Chair to sign.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Board Order 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA  BEFORE THE MOORE COUNTY 
  BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS  
COUNTY OF MOORE  FILE NO.: ________________ ____ 
 
Applicant:  Charles Bennett     ) ORDER OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND 

  ) CONCLUSIONS IN SUPPORT OF  
ParID #      20070229      ) GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE 
        ) PERMIT 
       
 
THIS CAUSE, being heard by the Moore County Board of Commissioners on August 20, 2019 
at 5:30 p.m. in the Historic Courthouse, 2nd Floor Meeting Room, Carthage, NC for a quasi-
judicial hearing on Charles Bennett’s application for a Conditional Use Permit: Home 
Occupation Level 2 - Overnight Kennel and Accessory Grooming and Pet Day Care located at 
4101 NC 24-27, West End, NC, owned by Charles Bennett per Deed Book 3561, Page 367. It 
appearing that the Moore County Board of Commissioners has proper jurisdiction over the 
parties and subject matter and that the parties are properly before the Moore County Board of 
Commissioners. After reviewing the documents of record and hearing from all parties and 
witnesses, the Board of Commissioners by sufficient evidence, based on the standards and 
Unified Development Ordinance of Moore County, NC enters the following order. 
 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
 

1. That all parties were notified of the hearing; and 
 

2. The Applicant is Charles Bennett, and 
 

3. The Property Owner is Charles Bennett; and 
 
4. That all witnesses were sworn and testified; and 

 
5. The Applicant, Charles Bennett is requesting to operate a Home Occupation Level 2 - 

Overnight Kennel and Accessory Grooming and Pet Day Care; and 
 
6. That the property is zoned Rural Agricultural (RA) and allows the proposed use upon 

issuance of a Conditional Use Permit; and 
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7. That the proposed site details are as follows: 
 

Zoning Rural Agricultural (RA) 
Acreage 20.24 acres 
Watershed Little River (Intake #2) WS-III-BW 
Highway Corridor Overlay N/A 
Floodplain N/A 
Historical Use Single Family Residential 

 
8. That the applicant agreed to the conditions below at the Quasi-Judicial Hearing of even date 

herewith: 
1. All dogs staying at the facility will be enclosed at night and be required to sleep in an 

indoor kennel; 
2. The applicant will locate the building within the existing tree line and will update the site 

plan to the correct distance being a minimum 240 feet from the front property line;  
3. The stick built building will be fully insulated; 
4. The chain link fence surrounding each pen will include a sound barrier; 
5. The side and rear vegetative buffer shall be 100 feet wide; 
6. There shall be no more than 32 dogs within the facility at one time; and 
7. No dogs shall be outside between the hours of 6pm to 6am. 
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact the Moore County Board of Commissioners makes the 
following Conclusions with respect to the requested conditional use: 

1. The use will not materially endanger the public health or safety if located where proposed 
and developed according to plan; The Overnight Kennel will generate a minimum 
amount of traffic and will have a low impact on adjacent land uses, and therefore 
does not pose danger to life or property. 

2. The use meets all required conditions and specifications; Specifically, the proposed use 
meets the Unified Development Ordinance specific use regulations per Section 8.22. 

3. The use will not substantially injure the value of adjoining or abutting property unless the 
use is a public necessity; Due to the low land use impact in the area the possibility of 
injuring property value is not a concern.  

4. The location and character of the use, if developed according to the plan as submitted and 
approved, will be in harmony with the area in which it is to be located and will be in 
general conformity with the approved Moore County Land Use Plan. The proposed use 
is reflected in the goals of the Moore County Land Use Plan adopted in November 
2013.  Specifically, Recommendation 1.7: Support and promote local businesses.  
Action 1.7.3: Ensure land use policies allow a wide variety of home occupations.   
Action 1.7.4: Implement land use policies that allow for “commercial and light 
industrial home occupations” with some reasonable conditions endorsed by the 
community.  
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED: 
 
The Conditional Use Permit request of Charles Bennett is hereby GRANTED for the reasons 
stated above. The Conditional Use Permit shall expire (2) years from the date of issuance unless 
the proposed development is pursued as set forth in the Moore County Unified Development 
Ordinance. Continued compliance with the original site plan and this permit issued by the Board 
shall entitle applicants to the continued use of the property.  
 
A copy of these FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS shall be filed with the Clerk of the County 
of Moore, and a copy of such order shall be served by certified mail, return receipt to the 
applicant Charles Bennett and shall be served by means of certified mail, return receipt requested 
upon any person specifically requesting service of the same.   
 
So ORDERED this the 3rd  day of September.  
 
       ________________________ 
       Catherine Graham, Vice Chair 
       Moore County Board of Commissioners  
 
Attest:  ______________________________ 
 Laura Williams, Clerk to the Board 
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 Agenda Item:    
        Meeting Date:  September, 2019 
 
MEMORANDUM TO BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS:     
    
FROM:  Randy G. Gould, Public Works Director   
 
DATE:  August 28, 2019  
 
SUBJECT:  Revised Vehicles Purchase Contract  
 
PRESENTER: Randy G. Gould, PE 
 
REQUEST: 
Execute the revised purchase contract for the  purchase of  five (5)  trucks for the Public Works 
Department. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
Five compact trucks are scheduled for replacement in the Fiscal Year 2018-19.  The NCSA 
Cooperative Purchasing Program was used as the basis for pricing of the compact trucks. 
Additionally bids were received through an Invitation for Informal Bids released by the Moore 
County Finance Department.  Fred Anderson Nissan provided the lowest price of $126,565.  The 
authorization of the Chairman to sign the contract was made by the Board of Commissioners at their 
meeting on March 5, 2019. 
 
There was a problem with the signatory provided by Fred Anderson Nissan, so another contract has 
been created by the County Attorney’s office to include the proper signatory party.  Additionally the 
delivery date has been extended to December 30, 2019.   
 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN: 
Authorize revised contract with Fred Anderson Nissan to be signed. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT STATEMENT: 
The replacement of these vehicles is a budgeted item.   
 
RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY: 
Make a motion to authorize the chairman or vice chairman to sign the revised contract with Fred 
Anderson Nissan in the total amount of $126,565 for the purchase of five (5) compact trucks. 
 
SUPPORTING ATTACHMENTS: 
Revised Contract with Fred Anderson Nissan 
 
I:PublicWorks/Assets/Vehicles/2019/Memo to Board090319 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA PURCHASE CONTRACT 
 
COUNTY OF MOORE 

 
 

This Contract is made the 1st day of April, 2019, between the County of Moore, a political 
subdivision of the State of North Carolina (the “County”), and Fred Anderson Nissan, Inc. a 
business corporation formed under the laws of the State of North Carolina (the “Seller”). 

 
1. Description of Goods 

 
The Seller will transfer and deliver to the County, and the County, subject to the conditions 
set forth in this Contract, will take delivery and accept the Goods, as provided for in 
Attachment 1 and 2, which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference as if fully set 
forth herein. 

 
Seller agrees that all Goods must fully conform to this Contract and failure to adhere to any 
portion, including but not limited to, quantity, quality, and time of performance, will 
constitute a breach. 

 
2. Time of Delivery 

 
The Seller will deliver the Goods covered by this Contract to the County on or before  
December 30, 2019.  Delivery will be made to the Public Works Department which is located 
at 5227 US-15 in Carthage, North Carolina.  The parties mutually agree that time is of the 
essence. 
 

3. Payment 
 
The County will pay the Seller $126,565.00, which includes delivery.  Payment will occur 
within 30 days of delivery of the Goods.  The County is responsible for the payment of any 
State of North Carolina taxes and registration fees. 
 

4. Inspection 
 

The County will have the right to inspect and test the Goods prior to acceptance. 
 
5. Risk of Loss and Title 
 

The risk of loss will pass to the County upon delivery of the Goods.  In addition, title to the 
Goods will pass to the County upon delivery. 
 

6. Dealer Emblems 
 
Decals or markings of any type pertaining to advertising of the dealer are not allowed. 



 

FN 19-0092 Page 2 of 6 

7. Service Requirements 
 

The vehicle must be properly serviced and in first class operating condition when delivered.  
The Seller is responsible for servicing the vehicle, in addition to any prior factory servicing, 
as follows: 
 
a. Complete lubrication; 
b. Check all fluid levels to ensure they are filled to manufacturer’s recommended capacity 

(crankcase, differential, radiator, power steering, transmission, etc.); 
c. A minimum of seven and a half (7.5) gallons of fuel at time of delivery; 
d. Tires inflated to the correct pressure; 
e. Check to ensure operation of all mechanical and electrical features; 
f. Check to ensure there are no defects in the appearance of the Goods; and 
g. Thorough cleaning, including washing, if necessary. 
 

8. Waiver 
 
The failure by one party to require performance of any provision of this Contract will not 
affect that party's right to require performance at any time thereafter or to enforce other 
remedies available to it by law or under this Contract.  In addition, no waiver of any breach 
or default of this Contract will constitute a waiver of any subsequent breach or default or a 
waiver of the provision itself. 

