
  
 Aldermen 

 
Ward 1 Position 1 – Adella Gray 
Ward 1 Position 2 – Brenda Thiel 
Ward 2 Position 1 – Kyle B. Cook 
Ward 2 Position 2 – Matthew Petty 
Ward 3 Position 1 – Robert K. Rhoads 
Ward 3 Position 2 – Robert Ferrell 
Ward 4 Position 1 – Shirley Lucas 
Ward 4 Position 2 – Sarah E. Lewis 
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Mayor Lioneld Jordan 

 
City Attorney Kit Williams 

 
City Clerk Sondra Smith 

 
Final Agenda 

City of Fayetteville Arkansas 
City Council Meeting 

June 2, 2009 
 
A meeting of the Fayetteville City Council will be held on June 2, 2009 at 6:00 PM in Room 219 
of the City Administration Building located at 113 West Mountain Street, Fayetteville, Arkansas. 
 
 
Call to Order 
 
Roll Call 
 
Pledge of Allegiance 
 
 
Mayor’s Announcements, Proclamations and Recognitions: 
 

1. FHS Baseball Team Proclamation  
 

THIS PROCLAMATION WAS REMOVED UNTIL THE JUNE 16, 2009 CITY 
COUNCIL MEETING. 

 
                                                                                                                                                                                    
A. Consent: 
 

1. Approval of the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting minutes. 
 
2. Bid # 09-42 Laser Specialists, Inc.:  A resolution to award Bid # 09-42 to Laser 

Specialists, Inc. to purchase GPS surveying equipment in the amount of $30,080.00 plus 
taxes and fees. 

 
PASSED AND SHALL BE RECORDED AS RESOLUTION NO.  113-09 

 
3. Dawson Education Cooperative:  A resolution to approve the Interlocal Cooperation 

Agreement with Dawson Education Cooperative to enable the City of Fayetteville to 
purchase goods and services through the Texas Arkansas Purchasing System. 

 
PASSED AND SHALL BE RECORDED AS RESOLUTION NO.  114-09 
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4. Arkansas Emergency Telephone Services Board:  A resolution to accept training 
reimbursement from the Arkansas Emergency Telephone Services Board in the amount 
of $796.00 and to approve a budget adjustment recognizing this revenue. 

 
PASSED AND SHALL BE RECORDED AS RESOLUTION NO.  115-09 

 
5. 2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds:   A resolution to approve a budget adjustment 

in the amount of seven and a half million dollars ($7,500,000.00) to recognize revenue 
from the sale of the 2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds. 

 
PASSED AND SHALL BE RECORDED AS RESOLUTION NO.  116-09 

 
6. Repeal Bid # 09-27 Lewis Ford:  A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 86-09 and to 

award Bid # 09-27 for a 4X4 compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of Fayetteville in the 
amount of $18,379.00. 

 
PASSED AND SHALL BE RECORDED AS RESOLUTION NO.  117-09 

 
7. Repeal Bid # 09-28 Lewis Ford:  A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 87-09 and to 

award Bid # 09-28 for an extended cab compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of 
Fayetteville in the amount of $15,987.00. 

 
PASSED AND SHALL BE RECORDED AS RESOLUTION NO.  118-09 

 
 
B. Presentations, Reports and Discussion Items: 
 

1. False Alarm Ordinance 5083 Discussion  
 

THIS WAS A DISCUSSION ITEM ONLY.  NO ACTION WAS TAKING. 
 
 
C. Unfinished Business: 
 

1. Runway Safety Area Improvement Project Grants:  A resolution authorizing the 
Fayetteville Executive Airport staff to apply for and accept grants from the Federal 
Aviation Administration and the Arkansas Department of Aeronautics to fund the 
Runway 16 Runway Safety Area Improvement Project; and approving a budget 
adjustment recognizing the grant revenue.  This resolution was tabled at the May 5, 2009 
City Council meeting to the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting. This resolution was 
tabled at the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting to the June 2, 2009 City Council 
meeting. 

 
  PASSED AND SHALL BE RECORDED AS RESOLUTION NO.  119-09 

 
2. Bid # 09-34 Runway Safety Area Improvement Project:  A resolution awarding Bid # 

09-34 and approving a contract with Sweetser Construction, Inc. in the amount of 
$969,325.65 for construction of the Runway 16 Runway Safety Area Improvement 
Project.  This resolution was tabled at the May 5, 2009 City Council meeting to the May 
19, 2009 City Council meeting.  This resolution was tabled at the May 19, 2009 City 
Council meeting to the June 2, 2009 City Council meeting. 
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THIS ITEM WAS TABLED TO THE JUNE 16, 2009 CITY COUNCIL MEETING. 
  
 

3. McClelland Consulting Engineers, Inc.:   A resolution to approve Task Order No. 1 for 
engineering services by McClelland Consulting Engineers for Runway 16 Safety 
Improvements in the amount of $231,100.00 and to approve a budget adjustment of 
$231,096.00.  This resolution was tabled at the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting to the 
June 2, 2009 City Council meeting. 

 
THIS ITEM WAS TABLED TO THE JUNE 16, 2009 CITY COUNCIL MEETING. 
 

4. R-PZD 09-3253 (Park Hill at Mountain Ranch):  An ordinance establishing a 
Residential Planned Zoning District titled R-PZD 09-3253, Park Hill at Mountain Ranch, 
located at the southwest corner of Persimmon Street and Mountain Ranch Boulevard; 
containing approximately 2.23 acres; amending the official zoning map of the City of 
Fayetteville; and adopting the associated master development plan.  This ordinance was 
left on the Second Reading at the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting. 

 
PASSED AND SHALL BE RECORDED AS ORDINANCE NO.  5242 

 
D. New Business: 
 

1. Bid # 08-53 Future Link:  A resolution approving the purchase of five (5) additional 
Datalux Computers from Future Link under Bid # 08-53 in the amount of $25,503.00 
(plus Tax) for use in five (5) new police 24-hour patrol units. 

 
PASSED AND SHALL BE RECORDED AS RESOLUTION NO.  120-09 

 
2. Utilities Department Positions:  A resolution to amend the 2009 Budget to authorize 

and fund two full time employee positions for project design and management of Utilities 
Department projects and to approve the attached budget adjustment to reduce the overall 
Water and Sewer Budget by $250,000.00. 

 
THIS ITEM WAS TABLED TO THE JUNE 16, 2009 CITY COUNCIL MEETING. 

 
3. RZN 09-3270 (Ramona Jones):  An ordinance rezoning that property described in 

rezoning petition RZN 09-3270, for approximately 1.00 acre, located at 41 East North 
Street, on the southwest corner of North and Pollard from RSF-4, Residential Single-
Family, 4 units per acre, to R-O, Residential Office. 

 
PASSED AND SHALL BE RECORDED AS ORDINANCE NO.  5243 

 
4. VAC 09-3267 (Life Styles):  An ordinance approving VAC 09-3267 submitted by Bates 

and Associates for property located at Sycamore Street and Saddlehorne Avenue, to 
vacate an unimproved portion of right-of-way for Sycamore Street, containing a total of 
0.07 acres. 

 
PASSED AND SHALL BE RECORDED AS ORDINANCE NO.  5244 

 
 
Agenda Additions: 
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Announcements: 
 

1. City Council Tour:  None 
 
 
Adjournment:  Meeting adjourned at 6:40 p.m. 
 

 
NOTICE TO MEMBERS OF THE AUDIENCE 

 
All interested parties may appear and be heard before the City Council.  If you wish to address 
the City Council on an agenda item please queue behind the podium when the Chair asks for 
public comment.  Once the chair recognizes you, go to the podium and give your name and 
address.  Address your comments to the Chair, who is the presiding officer.  The Chair will 
direct your comments to the appropriate elected official, staff member or others for response.  
Please keep your comments brief, to the point and relevant to the agenda item being 
considered so that everyone has a chance to speak. 
 
Interpreters or TDD for hearing impaired are available for all City Council meetings, a 72 
hour advance notice is required.  For further information or to request an interpreter, please 
call 575-8330. 
 
As a courtesy please turn off all cell phones and pagers. 
 
A copy of the City Council agenda is available at accessfayetteville.org or in the office of the 
City Clerk, 113 West Mountain, Fayetteville, Arkansas. 
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P:AYNTTEVäK-ã.8
KIT WILLIAMS, CITY ATTORNEY
DAVID WHITAKER, ASST, CITY AITORNEY

DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE LEGALDEPARTMENT

TO: Lioneld Jordan, MaYor

THRU: Sondra Smith, CitY Clerk

FROM: Kit Williams' CitY AttomeY

DATE: June3'2009

RE: Resolutions and ordinances prepared by the city Attorney's office and

passed at the City Council meeting of June 2,2009

1. F,id #09-42 Laser specialists, Inc.: A resolution to award Bid #09-42 to

Laser Specialists, Inc. to purchase GPS Surveying Equipment in the amount of

$30,080.00 plus taxes and fees;

2. Dawson Education Cooperative: A resolution to approve the Interlocal

cooperation Agreement with Dawson Education cooperative to enable the city of
FayËtteville to-purchase good and services through the Texas Arkansas Purchasing

System;

3. Arkansas Emergency Telephone services Board: A resolution to accept

training reimbursementlrom the Atkuntut Emergency Telephone Services Board in

the amãunt of $796.00 and to approve a budget adjustment recognizing this revenue;

4. 2009 water and sewer Revenue Bonds: A resolution to approve a budget

adjustment in the amount of seven and a half million dollars ($7'500,000.00) to

,eðognire revenue from the sale of the 2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds;

5. Repeal F¡id #09-27 Lewis Ford: A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 86-09

and to award Bid, #09-27 for a 4x4 compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of
Fayetteville in the amount of $18,379'00;



6. Repeal Bid #09-28 Lewis Ford: A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 87-09
and to award Bid #09-28 for an extended cab compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of
Fayetteville in the amount of $15,987.00;

7. Runway Safety Area Improvement Project Grants: A resolution
authorizing the Fayetteville Executive Airpon Staff to apply for and accep grants
from the Federal Aviation Administration and the Arkansas Department of
Aeronautics in the amount of $3,813,208.00 to fund the Runway l6 Runway Safety
Area Improvement Project; and approving a budget adjustment recognizing the grant
revenue;

8. Bid #08-53 Future Link: A resolution approving the purchase of five
additional Datalux Computers from Future Link under Bid #09-53 in the amount of
$25,503.00 (plus tax) for use in five new police 240hour patrol units.
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Final Agenda 

City of Fayetteville Arkansas 
City Council Meeting 

June 2, 2009 
 
A meeting of the Fayetteville City Council will be held on June 2, 2009 at 6:00 PM in Room 219 
of the City Administration Building located at 113 West Mountain Street, Fayetteville, Arkansas. 
 
 
Call to Order 
 
Roll Call 
 
Pledge of Allegiance 
 
 
Mayor’s Announcements, Proclamations and Recognitions: 
 

1. FHS Baseball Team Proclamation  
 
                                                                                                                                                                                   
A. Consent: 
 

1. Approval of the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting minutes. 
 
2. Bid # 09-42 Laser Specialists, Inc.:  A resolution to award Bid # 09-42 to Laser 

Specialists, Inc. to purchase GPS surveying equipment in the amount of $30,080.00 plus 
taxes and fees. 

 
3. Dawson Education Cooperative:  A resolution to approve the Interlocal Cooperation 

Agreement with Dawson Education Cooperative to enable the City of Fayetteville to 
purchase goods and services through the Texas Arkansas Purchasing System. 

 
4. Arkansas Emergency Telephone Services Board:  A resolution to accept training 

reimbursement from the Arkansas Emergency Telephone Services Board in the amount 
of $796.00 and to approve a budget adjustment recognizing this revenue. 

 
5. 2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds:   A resolution to approve a budget adjustment 

in the amount of seven and a half million dollars ($7,500,000.00) to recognize revenue 
from the sale of the 2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds. 

 
Mayor Lioneld Jordan 

 
City Attorney Kit Williams 

 
City Clerk Sondra Smith 

Aldermen 
 

Ward 1 Position 1 – Adella Gray 
Ward 1 Position 2 – Brenda Thiel 
Ward 2 Position 1 – Kyle B. Cook 
Ward 2 Position 2 – Matthew Petty 
Ward 3 Position 1 – Robert K. Rhoads 
Ward 3 Position 2 – Robert Ferrell 
Ward 4 Position 1 – Shirley Lucas 
Ward 4 Position 2 – Sarah E. Lewis 
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6. Repeal Bid # 09-27 Lewis Ford:  A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 86-09 and to 
award Bid # 09-27 for a 4X4 compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of Fayetteville in the 
amount of $18,379.00. 

 
7. Repeal Bid # 09-28 Lewis Ford:  A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 87-09 and to 

award Bid # 09-28 for an extended cab compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of 
Fayetteville in the amount of $15,987.00. 

 
 
B. Presentations, Reports and Discussion Items: 
 

1. False Alarm Ordinance 5083 Discussion 
 
 
C. Unfinished Business: 
 

1. Runway Safety Area Improvement Project Grants:  A resolution authorizing the 
Fayetteville Executive Airport staff to apply for and accept grants from the Federal 
Aviation Administration and the Arkansas Department of Aeronautics to fund the 
Runway 16 Runway Safety Area Improvement Project; and approving a budget 
adjustment recognizing the grant revenue.  This resolution was tabled at the May 5, 2009 
City Council meeting to the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting.  

 
This resolution was tabled at the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting to the June 2, 
2009 City Council meeting. 

 
2. Bid # 09-34 Runway Safety Area Improvement Project:  A resolution awarding Bid # 

09-34 and approving a contract with Sweetser Construction, Inc. in the amount of 
$969,325.65 for construction of the Runway 16 Runway Safety Area Improvement 
Project.  This resolution was tabled at the May 5, 2009 City Council meeting to the May 
19, 2009 City Council meeting. 

 
This resolution was tabled at the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting to the June 2, 
2009 City Council meeting. 

 
3. McClelland Consulting Engineers, Inc.:   A resolution to approve Task Order No. 1 for 

engineering services by McClelland Consulting Engineers for Runway 16 Safety 
Improvements in the amount of $231,100.00 and to approve a budget adjustment of 
$231,096.00. 
 
This resolution was tabled at the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting to the June 2, 
2009 City Council meeting. 
 

4. R-PZD 09-3253 (Park Hill at Mountain Ranch):  An ordinance establishing a 
Residential Planned Zoning District titled R-PZD 09-3253, Park Hill at Mountain Ranch, 
located at the southwest corner of Persimmon Street and Mountain Ranch Boulevard; 
containing approximately 2.23 acres; amending the official zoning map of the City of 
Fayetteville; and adopting the associated master development plan. 

 
This ordinance was left on the Second Reading at the May 19, 2009 City Council 
meeting. 
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D. New Business: 
 

1. Bid # 08-53 Future Link:  A resolution approving the purchase of five (5) additional 
Datalux Computers from Future Link under Bid # 08-53 in the amount of $25,503.00 
(plus Tax) for use in five (5) new police 24-hour patrol units. 

 
2. Utilities Department Positions:  A resolution to amend the 2009 Budget to authorize 

and fund two full time employee positions for project design and management of Utilities 
Department projects and to approve the attached budget adjustment to reduce the overall 
Water and Sewer Budget by $250,000.00. 

 
3. RZN 09-3270 (Ramona Jones):  An ordinance rezoning that property described in 

rezoning petition RZN 09-3270, for approximately 1.00 acre, located at 41 East North 
Street, on the southwest corner of North and Pollard from RSF-4, Residential Single-
Family, 4 units per acre, to R-O, Residential Office. 

 
4. VAC 09-3267 (Life Styles):  An ordinance approving VAC 09-3267 submitted by Bates 

and Associates for property located at Sycamore Street and Saddlehorne Avenue, to 
vacate an unimproved portion of right-of-way for Sycamore Street, containing a total of 
0.07 acres. 

 
 
Agenda Additions: 
 
 
Announcements: 
 

1. City Council Tour:  None 
 
 
Adjournment: 
 

 
NOTICE TO MEMBERS OF THE AUDIENCE 

 
All interested parties may appear and be heard before the City Council.  If you wish to address 
the City Council on an agenda item please queue behind the podium when the Chair asks for 
public comment.  Once the chair recognizes you, go to the podium and give your name and 
address.  Address your comments to the Chair, who is the presiding officer.  The Chair will 
direct your comments to the appropriate elected official, staff member or others for response.  
Please keep your comments brief, to the point and relevant to the agenda item being 
considered so that everyone has a chance to speak. 
 
Interpreters or TDD for hearing impaired are available for all City Council meetings, a 72 
hour advance notice is required.  For further information or to request an interpreter, please 
call 575-8330. 
 
As a courtesy please turn off all cell phones and pagers. 
 
A copy of the City Council agenda is available at accessfayetteville.org or in the office of the 
City Clerk, 113 West Mountain, Fayetteville, Arkansas. 
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Dennis Pratt / Barbara Olsen

Account Number

02041.2007
Project Number

euasetea tem @

City of Fayetteville Staff Review Form

C¡ty Counc¡l Agenda ¡tems
and

Contracts, Leases or Aqreements

C¡ty Council Meeting Date
Agenda ltelns Only

Submitted By

Action Requ¡red:
resolution approving the purchase of five additional Datalux per bid #08-53 in the

of $25,503.00 (plus tax) for use ¡n fìve new police 24 hour patrol units.

27.A62.00 69,078.00 Police/Passenger Vehicles

Cost of th¡s request Category / Project B¡dgel Program Category / Project Name

Veh¡cles and Equ¡pment11,470.00

Funds Usêd to Date Program / Project Category Nâme

Shop Fund57,608.00

Fleet Operations Transportat¡on
Division Deoãrtmênt

Remain¡ng Balance

BudgetAdjustmentlttact¡.¿ l-----l

Fund Nâme

-fJ o.- ß",j,*-

* 4:.?
Date

sÁ't,
Date

S: u-ol_
Date

,-1,/
51¿.11t-L_f lD^r"

o/#"r?

Received in City
Clerk's Office

õ?¿r,,Lsq

Prevìous Ordinance or Resolution #

Orig¡nal Contract Date:

Or¡ginal Contract Number:

Rece¡ved in
Mayor's Offìce

F¡nance and lntemal Serv¡ces D¡rector

Revised January 15. 2009

D. 1 
Bid # 08-53 Future Link 
Page 1 of 8



mfüe
FLEET OPERATIONS
1525 S. Happy Hollow Road

Fayetteville, AR72701
(4791 444-3495 F AX (4791 4l,4-3425

lnte rtmental
TO:

THRU:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

dence
MAYORYCITY COUNCIL

TERRY GULLEY, DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION

BARBARA OLSEN, FLEET SUPPORT MANAGER

MAY 18, 2009

Purchase of five Gomputers for Police cars

Future Link emailed a change in price on the computers - they are a little less expensive. ln
correcting the purchase requisition, I realized that the tax amount had inadvertently been left off
the total on the Staff Review Form.

I've corrected the purchase requisition and staff review form.

The Resolution will need to be amended so the dollar amount is also correct.

D. 1 
Bid # 08-53 Future Link 
Page 2 of 8



RESOLUTIONNO.-

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PURCHASE OF FIVE (5)
ADDITIONAL DATALUX COMPUTERS FROM FUTURE LINK
UNDER BID #08-53 IN THE AMOUNT OF $25,503.00(PLUS TAX)
FOR USE rN FrVE (5) NEW POLTCE 24_HOUR PATROL UNTTS.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS:

Section 1. That the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, Arkansas
hereby approves the purchase of five (5) additional Datalux computers frorn
Future Link under Bid #08-53 in the amount of $25,503.00 (plus tax) for use in
five (5) new 24-hour patrol units.

PASSED and APPROVED rhis 2"4 day ofJune,2009.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

ByBy:
LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor SONDRA E. SMITH, City Clerk/Treasurer

D. 1 
Bid # 08-53 Future Link 
Page 3 of 8



City Of Fayetteville - Purchase Order (pO) Request
AII purchases under g2soo shatt be used on a p-card untess med¿rlli;;rïlå;:'iilr" þd. (cdtt x2s6 w¡th questíons)

Al! PO Request shall be scanned lo the Purchasing e-ma¡l: Purchas¡nqd/ci.favellevillè.at.us

\doressl

<equesler:

]ARBARA OLSEN

t8094

Descriotiôn

rX2O4 COMPUTERS WITH BOTH XP & VISTA

2 MOUNTING PKG FOR CROWN VIC

3 (EYBOARDS FOR DODGE CHARGERS

4 'ER BtD #08.53

6

8

I

10

5

FUIURE LINK

EA

2

EA

4,520.00

Shipping/Handling

'ovalsl

EA

oÞ PornI

676.00

)r: 

---'-
nce & lnternal Services Director: _

atch Manageri_

ip codo: 
lship 

to^codel

350.00

$22,600.00

$2.028.00

Kequestêas Èmployee #l
't 940

$700.00

9700.1920.5802.00

$0.00

taxaote

/es: Not X

9700.1920.5802.00

utv\llf)AÞPtovatl

$0.00

9700.1920.5802.00

:xlensron:

485

$0.00

Lol

rro¡ecVSubDroiect #

020a1.2007

$0.00

Ycs NÂ

$0.00

175.00

$0.00

02081.2007

$0.00

02041.2007

$'175.00

Department Director:

Budget Manager

Utilities l\¡anager:---

Subtotall

Têx:

$25,503.00

$2,359.03

Purchasing I\ranagerl

lT f\,4anager:---.

Otherl

D. 1 
Bid # 08-53 Future Link 
Page 4 of 8



City of Fayetüeville Staff Rev¡ew Fofm

Gity Gouncil Agenda ltems
and

Gontracts, Leases or Agreements

City Counc¡l Meel¡ng Date
Agenda ltems Only

Denn¡s Pratt / Barbara Olsen Transportation
Submitted By Departnent

Pol¡ce/Passenger Veh¡cles26 175 00

Cosl ofthis request

9700.1920.5802.00

Category / Project Budget Program Category / Project Name

Veh¡cles and Êqu¡pment

Account Number

02081.2007

Program / Project Category Name

Shop Fund

Project Number

euoeeteo ttem [l

Fund Name

ettacneo l-l

Previous Ordinance or Resolution #

Or¡ginal Contact Date:

Original Contract Number:

Revised Januayl S, 2009

approv¡ng the purchase of five
of $26,175.00 for use ín frve new pol¡ce 24 hour patrol units.
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Bid # 08-53 Future Link 
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I nterdepartmental Gorrespondence
TO:

THRU:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

MAYOR/GITY COUNCIL

TERRY GULLEY, DIRECTOR OF

DENNIS PRATT, FLEET OPERATIONS

MAY 18,2009

Purchase of five

RECOMMENDATION: That City the purchase of an additional five computers
from Bid 08-53 for Police of $26,175 from Future Link of lllinois.

BACKGROUND: At the August 5, meet¡ng, Resolution #152-08 was passed
approving the purchase of new Datalux from Future Link per bid #08-53. Fleet
Operations would like to purchase an five computers off this bid to install in five new
Police cars. Future Link has agreed to their bid for these additional purchases.

It is necessary to purchase the exact iÐake and model of computer so that these units are
interchangeable and will fit in any unit

Funds are available in Fleet #02081 .2OO7 for this purchase.

D. 1 
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Barbar¿ Olsen - Bid pricing for Datalux units
5/1412009 4:46:23PM

ä
From: "Robert Paulson' <bob@FuturelinklT.com>
To: <bolsør@ci. fayeneville. ar. us>Datq 5/14/2009 2t55 PM
Subject: Bid pdcing for Datalux units

This emêil ¡s to conlìrm the bid pricing for Fayettev¡lle is slill good and will be honored by Future Link.

Prev¡ous purchase;as as follows:

1x.204 - 4491.00
Both XP & Vista - $50.00
Mount Pkg for Cro\¡/n Vics - $676 (¡ncludes floor ptate)
Ext Warranty - included
2gb-ran - incl¡rded
Speekers - included

Prices vary ifa different vehicle nount ¡s need.

lfyou have any questions let rne know. Thank you.

tr
Robert Paulson
Emâ¡l: Bob@FutureLinklT.com
Ofi¡ce: 630-653-3000

Future Link & Data Moving Company
25W658 St. Chartes Rd. Carot Stream, tL 6õlE8 

-
Office: 630-653-3000 Fax: 630-653-9595
Support: Sl¡Bpqt@FutureL¡nltT.com

www.FutureL¡nklT.com

Page 1 of I
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City of Fayetteville Arkansas 
City Council Meeting Minutes 

May 19, 2009 
 
A meeting of the Fayetteville City Council was held on May 19, 2009 at 6:00 PM in Room 219 
of the City Administration Building located at 113 West Mountain Street, Fayetteville, Arkansas. 
 
Mayor Jordan called the meeting to order. 
 
PRESENT: Alderman Gray, Thiel, Cook, Petty, Rhoads, Ferrell, Lucas, Lewis, Mayor 
Jordan, City Attorney Kit Williams, City Clerk Sondra Smith, Staff, Press, and Audience. 
 
Pledge of Allegiance 
 
 
Mayor’s Announcements, Proclamations and Recognitions:  None 
 
 
Presentations, Reports and Discussion Items:  None 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                    
Consent: 
 
Approval of the May 5, 2009 City Council meeting minutes. 
 
Approved 
 
Bid # 09-33 Wayest Safety Inc.:  A resolution to approve the lowest responsible bid from 
Wayest Safety, Inc. for the purchase of 44 complete, self-contained breathing apparatus’ 
(SCBA), and extra cylinders for $261,998.35 plus a contingency of $28,001.65 to purchase 
additional masks, amplifiers and clamps. 
 
Resolution 105-09 as Recorded in the office of the City Clerk. 
 
Doc Mashburn Park Grant:  A resolution to accept an Arkansas Parks and Tourism matching 
grant in the amount of $50,000.00 for development of Doc Mashburn Park and to approve a 
budget adjustment to recognize this revenue. 

 
Mayor Lioneld Jordan 

 
City Attorney Kit Williams 

 
City Clerk Sondra Smith 

Aldermen 
 

Ward 1 Position 1 – Adella Gray 
Ward 1 Position 2 – Brenda Thiel 
Ward 2 Position 1 – Kyle B. Cook 
Ward 2 Position 2 – Matthew Petty 
Ward 3 Position 1 – Robert K. Rhoads 
Ward 3 Position 2 – Robert Ferrell 
Ward 4 Position 1 – Shirley Lucas 
Ward 4 Position 2 – Sarah E. Lewis 
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Resolution 106-09 as Recorded in the office of the City Clerk. 
 
High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area Grant:  A resolution authorizing the Fayetteville Police 
Department to accept additional funding through the 2007 Gulf Coast High Intensity Drug 
Trafficking Area Grant in the amount of $20,000.00 to support investigations; and approving a 
budget adjustment recognizing the grant revenue. 
 
Resolution 107-09 as Recorded in the office of the City Clerk. 
 
Community Development Block Grant Program:  A resolution to approve a budget 
adjustment to recognize $28,233 from the Community Development Block Grant Program for 
the Yvonne Richardson Community Center. 
 
Resolution 108-09 as Recorded in the office of the City Clerk. 
 
Identity Theft Prevention Program:  A resolution approving and adopting Policy and 
Procedure No. BC-04 “Identity Theft Prevention Program” to comply with provisions of the Fair 
and Accurate Credit Transactions (FACT) Act. 
 
Resolution 109-09 as Recorded in the office of the City Clerk. 
 
Sweetser Construction, Inc.:  A resolution to approve a construction contract with Sweetser 
Construction, Inc. in the amount of $3,773,418.22 for widening and improvements to Mount 
Comfort Road and to approve a contingency in the amount of $377,340.00. 
 
Resolution 110-09 as Recorded in the office of the City Clerk. 
 
2009 Recreational Trails Grant:  A resolution expressing the willingness of the City of 
Fayetteville, Arkansas to utilize Federal-Aid Recreational Funds. 
 
Resolution 111-09 as Recorded in the office of the City Clerk. 
 
Alderman Gray moved to approve the Consent Agenda as read.  Alderman Thiel seconded 
the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously.   
 
 
Unfinished Business: 
 
Social Media Communication:  A resolution to include social media in citizen 
communications. This resolution was tabled at the April 21, 2009 City Council meeting to the 
May 19, 2009 City Council meeting. 
 
Alderman Petty:  All this resolution says is the City Council is asking the Administration to 
come up with a communications plan that includes social media.  It does not specify which tools 
the Administration would use or how that plan would be developed.  It would be left to the 
discretion of the Administration.  We would trust them as we move forward that they will 
develop that plan based on what they find to be practice as they experiment with these tools. 
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Alderman Thiel:  How does the Administration see this being funded or is there a cost to this.   
 
Mayor Jordan:  There are three areas we are already working in.  We have introduced 
Facebook, Twitter, and an electronic newsletter.    I don’t see that we can use much staff time 
due to the economic times we are facing.   
 
Alderman Thiel:  It sounds like the City has already starting doing these things.   What do you 
feel like needs to be done beyond what the City has started? 
 
Alderman Petty:  The City has only scratched the surface with these tools.  There is a lot of 
opportunity for doing other things that has not been explored yet.  We can experiment all we 
want but if we do not have a plan, policies, and procedures then there are some issues that could 
catch us by surprise.  I think there is more to be done than what we are doing right now.   
 
Alderman Thiel:  This resolution is asking the City to do what it sounds like they are already 
doing.  Do you want them fund this because it is going to take staff time to do some of the things 
you are talking about. 
 
Alderman Petty:  It is going to take a little bit of staff time but I think it is going to take less 
than most of us think.  Notices will be sent to multiple email lists, to a Facebook group and to the 
website.  There is an opportunity to manage that centrally so it doesn’t take much time.  It seems 
like the City has already started on this path but we have not seen the expletive commitment to 
having a plan or revisiting how they are using the tools on a regular basis.  I think it is very 
valuable to have a plan and to continue to develop that.  Things are changing quickly and there 
are opportunities all the time that we could be taking advantage of.   
 
Todd Gill:  I am a small business owner. My business depends on me reaching as many people 
as I can.  I have to ask myself which of these tools I should be using, how should I use them, and 
how much of my business time should I dedicate to use them.  One thing I have never asked 
myself is should I be using these tools.  I encourage you to keep experimenting as I am less we 
miss out on a big opportunity to communicate with a huge portion of the citizens. 
 
Peggy Treiber:  Facebook got me here at the right time for the right subjects and the newspapers 
did not.   
 
Alderman Ferrell:  Did you go to the City’s website to see if it listed the meeting and what time 
it started? 
 
Peggy Treiber:  After I saw it on Facebook I went to the City’s website and double checked. 
 
Fran Alexander:  I disagree with Mr. Petty on a couple of points.  I have no argument about all 
the technology we can possibly use for communication.  There needs to be a process that the 
citizens can understand. There are a couple of sentences in the resolution that does not lend 
themselves to what Mr. Petty is trying to accomplish.  Social media reduces time spent on FOIA 
compliance, how is that going to work?   The City will make a good faith effort to include public 
comment and discussion received via social media in the record, I would like to know the 
process that is going to have.  I think this is a matter of open government and manners.  It is very 
disturbing that technology has now taken us to a level where we really don’t know if we are 



City Council Meeting Minutes 
May 19, 2009 

Page 4 of 21 

113 West Mountain 72701     (479) 575-8323      accessfayetteville.org 

engaging each other when we talk to each other.  Hopefully it will become a policy to determine 
whether or not we allow this sort of activity to occur during the meetings.  The resolution says a 
good faith effort to include public comment and discussion received via social media, when is it 
received, and how is it received.  How do the people who came here tonight know about it? 
 
Alderman Petty:  On the matter of FOIA compliance I can not tell you how it will work but I 
can tell you how it could work.  Memos should appear on the website the moment it is created 
and given to the person who is intended to receive it.  That is an example of social media 
improving FOIA compliance.  Other cities have developed a process for taking live comments 
during meetings and including those for everyone who is at the meeting to see.  What I am 
thinking about is public comment that is received during the discussion before the meeting 
happens included in the agenda packets.   We are not talking about members up here taking 
public comment in private.   
 
Leanne Vanwinkle Gisler, a business owner:    I think it is important that we be an inclusive 
community.  While this resolution has the best of intentions to be inclusive I think that its very 
core is probably one of the most exclusionary things I have seen come before this body for a long 
time.  Fayetteville, according to Cities.com, has a 24% poverty rate of people living at or below 
the poverty line, we need to be incredibly aware of how information is distributed, what its 
outlets are, and that we are including all people at all social economical levels.  I am not anti 
technology, but I think that as a city we want to send the message that we include all of our 
citizens.  That we make information available in a very broad based and open means.  I have 
fought for first amendment rights for a long time.  I am in no way advocating censorship on any 
level but one of the things a legislative body such as yourself has to undertake, is you are 
charged with a deliberative process and sometimes the available of something instantly is not in 
anyone’s best interest. We use all types of media to reach people but we also realize that there 
are people who don’t want an email.  They want me to sit down and talk to them.  I think for you 
to endorse this type of resolution says we are willing to look at and ignore a huge portion of our 
population. 
 
Jonathan Cox:  I am a college student.  I follow the news through the internet.  I found out 
about this meeting through Twitter.  If poverty is the issue I think this is a fairer way of getting 
the word out because I do not pay for the technologies that I get my news through. 
 
Alderman Gray:  Would there be communication on Twitter and Facebook that would not be 
available any place else? 
 
Alderman Petty:  It may have a different context but I expect that the information that is core 
that it references would be available in multiple locations. 
 
Alderman Cook:  Is this just going to be at the staff level or are we going to involve the 
Telecommunications Board?  If we are going to try to develop a strategy how will this process 
go forward? 
 
