































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































CERTIFICATE OF ACCURACY & MAPPING ~ \/

I, Paul D. Talbot, do certify that this plat was drawn under my &
supervision from an actual survey made under my supervision (deed

descriptions as referenced); that the boundaries not surveyed are ~

clearly indicated by broken lines; The GPS used for this survey was ™~ ~_

performed from December 2025 and January 2026 and is to a ™~ ~ ~_

Class "A” Standard with a positional accuracy of 0.10° using RTK ~_ ~
method with the NCGS RTK Network on the NAD83(2011) datum ~~ ~
using the 2018 geoid model and using US Survey Feet with a ™~ ~_
combined grid factor of 0.9998866565. ™~ ~>

EX.SSMH ~
RIM=88.04 ~
INV=79.06

@’X"Mork—O"

The ratio of precision as calculated is 1:10,000+

This plat was prepared in accordance with The Standards of
Practice for Land Surveying in North Carolina.

This survey is of an existing parcel of land and does not create a
new street or change and existing street. See GS 47-30(f)(11)c1.

Witness my original signature, license number and seal this 31st
day of January, A.D., 2026.

SRy N2
$ %0-'"{19?658/04;{1{7% /
i~ SEAL 7

5; o L-4000 §
Z e/ Q 5 —
%, GRvEA S Paul D. Talbot P.L.S. L—4099
R o
//’///%L D. “\l\):\\\\\ .
Hinnn )
~—
~—
~—
\
1/2"EIR-0"
EX.MHs
/ EX.DI? RIM=91.17 \
Riv=s0. INV=85.01 ~

RIM=90.15

NC GRID COORDINATES
NAD 83 (2011)
N 471714.730
E 2039989.371

Concrete
Foundation
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ONC

Concrete
Foundation «x 8
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ONC

EX.SSMH
RIM=90.30
(FILLED WITH SOIL)

RIM=90.17®

NOTES:

1) Boundary referenced to Deed Book 11739 Page 60,
references as shown, and existing field conditions.

2) Area calculated by coordinate method.

3) This property is located in 0.2% Annual Chance flood
hazard area (Zone Shaded "X).

4) Elevations shown hereon referenced to NAVD88 datum.

5) Any and all developmental restrictions (Federal, State,
Local, P.O.A., H.O.A., Deed, Etc.) must be verified with
the parties responsible for enforcing those restrictions
prior to any design or construction.
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File Number: 26-0380

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council

THRU: Jodi Phelps - Assistant City Manager
Dr. Gerald Newton, AICP - Development Services Director
Jennifer C. Baptiste - Planning & Zoning Division Manager

FROM: Craig Harmon, CZO - Senior Planner
DATE: June 8, 2026

RE:

TA26-01: Request to set a public hearing for the proposed Amendments to the
Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) Regarding Telecommunications and Data
Storage Facilities (Data Centers)

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S):
Al

Relationship To Strategic Plan:
e Goal 1: Safe & Secure City
e Goal 2: Responsive City Government

e Goal 3: City Invested in Today & Tomorrow

e Goal 4: City will be Highly Desirable Place to Live Work & Play
e Goal 5: City will be Financially Sound

e Goal 6: City with Collaborative Citizen & Business Engagement

Executive Summary:

This item stems from a Council Member Agenda ltem Request for a legislative public
hearing to consider proposed amendments to the Unified Development Ordinance
regarding Telecommunications and Data Storage Facilities, commonly referred to as
data centers.

The item was brought forward by Council Member Hondros at the Council’s June 1, 2026
Work Session. At that meeting, City Council voted to bring the proposed text amendment
back for consideration at a legislative public hearing. Previously the text amendment was
on the Council’s April 13, 2026 agenda as item 9.01, TA26-01.

The purpose of this agenda item is to obtain a consensus vote from City Council to set
the date for the legislative public hearing.

Background:
TA26-01 was brought before City Council on April 13, 2026, to address a gap in the
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File Number: 26-0380

Unified Development Ordinance, which currently does not define “data center” as a
distinct and enforceable land use. As a result, staff must classify data centers on a
case-by-case basis, which can lead to inconsistent entitiements, ambiguous review
standards, and limited post-occupancy enforcement.