 
9. Warranties 
 

The Seller represents and warrants that: 
 
a. It is a limited partnership, validly existing and in good standing under the laws of the 

State of North Carolina and is qualified to do business in North Carolina; 
b. It has the requisite power and authority to execute, deliver and perform its obligations 

under this Contract; 
c. The Goods comply with all requirements set forth in this Contract; 
d. The Goods are free of defects in title, claims, liens, labor, material or fabrication; 
e. The Goods are suitable for the purposes intended; and 
f. The Goods are of merchantable quality. 

 
10. Default 

 
In the event the Seller defaults by one of the following, the County may, by written notice to 
the Seller, cancel all or any part of this order or exercise any other remedy allowed under 
law: 
 
a. Non-delivery, as required; 
b. Not providing adequate assurance of performance; or 
c. Breaches any term or condition of this Contract, 
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11. Assignment 
 
This Contract is not assignable by either party, by operation of law or otherwise. 

 
12. Indemnification 

 
To the fullest extent permitted by law, the Seller will indemnify and hold harmless the 
County, its officials, agents, and employees from and against all claims, damages, losses, and 
expenses, direct, indirect, or consequential (including but not limited to fees and charges of 
engineers or architects, attorneys, and other professionals and costs related to court action or 
arbitration) arising out of or resulting from this Contract or the actions of the Seller, its 
officials, employees, or contractors under this Contract or under contracts entered into by the 
Seller in connection with this Contract.  This indemnification will survive the termination of 
this Contract. 

 
13. Governing Law 

 
The validity of this Contract and any of its terms or provisions, as well as the rights and 
duties of the parties to this Contract, are governed by the laws of the State of North Carolina.  
All actions relating to this Contract will be brought in the General Court of Justice in Moore 
County, North Carolina. 
 

14. Severability 
 
If any provision of this Contract is held to be void, illegal, unenforceable, or in conflict with 
any law, the validity of the remaining portions and provisions of this Contract will not be 
affected. 
 

15. Notices 
 
All notices which may be required by this Contract or any rule of law will be effective when 
received by certified mail sent to the following addresses: 
 

COUNTY: MOORE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS 
 ATTN:  RANDY GOULD, DIRECTOR 
 P.O. BOX 905 
 CARTHAGE, NC  28327 
 
SELLER: FRED ANDERSON NISSAN OF RALEIGH 
 ATTN:  DANIEL YOUNGBLOOD 
 9225 GLENWOOD AVENUE 
 RALEIGH, NC 27617 
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16. Non-Exclusive Agreement 
 

The County and Seller acknowledge that this is a non-exclusive agreement.  The County may 
purchase like or similar Goods from other sellers and the Seller may sell like or similar 
Goods to other buyers. 
 

17. Modification 
 
This Contract can be modified or rescinded only by written agreement of the Parties. 

 
18. Entire Agreement 

 
This Contract and Attachment 1 and 2 constitute the entire understanding between the parties 
and supersedes all prior understandings and agreements, whether oral or written, relating to 
the subject matter hereof. 
 

19. Headings 
 
Subject headings are for convenience only and will not affect the construction or 
interpretation of any provision. 
 

20. Entire Agreement 
 

This Contract and Attachments (1 and2) constitute the entire understanding between the 
parties and supersedes all prior understandings and agreements, whether oral or written, 
relating to the subject matter hereof. 
 
 

The parties have expressed their agreement to these terms by causing this Contract to be 
executed by their duly authorized officers or agents.  This agreement is effective as of the date 
first written above. 
 
COUNTY OF MOORE  FRED ANDERSON NISSAN, INC. 
 
 
__________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Francis R. Quis, Jr., Chairman  Daniel Youngblood 
Board of Commissioners   
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________ 
Laura M. Williams 
Clerk to the Board  
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PREAUDIT CERTIFICATE 
 
This instrument has been preaudited in the manner required by the Local Government Budget 
and Fiscal Control Act. 
 
  
Finance Officer  



ATTACHMENT 1 
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VEHICLE SPECIFICATIONS 
 
 
 

The Goods and quantity of each to be sold by the Seller to the County are as follows: 
 

Description Qty. Unit Price Total 

2019 Nissan Frontier King Cab SC 6 Cylinder 4WD 
 
5 

 
$25,313.00 

 
$126,565.00 

 
 
The base price of each of the 5 trucks is $21,502.00.  The up-fit package for each is $3,811.00.  
Each truck costs $25, 313.00 for a total of $126,565.00. 

 
Attachment 2 contains additional specifications for the purchase of the 5 trucks. 

 



















Community Transportation Program Application– Call To – Staff Report 
 

                               Agenda Item:                             
Meeting Date: September 3, 2019  

 
 
MEMORANDUM TO THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

 
FROM:  Debra Ensminger 
   Planning & Transportation Director  
 
DATE:  August 23, 2019 
 
SUBJECT: Call to Public Hearing for the FY20/21 5311 Community Transportation 

Program Application 
 
PRESENTER:  Debra Ensminger 
 
 
REQUEST 
This is a request to call for a public hearing on September 17, 2019 regarding the FY20/21 5311 
Community Transportation Program Application.  
 
BACKGROUND  
Moore County received their Community Transportation Program application packet on July 8, 2019. 
The requested funding for 5311 Administrative portion is $304,630.00. The 5311 grant includes 
funding for Administrative expenses such as salaries of the administrative staff: Transportation 
Manager (100%), Transportation Office Coordinator (100%), one (1) part time Office Assistant III 
(100%), and the Director (33%); fringe benefits and other associated expenses such as drug & alcohol 
testing, uniforms, office supplies, telephone, travel and training, marketing, computer support, dues 
and insurance. 
 
The requested funding for the 5311 Capital portion of the grant application is $122,159.00. The capital 
expense includes the replacement of one (1) van that has reached its life expectancy, administrative 
staff computers and an upgrade to the current camera system within the vans. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
Hold a public hearing on September 17, 2019. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT STATEMENT  
The 5311 Administrative grant portion requires a 15% local match of $45,695.00 and the 5311 Capital 
grant portion requires a 10% match of $12,216.00 for a total of $57,911.00.  The local share will be 
funded through contract revenues. 
 
RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY 
Make a motion to call for a public hearing on September 17, 2019 regarding the FY20/21 5311 
Community Transportation Program Application 
 
SUPPORTING ATTACHMENTS
FY20/21 5311 Community Transportation Program application 
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NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF 

TRANSPORTATION 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Program Overview 

Combined Capital  
(Federal Section 5311, 5311 Appalachian, 5307, 5339) 

 

 

 

 

 

North Carolina Department of Transportation 

Public Transportation Division 

July 8, 2019 
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  Overview   
 

 

Background 

The Governor has designated the North Carolina Department of Transportation 

(NCDOT) as recipient and administrator of the program funds for capital projects in the 

small urban and rural areas of North Carolina. This authority was established through 

legislative action as set forth in Article 2B of Chapter 136 of the North Carolina General 

Statutes. 

 

The Public Transportation Division (PTD) of NCDOT shall have principal responsibility 

and legal authority for the administration of the state managed portions of this program. 

PTD shall administer the program in accordance with the guidance published by the 

Federal Register and Federal Transit Administration circulars and in accordance with 

existing federal and state regulations pertaining to the administration of federal grants by 

NCDOT. 

 

Public Transportation Division Goals 
 

The Public Transportation Division has goals to achieve the definition of coordinated 

transportation services.  Those goals are: 

1. Support general public transportation in rural North Carolina (less than 50,000 

population) and provide a coordinated network 

2. Enhance access in rural areas to health care, shopping, education, employment, public 

services and recreation. 

3. Encourage the most efficient use of all transportation funds used to provide passenger 

transportation in rural areas through coordination of programs and services. 

 

The Combined Capital program allows Community Transportation (CT) systems the opportunity 

to apply for funding for capital projects on a single application and provides PTD the flexibility to 

fund the approved projects with the type of funds which best suit the projects and manage the 

funds in the most efficient and effective manner.  The Combined Capital application utilizes funds 

from the 5311, 5307, 5339 federal programs. 

 

Application Timeline for FY 2021 

 

DATES TASK/EVENT 

July 8, 2019  Grant Application Package Distributed 

July 8, 2019 – October 4, 2019  MDS' Available to Assist Grantees with Questions 

October 4, 2019  Grant Application Due to NCDOT (including Project Funding 

Request Form) Oct 7, 2019 – Dec 20, 2019  Grant Application Review Process 

January - March  2020  PTD makes funding recommendation to NCDOT BOT 

April – June 2020  FTA grant review and award for federal funding 

July 1, 2020  Effective date of one year grant agreement 

 

Period of Performance 
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This application for Combined Capital funds covers the period of performance from July 

1, 2020 to June 30, 2021. NCDOT will only accept applications for one year projects. 
 