Mayor Jordan:  If it is passed by the Council I will sit down with staff and we will work out 
some sort of plan and if we have enough money to do what we need to do.   
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Alderman Cook:  I don’t see this as limiting public information it just provides another vehicle 
to get the information out there.  I don’t feel it’s wrong for us to look at and see if we can come 
up with some options.  One of my concerns is we may get different opinions and all the sudden 
someone says this came from the City and it says two different things.   
 
Alderman Lewis:  I am concerned about Section 3 of the resolution.  One of the fears from the 
public is this will take a lot of staff time.  I feel the intent is to reduce staff time.  The idea is that 
this would make the processes more efficient and therefore save staff time.  I am not seeing 
where this will stop our current means of communication.  The intent is to expand that.  The new 
technology is stimulating the activism in our younger population.  Where did the Transition 
Team leave the communication plan?  Did they develop a plan or did they say they would 
develop a plan?   
 
Don Marr, Chief of Staff:  The sub group transition final report talked about the need to explore 
more options of communication than had typically been done at the City level.  It did not address 
communication at a City Council meeting.  It talked about communication as a whole from the 
Administration.   Where it did not cross over was activities within a meeting.  Most of the people 
seem to be accessing the individual versus the organization.  The one staff concern that I have is 
that most of the communication practice with the City has been developing the message and 
disseminating the message.  It has not been a back and forth exchange.  The staff time that will 
be saved in terms of getting information out may require more back and forth communication 
because it is more of a dialogue taking place must like it takes place in person.  I am not saying 
that is a negative but it is staff planning time we are looking at.  The biggest issue that we have is 
that someone may think I am not communicating things that may come through and that I am 
putting my own person slant or the Administrations slant on it so that it becomes propaganda 
oriented or that I pick and choose whose comments I would highlight.  The part of this resolution 
that concerns me is the part about including public comment in discussion.  The one part that 
came up through this discussion has been activity that takes place by the nine of you and me.  It 
would be my recommendation that you consider your own rules and how you are going to do it 
sitting up there because of the concerns you have heard and some parameters around whoever is 
Twittering at the meeting.  What guidelines we are going to go by.  Getting the information out is 
very different than having this interactive exchange with a computer. 
 
Alderman Lewis:  This seems more general. 
 
Mayor Jordan:  What I see in the resolution is we are going to develop a future plan for the 
City. 
 
Alderman Lewis:  This resolution seems like it is the City Council giving permission for the 
staff to investigate and develop a plan in regard to social media tools or new technology. 
 
Don Marr:  To me the last sentence speaks to all communication and the one meeting this  
happens with continually is this meeting.  We want to be clear as to the expectation as it relates 
to this meeting being different than the general communication from City Hall every day.  We 
think they are two different processes.   
 
Alderman Ferrell:  I have concerns about the time and money. The only constant we have right 
now is the change in technology.  Matthew, I am glad that you know as much about technology 
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as you do.  I think you serve us in a great way.  I think we have a bigger question here because 
there is going to be technology coming in a bang.  I am not opposed to using technology.  I think 
we need to be completely prepared to do that.   
 
Alderman Thiel:  I feel there is going to be some cost in this if it results in something more than 
what we are already doing. This to me sounds like what the Administration is already trying to 
do.   I am concerned that we are reducing what we are doing in the news media.  My concern is I 
don’t want us to spend more money on something that to some extent we are already doing. 
 
Alderman Rhoads:  I support the resolution because it is a request to look at this. I presume if 
we do not like the policy we can change the policy after it is in place.        
 
Alderman Gray:  We are voting on looking at a plan but the plan will not come back to the City 
Council.  Administration will make that decision.   
 
Alderman Lucas:  In general the idea sounds good but everyone has a different idea about what 
this says.  I think it needs to be clearer about what the resolution means.  It is already being done.  
We have a very open government now.  I think everyone has a chance to get into the system.  If 
someone comes to the Council meeting they can talk one time but if someone Twitters they will 
get multiple times to comment.  I would like to have more concrete information as to where we 
are going with this. 
 
Alderman Petty:  This does not switch our communication to social media it adds social media 
to our communication methods.  We are not excluding anybody by passing this.  We can not 
communicate perfectly with our citizens.  All we can do is make a good faith effort.  Different 
people get their news and get involved in different ways and restricting ourselves to the 
conventional forms of communication doesn’t cut it as a good faith effort any more.  We have to 
do more than what we have been doing.  That is what this resolution is intended to do.  Staff 
knows more than anybody what is practical and that is what is going to drive their decisions.  
That’s how cost will stay low with this.  We already have an internal committee exploring the 
redevelopment of the website. We have volunteer teams that are passionate about being involved 
in this.  Plans are valuable and planning is valuable.  I think creating a plan, developing it, and 
keeping it updated  is a very important thing to know where we are and to avoid the pitfalls that 
have been brought up tonight.   
 
Alderman Gray:  Rather than the social media being more limiting it seems to me it is just the 
opposite because we are going to connect with folks who would not read a newspaper and are 
probably not home to watch the television. 
 
Alderman Lewis moved to amend the resolution to remove Section 1.  Alderman Petty 
seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously. 
 
Alderman Petty moved to approve the resolution as amended.  Alderman Rhoads seconded 
the motion.  Upon roll call the resolution passed unanimously. 
 
Resolution 112-09 as Recorded in the office of the City Clerk. 
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Runway Safety Area Improvement Project Grants:  A resolution authorizing the Fayetteville 
Executive Airport staff to apply for and accept grants from the Federal Aviation Administration 
and the Arkansas Department of Aeronautics to fund the Runway 16 Runway Safety Area 
Improvement Project; and approving a budget adjustment recognizing the grant revenue.  This 
resolution was tabled at the May 5, 2009 City Council meeting to the May 19, 2009 City Council 
meeting. 
 
Alderman Ferrell moved to table the resolution to the June 2, 2009 City Council meeting.  
Alderman Rhoads seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously.   
 
This resolution was tabled to the June 2, 2009 City Council meeting.   
 
 
Bid # 09-34 Runway Safety Area Improvement Project:  A resolution awarding Bid # 09-34 
and approving a contract with Sweetser Construction, Inc. in the amount of $969,325.65 for 
construction of the Runway 16 Runway Safety Area Improvement Project.  This resolution was 
tabled at the May 5, 2009 City Council meeting to the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting. 
 
Alderman Thiel moved to table the resolution to the June 2, 2009 City Council meeting.  
Alderman Gray seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously.   
 
This resolution was tabled to the June 2, 2009 City Council meeting.   
 
 
New Business: 
 
McClelland Consulting Engineers, Inc.:   A resolution to approve Task Order No. 1 for 
engineering services by McClelland Consulting Engineers for Runway 16 Safety Improvements 
in the amount of $231,100.00 and to approve a budget adjustment of $231,096.00. 
 
Alderman Thiel moved to table the resolution to the June 2, 2009 City Council meeting.  
Alderman Ferrell seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously.   
 
This resolution was tabled to the June 2, 2009 City Council meeting.   
 
 
ADM 09-3263 (Abshier Heights Modification):  An ordinance amending a Residential Planned 
Zoning District entitled R-PZD 06-1883, Abshier Heights, located at the northwest corner of 
Abshier Drive and Hillcrest Avenue, containing approximately 4.11 acres, to reflect revised 
conditions of approval as described herein. 
 
Jeremy Pate, Development Services Department Director gave a brief summary of the 
ordinance.  Jeremy stated there are four speed tables in the project and that staff is in favor of 
reducing the number of speed tables.   
 
A discussion followed on the speed tables and where the speed table locations might be.  
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Alderman Thiel moved to amend the ordinance to remove the requirement to install speed 
tables and add a stop sign.  Alderman Ferrell seconded the motion.  Alderman Thiel 
withdrew her motion and Alderman Ferrell withdrew his second. 
 
Alderman Thiel moved to amend the ordinance to require the applicant to install one speed 
table if requested by the City Engineer prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy.  
Alderman Ferrell seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously. 
 
City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Alderman Thiel moved to suspend the rules and go to the second reading.  Alderman Lewis 
seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed 7-0.  Alderman Petty was absent 
during the vote. 
 
 City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Alderman Ferrell moved to suspend the rules and go to the third and final reading.  
Alderman Cook seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed 7-0.  Alderman 
Petty was absent during the vote. 
 
City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Aubrey Shepherd:  There should be some way that there is an annual review of storm water 
management on the site and a way to review the need for speed tables.  
 
A discussion followed on doing an annual review. 
 
Mayor Jordan asked shall the ordinance pass.  Upon roll call the ordinance passed 
unanimously. 
 
Ordinance 5240 as Recorded in the office of the City Clerk. 
 
VAC 09-3255 (Harvey/3570 Jasper Lane):  An ordinance approving VAC 09-3255 submitted 
by Alan Reid for property located at 3570 Jasper Lane, Lot 9 of the Copper Creek Subdivision to 
vacate a 34 square foot portion of the drainage easement in the rear of the property. 
 
City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Jeremy Pate gave a brief description of the ordinance.  He stated staff is in favor of the vacation 
and the Planning Commission voted 7-0 in favor of the vacation.   
 
Alderman Ferrell moved to suspend the rules and go to the second reading.  Alderman 
Cook seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously. 
 
 City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Alderman Ferrell moved to suspend the rules and go to the third and final reading.  
Alderman Cook seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously. 
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City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Mayor Jordan asked shall the ordinance pass.  Upon roll call the ordinance passed 
unanimously. 
 
Ordinance 5241 as Recorded in the office of the City Clerk. 
 
 
R-PZD 09-3253 (Park Hill at Mountain Ranch):  An ordinance establishing a Residential 
Planned Zoning District titled R-PZD 09-3253, Park Hill at Mountain Ranch, located at the 
southwest corner of Persimmon Street and Mountain Ranch Boulevard; containing 
approximately 2.23 acres; amending the official zoning map of the City of Fayetteville; and 
adopting the associated master development plan. 
 
City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Jeremy Pate gave a brief description of the ordinance.    He stated the Planning Commission 
voted 8-0 in favor of this project.  Staff is recommending approval. 
 
Alderman Lucas moved to suspend the rules and go to the second reading.  Alderman 
Ferrell seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously. 
 
City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
This ordinance was left on the Second Reading 
 
 
RZN 09-3217 (Winkler):  An ordinance rezoning that property described in rezoning petition 
RZN 09-3217, for approximately 0.25 acres, located at 300 South College Avenue and 145 East 
South Street from NC, Neighborhood Conservation, to DG, Downtown General. 
 
City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Jeremy Pate gave a brief description of the rezoning.  He also reviewed the Walker Park Master 
Plan process.  The Planning Commission voted 5-4 and staff recommended approval of the 
application finding that Downtown General in this location was consistent with the four guiding 
tools that we have with the Walker Park Master Plan to create a balance of uses in housing and to 
retain and create diversity of housing and uses within this neighborhood.  Downtown General is 
still predominantly residential in nature.  It is not a predominant commercial zoning at all.  It 
allows low intensity residential and nonresidential uses.  The applicant met with the 
neighborhood at least once to discuss the potential plans.  We felt this was consistent both with 
City Plan 2025 and with our Walker Park Neighborhood Master Plan within this area. 
 
Alderman Petty:  Are there any multifamily uses allowed in the Neighborhood Conservation 
zoning? 
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Jeremy Pate:  Neighborhood Conservation allows for single family and two family by right.  It 
allows for the three family by conditional use.   
 
Alderman Lewis:  How specific was the outcome to the charrette process as far as the zoning? 
 
Karen Minkel, Strategic Planning & Internal Consulting Department Director:  When we work 
these master plans, we always look at what the City can do to help move the vision forward.  
Most of the vision happens in the private sector because we do not develop anything and so one 
of the most powerful tools that we have is zoning.  We always look at zoning as part of the 
master plan process and how we can utilize that as a tool to achieve those principles.  The first 
principle which is a balance of mixes and housing types within this neighborhood was critical 
when we where looking at the zoning.  Seventy five percent of the existing area was zoned for 
multifamily.  There was no single family zoning at all within the 390 acres that we were looking 
at.  In the result we proposed a plan that changed that so that 50% of the neighborhood would 
now be Neighborhood Conservation.  That was a significant shift and I think definitely in line 
with what the participations expressed.  One of the strengths the participants talked about and 
that is also highlighted in the plan is that one of the strengths of the neighborhood is that it is 
diverse and that you have a mix of housing types and a mix of uses.  That is what we were trying 
to achieve with the zoning recommendation.   
 
Alderman Lucas:  In the neighborhood, can you have studios? 
 
Karen Minkel:  I do not believe so it is solely residential.  Single family and two family are the 
only uses allowed by right.   
 
Alderman Thiel:  The charrette process of the Walker Neighborhood Plan that is what I have 
heard from more and as I recall in the meetings there was a real buy in on basically the concept.  
That was their understanding, in fact they spoke at the Planning Commission when this was 
discussed and at they time they pointed out that they wanted this to remain what had been 
adopted in the Walker Neighborhood Plan.  
 
Karen Minkel:  In the original version when this particular property was shown as 
Neighborhood Conservation? 
 
Alderman Thiel:  When the Walker Neighborhood Plan was adopted that was reconsidered for 
the Winkler’s during that first Planning Commission meeting.  It came back to us and we again 
supported the neighborhood because they felt like when they had participated in the charrette 
process that was how they wanted it to be and they disagreed with the Planning Commission’s 
ruling on that.  That is why the City Council voted with the neighborhood.  I will probably vote 
as I voted the last time simply because I feel like it is the same thing as the Fayette Junction Plan.  
Then the Planning staff said they felt like we should basically follow the neighborhoods wishes 
and the charrette process because they had been very involved.  The Planning Commission went 
one way and I supported the Planning staff recommendation based on the fact that there had been 
a lot of participation in the charrette process.  The neighborhood had bought in on something and 
for the charrette processes to continue to be positive and to get participation for the Planning 
Commission and the Council to go against a portion of that it kind of flies in the face of what we 
are trying to establish.  My recall of the Walker Neighborhood charrette was that was what they 
wanted and that is what they bought into. 
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Karen Minkel:  The Walker Park Neighborhood Master Plan came through the process first and 
then the zoning was one step to achieving that and that is when this issue came up.  The Master 
Plan had already been approved and the Illustrative Plan and zoning was a separate item because 
it is a step in achieving the vision.  There was a discussion about what the neighborhood wanted.  
The challenge that is here and that we probably see with all of our master plans is that when we 
talk about the principles that we want for the neighborhood I think that everyone in this room 
would say they are firmly committed to the principles of this master plan.  I think the challenges 
are there are always going to be gray areas if you are on the border and when you are looking at 
the surrounding zoning.  In those meetings staff said you could go either way on this property.  
The way we were making the decision was that we looked at the principles and then we looked at 
the property owner and looked at what their preference would be.  I think that is the challenge 
that there are going to be those gray areas and zoning is not static.  A property owner can come 
forward with a request at any time to change that.  I think it would have to be looked at 
individually especially when it is a very small piece of the total plan I think there is more gray 
area there.   
 
Alderman Petty:  Compared to the previous zoning before the plan was adopted how many 
units would have been allowed on this parcel? 
 
Jeremy Pate:  It was zoned 24 units per acre so a quarter of an acre would be five to six units.   
 
Michele Winkler, co-owner of the property:  I want to thank the Mayor and Planning 
Commission for being here tonight, I know it is part of your job but it can be argues and we 
appreciate that you are here.   
 
We are here tonight to petition the City Council to grant a rezoning to that property.  The 
background has been thoroughly covered so I don’t think I need to go into that.  In 1994 we 
purchased .63 acre of land two blocks south of the Fayetteville Square zoned for multifamily 
structures.  We upgraded the houses there in order to make them inhabitable yet let them remain 
affordable.  It has always been our plan to build apartments there when the current structures 
reached the end of their usability which is soon.  We believe in creating affordable housing.  
Then we received a postcard informing us that our property was included in the Walker Park 
Neighborhood Master Plan and would be rezoned Neighborhood Conservation which prohibits 
multifamily structures and the rest has already been outlined.  We appealed twice to the Planning 
staff and twice to the Planning Commission and both times that was approved.  It was declined 
one time by the City Council.  The second part is why we persist and the reasons for submitting 
this request.  It is not that we think it is our land and we should be able to do anything we want 
to, that is not true, we believe in the process.  First and foremost we believe in and we want to 
adhere to the 2025 Plan set by the City.    Our proposal to the Planning Commission addressed 
the goals of the 2025 Plan including but not limited to its highest priority being appropriate infill 
and revitalization.  That area certainly needs revitalization and we want to be part of it.   
 
The land is located two blocks from the square across from Downtown General on two corners.  
Urban use is coming from the square.  Anything built in our location needs to a flexible design in 
order to accommodate what we see as an evitable infill from the square.  Single family dwellings 
or duplex residential would be difficult to retrofit in this area when it becomes more dense as 
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part of the organic growth of Fayetteville.  I don’t think three family units are allowed.  Can we 
clarify that for sure? 
 
Karen Minkel:  It is allowed by conditional use.   
 
Michele Winkler:  The second reason is we want to be given the same consideration for another 
piece of property, 636 South Wood Street.  The postcard notification regarding Wood Street was 
the same as ours, it was designated Neighborhood Conservation.  The City Planning staff did not 
recommend and the Planning Commission did not approve that it be changed to Downtown 
General.  At the same City Council meeting where our request was denied the Wood Street 
property was approved and that was amended as part of that whole zoning issue.  There was no 
public comment requested, the property never appeared as Downtown General on any public 
documents.  This approach and the decision regarding a similar situation to us seems unfair and 
inconsistent.  
 
 I am now going to address the objections.  I know that these objections aren’t the objections of 
everyone but this is what we have heard.  There will always be people for and against any zoning 
request.  We acknowledge this is an emotional issue it is an emotional issue for us also but it is 
also a rational issue for us.  The initial objections regarding traffic congestion and density have 
already been addressed by the Planning staff.  I know people will be speaking out against this but 
we want to remember that this is an issue of appropriate zoning that meets the overriding goal of 
the 2025 Plan for the City as a whole.  What did we hear as the objections?  One of the main 
ones that we heard was that people in the neighborhood don’t want renters and particularly  don’t 
want apartments.  The renter issue is illustrated by the petition that was presented to the City 
Council in the first place emphasizing that the petition was signed by owner occupied residences.  
First of all that did not prove to be true, only half of them were but it does illustrate the point that 
owner occupancy was an important issue.  The other issue is that we support renters.  Most 
residents of Fayetteville are renters or have been.  There is impairable evidence that renters 
participate in cities as much as home owners.  Renters can be neighbors too.  The other issue and 
probably more importantly, when we meet with the Jennings Neighborhood Association where 
the apartments.  I think it is important to remember at this meeting that we are not addressing 
apartments.  It is not a design issue but it is a matter of the zoning Neighborhood Conservation.  
We are asking for Downtown General which may include apartments but permits single family 
dwellings, eating places, etc.  Another issue is that some people may feel betrayed if you grant 
our request to rezone that it was not consistent with what they did at the charrettes.  It is very 
consistent with what the Council agreed to in the 2025 Plan.  It is consistent with what the 
Planning staff recommended for transitional zones and it is consistent with the changing of the 
Wood Street property.  I propose that it is consistent with the Walker Park plan which has as one 
of its guiding principles a balance of uses and houses.  It says that this plan serves as a guide, 
meaning I presume that elected officials can use the information to make independent study 
decisions regarding the goals set for the community as a whole.  This is the reason Council 
members are elected I believe.  There are many times when considered rational decisions go 
against some vocal members of their constituency.  A closely associated problem is that of 
creeping.  People feel like if they let in this quarter of an acre than it will creep on down.  If this 
follows then nobody could ever change anything in the Walker Plan, if you didn’t go to the 
charrettes and it was not said in there then it wouldn’t change.  We would agree that it should not 
change if we were surrounded by housing but we are not surrounded by single family dwellings.  
Across the street we have Downtown General.  Further down the street there is multifamily also.   
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We did not attend the Walker planning sessions because we did not think our property was really 
included because we are two blocks from the square.  There were postcards sent out as I 
understand but we do not recall getting them except for the last one which we responded to.  Plus 
the City provides for other avenues or recourse open to shareholders in the City.  We are 
following those avenues.   
 
I would like to talk about a petition that we submitted not because we feel like we need to get as 
many people speaking to it as we can but because we believe that it illustrates that this is a 
citywide issue.  Of the signers on that petition a third were in the neighborhood, a third was 
planners and developers and a third are just general people in the City that support our land 
usage. 
 
Alderman Gray:  Ms. Winkler do you have a plan?  What are you going to put in?  I read here 
twelve apartments including one on site caretaker unit.   
 
Michele Winkler:  Actually we wanted to touch the people in the neighborhood because we had 
not had a chance to do that.  We wanted a tool because we knew there were a lot of negative 
comments so you want to hang onto something when you go to a meeting so we brought a plan 
forward for apartments which has always been our vision.  Somebody advised us that if we show 
a picture nothing could be worse than what they imagined but we were wrong.  No one liked it.  
The issue again before the City Council is not what we are going to do with that property but the 
zoning issue.  We are not discussing designs.  We are not discussing what we can do.  Is it 
appropriate to be Downtown General? 
 
City Attorney Kit Williams:  That is correct.  This is not a planned zoning district where we 
can look at what they are actually going to do.  This is just the various different things that would 
be allowed under this zoning as opposed to its current zoning so we can’t ask to look at the 
project. 
 
Alderman Gray:  I understand that I just think it might make a lot of difference to the neighbors 
if they had an idea of what might be going in there.   
 
Roselyn Cicerone, speaking on behalf of the neighborhood:  Ms. Winkler said the main 
objection of the neighborhood was renters and that is a fairly large misunderstanding.  Half of 
our block is renters.  Half of the people that signed this last petition of more than 280 people 
were renters.  These people are enjoying renting houses in Walker Park and we have never had 
any prejudice against renters.  We were presented with a project. We were presented with a three 
story 12 unit apartment building that represents a density of 48 units per acre.  That seemed like 
an outrageous density compared to what is already there in the neighborhood.  The problem with 
the building we saw is we did not think the infill was appropriate and that it was totally out of 
character with the neighborhood.  It is not only homeowners that are concerned, renters are 
concerned and others.  Walker Park is probably the most diverse neighborhood in Fayetteville on 
any category.  We don’t feel this infill is appropriate and we do not feel it will revitalize the 
neighborhood either.   
 
Alderman Ferrell:  You mentioned something about the change in demographics and if I 
understood you correctly you think that if twelve apartments go in there that would start decay in 
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that neighborhood.  What demographic is it that you fear would start the decay in that 
neighborhood? 
 
Roselyn Cicerone:  It is not the demographic of the people who live there it is when that type of 
high density housing goes in generally the people most nearly adjacent to the building stop 
taking care of their buildings.  They do not want to live in them, they rent them out.   
 
Richard Russell:  I am against the rezoning. 
 
LaVada Walla, 300 South Washington:  If this property is rezoned Downtown General, it is not 
that I am concerned about the apartment, even though I am against that, it is about the fact there 
are many types of uses that could go on this piece of property.  I live next door to this property.  
A different type of business could go in there that I might be affected by.  I am against this 
property being zoned that.  Where do you draw the line? 
 
Joanne Southern, 104 West 5th Street:  I want to keep my neighborhood as is.  This just takes 
away from the neighborhood I was raised in.  We do not want this in our neighborhood. 
 
Tony Wappel, 11 East South Street:  The neighborhood is not against renters.  We went through 
the Walker Park neighborhood and did a petition and over half the people are renters.  We are 
not against apartments.  Those of us that participated in the charrette process agreed to the higher 
density that is planned in the area.  We like the plan that was originally submitted last year with 
South Street being the dividing line between Downtown General and Neighborhood 
Conservation.  Affordable housing does not necessarily mean apartments.   
 
Justin Dickson, 236 East South Street:  I think any sort of progress of economic or living in this 
side of South Street in this side of south Fayetteville is better for the future as to where we are 
right now.  These sort of amendments need to be looked at by the Council in a way that describes 
specific reasoning to what is actually happening there.  In many ways I believe this zoning can 
be looked at and modified in every aspect. 
 
Audrey Kay: I am a property owner in the area. I am for the continuation of the Neighborhood 
Conservation. 
 
Alan Ostner, a neighbor to this property, showed the signs that were in the neighborhood during 
the charrette.  He stated a lot of people came to the charrette.  In the discussion about zoning, the 
place was blanketed in RMF-24 zoning two years ago.  The discussion did not talk about form.  
The zoning might have been RMF-24 allowing apartments but the buildings were single family 
residential detached.  That is part of why the Walker Plan was so appropriate, it brought the 
zoning back to what was actually built.  A great deal of the neighborhood has been single family 
detached for a long time however the zoning was inappropriate.  In the 2025 Plan it says 
appropriate infill and revitalization.  I do not think this rezoning is an appropriate use of infill.  I 
think it diminishes the neighborhood character and the lots available for single family detached 
homes.  We are trying to get more affordable homes in Fayetteville.  Taking this Neighborhood 
Conservation lot and making it Downtown General is counter productive.   There is an adequate 
supply of Downtown General and apartments in Fayetteville. I am not against apartments.  It is 
important to Fayetteville and our neighborhood to have apartments. Why not draw the line at the 
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meeting where hundreds of people got together and the process has been gone through.  I would 
like for you to vote against this rezoning. 
 
Alderman Thiel:  In the previous zoning of RMF-24 before we had the charrettes they could 
have built five to six units in that amount of space? 
 
Jeremy Pate:  Looking at the base density of a quarter of an acre, 24 units would get five to six 
units per acre.   
 
Alderman Thiel:  In the Downtown General they would be allowed to build how many with 
parking? 
 
Jeremy Pate:  I am not sure if five to six units would fit with parking with RMF-24.  It all 
depends on how you build those units.  The Downtown General does not have a density 
limitation.  It is regulated to the building height.   
 
Alderman Thiel:  They could build 12 units? 
 
Jeremy Pate:  The density limitation would support it. 
 
Alderman Thiel:  What would be the maximum amount of units they could build in the 
Neighborhood Conservation? 
 
Jeremy Pate:  They could build a duplex or two single family units. 
 
Alderman Thiel:  With a conditional use they could build a triplex? 
 
Jeremy Pate:  The density limitation would probably limit that because there is a density 
limitation of ten units per acre.   
 
Alderman Lewis:  Can you compare the current density of Walker Park and what is being 
encouraged on the outskirts of town in new development.  How do those compare?   
 
Jeremy Pate:  If you go back to the base goals we are discouraging fringe development.  It is a 
little hard to compare the overall density however the development pattern in much more 
compact form is certainly something more related to this development.   
 
Alderman Gray:  I have really been torn about this issue.  After listening to the neighbors I 
believe I will have to support the neighbors.  I would like to see a couple of craftsman style 
houses there so we can have some single family detached houses.  That is what we do not have 
enough of. 
 
Alderman Lewis:  Because of the charrette process and the people who participated in that 
process stated these are the types of building designs and zonings that they wanted.  They zoned 
to match the existing neighborhood.  It is exciting that there is an area in the central of 
Fayetteville that is designed in a way that we are trying to promote other areas of Fayetteville to 
look like.  The idea that we would eliminate something that we are trying to promote in other 
areas doesn’t make sense to me.   
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Alderman Thiel moved to suspend the rules and go to the second reading.  Alderman Gray 
seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously. 
 
 City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Alderman Thiel moved to suspend the rules and go to the third and final reading.  
Alderman Gray seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously. 
 
City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Alderman Petty:  Mr. Ostner brought up the point of appropriate infill and to me that is the crux 
of this decision.  I have to side with the neighbors too.  I don’t think this is an appropriate place 
for this kind of infill.  This is infill we want to see on thoroughfares and busy intersections that 
we want to be more popular.  To me this intersection doesn’t appear to be one of those.  That is 
why I am not going to support the rezoning.   
 
Alderman Cook:  When we discussed this before I was in favor of Neighborhood Conservation.  
I think currently there is a good division between the Downtown General and the Neighborhood 
Conservation as we have it now.  The neighbors have spoken, we went through the charrette 
process, and I see no reason to zone this as Downtown General.   
 
Alderman Lucas:  I think it needs to be Neighborhood Conservation.  It is more compatible 
with what is there.  I have heard from many people that are not in favor of us changing it.  I think 
there is a safety issue.  That is a steep hill and a strange intersection and if you put that density on 
that corner there may be a safety issue there.  I won’t support the rezoning. 
 
Mayor Jordan asked shall the ordinance pass.  Upon roll call the ordinance failed 1-7.  
Alderman Ferrell voting yes.  Alderman Lewis, Gray, Thiel, Cook, Petty, Rhoads, and 
Lucas voting no.   
 
The ordinance failed. 
 
 
Marijuana Policy Review Panel:  An ordinance to establish a Marijuana Policy Review Panel 
 
City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Alderman Petty:  In November voters passed an initiated ordinance to make the enforcement of 
the misdemeanor adult use of marijuana a low law enforcement priority.  It was passed by 66% 
of the voters.  The creation of this panel is to follow up on that.  I think the voters deserve some 
oversight on this. The Mayor, with his jurisdiction being over the Police Department, needs some 
expert advice on how to follow this ordinance and the voter’s wishes to the greatest extent of the 
law while also complying with State law.   
 
Alderman Petty moved to amend Section D from a written report to the City Council to a 
written report to the Mayor. Alderman Lewis seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the 
motion passed unanimously.   
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Alderman Petty:  For me this boils down to we live in a democracy, 66% of the people passed 
this and we owe it to them to follow up on it. 
 
Alderman Lewis:  This is to establish a policy review panel.  Are those the members that will be 
set in stone or can that be changed? 
 
Alderman Petty:  It is my understanding that unless we amend the ordinance that will be the 
makeup of it.  If there is not a volunteer for any of the positions then we can substitute a citizen 
at large. 
 
Linda Ralston:  I do not remember adult being on that.  Is there any other way an overview 
could be had.  It seems like there is a lot of structure, layers, and people involved and monthly 
reports.  Is there another streamline to what we can do to review it? 
 
Greg Tabor, Chief of Police:  We are talking about the ordinance the people passed on 
November 4th.   I did not believe it was going to change anything.  Our enforcement of 
misdemeanor marijuana was a low priority then. I don’t think it has changed anything other than 
the fact that we have some discussions about some of our misdemeanor marijuana arrests to 
make sure we are in compliance with the ordinance. Obviously we are going to try to do 
everything we can to abide by the law that ordinance included.  I think you have to remember 
this is not about the police’s ability to arrest someone.  It has nothing to do with that.  We make 
misdemeanor marijuana arrests every day or close to every day and we are going to continue to 
do that.  It is not doing away with our power to arrest someone for it.  It is about making it a 
lower priority.  Things that are a higher priority are DWI’s, seatbelt enforcement, domestic 
violence and a lot of others.  We have special people dedicated to those activities.  We do not 
have anyone or a unit of people that are out there looking for misdemeanor marijuana arrests.  If 
we encounter someone for whatever reason and they have marijuana are we going to arrest 
them?  Yes, most likely we are.  A police officer has a lot of discretion on everything he does 
whether it is speeding, marijuana or anything else.  The misdemeanor marijuana arrests that we 
have made since this passed are shoplifting, domestic violence, the scene of an accident, and the 
scene of a disturbance.  Most generally, the arrest for someone for misdemeanor marijuana is 
generally a secondary offense.  As far as I know, since this became effective we have not had 
any complaints from anybody that was arrested that said you made a priority out of me.   
 
On paragraph six of the ordinance that the people passed it states “law enforcement resources 
would be better spent fighting serious and violent crime”.  I agree one hundred percent.   This 
committee is going to take our time and resources to do which I think is contrary to paragraph six 
that the people passed.    If the Mayor wants a report from me he does not need a panel, all he 
has to do is ask.   
 
There was a comment made at the Ward 4 meeting that if I was hauling some marijuana to 
someone that needed it medically I wouldn’t be arrested for that. That is an incorrect statement.  
When you start delivering marijuana to people that is a huge problem.  The comment was made 
that the purpose of this is to see if this ordinance has had any affect.  I don’t know how you are 
going to gauge that other the number of arrest before and the number of arrest after.  If that is 
how you are going to gauge it, it has had no affect.  It was a low priority then and it is a low 
priority now.  I do not think you are going to see a significant decrease in the number of 
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misdemeanor marijuana arrests since this went into affect. Someone said all we are after is to 
allow the officers to use their discretion when they encounter misdemeanor marijuana offenses.  
We do not need that panel to do that, officers do that every single day on everything they do.  We 
video tape almost every single thing.  We have a video camera in our car.   
 
Alderman Lewis:  If someone was arrested for marijuana possession and they have a compliant 
what is that process?    
 
Greg Tabor:  We have a formal compliant process. I doubt that would ever rise to that.  Usually, 
that is reserved for serious things.  I would hope that compliant would make it to the 
administrative cycle at the Police Department and we would pull the report and look at the video 
tape and see if we agreed.   
 
City Attorney Kit Williams:  I have to call your attention to the State statute which you are 
required to follow.  It specifically sets forth the duties of the Chief of Police and the police.  It 
says, “it shall be their duty to apprehend any and all persons in the act of committing any 
offenses against the laws of the State” and it says, “diligently and faithfully enforce at all times 
all such laws”.  As you are aware the State law is against the possession of marijuana.  Even 
though I think it is appropriate for the police not to expend tremendous resources, as this 
ordinance asks, it is certainly not a defense to any arrest by saying I should not have been 
arrested because the ordinance says it is a low priority.  The officers are following their State law 
duty to enforce all laws at all times.  I can speak for the City Prosecutor who works for me that 
misdemeanor marijuana arrests have never been a high priority in the Prosecutor’s office.  His 
high priorities are very similar to the police.   If the police bring him a case and say we arrested 
this person for marijuana, and the case against him is good, then the Prosecutor very likely is 
going to prosecute that. 
 