The proposed amendments would define the use, establish a transparent entitlement
process, and introduce measurable standards for common off-site impacts, including
equipment yards, generator testing noise and timing, utility demand, and on-site power
generation.

Issues/Analysis:

Budget Impact:
None

Options:

1. Set the Legislative Public Hearing Date
City Council may vote to set a legislative public hearing date to consider
proposed amendments to the Unified Development Ordinance regarding
Telecommunications and Data Storage Facilities, commonly referred to as
data centers.

2. Do Not Set the Legislative Public Hearing Date
City Council may vote not to set a legislative public hearing date. If this
option is selected, the proposed text amendment would not move forward to

a legislative public hearing at this time.

3. Provide Additional Direction to Staff
City Council may provide additional direction to staff regarding the
proposed text amendment before setting a legislative public hearing date.

Recommended Action:

City Council select from the options above, as has been discussed at the June 1, 2026
Work Session, and direct the Professional Staff to proceed according to the action
selected.

Attachments:
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File Number: 26-0294

TO: Mayor and Members of City Council
THRU: Michael Gibson, Interim Assistant City Manager

FROM: Sheila Thomas-Ambat, PE, CCM, CFM, Public Services Director
Brian McGill, PE, PTOE, Assistant Public Services Director - Traffic
Services

DATE: June 8, 2026

RE:
Blanton Road Speed Limit Reduction Request Response

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S):
District 4 - CM Haire

Relationship To Strategic Plan:

Goal I: The City of Fayetteville will be a safe and secure community.

Objective 1.2: To ensure traffic and pedestrian safety.

Goal IV: The City of Fayetteville will be a highly desirable place to live, work and recreate.
Objective 4.5: To ensure a place for people to live in great neighborhoods.

Executive Summary:

City Council unanimously passed the motion at the April 6, 2026, Council Work Session
to request Public Services staff to consider a Speed Limit reduction for Blanton Road
from 35 mph to 25 mph.

Should this speed limit reduction proceed, it would apply from south of Galleria Drive to
the intersection of Blanton Road and Johnson Street.

Should this speed limit reduction proceed, it would supersede Council Policy 160.3
Request for Speed Limit Changes, specifically the requirement of a petition and the
holding of a public hearing to consider the request.

Staff recommend against reducing Blanton Road’s speed limit from 35 mph to 25 mph for
the following reasons:
e A crash review of Blanton Road does not indicate a roadway deficiency or
recurring crash pattern within the corridor.
e Per a memo issued on 05/08/2026 in response to this request, the proposed
speed limit change on Blanton Road is not supported by the police department.
e NCDOT and Engineering Industry Studies, including the City’s recent speed limit
reductions at other locations in the City, have shown that reducing speed limits do
not lead to significant changes in vehicle speeds.
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File Number: 26-0294

e The ball-bank indicator worksheet for advisory speeds for the curves of Blanton
Road do not support the posting of advisory speed plaques for the horizontal
curves of Blanton Road, including the currently existing advisory speed plaque.

Background:

The current speed limit for Blanton Road is 35 mph, and it is posted with 35 mph speed
limit signs. Blanton Road is a two-lane road, which is City-owned and maintained, and is
approximately 4,575 feet long, or 0.87 miles long. It has no sidewalk, and NCDOT defines
it as a “local” road. The land-use abutting the road is primarily residential along Blanton
Road, with an institutional land use near the intersection of Blanton Road and Lauren
McNeill Loop, and commercial and institutional land use at the intersection of Blanton
Road and US 401 (Pamalee Drive). The institutional land use near Lauren McNeill Loop
is the Roy G. Turner Park, and at the intersection of Blanton Road and US 401 (Pamalee
Drive) is a church.

The requested speed limit reduction would apply for the entirety of the road, from south of
Gallleria Drive to its intersection with Johnson Street. Should Blanton Road’s speed limit
be reduced, all roadways that branch off from or intersect Blanton Road would remain
their current respective speed limits.

Based on City Council Policy 160.3 Request for Speed Limit Changes, a petition should
be submitted by residents of Blanton Road for a reduction or increase of the speed limit,
with a public hearing to follow. To-date, staff have not received a petition to reduce the
speed limit for Blanton Road, nor have knowledge of one being started.