 

IMPORTANT Announcements: 
 NEW: Vehicle replacement mileage for Center Aisle van, mini-vans, Conversion or 

lift vans, and 20’-28’ LTVs has been reduced to the federal replacement level of 

100,000 miles.  Reference FTA Circular 5010.1E 

 NEW: Transit systems have the opportunity to apply for an expansion vehicle using 

the Rural STI Capital application.  Federal funding is not guaranteed for these 

projects, however if approved, the local share amount will be 20%.  No state 

funding is available.  Expansion vehicles will only be considered after all approved 

Capital needs have been funded. 

 Transit systems will use one checklist, the Unified Application Checklist, for all FY 

2021 grants applied for. 

  Applicants must verify their DUNS number and upload proof the number is active.  This 

proof is part of the “Master Documents” that support all grants applied for. An 

application without an active DUNS number will not be reviewed until corrected.   

 Priority will be given to vehicle requests from CT systems. 

 Section 5311 grantees and/or small urban Section 5307 grantees are allowed to 

request vehicles based on the replacement schedule provided by their assigned 

Mobility Development Specialist (MDS).  If an applicant is approved for a 5310 

replacement vehicle, they must be able to certify that the vehicle(s) requested will 

NOT be used in a large urban area.  An analysis of fleet size and utilization will be 

completed prior to the approval of any replacement vehicle funding. Priority will 

be given to replacement vehicle requests from 5311 grantees that operate in one of 

our small urbanized areas (Burlington-Graham, Gastonia, Goldsboro, Greenville, 

High Point, Jacksonville, New Bern and Rocky Mount). Requests for expansion 

vehicles will not be considered on this capital application.  Based on this analysis, a 

plan to address the excess vehicles will be generated. 

 This application is for all capital projects excluding Direct Purchase of Service projects 

from non-CT systems.  Direct Purchase of Service projects must be submitted on the 

5310 Capital application.  

 FTA-required reporting measures will be included in the progress reports that 

grantees submit with each claim. These are described on page five (5) of this 

Overview. 

 Farebox revenue cannot be used as matching funds in a project. 

 Required state and federal attachments will be submitted once in Enterprise Business 

System using the Drop Box.  The instructions for using the Drop Box are included on 

page 10 of this Overview. 

 New applicants who receive approved projects must receive a favorable pre-award 

audit. This is a Federal requirement. 
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Applying for Funding and Eligibility 
 

 

 

All applicants for Combined Capital funding will complete the written Combined 

Capital application.  The application is broken down into sections that require statistical 

information or narrative answers for the project applied for.  Full answers are required 

for each question and back-up materials such as brochures, maps, letters of support, 

etc…will make the application stronger in the review process. 
 

Community Transportation Systems  
All rural transportation systems are eligible for capital assistance funds for vehicle and 

equipment projects if eligibility requirements have been met.   The Capital Replacement 

Schedule is included in Appendix A of this document.  The Capital Replacement Schedule 

represents the minimum threshold for replacement consideration unless the applicant can 

document that a capital item has a history of mechanical failure, is un-repairable or that it is 

financially prohibitive to repair the item.  ASSETS THAT HAVE MET USEFUL LIFE WILL NOT 

AUTOMATICALLY BE REPLACED.  Funding program for approved projected will be determined by 

PTD. 

 

Replacement Vehicles – replacement vehicles must meet the minimum useful life mileage 

outlined in Appendix A.  Vehicles must meet useful life by June 30, 2020 to be replaced in FY 

2021.  Vehicles applied for but do not make the required mileage will be withdrawn from the 

list and from the system’s individual application.  Vehicles will not be replaced due to the age 

of the vehicle. 

 

Expansion Vehicles with State Matching Funds – System requesting expansion vehicles with State 

matching funds are not an eligible expense on the Combined Capital application.  These projects must 

have been prioritized through the STI process and applied for on either the Rural STI Capital application 

or Urban STI Capital application.   Any system requesting expansion vehicles should also request vehicle 

security and surveillance equipment and any other advanced technology items currently used.  

 

Other Capital, Advanced Technology and Baseline Technology –   Applicants should consult 

the Capital Replacement Schedule before requesting any replacements of Other Capital or 

Advanced/Baseline Technology. Appendix B lists the minimum specifications for technology 

items.  New Advanced Technology users must have completed the Advanced Technology Pre-

Application process with ITRE.  Current Advanced Technology users may request to replace 

existing Advanced Technology items as necessary. The applicant must provide one (1) retail 

estimate per item if they request funding to replace or purchase Other Capital or 

Advanced/Baseline Technology.  The estimate will determine the amount of funding 

recommended by the reviewer.  Some Object Codes in the Other Capital and Baseline 

Technology budgets include the maximum cost in which PTD will participate. Requests for 

funding cannot exceed these amounts per item.  The applicant is required to enter written 

justification in No. 14 of the System Description form for Advanced/Baseline Technology; Radio 

Equipment; and Telephone Equipment.  
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Federal/State/Local Cost Participation 

 
The federal share for eligible capital costs may not exceed 80 percent of the net cost of the 

project.  The state and local share of eligible capital costs are 10 percent each, however, local 

governments should be prepared to cover the full 20 percent share if state funds are not 

available.    

 
 

Eligible Sources of Local Match 

As with all FTA formula program grants administered by NCDOT, the local match must be 

provided from sources other than federal Department of Transportation funds.  Examples of 

possible local match sources include: 

 

• State or local appropriations;  

• dedicated tax revenues;  

• private donations;  

• net income generated from advertising and concessions; 

• undistributed cash surplus;  

• replacement cash fund or reserve;  

• service agreement with a State or local social service agency or a private 

social service organization;  

• amounts appropriated or otherwise made available to a department or 

agency of the Government (other than the [U.S.] Department of 

Transportation) that are eligible to be expended for transportation; 

• employment training, aging, community services, vocational rehabilitation 

services,  

• TANF’. 

 

 
 

Farebox revenue cannot be used as a source of local match. 
 

 
 

 

Program Measures and Reporting Requirements 

Grantees are required to report on their project each time they make a claim for 

reimbursement from their funded grant. The Capital Progress Report must be submitted 

when a claims for purchases is submitted.  These reports detail the date(s) purchase(s) were 

made and paid for.   
 

  
 

  

Applicants are responsible for verifying the eligibility of non-USDOT 

federal funds the applicant proposes to use as their local match. 
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Preparing to Apply 

The FY 2021 Combined Capital Application Package can be found on the NCDOT website at 

https://connect.ncdot.gov/business/Transit/Pages/Transit-Grants.aspx. The grant application 

package is in a single compressed (zipped) file. The written application includes the following 

three parts: 

 Part I – Applicant Information. This part includes business and location information about 

the applicant. The applicant will need to provide an active DUNS number in this part of the 

application. The DUNS number is a unique nine-digit number issued by Dun & Bradstreet 

and required for all applicants. A DUNS number may be obtained free of charge at 

http://fedgov.dnb.com/webform . 

 Part II – Project Information. In this part, the applicant identifies what capital 

equipment the applicant is applying for, and information about the scope of the 

proposed project. 

 Part III – Project Criteria. This part includes questions that ask the applicant to address the 

need for the project, to describe planning and implementation details, and to demonstrate 

organizational preparedness and fit. The details are important and applicants should 

provide much more than brief answers to these questions.   

 

Master Application Documentation 
 

The documents below represent the master set of documents that apply to all grant applications.  

Transit systems who have completed them for a 5311 or 5307 grant do not need to complete an 

additional set.  Some documents require a signature, seal, and/or to be notarized, make sure all 

requirements for the individual documents are complete.  Use the checklists to help you plan 

your work from the beginning. An incomplete application will not be reviewed until all 

documents are complete.  The Combined Capital Program Application Checklist tab on the 

Unified Application Checklist is a companion list to the master set of documents you must 

include when you submit your Capital application (an example of an additional document 

is a cost estimate or a deed for a facility renovation). The Unified Application Checklist  

is a separate document to be downloaded one time off of PTD’s website at “Documents 

Library, Grants, Unified Application Checklist”..  The checklist covers all grants PTD 

sponsors and will be uploaded one time in EBS.   

 

 

 DOCUMENTS COMMENTS 

 

 

 

 
1 

Authorizing Resolution Each applicant will accurately complete and submit with its grant 

application a Governing Board Approved Transportation Program 

authorizing resolution. The Transportation Program Resolution is for 

Federal and State funded projects that provide general public 

transportation. 

https://connect.ncdot.gov/business/Transit/Pages/Transit-Grants.aspx
http://fedgov.dnb.com/webform
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2 

Certifications and 

Assurances, Attorney's 

Affirmation, Lobbying 

Certification, Equivalent 

Service Certification, and 

5333(b) Labor Warranty 

In accordance with 49 U.S.C. 5323(n), Certifications and Assurances 

have been compiled for the North Carolina Community 

Transportation Program. NCDOT requires sub- recipients to certify 

to all applicable categories. 

