AGENDA
City of Archdale
City Council Meeting
August 23, 2022– 7:00 p.m.
Please note there will be a pre-agenda session at 6:30
p.m.

1. Call To Order
2. Invocation And Pledge Of Allegiance
3. Council Action To Accept Or Amend The Agenda
4. Consideration Of Consent Agenda
These items are considered routine, non-controversial and are considered
and approved by a single motion and vote.
4.A. Approval Of The Minutes For The July 26, 2022 City Council Meeting
Documents:
JULY 26, 2022 CITY COUNCIL MINUTES.PDF
4.B. Financial Summary Report
Documents:
FINANCIAL SUMMARY.PDF
4.C. Budget Amendment 2023-2
Documents:
BUDGET AMENDMENT 2023-2.PDF

4.C. Budget Amendment 2023-2
Documents:
BUDGET AMENDMENT 2023-2.PDF
4.D. Consideration Of Amendment To Budget Ordinance
Documents:
CONSIDERATION OF AMENDMENT TO BUDGET
ORDINANCE.PDF
4.E. Waive Utility Bill Late Fees Scheduled For August 22, 2022
Documents:
WAIVE UTILITY BILL LATE FEES SCHEDULED FOR
AUGUST 22, 2022.PDF
4.F. Resolution Designating The Week Of September 24 - October 1, 2022
As A "Week For Archdale"
Documents:
RESOLUTION - A WEEK FOR ARCHDALE.PDF
4.G. Request To Close Bonnie Place To Traffic For SerCo's Bush Hill
Hometown Jamboree
Documents:
REQUEST TO CLOSE BONNIE PLACE TO TRAFFIC-BUSH
HILL HOMETOWN JAMBOREE.PDF
4.H. Request To Close Bonnie Place To Traffic For SerCo Trunk Or Treat
Event
Documents:
REQUEST TO CLOSE BONNIE PLACE TO TRAFFIC TRUNK OR TREAT EVENT.PDF
5. Public Comment Time: Notices, Petitions, And Comments From The Public
On Items That Are Not On The Agenda
6. Public Hearing: Traffic Calming Request On Belgian Drive
Documents:
PUBLIC HEARING - TRAFFIC CALMING REQUEST ON BELGIAN
DRIVE.PDF
7. Additional Items
8. Adjournment
Anyone who needs an accommodation to participate in the meeting should notify

DRIVE.PDF
7. Additional Items
8. Adjournment
Anyone who needs an accommodation to participate in the meeting should notify
the City Clerk’s Office at 336-434-7343 at least forty-eight (48) hours prior to the meeting or call
North Carolina Relay at 1-800-735-8262.
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MINUTES
City Council
Pre-Agenda Session
Tuesday, July 26, 2022
Members Present: Lewis Dorsett, Mayor; John Glass, Mayor Pro Tem; Council
Members: Roger Blackwell, Robert (Trey) Gray, Lorie McCroskey, Larry Warlick, and
Tim Williams.
Members Absent: None.
Others Present: Zeb Holden, City Manager; Beth Koonce, City Attorney; David Jones,
Police Chief; Travis Snider, Master Police Officer; Mark Barnhardt, Deputy Finance
Officer; Jason Miller, Planning Director; John Harrison, IT Director; DJ Señeres,
Stormwater Manager; and Susan Swaim, City Clerk.
Media Present: A/T News.
Mayor Dorsett asked if there were any additions, deletions, or changes to the
agenda. Being none, Manager Holden reviewed items on tonight’s agenda. He
mentioned the passing of Mike Liner and his years of service and contributions to the
City. Manager Holden shared information regarding a water main break today and
thanked Public Works staff for their response and hard work to mitigate that issue. He
further shared that a new police officer will be sworn in tomorrow morning and invited
Council members to attend. Manager Holden mentioned that the National Night-Out
event will be held on August 2nd on Bonnie Place. He advised that the EDC annual
meeting will be held on August 9th at Pinewood Country Club and asked Council
members wishing to attend to let him know so that reservations may be made. Manager
Holden stated that plans are for Gov. Cooper to remove the State of Emergency for
COVID-19 and would ask that Mayor Dorsett also remove the City’s State of Emergency
at that time. He advised that NCDOT is currently repaving I-85 from Main Street to the
Davidson County line and traffic will be heavy during their work times.
Manager Holden shared that the City was awarded an AIA Grant to study the water
system which will provide staff with information about the system and allow for a rate
study. He thanked Senator Craven, Representative Hurley, and Representative McNeill
for their support in securing a 3.9 million dollar grant for the City through the State
budget of which 3.6 will be used for water/sewer infrastructure with the remainder
earmarked for IT needs within the Police Department.
Mayor Pro Tem Glass asked that Manager Holden contact NCDOT regarding the
repainting of lines on Main Street. Manager Holden stated that he would contact them
regarding his request.
Councilwoman McCroskey reported on the Park Advisory Board Meeting. She
discussed the many projects and improvements that are taking place at the park such
as new LED lighting and the addition of soccer goals on the new field. Councilwoman
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McCroskey thanked park staff for their attention to patrons and making them feel
welcome.
Mayor Dorsett shared that the Mayor’s Park Run Challenge will be on October 1st at
Creekside Park and will be in conjunction with the run held each week. He further
shared that 2023 is designated as the Year of the Trail and Archdale will be planning an
event at Creekside Park to celebrate that designation. Mayor Dorsett stated that
Manager Holden was instrumental in securing the 3.9 million dollar State grant and
without his involvement the City would not have been awarded this grant.
With no further discussion, Mayor Dorsett adjourned the July 26, 2022 Pre-Agenda
session.