City Council unanimously passed the motion at the April 6, 2026, Council Work Session
to request Public Services staff to consider a Speed Limit reduction for Blanton Road
from 35 mph to 25 mph.

Issues/Analysis:
Literature Review

NCDOT’s “S-40_Brochure” says the following with regard to lowering speed limits in an
effort to reduce speeding:

“Many people believe that lowering speed limits will reduce motorist speed. However,
changing the speed limit is not always the best option...Engineering studies have shown
that there are often no significant changes in vehicle speeds following the posting of an
artificially reduced speed limit. This information shows that most motorists drive at the
speed they consider to be comfortable and safe...Lowering the speed limit by itself
cannot guarantee motorists will obey the new regulation.”

Speed Study

In preparation for the speed limit reduction, staff have performed two speed studies.
These studies were performed over the days of March 23 - 27 and March 30 - May 3. The
average daily traffic (ADT), average speed, and 85th percentile speed are shown in the
following table:
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Blanton Road

Date Study Began ADT  85th % Speed
11/27/23 1,680 46 mph 38 mph
03/23/26 1,827 45 mph 37 mph
03/30/26 1,341 42 mph 36 mph

Avg. Speed

85th percentile speed is the term used to reflect the speed at or below which 85 percent

of traffic is moving.

As advised by NCDOT’s S-40 brochure, by reducing the speed limit with no other
enforcement or changes to the physical roadway in the area, staff expect “...no significant
changes in vehicle speeds following the posting of an artificially reduced speed limit.”

The following presents data averaged over one week on roads which have experienced

speed limit reductions recently.

Ruritan Drive

Date Study BeganADT85th % SpeedAvg. Speed

09/18/25- Area1 3,658 40 mph 34 mph
09/18/25 - Area2 3,692 40 mph 34 mph
09/18/25 - Area3 3,720 40 mph 34 mph
Speed Limit Reduced from 35 mph to 25 mph

10/13/25-Area1 3,779 42 mph 37 mph
10/13/25-Area2 3,770 39 mph 39 mph
10/13/25 - Area3 3,732 38 mph 38 mph

West Rowan Street

Date Study BeganADT85th % SpeedAvg. Speed

11/01/22 - Area1 1,787 36 mph 30 mph
11/01/22 - Area2 1,112 36 mph 27 mph
Speed Limit Reduced from 35 mph to 25 mph

12/01/25 - Area1 1,420 34 mph 29 mph
12/01/25 - Area2 1,100 36 mph 27 mph

As shown from the tables above, reducing the speed limit, by itself, is not expected to

reduce speeds on Blanton Road.

Blanton Road Crash Review

Attached to this agenda item is a crash review memo for Blanton Road. This review
reviewed 65 crashes on Blanton Road and noted that 63 of those crashes were due to
failing to yield, failing to reduce speed, or failing to maintain lane. The 2 other crashes
were related to deer running into the road. From reviewing the historic crash data for this
road, no patterns are observed. As no patterns are observed, no recommendations for
safety improvements or countermeasures are made at this time.

Should the speed limit be reduced, an increase in crashes due to failing to reduce speed

City of Fayetteville

Page 4 Printed on 6/3/2026



File Number: 26-0294

may be experienced due to those maintaining their current travel habits of 42 mph - 46
mph, versus those traveling the slower speed limit of 25 mph.

Blanton Road Ball-Bank Indicator Testing

To determine an advisory speed for a curve, the Manual for Uniform Traffic Control
Devices (MUTCD) recommends various tests, one of which is the ball-bank indicator.
From that test, all noticeable curves on this road can be navigated at the posted speed
limit of 35 mph safely; Drivers who obey the speed limit will be able to navigate the road
comfortably.

What staff have noted as Horizontal Curve 3, or “HC3” on the worksheet, currently has an
advisory speed of 25 mph posted. Following the MUTCD thresholds, the advisory speed
plaque is not necessary at that location. While staff could remove it, because public
engagement regarding safety on this road has not occurred, staff recommend that the
advisory speed plaque remain in place and be removed should a vehicle strike it, or if the
sign naturally ages to the time it would normally be replaced.