 

Certifications and Assurances documents are received from the FTA. 

All State and Federal certification documents will be distributed as a 

package upon receipt of federal documents. 

 

 

 

 

 

3 

Title VI Certification All Recipients of FTA and State funds must comply with Title VI of the 1964 

Civil Rights Act, Section 601. Title VI states that “No person in the United 

States shall, on the ground of race, color or national origin, be excluded from 

participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination 

under any program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance.” 

 Additional federal information may be found in FTA Circular 4702.1B 

“Title VI Requirements and Guidelines for Federal Transit 

Administration Recipients,” dated October 1, 2012 at:  
http://www.fta.dot.gov/documents/FTA_Title_VI_FINAL.pdf 

 

 
4 

Disadvantaged Business 

Enterprise (DBE) 

Certification 

All recipients and sub-recipients of grant funds from the FTA and/or 

the State of North Carolina must participate in the DBE 

Program/Minority Business Enterprises (MBE) Program. DBE Program 

information may be found at  

https://apps.dot.state.nc.us/vendor/directory/.  All required actions are 

marked with an * and must be done or explained why not completed. 

Verification must be kept on file for 5 years post-close of the grant. 

5 
DBE/MBE/WBE/HUB 

Anticip. Vendor Award 

Expected DBE/MBE/WBE/ and HUB to be used in FY2021. 

http://www.fta.dot.gov/documents/FTA_Title_VI_FINAL.pdf
https://apps.dot.state.nc.us/vendor/directory/
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Public Hearing Notice 

 
As part of the Combined Capital application, a public hearing must 

be held in front of the applicant’s governing body. The public 

hearing may cover multiple grant requests to include 5311, 

Appalachian Program, 5310 Enhanced Mobility for Seniors and 

Individuals with Disabilities, and ROAP, etc... The applicant must 

publish one public notice in a newspaper(s) having general 

circulation in the project’s proposed service area. It is 

recommended that the Public Hearing Notice provide a minimum 

of seven (7) calendar days’ notice and a maximum of fourteen (14) 

calendar days’ notice between the time that the Public Hearing 

Notice is published in the newspaper and the actual public hearing 

date. In accordance with the DOT LEP Guidance, 70 FR 74087, 

(December 14, 2005), a public notice will also be published in 

Spanish in counties that have 1,000 or 5% of their population that 

speaks Spanish at home, but speaks English less than well. 

Applicants in the counties listed in Appendix C MUST publish a 

public hearing notice in English and Spanish. 

NOTE: a translated version is included in the application 

package however the applicant should ensure the accuracy 

of the translation locally. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

7 

Public Hearing / Public 

Hearing Record / Public 

Hearing Minutes 

The applicant must hold a public hearing on the proposed project(s) 

to allow members of the community the opportunity to comment on 

transportation needs and the grant application. Each grant request 

(i.e., 5311, Appalachian, 5310, or ROAP) must be addressed 

individually with the hearing formally opened and closed, and 

reflected in the minutes. During the hearing the public should 

explicitly be asked if they wish to comment on the proposed 

funding. The public hearing will be held before the governing 

board. 

 County Commissioners - county applicants 

 Board of Directors - non-profit applicants 

 Authority Board of Directors or Executive Board - public 

transportation authorities 

 City/Town Council - municipalities 

The Clerk/Secretary to the Board must complete, sign and certify 

the Public Hearing Record form. Either indicate that NO public 

comments were made or public comments were made and enter 

the estimated date for board approval of meeting minutes. A copy 

of the board approved minutes must be submitted to support the 

Transportation Program Resolution and if there were any public 

comments made. 
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8 

Public Hearing 

Outreach 

Outreach efforts beyond holding a public hearing must be conducted to 

inform the public including minorities, women, elderly, disabled, LEP, 

low income individuals, and persons who are not human service 

agency clients, about the availability of Capital funds and to discuss 

transportation service needs. These efforts should include, but are not 

limited to surveys, presentations to groups, committees, fliers and/or 

posters. The intent is to remove barriers and conditions that prevent 

these groups from receiving access, participation and benefits of the 

CTP funded services. 

Services and benefits must be distributed in a non-discriminatory 

manner. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 applies. This form 

should include a DETAILED DESCRIPTION of public hearing outreach 

efforts by the applicant to inform the public 

(INCLUDING MINORITY, WOMEN, ELDERLY, DISABLED, LIMITED ENGLISH 

PROFICIENCY (LEP), AND LOW INCOME INDIVIDUALS) about the public 

hearing to comment on the Community Transportation Grant 

application. 

 
 

9 

Local Share 

Certification for 

Funding 

The Legal Applicant must certify to the North Carolina Department of 

Transportation that the required local funds for the FY2021 Combined 

Capital Grant will be available as of July 1, 2020 for FY2021, which has a 

period of performance of July 1, 2020 – June 30, 2021 

10 
Surface Transportation 

Providers 

List of all private transportation providers. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

11 

Transportation 

Advisory Board 

Composition or 

Governing Board 

Each applicant is REQUIRED to have a Transportation Advisory 

Board (TAB) or a Governing Board. A TAB/Governing Board is 

made up of stakeholders from the service area that care about the 

services provided by the transit system. The make-up of the 

TAB/Governing Board is representative of the various target 

audiences in the service area and includes one or more actual 

passengers of the transit system. An “ACTIVELY ENGAGED” 

Transportation Advisory Board/Governing Board is expected to 

discuss unmet needs in the service area, service design and 

scheduling, billing rates and fares, and to resolve complaints. 

They also monitor compliance with federal regulations and the 

status of any deficiencies noted in any official federal, state or 

local review or report. 
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12 

Equal Employment 

Opportunity (EEO) 

Threshold Requirements: Any applicant, recipient, or sub-recipient is 

required to comply with program requirements in Chapter III if it meets 

the following thresholds: 
 

a. Employees 100 or more transit-related employees*; and 

 
b. Requests or receives capital or operating assistance under 

Sections 3, 4(i), or 9 of the FTA; assistance under 23 U.S.C. 

142(a)(2) or 23 U.S.C. 103(e)(4), or any combination thereof, in 

excess of $1 million in the previous Federal fiscal year; or 

 
c. Request and receives planning assistance under Sections 8 

and/or 9 in excess of $250,000 in the previous Federal fiscal year. 

 

d. Employers with 50-99 employees must have a plan and keep it 

on site and available if requested. 

 
 
 

13 

Project Funding 

Request Form 

Attention: The Project Funding Request Form (Page 1) must be 

completed by all systems for each budget requested and placed in the 

grant application.  

14 
Conflict of Interest 

Form(s) 

All TAB and/or Governing Board members must sign an annual Conflict 

of Interest form. Signed forms must be scanned and uploaded. 

15 
DUNS Verification  All applicants must verify that their DUNS number has been verified 

and is active.  A copy of the verification is a document to be uploaded 

into EBS. Refer to application package for instructions and sample. 

 
16 

Application Checklist Attach completed checklist showing all other   required 

documents that are to be uploaded into Partner Connect 

 

In addition to the downloaded documents from the NCDOT website, the capital 

budget form must be completed online through our Enterprise Business System 

(EBS). All program budgets can be found in EBS, in the Search box under Programs, at 

P2021*, then select the Combined Capital budget. 

 

Enterprise Business System Grants Drop Box 
 

All documents are to be uploaded in the “FY 2021 Application” tab in the Drop Box and must 

use the following naming convention: SystemName.FY.DocumentName; i.e. 

“CarolinaCo.FY21.TitleVIReport”. MDS’ will review uploaded documents and attach them 

to the appropriate online budget forms. Refer to the application package for Drop Box 

document uploading instructions.      

 

*For convenience, transit systems may attach one zipped file containing the master set of 

documents and any other supporting documents for all the grants applied for. 
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Missed Deadline and Incomplete Applications 

An incomplete application will result in the application being returned for correction. Only 

complete applications will be reviewed and moved through the review process for approval. 

Applicants are strongly encouraged to refer to both the Master Documents and Combined 

Capital Program tabs on the Unified Application Checklist to assure the completeness of the 

application. If you have questions, the assigned MDS for your system can provide more 

information and assistance. Applications are due on or before October 4, 2019.  Do not mail 

applications to NCDOT. 

 

Procurement and Third Party Contracting 
 

Procurement and third party contracting activities are primarily the responsibility of the sub-

recipient.  Sub-recipients should follow established local procedures and applicable state or 

federal standards in accordance with the North Carolina Consolidated Procurement Code (as 

amended).  The procurement and contract standards set forth under N.C. G. S. 143 Article 8 

and FTA Circular 4220.1F shall apply to the procurement of all goods and services the sub-

recipient will purchase under the project contract. 