MINUTES
City of Archdale
City Council
Tuesday, July 26, 2022
Members Present: Lewis Dorsett, Mayor; John Glass, Mayor Pro Tem; Council
Members: Roger Blackwell, Robert (Trey) Gray, Lorie McCroskey, Larry Warlick, and
Tim Williams.
Members Absent: None.
Others Present: Zeb Holden, City Manager; Beth Koonce, City Attorney; David Jones,
Police Chief; Travis Snider, Master Police Officer; Mark Barnhardt, Deputy Finance
Officer; Jason Miller, Planning Director; John Harrison, IT Director; DJ Señeres,
Stormwater Manager; and Susan Swaim, City Clerk.
Media Present: A/T News.
Item 1. Call to Order.
Mayor Dorsett called the meeting to order, welcomed everyone, and asked Captain
Jones to see that their attendance was registered.
Item 2. Invocation and Pledge of Allegiance.
Councilman Warlick gave the invocation and Mayor Pro Tem Glass led those present in
the pledge of allegiance to the flag.
Mayor Dorsett mentioned the unexpected passing of Mike Liner who was a long-time
supporter of the City of Archdale and its citizens. He asked for a moment of silence to
remember Mr. Liner.
Item 3. Council Action to Accept or Amend the Agenda.
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Mayor Pro Tem Glass made a motion to accept the agenda as presented. The
motion was seconded by Councilman Williams and was approved unanimously.
Item 4. Consideration of Consent Agenda: These items are considered routine, noncontroversial, and are considered and approved by a single motion and vote.
A. Approval of the Minutes for the June 28, 2022 City Council Meeting.
B. Approval of the Minutes for the July 5, 2022 Special Called City Council
Meeting.
C. Financial Summary Report.
D. Disposal of Surplus Property FY22 Annual Report.
E. Budget Amendment 2023-1
F. Update of Construction and Development Standards.
G. Reappointment to the Stormwater Advisory Board – Lisa Chadwell.
Councilwoman McCroskey made a motion to approve the Consent Agenda as
presented. The motion was seconded by Councilman Blackwell and was
approved unanimously.
Item 5. Public Comment Time.
There was no one to speak during this time.
Item 6. Quasi-Judicial Hearing: Review of a Special Use Permit (R-AH) for a + 16-acre
portion of Randolph County parcel #7718044799.
Councilman Warlick asked that he be recused from voting on Items 6, 7, and 8 due to a
potential conflict of interest.
Mayor Pro Tem Glass made a motion to recuse Councilman Warlick from voting
on Items 6, 7, and 8. The motion was seconded by Councilman Blackwell and was
approved unanimously.
Mayor Dorsett asked that anyone wishing to speak and provide sworn testimony be
sworn in by the City Clerk.
Oaths were administered by the City Clerk to those wishing to speak.
Jason Miller, Planning Director, addressed Council on this item. Mr. Miller stated that
the applicant is seeking a Special Use Permit for a 16-acre portion of property located at
508 Old English Farm Road. He further stated this Special Use Permit is part of a major
subdivision application associated with the remaining 215 acres of the associated
parcel. Mr. Miller advised the applicant intends to integrate single-family homes and
townhomes into a cohesive residential development. He further advised that this portion
of property was rezoned from R-15 to R-AH at the July 2021 City Council meeting.
Mr. Miller reported that the applicant’s site plan proposes a total of 103 townhome lots
on the 16-acre section of the parcel, resulting in a density of 6.19 units per acre, which
is below the City’s maximum of 8 units per acre. He further reported there will be two
access points to the R-AH portion of the development. Mr. Miller mentioned the first
access would connect the development to Trindale Road utilizing the existing Old
3

2170
English Farm Road, with the second being an eastern access point into the singlefamily portion of the subdivision. He advised that the submitted site plan meets all City
standards and the Planning and Zoning Board voted 8-0 to recommend approval of the
Special Use Permit.
Mr. Miller stated that for City Council to approve the Special Use Permit, they shall find
the following 4 tests in favor of the applicant:
•

That the use will not materially endanger the public health or safety if located
where proposed and developed according to the plan submitted and approved;

•

That the use meets all required conditions and specifications;

•

That the use will not substantially injure the value of the adjoining property, or
that the use is a public necessity; and

•

That the location and character of the use is developed according to the plan as
submitted and approved will be in harmony with the area in which it is to be
located and in general conformity with the plan of development of Archdale and
its environs.

Mayor Dorsett then opened the quasi-judicial hearing and ask if anyone in
attendance would like to speak in support of the Special Use Permit request, to please
come to the podium and state your name and address for the record.
AMANDA HODIERNE, ESQ.:

Good evening Mr. Mayor and members

of the Council. My name is Amanda Hodierne. Address is at 804 Green Valley Road,
Greensboro, and that’s 27408. And before I get started, if I could approach, I’ve got a
handout to follow along just in case you want to peruse while I am talking.
While you are handing those out, um, I’ll tell you it is nice to be back here. It is always
good to see you all again, but this is particularly special because we were here a year
ago, of course, with the grand plan of a lot of, um, goals and visionary statements. And,
um, here we are a year later, a little longer than we would have liked, but none the less.
That year has represented a lot of hard work with your staff and we are very excited to
have been able to deliver on that commitment and the vision that we all talked about a
year ago, and I’m happy to share that with you guys tonight by the virtue of those three
items on your agenda.
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So, if I can get the first slide please. This is just a reminder of our, um, current, uh,
zoning landscape that we’re offering. This entire boundary, of course, is our, uh, subject
property of the entire English Farm project as you’ve been familiar with. And, um, this
particular item, number 6 on your agenda, is going to focus on the green area here,
which is of course the attached, um, attached housing, townhomes. Under your
ordinance, um, attached housing requires a closer look. We’ve got the right zoning
established, we did that last summer, but it requires a closer look to make sure we are
meeting the standards of SR 40, and making sure that the circumstances and
conditions are in place and Archdale can step forward, um, to make townhomes an
appropriate use. So that is what we are focusing on, uh, right now.
Can we go to the next slide please. Um, just to kind of take a quick reminder at where
we are in the process, because it is a lengthy one. Of course, last summer, we got the
rezoning done to establish the appropriate land use. Um, and now, tonight, we are
focusing on the next three steps – the preliminary subdivision plan which will be next,
the Special Use Permit application, the R-AH component of the plan, as I just
addressed, and the Development Agreement, which is between the City and developer,
and that’s the final glue or bridge, if you will, that holds together all the commitments
and obligations of all the parties as we get through this thing for the next five, seven, to
ten years and to be able to carry out everything that’s in the rezoning document, the
preliminary plat, each phase of the plat, and, uh, and the Special Use Permit. Um, and
after that, will come construction drawings and then final plats for each of those phases.
Of course, that will be in multiple increments. And then of course, eventually building
permits for homes and that will also come in multiple increments. So, just a little
snapshot of where we have been and where we are and where we are going.
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You can go to the next slide please. As you heard from your staff, um, tonight’s hearing
is a quasi-judicial proceeding. You are sitting as fact finder and that requires evidence
rather than um, legislator tonight, and so, as such, you have a five part, four part really,
test to apply. And um, we’re going bring you evidence. Each prong of this test, you are
going to apply it. Um, hopefully, uh, there is a (inaudible) that each of these evidentiary
standards are met and that will allow the issuing of the Special Use Permit. What I
would like to do is just walk through each component of the test, and um, give you the
evidence for each column and then we will keep it organized in that fashion.
Um, the first element of your test asked that the use will not materially endanger the
public health or safety if located where proposed and developed according to the plan
submitted and approved. And what I would offer to you, uh, as evidence on this and
what I will offer through a couple of experts here, is that your TRC process and what we
have been through over the past year, between zoning and now, is your best evidence
of, of this part of your test. You have in place a very rigorous review, an inter-agency
review, that, that makes up your TRC- your Technical Review Committee. They look at
things like, um, our designs,uh, provided by engineers. Sewer, drainage, road profiles.
They look at all the lot dimensions and apply uh, zoning standards that were adopted
back at the time they were presented. And they look at the TIA that was conducted with
the help of NCDOT. They look at the stormwater management regulations. Um, and
after that, uh, month long process it all culminated in an approval from TRC and from
your staff. Um, and that, that is the evidence that we have. Um, we have submitted a
plan that, uh, can be carried out without materially endangering your public because
those rules and regulations from that TRC process exists to make sure that very thing.
So what I would like to do now, is call up, um, two of the experts. These two experts that
worked on those items and got us through that process. And they will each offer you,
6