Other Items of Note

As this item is being presented to Council, please note a memo from the Fayetteville
Police Department dated 05/08/2026, attached to this agenda item as “Police Memo -
Proposed Speed Limit Change on Blanton Road”. This memo states the Fayetteville
Police Department does not support changing the speed limit on Blanton Road. For
additional details, please refer to the memo.

Chapter 16, Motor Vehicles and Traffic, Article Ill, Traffic Schedules, Section 16-61,
Traffic Schedules Adopted; City Manager Authorized to Compile., requires Council
approve changes to these ordinances. Should this agenda item be approved, the speed
limit revision for Blanton Road will be reflected in item 12 - Speed Control.

Budget Impact:

There is no noticeable impact to the budget for this change. All sign installation and
maintenance costs will be within the existing Engineering and Infrastructure operating
budget.

Options:

As this item is an administrative report, no action is required. Should Council pull this
administrative report to take official action, the options for action are as follows:

1 - Keep the speed limit on Blanton Road at 35 mph.

2 - Adopt an ordinance revision to lower the speed limit on Blanton Road from 35 mph to
25 mph.

Recommended Action:
For information only, no action required unless Council directs staff to include an
upcoming City Council Work Session.

Attachments:
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Blanton Road - Crash Review Memo

Blanton Road - Ball-bank indicator test

Blanton Road - Police Memo on Speed Reduction
Blanton Road - Speed Limit Reduction Ordinance
City Council Policy 160.3

S-40_Brochure
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To: Fayetteville City Council
Through: Michael Gibson, Interim Assistant City Manager
From: Brian McGill, PE, PTOE, Assistant Public Services Director — Traffic Services
Subject: Blanton Road Crash Review

This memo is in response to a request made on April 6, 2026 for Public Services to review Blanton
Road for a possible speed limit reduction. As part of that review, a crash review was completed.

Historical crash trends and roadway conditions were evaluated for Blanton Road between south
of Galleria Drive to Johnson Street. This review analyzed five years of vehicle crash data and ten
years of pedestrian crash data. Blanton Road has a posted speed limit of 35 mph. Based on the
most recent traffic count conducted by City staff in March 2026, it is estimated that the Annual
Daily Traffic is 1,800 vehicles per day. For the purposes of this review, we assumed 1,800 vehicles
per day for the entirety of the road.

The analysis identified a total of 65 crashes within the study limits. The dataset includes crashes
within the influence areas of the intersections at Pamalee Drive (US 401 Bypass) and Johnson
Street, which covers 150 feet of both the approach and departure of their respective intersections.
This means the dataset includes crashes involving only vehicles traveling on Pamalee Drive or
Johnson Street and not traveling or interacting with Blanton Road.

A summary of the crash rates is provided in the table below, alongside different types of roads
with similar profiles from NCDOT, and overall information for Cumberland County.

Non-
—_— Wet . Run-Off
Total Fatal thal Road Night Road Severity Total
Route Crash Crash Injury C Crash =
— = = rash =yvery Crash Index Miles
Rate Rate Crash Rate
Rate? — Rate?
Rate? —_— —_—
Blanton Road
(Johnson St o S. of Galleria bry | 2274 | 035 7.70 3.85 4.90 5.60 8.88 0.87
Urban US Route | ) o9 | 155 | ga15 | 4601 | 6918 | 49.73 N/A 423
2 lanes undivided
Urban NC Route | o0 or | 130 | 7405 | 37.48 | 6453 | 41.69 N/A 766
2 lanes undivided
Urban Primary Route | ) g5 | 139 | 7764 | 4052 | 66.19 | 4455 NA | 1,189
2 lanes undivided
Urban Secondary Route | o) 29 | 59 | 7100 | 3004 | 7142 | 6272 N/A 4,499
2 lanes undivided
Cumberland County Average | 323.29 1.74 68.63 N/A N/A N/A 4.06 N/A

a = per 100 million vehicle-miles traveled

The analysis found that Blanton Road’s overall crash rate is lower than countywide average crash
rates, as well as statewide average crash rates for similar roadways. Please note that Blanton
Road’s severity index is higher than the countywide average, and is above 8.4, meaning crashes
experienced within the study area are expected to result more often in serious injury.