 

 PTD requires that all procurements be completed according to federal and state guidelines, 

with documentation to validate purchases.  Transit systems must have all procurements        

> $10,000 reviewed and approved by PTD’s procurement section during the application 

period or the purchase cannot be reimbursed.  PTD must also review and approve the 

procurement RFP and procurement history forms prior to the RFP being posted.   

Procurements must be completed by May 1, 2021.  Vehicles that have not met useful life 

requirements by June 30, 2020 will not be eligible for replacement in FY 2021.   

 

For more information on procurement and third party contracting refer to the Procurement 

and Third Party Contracting document and Circular 4220.1F, Third Party Contracting 

Guidance. 
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Appendix A 
C A P I T A L  R E P L A C E M E N T  S C H E D U L E  

Note:  Assets that have met their useful life will not automatically be replaced. This schedule represents the 
minimum threshold for replacement consideration. Listed capital items are illustrative and not exhaustive.                                               
Effective 7/1/2012 

CATEGORY 
CAPITAL ITEMS 

MINIMUM 
REQUIREMENTS 

MINIMUM DOCUMENTATION REPLACEMENT 
CONSIDERATION 

MAJOR FACILITY RENOVATIONS AND 
NEW CONSTRUCTION 

40 years 
 

 Building Purchase 

 Facility Construction 
 Note: Major Renovation involves the purchase of an 

existing building and complete refurbishing of the 
building.  Needs Assessment required. Plans and specs 
would be required. 

OFFICE FURNITURE 12 Years  

 Desk 

 Bookcase 

 Chairs  

 Conference Table 

  1 retail estimate 
 Description of need for replacement  

 File Cabinet  Safe (Fireproof) (25 yrs.)  

OFFICE EQUIPMENT 5 Years  

 Fax Machine 

 Copier  

 Calculator 

 Etc.  

  1 retail estimate 
 Description of need for replacement 

AUDIO VISUAL EQUIPMENT 10 Years  

 VCR/DVD  Camcorder   1 retail estimate 
 Description of need for replacement  TV  Etc. 

BASELINE TECHNOLOGY 5 Years  

 Computer  Laptop (Includes 
Projector)* 

  1 retail estimate 
 Description of need for replacement in item #14 of 

project description 
*  Will be considered if needed for presentations 

 Printer  Server 

 Scanner (6 yrs.) 

SECURITY & SURVELLIENCE 7 Years  

 Video (facility 

 Cameras 

and vehicles)   

 Wireless unit 

  1 retail estimate 
 Description of need for replacement  

 DVR  Antenna  

COMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT 6 Years  

 Radio units 

 Base Station 

 Cell phones 

 Antenna 

 Repeater 

  1 retail estimate  
 Description of need for replacement in item #14 of 

project description 

MAINTENANCE EQUIPMENT & FIXTURES 12 Years  

 Roller cabinets  

 Portable tool stands 

 Diagnostic equip 

 Lift truck 

  Only Systems with in-house Maintenance Garage are 
eligible 

 1 retail estimate   Compressors- (5 yrs.)  Engine stands 

 Hoists- (10 yrs.)  Brake lathes 

 Bus washers- (10-15 yrs.)   Etc.  

 SUPPORT VEHICLES   

 Trucks – Light Duty (under 12,500 lbs. g.v.w.) 8 Years  Only Systems with in-house maintenance garage are 
eligible 

 1 retail estimate & Justification for replacement 
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Appendix A (continued) 

 
  

REVENUE VEHICLES   

Vans  

 
8 years or  

100,000 miles 

 
 Updated PTMS 
 Current VUD 
 Once required fleet size has been determined 

through the capital assessment process, vehicles 
may be designated for disposition and not be 
eligible for replacement. 

 Center Aisle Van  (2010 or older)  

 Mini-Van 

 Conversion Van or Lift Van  

Buses   

 Light Transit Vehicle (LTV) 
 20-27 ft. - body on cut-a-way chassis       

10 years or  
100,000 miles 

 Light Transit Vehicle (LTV) 
 28 ft plus. - body on cut-a-way chassis       

10 years or  
175,000 miles 

 Medium  (Medium duty chassis) 
 Over 28 ft. - body on truck chassis 

10 Years   or 
200,000 miles 

 Medium (Heavy Duty Chassis) 
 30-35 ft. 

14 Years   or 
350,000 miles 

 Large  (Heavy Duty Chassis) 
 35-40 ft. 

14 years  or 
500,000 miles 
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Appendix B 
FY2021 Technology Specifications:  

(to be used as guideline for minimum standards only) 
Standards for Hardware, Software and Networking  

 
These are MINIMUM standards only. NCDOT guidelines require that each computer last at 
least 5 years. If you plan on installing automated scheduling software or other technologies 
during the lifetime of the computer, please consult with the appropriate resource to 
determine minimum requirements. 

Desktop 

Operating System: Windows 7 

Processor: Intel I5-750 

Memory: 4.0GB or higher 

Hard Drive (s): 80G, partitioned so C: drive is for programs and D: drive is for 
data 

Software: Microsoft Office Professional 2010 

Video Card: GeForce GTS250 1GB/Radeon HD4850 512MB 

Network Card: 100/1000 Mbps 

UPS Backup/Surge 
Protection: 

Multi-outlet AC Surge Protector with power supply backup (if 
necessary) 

Multimedia Devices: Pair of desktop speakers (if not included with monitor), 
Microphone, optional Camera 

Monitor: Any standard monitor capable of display in 1024x768 or greater. 
Purchase larger monitors if required by specific applications. 

Other Drives: CD/DVD ROM Drive 

Anti-Virus Software: Any industry standard anti-virus software 

Service Program: 3-year warranty with on-site service 

 
Network 

Configuration: 100/1000 MB using switches (no hubs), TCP/IP Protocol 

 
Server 

All server specifications are minimums only. Servers should be expandable to enable 
increases in memory, processors, hard drive, etc. 

Operating System: Microsoft Windows Server 2008 

Database Software: Microsoft SQL Server 2005 SP2 or 2008 Standard (if necessary) 

Network Card: (2) 100/1000 MB 

Processor Type: Intel Xenon 2.5Ghz or higher 

Memory: 12 GB 

Hard Drive(s):  300 GB 

Monitor: 15” or larger 

Graphics Card: 64MB or greater  

Other Drives: CD/DVD ROM 

Anti-Virus Software: Any industry standard anti-virus software 

Service Program: 3-year warranty with on-site service 
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Appendix C 
 
 

Public Hearing Notice in Spanish Required 
 

County population includes at least 1000 persons 

who speak Spanish at home and English "less than well." 

Alamance County, North Carolina Johnston County, North Carolina 

Alleghany County, North Carolina Lee County, North Carolina 

Bladen County, North Carolina Lenoir County, North Carolina 

Brunswick County, North Carolina Lincoln County, North Carolina 

Buncombe County, North Carolina Mecklenburg County, North Carolina 

Burke County, North Carolina Montgomery County, North Carolina 

Cabarrus County, North Carolina Moore County, North Carolina 

Catawba County, North Carolina Nash County, North Carolina 

Chatham County, North Carolina New Hanover County, North Carolina 

Cleveland County, North Carolina Onslow County, North Carolina 

Columbus County, North Carolina Orange County, North Carolina 

Craven County, North Carolina Pender County, North Carolina 

Cumberland County, North Carolina Pitt County, North Carolina 

Davidson County, North Carolina Randolph County, North Carolina 

Davie County, North Carolina Robeson County, North Carolina 

Duplin County, North Carolina Rockingham County, North Carolina 

Durham County, North Carolina Rowan County, North Carolina 

Forsyth County, North Carolina Sampson County, North Carolina 

Franklin County, North Carolina Stanly County, North Carolina 

Gaston County, North Carolina Surry County, North Carolina 

Granville County, North Carolina Union County, North Carolina 

Greene County, North Carolina Vance County, North Carolina 

Guilford County, North Carolina Wake County, North Carolina 

Harnett County, North Carolina Wayne County, North Carolina 

Henderson County, North Carolina Wilkes County, North Carolina 

Hoke County, North Carolina Wilson County, North Carolina 

Iredell County, North Carolina Yadkin County, North Carolina 
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Appendix D 