2173
uh, their testimony on this item. So, we will first start with Dave Southard, who is our
civil engineer and then we will move next to Chase Smith, who is our traffic engineer.
Um, can we go to the next slide. Actually, before we do that, this is just sort of a preview
of, um, a couple of the documents that came out of that process. Of course the TIA
which Chase is going to talk about. We’ve got, in the middle there, just the first page of
the TRC approval, um, that was the culmination of that process. And then an extra step,
that we went through, not all TIAs have to go through congestion management, um, with
NCDOT, but ours did. That was also part of the TIA process that Chase can talk about.
Just a little preview there of what that process entailed. Can you move to the next slide
please.
This is, um, one of the sheets of the, um, the plan that went through TRC just to aid and
help them, in discussion with Mr. Southard and Mr. Smith. Thank you.
DAVE SOUTHARD:

How is everybody tonight? Unfortunately we’ve

had a little bit of bad traffic out there tonight so I hope we don’t get stuck in it. Dave
Southard, Evans Engineering, 4609 Dundas Drive, Greensboro, 27407. Um, I am the
design engineer on this. Um, a little bit about my background. I have been working for
Evans Engineering for 32 years. I have been doing design engineering of land for all
those years with Evans Engineering. Um, we have been involved in this project for the
last two years literally this month. It has been two years that we have been working on
this project. Um, we have been working with Archdale to develop a site plan which, uh,
we received initial approval through TRC this past March. Um, we only had one round
through TRC. Um, I think we came in with a really strong plan and we didn’t have a
whole lot of comments that we needed to address. Uh, but there were a couple of little
things here. Some minor signage and some entrances, and public, um, pedestrian
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access. As you know, the TRC process consists of the Fire Department, your
engineering, your Utility Department, Water, and Police Departments. So, we have an
extensive review of everything. And it was a couple hour process and we had
discussion and everything. Um, some of the items that we focused on were community
amenities, traffic flow, pedestrian access as I mentioned, stormwater management,
buffers, open space, and landscaping. And some of the things I would like to, uh, focus
on, as Jason had stated, the density allows 8 units per acre, and we were far under than
at 6.19. So, we were trying to keep a (inaudible) plan and not just push all the limits. Uh,
something else was the built upon area. We were allowed to go up to 16 acres. We did
not. We were half that, we were at 8 acres. Another area that was (inaudible) for the RAH is open space. We were only required to do 1.68 acres of open space. But we did
come in at 9.5 acres. Again, we went above and beyond what we could have done. Um,
all the design elements, like your streets, utilities, landscaping, etc., all meet Archdale’s
standards, specifications, and your ordinances. So, with that said, do you have any
questions for me?
MAYOR DORSETT:

No, not at this time. Thank you.

CHASE SMITH:

Good evening. My name is Chase Smith, with

Ramey Kemp & Associates. Um, a little bit of background on myself. I am a graduate of
NC State with a Civil Engineering degree in 2013. Started work with Ramey Kemp, um,
Traffic Engineer, in 2014, so going on eight years now. Uh, I hold professional
engineering licenses in North Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, and Florida. Um, and
as Amanda says, to give you’re a little bit of a brief synopsis of the traffic impact
analysis and how that process sort of plays itself out. Um, so we actually were
contacted about the project to present NCDOT and any municipalities that need to be
involved. Uh, the district NCDOT, will determine if congestion management, um, the
8
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group that works with NCDOT in Raleigh, um, if they want them involved. And they
usually take a look at the (inaudible) projects or any that are in and around NCDOT’s
state transportation improvement projects. Um, so, additionally what we do is scope the
project, scope the traffic impact analysis within and determine the number of
intersections that we need to look at. Um, and, background growth rates that we need to
include or any adjacent developments. Um, we also generate traffic for that proposed
development, in this case, the English Farm development. Um, and then present a
potential trip distribution to how that traffic will use each of the intersections that were
scoped to analyze as part of that analysis.
Um, so that gets submitted to NCDOT and municipalities, um, for approval. Uh, and
approval from those agencies who, um, collect traffic data. Um, in this case we are
using sort of a mixture of vehicle counts that were done in, uh, in September of last
year, as schools were back in session. We are also using, um, some traffic forecast that
NCDOT completed, um, for some of their projects that are going around in the area. Uh,
and when we get those existing traffic, that existing traffic data back, we will project that
up to a future build out year as anticipated from the development. Uh, we will include
any other, um, traffic that, um, that needs to be included in that, as I said, background
growth rates, and then any other developments that are going on, or going through the
approval process at that time. And um, uh, once we get all of that compiled, we start
pulling traffic numbers into our, um, intersection analysis software called Safe Road.
Um, and through these TIA’s we usually look at existing condition, a future near built
condition that includes road rates, uh, other developments (inaudible). And we will also
look at built condition, uh, that includes proposed development traffic. Uh, we will start
combining a comparison. We will write the TIA report. Um, when we start looking at
whether the mitigation or improvements need to be provided, we’re looking at a
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comparison between those that build the proposed development and those built
conditions that are without the proposed development. Um, then when we put it in the
analysis software, the information it spits out is on an A-F scale, much like you would
get graded in school. A being the best, F being the worst. Um, and based on our
findings, the report, um, all the signalized intersections that we are looking at as part of
our analysis were operating at a level of service C or better which is considered
acceptable in the eyes of NCDOT and most municipalities. All of the unsignalized
intersections were working, uh, under similar conditions. Um, we received approval from
NCDOT on our traffic impact analysis in December of last year, before Christmas. Um,
and the only required mitigation coming out of that were turn lanes at the driveway
access points.
MAYOR DORSETT:

Thank you.

AMANDA HODIERNE, ESQ.:

Thank you Chase and Dave, and

thanks for humoring me with all of that intel, but I wanted to get it in the record, and I
wanted you knowing how much detail and minutia your staff and NCDOT and all the
other agencies go through, um, to, ensure that we are meeting that first test. To keep
everyone safe and to carry out all the requirements of your ordinance. If we can just
briefly go back to the two maps I had up. I wanted to show that, that, this is our overall
plan and the writing is there on the side of the page, is indicating all the callout
comments that, um, your staff was very careful to mention to be on there so that all
these commitments and requirements, and necessary details from the SR 40 standards
be on this adopted plan and put there. And therefore can be enforced and carried out,
and applied by your staff going forward. And the next map, is the, also part of our plan.
It is just a more, um, specified, in, of this R-AH area, and again it contains a lot of
detailed notes. And you even have a little elevation inset picture there so that all this
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information lives and is homogenized in one place for record keeping and ease of, ease
of use going forward.
So, if we can flip to the next slide, next slide please. We will go down to the second part
of your test. And that asks if the use meets all required conditions and specifications.
Um, as you might expect, this piece is, this part of the test is a little bit, um, overlapping
with what we’ve just been through, because it asked to ensure that all the specifications
of whatever use meets the Special Use Permit, in our case, the townhomes, is meeting
all the requirements in your ordinance, which is SR 40. And of course, that is part of
what your TRC was doing. Um, but in this case, we also have required conditions that
were adopted with our rezoning. So, um, that is also part of what this prong of the test
is looking at. So, if we could go to the next slide.
This is just a quick recap of SR 40 and part of, um, and just some highlights of what we
are meeting for those requirements. This ordinance specifies that townhome
developments in Archdale are capped at a density of 8 units per acre. As you have
already heard tonight, we are only proposing 6.19 units per acre. So, we are meeting
that important requirement. Open space is another callout I wanted to highlight. Um, our
requirement works out to be just over 10%, and when you exclude the buffers and
required, um, stream conservation and that sort of thing, um, we are required to have
1.66 acres and we are proposing 6.69 without those required items. And what you
heard from Mr. Southard was with those items. Um, maximum impervious surface. It’s
set at 50% in your SR 40 ordinance or 8.31 acres for this particular requirement. We are
coming in at just 5.46 acres. So, we were pleased that we were able to, uh, come in
under all of those maximum thresholds. Um, that are set to be, be, um, approved
thresholds in your ordinance. And we were able to come in under those. Which, um, you
know, is exactly one of the reasons that we brought this type of plan forward. We have
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clustered this, um, this is a different type of development than perhaps we have seen in
the past in Archdale. But, this is why. These are the benefits you can get from that, and
we are happy that this has played out as we anticipated. Just to give you, um, a quick
streamline, um, other things that SR 40 looks at are that all the streets are public. Which
we’ve met that. That utilities are run underground, that’s great forward thinking, planning
coming to bear. We’ve met that. You’ve got lighting requirements we have to meet.
Completion of a TIA, which you just heard about. Dimensional requirements being
checked. Streets, parking, walkways, sidewalks, connectivity, pedestrian safety. Open
space standards you’ve hear about. Landscaping standards. Um, one specific thing, or
standard I will call out in detail is the requirement that when you have townhomes
adjacent to non-townhome property, you have to have an even bigger landscape buffer
or yard. Which, um, is a good protectionary measure in your ordinance. But we have it
included, as seen here, in one of those call outs that we talk about earlier. And then
finally, (inaudible) in the minutia such as solid waste facilities, mail kiosks, signage, and
your stormwater standards. We are very confident that the ordinance and the TRC
process that have ensured that those have been met too.
Um, looking at our rezoning conditions, the next two slides please. This is looking back
at that big laundry list of conditions that we worked hard on last year and that you all,
um, I know this is small, but as you go in, all the arrows here, indicate which one of
those zoning conditions are, um, checked off and complied with by virtue of the Special
Use Permit, or the Preliminary Plan, or the Development Agreement, that we are
bringing forth tonight. Um, and this is just showing you, and again your TRC process
looked at the same comparison, making sure that any accepted rezoning conditions that
needed to live in the Special Use Permit, or the other items to be complied with are
where they needed to be and that is the limitation part of the rezoning conditions that

12

2179
were adopted last summer. Just looking back here, in the next slide. There are a lot of
conditions, and, um, a lot of arrows, which is good, that’s how we want to do it.
Moving on to the next prong of our test. This is making sure that the use will not
substantially injure the values of adjoining or abutting property, or if the use is a public
necessity. It is not a public necessity even though we are in a housing crisis. So, we
looked at, um, the injury or impact to adjoining properties. And so, for that testimony, I’d
like to call up our appraiser to give you that information.
DAVE KIRKLAND: Hi. My name is Dave Kirkland with Kirkland
Appraisals. Uh, my address is 9408 Northfield Court, Raleigh, NC 27603. If you don’t
mind me approaching, I’ve got copies of the impact study. So, as I said, my name is
Dave Kirkland, with Kirkland Appraisals. I am a state certified General Appraiser in the
State of North Carolina as well as the Commonwealth of Virginia. I have been an
appraiser for seven years. I have been accepted as an expert in property value impacts
in hearings just like this for a hundred times. I am here to discuss whether or not the
proposed townhome use will impact the surrounding property values. So, in order to
determine whether or not, what the impact is a property values, we do what is called an
mask air or impaired sales analysis. This is where we take homes in an existing
townhome community and we look at, well, how does a home that backed
up to townhomes, or a single-family home that backed up to town homes, how do those
sale for compared to nearby single-family homes that are not next to townhomes. After
testing for differences, we found several examples, of, uh, homes next to townhomes
that sold for similarly comparable prices as those that were next to townhomes as those
that were not. In other words, there is a similar price that is being paid for homes
adjoining townhomes as those that do not join townhomes. Which is a strong indication
of no impact on existing property values if market participants are not obstaining more
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or less being adjacent to a townhome use. Uh, and so, we also look at other examples
of this, uh, from other parts of the state as supplemental data and that is included in
here as well. But our primary focus has been on townhomes within the Archdale, uh,
area. And so, we pulled two different sets of maps from air, the first being from Brittany
Square, which is east as well as uhm, let me see, Westbrook Condominiums, directly to
the north adjoining this. Uh, and in both examples, the single-family homes that sold
next to those, sold for comprable prices as those that were not next to those townhome
uses. And so based on that information, it is my professional opinion that the proposed
townhomes will not impact adjacent property values. I’m happy to answer any
questions.
MAYOR DORSETT:

Not at this time, thank you.

AMANDA HODIERNE, ESQ.:

Alright, we are making progress here.

Looking at our fourth prong of the test, this asks that, um, if the location and character of
the use is developed according to the plan as submitted and approved will be in
harmony with the area in which it is to be located and in general conformity with the plan
of development of Archdale and its environs. And I look at this prong of the test as being
a re-check and a sort of a confirmation of the work that we did last summer with the
rezoning. Can we move to the next slide.
If you remember, this was our vision that we started all of this from. And the benefit of
having that starting point is that we were always working towards a harmonious concept
plan, and, and, and goal and vision for this community. So, we are not coming in here
ad hock and piece meal adding some townhomes to, um, and already built-out
environment. We have the benefit and the luxury of planning it all together and going
through a very rigorous process to do that, and to make sure that it would be all

14

2181
harmonious together. To make sure that, uhm, things were compatible with the entire
English Farm project and to work together as a whole to be viable and to be an asset to
your city. So, I would submit to you that your evidence on the part of harmoniousness
and comprehensive collaborative, uhm, consistency with your goals, your objectives
and your vision for your city is our rezoning approval as a whole last summer. That is
one of the reasons we wanted to take this approach in terms of how we, uh, sought
those rezoning changes from you. Um, I would also like to remind you, would you flip to
the next slide. You have seen this before, last summer. Um, that we are consistent with
your Comprehensive Plan that was adopted just back in 2020. And you’ve heard all of
this from me before, and were in agreement last summer, that this English Farm plan
with the townhome component does provide consistency with that plan. And going to
the next slide, it does meet several of your Strategic Plan initiatives from that adopted
Plan.
So, we believe that we do meet, uh, your fourth prong of the test through, um, through
this aspect. Similarly, again, to include the testimony you’ve heard from your first three
prongs of the test, again, this is sort of a confirmation, and a check-off part of your test.
By meeting your special use standards and making sure that we’re not, uhm, impairing
neighboring properties, making sure that we are being safe, uhm, that that’s all good.
That we ensure compatibility and harmoniousness with your land use and
comprehensive plans. Finally, we will get to the fifth prong of your test, which is really
sort of an optional item. And it says, that in granting the Special Use Permit, you the
Council, may propose additional restrictions to ensure that we are in fact meeting one,
two, three, and four above. Uhm, and in an effort to ensure that we are doing that, we
have gone ahead and gone and offered some additional conditions, and, if we can skip
next slide please. In recent reviews, it is because last summer we crafted all the
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architectural standards, uhm, for the single-family zoning. Due to this (inaudible)
process, we weren’t able to offer conditions for architectural standards to the
townhomes. It wasn’t the appropriate time because, this is. So, this is, um, the
completion of that commitment for architectural standards in this community. And what
you see here before you, um, are the architectural commitments on the townhomes that
are compatible with and have continuity with what was approved last summer for the
single-family. And that being noted, you are getting the same style of architecture
vernacular and standards, um, that we committed to and promised to do with the singlefamily. So, uh, the entire neighborhood will meet that high standard that was set, um,
set by you last summer. Um, and not only to the equal high quality development but to
have continuity, and to feel confident that it feels like the same sense of place and
identity when you come into English Farm. So, that is why we wanted to ensure that this
was part of this application.
Well, with that, that is the evidence that we have prepared for you, so we all are here to
answer questions as needed. Whatever you feel you need to help make your finding of
facts on any of these, um, prongs of your test. We are happy to answer any questions.
Thank you for your time this evening.
MAYOR DORSETT:

Thank you. Is there anyone else to speak for?