Alderman Lewis: If there is an established protocol if someone would like to use it then I am 
questioning if this is needed. 
 
Alderman Petty:  The State law that requires officers to enforce State statute, is there a similar 
statute for the City Prosecutor?    
 
City Attorney Kit Williams:  I did not find one, if there is one, that gives that kind of 
requirement to the City Prosecutor.   
 
Alderman Petty:  Chief, I appreciate where you are coming from.  I sincerely hope that you are 
exactly right that this already is the lowest priority you have and that this will not make much of 
an effect for the police force.  There is more to this than the police force. We have a City 
Prosecutor’s office which is really where the bulk of this resolution is intended to affect.  If this 
City Prosecutor can spend his time focusing on cases that will have more of an affect then he 
should do that.  This panel would not just review what the Police Department is doing it would 
also review what the Prosecutor’s office is doing and that is something we haven’t done yet.    
 
Ryan Denham, campaign director for the Sensible Fayetteville Initiative that was placed on the 
ballot in the November’s General Election.  We need a panel to find out if marijuana is indeed a 
low priority.  There are over 400 arrests every year in the City of Fayetteville.  It doesn’t sound 
like a low priority to me.  This panel would be able to investigate what the situation is and how 



City Council Meeting Minutes 
May 19, 2009 
Page 19 of 21 

113 West Mountain 72701     (479) 575-8323      accessfayetteville.org 

the law is working out.  We are going to bring in a number of different professionals from a 
variety of different fields.  This is going to be a comprehensive panel that is going to issue a 
comprehensive report to the Administration. A similar panel in Denver Colorado recommended 
stopping marijuana arrests for misdemeanor amounts for adult procusctions.  This passed with a 
two to one margin in the City.  We really owe our citizens the investigation and the reporting.  
We need to find out how many people are arrested for marijuana every year.  Right now you 
have to do a FOIA to find that out.  We need to find out what the prosecutions are following 
those arrests. 
 
Rob Mounce:  This past semester at the University of Arkansas I was the campaign director for 
safer alternative for enjoyable recreation.  We had the students come to a vote on making the 
penalties for marijuana be no greater than that of alcohol.  All the evidence points to that 
marijuana is a safer drug than alcohol.  This is not the same kind of vote that occurred this past 
November but it still had equal amount of support from the student body with 66% passage.   
 
Craig Honchell:  We are trying to keep a group that is doing illegal activity abreast of how that 
illegal activity is being tracked.  I have kids and any kind of discussion about marijuana even 
being potentially legalized or anything like that is sending the wrong message to the kids in our 
community. There is already something in place that oversees this.  Sixty six percent keeps 
getting mentioned.  That almost makes it sound like that 66% of the entire population of 
Fayetteville is in favor of the low priority of marijuana arrests.  That is 66% of the people who 
voted.  That is the number we might want to keep mind. 
 
Alderman Gray moved to suspend the rules and go to the second reading.  Alderman Petty 
seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously. 
 
City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Alderman Petty:  The people that are concerned about the amount of time that will be spent on 
this I hear you.  
 
Alderman Petty moved to amend the ordinance to allow quarterly reports instead of 
monthly reports from the Police Department and City Attorney’s office.  The motion died 
for lack of a second.   
 
Alderman Rhoads moved to suspend the rules and go to the third and final reading.  
Alderman Thiel seconded the motion.  Upon roll call the motion passed unanimously. 
 
City Attorney Kit Williams read the ordinance. 
 
Mayor Jordan:  I have panels that advise me on almost any topic that you can think of in the 
City.  I am not necessarily opposed to a panel or an advisory board to advise me on this situation. 
This may not be the route that we want to go as a Council.  If a citizen committee is formed I 
will meet them.  The Police Chief and I will be the ones administrating the laws. 
 
Alderman Thiel:  That is not how this panel is set up to be.    
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Mayor Jordan:  I understand that.  I am saying if they want to put a citizens committee together 
I will be glad to sit done and visit with them. 
 
Alderman Ferrell:  Are you talking about something different than this? 
 
Mayor Jordan:  I am talking about something entirely different.   
 
Alderman Ferrell:  I don’t disagree with you at all.  I think your idea makes sense.  I take 
exception with one thing, Kit’s memo about the power of the Council and the power of the 
Mayor.  Kit says the City Council should have power to establish a City Police Department to 
organize it under general superintendent of the Mayor and to prescribe its duties and define its 
powers.  The City Attorney the way he opines this can have an affect on the balance of power 
between the legislative body which is us and the executive body which is the Mayor.  I think we 
have the power to do about anything that is legal and that we can delegate power to others.  A 
different interpretation of what he opines can lead to loss of legislative power. 
 
Alderman Petty:  I am encouraged that there may be another way to do this but I still think this 
is the best way.   We need to remember we live in a democracy and all these changes to our 
governing bodies and our laws start at the local level.   When the voters vote for something I 
think we have a duty to show them that we stand behind them.  That is why I think this is the 
best way to go.  I think we need to make a statement. 
 
Alderman Rhoads:  I think the duty we have to respect the vote is the oversight that we have 
over the Mayor and the Police Chief.  If we feel like they are not doing their job in any regard 
then we can do something about it.  This particular administration has set up a lot of ad hoc 
committees that seem to be pretty effective.  It is less cost to the taxpayer and involves the 
citizens.  I think the Mayors idea is a great way.  I am very supportive of that.  Respectively I can 
not support this panel.   
 
Alderman Lewis:  I agree with Alderman Rhoads.  It seems this would be one more meeting 
that people would have to attend and we would be requiring that extra work and staff time.  I 
appreciate that the Mayor is willing to work with some volunteer organizations.  I also think it is 
worth the discussion that we have had.     
 
City Attorney Kit Williams:  Mayor, the City Prosecutor and City Attorney’s office is involved 
in this and I would join you in meeting with any group that wants to talk about the enforcement 
and prosecution of this.  Even before I became City Attorney it was a very low priority and 
remained a low priority in the Prosecutor’s office.  The Prosecutor takes an oath of office to 
enforce the laws of the State.  That is why when a case is presented to him he is going to 
prosecute that case. 
 
Alderman Petty:  Based on the final comments I still consider this discussion a success as well.  
Thank you for being open to that.   
 
Mayor Jordan asked shall the ordinance pass.  Upon roll call the ordinance failed 1-7.  
Alderman Petty voting yes.  Alderman Lewis, Gray, Thiel, Cook, Rhoads, Ferrell and 
Lucas voting no.   
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The ordinance failed.   
 
 
Agenda Additions:  None 
 
 
Announcements:  None 
 
 
The meeting adjourned at 9:35 PM 
 
 
 
_______________________________________ ___________________________________ 
Lioneld Jordan, Mayor    Sondra E. Smith, City Clerk/Treasurer 
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Tentative Agenda 

City of Fayetteville Arkansas 
City Council Meeting 

June 2, 2009 
 
A meeting of the Fayetteville City Council will be held on June 2, 2009 at 6:00 PM in Room 219 
of the City Administration Building located at 113 West Mountain Street, Fayetteville, Arkansas. 
 
 
Call to Order 
 
Roll Call 
 
Pledge of Allegiance 
 
 
Agenda Session Presentations:  
 

1. First Quarter Report on the Washington County Regional Ambulance Authority - Becky 
Stewart, EMS Chief 

 
2. NWA Emergency Preparedness Fair – Marla Scott  

 
 
Mayor’s Announcements, Proclamations and Recognitions: 
 

1. FHS Baseball Team Proclamation  
 
                                                                                                                                                                                    
A. Consent: 
 

1. Approval of the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting minutes. 
 
2. Bid # 08-53 Future Link:  A resolution approving the purchase of five (5) additional 

Datalux Computers from Future Link under Bid # 08-53 in the amount of $26,175.00 for 
use in five (5) new police cars. 

 
 

 
Mayor Lioneld Jordan 

 
City Attorney Kit Williams 

 
City Clerk Sondra Smith 

Aldermen 
 

Ward 1 Position 1 – Adella Gray 
Ward 1 Position 2 – Brenda Thiel 
Ward 2 Position 1 – Kyle B. Cook 
Ward 2 Position 2 – Matthew Petty 
Ward 3 Position 1 – Robert K. Rhoads 
Ward 3 Position 2 – Robert Ferrell 
Ward 4 Position 1 – Shirley Lucas 
Ward 4 Position 2 – Sarah E. Lewis 
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3. Bid # 09-42 Laser Specialists, Inc.:  A resolution to award Bid # 09-42 to Laser 
Specialists, Inc. to purchase GPS surveying equipment in the amount of $30,080.00 plus 
taxes and fees. 

 
4. Dawson Education Cooperative:  A resolution to approve the Interlocal Cooperation 

Agreement with Dawson Education Cooperative to enable the City of Fayetteville to 
purchase goods and services through the Texas Arkansas Purchasing System. 

 
5. Arkansas Emergency Telephone Services Board:  A resolution to accept training 

reimbursement from the Arkansas Emergency Telephone Services Board in the amount 
of $796.00 and to approve a budget adjustment recognizing this revenue. 

 
6. 2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds:   A resolution to approve a budget adjustment 

in the amount of seven and a half million dollars ($7,500,000.00) to recognize revenue 
from the sale of the 2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds. 

 
7. Repeal Bid # 09-27 Lewis Ford:  A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 86-09 and to 

award Bid # 09-27 for a 4X4 compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of Fayetteville in the 
amount of $18,379.00. 

 
8. Repeal Bid # 09-28 Lewis Ford:  A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 87-09 and to 

award Bid # 09-28 for an extended cab compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of 
Fayetteville in the amount of $15,987.00. 

 
 
B. Presentations, Reports and Discussion Items: 
 

1. False Alarm Ordinance 5083 Discussion 
 
 
C. Unfinished Business: 
 

1. Runway Safety Area Improvement Project Grants:  A resolution authorizing the 
Fayetteville Executive Airport staff to apply for and accept grants from the Federal 
Aviation Administration and the Arkansas Department of Aeronautics to fund the 
Runway 16 Runway Safety Area Improvement Project; and approving a budget 
adjustment recognizing the grant revenue.  This resolution was tabled at the May 5, 2009 
City Council meeting to the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting.  

 
This resolution was tabled at the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting to the June 2, 
2009 City Council meeting. 

 
2. Bid # 09-34 Runway Safety Area Improvement Project:  A resolution awarding Bid # 

09-34 and approving a contract with Sweetser Construction, Inc. in the amount of 
$969,325.65 for construction of the Runway 16 Runway Safety Area Improvement 
Project.  This resolution was tabled at the May 5, 2009 City Council meeting to the May 
19, 2009 City Council meeting. 

 
This resolution was tabled at the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting to the June 2, 
2009 City Council meeting. 
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3. McClelland Consulting Engineers, Inc.:   A resolution to approve Task Order No. 1 for 
engineering services by McClelland Consulting Engineers for Runway 16 Safety 
Improvements in the amount of $231,100.00 and to approve a budget adjustment of 
$231,096.00. 
 
This resolution was tabled at the May 19, 2009 City Council meeting to the June 2, 
2009 City Council meeting. 
 

4. R-PZD 09-3253 (Park Hill at Mountain Ranch):  An ordinance establishing a 
Residential Planned Zoning District titled R-PZD 09-3253, Park Hill at Mountain Ranch, 
located at the southwest corner of Persimmon Street and Mountain Ranch Boulevard; 
containing approximately 2.23 acres; amending the official zoning map of the City of 
Fayetteville; and adopting the associated master development plan. 

 
This ordinance was left on the Second Reading at the May 19, 2009 City Council 
meeting. 

 
 
D. New Business: 
 

1. Utilities Department Positions:  A resolution to amend the 2009 Budget to authorize 
and fund two full time employee positions for project design and management of Utilities 
Department projects and to approve the attached budget adjustment to reduce the overall 
Water and Sewer Budget by $250,000.00. 

 
2. RZN 09-3270 (Ramona Jones):  An ordinance rezoning that property described in 

rezoning petition RZN 09-3270, for approximately 1.00 acre, located at 41 East North 
Street, on the southwest corner of North and Pollard from RSF-4, Residential Single-
Family, 4 units per acre, to R-O, Residential Office. 

 
3. VAC 09-3267 (Life Styles):  An ordinance approving VAC 09-3267 submitted by Bates 

and Associates for property located at Sycamore Street and Saddlehorne Avenue, to 
vacate an unimproved portion of right-of-way for Sycamore Street, containing a total of 
0.07 acres. 

 
 
Agenda Additions: 
 
 
Announcements: 
 

1. City Council Tour:   
 
 
Adjournment: 
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NOTICE TO MEMBERS OF THE AUDIENCE 

 
All interested parties may appear and be heard before the City Council.  If you wish to address 
the City Council on an agenda item please queue behind the podium when the Chair asks for 
public comment.  Once the chair recognizes you, go to the podium and give your name and 
address.  Address your comments to the Chair, who is the presiding officer.  The Chair will 
direct your comments to the appropriate elected official, staff member or others for response.  
Please keep your comments brief, to the point and relevant to the agenda item being 
considered so that everyone has a chance to speak. 
 
Interpreters or TDD for hearing impaired are available for all City Council meetings, a 72 
hour advance notice is required.  For further information or to request an interpreter, please 
call 575-8330. 
 
As a courtesy please turn off all cell phones and pagers. 
 
A copy of the City Council agenda is available at accessfayetteville.org or in the office of the 
City Clerk, 113 West Mountain, Fayetteville, Arkansas. 
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Chris Brown

City of Fayettev¡lle Staff Review Form

C¡ty Counc¡l Agenda ltems
and

Contracts, Leases or Agreements

C¡ty Council Meeting Date
Agenda ltems Only

Ëngineering
Div¡sion

Development Services
Submitted By

Funds Used to Date

Remaining Balance

Budget Adjustment nttacnea I

Department

Program / Project Category Name

Sales Tax Capital lmprovements

Act¡on Required:

to award a Contract for B¡d to Laser Sþec¡al¡sts. lnc. ¡n lhe amount
all applicable fees and taxes

Global Positioning System

Category / Proiect Budget Program Category / Project Name

Fixed Assets

Cost of th¡s request

4470.9470.5801 .00

Accounl Number

09003
Project Number Fund Name

Prev¡ous Ordinance or Resolut¡on #

Original Contract Date:

Original Contract Number:

Budgeted ltem
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Cìty Council Meeting of June 02, 2009

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA MEMO

To: Mayor and City Council

Thru: Don Man, Chief oiSlalf
Jeremy Pate. Development Services Director$

From: Chris Bro wn, City En$neerØ

Date: May 14, 2009

Subject: A resolution to âìvard â Contract for Bid 09-42, GPS Equipment, to Laser Specialists,
Inc. in the amount of $30,080 plus all applicable fees and taxes

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recornnends approval of the Laser Specialists, Inc. bid (Option 2) in response to Bid 09-42, GPS
Equipment, in the amount of$30,080 plus all applicable fees and laxes.

BACKGROUND:

The City currently does not have a survey grade Global Positiorung Unil. Purchase ofa GPS unit was
approved through the City's Capital Improvement Program for 2009. The equipment is to be used by the
city surveyors in city construction, planning, mapping, boundary determination and desigl. GPS
technology saves time and manpower over conventional surveying methods, and is generally considered
to be standard equipment in the surveying profession,

DISCUSSION;

Bids were received on 5/13/2009. Five bids were received, ranging from a high of$36,335.55 to the low
bid of $21,905.00. The two lowest bids did not meet the specifications and have been disqualifìed as non-
responsive, as follows:

. Carlson Desktop Solutions: Does not have a local service facility
o Navigation Eìectronics, Inc: Does not have a local service facility; Data collector does not meet

specifications and is not compatible with existing City softrvare.

Laser Specialist Inc. Is located in Springdale and has a good reputation with the local surveyors.
Therefore, staff recommends their bid be accepted as the lowest responsive bid.

The low bid, with sales tax included, is higher than the project budget amount of $34,000. Therefore,
Item 3 ofthe bid (Glonass capability) is recommended to be removed from the contract. This results in a

bid amount before tax of$30,080. The estimated total with taxes included is 532,862.40.

BIJDGET IMPACT:

Thìs purchase is funded by the Capital Improvement Sales Tax Fund. $34,000 is included in the program
in 2009 for the purchase. The estimated total amount, including taxes, is within the project budget.

A. 3 
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RESOLUTION NO._

A RESOLUTION TO AWARD BID #09.42 TO LASER
SPECIALISTS, INC. TO PURCHASE GPS SURVEYING
EQUIPMENT IN THE AMOITNT OF $30,080.00 PLUS TAXES
AND FEES

WHEREAS, Laser Specialists, Inc. was the lowest qualified bidder for GpS surveying
equipment needed by the Engineering Department.

NOW THEREF'ORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF' F'AYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS :

section 1: That the city council of the city of Fayetteville, Arkansas hereby awards
Bid #09-42 to Laser specialists, Inc. to purchase GPS surveying equipment in the amount of
$30,080.00 plus taxes and fees.

PASSED and APPROVED this 2nd day ofJune,2009.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor SONDRA E, SMITH, City Clerk/Treasurer
By:By:
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BID:09-42
DATE:5/13/09
TIME:2:00 PM
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

üfi 
iiiiiiii--iliiås#ffi iiii¡iiri iii 

jiiit,l,l'liä*

I Ma¡n Unit

2 Carlson Survey 2009 Software

3 Glonass

4
L€ss TradeJn value;
Carlson Explorer 600+ Datå Collector

Manufacturer

Model

!';, cäilsdö :DèËrifö, l

.,::,iti:,rt.spt,fiù$!,ii¡t! l

B¡d 09-42, GPS Equipment

TOTAL BASE BID =

1

I

I

$31,273.20

$'1,300.00

lncluded

$500.00

$30,776.55

ALTUS

lfääispsciaiËæ;i ii
. -lnö. ; i?öti:öärT :,,; ;r;r
: 1 : ,i: f: !:::t, .;1,. :;;;:! |.,

$1,27s,00

APS-3

$4,784.00

$500.00

$29,880.00

l\4agellân

" . l.äseii S-þêdrËrrsis;;,
i:!r,ri¿C,;lþ:öät¡oiiiä:¡rrrir

$2,400,00
(with Autocad)

Proma[k 500

$4,000.00

$'1,000.00

ProMark 500 with Allegro
Dâte Collèctor

$29.880.00

Magel¡an

$1,200.00
(with lntell¡cad)

$4,000.00

$1,000.00

ProMark 500 w¡th Allegro
Data Collector

$23,744 00

Priôeiiit tiIIi;iiít

Magellan

$1,500.00

lncluded

$3,339.00

Specka Precision

EPOCH 35 GNSS Syster

iilii
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ARKANSAS

City of Fayettevi lle, Arkansas
Purchasing Division - Room 306

113 W. Mountain
Fayetteville, AR 72701
Phone: (479) 575-8220

INV¡TATION TO BID: BID 09-42, GPS Equipment
DEADLINE: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 at 2:00 PM, Central Standard Time
DELIVERY LOCATION: Room 306 - 113 W. Mountain, Fayetteville, AR727A1
PURCHAS| NG AGENT: Andrea Foren, CPPB, aforen@ci.favettevil le.ar. us, 47 9.57 5.8220

DATE OF ISSUE AND ADVERTISEMENT: Monday, May 4, 2009

INVITATION TO BID
BID 09-42. GPS Equipment

No late bids will be accepted. Bids shall be submitted in sealed envelopes labeled "Bid 0942, GPS
Equipmenf with the name and address of the bidder.

All bids shall be submitted in accordance with the attached City of Fayetteville specifications and bid
documents attached hereto- Each bidder is required to fill in every blank and shall supply all
information requested; failure to do so may be used as basis of rejection-

E-Mail:

BusinessAddress: 53L?- Ð $/a+",r .dr.-

The undersigned hereby offers to furn¡sh & del¡ver the articles or sefvices as specified, at the prices & lefms stated
herein, and in strict accordance wilh the speciñcations and general conditions of bidding, all of which are made a part of
this offer. This offer is not subject to withdrat/val unless upon mutual vtritten agreement by the Proposer/Bidder and C¡ty
Purchas¡ng Manager-

Nameof Firm: Las¿- Jpeaal,z,/- . Ðnt-
Contact r"rron'

Phone: 177- Zsl- -sse I

Gity:

Signature:

City of Fayettevil le, Arkansas
Bid 09-42, GPS Equþment
Page I of 13

state: AA zip: 7z 26 z
Date: 5'-,lZ--a Z
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City of Fayetteville
BidOS42, GPS Equipment

Bid Form

DATE REQUIRED AS A COMPLETE UNIT: 60 days from Date of Order

-GUARANTEED DELIVERY DÑEI 3D ¿L}/5 /4ê,
F.O.B. Fleet Operations Division, Fayetteville, AR72701

ITEM: DESCRIPTION:

1. MAIN UNIT

QUANTITY: *PRIGE EAGH: "TOTAL PRICE

1

/*44 þêo . ag3, ôoo

s 21,6tu.æ s2?Fso''''>

2' 
"ootå|'ÌHEuV"3W Ao4'ôo5'ooê 

1

GLONASS

LESS: TRADEJN VALUE:
CARLSON EXPLORER 600+ ÐATA COLLECTOR

Z,/eo'oø
E lZoe,oo

s {Øa,æ

z?/æ.Ø iÅL"t
s /Zoo, oÐ a., ¡'ÉA

?.¡.kllia'at

s ¿{aØ.oo3.

4.

t S[daa.* gl@,øe

35LØ'Ø -,1d
TOTAL BASE BID (ltem l+2+3-4): $ Alr2eo-oo L¿,/r4

Item 1+2+3-4

*Note: Bid evaluation for award will be based on Total Base Bid

THIS FORM CONTINUES ON THE NEXT PAGE,

City of Fayettevi lle, Arkansas
B;id0942, GPS Equipment
Page 2 of l3

¿¿-o/
=n*//tb¿/
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EXECUTION OF BID .
Bidders are requested to ind¡cate by check mark or "Yes/No" on each line of the Technical Specif¡cations the
compliance of the item bid. Actual specification of any deficient item must be noted on the b¡d sheet or separate
attachment. lf spec¡f¡cations of item b¡d differ from provided literâture, deviation must be documented and
cert¡f¡ed by the manufacturer as a regular p¡oduction opt¡on.

Upon signing this Bid, the b¡dder certifies that:
1. He/she has read and agrees to the requirements set forth in this proposal, ¡ncluding specifications, terms,

standard cond¡t¡ons, and any pertinent ¡nformation regarding the articles being bid on.
2. Unless otherwise noted and explained, the unit b¡d and listed meets or êxceeds all of these requirements

as specified by The City of Fayetteville.
3. The Bidder can and w¡ll comply with all specif¡cations and requirements for del¡very, documentation and

support as specified herein-
4. The C¡ty of Fayetteville reserves the r¡ght to award the bid in ¡ts whole, by l¡ne ¡tem, or all rejection.

Unsigned bids ì¡/¡ll be rejected. ltems marked * are mandatory for cons¡deration-

*NAME oF FIRM: / - ser fn ' --¡a/t=/s , I rt¿.
' Purchase OrderlPaymenfs shatl be issued to this name

"BUSINESSADDRESS: 53ZL- Ð 8/ærr- 4ue-
'cnv: 5ørI ,tg/e../e *STATE: 

-
*PHoNE: TZQ- 75/- -15-6 / F¡x:

4A -ztp: 787é z
{2q- 7s/ - 4? z-0

*E-MAIL: kenh ' /¡"/s¿;- A. /ose--a s' eè¿ryu

*BY: (PRINTED NAMEI keut!,- L,háe7
*AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE: q""; ¿,*4-Z
*TITLE: *o'/tS

City of Fayetteville, Arkansas
Bid 09-42, GPS Equipment
Page 3 of 13
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City of Fayetteville
Bid 09-42, GPS Equipment

General Tenns and Conditions

1. All bids shall be submitted in a sealed envelope and must be submitted on forms acquired by
the vendor from the City of Fayetteville Purchasing website (u^^^ry¿ççCSSfayetCyille.ofd. Bids
with missing pages or miss¡ng any requested attachment will be deemed ¡ncomplete.

2^ The item bid and the bid number shall be stated on the face of the sealed bid envelope.

3. Bids received afrer the date and time set for receiving bids will not be consídered.

4. The City reseryes the right to accept or reject any or all bids, waive formalÍties in the bidding
and make a bid award deemed to be in the best interest of the C¡ty.

5. The quantitíes listed are based on the needs of the City and availability of funds at the lime
bids are posted. The Gity shall bê able to purchase more or less than the quantity indícated
subject to availability of funds or change in needs.

6. The bid price shall remain good and firm until project is completed.

7. All products delivered shall comply with applicable standards of quality.

8. Any exceptions to lhe specification requirements of the City of Fayetteville must be noted on
the Bid Form.

9. Prices shall include all labor, materials, overhead, profit, insurance, etc., to cover the fumishing
of the ¡tems bid. Sales tdx ts not to he included in the bíd pñce- Applicable Arkansas sales
tax laws will apply to this bid, but will not be considered in award of the bid-

lO.Each bidder shall state on the face of the bid form the anticipated number of days fiom the
date of receipt of an order for delivery of equipment and installation to the City of Fayetteville.
Failure to deliver on or before the time specified ¡n the contract may subject the contractor to
payment of damages or other appropr¡ate sanctions.

11.Copy of the wananty shall accompany the bid, and any exceptions to the warranty shall be
clearly noted on the bid form. Written wananties shall speciff the greater of the manufacturefs
slandard warranty or the minimum wananty specifed herein by the City.

12.Bidders must provide the City with their bids sþned by an employee having legal authority to
submít bids on behalf of the bidder. The entire cost of preparing and provÍding responses shall
be borne by the bidder.

l3.The City reserves the right to request any addÍtional information it deems neoessary ftom any
or all bidders after the submission deadline.

14-The request for bid is not to be construed as an ofier, e contract, or a commitment of any kind;
nor does it commit the city to pay for any costs incuned by bidder in preparation of bid.

City of Fayetteville, Arkansas
Bid09-42, GPS Equþment
Page 4 of 13
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15.|f products and/or components other than those described in this bid document are proposed,

the bidder must include complete descriptive literature and technical specifications- All
requests for additional information must be received within fwe working days following the
request. Each apparent low bid will be reviewed line by line to ensure compliance with
specifìcations prior to recommendation for award,

16.Blds must be received by mail or hand delivery in the Pørcl¡asing Oîfice, Room 3A6, 173 W.

Mounþin St. Fayelteville, AR 72701, on or before the time of closing listed on the face of the
bid.

l7.The City wilf not be responsible for misdirected bids. Vendor should call the PurchasÍng Ofüce
al (479) 575-.8220lo insure receipt of their bid documents prior to opening time and date listed
on the bid form.

l8.ltems bid must be delivered FOB C¡ty of Fayetteville, 113 W. Mountiain, Fayetteville, AR
72701. Units must be fully assembled, serviced, and ready for operation as delivered unless
otherwíse specified. No dealer/distributor logo or other identifcation will be installed other than
standard manufacturer name badges and specification plates-

l9.Any reference to a particular 
'brand 

or manufacturer is done in an effort to establish an
acceptable level of quality for this project.

20. Bid award will be based off of the lqþLbase Þigl which is identified as the sum of line items 1,

2,and3lesslineitem4.(Lineiteml+Lineitem2+Line¡tem3-Lineitem4=Total Base

Fid). The Gity of Fayetteville ¡eserves the right not to trade in unit kJentified in Line item 4,

Cþ of Fayettevillg Arkansas
Bid0942, GPS Equipment
Page 5 of 13
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Gity of Fayetteville
Bid 0942, GPS Equipment

Item Specifications

General Description:

The purpose of this document is to describe a survey quality GNSS GPS surveying system for use by
the City of Fayeüeville- The City of Fayetteville requires that the system meet certa¡n m¡n¡mum
standards without prejudice towards any particular manufacturer.

The City of Fayetteville is seeking a satellite positioning system that will perform to slríct accuracy and
efficiency standards. The proposed system must meet specified requ¡rements and demonslrate
specified performance to be considered for purchase. Altemate offerings will not be considered. All
components shall be new, and the latest model or release in cunent production.

This specification establishes the technical requirements and performance characferístics for the
procurement of a survey quality GNSS system, This system must feature 75 channel tracking, and
must track GPS L1 ClA, L1lL2 P4ode, and L1lL2 full wavelength canier, Must have fully
independent code and phase measurements. Must have an update rate of 1o Hz.

The system shall be a complete BASE AND ROVER RTK GNSS GPS system (inctuding two heavy-
duty wooücomposite tripods, OP tr¡brach, tr¡brach to antenna adapter, radio anlenna pole, l¡ghtweight
carbon-fiber collapsible 2 meter rover pole, batteries, chargers, cables, brackets, etc-) that is ready to
use without any addítional equipment.

A successful bidder must meet and or exceed the minimum specifrcations and requirements as stated
below

I rftM 'l

ll/linimum Hardware Specifications:

Weight:

The receiver/antenna module shall have a weight of 3.1 pounds or less.

Receiver Power:

The receivers shall have a modular, lithium-ion battery capable of powering lhe receiver for at least 6
hours at 20"C. Two batteries and two chargers shall be provided with each receiver.

The LÍthium ION battery must be fully contained within the receiver when the receiver is operational
and must also be removable from the receiver to allow for convenient charging. The combination of
the rece¡ver and installed battery must be waterproof,

The GPS receiver must have the capabilÍty to be powered via an optrìonal extemal power source with
a voltage between 6-28 VDC, and must be able to be connected to both internal and extemal power
Cþ of Fayeuevilte, Arkansas
Bíd 09-42, GPS Equipment
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s¡multaneously. The GPS receiver must draw power ñom the external power port fírst when a
suitable power source is available. The receiver must automatically switch power sources when either
lhe internal or external source is removed- The receiver must not allow any data to be lost when
switching between internal and efemal power supplies.

Extemal lnterface:

The receiver shall provide a visual indication of the following func{ions using a graphical display for
easy visibility: power on, number of satellites tracked, rece¡ver stratus, battery level, memory status,
Bluetooth status, radio línk, system alerts, system reset-

The receiver shall support Bluetooth Communication technology el¡minating the cost and hassle of
cables.

lnternal Memory:

Thé receiver must have 128M8 of internal memory to log raw GPS dala.

The receiver must also be able to store raw GPS datã externâ¡ly to a USB drive.

Operating Characûeristics:

The GPS recelver must be durable to surv¡ve a 2 meter pole drop-

The GPS receiver must fully operate afrer being stored at temperature ranging from -40'F to +158'F.

The GPS receiver must fully operate in temperatures ranging from -22"F to +131"F.

The receiver shall have an externa¡ power button that can be used to power the unit on and off. The
power-off switc*r log¡c must ¡nclude a delay that will prevent power-off if the button is accidentally
activated.

System Accuracy:

The receiver shall meet the follow¡ng performance speciftcations:

Static, Rapid Static Survey Accuracy
. Horizontal: 0.005 m + 0-5 ppm (0.016 ft + 0.5 ppm)
. Vertical: 0.010m+1.0ppm(0.033fr+1.0ppm)

Post-Processed Kinematic
. Horizontal: 0.010 m + 1.0 ppm (0.033 ft + 1.0 ppm)
. Vertical: 0.O20 m + 1.0 ppm (0.065 ft + 1.0 ppm)

Real-Time DGPS position
. <0.8m(2.62ft).

Real-Time Kinematic Position (fine mode)
. Horizontal: 0.010 m + 1.0 ppm (0.033 fr + 1.0 ppm)
. Vertical: 0,020 m + 1 .0 ppm (0.065 ft + 1.0 ppm)

RTK ln¡tializat¡on range > 40 km

City of Fayettevil le, Arkansas
Bid 09-42, GPS Equipment
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99.9% reliabílity

Typical2 second initialization for baselines <20 km

Cables:

The GPS Surveying System rover will be cable free.

Radio modems:

The base radio modem must be have a low power mode of 2 watts and a hþh power mode of 35
watts and allow for up to 16 channels in the 450470 MHz range.

The rover radio modem must be integrated into the rotær receiveis housing requÍring no external
cables or batteries.