 
REGIONAL MOBILITY DEVELOPMENT SPECIALISTS CONTACT INFORMATION  

 
APPALCART – (WATAUGA, Boone)  
ARHS - ALBEMARLE REGIONAL HEALTH SERVICES dba ICPTA – INTER-COUNTY PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
(Camden, Chowan, Currituck, Pasquotank, Perquimans)  
CARTS – CRAVEN AREA RURAL TRANSIT SYSTEM (Craven / New Bern, Jones, Pamlico)  
CATS – CHARLOTTE AREA TRANSIT SYSTEM  
CFPTA – CAPE FEAR PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (WAVE TRANSIT) (New Hanover, Wilmington)  
CPTA – CHOANOKE PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (Bertie, Halifax, Hertford, Northampton)  
FAST – FAYETTEVILLE AREA SYSTEM OF TRANSIT  
GWTA – GOLDSBORO-WAYNE TRANSIT AUTHORITY (Goldsboro, Wayne)  
Go TRIANGLE (Durham, Orange, Wake)  
KARTS - KERR AREA REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM (Franklin, Granville, Vance, Warren)  
PART – PIEDMONT AUTHORITY FOR REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION (primary - Alamance, Forsyth, Guilford, Randolph)  
RCATS – REGIONAL COORDINATED AREA TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM (Randolph, Montgomery)  
SEATS – SOUTH EAST AREA TRANSIT SYSTEM (ROBESON)  
TRT – TAR RIVER TRANSIT (Nash, Edgecombe / Rocky Mount)  
WCCA – WESTERN CAROLINA COMMUNITY ACTION  
WPRTA or Greenway Public Transportation – WESTERN PIEDMONT REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (Alexander, Burke, Catawba, 
Caldwell / Hickory)  
WTA – WILKES TRANSIT AUTHORITY  
YVEDDI – YADKIN VALLEY ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, INC. (Davie, Stokes, Surry, Yadkin) 

RYAN MAYERS 
919-707-4694 
ramayers@ncdot.gov 
Urban 

PAMELA DIGIOVANNI 
919-707-4680 
pmdigiovanni@ncdot.gov 
Urban 

TONY SUMTER 
919-707-4689 
asumter@ncdot.gov 
Small Urban 

MATTHEW WATTERSON 
919-707-4682 
mjwatterson@ncdot.gov 
Small Urban 

Asheville 
BRUNSWICK / Myrtle Beach MPO 
BUNCOMBE 
Chapel Hill 
DURHAM  
Go Cary 
Go Durham 
Go Raleigh 
Go Triangle 
HAYWOOD (MT PROJECTS) 
JOHNSTON  
ORANGE 
WAKE 
WESTERN CAROLINA 
Henderson(WCCA) 
WPRTA (Alexander,       Burke, 
Caldwell, Catawba) 
NEW HANOVER / WAVE 
 

CABARRUS 
Charlotte Area Transit System 
(CATS) 
Concord 
CUMBERLAND 
DAVIDSON 
Fayetteville 
FORSYTH / Winston-Salem 
Greensboro 
GUILFORD 
High Point (sm) 
HOKE 
IREDELL 
MECKLENBURG 
Piedmont Authority (PART) 
ROWAN 
Salisbury 
UNION 
 

ARHS (Camden, Chowan, 
Currituck, Pasquotank, Perquimans) 
CARTS smpo (Craven, Jones, 
Pamlico) 
CPTA (Bertie, Halifax, Hertford, 
Northampton) 
Greenville smpo 
Jacksonville smpo 
KARTS (Vance, Warren, Franklin, 
Granville) 
LEE 
MOORE 
ONSLOW 
PITT 
RCATS (Montgomery, Randolph) 
WILSON City / County 
  
 

ALAMANCE 
Burlington smpo  
CHATHAM 
CLEVELAND 
GASTON smpo 
Gastonia 
LINCOLN 
TAR RIVER TRANSIT smpo 
(Edgecombe, Nash) 
WATAUGA 
WAYNE  smpo   
YVEDDI (Davie,  Stokes, Surry, 
Yadkin) 
 

    
ALEXIUS FARRIS  
919-707-4698 
aafarris@ncdot.gov 
Rural 
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 Agenda Item: ______________ 
 Meeting Date: __09/03/2019___ 
 
MEMORANDUM TO: MOORE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
 
FROM: Rachel Patterson, GIS 
 
DATE:  September 3, 2019 
 
SUBJECT:  Public Hearing – Amendment to the  
 Moore County Road Name and Addressing Ordinance 
 
PRESENTER: Rachel Patterson 
 
REQUEST: 
Request is hereby made for the Board of Commissioners to call a public hearing for Tuesday, September 
17, 2019, at 5:30 pm to consider amendments to the Moore County Road Name and Addressing 
Ordinance to add seven (7) roads. 
 
BACKGROUND:  
On July 10, 1989, the Moore County Board of Commissioners enacted the Moore County Road Name 
and Addressing Ordinance, establishing the names of roads, a procedure for the future naming or 
renaming of roads and the numbering of all houses, mobile homes, commercial and industrial buildings.  
In adopting this Ordinance, the Board recognized the need for the naming of roads outside of municipal 
limits in the County of Moore and the numbering of residential, commercial and industrial structures, and 
accessory buildings thereto, as being essential for the operation of the enhanced 911 dispatch system in 
the County of Moore. 
 
Section 3 of this Ordinance states “No new roads outside of municipal limits in the County of Moore, 
whether a part of the State Secondary Road System or Private, shall be named without approval of the 
Board of Commissioners.”  The roads listed here are for initial naming and are privately maintained; 
ADA DR (P4212), AWESOME TRL (P4217), VALOR TRL (P4214), ACORN KNOLL DR (P4184), 
PINE LAUREL DR (P4185), PINEY OAK DR (P4186), and PONDPINE LN (P4187). 
 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN: 
Upon adoption of this amendment, a formal letter of notification of the approved road names will be 
forwarded to individuals who own property along each of these roads. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT STATEMENT: 
Not Applicable. 
 
RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY: 
Staff respectfully requests that the Board of Commissioners make a motion to call a public hearing for 
September 17, 2019, at 5:30 pm to consider amendments to the Moore County Road Name and 
Addressing Ordinance to add seven (7) roads to the ordinance.   
 
SUPPORTING ATTACHMENTS 
Road Name and Addressing Ordinance 
Color Maps 
Legal Notice  
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AMENDMENT TO 
 

THE MOORE COUNTY ROAD NAME AND ADDRESSING ORDINANCE 
 

ADOPTED JULY 10, 1989 
AND AS SUBSEQUENTLY AMENDED 

 
RESOLVED by the Board of Commissioners of the County of Moore that Section III ROAD NAMING 
OF THE ABOVE REFERENCED ORDINANCE BE AMENDED TO ADD, RENAME, OR REMOVE 
THE FOLLOWING ROADS AS INDICATED: 
 
ADD:  
ADA DR (P4212) ....................................Located off Gilchrist Rd (SR 1818) approximately 0.65 

miles north of the intersection of Red Hill Rd (SR 1814) 
and Gilchrist Rd on the eastern side of the road.  

AWESOME TRL (P4217)  ....................Located off Gretchen Rd (SR 1307) approximately 280 
feet southeast of the intersection of Carthage Rd (SR 
1229) and Gretchen Rd on the eastern side of the road. 

VALOR TRL (P4214) ............................Located off Page Store Rd (SR 1172) approximately 
1.15 miles east of the intersection of Bass Rd (SR 2001) 
and Page Store Rd on the southern side of the road. 

 
LAUREL RIDGE SUBDIVSION:  

Located off McCaskill Rd (SR 1838) east of the intersection of US 15-501 Hwy and 
McCaskill Rd on both sides of the road.  

 ACORN KNOLL DR (P4184) 
 PINE LAUREL DR (P4185) 
 PINEY OAK DR (P4186) 
 PONDPINE LN (P4187) 
 
 
AND, FURTHER, that the effective date of this amendment to the above described Ordinance shall be 
upon adoption. 
 
Adopted this 17th day of September, 2019. 
 
 
 ________________________________ 
 Francis R Quis, Jr., Chairman 
 Moore County Board of Commissioners 
________________________________ 
Laura Williams, Clerk to the Board 
Moore County Board of Commissioners 
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LEGAL NOTICE 

 
Notice is hereby given that a Public Hearing will be held before the Moore County Board 
of Commissioners at 5:30 PM on Tuesday, September 17, 2019, in the Commissioners’ 
Meeting Room located on the 2nd floor of the Historic Courthouse in Carthage, North 
Carolina.  The purpose of the hearing is to consider the following: 
 

An amendment to the Moore County Road Name and Addressing 
Ordinance to add seven roads to the Ordinance, which are Ada Dr, 
Awesome Trl, Valor Trl, Acorn Knoll Dr, Pine Laurel Dr, Piney Oak Dr, 
and Pondpine Ln. 

 
Information pertaining to this amendment is available for review at the Moore County 
GIS Department, located at 302 S. McNeill St, Carthage, NC 28327, during normal 
business hours. 
 
Interested persons are invited to attend.  Accommodations for individuals with disabilities 
or impairments will be made upon request to the extent that reasonable notice is given. 
 
Laura Williams, 
Clerk to the Board 
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  Agenda Item:    
         Meeting Date:  09/03/19 
 
MEMORANDUM TO BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS:     
    
FROM:  Public Works / Solid Waste   
 
DATE:  August 24, 2019   
 
SUBJECT:  Purchase of Garbage Roll-Off Truck  
 
PRESENTER: Andy Wilkison 
 
REQUEST:   
Approve the attached contract to purchase a 2020 Mack Roll-Off Truck chassis for an amount not to 
exceed $123,750.00 and authorize the Chair to sign all necessary documents. 
 