Is there anyone that would like to speak against, and/or have questions?
TOM ENGLISH:

Hi, my name is Tom English. I’m at 501

Trindale Road. I’m surrounded by this development. And, uh, most of you remember, I
spoke last year. Um, um, I’m not here specifically in opposition. Um, I knew that
historically by being a member of the English family, that this was inevitable. Um, my,
ever since the time the family donated land for the YMCA, this was the next step in the

16

2183
plan. So that was a couple of decades ago I guess. And um, this of course, is consistent
with the land use plan, so. Um, I grew up on this property. I understand that it is going to
be a change. I don’t really want it to change. Um, but I do have some concerns because
my property is going to feel the greatest impact, um, of all the adjacent properties. Um,
because I am surrounded on three sides. Go back to the, um, I think the first map, and
then show, and see, um, so all those red arrows pointing towards that lot, that is my
property. It is surrounded on three sides. Um, I can think of a couple ways that, um, that
um, occurs, on one side, um, my property is bordered by Old English Farm Road, so
that’s, um, some high volume traffic that we don’t see now. And also in view, there are
some looming townhomes sitting at a higher elevation than my property, looking down
on my property. Um, on the other two sides are the community use facilities proposed
for this development. Um, the clubhouse, the pool, the recreation field. Um, and so, um,
lots of future noise and activity adjacent to me where I have never had that before.
Um, and related to the traffic, is, um, we have a driveway that, that, um, is on Old
English Farm Road and Trindale Road. And, um, so that, I see actually some potential
for people using our driveway for cut-throughs because the intersection of Trindale and
Old English Farm Road, perhaps the traffic study will comment on this. Um, it is at the
top of the hill so there is a blind left turn if you come uphill. They’re going to put a left
turn lane (inaudible) which is going to block view of traffic coming up the hill. And if so,
um, in the decades of my childhood, I remember regularly people cutting through my
driveway on that road to avoid having to do that. So, playing in the yard and somebody
in a car comes through. And so, this is perhaps another (inaudible). Um, but, um,
hopefully they solve these problems. Um, thinking about the, um, Special Use Permit
test items that Amanda went through. Um, not substantially injuring the value of your
property and be in harmony with the area. Those are the two parts that I think affect me
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a little bit. Um, specifically I know you have, um, data on the sales, but I, I think it’s a
quality of life issue. Um, I am now going to be adjacent to a whole bunch of townhomes
that are sitting up at a higher elevation than me, looking down on my back yard. The
potential (inaudible). Um, and so these are things I am concerned about. I have
expressed them to the developer. Um, and I have had some pretty productive
conversations with them. So, they, they’ve certainly been, uh, willing to talk with me
about lots of details. We have had a couple of phone conversations and shared a lot of
emails. I’ve voiced my concerns. Um, they seem generally willing to work with me on
this. I know the plan they’ve got here for the townhomes, and one for the block of
townhomes, that they had placed at a location with, um, a mistaken understanding of
where my driveway was. So, these are actually just facing right into my driveway,
looking down on my backyard. So, we’ve talked about that, and they are willing you
could say, make some tweaks, to the plan to see if they can solve that problem. And,
so, they would then come back to the City with some small adjustments. I know that
there should be able to be some modifications in this process and they will be able to
address those issues and perhaps, um, fix this problem for us.
Um, and that’s my main concern, is that as we move forward, if you approve this, that,
um, if I continue these discussions with the developer and that they are willing to make
some changes, that, um, you will be on board with that. Um, and then the other thing,
the other thing, um, I am concerned about, as I told the Planning and Zoning, is
construction traffic. Um, there are only three roads into the property. One of them is off
(inaudible), so I don’t see why construction traffic can’t be on there (inaudible). Um, so,
talking about Trindale Road, where there are some, um, family homes really close to,
um, I see that as a problematic area that I was talking about. Um, and then School
Road. And so, I would like, as this plan works out, for construction, that the City would
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consider asking them to use the School Road property because the main adjacent
properties near that exit are City owned land, where they dump yard waste and all of
that is. So, those are my concerns. Um, I don’t have any specific, um, objections on this
company and what they do, I just hope we will be able to work out a few of these details
around my area, um, adjustments of some of these places. And I am really worried
about the traffic.
MAYOR DORSETT:

Thank you. Is there anyone else that would like

to speak, at all? If not, I will close the quasi-judicial hearing and turn it over to Council.
Councilwoman McCroskey asked for clarification and a timeline regarding the proposed
turn lanes. Mr. Smith stated that he did not have a specific timeline for completion of
turn lanes, which will be part of the NCDOT traffic permit process as well as line of sight
issues which were raised earlier. He shared that based on NCDOT’s review, there will
be left and right turn lanes on School Road, and a left turn lane provided on Trindale
Road at Old English Farm Road.
Amanda Hodierne stated that part of this plan is a “phasing” plan therefore the turn
lanes and all sight improvements in general will occur when a specific phase is
developed. She shared that driveway and turn lane permits are a part of the NCDOT
permit process which has not begun at this time.
Manager Holden asked Mr. Smith if there was a requirement of the TIA in regards to
Archdale Road and School Road with the presumption that NCDOT project U-3400
would be complete versus not complete. Mr. Smith confirmed that an improvement was
called for at this intersection in U-3400 if not completed before Phase 4.
Councilman Blackwell asked if anyone had discussed the construction site entrance
with Mr. English. Ms. Hodierne stated that several discussions have taken place with
Mr. English regarding the location of construction traffic and they will continue to work
with him on concerns he has raised so that construction traffic doesn’t overburden him.
Mayor Pro Tem Glass asked Mr. Smith how blind areas involving hills are mitigated. Mr.
Smith provided various measures on how those issues are improved by trimming trees
and shrubbery as well as raising the sight level of access points to increase the line of
sight, all of which NCDOT will review.
Amanda Hodierne asked Mr. Smith if NCDOT could possibly suggest warning signs
regarding hidden driveways, etc. to warn drivers. Mr. Smith stated that those types of
items will be included as part of the NCDOT permit process.
With no further discussion, Councilwoman McCroskey made a motion to approve
the English Farm Special Use Permit (R-AH) for a + 16-acre portion of Randolph
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County parcel #7718044799 and that the City Council finds in favor of the
applicant that the use will not materially endanger the public health or safety if
located where proposed and developed according to the plan submitted and
approved; the use meets all required conditions and specifications; the use will
not substantially injure the value of adjoining property, or that the use is a public
necessity; and that 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 in general conformity with the plan of development of
Archdale and its environs. The motion was seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Glass
and was approved unanimously.
Item 7. Review of a Preliminary Plat for English Farm major subdivision for a + 215acre portion of Randolph County parcels # 7718044799 and 7708951904.
Jason Miller, Planning Director, addressed Council on this item. Mr. Miller advised that
the applicant is seeking approval of a preliminary plat for a major subdivision which was
successfully rezoned to Conditional R-10 in July 2021. He further advised that
combined with a separate request, the applicant intends to construct 433 single-family
homes and 103 townhomes into a residential development with multiple amenities that
complement residential uses and the YMCA.
Mr. Miller stated that the applicant is proposing to cluster the developments 433 singlefamily homes and by providing substantial open space, can reduce the minimum lot size
and building setbacks for those homes. He further stated the proposed preliminary
subdivision plat specifies that 42% of single-family lot sizes shall be at least 8,450
square feet, 39% of single-family lot sizes at least 7,800 square feet and 19% of singlefamily lots at least 7,540 square feet.
Mr. Miller reported that a 5-foot sidewalk will be installed on both sides of all proposed
streets and that the applicant is proposing to construct a 10-foot wide asphalt greenway
through the development. He further reported that the proposed greenway will extend
from School Road to sidewalk along English Farm Road facilitating a connection to the
YMCA and Trindale Road. Mr. Miller shared that the greenway will be owned and
maintained by the City upon completion.
Mr. Miller advised that the TRC reviewed and conditionally approved the site plan on
March 9th and the applicant has revised the plan to reflect TRC comments. He further
advised that detailed construction drawings and phased major subdivision final plats
must be reviewed by TRC prior to development of the site. Mr. Miller stated that the
applicant is requesting the following modifications from the City’s Pedestrian Network
Plan: to construct sidewalk in the right-of-way along School Road from the entrance at
Carrie Drive to the proposed greenway connection instead of the entire length of the
property, as required by the Pedestrian Network Plan; and a fee-in-lieu of installation of
sidewalk along Archdale Road due to U-3400 road widening (to be determined at time
of construction and prior to issuance of zoning permits in Phase 2). He shared that the
Planning and Zoning Board voted 5-3 to recommend approval of the preliminary
subdivision plat.
Manager Holden reminded Council that they are the only authority that may allow for a
fee-in-lieu option. He shared that due to the U-3400 road widening project, staff feels
that this is an appropriate way to address the need for sidewalk along Archdale Road.
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Councilman Blackwell asked for clarification on where sidewalks are to be located.
Manager Holden provided Council information of where sidewalks will be built.
After further discussion, Councilman Gray made a motion to approve the
Preliminary Plat for English Farm major subdivision for a + 215-acre portion of
Randolph County parcel #7718044799 and 7718951904. The motion was seconded
by Councilman Williams.
Mayor Dorsett asked that a roll call vote be taken.
Yea

Nay

Mayor Pro Tem Glass
Councilman Gray
Councilwoman McCroskey
Councilman Williams

Councilman Blackwell

Motion passed with a 4-1 vote.
Item 8. Public Hearing: Consideration of Development Agreement between Desco
English Farm, LLC, and the City of Archdale.
Manager Holden addressed Council on this item. Manager Holden mentioned that in
July 2021, the City conditionally rezoned property known as the English Farm property
and as part of that approval, the City and Developer will enter into a Development
Agreement which will outline the manner in which this project will be developed. He
shared that Development Agreements as authorized by NCGS 160-D – 1001, allows the
City to establish a long-term relationship with the developer to ensure the
responsibilities of each party in the development process. Manager Holden stated that
this document will be a living document and will be updated or modified, if needed,
during the development process, and any major revision will be presented to Council for
approval. Manager Holden advised that if approved, the document will be recorded with
the Register of Deeds and will run with the land, not the developer.
He mentioned that staff has worked with the Developer for approximately the last six
months to draft the language of this document and offered to answer any questions
Council may have.
Mayor Dorsett then opened the public hearing and asked if there was anyone in
attendance to speak in favor or opposition of the proposed Development Agreement.
Amanda Hodierne, 804 Green Valley Rd., Greensboro, NC, addressed Council. Ms.
Hodierne stated that she wanted to echo what Manager Holden shared. She indicated
that this Development Agreement is a culmination of several months of work which
originated with the framework which the NCGS affords. Ms. Hodierne further indicated
that this document outlines the plan of how everyone will work together and keep the
project on track. She advised that this document will be the glue to ensure that the
project will be developed as designed and agreed upon. She shared that City staff has
been incredibly responsive and hard working on all aspects of drafting this Development
Agreement.
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With no one else to speak, Mayor Dorset closed the public hearing and turned the
matter over to Council for discussion and possible action.
Mayor Dorsett reiterated that this document travels with the property not the developer.
With no further discussion, Mayor Pro Tem Glass made a motion to approve the
Development Agreement between Desco English Farm, LLC and the City of
Archdale. The motion was seconded by Councilman Williams and approved
unanimously.
Mayor Pro Tem Glass made a motion for Councilman Warlick return to open
session. The motion was seconded by Councilwoman McCroskey and was
approved unanimously.
Item 9. Application for Extension of Sewer Service – Playground Road.
DJ Señeres, Stormwater Manager, addressed Council on this item. Mr. Señeres stated
that the City has received an application for sewer service on Playground Road. He
further stated that this service will tie into an existing manhole which is feasible and will
be done at the expense of the applicant.
Manager Holden shared that this was a single piece of property with existing sewer
service which has since been subdivided into two properties, with sewer service
needing to be extended to the second property.
With no further discussion, Councilman Blackwell made a motion to approve the
application for extension on Playground Road. The motion was seconded by
Mayor Pro Tem Glass and approved unanimously.
Item 10. Creation of the Plan Archdale Commission (PAC).
Manager Holden addressed Council on this item. Manager Holden shared that with the
adoption of Plan Archdale, goals have been identified to make Archdale a more vibrant
and livable community. He further shared that the Current Community Appearance
Commission (CAC) has served the City for 20+ years in a variety of ways to promote
placemaking activities such as Yard of the Month, Arbor Day presentations, as well as
sponsoring the decorative crosswalks on Bonnie Place. Manager Holden mentioned the
need to create a new committee which more clearly defines and reflects the desired
goals of Plan Archdale and proposes that the Community Appearance Committee be
formally disbanded and replaced with the Plan Archdale Commission. He further
mentioned that a list of potential candidates will be presented at the next City Council
meeting.
With no further discussion, Councilwoman McCroskey made a motion to approve
creation of the Plan Archdale Commission. The motion was seconded by
Councilman Warlick and was approved unanimously.
Item 11. Request by Hafele America Co. to amend a High-Density Development Permit
(HDDP) for property located at 3901-A Cheyenne Drive being Randolph County parcel
#7718915778.
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Jason Miller, Planning Director, addressed Council on this item. Mr. Miller stated that
Hafele America Co. is seeking to amend a High-Density Development Permit (HDDP)
that was approved in March 2022 to construct a 94,200 square foot addition to the
company’s existing building at 3901-A Cheyenne Drive. He further stated that the
applicant is requesting a waiver from the City’s requirement to construct a sidewalk
along Cheyenne Drive which is approximately 640 feet. Mr. Miller mentioned that the
project will control the first one inch of stormwater runoff as required by the high-density
development.
Roger Lampkin, Hafele American Co., 109 Farmers Folly Dr., Mooresville, NC
addressed Council. Mr. Lampkin stated that one of the reasons for the waiver request is
the location of the termination points of the required sidewalk are creating complications
on the property. He further stated that there is a very steep grade on the north end due
to NCDOT requirements and on the south end, the sidewalk will terminate into the
parking lot.
Manager Holden mentioned that this is an abnormal request, due to the fact that this
issue would typically have been addressed during the process of approving the initial
HDDP request. He further mentioned that the sidewalk is required by the City and the
engineer did draw the sidewalk on the plans. Manager Holden stated that Mr. Lampkin
was not involved in the plan review process prior to the Council meeting in March at
which the HDDP was approved, and the meeting concluded prior to him expressing
concerns about the sidewalk requirements. He further stated that this is a good-will
gesture to offer him an opportunity to offer clarification and ask for an amendment.
Manager Holden advised that this request is for the ability to avoid the sidewalk
construction as required along Cheyenne Drive.
Councilman Blackwell asked if this part of the sidewalk will be part of a future greenway.
Manager Holden stated that Council has adopted a requirement that all commercial
development will have sidewalk requirements with the goal of future connection allowing
for connectivity which will ultimately be part of a future greenway system.
Councilwoman McCroskey asked if sidewalk was required at the time of the most recent
Hafele expansion. Manager Holden shared that Hafele’s most recent expansion was in
2017 and the City worked with them to alter the property lines and sidewalk was
required on the area being developed but not on the parking lot side due to that part of
the property not being developed. He mentioned that in this instance, that flexibility does
not exist.
Mr. Lampkin stated that the opposite side of the property has more potential to support
sidewalk than the property in question.
Further discussion was had regarding the placement of future sidewalks as well as the
setting of precedent regarding the requirement of sidewalks with all commercial
development should this waiver be granted.
Councilman Williams stated that the original plan approved in March required that a
sidewalk be built on that property, although he would be willing to work with them on this
waiver request.