433 Hay Street | Fayetteville, NC 28301 | www.fayettevillenc.gov | An Equal Opportunity Employer
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Blanton Road Crash Review I\/I e I I l O

The crash review did not reveal patterns at any location along the corridor. Nearly the majority
(46%) of crashes, majority of nighttime crashes (71%), and the majority of wet-weather crashes
(73%) for the study area, were concentrated near the signalized intersection at Pamalee Drive
(US 401 Bypass).

The crash review determined that driver behavior was the primary contributing factor in nearly all
(97%) crashes reviewed. Common contributing circumstances included failure to yield (42%),
failure to reduce speed (34%), and failure to maintain lane control (22%). Only two (2) crashes
were attributed to non-driver factors involving deer entering the roadway.

A review of adopted City plans, including the 2020 Bicycle Plan, the 2024 Comprehensive
Transportation Plan, and the 2025 Pedestrian and Supplemental Pedestrian Plans, identified no
previously recommended improvements for the corridor. The ongoing Safe Streets for All initiative
may identify future recommendations upon completion.

Based on the crash review, no identifiable roadway deficiency or recurring crash pattern was
found within the study corridor. As a result, no improvements or countermeasures are
recommended at this time. Overall, the findings indicate that the majority of crashes on Blanton
Road are attributable to driver behavior rather than roadway conditions.

Sincerely,

Brtton. Mectld

Brian McGill, PE, PTOE
Assistant Public Services Director — Traffic Services

433 Hay Street | Fayetteville, NC 28301 | www.fayettevillenc.gov | An Equal Opportunity Employer
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Page 196 MUTCD 11th Edition

Section 2C.59 Adyvisory Speed Plaque (W13-1P) and Confirmation Advisory Speed Plaque (W13-1aP)
Option:

01 The Advisory Speed (W13-1P) plaque (see Figure 2C-1) may be used to supplement an advance warning sign
to indicate the advisory speed for a condition.

02 The Confirmation Advisory Speed (W13-1aP) plaque (see Figure 2C-1) may be used to supplement a One-
Direction Large Arrow (W1-6) sign on the outside of a turn or curve in line with and at approximately a right
angle to approaching traffic.

Standard:

03 . d%l:)en‘f‘ii‘;’;égﬁ ‘:g:‘izgg gg‘éﬁg Table 2C-6. Use of Advisory Speed Plaque
plaques for horizontal curves shall be for Horizontal Alignment Changes
in accordance with Section 2C.06 and Speed Differential || Use of Advisory Speed Plague (W13-1P)’

Table 2C-6. The speed differential
in Table 2C-6 shall be the difference
between the advisory speed for the
horizontal curve and the posted speed 15 mph or more Required
limit, statutory speed limit, or the 85th
percentile speed on the approach to the
curve. The Advisory Speed plaque shall
also be used where an engineering
study indicates a need to advise road users of the advisory speed for other roadway conditions.

04 The speed displayed on the Advisory Speed and Confirmation Advisory Speed plaques shall be a
multiple of S mph.

05 Except in emergencies or when the condition is temporary, an Advisory Speed or Confirmation Advisory
Speed plaque shall not be installed until the advisory speed has been determined by an engineering study.

06 The Advisory Speed plaque shall only be used to supplement an advance warning sign. The Advisory
Speed plaque or the Confirmation Advisory Speed plaque shall not be installed as a separate sign installation.

Guidance:

5 mph Optional

10 mph Recommended

1 See Section 2C.59

07 The Advisory Speed plaque, if used with a sign that is also supplemented with another plaque, such as an
Advance Street Name plaque (see Section 2C.65), should be mounted immediately below the primary warning
sign with any other plaque mounted below the Advisory Speed plaque.

Standard:

08 The Confirmation Advisory Speed plaque shall only be used to supplement a One-Direction Large
Arrow (W1-6) sign (see Section 2C.10) or an Exit Gore (E5-1 series) (see Section 2E.26) sign and shall not be
installed as a separate sign installation.

09 The advisory speed shall be determined by an engineering study that follows established engineering practices.
Guidance:
10 The advisory speed should be determined based on free-flowing traffic conditions.

1 Because changes in conditions, such as roadway geometrics, surface characteristics, or sight distance, might
affect the advisory speed, each location should be evaluated periodically or when conditions change.