BACKGROUND:  
Moore County Solid Waste Division uses Roll-Off Trucks to haul waste and recycling from our 
seven collection sites throughout the county. The County purchased and took delivery of one 2020 
Mack Roll-Off Truck in June 2019 and budgeted to purchase an identical truck in the FY 2019-2020 
Moore County Budget.  The next newest Roll-Off Trucks are 2012 models with over 240,000 miles.  
These trucks have become a maintenance issue with down time and frequent repairs required.  It is 
imperative that Moore County have reliable trucks in its fleet to assure citizens are provided an 
exemplary level of waste and recycling collection service throughout the county. 
 
The truck and hoist recommended for purchase are covered under the following NC Sheriffs 
Association contract: 
 

1. Proposed purchase of the hoist system from Carolina Environmental Systems via NC Sheriffs 
Association contract #19-03-0504, Lot 55 for $43,000.00.  Includes hoist and tarp.  Note; 
County Manager authorized to execute contracts up to and including $50,000 in value. 

2. The 2020 Mack Truck chassis is proposed to be purchased from Transource Trucks via NC 
Sheriffs Association contract #19-03-0504 Lot 50 for $123,750.00.  This amount, and the 
amount for the hoist and tarp system, are identical to the costs of the truck and hoist 
purchased and delivered in June, 2019. 

 
Moore County Property Management Garage staff has reviewed the truck specifications and 
recommend this purchase.     
 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN:   
Upon the receipt of approval from the Moore County Board of Commissioners, staff will 
immediately contact the vendor to make appropriate arrangements to purchase the subject equipment 
so that it can be put into service as soon as possible. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
Funding for this equipment is included in the FY 2019-2020 Moore County Solid Waste Budget. 
 

clerktoboard
Typewritten Text
VIII.B.



RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY: 
Make a motion to approve the attached contract to purchase a 2020 Mack Roll-Off Truck Chassis for 
an amount not to exceed $123,750.00 and authorize the Chair or Vice Chair to sign all necessary 
documents, conditional upon the County Attorney’s approval. 
 
SUPPORTING ATTACHMENTS: 
Purchase Contract 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA PURCHASE CONTRACT 
 
COUNTY OF MOORE 

 
 

This Contract is made the 28th day of August, 2019, between the County of Moore, a political 
subdivision of the State of North Carolina (the “County”), and TranSource, Inc., a business 
corporation formed under the laws of the State of North Carolina (the “Seller”). 

 
1. Description of Goods 

 
The Seller will transfer and deliver to the County, and the County, subject to the conditions 
set forth in this Contract, will take delivery and accept the Goods, as provided for in 
Attachment 1, which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference as if fully set forth 
herein. 

 
Seller agrees that all Goods must fully conform to this Contract and failure to adhere to any 
portion, including but not limited to, quantity, quality, and time of performance, will 
constitute a breach. 

 
2. Time of Delivery 

 
The Seller will deliver the Goods covered by this Contract to the County on or before  
December 13, 2019.  Delivery will be made to Moore County Public Works, which is located 
at 5227 US-15, in Carthage, North Carolina. The parties mutually agree that time is of the 
essence. 
 

3. Payment 
 
The County will pay the Seller $123,750.00, which includes delivery.  Payment will occur 
within 30 days of delivery of the Goods.  The County is responsible for the payment of any 
State of North Carolina taxes and registration fees. 
 

4. Inspection 
 

The County will have the right to inspect and test the Goods prior to acceptance. 
 
5. Risk of Loss and Title 
 

The risk of loss will pass to the County upon delivery of the Goods.  In addition, title to the 
Goods will pass to the County upon delivery. 
 

6. Dealer Emblems 
 
Decals or markings of any type pertaining to advertising of the dealer are not allowed. 
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7. Service Requirements 
 

The vehicle must be properly serviced and in first class operating condition when delivered.  
The Seller is responsible for servicing the vehicle, in addition to any prior factory servicing, 
as follows: 
 
a. Complete lubrication; 
b. Check all fluid levels to ensure they are filled to manufacturer’s recommended capacity 

(crankcase, differential, radiator, power steering, transmission, etc.); 
c. A minimum of seven and a half (7.5) gallons of fuel at time of delivery; 
d. Tires inflated to the correct pressure; 
e. Check to ensure operation of all mechanical and electrical features; 
f. Check to ensure there are no defects in the appearance of the Goods; and 
g. Thorough cleaning, including washing, if necessary. 
 

8. Waiver 
 
The failure by one party to require performance of any provision of this Contract will not 
affect that party's right to require performance at any time thereafter or to enforce other 
remedies available to it by law or under this Contract.  In addition, no waiver of any breach 
or default of this Contract will constitute a waiver of any subsequent breach or default or a 
waiver of the provision itself. 

 
9. Warranties 
 

The Seller represents and warrants that: 
 
a. It is a limited partnership, validly existing and in good standing under the laws of the 

State of North Carolina and is qualified to do business in North Carolina; 
b. It has the requisite power and authority to execute, deliver and perform its obligations 

under this Contract; 
c. The Goods comply with all requirements set forth in this Contract; 
d. The Goods are free of defects in title, claims, liens, labor, material or fabrication; 
e. The Goods are suitable for the purposes intended; and 
f. The Goods are of merchantable quality. 

 
10. Default 

 
In the event the Seller defaults by one of the following, the County may, by written notice to 
the Seller, cancel all or any part of this order or exercise any other remedy allowed under 
law: 
 
a. Non-delivery, as required; 
b. Not providing adequate assurance of performance; or 
c. Breaches any term or condition of this Contract, 
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11. Assignment 

 
This Contract is not assignable by either party, by operation of law or otherwise. 

 
12. Indemnification 

 
To the fullest extent permitted by law, the Seller will indemnify and hold harmless the 
County, its officials, agents, and employees from and against all claims, damages, losses, and 
expenses, direct, indirect, or consequential (including but not limited to fees and charges of 
engineers or architects, attorneys, and other professionals and costs related to court action or 
arbitration) arising out of or resulting from this Contract or the actions of the Seller, its 
officials, employees, or contractors under this Contract or under contracts entered into by the 
Seller in connection with this Contract.  This indemnification will survive the termination of 
this Contract. 

 
13. Governing Law 

 
The validity of this Contract and any of its terms or provisions, as well as the rights and 
duties of the parties to this Contract, are governed by the laws of the State of North Carolina.  
All actions relating to this Contract will be brought in the General Court of Justice in Moore 
County, North Carolina. 
 

14. Severability 
 
If any provision of this Contract is held to be void, illegal, unenforceable, or in conflict with 
any law, the validity of the remaining portions and provisions of this Contract will not be 
affected. 
 

15. Notices 
 
All notices which may be required by this Contract or any rule of law will be effective when 
received by certified mail sent to the following addresses: 
 

COUNTY: MOORE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS 
 ATTN:  RANDY GOULD, DIRECTOR 
 P.O. BOX 905 
 CARTHAGE, NC  28327 
 
SELLER: TRANSOURCE, INC. 
 ATTN:  LEGAL 
 P.O. BOX 446 
 KERNERSVILLE, NC 27285-0446 
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16. Non-Exclusive Agreement 
 

The County and Seller acknowledge that this is a non-exclusive agreement.  The County may 
purchase like or similar Goods from other sellers and the Seller may sell like or similar 
Goods to other buyers. 
 

17. Modification 
 
This Contract can be modified or rescinded only by written agreement of the Parties. 

 
18. Entire Agreement 

 
This Contract and Attachment 1 constitute the entire understanding between the parties and 
supersedes all prior understandings and agreements, whether oral or written, relating to the 
subject matter hereof. 
 

19. Headings 
 
Subject headings are for convenience only and will not affect the construction or 
interpretation of any provision. 
 

The parties have expressed their agreement to these terms by causing this Contract to be 
executed by their duly authorized officers or agents.  This agreement is effective as of the date 
first written above. 
 
COUNTY OF MOORE  TRANSOURCE, INC. 
 
 
__________________________________  ___________________________________  
Francis R. Quis, Jr., Chairman  Matt P. Walsh  
Board of Commissioners  Vice President of Sales 
   
 
ATTEST 
 
   
Laura M. Williams   
Clerk to the Board   
 
PREAUDIT CERTIFICATE 
 
This instrument has been preaudited in the manner required by the Local Government Budget 
and Fiscal Control Act. 
 