Data Collector Hardware Specifications:

Processor:
lntel@ XScale@ processor, 400 MHz

Qpe¡ali¡g-$Stem:
Microsofl@ \Mndows@ CE .NET V4-2

@IEAM):
128 M SDRAM

Ðala-Sþrage:
Solid state d¡sk storage: 5'12 M
Does not require battery power to maintain data
I nternal, not user-accessible

_PC_Cerc!_SþtjECMClA):
User-accessible
Can use ATA, Compact Flash, micro hard disk, modems, wireless networking cards, and other l/O
cards

@un!sati@s:
USB Port Connecf¡on on base of unit to be used wíth íncluded USB/Power Dockil
COM 1: Sealed $-pin D, full modem control signals, W @2OO mA available on DTR pin, controlled
by DTR
COM 2: Sealed 9-pin D, full modem control
lnfrared Port
Bluetooth transceiver class 2, intemal, does not use PC card slot

Çolor Disolav:
Active viewing area: 3.0" wide x 2.f high (3-8" diagonat)
High visibility color TFT active matrix transflective LCD
City of Fayettevillg Arkansas
Bid 09-42, CPS Equipmenr
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1/4 VGA, 320 x24O pixels, landscape v¡ew
Transflective technology for br¡lliant contrast, including use ¡n direct sunl¡ght
LCD has an LED backlight with adjustable brightness capability for visibility in low lþhting or changing
l¡ght conditions
Color TFT technology allows operat¡on ¡n cold temperatures without a heater

Is.u.çbaçIçen:
Resistive, pressure sensitive touchscreen for stylus or finger operatíon
Touchscreen disable button

Proqrams lncluded:
PTab@ Spreadsheet, Calculator, and the Microsoft programs Wndows Exploret@, lnBox@ Email,
Pocket lntemet Explorer@, and WordPad@

Physlcal Specificailons:
Size: 10" high x 5.25" wide at display x 3.1" wide at narrowest point x I -5" deep (256 mm x 133 mm x
79 mm x 38 mm)
Weight 1 .84 lbs or 29.5 oz (836 grams)
Operatíng Temperature: -22 to 130" F (-30 to 54" C)
Storage Temperature: -30 to 14o" F (-35 to 60' C)
Waterproof and Dustproof: Passes MIL-.STD 810F and lP67
Shockproof: Passes MIL-STD 810F shock (drop) test

Kevboard:
62large keys advantageous for use with gloved hands
12 function keys: Located directly under the display; convenient in applications as soft keys
Special keys: \Mndows start, task manager, contrast adjustment, touchscreen disable, display
backlight on/off
Large round cursor control button
Forward and backward tab keys (no shifüng requíred)
Numeric keys are large and centrally located
All standard príntable ASCII characters are on the keyboard
Keys have a snappy tactiÞ feel
Removable keyboard bezel for cleaning and customÞation; remains sealed when removed

Case Design:
Ergonomic with balanced weight distribution
Rugged; 100% sealed against waler and dust, passes lP67
Designed for one*handed operation (right or Þfr)
Rings at all 4 comers of the case for hand strap and shoulder strap; multiple strap orientations are
possible

Powet:
Rechargeable 3.6V 3800 mAH N|MH high capacity battery pack (camcorder battery)
NiMH batteries last 12 to 20 hourc depending on lhe application (max. continuous use is about 30
hours)
Separate power input connector for charging and dírect power input, 10-20 V DC, 5.5 x2.l mm DC
power jack
Vehicle charging power adaptor (optional)

City of Fayetteville, Arkansas
BidM-42, GPS Equipment
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Rapid internal smart--charging in 3 to 5 hours; automatically switches to trickle charge mode to
preserve charge and prevent battery from overcharging
Alkaline battery holder uses 3 AA alkal¡ne cells (optional)

Sound:
Screen taps, key beeps
Sounds æn be customized and associated with events
Volume is adjustable

Data Gollector Software shall include the following functions:

Localization:
Muftiple points
Single point
Two points-rotate only: This option adds the ability to localize to two points. The frst point is the
fixed point for X, Y, Z, and the second point is held for rotation only.

lnstrument recall allow you click on an ¡nstrument icon to recall a selec{ion of pre-saved instrument
configuration sets, in additíon to a tab lhat will allow you to vÍew details about your cunent
configuration. The user w¡ll be able to save current configurations to a file, rename any existing file or
delete any existing fle. Switch to any ex¡st¡ng ¡nslrument configuration by double-clicking on the icon
or selecting it with a single click or arow key and pressing enter.

Field to finish command under tools that allows the user to redraw linework to reflect coding modified
points or codes.

Tab based menu structure. All commands are visible in each menu, preventing the need for up or
down anow keying to view options.

Points pfot on MAP screen as they are collected in the fteld or entered. There is no need to switch
between screens to vie!ì, your po¡nts. ln GPS mode, you can track your position on the MAP screen
at all times, in all data collecting and stakeout modes-

Flexible presentation of points. Points can be displayed in two sizes, with selective freezing of
numbers, elevations, and descriptions. The decimal place in the elevat¡on can be optionally be used
as the point node.

A command line ¡s prov¡ded on the MAP screen. You can draw polylines, create points on polylines,
turn polylines into centerlínes, erase polylines, inverse, haverse and sideshot, find and zoom to point
and freeze and thaw layers- The feel is similar to AutoGAD@-

Map view with full range of zoom, pan and point-plotting options.

Must function with the City of Fayetteville s total station.

Raw file in RWS format, for both total station and GPS data.

Complete COGO feature set, raw file viedadjustment, road alignment entry.

City of Fayetteville, A¡kansas
Bid 0942, GPS Equipment
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Auto linework in real time.

Flexible set collection.

Offset stak¡ng w¡th cut-sheet export.

lnitialization of static data coflection.

Full State Plane (27183) and UTM map projec{ion flexibility.

Base or rover localization procedure in GPS,

Complete calculator feature set,

Office software download package with raw data editing and processing (Carlson X-Port).

lmport and export DXF filbs for AutoCAD and MicroStation.

lmport and export SHP files for ESRI GIS applications.

Convert polylines to centerlines and centerlines to polylines.

Convert polyline vertices to points for stakeout, on demand

Large print text screen and real time map screen options ín stiandard traverse, sideshot and GPS
point collection routines.

Automatic math expressions.

Configurable ENTER key.

Offset stake to pre-def¡ned station/offset/elevation list (no "papeC' in field).

Ofßet polylines horizontally and vertically for al¡gnment and building stakeout.

State Plane and UTM to Lat/Long 2-way conversion in calculator.

Training:

Vendor must provide two days of on-site training.

Additional training must be available at a predetermined fee.

Service:

Vendor must have a service facility within 25 miles of Fayetteville, AR.

City of Fayetteville, Arkansas
Bid0942, GPS Equipment
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fTEn¡rr-Gil-oNAss -----------_l
This specification establishes the technical requirements and performance characteristics for the
procurement of a survey quality GNSS syslem. This system must feature 75 channel tracking, and
musi track GLONASS L1 ClA, L2 P-Code, LllL2full wavelength canier- Must have fully independent
code and phase measurements. Must have an update rate of 10 Hz.

Soft¡vare associated with equipment specified.

Carlson Explorer 600 Package - purchased in 2006 by the Ci$ of Fayetteville

Carlson Explorer 600+ with TS sofrrivare, charge¿ battery, and USB cable, total station cable, and
Crain Explorer belt case

City of Fayetteville, Arkansas
Bid 09 -42, GPS Equipment
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City of Fayetteville Staff Review Form

City Council Agenda ltems
and

Contracts, Leases or Agreements

Tuesday June 02, 2009
C¡ty Council Meeting Date

Agenda ltems Only

Andrea Foren Finance & lnternal Servlces
Subm¡tted By Department

to enter into an agreement with Dawson Education Cooperative that will allow City D¡vis¡ons to
a program known as the Texas Arkansas Purchasing System (TAPS) Program

Purchasìng
Division

Act¡on Reou¡red:

Cost of this request

N/A

Category / Project Budgel

NiA

Program Category / Project Name

Account Number

N/A

Funds tJsed to Date

N/A

Program / Project Category Name

Project Number

Budgeted tt"rn I

Remain¡ng Balance

Budget Adjustment Attached

Fund Name

'P-,.\ ô.. À-r Previous Ord¡nance or Resolut¡on #

9"-! a - f\- t-
Received in City

Clerk's Offce
s/s/o1

Received in '-t8
l\¡ayods Offìce

5- r8.oç
Date

5-/&-aL
Date

,Ørþ2
/ ùéte

Revised January 15, 2009
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA MEMO

Purchasing Division
I 13 W. Mountain - Room 306

Fayetteville, AP.72701
Phone: 479-57 5-8220

TO:

THRU:

FROM:

DATE:

Mayor Jordan and City Council

Paul Becker, Finance and Internal Services Directo¡ I ÀÞ'

Peggy Vice, Purchasing Manger

Andrea Foren, Purchasing Ageff 
N

Friday, May 15,2009

SUBJECT: TAPS Purchasing Contract

BACKGROTJND

The Interlocal Purchasing System (TIPS) is sponsored by the Texas Region VIII Education Service
Center (ESC8) and is governed by the Region 8 ESC Board ofDirectors. The Interlocal Purchasing
System is available for use by cities, counties, and other goverrìment entities in the states of
Arkansas, Illinois, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, New Mexico, Ohio, Oklahoma, Tennessee and
Texas.

TIPS Awarded Vendors have submitted proposals from a posted RFP and are competitively awarded

contracts accordingly. These Awarded Vendors have agreed to provide the best pricing, terms and

conditions available to TIPS Members.

The TIPS Program takes PRIDE in providing a purchasing coop where Awarded Vendors and

Members both benefit. With a successful award, this firm can expedite an order for a member
because all purchasing requirements are completed during the RFP process. TIPS Members can

benefit from the cost savings of time and expense in competitively bidding each purchase.

The Purpose ofTIPS

. Provide school districts and other governmental entities opporlunities for greater efficiency
ard economy in acquiring goods and services.

. Take advantage of state-of-the-art purchasing procedures to insure the most competitive
contracts.

. Provide competitive price solicitation and bulk purchasing for muÌtiple govemment entities
that yields economic benefits unobtainabÌe by individual entities.

. Provide quick and efficient delivery of goods a¡d services by contracting with "high
perlormance" vendors.

Page 1 of 2
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. Equalize purchasing power for smaller entities that are not able to command the best
contracts for themselves.

. Maintain credibility and confidence in business procedures by maintaining open
competition for purchases and by complying with purchasing laws and ethical business
practices.

. Assist entities in maintaining the essential controls for budget and accounting pwposes

The City is not charged a fee for rnembership.

This contract has been reviewed by the State ofArkansas, Office ofState Procurement
(OSP). The OSP has stated in writing this contract "substantially meets the requirements
ofArkansas statutes, rules and remedies in accordance with the provisions of ACA 19-11-
256 and l9-ll-201, et. seq."

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends participation in this program as it provides a wide range ofproducts that
multiple divisions will be able to purchase from.

Commodities that can be purchased off this contract include but are not limited to the following

- Audio Visual Equipment and Supplies
- Audiometers, New, Used, & Servicing
- Building Supplies and Materials
- Cabling Products & Services
- Carpet, Installation & Supplies
- Classroom & Teaching Aids, Commercial Kitchen Cafeteria Equipmen! etc.
- Commercial Office Furniture and Case Goods
- Comprehensive HVAC Soiutions & Services
- Computer Equipment, Components & Peripherals
- Copiers, Fax Machines, etc.
- Custodial Supplies & Equipment
- InstructionalFumiture
- Librarl, Auditorium & Olfice Fumilure
- Management Software
- Motorola Broadband
- Office & School Supplies
- Playground Equipment & Supplies
- Printing, Sorting & Other Related Services
- Roofing Repiacement & Repairs
- Telephone Systems Equipment, Repair & Services

Pwchases in excess of $20,000 from this contract wili still require City Council approval. .

Page 2 of 2
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ÀuG-2?-2009 t6:2?

"ræÊ\ siTÀTE oF ARKANSAS

ffiii.ÈX\ Denartment of Fi nence

W 
rnä ¿¿*in¡stration

5013?52464 P,001/00t

OFFTCE OF STATE PROCUREMEN'Í
1509 Wcal s¡rveîù Slrsl Suitc 300

LlBle Roclt, A¡tÀn-<ù{ 72201¿2¿
Phdæ: (501) 12491I ó

Fo¡ (50 11 f24'93 1 I
htÞ//rr{w r¡kuíP'*!o"

AuBust 27. 2008

Mr. Jay Baumañ
Texðs Artðnsas Purchasing sy5tem

2230 North Edwards
ML Pleasant, fX 75456'1894

Deaf Mr' Baunt¡h:

l.heve revlewed thê Provld¿rl document¡tion from TAPS (Tgxo5 Arkerisas Purchaslng System)

regarding lts oractlces and procedures in the procuremcnt of cÓmmoditles and SeNices' lt

appeers that TAPs contrtcts 5ubstånt¡ally meet the requ¡rêmeôts of Arkensas Stetutes' rules and

rààedies in accordance wtth $e provtsions of ACA 19-11-256 and 19-11.201, er. seq'

Tïir cooperative egreement w¡th TAPS (Tåxâs Arkånsas PL¡rch¡slng sy$em) would åpply to

purchases by any Arkansas stitte AgencY, lncludlng hí8her educðtion entities' or politicel

iubd¡vlsion (cóunties, rïufllcipalh¡es, and school d¡nrists)

Shoüld rnyquest¡ons ariså, Ple95e contãcÎÎhls office'

5¡nc€rely yours,

Ø-,_7"#
ofllce of Sttte PrÉGtJrement

TOTÂL P, OOI
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE INTERLOCAL COOPERATION
AGREEMENT WITH DAWSON EDUCATION COOPERATIVE TO
ENABLETHECITYOFFAYETTEVILLE TOPURCHASE GOODS AND
SERVICES THROUGH THE TEXAS ARKANSAS PURCHASING
SYSTEM

WHEREAS, the Department of Finance and Administration has determined that state
agencies, counties, cities, school districts, etc. can use The Texas Arkansas purchasing system
(TAPS) to acquire goods and services and remain in substantial compliaace with Arkansas
purchasing law.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF' FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS:

Section 1: That the city council of the city of Fayetteville, Arkansas hereby approves
the attached Interlocal Cooperation Agreement with Dawson Education Cooperative to enable

lhe City of Fayetteville to purchase goods and services through The Texas Arkansas Purchasing
System(TAPS).

PASSED and APPROVED rhis 2nd day ofJune, 2009.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor SONDRA E. SMITH, City Clerk/Treasurer
By:By:

A. 4 
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INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT
Public Asencv

This Interlocal Cooperation Agreement (the "Agreement") is entered into by
and between the l)awson Education Cooperative (DEC) and the City of
Fayetteville, Arkansas (collectively, the Parties) pursuant to the Arkansas
Interlocal Cooperation Act. Ark. Code Ann. $25-20-101 et seq.

RECITALS

\ilHEREAS, DEC is a political subdivision of Arkansas. Ark. Code Ann.

$06-13-1002(a); and

WHEREAS, DEC has a legislative mandate to assist Education Entities or
Higher Ed Divisions in using resources more effectively through cooperative
purchasing. Ark. Code Ann. $06-13-1002(bX2);

WHEREAS, the Cify of Fayetteville is a political subdivision of Arkansas.
A¡k. Code Ann. $14-37-101 et seq.

\ryHEREAS, the Arkansas Interlocal Cooperation Act authorizes public
agencies to enter into agreements for joint cooperative action with other public
agencies in order to exercise any govemmental powers, privileges or authority that
both agencies have in common. Ark. Code Ann. $25-20-101 et seq.

NO\ry, THEREFORE, the Parties HEREBY agree as follows:

I. Duration

This agreement is effective beginning
automatically renewed annually unless either
written notice of non-renewal.

and shall be
party gives sixty (60) days prior

IL Purpose

The purpose of this Agreement shall be to provide cooperative purchasing
services to the City of Fayetteville through a program known as the Texas
Arkansas Purchasing System (TAPS) Program.

A. 4 
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The purpose ofthe TAPS Program shall be to obtain substantial savings for
participating education cooperatives, public schools and other public agencies

through volume purchasing. TAPS' objective shall be to provide participating
education service centers and cooperatives and their school districts and other
public agencies opportunities for greater efficiency and economy in acquiring
goods and services. Specifically, TAPS shall:

most competitive contracts.

multiple govemment entities that yields economic benefits
unobtainable by individual entities.

contracting with high performance vendors.

commend the best contracts for themselves.

maintaining open competition for purchases and by complying with
purchasing laws and ethical business practices.

accounting purposes.

III. X'inancing

This cooperative undenaking shall be financed by charging vendors a
commission based upon the total volume of goods provided by said participating
vendor. Co costs shall be incurred by DEC or its member public agencies.

IV. Termination

This Agreement may be terminated with or without cause by either party
upon sixty (60) days prior written notice, or may also be terminated for cause at
anytime upon written notice stating the reason for and effective date of such
termination and after giving the affected party a thirty (30) day period to cure any
breach.

A. 4 
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V. Obligations of the Parties

DEC shall:

l. Coordinate with TAPS in order to provide for the
administration of the program for DEC member districts.

2. Provide the City of Fayetteville with procedures for ordering,
delivery, and billing.

The City of Fayetteville shall:

1. Commit to participate in the program by an authorized
signature in the appropriate space below.

2. Designate a contact person for the cooperative.

3. Commit to purchase products and services that become part of
the official products and services list when it is in the best
interest of the member entity.

4. Prepare purchase orders issued to the appropriate vendor from
the official award list provided by the Purchasing Cooperative.

5. Accept shipments ofproducts ordered from vendors in
accordance with standard purchasing procedures.

6. Pay vendors in a timely manner for all goods and services
received.

VI. General Provisions

The Parties agree to comply fully with all applicable federal, state, and local
statutes, ordinances, rules and regulations in connection with the programs
contemplated under this Agreement. This Agreement is subject to all applicable
present and future valid laws goveming such program.

This Agreement contains the entire agreement of the Parties hereto with
respect to the matters covered by its terms, and it may not be modif,red in any
manner without the express written consent of the Parties.

A. 4 
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If any terms or provisions of this Agreement are held by a court of
competent jurisdiction to be invalid, void, or unenforceable, the remainder of the
provisions of this Agreement shall remain in full force and effect.

The Parties to this Agreement expressly acknowledge and agree that all
monies paid pursuant to this Agreement shall be paid from budgeted available
funds for the current fiscal year of each such entity.

Before any party may resort to litigation, any claims, disputes or other
matters in question between the Parties to this Agreement shall be submitted to
nonbinding mediation.

No Party to the Agreement waives or relinquishes any immunity or defense
on behalf of themselves, their directors, officers, employees, and agents as a result
of its execution of this Agreement and performance of the functions and
obligations described herein.

This Agreement may be negotiated and transmitted between the Parties by
means of a facsimile machine and the terms and conditions agreed to are binding
upon the Parties.

All notices required by this Agreement shall be sent to the Addresses listed
below.

VII. Authorization

DEC has entered into this Agreement to provide .oop".*,r" purchasing
opportunities to its members.

This Agreement was approved by the goveming boards of the respective
parties at meetings that were posted and held in accordance with applicable laws.

A. 4 
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The individuals signing below are authorized to do so by the respective
parties to this Agreement.

MEMBER INFORMATION

ANDREAFOREN CHRISDOUGHTY
City ofFayetteville Purchasing Contact City of Fayetteville Purchasing Technology Contact

113 W. Mountain St., Room 306 113 W. Mountain St.
Fayetteville, AR72701 Fayetteville, AF.7270l
(47e) s7s-8220 (479) s7s-8306
(479) s75-82s7 -FAX (479) 57s-82s7 -FAXaforen@ci.fayetteville.ar.us cdoughty@ci.fayetteville.a¡.us

AUTHORIZATION

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS DAWSON EDUCATION COOPERATIVE

LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor

ATTEST:

BECKY JESTER, Executing Director

Sondra Smith, City Clerk/Treasurer

Date:

By:

By:

By:

By:

Date:

A. 4 
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City of Fayetteville Staff Review Form

City Council Agenda ltems
and

Contracts, Leases or Agreements

6t2t2009
C¡ty Council Meeting Date

Agenda ltems Only

Police
Department

re¡mbursements elephone Serv¡ces Board for tra¡n¡ng expenses
personne¡ and approve a budget adjustment ¡ncreasing the dispatch travel and training account in the

of these reimbursements as they are received.

43,739.00 Services and Charges

Central Dispatch
Divísion

Act¡on Required:

Cost of this request

'1010-2600-5304.00

Category / Project Budget

$ 25,906.00

Funds Used to Date

17,833.00

Remain¡ng Balance

Budget Ad¡ustment attacnea @

Program Category / Project Name

Serv¡ces and Charges

Account Number

nla

Program / Project Category Name

General

Project Number

euageteo ttem !

Fund Name

uP-.,l G. . R-.--l-, 5- 15-os

Prev¡ous Ordinânce or Resolut¡on #

Original Contract Date:

OÍ¡q¡nal Contract Number:

Received in C¡ty
Clerk's Offióe

Received ¡n

Mayods off¡cê \f.15

Date

'4#
/.¿ór

Rev¡sed January 15, 2009
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Fayettev¡lle Police Department
100-A West Rock

Fayetteville, AR 72701
Telephone: (479) 587-3555

Fax: (479) 587-3563

Departmental Gorrespondence

TO: Mayor Lioneld Jordon and Members of the City Council

FROM: Greg ïabor, Acting Chief of Police\

DATE: May 13,2009

SUBJECT: Training Reimbursement for Central Dispatch Personnel

Recommendation: The City Council accept all training reimbursements approved by
the Arkansas Emergency Telephone service board for training expenses for dispatch
personnel. Approve a budget adjustment increasing dispatch travel and training
account in the amount of these reimbursements as they are received.

Discussion: ln 2008, the Arkansas Emergency Telephone Service Board notified us
they would consider reimbursing travel and training expenses for dispatch personnel.
The Central Dispatch center would like to take advantage of this reimbursement by
sending the dispatchers to training we previously could not provide due to budget
constraints.

Background: The Arkansas Emergency Telephone Services Board (AR ETS)
previously known as "CMRS Board" receives funds collected by fees charged to
wireless telephone subscribers. The Fayetteville Central Dispatch Center is a 9-1-1
wireless public safety answering point and is therefore eligible to receive funds from this
board. The AR ETS Board manages and disburses funds as outlined under Arkansas
Code 12-10-318 Emergency telephone service charges.

Budget lmpact: There would be no impact to the budget but a budget adjustment
increasing a revenue account and expense account would need to be approved
administratively each time.
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RESOLUTIONNO.

A RESOLUTION TO ACCEPT TRAINING REIMBURSEMENT
FROM THE ARKANSAS EMERGENCY TELEPHONE SERVICES
BOARD IN THE AMOUNT OF $796.00 AND TO APPROVE A
BUDGET ADJUSTMENT RECOGNIZING THIS REVENUE

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF' THE CITY OF'
FAYETTEVILLE, AR(ANSAS :

Section l: That the City Council ofthe City of Fayetteville, A¡kansas hereby accepts the
training reimbursement from the Arkansas Emergency Telephone Service Board in the amount
of $796.00 and approves the attached budget adjustment recognizing this revenue.

PASSED a¡d APPROVED this 2nd day of June, 2009.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor SONDRA E. SMITH, City Clerk/Treasurer
By:By:

A. 5 
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Deparbaent: Police

Division: CentralDispatch

Program: CentralDispatch

Date RequestedBudget Year

2009

Project or Item Added/Increased;

Accept reimbursement for travel and training for
dispatcher tra¡ning.

Justification of tlris Increase:

The AR ETS board has offered to reimburse training for
dispatchers and we would like to take advantage of this
reimbursement by sending dispatchers to tra¡ning they
might not receive otherwise,

City of F âyetteYille, Arkansas
Budget Adjustment Form

Increase Budget

Account Number

Adjustrnent Number

or ltem I)eleted-/R erlucerl:

No Project or ltem was deleted or reduced

ofthis Decrease:

A decrease did not take place from this request

Account Name Project Number

Travel & Training 1010 2600 5304 00 796

Accor¡nt Name
Decrease Budget
Account Number Project Number

CMRS Reimbursement 0001 4401 041010 796

Budget & Research Use Only

4r/.' 5:IÆraffiiG\- ----bãte

Departmenf-Eliàor Date

òType: A

Requested By

General Ledger Date

Posted to General Ledger

Posted to Project Accounting

Date

Date

A. 5 
Arkansas Emergency Telephone 
Services Board 
Page 4 of 4



C¡ty of Fayettev¡lle Staff Review Form

City Council Agenda ltems
and

Contracts, Leases or Agreements

Paul A. Becker

City Council Meet¡ng Date
Agenda llems Only

Finânce Director Finance

DepartmentSubm¡tted By D¡v¡sion

Action Requ¡red:
request ls to the purpose

projects associaled with relocations due to road improvement programs primarily the 265 (Crossover Road)
project.

7.500.000 W&S Reloctions - 2009 Bond Proceeds

Category / Project Budgel Program Calegory / Project Name

Water & Sewer lmprovements

Funds Usêd to Dâte Program / Pro¡ect Category Name

Water & Sewer

Cost of this request

5400.5640.5808.00

5400.5740.5815.00

Account Number

09018

Project Number

auageteo ttem I

Remaìning Balance

Budget Ad¡ustment Attached

Fund Name

lxl

-PJ o.. ß-.[ s--l!-¿ss1
Date

5-ß4
Date

Q-¡ ô. - lÀ-t* 5 - ¡5-øor

Prev¡ous Ordinance or Resolution #

Original Contract Date:

Or¡g¡nal Contracl Number:

Received in
Mayor's Off¡ce

Date

,//#-

w
Received in C¡ty

Clerk's Office

H:\Budget\Rai!Ðtb for Paul\2009\Staff Review Form for WS Bond lssue Request

A. 6 
2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds 
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ARKANsAs

DEPARTMENTAL GORRESPONDENGE

TO: Mayor Lioneld Jordan and Fayetteville City Councit

Thru: Don Marr, Chief of Staff

FROM: Paul A. Becker, tr'inance Director

DATE: l.[Iay 14,2009

SIIBJECT: Appropriation Authority for 2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds

Background:

Pursuant to the passage of Ordinance 5235 on April2l ,2009, the series 2009 Water and
Sewer Revenue Bonds have been sold. To proceed with the identified projects it is
necessary to create a new program in the Water and Sewer Fund and appropriate the
proceeds in accordance with the attached budget amendment.

Recommendation:

It is recommended that the attached budget amendment be approved so that planned work
can commence in the fiscal year 2009.

Budqet lmpact:

The attached budget amendment will fund capital projects in the water and sewer Fund in
the amount of $7,500,000. The funds will come from the bond proceeds.

A. 6 
2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds 
Page 2 of 4



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE A BUDGET ADJUSTMENT
IN THE AMOUNT OF SEVEN AND A HALF MILLION DOLLARS
($7,s00,000.00) To RECOGNTZE REVENUE FROM THE SALE OF
THE 2OO9 WATER AND SEWER REVENUE BONDS

WHEREAS, the Fayetteville City Council authorized the issuance of the 2009 Water and
Sewe¡ Revenue bonds to acquire necessary funds for water and sewer capital projects; and

wHERr'As, the sale of the 2009 water and sewer Revenue Bonds has generated seven
and a half million dollars ($7,500,000.00).

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS:

section 1: That the city council of the city of Fayetteville, Arkansas hereby approves
the attached budget adjustment to place the $7.5 million raised from the sale of the i00g Wut"t
and Sewer Revenue Bonds into the water and sewer Fund and appropriate them for capital
improvements of the City's water and sewer facilities.

PASSED and APPROVED this 2nd day ofJune,2009.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

LIONELD JORDAII, Mayor SONDRA E. SMITH, City Clerk/Treasurer

By:By:

A. 6 
2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds 
Page 3 of 4



Department: Utilities

Division: Water & Sewer Maintenance

Program: W&S Bond Proceeds

Date Requested

5/1512009

Budget Year

2009

Project or Item AddeùIncreased:

$7,500,000 is requested in the water and sewèr
improvement accounts.

Justihcation of this Increase:

When the AHTD widens a state highway within the city
l¡mits the City is responsible for the relocation of the
water and sewer lines.

City of Fayetteville, Arkansas
Budget Àdjustment Form

Increase Budget

Account Number

Adjustment Number

or Item Deleted/Reduced:

$7,500,000 is requested from the Proceeds from Bond
Sales account.

ustification of this Dec¡ease:

The proceeds of the 2009 Water & Sewer Bond issue wiìì
finance the relocation of water and sewer lines for road
improvement projects.

Account Name Project Number

09018 0901

Sewer lmprovements

Water Line lmprovements s640 5808

5740 5815

DecÌease Budget
Account Number

00

00

5400

5400

3,750,000

3,750,000 09018 0902

Account Name P¡oject Number

Proceeds from Bond Sales 7,500,000 090'18 0901

Date

S r'l¿tl
Budget & Research Use Only

Type:

Requested By

General Ledger Date

Posted to General Ledger

Posted to P¡oject Accounting

,/o I
(--/Date

ßryL
5-15-os

Date

"l#,^
tr/"",w

D"t"

A. 6 
2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds 
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Gity of Fayetteville Stáff Rev¡ew Form

City Council Agenda ltems
and

Contrac-ts, Leases or Agreements

6t2n009
City Counc¡l Meeting Date

Agenda ltems Only

Dennis Pratt / Barbara Oþen Fleet Operations Transportat¡on
submífted By D¡v¡sion E

Action Requlred:

Bid #09-27 to Lewis Ford of Favefteville. AR in the amount
18,379.00 for the purchase of one compact 4 x 4 pickup ûuck for usÊ by the Airport.

550,275.00 LighvMedium tr,tility Vehiclps

C6t of this request

9700.1920.5802.00

Category / Project Budget

$ 185,778.00

Funds Used to Date

364,497.00

Remã¡n¡ng Balance

Budget Adjustment nttacne¿ l-l

Program Category / Project Name

Vehicles and Equipmerìt

Acaount Number

02074 2009

Program / Proje¡t Category Name

Shop Fund

Project Number

auaseteo rcm [l

Fund Name

çlfîd,
Date

l-tç-m
Date

Previous Ord¡nance or Reso[¡tion #

Original Contact Date:

Orig¡nal Confact Number

4.-0 cì . {5.-.L-
-^.

Received ¡n City
ClerKs Office 5/,

Rece¡ved in

Mayo/s Offce

Revised January 15, 2009

4k
Øw

A. 7 
Repeal Bid # 09-27 Lewis Ford 
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îÐetffi_Tle
FLEET OPERATIONS
1525 S. Happy Hollow Road

Fayetteville, AR72701
(4791 U4-3495 F AX l479l 4444,425

lnterdepartmental Correspondence
TO:

THRU:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

MAYOR/CITY COUNCIL :fî/r-
TERRY GULLEY, DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTAÍON -

DENNIS PRATT, FLEET OPERATIONS SUPT.

May 15,2009

Purchase of one compact 4 x 4 pickup truck

RECOMMENDATION: That City Council rescind Resolution #86-09 to purchase a compact 4x4
pickup truck from Lande/s Mclarty Ford of Bentonvílle, and approve the purchase of a compact
4x4 pickup truck from Lewis Ford of Fayetteville in the amount of $18,379.00

BACKGROUND: At the council meeting of April 21 ,2009 the purchase of one compact 4x4
pickup truck from Lande/s McLarty Ford was approved in the amount of $1g,15j . Landeis
Mclarty has since advised that they inadvertently bid the wrong vehicle so their bid #09-27 does
not meet the City specifications.

The lowest b¡d that does meet specs is from Lewis Ford of Fayetteville.

I recommend the purchase of the pickup from Lewis Ford in the amount of $1g,379.00.

Funds are available for this purchase in Project 02078, Light/Medíum utility Vehicles.

A. 7 
Repeal Bid # 09-27 Lewis Ford 
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RESOLUTION NO._

A RESOLUTION TO REPEAL RESOLUTION NO. 86-09 AND TO
AWARD BID #09-27 FOR A 4x4 COMPACT pICKUp TRUCK
TO LEWIS FORD OF FAYETTEVILLE IN THE AMOUNT
oF $18,379.00

. WHEREAS, the apparent low bidder selected in Resolution No. g6-09 mistakenly bid
the wrong vehicle and is therefore not a qualifred bidder, which makes Lewis Ford the lo;st
qualified bidder.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF' FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS:

Section l: That the cìty council of the city of Fayetteville, Arkansas hereby
repeals Resolution No. 86-09 and awards Bid # 09-27 fot a 4x4 compact pickup truck to Lewis
Ford of Fayetteville in the amount of $ I 8,379.00.

PASSED and APPROVED rhis 2nd day ofJune,2009.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor SONDRA E. SMITH, City Clerk/Treasurer

By:By:

A. 7 
Repeal Bid # 09-27 Lewis Ford 
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BID:09-27
3118t2009
3:00 PM
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

I ChevroleUHummer of Faygttevllle

2 Golden Clrcle Ford

3 Landers Ford Llncoln Mercury

4 Landers McLarty Ford 2009 Ford Ranger4x4 super cab $ra,tso,zs 2 $35,g01.s0

/<1 :*\' 
"--->------"'.6 Lewts Ford sates, tnc. Ford Ranger 

Ct437s¡l-_,) 
2 

lz$36,2011ô)

6 Riser Ford Ford Ranger $19,762.25 Z $39,625.50

Bad 09-27, Compact Truck

2009 Ford

'NOTÍCE: Ëld award fs cont¡ngent upon vendo¡ meetlng mlnlmum speclflcatlons and formal authorlzat¡on by Clty ofüclats.

CERTIFIED:

Fo¡d

Colorado

Ranger

Ranger

PTT:
'4v T -t

$21,997.00

E{r
å13

$19,857.00

t'Å

$18,449,00

$43,994.00

$39,714.00

$36,898.00

A. 7 
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Clty of Fayetteville Staff Rev¡ew Fonn

City Gounc¡l Agenda ltems
and

Contracts, Leases or Agreements

6t2t2009

City Council Meeting lrate
Agenda ltems Only

Denn¡s Pratt / Barbara Olsen
Submitted By

FleetOpe¡ations Transportation
Division Department

Actíon Reouired :

to Lewis Ford of Fayetteville, AR in the amount
15,987.00 for the purchase of one compact 2 x 4 extended cab pickup truck for use by Building Safety Division.

550.275.00 LighuMedium Utility Vehicles

Cost of th¡s request

9700.1920.5802 00

Category / Project Budget

203,929.00

Funds Used to Date

346,346.00

Rema¡n¡ng Balancp

Budget Ad¡ustment attacneo I

Progr¿m Category / Poect Name

Vehicles and Equipment

Account Numþer

02074 2009

Program / Project Category Name

Shop Fund

Project Number

euoseþa ftem El
Fund Nâmê

<-^ : -lzlç-æ previous ord¡nance or Resorution #
Deoartmenf Dirãdtôr / Date

;-\ " I 
(/ 

onginar contract Date:

C''' ' 
-ç'^! 