Support:

12 Among the established engineering practices that are appropriate for the determination of the recommended
advisory speed for a horizontal curve are the following:

Compass method

Safety-based method

Accelerometer method

Design equation method

Ball-bank method using the following criteria:

1. 16 degrees of ball-bank for speeds of 20 mph or less

2. 14 degrees of ball-bank for speeds of 25 to 30 mph

3. 12 degrees of ball-bank for speeds of 35 mph and higher

13 The 16, 14, and 12 degrees of ball-bank criteria are comparable to the current AASHTO horizontal curve
design guidance. Research has shown that drivers often exceed existing posted advisory curve speeds by 7
to 10 mph.

moaw>
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Page 1 1/21/2026

Ball Bank Indicator Worksheet Draft Version 2

The Ball Bank Indicator Worksheet can be used when determining the advisory speed for horizontal curves.
1. Enter the relevant information about the roadway segment at the top of the form.

2. Insert a link to locations reviewed or a sketch plan view of the roadway segment being tested with
each curve labeled numerically.

3. For each horizontal curve, record the current posted advisory speed limit. If an advisory speed limit
is not posted, record "NP" for "not posted".

4. Driving each curve at the posted advisory speed limit, record the ball bank indicator (BBI) reading.
For curves without an advisory speed limit, drive at a comfortable speed. Record that value next to
the "NP". Repeat 3 times.

5. For curves which have a majority of indicator readings less than 12.0, repeat Step 4 driving 5 mph
faster than the posted advisory speed limit. Write this speed and the BBI reading in the next test
block. Repeat 3 times. If the majority of the new readings are greater than 12.0, the test is
complete for the curve.

For curves which have a majority of indicator readings greater than 12.0, repeat Step 4 driving 5
mph slower than the posted advisory speed limit. Write this speed and the BBI reading in the next
test block. Repeat 3 times. If the majority of the new readings are less than 12.0, the test is
complete for that curve.

6. For any curves which are not complete, repeat Step 5 increasing or decreasing the speed by an
additional 5 mph as necessary.

7. If there are more than 12 curves in the segment, please use multiple copies of this form.

Note: The 11th Edition of the MUTCD indicates that a 12-degree ball bank indicator reading should
be used for an advisory speed of 35 mph and higher. For setting advisory speeds of 25 to 30 mph,
14 degrees should be used as the ball bank criteria. For advisory speeds of 20 mph or less, 16
degrees should be used as the ball bank criteria.




530

Page 2 1/21/2026
Ball Bank Indicator Worksheet Draft Version 2
Date: 05 /14 / 2026  Reference #: 20260514 Completed By: Brian McGiill
County: Cumberland Current Speed Limit: 39  mph
Study Road: Blanton Road from 0.092 (US 401 BYP) to 0.855 (Johnson)
(milepost) (milepost)

Provide links to Google Maps pins at each horizontal curve (HC) along road segment.

Hc1: https:/maps.app.goo.gl/xmjsmfovHGvH46pkd  Hc7:
HC2: https:/maps.app.goo.gl/lUBQFcNkpJGRWNpXGA  csg:

HCc3: httpsi//maps.app.goo.gl/HFycShyAQNv39Uno7  cq.

HC4: HC10:
HC5: HC11:
HCé6: HC12:

Presence of Advisory Speed Signs & Ballbank Indicator Readings
For each curve, note the posted advisory speed limit or that such sign is not present (NP).

Record the BBl reading in each cell below, for each direction of travel.

Horizontal Curve| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Advisory Speed Limit

(or Posted/Ordinanced) NP INP 125

First Drive NB 7 2 5

@ AS SB 5 5 2

Second Drive NB 4 1 5

@ AS SB 3 5 2

Third Drive NDB 6 2 5

@ AS SB 5 4 3

Complete? W ATyl
Horizontal Curve| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

New Driving Speed 35

First Drive at ND 10

Speed Above SB 7

Second Drive NDB 10

@ AS SB 6

Third Drive ND 11

@ AS SB 8

]
[ ]
[<]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
[]
[ ]
[ ]
[]
[ ]

Complete?
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Ordinance Number NS2026

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 16, MOTOR VEHICLES
AND TRAFFIC, OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE
CODE OF ORDINANCES

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, that Chapter 16, “Motor
Vehicles and Traffic”, is hereby amended to read as follows:

Sec. 16-21. Traffic Schedule Number 12 — Speed Control

There is hereby revised to reflect the following:
BLANTON ROAD From: Johnson Street

TO: South of Galleria Drive

Speed Limit: 25 mph

Adopted this the day of , 2026.