  
Finance Officer  
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VEHICLE SPECIFICATIONS 
 

The Seller shall provide to the County a 2020 White Mack Granite 64FR Rolloff Truck 
chassis as follows: 

 
CHASSIS via Sheriff’s Association contract # 19-03-0504, Lot 50 
 

 MP7 425M 11 Liter Engine 
 12 Speed Mdrive HD Transmission 
 1560 LB-FT Torque 
 18k# Front Axle 
 44k# Rear Axle 
 44k# Camelback Rear Suspension 
 3.79 Ratio 
 372” Wheelbase 
 Meritor “S” Cam 6.5” x 7” 
 315/80R22.5 L Michelin X Works Z (Front) 
 22.5 v 9.00 Alcoa Ultra One (Front) 
 11R-225 G Michelin X Multi Energy D (rea) 
 22.5 x 8.25 Hayes Lemmerz Steel Disc (Rear) 
 Rear Mounted PTO w/ Parker Hydraulic Pump 
 Paint Code – Mack White (High Gloss) 

 
Other items Seller shall provide include: air conditioner, AM/FM/CD Bluetooth radio, air ride 
drivers’ seat, air dryer, standard steering wheel, 111 gallon LH fuel tank, 6.6 gallon DEF tank, 

power divider lock out, battery disconnect, motorized and heated mirrors, exterior sun visor, 
block heater. 

 
2020 Mack Granite 64FR Chassis Warranty for Moore County: 
Standard Heavy Duty Truck Warranty 
Air Conditioning – (Sealed System Only) covered for 12 months with no mileage limitation. 
Driveline, Rear Axle, Front Non-Drive Steer Axle – 36 months or 350,000 miles. 
Engine Component Coverage – 24 months or 250,000 miles. 
Engine Major Component Coverage – 60 months or 500,000 miles. 
Emission Control System – 60 months or 100,000 miles. 
Mack Carrier & Axle Housing – 36 months or 300,000 miles. 
mDRIVE HD Transmission – 36 Month with no mileage limitation. 
mDRIVE HD Clutch – 36 months or 250,000 miles. 
mDRIVE HD Towing – 24 months or 250,000 miles. 
Trunnion Bracket – 36 months or 300,000 miles. 
Cab Structure – 24 months or 200,000 miles. 
Internal Cab Corrosion – 60 months or 500,000 miles. 
Frame Rails/Cross Members – 60 months or 500,000 miles. 
Noise Emission – Life of Vehicle. 
* Covered for 30 Days - Fluorescent lights or ballest, light bulbs, fuses, wiper blades, and all 
filters. 
* Covered for 90 Days – Lose fasteners, leaking fittings, or loose hose clamps. 
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  Agenda Item:    

         Meeting Date:  9/3/19 
 

MEMORANDUM TO BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS:      
   

FROM:  Randy Gould, Public Works Director   

 

DATE:  August 24, 2019 

 

SUBJECT:  Pinehurst No. Interceptor Sewer Replacement Project 

 

PRESENTER: Randy Gould 

 

REQUEST: 

This is a request to award and approve a construction contract with BRS, Inc. in an amount not to exceed 

$2,089,827 for the Pinehurst No. 7 Interceptor Sewer Replacement Project. 

 

BACKGROUND: 

The interceptor sewer transports wastewater from the municipalities to the Water Pollution Control Plant 

(WPCP) and is part of the WPCP enterprise fund.  A portion of the interceptor which lies within the 

Pinehurst Resort No. 7 Golf course has deteriorated and needs to be replaced.  This portion is along the 

creek bed and is receiving large quantities of infiltration and inflow from stormwaters and groundwater.  

Portions of this line have experienced great settlement, particularly at manholes, causing severe pipeline 

integrity issues.  The Engineering for the project is being provided under a contract with LKC 

Engineering.   

 

The construction bid was awarded to BRS, Inc. by the Board of Commissioners at the August 20, 2019 

meeting.   

 

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN: 

Award construction contract.    

 

FINANCIAL IMPACT STATEMENT: 

Total estimated project cost is $2,578,187.   

 

RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY: 

Make a motion to approve a notice of award and construction contract to BRS, Inc. in an amount not to 

exceed $2,089,827 for the Pinehurst No. 7 Interceptor Sewer Replacement Project and authorize the 

Chairman or Vice Chairman to sign. 

 

Make a motion to authorize the County Manager or his designee to sign construction change orders to 

BRS, Inc. for up to $20,000 each contingent upon approval by the County Attorney’s office.      

 

SUPPORTING ATTACHMENTS: 

Notice of Award 

Construction Contract 
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NOTICE OF AWARD 

Date of Issuance:    

Owner:  County of Moore Owner's Contract No.: IFB 2020-01 

Engineer: LKC Engineering, PLLC Engineer's Project No.: MooCo-18.01 

Project: Pinehurst #7 Interceptor 
Replacement 

Contract Name: N/A 

Bidder:  

Bidder’s Address:  

TO BIDDER: 

 You are notified that Owner has accepted your Bid dated _8/8/19__  ____ for the above Contract, and that 
you are the Successful Bidder and are awarded a Contract for: Pinehurst #7 Interceptor Replacement 

 
The Contract Price of the awarded Contract is:  $ 2,089,827           .  

        FIVE unexecuted counterparts of the Agreement accompany this Notice of Award, and one copy of the 
Contract Documents accompanies this Notice of Award, or has been transmitted or made available to 
Bidder electronically.  

           a set of the Drawings will be delivered separately from the other Contract Documents.  

 You must comply with the following conditions precedent within 15 days of the date of receipt of this Notice 
of Award: 
 

1. Deliver to Owner 5 counterparts of the Agreement, fully executed by Bidder. 

2. Deliver with the executed Agreement(s) the Contract security [e.g., performance and payment bonds] 
and insurance documentation as specified in the Instructions to Bidders and General Conditions, 
Articles 2 and 6. 

3. Other conditions precedent (if any):  
 

 Failure to comply with these conditions within the time specified will entitle Owner to consider you in default, 
annul this Notice of Award, and declare your Bid security forfeited.   

 Within ten days after you comply with the above conditions, Owner will return to you one fully executed 
counterpart of the Agreement, together with any additional copies of the Contract Documents as indicated in 
Paragraph 2.02 of the General Conditions. 

Owner: County of Moore 

 ______________________________ 

                         Authorized Signature 

By:  

Title:  
 
Copy: Engineer 
  



Agenda Item:   
       Meeting Date: September 03, 2019  
 
MEMORANDUM TO THE MOORE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS:  
       
FROM: Richard Smith – Capital Projects Manager 
  
DATE: August 28, 2019 
  
SUBJECT: AIA Contract Document G802-2017 Amendment – Mosley Architects P.C – 

Additional Services 
 
REQUEST: This is a request to review, approve, and execute the attached Contract Amendment 
with Mosley Architects for the proposed Court House Facility under Additional Services Traffic 
Engineering Analysis 
 
BACKGROUND:  Mosley Architects were chosen to design the new proposed Courthouse Facility, 
as part of that design it has been proposed to close 1 block of Dowd Road between the traffic circle 
on 24/27 and Saunders Street. This study will provide valuable information on which to base a final 
decision.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: “Compensation” for: Additional Services under Article 4.1.4 of the AIA 
Contract if needed throughout the process will be based on the amount invoiced by the vendor to 
Mosley Architects plus 10%. In this case that amount will be Twenty Five Thousand Four 
Hundred Ten and 00/100 Dollars ($25,410.00) 
 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN: Execute the AIA Contract Amendment as stated to assist in the 
design phase. 
 
RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY: To make a motion to approve the attached AIA Amendment 
with Mosley Architects P.C. and authorize the Vice Chair to sign the same. 
 
SUPPORTING ATTACHMENTS: AIA Document G802 -2017 Amendment to Professional 
Services Agreement between Owner and Architect. 
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  Agenda Item:   
         Meeting Date:  09/03/2019 
 
MEMORANDUM TO THE MOORE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS:  
       
FROM:  Laura M. Williams, Clerk 
  
DATE:  08/27/2019 
  
SUBJECT:  Appointments / DSS Board 
 
 
 
REQUEST: 
 
Reappoint member to the Department of Social Services (DSS) Board of Directors. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Commissioner Catherine Graham’s current term of service on the DSS Board expires September 30.  
Commissioner Graham is willing to continue service. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN: 
 
Clerk will make notification of appointment and update records. 
 
RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY: 
 
Make a motion to reappoint Commissioner Catherine Graham to the DSS Board for a three-year term 
expiring September 30, 2022. 
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  Agenda Item:   
         Meeting Date:  09/03/2019 
 
MEMORANDUM TO THE MOORE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS:  
       
FROM:  Laura M. Williams, Clerk 
  
DATE:  08/28/2019 
  
SUBJECT:  Appointments / Planning Board Chairman 
 
 
 
 
REQUEST: 
 
Appoint Planning Board Chairman. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The Planning Board bylaws specify that the Chairman shall be appointed by the Board of 
Commissioners.  Mr. Eddie Nobles has served two years as the Chairman.  The Planning Board 
members have made no specific recommendation regarding chairmanship for the ensuing year. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN: 
 
Clerk will make notification of appointment and update records. 
 
RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY: 
 
Make a motion to appoint a Planning Board Chairman for FY20. 
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