/.'----_- l-tc-04 orisinatconractNumber:

-€íY-ñomey \ Date

+^".\ \-fL"{^ Ét5-røç

ÇlrÆL

óZ#L
Received ¡nilñ;&;" 6ls¿ùffi

Finance and lntemal Services D¡rector Date

Revised Januarl5, 2009

A. 8 
Repeal Bid # 09-28 Lewis Ford 
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@trt;Tle
FLEET OPERATIONS
1525 S. Happy Hollow Road

Fayetteville, F.R72701
(479) 4U-3495 F r\X $791 444-3425

I nterdepartmental Correspondence
TO: MAYOR/CITY COUNCIL 4tþ
THRU: TERRYGULLEY,DIRECTOROFTRANSPORTATION

FROM: DENNIS PRATT, FLEET OPERATIONS SUPT.

DATE: May 15,2009

SUBJECT: Purchase of one compacl2x4 pickup truck

RECOMMENDATION: That City Council rescind Resolution #87-09 to purchase a compact 2x4
pickup truck from Lander's McLarty Ford of Bentonville, and approve the purchase of a compact
2x4 pickup truck from Lewis Ford of Fayetteville in the amount of $15,987.00

BACKGROUND: At the Council meeting of April 2'1, 2009 the purchase of one compact 2x4
pickup truck from Lande/s Mclarty Ford was approved in the amount of $15,041.75. Landeds
Mclarty has since advised that they inadvertently bid the wrong vehicle so their bid #09-28 does
not meet the City specifications.

The lowest bid that does meet specs is from Lewis Ford of Fayetteville.

I recommend the purchase of the pickup from Lewis Ford in the amount of $15,987.

Funds are available for this purchase in Project 02078, LighUMedium Utility Vehicles.

A. 8 
Repeal Bid # 09-28 Lewis Ford 
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RESOLUTION NO._

A RESOLUTION TO REPEAL RESOLUTION NO. 87-09 AND TO
AWARD BID #09-28 FOR AN EXTENDED CAB COMPACT
PICKUP TRUCK TO LEWIS FORD OF FAYETTEVILLE IN THE
AMOUNT OF $15,987.00

WI{EREAS, the apparent low bidder selected in Resolution No. 87-09 mistakenlv bid
the wrong vehicle and is therefore not a qualified bidder, which makes Lewis Ford the loíeJ
qualified bidder.

NOW THEREF'ORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS:

section 1: That the city council of the city of Fayetteville, Arkansas hereby
repeals Resolution No. 87-09 and awards Bid #09-28 for an extended cab compact pickup truci
to Lewis Ford ofFayetteville in the amount of$15,987.00.

PASSED and APPROVED this 2nd day ofJune, 2009.

APPROVED: A.I.TEST:

LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor SONDRA E. SMITH, City Clerk/Treasurer
By:By:

A. 8 
Repeal Bid # 09-28 Lewis Ford 
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BID:09-28
3t18t2409
3:00 PM.
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

I Chevrolet/Hummer of Fayotteville

2 Golden Circle Ford

3 Landers Ford Lincoln Mercury

Bid 09-28, Compact Truck - Extended Cab

4 Landers McLa¡ty Ford

',6 Riser Ford

"NorlcE: Bid award ls cont¡ngent upon vendor meet¡ng minimum speclficatíons and fo¡mal authorizatlon by clty off¡c¡als.

Chevy

CERTfFIED:

2009 Ford

Fo¡d

Ex-Cab Colorado

2009 Ford

Ranger

Ford

Ranger

Ranger 4x2 Super Cab

$18,997.00

$17,s47.00

F-í50

$16,675.00

$r 6,04r.75

$20,270.00

A. 8 
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City Of Fayetteville - Purchase Order (pO) Request
Att purchases under g25oo shat be used on a p.card untess medical:i;;ri:ä,?:i1,, bd. (catt x2s6 w¡h questions)

All PO Request shall be scanned to the Purchas¡na e-md¡l: Putchesindãci fãveflëvíre 2r "<

{ooress

BARBARA OLSEN

Iten

7î/In

Dêscrioliôn

IOO9 FORO RANGER 2 X 4 EXTENOEO CAB

2

4

5

6

7

I

I

10

'ICKUP PER BID #09-28, TO BE UNIT #2I37

ìXED ASSET 702137

1

LEW|S FÔPTt

EA

Approvals:

15,987.00

Shìpping/Hândl¡ng

I\,4ayor:

FO0 lJornl

Finance & lnternal SeN¡ces Diroctor: _

¿rp L;ode: 
lship 

toncode:

$'15,987.00

Dispatch

Kequester's Emptoyee #:
.19/lll

$0.00

$0.00

A¡¡^, 
'ñt 

ñl',hhôrc

9700.1920.5802.00

$0.00

taxaoE

90.00

v.w:o'""^'

$0.00

485

Lot

Prôiê.1/Sr rhñ.âiÁ.,t Jt

$0.00

/ês Nñ

$0.00

02078.2009

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

Department Director:-

Budget l\¡anager: 

--

tJt¡lit¡es l\¡anager

Subtotal:

Tax:

$1s,987.00

EXEI\¡PT

Purchasing I\,4anager:

Other:

A. 8 
Repeal Bid # 09-28 Lewis Ford 
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City of Fayetteville Staff Review Form

City Council Agenda ltems
and

Contracts, Leases or Agreements

5151200s

Rây M. Boudreaux
Submitted By

Cily Counc¡l Meeting Date
Agenda ltems Only

Av¡at¡on TransÞortation
Divis¡on Department

Action Requ¡red:
to apply for and accept

16 RSA lmprovement proiect.

Approval of a Budget Adjustment

ESTIMATED REVENUE

3.857.000.00 Correct Runway 16 RSA

Account Number

07039 3

Cost of this request

5550.0955.6803.00

5550.0955.6820.38

Category / Project Budget

Funds lJsed to Date

Remain¡ng Balance

Budget Adjustment Attached

Program Category / Project Name

Avi/ED lmp

Program / Project Category Name

A¡rport Fund

Project Number

audseted ltem I

Fund Name

t.Submitted when Grant rece¡ved

204-O7

142-08
Previous Ord¡nânce or Resolut¡on # 227-08/-/L-oq

Date

'tlÆ!",

Date Rece¡ved in C¡ty
Clerk's Office

Budget adjustment recognizing the grant funding w¡ll be subm¡tted to Budget when are

Orig¡nal Contract Date:

Or¡ginal Contract Number:

'P*,-{ o.. h.L \-\o"2Þ01

/d*r"uf #n^
T6þl'l

&*st-f lfu,trrl'l¿

5/fr/ü.'
s/a/q.

Finance and lnternal Serv¡ces D¡[ector

Rece¡ved ¡n
Mayo/s Office

+t t'ttloE},lt*
Revised Januañ 15.2009s0t/,orir*tat

C. 1 
Runway Safety Area 
Improvement Project Grants 
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City Council Meeting of: May 5, 2009
Agenda Item Number:

ARKANSAS

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA MEMO/STAFF CONTRACT RE\rIE\ryMEMO

TO: Mayor Jordan

THRU: Chief of Staff

THRU: StafflContractReviewCommittee

rHRU: rerryGuttey, r'ffÍ^kooor".*o"
FROM: Ray M. Boudreaux, Aviarion o*"*"fi¡--'þRÞ
DATE: April 9,2009 U
SUBJECT: Approve application and acceptance of FAA./AIP and A¡kansas

AeronauÉics Grants to fund the Runway 16 Safety Area Improvement
project. Approve a Budget Adjustment.

RECOMMENDATION: Approve application for and accept grants from the FAA (95%)
and the Arkansas Department of Aeronautics (5%) to the fund the Runway 16 Runway
Safety Area Improvements project. Approve a budget adjustment. Signatures of the Mayor
and City Clerk requested.

BACKGROUND: The Runway 16 RSA Improvement Project has been under planning and
design since December 2007. The Invitation for Bids for construction was advertised Aprii
10th and 12th and bids will be received April 2gtl. The FAA issues a grant award based on
the actual bid price received.

DISCUSSION: Since the FAA's funding is based on the bid price, the application to the
FAA for the grant must necessarily coincide with the receipt of bids. Additionally, the turn
around time for the City to submit the completed grant documents to the agency is short,
usually within 2-3 days. Time is ofthe essence and therefore ìn order to expedite this
process, the application and acceptance ofthe grants is requested.

The award ofthe construction contract is submitted as a separate Council item. Contract
award and acceptance ofthe grant funding should allow the project to begin construction
quickly. Grant funding for the project is 95% FAA and 5% A¡kansas Department of
Aeronautics.

Aíachments: StaffReview
Draft AIP Grant
Draft State Grant to be submitted at the end ofthe work

45OO SOUTH SCHOOL AVENUE, SU¡TE F ' AIRPORT TERMINAL BUILDING . FAYETTEVILLE AR 72701
47L718.7642 ' 479.718.7646 FAX ' wv'¿w.accessfayettevílle.org/goverñmenUaviation

airport_economic_developmenl@ci,layettevil¡e.ar. us

C. 1 
Runway Safety Area 
Improvement Project Grants 
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RESOLUTION NO._

A RESOLUTION AUTHORZING THE FAYETTEVILLE EXECUTWE
AIRPORT STAFF TO APPLY FOR AND ACCEPT GRANTS FROM THE
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION AND THE ARKANSAS
DEPARTMENT OF AERONAUTICS TO FLINID THE RLTNWAY 16
RLINMAY SAFETY AREA IMPROVEMENT PROJECT; AND APPROVING
A BUDGET ADruSTMENT RECOGNIZING THE GRANT REVENUE.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
FAYETTEYILLE, ARKANSAS :

Section 1. That the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, Arkansas hereby authorizes
the Fayetteville Executive Airport staff to apply for and accept grants from the Federal Aviation
Administration and the Arkansas Departrnent of Aeronautics to fund the Runway 16 Runway
Safety Area Improvement Project.

Section 2. That the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, Arkansas hereby approves a
budget adjustrnent recognizing the grant revenues, said approval being contingent upon
receipt of the federal and state grant funds.

PASSED and APPROVED this 5th day of May,2009.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor SONDRA E. SMITH, City Clerk/Treasurer
By,By,

C. 1 
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APPLICATION FOR
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE May 2009 FY082153

Applic€lion
B Consûuction
E I'lon-Conskucüon

Preapplicaiion
E Consûuction
E Nonconst¡uction 345-0020-038-2009

.ICANT INF

C¡ty of Fayetteville Department: Airport Department

orsan¡zational DIJNS: 134398903 f-1 D¡v¡s¡on

NAme and telephone numÞet ol peÉon to Þe contacted on
matters involv¡ng this application (give areâ code)street: 4500 S. School, Suite F \) .
Pref¡K Mr. I Fkst Name: Ray

C¡ty: Fayettev¡lle M¡ddle Name:

countyr Washington Last Nâme: Boudreaux

State: Arkansas I Zip Codet 72701 suffix: Directo¡ of Aviation

country: Un¡ted States Ema¡r: rboudreaux@c¡.fayetteville.ar.us

6. EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER E/M:

ttTal - t¡ToTi fB lt¡T6lt-T l
Phone number (g¡ve ãreã cocfê): FAX numbêr (g¡ve area code):

I

476-71A-7642 I 479-7',t8-7646
8, ryPE OF APPLICATION:

n ru"* I continuãrion n n"u"ion

lfRelision, enter appropriâle letle(s) in box(es):
(See back ofform for desqipüon of letlers) I I I I

Othet (specty)

,IO. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER

rlrt-e: AIP

7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (Sêe back of form forApplicâlion Types)fcl
Other (speciry)

FAA SW Reg¡on

Design Services, Land Acquisition and
Construction for the Runway 16 SeÍcty Area to
including the relocat¡on of US HWY 71 and
Lancaster Drive.

12. AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT lc,f/es, counù-es, sl¿les, elc):
Wash¡noton Countv. Arkansas

June 2009 I December 2010
a. Apprlcåfl | o. Frol€

Third I Third
15. ESTIMATED FUNDING

EXECUIIVE ORDER,I2372 PROCESS
å. Yes, E THIS PREAPPLICATIOÀI/APPLICATION WAS II,IADE

AVAILABLE TO THE STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372
PROCESS FOR REVIEWON

DATEj

b. No. D PROGRAI4 lS NOI COVERED BY E. O. 12372

$ 3,857,000

$

c. Stale $ 203,000
d. Loc€l $

e, Olher $ E OR PROGRAM HAS NOI BEEN SELECTED BY STATE FOR

lYes lf Yes' atlach ån explanal¡on X mg 4.060.000.

DOCUMENT HAS BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANTYV¡LL COMPLY WTH THE

Prêfix Mr- I Firsl Nâme

tn Suffx
b. T¡t¡e Mayor c. leþpnonê numþêr (grve arêa code)

¿79-575-4330
o. srgnatute ol Autnonzed Kepresentat¡ve e. Date Signed

ÛR Aç1
Authorized for Local Reproduct¡on Prescribed by OMB CircllârAl02
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTAIION - FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION OMB NO. 8O-R0184

PART II

PROJECT APPROVAL INFORMATION
SECTION A

Item 1.
Name of Governing BodyDoes this ass¡stance request requ¡re State, local, I::- "' """-

rêrliñnât ôr 
^thêr 

¡ìri^rif\/ .âr¡ññ? Primary Ratingregional, or other pr¡or¡ty rating?
Yes XNo

Item 2.
Does this assistance request require state, or local Name ofAgency or

adv¡sory, educational or heâlth clearances?

Yes (Attach Documentation)
No

Item 3.
DõããTh¡s ass¡stance requesr require clearinghouse review (Aftach comments)

¡n accordance w¡th OMB Circular A-95?

X Yes _No
Item 4.
Does this ass¡stance request require State, local, Name of Approv¡ng Agency

regional or other planning approval? 
Dâte

Yes X No

Item 5.
ls the proposal proiect covered by an approved
comprehens¡ve plan?

Check one: State o
Local o

Yes X No Reg¡onal o

Location of Plan

Item 6.
Will the ass¡stance requested serve a Federal
installat¡on?

Yes X No

Name of Federal lnstallation

Federal Population benefiting from Project 

-

Item 7. Name of Federal lnstallation
W¡ll the assistance requested be on Federal land
or installat¡on? Location of Federal Land

Yes X No Percent of project

Item 8.
w¡lfihe- assistance requested have an impact or effect s-ee ¡nstruction for add¡t¡onal ¡nformation to be

on the env¡ronmen t? Prov¡ded

Yes X No

Item g. Number of:

Will tlle assistance requested cause the displacement of lnd¡viduals'

¡ndividuatsfamit¡es,businesses,";i";J-'*-"-'''' Families''- -i"" X No Businesses.
rarms.

Item 10.
ls ttrere other related Federal assistance on this see ¡nstructions for addit¡onal informat¡on to be

project previous, pending, or anticfr;i;dli "' - provided'

Yes X No

FAA Form 5100-100 (6-73) SUPERSEDES FAA FORM 5100-l- PAGES 1 THRU 7 Page 2

C. 1 
Runway Safety Area 
Improvement Project Grants 
Page 5 of 16



U.S. DEPARTMENTOFTRANSPORTATION - FEDERALAVIAT¡ONADMINISTRATION oMB No. 04-R0209

PART II - SECTION C

The Sponsor hereby represents and certifies as follows:

1. Compatible Land Use. - The Sponsor has taken the following actions to assure compatible usage ofland adjacent to or in the
vicinity of the airport:

The Sponsor has adopted Drake Field Ordinance 2ó07, which regulates and restricts all land use activities in the vicinþ of
Fayetteville Municipal Airport, Drake Field. This ordinance was adopted January 20, 1980 and as amended.

2. Defaults. - The Sponsor is not in default on any obligation to the United States or any agency of the United States Govemment
relative to the development, operatìon, or maintenance ofany airport, except as stated herewith:

3. Possible Disabilities. - There are no facts or chcumstances (including the existence ofeffective or proposed leases, use
agreements or other legal instruments affecting use ofthe Airport or tìe existence ofpending lìtigation or other legal proceedings)
which ìn reasonable probability might make it irnpossible for the Sponsor to carry out ard complete the Project or carry out the
provisions of Part V ofthis Application, either by limiting its legal or financial ability or otherwise, except as follows:

4. Land. - (a) The Sponsor holds the following property interest in the following areas oflandx which are to be developed or used
as part ofor in connection with the Ahport, subject to the following exceptions, encumbrances, and adverse interests, all ofwhich
areas are identified on the aforementioned property map designated as Exhibit..A',:

The Sponsor hoìds fee simple title to Tract A and eas€ments shown in Tract B ofthe attached property map, Exhibit "A',. Tìtle for
Tracts A and B were approved under previous projects. Status has not changed since approval.

Land a¡d easements acquired under AIP 3-0020-05-11 & 15 include easements, Tracts C, D, F, J, G, and K; Fee Simple Tract D,
E. and H.

State chãracter ofpropet'ty ¡nterest ¡n each area and lisl and ident¡fy for each all etceptions, encumbrances, and adverse ¡ tercsts ofeyery kind
4 d nature, including liens, easefients, leaaes, etc. The separate areas ofland need only be identifed here by the area numbers shown on the
property map.

FAA Form 5100¡ 00 (4-76) Page 3a
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - FEDEÍiAL AVIAT¡ON AOMINISTRATION oMB No- 04-R0209

PART II - SECTION C (Continued )

The Sponsor f,fther cefifies that the above is based on a title examination by a qualified attomey or titìe conpany ald that such
attomey or title company has determined that the Sponsor holds the above interests.

(b) The Sponsor will acquire within a reasonable time, but in any event prior to the start of any construction work under the
Project, the following property interest in the following areas of land* on which such construction wo¡k is to be performed, all of
which a¡eas are identified on the aforementioned property map designated as Exhibit.,A',:

None.

(C) The Sponsor will acquire within a reasonable time, and iffeasible príor to the completion ofall construction work under the
Project, the following property interest in the following areas oflandx which are to be developed or used as parl ofor in connection
with the Airport as it will be upon completion ofthe Project, all ofwhich areas a¡e identified on the aforementioned property map
designated as Exhibit "4":

None.

5. Exclusive Rights. - There is no grant ofan exclusive right for the conduct ofany aeronautical activity at any airpof owned or
controlled by the Sponsor except as follows:

None-

State characlet ofproperly interest ¡n each arca and lisl and ¡dentifyfor each all axceptions, encumbrances, and adverse interests ofevery kind
and nature, including liens, eosements, leases, etc. The separaÍe areas ofland need only be ¡dentilìed here by the area numbers shown onthe
property map.

FAA Form 5'100-100 (4-76) Page 3b
FAA AC 81 -0691 3
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PART III - BUDGET INFORMATION - GONSTRUCTION

1. Federal Domest¡cAssistance Catalog No...............................

2. Functional or Other Breakout.

SECTION B.CALGULATION OF FEDERAL GRANT

4. Arch¡tectural engineering basic fees Final Des¡gn

5. Other Architectural enqineering fees ConstAdmin

9. Relocât¡on payments to lnd¡viduals and Bus¡nesses

1 L Construct¡on and project ¡mprovement

14. Tota¡ (L¡nes'1 through 13)

15. Estimated lncome (¡f appl¡cable)

16. Net Proiect Amount (L¡ne 14 minus 15)

'17. Less; lneligible Exclusions

19. Total Project Amt. (Excluding Rehab¡litat¡on Grants)

20. Federal Share requested of Line 19

21. Add Rehab¡l¡tat¡on Grants Requested ('f00 Percent)

22. Total Federal grant requested (l¡nes 20 &21)

24. Othershares (Ark Dept ofAeronaut¡cs)

25. Total P¡-oject (Lines 22,23 &241

C. 1 
Runway Safety Area 
Improvement Project Grants 
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Classification lnel¡gible for
Partic¡pation

Excluded From
Contingency Provis¡on

l2t

$ s

b.

d.

I
q Totals ö

SECTION D - PROPOSED METHOD OF FINANCING NON.FEDERAL SHARE

?7 êrãñlaa çhârô $ 0.00

e Secrrr¡f¡ês

b Mortoaoes

s 000

d Bonds

e Tax Lev¡es

f- Non Cash

o. Other lExole¡nì

h. TOTAL - Grântee shâre nôn

28. Other Shares

a- State lArk DeDt ofAeronauticsì $ 203.000.00

b. Other s0.00

c. Total Other Shares

29. TOTAL $ 203.000.00

SECTION E - REMARKS

Standard DOT Part V Assurances:

Title lV Assurances, Dated: July 2005

Exh¡b¡t A, Dated: June 1991

PART lV PROGRAM NARRATIVE (Attach - See lnstructions)

FAA Form 5100-100 (6-73) SUPERSEDES FAA FORM 5'100-1- PAGES 1 THRU 7
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PART IV

PROGRAM NARRATIVE STATEMENT
CONSTRUCTION PHASE, RUNWAY I6 SAFETY AREA IMPROVEMENTS

FAYETTEVILLE EXECUTIVE AIRPORT
FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS

ïhe proposed project is located at Fayetteville Executive Airport, Drake Field,
Fayetteville, Arkansas. The objective of the project is to provide a clear extended
Runway Safety Area for Runway 16, in accordance with the recently completed Master
Plan Update (2008).

1. This Construction Phase of the project includes the Final Design Services
for the preparation of the Plans and Specifications for the relocation of US
HWY 71 and Lancaster Drive from within the Runway 16 Safety Area,
including; property acquisition, relocation costs, Construction of the Road
Realignments and Utility Relocations, Construction lnspection, Material
Testing, and related costs.

W:\2008\082153-HWY 7'1 DRAKE\DESIGN GRANNNARRATIVE-10-23 DOc
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K1DRÁKE FIÉLDVn|*\DRÂKEPRP.DWG, a/16/2000 11:2a:r1 aM, wayne
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ffiffiffiffiølquffiW
State Airport Aid Application - Page I

The City/eeun+y of Favetteville , herein called "Sponsor", hereby makes
application to the Arkansas Department of Ae¡onautics for State funds pursuant to Act 733 of 1977 ,fiot
the purpose ofaiding in financing a project for the development ofa municipal airport located in the city
of Favetteville Arkansas, Washinoton æunty

Date of Request: Q con.ìÐiÊti-çn ¿'f prÕieLÌt Fsr,4R ilept. Áeranautícs

Name of Aìrport: Fayetteville Executive Airport. Drake Field

Name and address of Cityl6ounty Commission
sponsoring request:

City of Fa]¡etteville. Arkansas
1'13 West Mountain St
Fayettev¡lle, AR 72741

PhoneNumber: 479-575-A330
FaxNumber: 479-575-8257

Name and address of Engineering Firm
(if applicable):

McClelland Consulting Fngineers lnc
PO Box 1229
Fayetteville AR 72702-1229

State and Local Project Costs:
Please indicate:
' 50-50% Match

80-20% Match
90-10%l|r'.atch
100yo

Total Cost of Project
Local ShareÆunds
Local Share/In-Kind
State Share

Person to Contact about project:

Rav M. Boudreaux. Director

Phone Number: 479-7 18-7642
CellNumber: 479-601-3520
FaxNumber: 479-718-7646

Contact Person: Wayne .lones, P F

Phone/Fax Numb er : 47 9-443-2377

Federal AIP Projects:
AIPNumber: 3-05-0020-038-2009
95-5% Match X
90-10% Match

ESTIMATED

Total Cost ofProject: $4,060,000
Federal Share: 3.857,000
State Share: 203.000
Local Share:

Describe the work to be accomplished:
Phase I Construction: move a portion H\¡VY 71 out of the Runwav 16 Safetv Area: includes
land acquisition, oradinq and drainaoe, roadwav re-alionment of approximatelv 2500 ln ft of
HWY 71 and Ernest Lancaster Rd.. noise mitioatíon/resolution of receptor #5, re-route 400ft
seoment of the Airport Branch channel.

1-l4j
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State Airport Aid Application-Page 2

Provide the information listed below as it applies to your project:

Funding:

Source of Funds: Federal AIP Grant, AR Dept Aeronautics Grant

Source of In-Kind Services:

Estimated starting date ofproject: June 2009

Estimated compietion date ofproject: December 2010

Project wìll be for: New Airport X Existing Airport

Is land to be leased or purchased? Yes

Description of land and cost per acre: See attachment - description map of propertv

Estimated land cost is $30,000 / acre

Provide the Federal AIP Grant Number (ifapplicable): 3-05-0020-038-2009

State Legislators for your area:

State Senato¡: 
' 

Sue Madison

StateRepresentative: LindslevSmith

C. 1 
Runway Safety Area 
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State Arrport Ard Application - Page 3

The sponsor agrees to furnish the Arkansas Department of Aeronautics a copy of the legal instrument
affecting use of the property for an airport. In application for a new landing site or expa:rsion of existing
facility, the FAA Form 7480-7, Notice of Landing Area Proposal, must be approved by the FAA before
¡eview for gÍarf caî be made by the State. Applications for hangar construction or renovation funds
must include a signed lease agreement. This agreement must be il compliance with all FAA grant
assurances. The application must be based on bids and include a calculated return on investment.

No land, hangars, or buildings purchased with State Grant funds may be sold or disposed of without
State Aeronautics Commission prior approval. Al1 requests for sale or disposal of property will be
conside¡ed on an individual case basis. No hangar (funded by a grant from the Department of
Aeronautics) shall be used for non-aviation purposes without State Aeronautics Commìssion prior
approval. All requests for non-aviation use will be considered on a case-by-case basis. Failu¡e to
receive prior approval from A.D.A. concerning land and/or building use could result in the commission
requesting grant refund from the Sponsor.

No airport accepting State Grant funding may issue an Exclusive Rights lease.

All applications for navigational aids (such as NDB or ILS) must have FAA site approval before a state
grart can be approved.

Al1 Grant applications involving Federal Airport Improvement Program (AIP) funding must be
accompanied by the approved FAA grant agreement with grant number assigned.

lf this project is approved by the Arkansas Department of Aeronautics, and is accepted by the sponsor, it
is agreed that all developments and construction shall meet standa¡d FAA construction practices as
outlined in the specifications of this agreement. Runways, Taxiways, Parking Ramps, etc, shall have a
base and a thickness that wili accommodate the weight of aircraft expected to operate at this a.irport.

4ll sraqf arpllcaqtr -(Çltr¿n-d,1-o-r-Çqunfrl are toJally resBqu,siÞ.1e.-fqr. c¡alplianc,e-with all Ee-der¿I,
Stale' Çauaty' a4d Çitv laws' Statutes. Ordira!ç,es, Rules, Rçsqlatiqqs' and Execut¡tve Qrders
ç9Içe.Tlr_ip..9..ç._oJ.f_{.A9tq_andpurchasesfot\-{..b.lc.bthi

It is understood and agreed that should the sponsor fail to start this project within th¡ee (3) months ofthe
Arkansas Department of Aeronautics' date of acceptance, that this grant is null and void. It is also
agreed that this project shall be completed within one year from the date of acceptance of this grant by
the A¡kansas Department of Aeronautics. Applications for extension will be entertained if
circumstances beyond the sponsor's control occur.

Funds will be disbursed according to Department procedures and final inspection of completed project
(See payment instruction page). P_qUeltt.SÍ_gM.."fuIds_-SI9.cAIün&snl_:ApU_Jþe ÐSpSrfuct!1;-
þi.e.nnLum..øp.p.rc.p.rieli-an.

IN WITNES S WHEREOF, the sponsor has caused this Application for State Airport Aid to be duly
20

Name of Sponsor

executed in its name, this _ day of

Autho¡ized Signature

C. 1 
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City of Fayetteville Staff Rev¡ew Form

City Council Agenda ltems
and

Contracts, Leases or Agreements

5t5t2009

C¡ty Council Meeting Date
Agenda ltems Only

Aviation TransportationRay M. Boudreaux
Subm¡tted By

3 457 ofÌO nf)

Cost of this request

5550.3960.7820.38

Division Department

CorÍect Runway 16 RSA

Account Number

07039 3

223,467.O0

Category / Project Budget

r97,667.00

Funds Used to Date

25.800.00

Remain¡ng Balance

Budget Adjustment attacnea I

Program Category / Project Name

AV¡/ED lmp

Program / Project Category Name

Airport Fund

Project Number

euagetea ttem I

Fund Name

Action Requ¡red:
Resolution to award a construction Contract to am;

71 Relocation (Runway 16 RSA lmprovement proiect).

ESTIMATED

204-O7

Previous ordinanceor Resotution # )Z?iZ

Or¡ginal Contract Date:

Orig¡nal Contract Number;

Rece¡ved in City
Clerk's Office

Rece¡ved ¡n
Mayor's Office

to, nø¿d hn &,,i?',r!ffi; I#i;bffil;n *'r,

C. 2 
Bid # 09-34 Runway Safety 
Area Improvement Project 
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City Council Meeting of: May 5, 2009
Agenda Item Number:

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA MEMO/STAFF CONTRACT REVIEW MEMO

ARKANSA
AVIATìON DIVISfÔN
FAYEITEVILLE EXECUTIVE AIRPORT . DRAKE FIELD

le
s

TO:

THRU:

THRU:

THRU:

FROM:

DATE:

Mayor Jordan

Chief of Staff

Staff/Contract Review Committee

4e&'

SUBJECT: Approve Award
Runway Safety

Terry Gulley, Transportation Director

Ray M. Boudreaux, Aviation Director h-- .LXI3
April 9,2009 U

of a construction Contract to Improve Runway 16
Area (RSA).

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Award of a contract to the lowest responsible bidder to
complete construction ofthe Runway 16 RSA Improvement Project.. Signatures ofthe
Mayor and City Clerk requested.

BACKGROUND: The Runway 16 RSA Improvement Project is frnally ready to award.
Over the last three years, beginning with the Master PIan Update, airport staffhas been
pursuing the funding and the completion of this project. The first step was to conduct a
study of all aeronautical obstructions to the airport. The runway was connected to the GPS
land system and new benchmarks were established. This project provided the accuracy
necessâry to plan the project designed to bring the north end RSA up to FAA standards.
The second step was to study a realignment ofthe road outside the RSA and to conduct an
Environmental Study to determine the impact ofthe project. We expect a Finding of No
Significant Impact GONSI) April 13, 2009. The last project was to design the project and to
produce plans and specifications. The Project was advertised for bids April 10th and 12th and
bids will be received April 28th. The AIP grant paperwork will be sent to us over-night when
we have the bid amount for the forms. All should be in the packet for the May 5th Council
meeting.

DISCUSSION: This project is essential to comply with FAA Regulations concerning
standard Runway Safety Areas. The acceptable dimensions are 500 feet wide and 1000 feet
long. Currently, the 16 RSA is asymmetrically shaped, shorter and inpacted by the
highway alignment. Not only does the highway reduce the effectiveness and safety of the
RSA, traffic on the roadway is considered an obstacle and adversely affects the minimum

45OO SOUTH SCHOOL AVENUE, SUITE F . AIRPORT TERMINAL BUILDìNG . FAYFTTEVILLE AR 72701
479.71A.7642 ' 479.718.7646 FAX . www.êccessfayettev¡lle.org/gove.nmeôt/aviation

airporl_econom¡c_development@ci.fayetteville.ar.us

C. 2 
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descent altitudes used by pilots during inclement weather conditions. Eliminating the
highway and the associated obstacles will significantly improve the ínstrument approaches
from the north. The Runway 16 RSA Improvement Project at Drake Field has received a
high priority rating from the FAA.

Attachments: StaffReview
Draft Contract

45OO SOUTH SCHOOL AVENUE, SUITE F . AIRPORÍ TERI\¡INAL BUILDING ' FAYETTEVILLE AR 72701
479.7 1A.7642. 479.7 1 8.7646 FAX' www.accessiayetteviìle.org/governmenvaviation

airport_economic_development@c¡.fayettev¡lìe.ar.us
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RESOLUTIONNO.

A RESOLUTION AWARDING BID #09-34 AND APPROVING A
CONTRACT WITH SWEETSER CONSTRUCTION, INC. IN THE
AMOUNT OF $969,325.65 FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE
RUNWAY 1.6 RUNWAY SAFETY AREA IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS:

Section 1. That the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, Arkansas,
hereby awards Bíd #09*4 and approves a contract with Sweetser ConstructiorL
Inc. in the amount of fi969,325.65 for construction of the Runway 16 Runway
Safety Area Improvement Project, said approval being contingent upon receipt of
federal and state grant funds.

PASSED and APPROVED this 5ù day of May,2009.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor SONDRA E. SMITH, City Clerk/Treasurer
By,By,

C. 2 
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CONTRACT

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into on the_ day of 2009, by and
between , herein called the Contractor, and the City ofFayetteville:

the City of Fayetteville as follows:

1. That , shall furnish all the materials, and perform all ofthe work
inma@efollowingenumeratedSpecifications,andDocuments,
which are attached hereto and made a part hereo( as if fully contained herein and are entitled:

Drake FìeId Ranway 16 Safety Area Inprovemenls, Følettev¡lle Munîcipøl Airport, AIP
Proj ect 3 -0 S -0 0 2 0- 03 8-2 0 09

That

Advertisement for Bids
Instrucfions to Bidders
Bid and acceptance thereof
Performance Bond

2. That the City of Fayeffeyille hereby agrees to pay to

WITNESSETH:

for the consideration hereinafter fully set out, hereby agrees with

Payment Bond
General Conditions
Supplemental Conditions
Specifications
Drawings - 70 Sheets

for the
faithful performance ofthis Agreement, subject to additions and deductions as provided in
the Specifications or Bid, in lawful money of the United States, the amount of

Dollars ($ ).

3. The Work will be completed and ready for final payment in accordance with the General
Conditions within 150 days after the date when the Contract Time commences to run, as

provided in the Notice to Proceed.