23

2190
Councilman Williams made a motion to approve the request to amend a HighDensity Development Permit (HDDP) for property located at 3901-A Cheyenne
Drive being Randolph County parcel #7718915778. The motion was seconded by
Councilman Blackwell.
After discussion, Councilman Williams amended his motion to include the
granting of an easement to the City of Archdale for the purpose of building future
sidewalk/greenway. The motion was seconded by Councilman Blackwell.
Mayor Dorsett requested a roll-call vote.
YEA

NAY

Councilman Blackwell
Councilman Williams
Councilman Warlick

Mayor Pro Tem Glass
Councilman Gray
Councilwoman McCroskey
Mayor Dorsett

Motion was denied with a 4-3 vote.
Item 12. Additional Items.
There were no additional items.
Item 11. Adjournment.
Councilman Warlick made a motion to adjourn the July 26, 2022 City Council meeting.
The motion was seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Glass and was approved unanimously.

ATTEST:

______________________________
Lewis W. Dorsett, Mayor

________________________
Susan T. Swaim, City Clerk
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CITY OF ARCHDALE
FINANCIAL SUMMARY REPORT
FOR PERIOD OF 07/01/2022 - 07/31/2022
GENERAL FUND
REVENUES
PROPERTY TAXES
SALES TAXES/HOLD HARMLESS
UTILITIES SALES TAXES
GARBAGE & RECYCLING FEES
RECREATION FEES
INTEREST
RESTRICTED INTERGOVERNMENTAL & OTHER
OTHER REVENUES
BALANCING APPROPRIATION

EXPENDITURES & ENCUMBRANCES
GOVERNING BODY
ADMINISTRATION
INFORMATION/COMMUNICATIONS TECHNOLOGY
FINANCE
LEGAL
BUILDINGS & GROUNDS
POLICE
FIRE
PLANNING/ZONING
STREET
POWELL BILL
SANITATION
PARKS & RECREATION
SENIOR BUILDING
LIBRARY
COMMUNITY PROMOTIONS
CONTINGENCY TO GF (Original Budget of $10,000)

GENERAL FUND CAPITAL (Included in figures above)

CASH BALANCES AS OF JULY 31, 2022
GENERAL FUND
$ 11,429,371
FEDERAL AFP
188,425
POWELL BILL
600,642
$ 12,218,437

ARCHDALE LEOSSA TRUST AS OF JULY 31, 2022
MARKET VALUE BASE
$
662,790

8/17/2022 10:21 AM FY23 City of Archdale Financial Summary

CURRENT
BUDGET
$
3,414,900
4,000,000
615,000
976,200
242,500
118,500
645,300
184,000
3,372,400
$
13,568,800

CURRENT
BUDGET
$
52,450
379,920
699,910
395,680
45,000
540,615
3,837,369
32,945
616,220
525,200
472,000
1,032,800
4,529,701
30,750
154,560
213,680
10,000
$
13,568,800
$

4,015,500

ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
2,453
73,930
54,304
11,086
82
1,065
$
142,920

EXPENDITURES
TO DATE
$
5,635
19,402
29,871
24,320
42,015
281,314
32,945
21,893
45,004
60
85,630
895
7,132
37,884
$
633,999
$

-

UNCOLLECTED
TO DATE
$
3,412,447
4,000,000
615,000
902,270
188,196
107,414
645,218
182,935
3,372,400
$
13,425,880

Y-T-D %
COLLECTED
0.07%
0.00%
0.00%
7.57%
22.39%
9.36%
0.01%
0.58%
0.00%
1.05%

ENCUMBRANCES
TO DATE
$
3,000
53,630
61,360
141,003
15,000
148,652
68,319
7,737
19,615
$
518,317

UNSPENT
TO DATE
$
46,815
357,518
616,409
371,360
45,000
437,240
3,415,052
579,327
331,544
472,000
1,032,740
4,375,752
22,118
127,813
175,796
10,000
$ 12,416,484

$

$

70,782

3,944,718

FYE 06/30/22
PRIOR YEAR
ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
70,684
26,906
7
63
3,428
$
101,089

Y-T-D %
SPENT
10.74%
5.90%
11.93%
6.15%
0.00%
19.12%
11.01%
100.00%
5.99%
36.87%
0.00%
0.01%
3.40%
28.07%
17.31%
17.73%
0.00%
8.49%
1.76%

FYE 06/30/22
PRIOR YEAR
ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
5,198
22,727
32,515
23,399
56,383
262,619
32,945
22,487
43,441
38
83,830
956
11,729
36,128
$
634,395
$

13,532

WATER & SEWER FUND
REVENUES
WATER CHARGES
SEWER CHARGES
INTEREST
OTHER REVENUES
BALANCING APPROPRIATION

CURRENT
BUDGET
$
1,917,800
2,485,000
51,000
236,300
(720,015)
$
3,970,085

ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
58,688
72,311
2,763
44,648
$
178,410

UNCOLLECTED
TO DATE
$
1,859,112
2,412,689
48,237
191,652
(720,015)
$
3,791,675

OTHER REVENUES (FUND 70)
INTEREST
APPROPRIATED NET ASSETS
TRANSFER FROM WATER/SEWER

$
$

$

$

$
SPECIAL REVENUE (FUND 35)
INTEREST
CONNECTION FEES
APPROPRIATED NET ASSETS

$
$
$
$

EXPENDITURES & ENCUMBRANCES
PERSONNEL
WATER PURCHASES
SEWER TREATMENT
DEBT SERVICE
CONTRACT SERVICES & MAINTENANCE
CAPITAL
OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES

OTHER EXPENDITURES & ENCUMBRANCES (FUND 70)
CAPITAL OUTLAY
SPECIAL PROJECT

23,600
2,006,400
2,030,000
1,800
25,000
(26,800)
-

CURRENT
BUDGET
$
779,315
406,000
651,000
760,350
384,100
201,550
787,770
$
3,970,085

CURRENT
BUDGET
$
1,530,000
500,000
$
2,030,000

$

1,571
1,571

$

$
$
$
$

123
560
683

$
$
$
$

EXPENDITURES
TO DATE
$
23,886
14
1,877
64,260
$
90,036

EXPENDITURES
TO DATE
$
$
-

22,029
2,006,400
2,028,429
1,677
24,440
(26,800)
(683)

ENCUMBRANCES
TO DATE
$
29,736
32,941
124,535
$
187,212

ENCUMBRANCES
TO DATE
$
$
-

Y-T-D %
COLLECTED
3.06%
2.91%
5.42%
18.89%
0.00%
4.49%

FYE 06/30/22
PRIOR YEAR
ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
58,700
70,632
15,512
$
144,844

6.66%
0.00%
0.00%
0.08%

$

$

-

6.85%
2.24%
0.00%
0.00%

$
$
$
$

1,120
1,120

Y-T-D %
SPENT
3.06%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
8.23%
16.34%
23.97%
6.98%

FYE 06/30/22
PRIOR YEAR
ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
27,088
14
1,347
58,222
$
86,671

UNSPENT
TO DATE
$
1,530,000
500,000
$
2,030,000

Y-T-D %
SPENT
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%

FYE 06/30/22
PRIOR YEAR
ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
$
-

Y-T-D %
COLLECTED
7.97%
10.81%
0.00%
0.00%
8.21%

FYE 06/30/22
PRIOR YEAR
ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
39,304
$
39,304

UNSPENT
TO DATE
$
755,429
405,986
651,000
760,350
352,487
168,609
598,975
$
3,692,836

CASH BALANCES AS OF JULY 31, 2022
WATER & SEWER FUND
$ 6,434,187
CAPITAL RESERVE FUND
2,338,436
SPECIAL REVENUE FUND
113,247
$ 8,885,870

STORMWATER FUND
CURRENT
BUDGET
$
496,000
11,200
(11,175)
$
496,025

REVENUES
STORMWATER CHARGES
INTEREST
OTHER REVENUES
BALANCING APPROPRIATION

EXPENDITURES & ENCUMBRANCES
PERSONNEL
CAPITAL
OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES

CASH BALANCE AS OF JULY 31, 2022
STORMWATER FUND
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$ 1,105,909

CURRENT
BUDGET
$
219,925
45,200
230,900
$
496,025

ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
39,531
1,211
$
40,742

EXPENDITURES
TO DATE
$
6,435
32,095
$
38,530

UNCOLLECTED
TO DATE
$
456,469
9,989
(11,175)
$
455,283

ENCUMBRANCES
TO DATE
$
41,176
3,273
$
44,449

UNSPENT
TO DATE
$
213,490
4,024
195,532
$
413,046

Y-T-D %
SPENT
2.93%
91.10%
15.32%
16.73%

FYE 06/30/22
PRIOR YEAR
ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
8,966
23,774
$
32,740

CITY OF ARCHDALE
FINANCIAL SUMMARY REPORT
SPECIAL REVENUE PROJECT FUNDS
ARPA - AMERICAN RESCUE PLAN ACT FUND
FOR PERIOD OF 07/16/2021 - 07/31/2022
REVENUES
ARPA
INTEREST

CURRENT
BUDGET
$
3,669,164
$
3,669,164

ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
3,669,134
4,935
$
3,674,069

UNCOLLECTED
TO DATE
$
30
(4,935)
$
(4,905)

Y-T-D %
COLLECTED
100.00%
0.00%
100.00%

EXPENDITURES & ENCUMBRANCES
PROJECTS
TRANSFERS

CURRENT
BUDGET
$
3,456,029
213,135
$
3,669,164

EXPENDITURES
TO DATE
$
213,135
$
213,135

ENCUMBRANCES
TO DATE
$
$
-

UNSPENT
TO DATE
$
3,456,029
(0)
$
3,456,029

CASH BALANCE AS OF JULY 31, 2022
AMERICAN RESCUE PLAN ACT

Y-T-D %
SPENT
0.00%
100.00%
5.81%

$ 3,460,963

SCIF - STATE CAPITAL & INFRASTRUCTURE FUND
FOR PERIOD OF 03/14/2022 - 07/31/2022
REVENUES
SCIF GRANTS
INTEREST

CURRENT
BUDGET
$
650,000
50
$
650,050

ACTUAL
TO DATE
$
650,000
1,550
$
651,550

UNCOLLECTED
TO DATE
$
(1,500)
$
(1,500)

Y-T-D %
COLLECTED
100.00%
3099.74%
3199.74%

EXPENDITURES & ENCUMBRANCES
SCIF GREENWAY MAINTENANCE
SCIF EQUIPMENT SHELTER PUBLIC WORKS
SCIF GREENWAY EXPANSION

CURRENT
BUDGET
$
150,007
200,030
300,013
$
650,050

EXPENDITURES
TO DATE
$
$
-

ENCUMBRANCES
TO DATE
$
$
-

UNSPENT
TO DATE
$
150,007
200,030
300,013
$
650,050

CASH BALANCE AS OF JULY 31, 2022
SCIF GRANTS
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$

651,550

Y-T-D %
SPENT
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%

CITY OF ARCHDALE
CITY COUNCIL

MEETING DATE: Tuesday August 23, 2022
SUBJECT: Public Hearing: Traffic Calming Request on Belgian Drive
COMMENTS: A petition to consider traffic calming measures on Belgian Drive was received
by the Planning Department. The petition states that the desire for the request is because there are
a high volume of vehicles on this narrow roadway and that the long straightaway portion lends
itself to being used for speeding and impacting the way of life for residents of the road.
The purpose of the Traffic Control Policy is to outline the City’s policy for requests for speed limit
reductions and other traffic control signs on city streets and processing procedures. Implementation
of traffic control matters will only be considered if they meet the requirements of staff approval or
City Council approval as defined in the policy.
Staff (Planning, Police, and Public Works) met and discussed this request. Based on the petition
received and staff observations and recommendations, it was determined the most appropriate
solution would be to lower the speed limit to 25mph (posted in 2 locations) and continue to have
the Archdale Police Department observe traffic patterns. Although data collected by the police
department does not show an excessive amount of speeding, defined in the Traffic Control Policy
as over 15% of vehicles observed, the request does meet sound engineering principles and
judgment for public safety. Per the policy, the City will install the sign at their own cost and time.
Staff will continue to monitor the situation and, if these solutions are not effective, additional
measures may be considered.

SUMMARY OF INFORMATION: Petition for Traffic Calming Measure and GIS Map
ATTACHMENTS:

[ x ] YES

[ ]

NO