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

BY:
Mitch Colvin, Mayor

ATTEST:

Jennifer Ayre, MPA, MMC, City Clerk
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SUBJECT - STREETS, TRAFFIC, AND
PARKING
Requests for Speed Limit Changes

Number

160.3

Revised

3-15-99
9-9-24

Effective
Date
10-25-82

Page 1 of 1

A petition may be submitted by a majority of the residents abutting
streets in a neighborhood for reduction or increase of the speed limit. Upon
receipt of a valid petition, City Council will hold a public hearing to consider

the request.

Adopted 9-16-96
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Speed Limit Information

Speed limits are controlled by general statutes
and local and state ordinances. Within
incorporated municipalities, the statutory
speed limit is 35 miles per hour (MPH) unless
otherwise ordinanced and posted. The
statutory speed limit on roads outside
incorporated municipalities is 55 MPH unless
otherwise ordinanced and posted.

Some highways have speed limits of up to 70
MPH on certain sections. However, the speed
limit along these routes may drop to 55 MPH
when they pass through certain areas. These
speed limit reductions are clearly designated in
North Carolina, so care should be taken to
reduce speed when entering these lower speed
zones.

Crash records show that motorists driving too
slow can create a safety hazard and cause
crashes just as a motorist driving too fast can. If
weather and traffic permit, motorists should
always try to travel at the posted speed.

4 N

Statutory Speed Limits

Rural Areas 55%*

Incorporated Municipalities 35*

School Buses 45

Activity Buses 55

* Unless ordinanced and posted otherwise

Reduce speed when hazardous conditions
are present such as rain, snow, ice,

Roy Cooper
Governor

James H. Trogdon, lll
Secretary of Transportation

Transportation Mobility and Safety Division
1561 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1561

(919) 814-5000

NCDOT Web Site:
http://www.ncdot.gov/

Traffic Safety Web Site:

https://connect.ncdot.gov/resources/safety/Pages/default.aspx

ongestion, darkness or low visibility, et

August 2018

North Carolina
Department of Transportation

Speed Limits



http://www.ncdot.gov/
https://connect.ncdot.gov/resources/safety/Pages/default.aspx

m hen traffic problems occur, concerned citizens
frequently ask if the speed limit can be lowered. The
following information explains how speed limits are
established and what they can and cannot do to
solve traffic concerns.

How are speed limits determined?

Roadways are initially designed to accommodate
certain speeds. If a speed limit change is requested
on a State Highway System road, a traffic engineer
will perform an engineering and traffic investigation
to determine the appropriate speed limit. These
investigations examine:

* Road surface characteristics, shoulder conditions,
roadway alignment and sight distance.

e Commercial and residential development, and
roadside friction (number of driveways, parking,
pedestrians, etc.).

* Safe speed for curves and other locations along
the section of road being studied.

* Frequency and severity of crashes.

» 85th percentile speed — the speed at or below
which 85 percent of the traffic is moving.

This investigation will help the traffic engineer
determine if the speed limit is safe and reasonable.
The traffic engineer will share the results of the
investigation upon request. If a change is
recommended, the traffic engineer will request
approval from the State Traffic Engineer. Once
approved, speed limit signs will be changed and the
new speed limit will become legally enforceable.

Will lowering the posted speed limits

reduce speeding?

Many people believe that lowering speed limits will
reduce motorist speed. However, changing the speed
limit is not always the best option. Speed limits are
set at a limit that the roadway can safely
accommodate by design, the majority of drivers will
obey, and law enforcement can reasonably enforce.
Engineering studies have shown that there are often
no significant changes in vehicle speeds following the
posting of an artificially reduced speed limit. This
information shows that most motorists drive at the
speed they consider to be comfortable and safe. If
motorists are regularly exceeding the posted speed
limit through an area, enforcement is key to ensuring
compliance. Lowering the speed limit by itself cannot
guarantee motorists will obey the new regulation.