4. Liquidated Damages: City of Fayetteville and recognize that time
is ofthe essence ofthis Agreement and the City of Fayetteville will suffer financial loss ifthe
Work is not completed within the times specified above, plus any extensions thereof allowed in
accordance with the General Conditions. They also recognize the delays, expense, and
difficulties involved in proving the actual loss suffered by City ofFayetteville ifthe Work is not
completed on time. Accordingly, instead ofrequiring any such proot City ofFayetteville and

, agree that as liquidated damages for delay (but not as a
penalty) shall pay City of Fayetteville Four Hundred

after t¡e time specified in Paragraph 3 forDollars ($400.00) for each day that expires
completion and readiness for final payment.

FY082153 Hwy. 71 Relocation Section 00500 - I
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5. That within 30 days ofreceipt ofan approved payment request, the City ofFayetteville shall
make partial payments to
approved estimate of work

, on the basis of a duly certified and
performed during the preceding calendar month by
LESS the retainage provided in the General Conditions, which

is to be withheld by the City of Fayetteville until all work within a particular part has been
performed strictly in accordance with this Agreement and until such work has been accepted by
the City of Fayetteville.

6. That upon submission by ofevidence satisfactory to the
City of Fayetteville that all payrolls, material bills, and other costs incurred by

in connection with the construction ofthe work have been paid
in full, final payment on account of this Agreement shall be made within 60 days after the
completion by ofall work covered by this Agreement and the
acceptance of such work by the City of Fayetteville.

7. It is further mutually agreed between the parties hereto that if, at any time after the execution of
this Agreement and the Surety Bond héreto attached for its faithful performance and payment,
the City ofFâyetteville shall deem the Surety or Sureties upon such bond to be unsatisfactory
or if, for any reason such bond ceases to be adequate to cover the performance ofthe work,

shall, at its expense, within 5 days after the receipt ofnotice
from the City of Fayetteville, furnish an additional bond or bonds in such form and amount
and with such Surety or Sureties as shall be satisfactory to the City of Fayetteville. In such
event, no fufther payment to shall be deemed to be due under

8.

this Agreement until such new or additional security for the faithful performance ofthe work
shall be firrnished in manner and form satisfactory to the City of Fayetteville.

Changes, modifications, or amendments in scope, price or fees to this contract shall not be
allowed without a prior formal contract amendment approved by the Mayor and the City
Council in advance ofthe change in scope, cost or fees.

Freedom of Information Act. City contracts and documents prepared while performing city
contractual work are subject to the Arkansas Freedom of Information Act. If a Arkansas
Freedom of Information Act request is presented to the City of Fayetteville, Mcclinton-
Anchor, a Division of APAC will do everything possible to provide the documents in a prompt
and timely manner as prescribed in the Arkansas Freedom of Information Act (A.C.A. $25-19-
101 et. Seq.). Only legally authorized photocopying cost pursuant to the FOIA may be
assessed for this compliance.

FY082153 Hwy. 71 Relocation Section 00500 - 2
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the day and date first
above written, in three (3) counterparts, each of which shall, without proof or accounting for the
other counterparts be deemed an original Contract.

SEAL:

WITNESSES:

ATTEST:

Title

CITY OFFAYETTE\TLLE

City Clerk Lioneld Jordan, Mayor
By

FYO82153 Hwv. 71 Relocation Section 00500 - 3
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FAX: 479-443-9241

April 28, 2009

Mr. Ray Boudreaux
Airport Department
City of Fayetteville
4500 S. School Ave., Suite F
Fayetteville, AR72701

Re: Drake Field Runway 16 Safety Area lmprovements
Fayetteville Municipal Airport,

Dear Mr. Boudreaux:

Bids were received on the above referenced project on Tuesday April 28,20Og, with six
Contractors submitting a bid for this project. The low bidder for the Basis of Award for
the Total Bid for Schedules I & ll is Sweetser construction, Inc., of Fayetteville,
Arkansas, in the amount of $ $ 969,325.65.00 for the Base Bid Award for Total Bid
Schedules I & ll. This work is for the earthwork and drainage structures and utility
relocations comprising Phase I of the construction. A copy of the certified Bid
Tabulation is enclosed. The Engineer's estimate of the Construction Cost is also
attached and was in the amount of $ 1 ,1 50,000.00. The Bid amount is below the
estimated project construction cost.

We recommend the City accept the low bid submitted by Sweetser Construction, lnc.,
for the Base Bid in the amount of $ $ 969,325.65.00. We have worked with Sweetser
on numerous occasions and have had very good results with their construction.

lf there are any questions regarding the bids or this recommendation, please contact
us.

Sincerely,

ENGINEERS, INC.

Enclosures: BidTabulation

w\2008\0a2153-HWY
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Runwayl6 s¡fêty AEð ¡ñpþveme¡rs
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RùnMy 16 Salely AE. ¡EFrovements
Fay.fi åvlllè ¡¡unlclpal A¡¡pot
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City of Fayetteville Staff Review Form

City Counc¡l Agenda ltems
and

Contracts, Leases or Agreements

5r't9t2009
C''ty Cornc''l fl¡eet¡ng Date

Agenda ltems Only

AviationRay M. Boudreaux
Submitted By

231.096.00

Cost of this request

5550 3960 5314 00

Program Category / Project Name

Avi/ED lmp

Account Number

07039 3

223,467.O0

Category / Project Budget

$ 197,ô67.30

Funds Used to Date

25,799.70

Remaining Balance

Budget Adiustment ntactreo @

Conect Runway 16 RSA

Program / Project Category Name

Airport Fund

Project Number

Budseted lte. l-l

Fund Nâmê

Act¡on Reouired:

) to approve Task Order #1 lnc. for Airport
Contact info: Wayne Jones, P.E., PO Box 1229, Fayetteville AR 72702-1229, 479-443-2377, Fax 479-443-

'1, wjones@mcclelland-engrs.com.

f-t-oç
Date

tJ:!3
Date

5-:!^e¿
Date

çy'-04
Date

tØE
/----'=-l--

Prev¡ous Ord¡nance or Resolution #

Original Contract Þate:

Original Contract Number:

204-07 , 182-08

227-08

51512009

Slù,l!il ml,a faîur! '{ ,'tL vtcav<- gn"l rtnll

Revised January 15,2009

Túbldtþ t'ldl oq à ll t ? / oq

Received ¡n c¡ty éÉRâ4crerk'soffìce &J9,_

Received in

Mayo/s Off¡ce

C. 3 
McClelland Consulting Engineers, Inc. 
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City Council Meeting of: i|llay 19,20O9
Agenda Item Number:

-''/

&4*iffiåffiî¡iåFñ
å e& T Ç btb f i"å"å.b' AvrAroNDrvrsroN

J 
ARKANSAS FAYETTEVILLE EXEcUT¡VE AIRPoRT. DRAKE FIELD

CITT COI]NCIL AGENDA MEMO/STAFF COIVIRACT REVIEW MEMO

I0: Mayor Jordan

THRU:

THR,U:

THR,U:

Chief of Staff

StafVContract Review Comnittee

Terry Gulley, Tlansportation D!

May 1, 2009

FROM: Ray M. Boudreaux, Aviation Direc

DATE:

SUBJECT!
Construction Phase Services associated with the Runway 16 Safety Area
Improvements. Approve Budget Adjustment. Signature of the Mayon

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Task Order #1 with McClelland Consulting Engineers for
Construction Phase Services associated with the Runway 16 Safety Area Improvement Project.
Signature of the Mayor.

BACKGROUND: This Task Order to the McClelland Consulting Engineers Service Contract is
for the Construction Phase Services including inspection, testing and project administration for
the project. The Project is fully funded by the FAA/AIP a¡d will improve the safety of the public
transiting Highway 71 South arrd the safety of aircraft utilizing the airport. Upon completion of
this project, the north end safety area will meet FAA Standards.

BUDGET IMPACT: This project is fully funded through the FAA,/AIP and the A¡kansas
Departnent of Aeronautics.

Attacbments: StaffReview
Budget Adjushnent
Contract

45OO SOUTH SCHOOL AVENUE. SUITE F . AIRPORT TERMINAL BUILDING . FAYETTEVILLE AR 7270'I
479.7 18.7 642. 479.7 18.7646 FAX. wu/w.accessfayettev¡lle.org/govemmenvaviation

akport_economic_development@c¡.fayetteville.ar.us

C. 3 
McClelland Consulting Engineers, Inc. 
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RESOLUTIONNO.

A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE TASK ORDER NO. 1 FOR
ENGINEERING SERVICES BY McCLELLAND CONSULTING
ENGINEERS FORRUNWAY 16 SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS IN
THE AMOUNT OF $23I,1OO.OO AND TO APPROVE A BUDGET
ADJUSTMENT OF $231,096.00

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF' THE CITY OF
FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS:

Section 1: That the City Council of the City of Fayetteville, Arkansas hereby approves
Task Order No. 1 for engineering services by McCtetland Consulting Engineers for Runway 16
safety improvements in the amount of $231,100.00 and approves a budget adjustment in the
amount of$231,096.00.

PASSED and APPROVED this 19ú day of May,2009.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor SONDRA E, SMITH, City Clerk/Treasurer
By:By:

C. 3 
McClelland Consulting Engineers, Inc. 
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TASK ORDER NO. I
CONSTRUCTION PHASE SERVICES

For
DRAKE FIELD RUNWAYI6 SAFETY AREA IMPROVEMENTS

STATE OF ARKANSAS

COUNTY OF WASHINGTON

This ïask Order is written pursuant to the basic agreement entitled CITY OF

FAYETTEVILLE, AGREEMENII FOR ENGINEERING SERVICES, executed on May 5,

2009. The referenced basic agreement pertains to proposed improvements to Drake

Field, Fayetteville's Municipal Airport. This Task Order entered into and executed on the

date indicated below the signature block, by and between the City of Fayetteville and

McCfelland Consulting Engineers (MCE) sets forih the project description, project

schedule, and engineering fees for construct¡on phase services related to the Runway

16 Safety Area lmprovements, Drake Field.

SECTION I - PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project is to consist of the relocation of Highway 71 and Lancaster Drive and the

regarding of the Runway 16 Safely Area. The services to be performed include:

Construction Admin; Observation Services; Construction Materials Testing; and review

fees for State or Federal Agencies.

W:\DRAKE FIELD\CONTRACTS\2009-201 3\Task Order 1.doc

C. 3 
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SEçÏIQN IL: I'ROJECT SCHEDULE

From the time the City of Fayetteville issues the Notice To Proceed (NTP), McClelland

Consulting Engineers, lnc. will endeavor to execute the pro.¡ect within the following time

periods:

Task Completion After NTP

A. Work Schedules I & ll 180 calendar days

B. Work Schedules lll & lV 180 calendar days

SECTION III - SCOPE OF SERVICES

McClelland Consulting Engineers, lnc. shall, generally, provide those services listed in

the basic agreement which are applicable to this specific Task Order. Specifically, the

project is likely to include:

A. Construction Administration.

B. Construction Observation and

C. Prepare "Record Drawings" at the completion of construction based upon the

Contractor's mark-ups.

D. Construction staking of a baseline.

E. Construction Materials Testing.

SECTION IV - FEES AND PAYMENTS

The following fees are to be paid to McClelland Consulting Engineers, lnc. as

compensation for his services:

A. Construction Administration: Hourly rates, estimated to be $ 31,060.

B. Construction Observation Hourly rates, estimated to be $ 155,100.

W:\DRAKE FIELD\CONTRACTSU009-2013\TaSk Order 1.doc 2

C. 3 
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C. Record Drawings Hourly rates, estimated to be $ 5,490.

G. Construction Baseline Staking: Hourly rates, est¡mated to be g 1,020.

H. ConstructionMaterialsTesting:
hourly rates & unit prices, estimated to be $38,426.

Appendix A presents the basis of payments to the ENGINEER.

Appendix B presents hourly rates for personnel anticipated to be assigned to this

project by McClelland Consulttng Engineers, lnc.

Appendix C presents hourly rates and Unit Prices to be assigned to this project for the

Construction Materials Testing.

SECTON V - BASIC AGREEMENT IN EFFEGT:

Except as amended specifically herein, the basic AGREEMENT FOR ENGINEERING

SERVICES shall remain in full force as originally approved and executed.

W:\DRAKE FIELD\CONTRACTS\2009 201 3\Task Order l.doc
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By: -

Date:

lN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this AGREEMENI to be duly

executed as of the date and year first herein written.

FOR THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE:

Attest:
Mayor

FOR McCLELLAND CONSULTING ENGINEERS, INC.:

l-/-o?

tu' 
,

Date:

WIDRAKE FIELD\CONTRACTS\2009-201 3\Task Order l.doc
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APPENDIX "4"
BASIS FOR PAYIT4ENTS TO THE ENGINEER

IASK ORDER NO, 1

CONSÌRUCTION PHASÈ ENGINEERINGSERVICES
DRAKE F¡ELD RUNWAY 16 SAFEIY ÀREA IM PROVEMEÑTS

FAYETTEVILLE IM UNICIPAL A¡RPO RI

C. 3 
McClelland Consulting Engineers, Inc. 
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APPENDIX B
TASK ORDER NO.1

Hourly Rates for Personnel
Fayetteville M unicipal Ai rport

CATEGORY

Project Direcior

Project Manager

Project Engineer

Design Engineer ll

Design Engineer I

Registered Surveyor

Computer Technician

Senior Engineering Tech nician/Observer

Eng ineering Technician/Observer

Junior Engineering Technician

Survey Crew (2 man)

Clerical Support

CADD Technician lll

CADD Technician ll

CADD Technician I

Soils Lab Supervisor

Soils Technician ll

Soils Technician I

W:\DRAKE FIELD\CONTRACTSpOO9-20 l3\Appendix B TO Ldoc

BILLABLE HOURLY
RATE RANGE

$145 to $160

$120 to $150

$90 to $130

$85 to $110

$75 to $90

$80 to $100

$60 to $85

$65 to $75

$75 to 995

$45 to $70

$135 to $150

$45 to $55

$65 to $80

$55 to $70

$45 to $55

$60 to $70

$45 to $55

$35 to $45

C. 3 
McClelland Consulting Engineers, Inc. 
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APPENDIX C
CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS LABORATORY

FEE SCHEDULE
TASK ORDER NO. 1

Laboratory F¡eld Technician. $
Laboratory Engineering Technician *

AHTD-Quai¡fied Techn¡c¡an.
Engineer¡ng Technician *

Sen¡or Engineering Techn¡cian
Lab Supervjsor
M¡leage
Consultat¡on:

Lab Superv¡sor
Field Engineer
Project Engineer
Project Manager
Pr¡nc¡pal Engineer

Lab Report Preparation (per report)

SOILS:
AHTD-Qualif¡ed F¡eld Technician
Soils Field Technician ('1-hour min¡mum)

ln-Place Compaction Test-Nuclear Gauge ASTM D 2922
Sample P¡ckup, or Stand-by Time

Nuclear Dens¡ly Gauge Fee: (per Densit)t Test); lM¡n¡mum 915.OO per trip, per proiect]
Liquid L¡mit, Plastic Limit, Plasticity lndex (3 po¡nt) ASTM D 4318
Sieve Analysis-Washed No. 200 (Wet) ASTM D 1140
Sieve Analys¡s-Dry ASTM D 422
Hydrometer Analysis ASTM D 422
Spec¡fic Gravity ASTM D 854
Sojis Class¡flcat¡on, Unified or MSHTO ASTM D 2487 oTAASHTO M 145
Laboratory Max¡mum Compact¡on Test ASTM D 698 or AASHTO T 99
Laboratory Max¡mum Compact¡on Test ASTM D 1557 orAASHTO T 180
Potential Volume Change-Swell Pressure
Cal¡fornia Bear¡ng Ratio-CBR ASTM D 1883 (3 point) (Proctor curve add¡tionat)
Shr¡nkage ASTM D 427
Soii Bear¡ng Capac¡ty (Eng¡neer¡ng Tech., 2-hour min¡mum)
Non-ASTM Procedures Ava¡lable On Request

CONCRETE:

42.00 per hour
50.00 per hour
52.00 per hour
60.00 per hour
90.00 per hour
60.00 per hour

0.50 per mile

60.00 per hour
90.00 per hour

100.00 per hour
150.00 per hour
155.00 per hour
48.00 per houÍ

52.00 per hour
42.00 per hour

10.00 each
50.00 each
35.00 per sjeve

8.00 per sieve
90.00 each
50-00 each

'I 10.00 each
130.00 each
145.00 each
100.00 each
150.00 each
50.00 each
60.00 per hour

Price on Request
60.00 per hour

Pr¡ce on Request
42.00 per hour

Concrete lMix Design
Review Concrete M¡x Des¡gn (Lab Supervisor)
Confirm Concrete MÍx Design
Concrete Field Technician * (1-hour minimum): [For any of the fo owing 6 itemsl

. Concrete Cylinder or Beam Molding ASTM C 3l. Concretê Cyl¡nder or Beam Pickup
o Concrete Slump Test ASTM C í43
. Concrete Air Content ïest ASTM C 231 or C 173
. Cement Mortar or Group Sampling
. Stand-by T¡me

Un¡t Weight and Yield of Fresh¡y Mixed Concrete ASTM C 138
AHTD-Qualifìed Concrete Technician: (1-hour m¡nimum), [For any of theforegoing 6 itemsl
Compress¡ve Strength of Concrete Test Cylinders ASTM C 39 (pad cap)
Compressive Strength of Concrete Test Cyl¡nders ASTM C 39 (sulfur capped)

50.00 each
52.00 per hour
18.00 each
35.00 each

ACI Grade I Concrete F¡eld Testing Technician

C. 3 
McClelland Consulting Engineers, Inc. 
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APPENDIX C
CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS LABORATORY

FEE SCHEDULE
TASK ORDER NO. I

GONCRETE (ContinueO):
Spare Cyl¡nders Specimens Processed but not Tested
Schm¡dt Hammer Test¡ng (Eng¡neering Tech, 2-hour m¡nimum)
F¡exural Sfength of Concrete Beams ASTM C 78 or C 293
Spare Beam Specimens Processed but not Tested
Compress¡ve Strength of Grout Cubes
Compressive Strength of Cement Mortar Cubes
Concrete Cor¡ng (3" or 4"):

Core Machine & Lab Techn¡cian
Additional Lab Techn¡cian, as required
Compressive Strength of Concrete Cores (3" or 4")
Other Core Sizes

Aggregate S¡eve Analys¡s:
Dry S¡eve ASTM C 136
Wet Sieve ASTM C 1 17
Fineness Modules

Decantation
Deleter¡ous Materials
Spec¡f¡c Gravity and Absorption ofAggregate ASTM C 127 & C 128
Dry Rodded Un¡t Weight of Aggregate ASTM C 29
Sodium or Magnesium Sulfate Soundness (5 cycles) ASTM C 88
Additional Cycles

ASPHALT:
Asphalt Mix Design (Marshall Des¡gn Method)
Rev¡ew Asphalt M¡x Design (S¡-. Engr. Techn¡ciân)
Asphalt F¡e¡d Techn¡cian

ln-PIace Compaction Test-Nuclear Gauge (Lab Technic¡an)
Sample Pickup

Marshail Test including Stability, Flow, Laboratory Density, percent A¡r Vo¡ds,
Percent Voids in Mineral Aggregate (3 specimens per test)

Extraction including percent Bitumen and Aggregate Gradation
Lãboratory Dens¡ty of Cored Plugs includjng Depth Measurement
Asphalt Coring (3" or 4"):

Core Machine & Lab Technician
Additional Lab Techn¡cian, if required
Sample Pickup

FIREPROOFING:
Un¡t We¡ght, Bonding Strength, Thickness and Sampt¡ng

(actual time required for Lab Technicians)
Report Preparat¡on (Lab Superv¡sor)

STRUCTURAL STEEL:
Boit Torque Test¡ng: Lab Technician{s)

Field Engineer
Pneumatic Torque Wrench Cal¡brat¡on (twìce per day)
Visual Weld lnspect¡on Field Engineer

15.00 each
60.00 per hour
50.00 each
40.00 each
40.00 each
25.00 each

80.00 per hour
42.00 per hour
40.00 each

Pr¡ce on Request

8.00 each
35.00 each
25.00 each
35.00 each
60.00 each
90.00 each
75.00 each

350.00 each
50.00 each

Pr¡ce on Request
90.00 per hour

42.00 per hour
42.00 per hour

400.00 each
325.00 each

30.00 each

80.00 per hour
42.00 per hour
42.00 per hour

50.00 per hour/Tech.
60.00 per hour

50.00 per hour
100.00 per hour
50.00 each

100.00 per hour

Serv¡ces not L¡sted are Available on Request
All prices are subject to revision each year

C. 3 
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Department; General Government

Division; Aviation & Economic Development

Program: Airport Capital Expense

Date Requested

511912009

Budget Year

2009

Project or Item Added/Increased:

$231,096 in the Professional Serv¡ces account

Justification of this Increase:

Will prov¡de for construction administration and
observation, materials test¡ng, baseline staking and
record drawings for the Runway 16 RSA lmprovement
project.

Account Name

Cify of tr'ayetteville, Arkânsâs
Budget Adjustment Form

Increase Budget
Account Number

Àdjustrnent Number

Project or Item Deleted,/Reduced:

None. To recognize grant revenue from the DOT/FAA and
Arkansas Department of Aeronautics.

of tlis Dec¡ease:

The project expense will Þe 100% reimbursed with federal
and state grant funding.

Professional Services 3960 5314 231,096 070039 3

Account Name
Decrease Budget
Äccount Number Prqect Number

State Grants on Federal Proiects

óo

00

219,541 070039 3

11,555 070039 3

Runwav 16 Safetv Area 0955 6820

0955 6803

Budget & Research Use Only

ABCIJ

v.090403

E
Date

f- /'oJ

Finance Director Date

Requested By

General Ledger Date

Posted to General Ledger
Chief of Staff

C. 3 
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Dara Sanders

C¡ty of Fayetteville Staff Review Form

City Counc¡l Agenda ltems
and

Contracts, Leases or Agreements

5hst2009

-C¡ty. 
C."n"¡l ll""ttnS D"t"

Agenda ltems Only

Plannjnq
Subm¡tted By

R-PZD U9-3253: Planned Zon¡ng District (Park Hill @ Mounta¡n Ranch, 479): Submitted by Oave Jorge¡sen for
property located at Soulhwest corner of Persimmon Street and Mounta¡n Ranch Boulevard, contains approx¡malely
2.23 acres. The request ¡s for zoning and land use approval for a Residential Planned Zoning D¡strict w¡th 13 singie-
family dwellings

Account Numbe¡

Cost of th¡s requesl Category / Proiect Budqel

Funds Used to Date

Remain¡ng Ba'ance

Budget Adjustment Attached

Program Category / Proiect Name

Program / Project Category Name

Project Number

Budgeted lt"ln l-l

Fund Name

Prev¡ous Ordinance or Resolution #

Original Contract Date:

Or¡ginal Contract Number:

+.-{ q.. B.-û-- *,a-zcnry
Rece¡ved in City

Clerk's Office

Received in
Mayor's Off¡ce

144,^k"'d ñfå:röW 6i ñ-

C. 4 
R-PZD 09-3253 (Park Hill 
at Mountain Ranch)   
Page 1 of 26



City Council Meeting of May 19,2009
Agenda ltem Number

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA MEMO
To: Mayor and City Council

ihru: Don Marr, Chief of Staff

From: Jeremy C. Pate, Director of Development Services d

Date: April 28,2009

Subject: Residential Planned Zoning District for Park Hill at Mountain Ranch (R-PZD
09-32s3)

RECOMMENDATION

Staff and Planning Commission recommend approval of an ordinance creating a Residential
Planned Zoning District (R-PZD) for Park Hill at Mountain Ranch, based on the development
standards, plans and statement of commitments submitted. This action will establish a
unique zoning district for a 14 lot (13 buildable lots and 1 lot designated for a park area)
residential single-family development on 2.23 acres.

BACKGROUND

The property contains approximately 2.23 ac¡es and is located in the Mountain Ranch
Phase 1 Subdivision at the southwest comer of Persimmon Street and Mountain Ranch
Boulevard. A majority of the low-density, single-family lots in the subdivision to the
west have been purchased but are currently undeveloped. Directly behind the subject lots
are single-family lots; directly in fiont of the subject lots, across Mountain Ranch
Boulevard, are 4-story apaÍment buildings. Other developments in the area include the
Rupple Row Subdivision, Cross Keys, the Boys and Girls Club, and Owl Creek School.

DISCUSSION

The Planning Commission voted 8-0-0 in favor of this request on April 21, 2009.
Rþcommended conditions were approved by the Planning Comrnission and are reflected in
the attached staff repof.

BUDGET IMPACT

None

C. 4 
R-PZD 09-3253 (Park Hill 
at Mountain Ranch)   
Page 2 of 26



CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:
R-PZD 09-3253

Page I of2

Conditions of Approval:

1. This proj ect is required to go through preliminary plat and hnal plat review and approval.

2. Buildings shall be constmcted to be consistent with the elevations and concepts depicted in
the building elevations in the booklet as specified. Building elevations will be reviewed al
the time of preliminary p1at, frnal plat and building permit to ensure compliance. All homes
shall be designed with a "front façade" fronting onto the adjacent public street and to have
varied facades to provide variety within the overall development.

3. All common property sha1l be unbuildable a¡d shall be owned and maintained by the
Propeny Owners Association.

4. Signs shall be permitted in accordance with Chapter 174 of the Fayetteville Unified
Development Code lor RSF-4 zoning districts. which includes the provision lor an area sign
as defined in Chapter 1 51 .

5. No portion of any structure (i.e., porches, overhangs, etc.) shall encroach into'building
setbacks or utility easements. The existing 40' utility easement crossing Lots 2 and 3 shall be
vacafed at the time of preliminary plat. Any existing utilities located in the subject utility
easement shall be relocated at the owner's expense.

6. The Master Development Plan, Statement of Commitments and Archifectural Standards
submitted by the applicant shall be considered binding and tied to the zoning ofthe property.
Conditions of approval as noted herein a¡d other requirements placed upon the project with
review of the Master Development Plan - Planned Zoning District by the City Cor..rncil shall
also be binding.

7. Street trees shall be planed along adjacent public streets in compliance with City ordinance at
a minimum ofone (1) two-inch caliper, large species tree per lot. A landscape plan sha.ll be
submitted at the time of Preliminary Plat request.

Standard Conditions of Approval:

8. Plat Review and Subdivision comments (to include written staff comments provided to the
applicant or his representative, a¡d all comments ftom utility representatives - AR Westem
Gas, SWBT, Ozarks, SWEPCO, Cox Communications).

9. Impact fees for water, sev{er, police and fire shall be paid in accordance with City ordinance.

10. Staff approval offinal detailed plans, specifications and calculations (where applicable) for
grading, drainage, water, sewer, fire protection, streets þublic and private), sidewalks,
parking lot(s) and tree preservation. The information submitted for the plat review prooess
was reviewed for general concept only. All public improvements are subject to additional
review and approva.l. A1l improvements shall comply with City's current requirements.

C. 4 
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:
R-PZD 09-3253

Page 2 of2

11. All overhead electric lines 12kv and under shall be relocated underground. All proposed
utilities shall be located underground.

12. Street lights shall be installed adjacent to all public and private streets (not alleys), with a
separation ofno greater than 300 feet.

13. All exterior lighting is required to comply with the City's lighting ordinance. A lighting plan
and cut-sheets of the proposed exterior light fixtures shall be required to be approved by
Planning Staff prior to building permit.

14. Prior to fhe issuance ofa building permit the following is required:
a. Grading and drainage permits
b. An on-site inspection by the Landscape Administrator of all tree protection

measures prior to any land disturbance.
c. Separate easement plat forthis project that shall include the tree preservation

alea.
d. Proj ect Disk with all final revisions
e. Completion of all required improvements ot the placement of a surety with

the City (letter of credit, bond, escrow) as required by Section 158.01
"Guarantees in Lieu oflnstalled Improvements" to guarantee all incomplete
improvements. Further, all improvements necessaty to serve the site and
protect public safety must be completed, not just guaranteed, prior to the
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.

C. 4 
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ORDINANCENO.

AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING A RESIDENTIAL PLANNED
ZONING DISTRICT TITLED R-PZD 09-3253, PARK HILL AT
MOUNTAIN RANCH, LOCATED AT THE SOUTHWEST
CORNER OF PERSIMMON STREET AND MOUNTAIN RANCH
BOULEVARD; CONTAINING APPROXIMATELY 2.23 ACRES;
AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF THE CITY OF
FAYETTEVILLE; AND ADOPTING THE ASSOCIATED
MASTER DEVELOPMENT PLAN

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE,
ARKA\SAS:

Section 1: That the zone classification of the following described property is hereby
changed as lollows:

F¡om RSF-4, Residential Single Family, 4 units per acre to
R-PZD 09-3253 as shown in Exhibit "4" and depicted in
Exhibit "8" attached hereto and made a paÍ hereof.

Section 2: That the change in zoning classification is based upon the approved master
development plan, development standards, statement of coÍmitments and the conditions of approval
as submitted, determined appropriate and approved by the City Council; fuither, that the conditions
of approval shall be filed and available for viewing in the office ofthe City Clerk/Treasurer of the
City ofFayetteville.

Section 3: That this ordinance shall take effect and be in full force at such time as all of
the requiremørts of the master development plan have been met.

Section 4: That the official zoning map ofthe City ofFayetteville, Arkansas, is hereby
amended to reflect the zoning change provìded in Section I above.

PASSED and APPROVED this day of ,2009.

APPROVED:

By:

ATTEST:

LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor
By:

SONDRA E. SMITII, City Clerk/Treasurer
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EXHIBIT *8"
R-PZD 09-32s3

AI,L OF LOTS 94,95,96,97 AND 118 AND A PART OF THE LOTS 87,88,89 AND 90 OF
MOLINTAIN RANCH SUBDTVISION PHASE I AS PER PLAT OF FILE IN THE OFFICE OF
THE CIRCUIT CLERK AND EX-OFFICIO RECORDER OF WASHINGTON COUNTY,
ARKANSAS AND BEING DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: BEGINNING AT THE NW CORNER
OF SAID LOT 87 THENCE S87'34'55"E 311.13 FEE'|, THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE
RIGHT 59.18 FEET, SAID CURVE HAVING A RADIUS OF 4O,OO FEET AND CHORD
BEARiNG OF 545'11'51"E 53,93 FEET, THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT 148.16
FEET, SAID CURVE HAVING A RADIUS OF 327.50 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING OF
S15"46'23''E 146.90 FEET, THENCE S28"43'59"E230.19FEF.T, THENCE ALONG A CURVE
TO THE RIGHT 31-42FEET, SAID CURVEHAVING A RADruS OF 2O.OOFEETAND CHORD
BEARING OF SIó'16'01''W 28.28 FEET, THENCE 561'16'01"W 129.91 FEET, THENCE
N28"43'59"W 269.34 FEET, TO THE NE CORNER OF LOT 91, THENCE N52"21'16''W 108.74
FEET, THENCE N37'34'07"W 98.00 FEET, THENCE N57"37'46"W 199.82 FEET TO THE
P.O.B.;CONTAINING 2.23 ACRES MORE ORLESS SUBJECTTO EASEMENTS ANDRIGHT
OF WAY OF RECORD.
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THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS

PLANNING DIVISION CORRESPONDENCE

PC Meeting Aprll 27, 2009

125 W. Mountain St.
Fayetteville, AR 72701

rclephone: (479) 575-8267

TO:
FROM

THRU:
DATE:

Fayetteville Plamìng Commissron
Dara Sanders, Current Planner
Malt Casey. Assistant City Engineer
Jeremy Pate, Development Services Di¡ecto¡
lprid++;+gg9 Updated April 28, 2009

R-PZD 09-3253: Planned Zoning District (PARK HILL @ MOUNTAIN RÄNCH, 478): Subrnitted
by DAVE JORGENSEN for property located at SW CORNER OF PERSIMMON STREET AND
MOUNTAIN RANCH BOULEVARD. The propeÍy is zoned RSF-4, SINGLE FAMILY - 4
L.INITS/ACRE and contains approximately 2.23 acres. The request is for Zoning and Land Use approval
for a Residential Plarmed Zoning Distrjct with l3 single family dwellings.

Planner: Dara Sanders

Findings:

Property Descriptìon: The property contains approximately 2.23 acres a¡d is located in the
Mountain Ranch Phase 1 Subdivision at the southwest comer of Persimmon Street and Mountain
Ranch Boulevard. A majority of the single-family lots in the subdivision have been purchased
but are currently undeveloped. Directly behind the subject lots are single-family lots; directly in
front of the subject lots, across Mountain Ranch Boulevard, are 4-story apartment buildings.
Other developments in the area include the Rupple Row Subdivision, Cross Keys, the Boys and
Girls Club, and Owl Creek School-

Background: In Decembe¡ 2008, the applicant submitted a rezoning request (RZN 08-3180) to the
Planning Division to rezone a pofiion ofthe subject property from RSF-4, Residential Single-family,
4 units/acre to RT-12, Residential Two- and Three-family in order to transition from the 4-story,
multi-family development (Mountain Ranch Apartments) to the east to the low-density, single-family
development to the west of the subject propeúy. On January 26,2009, the Planning Commission
denied the applicant's request, finding that the rezoning request was not warranted.