Neighborhood traffic often contributes to the
problem. Programs such as community watch,
neighborhood partnerships, and homeowner’s
associations are often the most effective way to
reach those drivers. The majority of speed
offenders in neighborhoods are residents of that
neighborhood and not motorists “cutting
through.”

Common Misconceptions

It is often believed that stop signs, traffic signals
and speed bumps will control vehicle speeds.
While stop signs and traffic signals are important
traffic control devices, they are not used to
control vehicle speeds.

The purpose of stop signs and traffic signals is to
assign right of way at intersections. Overuse of
stop signs and traffic signals reduce both their
effectiveness and driver compliance.

What are special speed zones?

Some areas such as school zones and work zones
have special speed limits to enhance the safety of
pedestrians, highway workers and others. These
slower speeds may seem inconvenient, but obeying
them can prevent a serious crashes and injuries.

For more information about

What if | have a speeding problem in my
neighborhood?

Speeding on residential streets isa common
complaint reported to the Department. If you believe
motorists regularly exceed the speed limit along a
particular road, contact your local law enforcement
agency and make them aware of the concern. Police
can check the speed of motorists and issue citations
to offenders.

traffic control devices, please visit

’



http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/

City of Fayetteville
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File Number: 26-0382

TO: Mayor Colvin and Members of City Council
THRU: Lachelle H. Pulliam, City Attorney

FROM: Victoria Curtis, Assistant City Attorney
DATE: June 8, 2026

RE:
Code Enforcement Compliance & Environmental Court

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S):
All

Relationship To Strategic Plan:

Goal I: Safe and Secure Community

Goal lll; Desirable Place to Live, Work and Recreate

Priority 1: Continue Implementing a Comprehensive Approach to Community Safety
Priority 2: Continue the City’s Commitment to Revitalization Efforts and Housing Needs

Executive Summary:

Following a Councilmember request from Councilman Haire on April 6, 2026, the City
Council provided consensus for the CAO to research additional opportunities to enforce
violations that exist for extended periods of time, other than prosecuting through
Environmental Court.

Background:

There a number of violations, particularly solid waste violations that remain unresolved by
the property owner or occupant. These violations diminish the quality of life for neighbors,
decrease the value of adjacent properties, and have an overall negative affect on the City.
Currently cases like these are handled by requesting a criminal summons. If the
magistrate issues the summons, the cases are prosecuted in a special court for
ordinance violations, Environmental Court. While the case proceeds through the court
system, the violations usually remain unresolved.

Issues/Analysis:

The issue is a small percentage of code violations are never addressed by the
owner/occupant. In those cases, the violation remains unresolved and the City must step
in to correct the violation or take further action. The interest here is to speed up the
enforcement process and introduce alternatives to Environmental Court which takes a
number of months to get a violation resolved, if ever.

State statutes allow cities to abate violations, sometimes without notice. The City can
take a more aggressive approach at City-initiated abatements. If the City abates a

City of Fayetteville Page 2 Printed on 6/3/2026



File Number: 26-0382

violation, sometimes the City may recover its costs for abatement. If a property is vacant,
city-initiated abatement can occur quickly by using an on-call list for lot cleanings.
However, if a property is vacant, it is not always safe for staff or contractors to enter the
property. Additionally, city-initiated abatement will result in all of the materials on the
property being discarded, which could expose the City to property loss claims.

Another alternative is to pursue court-ordered abatement. This involves a civil lawsuit. If
the City is successful, the court may enter a judgment allowing the City to abate the
violation. This course is the safest for occupied properties.

Where property owners/occupants desire to abate a violation but cannot, the City may be
able to work with the owner/occupant to enter an agreement to have the City abate the
violation and the owner/occupant agree to pay the cost for the abatement. This
arrangement would avoid the need to get the courts involved and allow for a faster
resolution.

Budget Impact:
Civil claims will require a filing fee for each claim as well as outside counsel fees to
initiate and manage the ongoing litigation, depending on the volume of claims.

Options:
1. Move to direct staff to take a more aggressive approach to enforcement by
pursuing more City-initiated abatements.
2. Provide further direction to staff.

Recommended Action:
For information only, no action required unless Council directs staff to include an
upcoming City Council Work Session.

Attachments:
None
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