K:\lleports\2009\PC Reports\ I l -April 27\R-PZD 09-3253 (Parkhtll)ioc

Table I
Land Use and

Direction Land Use Zonine
North Vacanl R-4, Residential Asricultüal, C-PZD (Forest Hills)
South Vacanl RSF-4, Residentìal Sinsle Family, 4 units/acre
East Mountain Ranch Anartments RMF-24, Residential Multi-Family, 24 unils/ acr e

West Vacanl RSF-4, Residential Sìngle Family, 4 units/acre
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Proposal: The applicant has submitted a request for a Residential Planned Zoning District (R-
PZD) îor the subject property, proposing 13 single-family lots and I undevelopable lot for a park
âr€â-

Adjacent Master Street Plan Streets: Persimmon Street (Collector Street), Mountain Ranch
Boulevard (Collector Street), and Providence Drive (Local Street).

Access and connectivity: Access 10 the single-family dwellings is provided by a rear alley accessed

from Mountain Ranch Bouìevard and Providence Drive.

Right-of-way to be dedicated: All adjacent streets have been improved and meel the Master SÍeet
Plan right-ol-way requirements.

Phasing: If the R-PZD request is approved, the development shall meet the standard time lrame for
Preliminary and Final Plat approval.

I'later & Sewer: The subject property has access to public water and sewer se¡vice.

Tree Presenation.' Existing Canopy: 0%
Presewed Canopy: 0%
Required Canopy: 25Yo

Mitigation: None

Public Comment: There were several members ofthe public that opposed the previous rezoning
request on this property (RZN 08-3180); however, staffhas not received public comment on this R-
PZD.

Recommendation: Finding that the proposed rezoning request meets many of the primary goals
of the Planned Zoning District ordinance and policies adopted within the City Plan 2025 as noted
herein, staff recommends forwarding R-PZD 09-3253 to the City Council with a recommendation of
approval, subject to the folìowing conditions:

Conditions of Approval:

I . This project is required to go through preliminary plat and final plat review and approval.

2. Buildings shall be constructed to be consistent with the elevations and concepts depicted
in the building elevations in the booklet as specified. Building elevations will be
reviewed at the time of preliminary plat, final plat and building permit to ensure
compliance. A1l homes shall be designed with a "fiont façade" fronting onto the adjacent
public street and to have varied facades to provide variety within the overall
development.

3. All common propefty shall be unbuildable and shall be owned and maintained by the
Property Owners Association.

4. Signs shall be permitted in accordance with Chapter 114 of the Fayetteville Unified

K)Reporrs\2009\PC Reporß\l I -April 27\R-PZD 09-j 2 5 j (Parkhill).tloc
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Development Code for RSF-4 zoning districts, which includes the provision for an area
sign as defined in Chapter 151 .

5. No portion of any structue (i.e., porches, overhangs, etc.) shall encroach into building
setbacks or utility easements. The existing 40' utility easement crossing Lots 2 and 3

shall be vacated at the time of prelirrinary plat. Any existing utilities located in the
subject utility easement shall be relocated at the owner's expense.

6. The Master Development Plan, Statement of Commitments and Architectural Standards
submitted by the applicant shall be considered binding and tied to the zoning of the
propeÍy. Conditions of approval as noted herein and other requirements placed upon the
project with review of the Master Development Plan Planned Zoning District by the
City Council shall also be binding.

7. Street trees shall be planed along adjacent public streets in compiiance with City
o¡dinance at a minimum of one (1) two-inch caliper, large species tree per lot. A
landscape plan shall be submitted at the time of Preliminary Plat request.

8. The following revisions shall be made prior to the City Council meeting:
a. Plat- Revise "Cattle Drive" to "Providence Drive".
b. Plat. Revise the charl on page 2 - round the lot width and area minimums down to

40 feet and 3,500 square feet, respectively, to allow for flexibility.
c. Booklet. Page 1 . Revise the lot width statement to "43'-50' wide".
d. Booklet. Pages 3, 4, and 6. Revise the density maxirrum to 6 dr-r,/acre, the lot

width minimum to 40 feet, and the lot area minimum/l and, area per dwelling to
3,500 square feet.

Standard Conditions of Approval:

9. Plat Review and Subdivision comments (to include written staff comments provided to
the applicant or his representative, and all comments from utility representatives - AR
Westem Gas, SWBT, Oza¡ks, SWEPCO, Cox Communications).

10. Impact fees for water, sewer, police and fire shall be paid in accordance with City
ordinance.

1 1 . Staff approval of final detailed plans, specifications and calculations (where applicable)
for grading, drainage, water, sewer, fìre protection, streets (public and private),
sidewalks, parking lot(s) and tree preservation. The information submitted for the plat
review process was reviewed for general concept only. All public improvements are
subj ect to additional review and approval. All improvements shall comply with City's
current requirements.

12. All overhead electric lines 12kv and under shall be relocated underground. All proposed
utilities shall be located underground.
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i3- Street lights shall be installed adjacent to all public and pnvate streets (not alleys), with a

separation ofno greater than 300 feet.

14. All exterior lighting is required to comply with the City's lighting ordinance. A lighting
plan and cut-sheets ofthe proposed exterior light fixtures shall be required to be approved
by Planning Staffprior to building permit.

1 5. Pnor to the issuance of a building permit the following is required:
a. Grading and drainage permits
b. An on-site inspection by the Landscape Administrator of all tree

protection measures prior to any land disturbance.
c. Separate easement plat for this project that shall include the tree

preservation area.
d. Project Disk with all final ¡evisions
e. Completion of all required improvements or the placement of a surety

with the City (letter of credit, bond, escrow) as required by Section 158.01
"Guarantees in Lieu of lnstalled Improvements" to guarantee all
incomplete improvements. Further, all ìmprovements necessary to serve
the site and protect public safety must be completed, not just guaranteed,
prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.

Planning Commission Action: x Tabled I Forwarded I Denied

Motion: Cabe
Second: Lack
Vote: 7-0-0

Meeting Date: April 2'1. 2009

Comments:

The "Conditions of Approval" listed in the report above are accepted in total without exception
by the entity requesting approval ofthis development item.

Signature Date

Sec .t66 O6 Plqnned Znnino llisfricfc IPZI)ì

(E) Approval or Rejectíon Criteria for Planned Zoning Districts
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The following criterìa shall be considered by the Planning Commission and City Council in the
review of a planned zoning district application based on the proposed master development plan:

(1) Whether the application is in compliance with the requirements of the UDC and the City
Plan2025;

FINDING: Staff {inds the application to be in compliance with the Master Development Plan-
Planned Zoning District criteria established by the City Council. City Pìan 2025 designates this
site as a Residential Neighborhood Area. The proposed zoning and development criteria
encourage a layout that promotes rvalkability and traditional residential urban design.
Rezoning this property to R-PZD 09-3253 \ ith single-family dwelling units at an ayerage
density of 6 units per acre is consistent with the land use plân and the surrounding land uses
including multi-family to the east and single-family and undeveloped land uses to the west,
south, and north.

Goal 2: We will tliscoarage suburban sprawL Stxff finds that the proposed development is an
infill project thât promotes walkability in close proximity to a public school, a community
center, and future non-residential services and will utilize existing infrâstructure ând city
services that are nearby while protecting the integrity of the predominantly single-family
residential neighborhood to the east.

GoaI 3: lle wítl make traditìon(tl town .form the standard. Stafî finds thât the proposed
deveìopment supports the City's goal to promote traditional town form, contributing to a
variety of housing Çpes and lot sizes in close proximity to a future commercial node in a
developing neighborhood.

Goal 6: l{e will creûe attainable housing. Staff finds that the proposed development, with
smaller lot and home sizes than a typical RSF-4 subdivision, contributes to the City's goal to
create attainable housing by contributing to the variety of housing types that are being
constructed in the neighborhood,

(2) Whether the application is in compliance with all applicable statutory provisions;

FINDING: The application has been reviewed and found to be compliant with applicable
statutory provisions.

(3) Whether the general impact of the rezoning would adversely impact the provision of
public facilities and services,

FINDING: The impact of the rezoning ând subsequent development would not adversely
impact public services and facilities in the surrounding areas. Sufficient infrastructure has
been installed to accommodate the âddition of 13 single-family dwellings. The Fayetteville
Police Department included comments in the staff report regarding an increase in demand for
service as a result of the rezoning request; however, a signifìcant or undesirable increase is not
anticipaled.

(4) Whether the rezoning is compatible with the surrounding land uses;
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FINDING: Staff finds that the rezoning is compatible with the surrounding land uses, which
are a mixture of residential and non-residential and vary in density and intensity, The
proposed development will yield a slightly higher densiÇ than the single-family neighborhood
to the west and a significantly lower density than the multi-family development to the east.

(5) Whether the subject land is suitable for the intended use and is compatible with the
natural environment;

FINDING: The intended use is suitable for the subject property and the surrounding
development.

(6) Whether the intended land use would create traffic congestion or burden the existing road
network,

FINDING: Any additional development in the area will increase the amount of traffic on the
adjacent public streets; however, the over¿ll density should not create an appreciable amount
of traffic above that \Dhich can be managed with the streets in the area.

(7) Whether the plarmed development provides for unified development cont¡ol under a
unified plan;

FINDING: The booklet and master development plans submitted provide for said unified
development control,

(8) Whether any other recognized zoning conside¡ation would be violated in this PZD.

FII{DING: No other zoning considerations are proposed to be violated.

(B) Development standards, conditions and review guidelines

(1) Generally. The Plaming Commission shall consider a proposed PZD in light of the purpose
and intent as set fofh in Chapter 161 Zoning Regulations, and the development standards and
review guidelines set forth herein. Primary emphasis shall be placed upon achieving
compatibility between the proposed development and sunounding areas so as to preserve and
enhance the neighborhood. Propel planning shall involve a consideration of tree
preservation, r¡r'ater conservation, preservation ofnatural sile amenities, and the protection of
watercourses from erosion and siìtation. The Planning Commission shall determine that
specific development features, including project density, building locations, comrnon usable
open space, the vehicular circulation system, parking areas, screening and landscaping, and
perimeter treatment shall be combined in such a way as to further the health, safety, amenity
and welfare ofthe community. To these ends, all applications filed pursuant to this ordinance
shall be reviewed in accordance with the same general review guidelines as those utilized for
zoning and subdivision applications.

FINDING: The subject infill development should be compatible with adjacent single- and
multi-family developments, as single-family detached residences will be the primary use
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permitted. Since the proposal is nof for development rights a tree preservation plan has not
been reviewed. However, trees do not exist on the subject property.

There are no significant natural site amefities on this property, though the applicânt proposes
a 0.47-acre common green spâce ârea on the ìvestern edge of the site that will be an amenity for
residents on the subject property and a buffer between the proposed development and the
slightly lower density single-family development to the west.

Vehicular access is provided off of a shared alley from Providence Drive and Mountâin Ranch
and provides for safe circulation to the 13 single-family dwellings, The buildings are located
close to the street with a reduced front setback to encourâge a pedestrian-friendly streetscape.

(2) Screening and landscaping- In order to enhance the integrity and attÌactiveness of the
development, and when deerned necessaly to protect adjacent propelties, the Plannìng
Commission shall require landscaping and screening as part of a PZD. The screening and
landscaping shall be provided as set forth in $166.09 Buffer Strips and Screening. As parl of
the development plan, a detailed screening and landscaping plan shall be submitted to the
Planning Commission. Landscape plans shall show the general location, type and quality
(size and age) ofplant material, Screening plans shall include R?ical details offences, berms
and plant material to be used.

FINDING: The applicant proposes to install a fence along the west boundary of the subject
property to screen Lot 14 (Park Area) from the adjacent property orvners.

(3) Trffic circulation, 'lhe following traffic circulation guidelines shall apply:
(a) The adequacy of both the intemal and extemal street systems shall be reviewed in light of

the projected future traffic volumes.

(b) The traffic circulation system shall be comprised ofa hierarchal scheme oflocal collector
and arlerial streets, each designed to accommodate its proper function and in appropriate
relationship with one another.

(c) Design of the intemal street circulation system must be sensitive to such considerations
as safet¡ convenience, separation of vehicular and pedestrian traffic, general
attractiveness, access to dwelling units and the proper relationship ofdifferent land uses.

(d) Internal collector streets shall be coordinated with the existing extemal street system,
providing for the efficient flow oftraffic into and out ofthe plamed zoning development.

(e) Intemal local streets shaìl be designed to discourage ttu'ough traffic within the planned
zoning development and 1o adjacent areas.

(f) Design provisions for ingress and egress for any site along with service drives and
interior circulation shall be that required by Chapter 166 Developrnent of this code.

FINDING: Single-family homes on the site will front onto the adjacent public street and will
be accessed by a rear alley as indicated on the site plan. The applicant proposes an entrance
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only drive onto Mountain Ranch Boulevard and a two-way driveway onto Providence Drive to
access the rear of the homes, which meets the requirements of the City's Access Management
policy. All driveways shall meet the standards established in Chapter 172 Parking and
Loading.

(4) Parking standards. The off-street parking and loading standards found in Chapter 172

Parking and Loading shall apply to the specifrc gross usable or leasable floor areas of the
respective use areas.

FINDING: Parking is to be provided on-site for each residential lot.

(5) Perimeter treatment Notwithstanding any other provisions of a planned zoning distrìct, all
uses of land or structures shall meet the open space, buffer or green strip provisions of this
chapter ofthis code.

FINDING: The applicant's proposal has met the open space requirements for single-family
developments and further designates Lot 14 (0.47 acre) as common, open space.

(6) Sidewalk:. As required by $ 166.03.

FINDING: A 5' sidewalk is to be extended âlong Providence Drive to the west property line.

(7) Street Lights. As required by $166.03.

FINDING: Street lights are to be provided at all intersections and with a maximum separation
of 300 feet âlong all streets.

(8) II/ater. As required by $ 166.03.

FINDING: Public water is available to the project site. Improvements to Ìvater services may
be required and shall be reviewed at the time of preliminary plat submittâ|.

(9) Sewer. As required by $ 166.03.

FINDING: Public sewer is available to the project site. Improvements to sewer services may
be required and shall be reviewed at the time of preliminary plat submittal.

(10) Streets and Drainage. Streets within a residential PZD may be either public or private.

(a) Public Streets. Public streets shall be consûucted according to the adopted standards of
the City.

(b) Private Streets. Pivate streets within a residential PZD shall be permitted subject to the
following conditions:

(i) Private streets shall be permitted for only a loop street, or street ending with a cul-de-
sac. Any street connecting one or more public streets shall be constructed to existìng
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City standards and shall be dedicated as a public street.

(ii) Private streets shall be designed and constructed to the same standards as public
streets with the exceptions of width and cul-de-sacs as noted below,

(iii)All grading and drainage within a Planned Zoning District including site drainage and
drainage for private streets shall comply with the City's Grading (Physicaì Alteration
of Land) and Drainage (Storm water management) Ordinances. Open drainage
systems may be approved by the City Engineer.

(iv) Maximum density served by a cul-de-sac shall be 40 units. Maximum density served
by a loop street shall be 80 units.

(v) The plat of the planned development shall designate each private street as a "pdvate
street."

(vi) Maintenance of prìvate streets shall be the responsibility of the developer or of a
neighborhood property owners association (POA) and shaìl not be the responsibility
of the City. The method for maintenance and a maintenance fund shall be established
by the PZD covenants. The covenants shall expressly provide that the City is a third
party beneficiary to the covenants and shall have the right to enforce the street
maintenance requirements of the covenants inespective of the vote of the other
parties to the covenants.

(vii) The covenants shall provide that in the event the private steets are not maintained as

required by the covenants, the City shalì have the right (but shall not be required) to
maintain said streets and to charge the cost thereof to the property owners within the
PZD on a pro rata basis according to assessed valuation for ad valorem tax purposes

and shall have a lien on the real property within the PZD for such cost. The protective
covenants shall grant the City the right to use all private streets for purposes of
providing fire and police protection, sanitation service and any other ofthe municipal
functions. The protective covenants shall provide that such covenants shall not be
amended and shall not terminate without approval ofthe City Council.

(viii) The width of private streets may vary according to the density serwed. The following
standard shall be used:

Paving Width
On-Street

Dwelling
Units

One-Wav Two-Way

1-20 14'. 22',

21+ 14', 24',

K.\Repo s\2009\PC Repofls\l I AprÌl 27\R PZD 09 3253 (Parkhill).doc

C. 4 
R-PZD 09-3253 (Park Hill 
at Mountain Ranch)   
Page 16 of 26



*Note: Ifon-street parking is desired, 6 feet must be added to each side where parking is intended.

(ix) All of the traffìc laws prescribed by Title VII shall apply to traffic on private streets
within a PZD.

(x) There shall be no minimum building setback requirement from a private street.
(xi) The developer shall e¡ect at the entrance of each private street a rectangular sigrr, not

exceeding 24 inches by 12 inches, designating the stleet a "private street" whìch
shall be clearly visible to motor vehicular trafïc.

FINDING: The site is surrounded by three existing improved public streets. Vehicular access

to the homes is proposed off of a rear alley, which will be private and maintained by the POA,

(11) Construction of nonresidential facilities. Prior to issuance ofmore than eight building
permits for any residential PZD, all approved nonresidential facilities shall be constructed. In
the event the developer proposed to develop the PZD in phases, and the nonresidential
facilities are not proposed in the initial phase, the developer shall enter into a contract with
the City to guarantee completion of the non¡esidential facilities.

FINDING: All development on the site shall be phased according to the phasing plan and
conditions herein, There are no nonresidential facilities proposed. The open space (Lot 14) will
require landscaping and shall be maintained by the POA.

(12) Tree presert ation- AIIPZD developments shall comply with the requirements for tree
preseruation as set fofih in Chapter 161 Tree Preservation and P¡otection. The location of
trees shall be considered when pianning the common open space, location of buildings,
underground services, waìks, paved areas, playgrounds, parking areas, and hnished grade

levels.

FINDING: There are no trees on the subject property.

(13) Commercial design standards. All PZD developments that contain office or
commercial structures shall comply with the commercial design standards as set forth in
$166.14 Site Development Standards and Construction and Appearance Design Standards for
Commercial Structues.

FINDING: The applicant has proposed design standards for residential structures; no
commercial uses are proposed.

(14) View protection. The Planning Commission shall have the right to establish special
height and/or positioning restrictions where scenic views are involved and shall have the
right to insure the perpetuation ofthose views through protective covenant restrictions.

FINDING: Staff finds no specific scenic views to be protected on the subject property.

(E) Revocatîon.
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(1) Cou.ses for revocation as enforcement actiotl.'[he Planning Commission may recommend to
the City Council fhar any PZD approval be revoked and all building or occupancy permits be
voided under the following circumstances:
(a) Building permil. If no building pennit has been issued within the time allowed.

(b) Phased development schedule. If the applicant does not adhere to the phased

development schedule as stated in the approved development plan.

(c) Open space and recreat[onal facilities. fi flire construction and provision of alì common
open spaces and public and recreational facilities which are shown on the final plan are

proceeding at a substantially slower rate than other project components.

Planning staff shall report the status of each ongoing PZD at the first regular meeting of
each quarter, so that_the Pìanning Commission ìs able to compare the actual development
accomplished with the approved development schedule. If the Planning Commission
frnds that the rate of construction of dwelling units or other commercial or industrial
structures is substantially greater than the rate at which common open spaces and public
recreational facilities have been constructed and provided, then the Planning Commission
may initiate revocation action or cease to approve any additional final plans ifpreceding
phases have not been finalized. The city may also issue a stop work order, or discontinue
issuance ofbuilding or occupancy petmits. or revoke those previously issued.

(2) Procedures. Prior to a recommendation of revocation, notice by certified mail shall be sent

to the landowner or authorized agent giving notice of the alleged default, setting a time to
appear before the Planning Commission to show cause why steps should not be made to
totally or paftially revoke the PZD. The Planning Commission recommendation shall be

forwarded to the City Council for disposition as in original approvals. In the event aPZD is

revoked, the City Council shall take the appropriate action in the city clerk's office and the
public zoning record duly noted.

(3) Effect. In the event of revocation, any completed portions of the development or those
portions for which building permits have been issued shall be treated to be a whole and

effective development. After causes for revocation or enforcement have been corrected, the

City Council shall expunge such record as established above and shall authorize continued
issuance of building pemits.

(F¡ Covenants, ttusts and homeowner associalions.

(1) Legal entities. Tfie developer shall create such legal entities as appropriate to undefake and

be responsible for the ownership, operation, construction, and maintenance ofprivate roads,

parking areas, common usable open space, community facilities, recreation areas, building,
lighting, security measure and similar common elements in a development. The city
encourages the creation of homeowner associations, funded community trusts or other
nonprofit organizations implemented by agreements, private improvement district, contracts
and covenants. All legal instrrrnents setting fofh a plan or manner of permanent care and

maintenance of such open space, recreation areas and communally-owned facilìties shall be
approved by the City Attomey as to legal form and effect, and by the Planning Commission
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as to the suitabilìty for the proposed use of the open areas. The aforementioned iegal

instruments shall be provided to the Planning Commission together r¡/ith the filing of the final
plan, except that the Guarantee shall bs filed with the preliminary plan or at least in a

preliminary form.

(2) Common areas. .If the common open space is deeded to a homeowner associatìon, the

developer shall file with the plat a declaration of covenants and restrictions in the Guarantee

that will govem the association r¡iith the application for final plan approval. The provisions
shall include, but not necessarily be limited to, the following:

(a) The horneowner's association must be legally established before building permits are

granted.
(b) Membership and fees must be rnandatory for each home buyer and successive buyer.
(c) The open space restrictions must be permanent, rather than for a period ofyears.
(d) The association must be responsible lor the maintenance of recreational and other

common facilities covered by the agreement and for all liability insurance, local taxes and

other public assessments.
(e) Homeowners must pay their pro rata share ofthe initial cos| the maintenance assessment

levied by the association must be stipulated as a potential lien on the property. The

association must be able to adjust the assessmeni to meet changing needs.

FINDING: The applicant shall comply with these requirements.

Sec. 161.25 Planned Zoning District

(A) Purpose. The intent of the Planned Zoning District is to pemit and encourage

comprehensively planned developments whose putpose is redevelopment, economic development,

cultural enrichment or to provide a single-purpose or mixed-use planned development and to pemit
the combination of development and zoning review into a simultaneous process. The rezoning of
propeúy to the PZD may be deemed appropriate if the development proposed for the district can

accomplish one or more of the following goals.

(1) Flexibilit_v. Providing for flexibility in the distribution ofland uses, in the density of
development and in other matters t)?ically regulated in zoning districts.

(2) CompalibiljÍ. Providing for compatibility \¡iith the sunounding land uses.

(3) Hamony. Providing for an orderly and creative arrangement ofland uses that are

harmonious and beneficial to the community.

(4) Varietv. Providing fór a variety ofhousing types, employment oppoftunities or
commercial or industrial services, or any combination thereof, to achieve variety and

integration of economic and redevelopment opportunities.

(5) No negative impact. Does not have a negative effect upon the future development of
the area;
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(6) Coordination. Permit coordination and planning ofthe land surrounding fhe PZD and
cooperation bet\ryeen the city and private developers in the urbanization ofnew lands
and in the renewal of existing deteriorating areas.

(7) Open space. Provisìon ofmore usable and suitably located open space, recreation
areas and olher common facilities that would not otherwise be required under
convenlional Iand developrnent regulations.

(8) Natural features. Maximum enhancement and minimaì disruption of existing natural
fealu¡es and amenilies.

(9) General Plan. Comprehensive and innovative planning and design ofmixed use yet
hamonious developments consistent with the guiding policies of the General Plan.

(10) Special Features. Better utilization of sites characterized by special features of
geographic location, topography, size or shape.

FINDING: Staff finds that the proposed development is compatible with the surrounding and
adjacent land uses and will be beneficial to the community. Staff finds this proposal meets the
intent of many of the parameters of the City PIan 2025, as well as the above criteria, including
flexibility in density, compatibilify with surrounding land uses and integration of a varied
housing type and lot size. The proposal best fits the flexibility and variety goals of the intent of
the Planned Zoning District, offering detached single-family housing types with reduced
setback requirements, recreâtional green space, a variety of lot arrangements, and lot
dimensions.

The following guiding policies within Residential Neighborhood Areas are applicable to this
deyelopment, and help to achieve the nine primary goals of the City Plan 2025:

Resídenrt al Neíg h bo r ho o d A re as :
ø, l[/here possíble, encourage a block-and-street layoul that

cyclíst-fríendly road designs wíth slow desìgn speeds.

b. Utilíze prìnciples of tradìtíonal residential urban desìgn to
livable, arul accessíble neighborhoods,

c. Díscourage design elements that prohíbit complete, compact, connected
neighborhootls such as cul-de-sacs, galed communities, etc.

d. Minimize through truffic on minor rcsidential streets, whíle provídíng connections
beth'een neíghborhootls to encourage openness and neighborliness.

e. Sìte new resiilential areas accessible to rosdways, alternative transportaüon modes,

community amenítíes, ínfrastructure, and retail and commercial goods ønd
servíces.

(B) Rezoning. Property may be rezoned to the Planned Zoning District by the City Council in
accordance with the requirements ofthis chapter and Chapter 166, Development. Each rezoning
parcel shall be described as a separate district, with distinct boundaries and specific design and
development standards. Each district shall be assigned a project number or label, along with the
designation "PZD" .'|he rezoning shall include the adoption of a specific maste¡ development plan
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and development standards.

FINDING: The submitted 'development plats and Master Development Plan booklets, along
with the conditions of approval found applicable and appropr¡ate, are binding with the
approval ofthe requested rezoning. Should the Planning Commission forward this item to the
City Council an ordinance will be drafted for consideration of rezoning this property in
accordance with the submittal herein.

(C) R PZD, Residential Planned Zoning District.

(1) Purpose and intent. The R-PZD is intended to accommodate mixed-use or clustered
residential developments and to accommodate single-use residential developments that are

determined to be more appropriate for a PZD application than a general residential rezone.
The legislative pulposes, intent, and application of this district include, but are not linited to,
the following:

(a) To encourage a variety and flexibility rn land development and land use for
predominately residential areas, consistent v/ith the city's City Plan 2025 and the orderly
development ol the city.

(b) To provide a framework within which an effective relationship of different land uses and

activities within a single development, or when considered with abutting parcels of land,
can be planned on a tôtal basis.

(c) To provide a harmonious relationship with the surrounding development, minimizing
such influences as land use incompatibilities, healy traffic and congestion, and excessive
demands on planned and existing public facilities-

(d) To provide a means of developing areas with special physical features to enhance natural
beauty and other attributes.

(e) To encourage the effìcient use of those public facilities required in connection with new
residential development.

FINDING: Staff is recommending approval of this application, finding the proposed R-PZD
meets the intent ofthe PZD ordinance âs noted above. The requested R-PZD provides var¡ety
and flexibility in land development while also providing a compatible relationship with
surrounding land uses. Also see findings No. I and 4.

(2) Permitted Uses. All permitted uses identified within $ 162 Use Unìts of the Unified
Development Code shall be allowed as permissible uses, unless otherwise specified, subject
to City Council approval ofthe Planned Zoning District request.

(3) Conditional {.Jses. All conditional uses allowed within (Residential, Commercial, and

Industrial) zoning Districts established in the Unified Development Code shall be allowed
with Planning Commission approval, unless otherwise specified, subject to the code
goveming Conditional Use requests.

FINDING: Permitted and Conditional uses are outlined in both the Master Development Plân
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bookìets and plâts.

(4) Condition. In no instance shall the residential use area be less than fìfty-one percenl (51%)
ofthe gross floor area within the development.

FINDING: The residential uses on this property will be 100 percent of the gross floor area
within the development.

(F) BuÌk and area regukttions
(1) Residential density. Residential densities shall be determined on the basis of the following

considerations:

(a) The densities ofsunounding development;

(b) the densities allowed under the curent zoning;

(c) the urban development goals and other policies ofthe city's General Plan;

(d) the topography and character ofthe natural enviromnent; and

(e) the irnpact of a given density on the specific site and adjacent propeÍies.

FINDING: The proposed development is consistent ìv¡th the variety of densities and uses in the
surrounding area. A density of 6 units/acre is appropriate given that the project is located at a
corner location and near future retâil and commercial establishments to the north, as well as

recreational facilities. Staff finds that the proposal meets the urban development goal of the
City's City Plan 2025 and will not hâve a detrimental impact on the site and adjoining
properties.

(2) Lot area and setback requirements. Taking into consideration the unique aspects of each
project, preliminary development plans fol Planned Zoning Districts shall confom as closely
as possible to the existing standards for lot area minimums and setback requirements under
this chapter.

FINDING: Lot sizes are varied on this proiect with structures oriented to the street. I)ue to
the unique nature of this development, it is not possible to conform to existing standards for lot
area minimums and setback requirements in a typical single-family district \ ithout requesting
an established zoning district that would allow for two or more dwelling units on one lot.

(3) Building height. There shall be no maximum building height except as may be determined
by the Planning Commission during the review of the preliminary development plan based on
the uses within the development and the proximity of the development to existing or
prospective development on adjacent properties. A lesser height may be establìshed by the
Planning Commission when it is deemed necessary to provide adequate light and air to
adjacenl property and to protect the visual quality ofthe community.

FINDING: Building heights proposed for this project are typical of the single-family
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developments in the surrounding area, and shall not exceed 45'.

(4) Building area. The Planning Commission shall review specific proposed lot coverages
which generally correspond to the guidelines for lot coverage in the respective residential,
office, cornmercial or industrial district which most depicts said development scheme.

FINDING: The lot coverage or building area on this project is slightly higher than the RSF-4
zoning district, with a maximum oï 560/" buildable area permitted. Staff is in support of the
higher buildable area, finding that Lot 14 (Park Area) will serve as a buffer between the
proposed development and the adjacent RSF-4 district.

*Required Findings for Rezonins Requesl,

FINDINGS OF THE STAFF

A determination of the degree to which the proposed zoning is consistent iüith land use
planning objectives, principles, and policies and with land use and zoning plans.

Finding: The proposed R-PZD is consistent with the City's Residential Neighborhood
Area land use designation to encourage traditional neighborhood
development. Staff fïnds that the proposal complies with Goal 2 to discourage
sprawl with development that utilizes existing city infrastructure,
Additionally, staff finds that the proposal supports Goal 3 to make
traditional town form the st¿ndard by encouraging multi-use development.
The proposed zoning district provides a variety of housing types, and is
adjacent to community services (Boys and Girls Club and Owl Creek
School). Finally, staff finds that the proposal complies with Goal 6 to create
attainable housing. Staff finds that attainable housing can be encouraged
through the creation of a variety of housing types within a single
neighborhood development.

Staff finds that higher densities ¿nd intensities should be encouraged at
corner locations ìühenever possible. Staff finds that, while the proposal allows
a density lower than the RMF-24 zoning district to the east, the request will
provide a higher residential density at a corner location at the intersection of
two Collector Streets and will serve as an important transition between two
zoning districts thât are significantþ different in terms of density and
intensity. Also see linding No. l.

2. A determination of whether the proposed zoning is justified and/or needed at the time the
rezoning is proposed.

Finding: Staff îinds the proposed zoning is justified and needed. Staff änds that the
development of corner locations at the intersection of two Collector Streets
should be developed at a density and intensity much higher than the low-
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density RSF-4 zoning district.

Staff finds that the rezoning process is a tool that is appropriately utilized by
a property owner or a local âuthority to change the use or density of a

subject property in order to respond to ìand use and development trends
and/or shifts in a neighborhood. When the Mountain Ranch Subdivision was
platted in 2005 at a density of 4 dwelling units/acre, the developers of the
Mountain Ranch Subdivision did not ânticipate the intensity of the Mountain
Ranch Apartments, a 4-story, multi-family development at 24 units/acre,
which rvas developed in compliance with the bulk and 4rea requirements of
the RMF-24 zoning district, nor .r as the Commercial Planned Zoning
District for Forest Hills, located at the northeast of the subject property
between Wedington Drive and Persimmon Street, anticipated to develop as

mixed use neighborhood lvith â combination of retail and commercial uses,

as well as multi and single-family dwellings.

A residential structure has a lifespan significantly higher than a commercial
strùcture, Staff finds that designating a low-density residential use removes
the subject property from the planning process for several decades and
reduces the chance of the property being developed at a higher density or as

a non-residential use in the future. Staff supports the applicant's request,
finding that another opportunity to develop this intersection of Collector
Streets appropriately may not occur,

3. A determination as to whether the proposed zoning would create or appreciably increase

traffic danger and congestion.

Finding: Staff finds this proposal to increase the density from 4 dwelling units/acre to 6
dwelling units/acre for approximately 2.23 acres will not create or appreciably
increase traffic danger and congestion. Additionally, staff finds that the proposal
to provide only one curb cut onto Mountain Ranch Boulevard and one curb cut
onto Providence I)rive, for a total of two curb cuts, significantly decreases
potential traffic danger and congestion in comparison to the Íive curb cuts that
are currently allowed for the existing five single-family lots.

4. A determination as to whether the proposed zoning would alter the population density
and thereby undesirably increase the load on public services including schools, water, and

sewer facilities.

Finding: Staff does not Iìnd that an undesirable increase in load on pubìic services would
be created,

5. Ifthere are reasons why the proposed zoning should not be approved in view of
considerations under b (1) through (4) above, a determination as to whether the proposed
zoning is justified and/or necessitated by peculiar circumstances such as:
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a. It would be impractical to use the land for any ofthe uses
permitted under its existing zoning classifications;

b. There are extenuating circumstances which justify the rezoning
even though there are reasons under b (1) through (4) above why
the proposed zoning is not desirable.

Finding: Not applicable. Staff is recommending approyal of the request.
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C¡ty of Fayetteville Staff Review Form

City Council Agenda ltems
and

Contracts, Leases or Agreements

2-Jun-09

City Counc¡¡ Meet¡ng Date
Agenda ltems Only

Water/Sewerr Department

Action Requ¡red:
two employee pos¡tions for project design and management of Utilities Department projects, and approval

a net cost reduction budget adjustment of $250,000.

1250 000 00ì Use of Fund Balance

Cost of this request Category / Project Budgel Program Category / Project Name

Use of Fund Balance

Account Number Funds LJsêd to Dete Program / Project Category Name

Water/Sewer

Project Number

rte- @l lT1

Prev¡ous Ord¡nance or Resolution #

Or¡ginal Contract Date:

Original Contract Number:
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Budget Ad¡ustment Attached
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faye-Wrlle
City Council Meeting of June 2, 2009

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA MEMO

To: Fayetteville City Council

Thru: Mayor Lioneld Jordan
Fayetteville Water and Sewer Committee
Don Marr, Chief of Staff 

^ 
[ I

From: David Jurgens, P.E. utilities Director Ð)j^*
Date: May 14,2009 \l I

\
Subject: Approval oftwo employee positions for project design and management of Utilities
Depa¡tnent Fojects, and approval of a cost reduction budget adjustment of$250,000

RECOMMENDATION
Fayetteville City Administration recommends approval of two employee positions for project design
and management of Utilities Deparftnent projects, and approval ofa cost reduction budget adjustment
of $2s0,000.

BACKGROUND
In 2004 the Wate¡/Sewer Committee and City Council approved the concept of an in-house Water and
Wastewater project design and management team as this team could execute many projects in-house,
resulting in a significant cost savings over hiring consultants for the work. This technique had proven
itselfin Engineering, where in-house designs have been completed for many projects, some
constructed by in-house crews (Trails, Transportation) and others completed through contract
construction. The intent for the Water/Sewer team was to phase in the positions over three years. The
first position was a staff engineer, approved in the 2005 budget and filled by Sharuron Jones. The two
additional positions were included in the 2008 Water and Sewer Rate Study, with both positions
budgeted as full time starting in July 2008. With management changes in 2005 and moving WSIP
program management in-house in 2006, many water and wastewater capital projects were deferred, as

was the continued development of the project design and management team.

DISCUSSION
As WSIP projects are reaching completion and normal capital work is resuming, now is the time to
establish this team. Capital funding with Water and Sewer revenues, impact fees, and grants are
projected at an average of $5.5 million per year through at least the next five years. This does not
include funding from WSIP, American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (stimulus bill), WS bond
frrnds, and street bond funds (used for WS relocations). With this $5.5 million annual capital program,
the savings using the in-house project team will range from $333,000 - $680,000 per year. Savings for
all funding sources will be greater when execution is optimized for each project. Samples of savings
already realized as well as projected future savings are below.

Cost Savinss To Date
Þ Savings proven in WSIP for design, construction ma¡agement, and within the construction

contracts themselves:
o 51,173,474 saved using in-house team instead of contracted program management;

rt)VWW Desig¡ Team Stafüng R€quest CcMemoJunog
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city council Meeting orJune 2, 200e
. 9947,298 cost reduction change order to MWY West Side WWTP design contract;
o WSIP team functioned a|43.5%o of approved bud geI, $326,526 spent of$750,000 approved;
¡ WSIP team savings due in part to filling only two of the three approved positions;

Þ To date, 1 8 of 19 WSIP construction contracts have been completed below approved funding.

Future Cost Savinss
Þ Team adoption will result in immediate budget reduction of $250,000.
Þ These two positions were included in rate design in approved 2008 WS Rate Study, page 4-3.
Þ Arurual savings is from $333,000 - $680,000 in next four years even with minimal capital work.

Missions
(1) in-house design and construction management for water/sewe¡ WSIP, & other projects;
(2) manage and provide quality assurance (QA/QC) for Utilities Department contracted projects;
(3) provide hands-on QA/QC for the wastewater treatment operations contract (rebids this year);
(4) develop specialized requests for proposal as required (as did fo¡ ice storm & mulch removal);
(5) perform other Utility and City duties as required, providing expertise to all departments.
(6) develop and maintain standardized specifications; and

Benefits To Citv
Þ Saves money by optimizing in-house versus outsourced design and contract supervision.
Þ Increases public service with rapid City response to public calls and complaints.
> WSIP biosolids project cost estimates based on in-house design and construction marìagement.

These costs will increase if consultants have to be hired.
Þ Enhances public communication due to intimate, day to day staff involvement in projects.
Þ Saves time and significantly increases responsiveness to changing demands and short

tumaround opporh¡nities (i.e., stimulus projects, ice storm RFP's and contracts, etc.) by
reducing the Engineering selection and Council approval process.

Þ Provides bette¡ overwatch on the City's most expensive assets (wastewater treatment plants)
a¡d increases City involvement in decision making regarding WWTP operations.

Þ Reduces expenses for tasks such as Water/Sewer Committee minutes.
Þ Reduces other staff overhead by eliminating selection committees.

BUDGET IMPACT
A budget adjustment reducing the approved Water and Sewer Capital Budget by 5250,000 is attached;
these funds will be retumed to the W/S fund balance. This team will result in a net annual savings
exceeding $250,000 per year. The team will be budgeted through a Water/Sewer program, with most
funding allocated to supported projects. Thus, if the work is funded by water and sewer revenues,
impact fees, or sales tax, that appropriate fund will be used to reimburse team expenses.

WWW Design Team Staffing Request CcMemoJunog
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RESOLUTIONNO.

A RESOLUTION TO AMEND THE 2OO9 BUDGET TO AUTHORIZE
AND FUND TWO FULL TIME EMPLOYEE POSITIONS FOR
PROJECT DESIGN AND MANAGEMENT OF UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
PROJECTS AND TO APPROVE THE ATTACHED BUDGET ADJUSTMENT
TO REDUCE THE OVERALL WATER AND SEWER BUDGET BY
$250,000.00

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS :

section 1: That the city council of the city of Fayetteville, A¡kansas hereby approves
an amendment to the 2009 Budget to authorize and fund two full time employee pósitions for
project design and management of utilities department projects and approveJthé attáched budget
adjushnent which reduces the overall Water ald Sewer Budget by $250,000.00.

PASSED and APPROVED this 2nd day ofJune,2009.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

LIONELD JORDAN, Mayor SONDRA E. SMITH, City Clerk/Treasurer

By:By:
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Department: Operations

Division: Water & Wastewater Director

Program: WSIP Project Management

Date Requested

51812009

Budget Year

2009

Project or Item Added/Increa sed:

Capital Management Team Program.

Justification of this Increase:

Funds are needed to set up the Capital Management
Team program. This team would execute in-house
design and construct¡on management for appropriate
projects in the Utilities Department along with other Utility
Department duties as required. This program would
save the city monies by optimizing in-house versus
contract design and contract superv¡s¡on on capital
projects.

City of Fâyetteville, Arkansas
Budget Adjustm€nt Form

lncrease Budget

Account Number

Adjustment Number

or Item Deleted/Reduced:

Mt Sequoyah W/S System Upgrade Project and San¡tary
Sewer Rehabilitation Project.

ñcation of this Decrease:

The capital project accounts that are being reduced to set
up the Capital Management Team Program are reflecting
the cost savings already realized by utilizing some in-
house design and construction management by the WSIP
Project Management Team.

Account Name Amount
See Attaclred Detail

Project Number

Account Name

Decrease Budgel

Account Number P¡oject Nu¡nbe¡

Budget & Research Use

Type: A B C

Requested By

General Ledger Date

Posted to General Ledger

Posted to Project Accounting

Only

Ð{:K ,n
Date

5- t1-o1
Date
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Salar¡es & Wages 5400:4020.5100:00 44,207

Health lnsurance 5400i4020.51.08.O0 5,562

Account Nâme Account Number

5400.4020:5103.00
s4oo.4oãõ31õs"oo CaBr

Budget Adjustment Detail Backup

54QQ,4020.5107.00 129

5400.4020.5108.01

Decrease
Budget Project# Sub# Project Descr¡pt¡on

668

1.38

.. . 698

1;564

' .97.5.. 85----@

s4õõToro.ssãi:æ :l- les' ,: .- - - ."-=5400.4020.5402.00 .:25O - .':,
5400.0940.4999.99 250,000
540057005815.00
5400.5600.5808.0q 125;000 .01.Q2.3. 1' R Mount Sequoyah W&S System Upgrade
5¿nô 514n 512Â nn 7^ ArA

______320,826_ ______9?9É?9_

1,966

/ \rO

1,973
414

1A7

Page 'l of 2
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Tentative Agenda
Cify of Fayetteville Arkansas

Cify Council Meeting
June2,2009

A meeting of the Fayetteville City Council will be hetd on June 2, 2009 at 6:00 PM in Room 219
of the City Administration Building located at 113 West Mountain Street, Fayetteville, Arkansas.

Call to Order

Roll Call

Pledge of Allegiance

Agenda Session Presentations:

1. First Quarter Report on the Washington County Regional Ambulance Authority - Becky
Stewart, EMS Chief

2. NWA Emergency Preparedness Fair - Marla Scott

Mayor's Announcements, Proclarnations and Recognitions:

1. FHS Baseball Team P¡oclamatìon

A. Consent:

1. Approval of the May 19,2009 City Council meeting minutes.

Aldermen

Ward I Position I - Adella Cray
Ward 1 Position 2 - Brenda Thiel
Wa.rd 2 Position I - Kyle B. Cook
Ward 2 Position 2 -Matthew Petty
Wa¡d 3 Positr'on 1 - Robe¡t K. R¡oads
Ward 3 Position 2 - Robert Fe¡rell
Ward 4 Position I - Shirley Lucas
Ward 4 Position 2 - Sarah E. Lewis

Mayor Lioneld Jordan

City Attomey Kit Williams

City Clerk Sond¡a Smit¡

t A Ú I @ nia # 08-53 Future Link: A resolution approving the purchase of five (5) addirional
Nj¿-"' - Datalux Computers from Future Link under Bid # 08-53 in the amount of $26,175.00 for

use in five (5) new poiice cars

l13 West Mountain 72701 (4'79) 521-7700 (479) 575-825'7 (Fa"\)
accessfayettevìlle.org



;l</YiA # 09-42 Laser Specialists, Inc.: A resolution to award Bid # 09-42 to Laser

Specialists, lnc. to purchase GPS surveying equipment in the amount of $30,080.00 pius

taxes and fees.

y( Dawson Education Cooperative: A resolution to approve the lnterlocal Cooperation

Agreement with Dawson Education Cooperative to enable the City of Fayetteville to

purchase goods and services through the Texas Arkansas Purchasing System.

y'Arkansus Emergency Telephone Services Board: A resolution to accept training- 
reimbursement from the Arkansas Emergency Telephone Services Board in the amount

of $796.00 and to approve a budget adjustment recognizing this revenue.

, ç1oos Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds: A resolution to approve a budget adjustmentt 
in the amount of seven and a half million dollars ($7,500,000.00) to recognize revenue

from the sale of the 2009 Wate¡ ard Sewer Revenue Bonds'

¡y' Repeat Flid # 09-27 Lewis Ford: A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 86-09 and to

award Brd # 09-27 for a 4X4 compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of Fayetteville in the

amount of $18,379.00.

Ìl Repeal Bid # 09-28 Lewis Ford: A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 87-09 and to

awa¡d Bid # 09-28 for an extended cab compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of
Fayetteville in the amount of $ 15,987.00.

B, Presentations, Reports and Discussion Items:

.( Fulse Alarm Ordinance 5083 Discussion

C. Unfinished Business:

.Ir{urrrouy Safety Area Improvement Project Grants: A resolution authorizing the

Fayetteville Executive Airport staff to apply for and accept grants from the Federal

Aviation Administration and the Arkansas Department of Aeronautics to fund the

Runway 16 Runway Safety Area Improvement Project; and approving a budget

adjustment recognizing the grant revenue. This resolution was tabled at the May 5, 2009

City Council meeting to the May 19, 2009 Cíty Council meeting-

This resolution was tabled at the May 19,2009 City Council meeting to the June 2,

2009 City Council meeting.

-Z/p,ld # 09-34 Runway Safefy Area Improvement Project: A resolution awarding Bid #
09-34 and approving a contract with Sweetser Construction, Inc' in the amount of
5969,325.65 for construction of the Runway 16 Runway Safety Area Improvement

Prcject. This resolution was tabled at the May 5, 2009 City Council meeting to the May

19, 2009 City Council meeting.

This resolution was tabled at the May lg,2009 City Council meeting to the June 2,

2009 Cify Council meeting.

ll3 Vr'est Mountain 72'l0l (479) 521-'l'100 (4'19) 5'15-8257 (Fax)
accessfayetteville.org



[l McClelland Consulting Engineers, Inc.: A resolution to approve Task Order No. 1 for
engineering services by McClelland Consulting Engineers for Runway 16 Safety
Impròvements in the amount of $231,100.00 and to approve a budget adjustment of
$23 1,096.00.

This resolution was tabled at the May 19,2009 City Council meeting to the June 2,
2009 City Council meeting.

V R-PZD 09-3253 (Park Hill at Mountain Ranch): An ordinance establishing a
Residential Planned Zoning District titled P.-PZD 09-3253, Park Hill at Mountain Ranch,
located at the southwest come¡ of Persimmon Street a¡d Mountain Ranch Boulevard;
containing approximately 2.23 acres; amending the official zoning map of the City of
Fayetteville; and adopting the associated master development plan.

This ordinance was left on the Second Reading at the May 19,2009 City Council
neeting.

D. New Business:

I Utilifies Department Positions: A resolution to amend the 2009 Budget to authorize
and fund two fu1l time employee positions for project design and management of Utilities
Department projects and to approve the attached budget adjustment to reduce the overall
Water and Sewer Budget by $250,000.00.

,y RZN 09-3270 (Ramona Jones): An ordinance rezoning that property described in
rezoning petition RZN 09-3270, for approximately 1.00 acre, located at 41 East North
Street, on the southwest comer of North and Pollard from RSF-4, Residential Single-
Family, 4 units per acre, to R-O, Residential Offrce.

o'X, V^C 09-3267 (Life Styles): An ordinance approving VAC 09-3267 submitted by Bates
and Associates for property located at Sycamore Street and Saddlehorne Avenue, to
yacafe an unimproved portion of right-of-way for Sycamore Street, containing a total of
0.07 acres.

Agenda Addif ions:

Announcements:
¡'./

l. City Council Tour: N 0N A

Adjournment:

113 W€st Mountain 72701 (479) 521-'1700 (479) 575-8257 (Fax)
accessfayetteville.org



NOTICE TO MEMBERS OF THEAUDIENCE

AII interested parties may appear and be heard before fhe city council. t¡yor risn tu atldress

the city council on øn agenda item please qaeue behind the podium when the chair asks for
public comment. Once the chair recognizes !ou, go to the podium anil give your nøme ønd

adilress. Adtlress your commenß to the Chair, who is the presiding ofJicer. The Chait will
direct your comments to the appropriate electeil offtcial, slaff member or others for response.

Please keep loar comments brief, to the point ønd relevant to the øgendø item being

consi¿lered so thqt everyone has a chønce to speak.

Interpìreters or TDD for hearing impaired are øvailable for all City Council meetings, a 72

hour ailvance notice ß required. For further information or to request an interpreter, pleøse

call 575-8330.

As a courtesy please turn off all cell phones and pagers.

A copy of the City Council agenda is availahle üt accessfãyetteville.org or in the ofJice of the

Ciþ Clerk, 113 ll/est Mountain, Fayelteville, Arkønsas.

113 West Mountaìn 72'l0l (4'19) 521-'1'700 (479) 575-825'7 (Yax)
accessfayettevill€.org



Mayor Lioneld Jordan

City Attomey Kit Williams

City Clerk Sondra Smith
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¡/ Approval of the May 19.2009 City Council meeting minutes.

I13 rr¡y'est Mountain 72701 (4'19) 521-7700 (479) 5j5_825: (Fax)
accessfayetteville.org
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Tentative Agenda
City of Fayetteville Arkansas

City Council Meeting
June2,2009

A meeting of the Fayetteville city council will be held on June 2, 2009 at 6:00 pM in Room 219
of the City Administration Building located at 1 13 West Mountain Stïeet, Fayetteville, Arkansas.

Call to Order

Roll Call

Pledge of Allegiance

Agenda Session Presentations:

u,{ FirsT Quarter Report on the washington county Regional Ambulance Authority - tsecky
Stei¡'iafi, EMS Chief

-,'2. NWA Emergency Preparedness Fair - Marla Scott fu[

Mayor's Announcements, Proclamations and Recognitions:

1. FHS Baseball Team Proclamation

A. Consent:

Aldermen

Ward I Position I - Adella Gray
¡vvard I Position 2 - Brenda Thìel
Ward 2 Position I - Kyle B. Cook
Wa¡d 2 Position 2 - Matthew petty
Ward 3 Position I - Robert K. R.hoads
Ward 3 Position 2 - Robe¡t Ferrell
Ward 4 Position I - Shirley Lucas
Ward 4 Position 2 - Sarah E. Lewis



flZr/Si¿ # 09-42 Laser Specialists, Inc.: A resolution to award Bid # 09-42 to Laser
v 

Specialists, Inc. to purchase GPS surveying equipment in the amount of $30,080'00 plus

taxes a¡d fees.

\4/ Datn.oo Education cooperative: A resolution to approve the lnterlocal cooperation

Agreement with Dawson Education Cooperative to enable the City of Fayetteville to
purchase goods and services through the Texas Arkansas Purchasing System'

\5./ Arkuorus Emergency Telephone Services Board: A resolution to accept training

reimbursement from the Arkansas Emergency Telephone Services Board in the amount

of $796.00 and to approve a budget adjustment recognizing this revenue.

/ zoos water and Sewer Revenue Bonds: A resolution to approve a budget adjustmenttl in the amount of seven and a half million dollars ($7,500,000.00) to recognize revenue

from the sale of the 2009 Water and Sewer Revenue Bonds'

/
l/ Repeal p,id # 09-27 Lewis Ford: A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 86-09 a¡d to
- 

¿¡azu.d Bid # Og-27 lor a 4X4 compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of Fayetteville in the

qáount of$18,379.00.

L/ Repeat Bid # 09-28 Lewis Ford: A resolution to repeal Resolution No. 87-09 and to

award Bid # 09-28 for an extended cab compact pickup truck to Lewis Ford of
Fayetteville in the amount of $15,987.00.

B. Unfinished Business:

;(Rjtloway Safety Area Improvement Project Grants: A resolution authorizing the

Fayetteville Executive Airporl staff to apply for and accept grants from the Federal

Aviation Administration and the Arka¡sas Department of Aeronautics to fund the

Runway 16 Runway Safety Area Improvement Project; and approving a budget

adjustment recognizing the grant revenue. This resolution was tabled at the May 5,2009
City Council meeting to the May 19, 2009 City Councîl meeting.

This resolution was tabled at the May 19,2009 City Council meeting to the June 2,

2009 City Council meeting.

¿/øiA # 09-34 Runway Safety Area Improvement Project: A resolution awarding Bid #

09-34 ønd approving a contract with Sweetser Construction, Inc. in the amount of
9969,325 .65 for construction of the Runway 1 6 Runway Safety Area Improvement

Projecl- This resolution was tabled at the May 5, 2009 City Council meeling to the May

I9, 2009 City Council meeting.

This resolution was tabled at the May 19,2009 city council meeting to the June 2,

2009 Cify Council meeting.

ll3 West Moùntain 72101 (4'79) 521-'¡'700 (4'79) 575-8257 (Fax)
accessfayetteville.org



i3/Mcclellaod Consulting Engineers, Inc.: A resolution to approve Task Order No. 1 fo¡
engineering selices by McClelland Consulting Engineers for Runway 16 Safety
Improvements in the amount of $231,100.00 and to approve a budget adjustment of
$231.096.00.

Thþ resolution was tabled at the May 19,2009 City Council meeting to the June 2,
29$ CiW Council meeting.
,/

VIl R-PZD 09-3253 (Park Hill at Mountain Ranch): An ordinance establishing a
Residential Planned Zoning District titled R-PZD 09-3253, Park Hill at Mountain Ranch,
located at the southwest come¡ of Persimmon Street and Mountain Ranch Boulevard;
containing approximately 2.23 acres; amending the official zoning map of the City of
Fayetteville; and adopting the associated master development plan.

This ordinance was left on the Second Reading at the May 19,2009 City Council
meeting.

^ C, New Business:

,71,holq'{w'
\u- . -.i\ , 1. Utilit¡es Department Positions: A resolution to amend The 2009 Budget to authorize

,\ tp{..S'Z and fund two full time employeè positions for project design and management of Utilities
\X^ gZ Department proj ects and to approve the attached budget adjustment of S250,000.00.

'v/ ,// 2: RZN 09-3270 (Ramona Jones): An ordinance rezoning that property described in
rezoning petition RZN 09-3270, for approximately 1.00 acre, located at 41 East North
Street, on the southwest comer of Norlh and Pollard from RSF-4, Residential Single-
F9âily, a units per acre, to R-O, Residential Ofñce.-/

-//3. vAC 09-3267 (Life Styles): An ordinance approving VAC 09-3267 submitted by Bates
and Associates for property located at Sycamore Street and Saddlehome Avenue, to
vacate ar unimproved portion of right-of-way for Sycamore Street, containing a total of
0.07 acres.

Agenda Additions:

Announcements:

1. City Council Tour:

Adiournment:

113 West Mountain 72701 (4'79) 521-'1700 (479) 575-825'7 (F?tx)
accessfayetteville.org



NOTICE TO MEMBERS OF THEAUDIENCE

All interested pørties møy appear and be heard beþre the Cily Council If you wish to address
the Ciry Council on øn agenda item please queue behind the podiam when the Chair asks for
public comment, Once the chair recognizes you, go to the podium and give your name and
aildress. Address yoar comments fo the Chair, who ß the presiding ofJicer. The Chair will
dìrect your comments to the appropriate elected ofli.cial, støff member or others for response.

Please keep your comments brief, to the point and relevønt to the agendø item being
considered so thaÍ everyone has a chance to speak.

Interpreters or TDD Jor hearing impaired are øvailøble for all City Council meetings, ø 72

hour advance notice ß required For further information or to request øn interpreter, please

call 575-8330.

As ø courtesy please turn off all cell phones and pagers.

A copy of the Cily Council agentla ß ovailable dt accessf yetteville'org or in the ofJice of the
City Clerk, 113 lMeú Moantain, Fayelteville, Arkansas.

I l3 West Mountain 72701 (4'79) 521-'7700 (4'79) 5'15-8251 (Fax)
accessfayetteville.org



MEUAPTcKET
3'd Annual

NWA Emergency Preparedness Fair

INcl,uorNc:
o Press Release
o Fair Highlights
o Event Flier
o List of Participants, Booths, Sponsors
o Participant and Sponsor Logo Pages



PRESS RELEASE

NWA EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FAIR RETURNS TO HELP COMMUNITY IN THE WAKE OF
DISASTERS

Free Fair Will Present lnformation on Coping With Natural Disasters, Domestic Emergencies and Economic
Distress (Crises?)

BENTONVILLE-In the wake of tornados, an historic ice storm, extended power outages, widespread job
losses and a national economic crisis, the 3'd Annual NWA Emergency Preparedness Fair is retuming to help
our community cope with the disasters that have permeated life in this area of late.

The free Fair, which has been scheduled for September 12,2009 in conjunction with National Preparedness

Month, will bring together a broad range of organizations whose purpose is to assist families and communities
in preparing for and coping with disaster situations.

More than 50 booths, manned by national and local govemmental organizations, community agencies and
preparedness-focused local businesses, will present information on a wide variety oftopics, including: Creating
72-hour kits, Electrical Outages and Safety, Document Preservation, Local Shelters and Evacuation Roufes,
Personal and Child Safety, Emotional Support and Help lnformation, Establishing Economic Stabiiity, Job
Search Information, Basic Food and Water Storage, and many more.

1,000 72-hour starter kits will also be given away at the fair, lunch will be provided for all attendees, and many
family-friendly activities will add a lighter note to the event.

Organizers are preparing for over 4,000 to attend the NWA Emergency Preparedness Fair, which will be held at
the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints at 1101 McCollum Rd. in Bentonville, AR.



3'd Annual
N\ryA Emergency Preparedness Fair

Hrcuucurs

. The 3'd Armual Emergency Preparedness Fair will take place Saturday, September l2'n,2009 from l0
am to 3 pm at The Church ofJesus Christ oflatter-day Saints at 1101 McCollum Dr. in Bentonville.
Drop in with your family any time during the event.

o FREE lunch will be provided for all attendees

o FREE 72-Hottr Starter Kits will be given to the first 1,00o families in attendance and there will be
drawings for door prizes

r FREE Child ID Kits will be made for the first 1,000 children, including photograph, frngerprinting and

DNA (hair) sample.

¡ 60+ Booths will provide information on Creating 72-hour kits, Electrical Outages and Safety, Document
Preservation, Local Shelters and Evacuation Routes, Personal and Child Safety, Emotional Support and
Help Information, Establishing Economic Stability, Job Search Information, Basic Food and Water
Storage, and much more.

¡ Over 100 experls will be present to teach about a range of emergency preparedness topics.

o The American Red Cross will host a blood drive at the Fair.

. Charmel 40/29 and KNWA weather teams will talk about preparing for severe weather conditions.

. Family activities at the Fair will include a bounce house ald family slide, cotton candy, visits from Dora
the Explorer and Shrek characte¡s, free Lowe's Children's Clinic, the Bentonville Fire Department
Smokehouse, and a Kids Comer with coloring and other preparedness-focused activities.

¡ More information about the Fair is available at www.nwapreÞarednessfair.com or contact Travis or
Mary Jean Larson at (479) 464-9272.



3"d Annual
NWA Emergency Preparedness Fair

BoorHs AND SPoNSoRS

Booths Sponsors
Safe Rooms. Emersencv Information ADEM
Information on classes and volunteer opportunities Red Cross Emergency Response

CERT lnformation CERT
Disaster Prevention Armv Com ofEnsineers
Seniors Home Safety Mercv's St. Marv's Hosoital
Power Line Safety Ca¡¡oll Elechic
Emergencv Prenaredness and Resoonse Trainins Classes NWACC
Poison Safetv Information Poison Control
Severe Weather Information KNWA
Emotional Suooort and Helo Information NWA Crisis Center
Emersencv Products Sportsman's Warehouse
TVP and Storase Products Aerocan
lnformation for Seniors Svnergv Home Health
Food Preservation The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints
Disaster Relief Benton County Health Deþarlment
Basic Food Storase The Church ofJesus Christ of Latter-day Saints

Child Abuse Prevention Child Advocacy Center
Emersencv Lisht Sources The Church ofJesus Christ of Latter-dav Saints

Survival Demonstrations Ozark Trackers

Smoke Detectors and Chiid Safety Locks Lowe's
Thermal Liners and Sleeping Bags Preoaremvfamilv.com
Basic First Aid Ozark Herb and Soice
Car Seat Safety A¡kansas Children's Hospital
Documentation and Fraud The Church ofJesus Christ of Latter-dav Saints

Basic Uses of Wheat and Graìns The Church ofJesus Christ ofLatter-dav Saints

Altemative Kitchens The Church ofJesus Christ of Latter-dav Saints

What If You Onlv Have 5 Minutes? The Church ofJesus Christ of Latter-dav Saints

72 Hour Kits Wal-Mart Emersencv Denartment
Child Safetv and Self Defense Class Information Bentonville Police Department
Pet Safetv Petco

Emersencv Car Kits and First Aid Kits The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints

Storm Shelters Storm Solutions
Water Purification and Slorage The Church of Jesus Christ of Laüer-day Saints

HAMM Radio Demonstration Amateur Radio Emersencv Servrces

Church Humanitarian Aidi Local Service The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-dav Saints

91 1 Information Benton Corurtv Cencom
Generator Safety Honda Generators



BoorHs eNn SpoNsoRS, coNT.

Other Activities Snonsors
Lowe's Kids Clinic Lowe's
Bounce House Svnersv HomeCare
Familv Siide Svnersv HomeCare
Dora the Explorer and Shrek characters Paramount
Kids Colorins Contest The Moming News
Kids Scaveneer HÌrnt The Church ofJesus Christ of Latter-day Saints

Hot dos Lunch Sara Lee, Ball Park, Pepsico, Nestle, Dawn Foods

Red Cross Blood Drive Red Cross

Doot Prizesl 72-Hour Starter Kits See donators below
Emersency Mobile Command Unit Benton County Emergency Management
Bentonville Fire Dept. Smokehouse Bentonville Fire Deot.

Bentonville Fire Dept. Fire Truck/Ambulance Bentonville Fire Deot.

Medical Helicopter AirEvac Services

Information and Nat'l Guard Vehicles on displa'l The National Guard
Civic Air Patrol Cadets, simulator Civil Air Patro

40/29 Storm Chaser Vehicle 40/29
Child Photo IDs and Dieital Fingeryrinting Lepacv House Photosraphv
Canned Food Drive WestArk Area Council of the BSA
Readv.sov Kids Video and Freddv the Fox Readv.sov
Salvation Amv Caltina Salvation Army
Free Eve Exams Wal-Mart Vision Center
Biotenorism Trailer Central EMS

72 Hour Kit Donation and Other Sponsors
Sam's Club
Wal-Mart
Nestle
General Mills
Advil
Little Debbie
M&M Mars
Sani hands
Mercv St. Marv's Hosnital
Sherwin Williams
Home Deool
F.netoizer

Paramount
Svnerqv HomeCare
Blackwood Industries
Bradshaw Intemational
Shell
Wri qlev

Parachutins Penøuins



3'd Annual
NWA Emergency Preparedness Fair

SpoNsoRs
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3'd Annual
NWA Emergency Preparedness Fair
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Summary
March Sales Tax Received in April of 2009

Compared to prior year

1) For the month of March, the City is down 5.36Vo compared to last year. This
amount is -576,337 .

2) Year to Date for the first four months of the year the City is down 3 .41 .j%
compared to last year. This amount is -$189,422.

3) For the Month of March, the money the City gets from the County for sales tax
was down 3.17%o compared to last year. This amount is - $29,788.

4) Year to Date for the first four months, the money the City gets from the County
fo¡ sales tax is down at2.41%o compared to last year. This amount is- $88,336.

Compared to budget

5) For March the City was down7.2Vo compared to expected budget. This amount
is $104,814.

6) Year to Date for the first four months, the City is down 5.3% compared to
expected budget. This amount is $300,523 year to date for the first four months.

7) For the month of Ma¡ch, the money the City gets from the County for sales tax
is down 5.0% compared to the expected budget. This is- $48,631.

8) Year to Date for the first four months, the money the City gets fiom the County
is down 4.3%.This is -$161,584.

9) The bottom line is the City's collections for all sales taxes for operations were
down 4.91%o or- 5462,107 for the first four months of 2009.

Compared to other Cities

9) For the month:



Springdale was down 3 .45%o

Rodgers was tp l2Vo
Bentonville was down 28.2o/o
(Fayetteville was down 5.36%)

As of Year TO Date:
Springdale is down 3.22',/o
Rodgers is down 4.28%o
Bentonville is down 14.07%o
(Fayetteville was down 3.41%)

BuÍlding Permits

1 As of April building permits are down $326,000.If this ffend continues the
Estimated dedease this year would be approximately $830,000.



THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS

TO: Mayor Lioneld Jordan and Members of the City Council
Don Mar, Chief of Staff

FROM: Paul A. Becker, Finance Director ,-P ..-^,,\ U " [à"-q''-__

DATE: May 26,2009

SUBJECT: April 2009 Revenue Sales Tax Report (March Collections)

The following key points need to be communicated regarding sales tax collections:

FAY-ETTEVILLE SA L E S TAX A CTIVITY

i. Sales tax collections remitted for sales tax subject to the 1 cent City tax in April, 2009 were down $76,337 / -
5 '36%o as compared to the same month þrior year. These collections represent March, 2009 sales.

2. Sales tax collections remitted to the City for.the City's share of County tax collections in April, 2009 were
down$29,789/-3 17Vo as compared tothe same month prior year. These collections represe4t M arch,2009
sales.

3. When compared to budget for the month, sales tax collections were down a total of $ 153,44 5 / -6.36% The
2009 year to date budget impact for the four months is down a to fal of $462,107 I -4.91%o.

I % City / 1% County (Combined)

December, 2008
January,2009

Februtry , 2009
March, 2009

YTD Budget to Actual

Funding Source

General Fund: 1% City (60% Split)
1% County

ST Capital: 1% City (40% Sptit)

Total GeneraVST Capital Funds:

Budget

$ 2,662,000
2,101,200
2,232,200
2,411,800

$ 9,407,200

Budget

$ 3,403,000
3,735,700

$ 7,r38,700

s 2,268,s00

$ 9,407,200

Actual

s 2,s92,017
1,994,181
2,100,539
2,258,355

$ 8,945,093

Actual

$ Difference

$ (6e,983)
(107,019)
(131,661)
(ts3,44s)

g (462,107)

$ Difference

o% Difference

Q.63%)
(s.09%)
(s.e0%)
(6.360/0)

(4.9r%)

% Difference

(s.30%)
(4.33%)
(4.790/ù

(5.29o/o)

----ß21/ù-

$ 3,222,s86
3,574,116

s 6,796,702

$ 2,148,391

_q__i¿45123_

$ (180,414)
(161,s84)

$ (341,998)

$ (120,109)

_þ___(462]oU



NWA REGION SALES TAX ACTIVITY - MARCH 2OO9 COLLECTIONS

4. March,2009 l%o City Sales Tax collections as compared to the surrounding areas were as follows

Ciry Sales Tax Collectìons March 2008 March 2009 S Difference o/o Difference

l%o City: FaYetteville

Springdale
Bentonville
Rogers

s 1,423,624 g 1,347,287 S (76,337) (s.36%)

$ 89s,8S6 $ 865,01s $ (30,871) (3.4s%)

$ 898,s62 $ 645,8ss S (2s2,708) (28.12%)

s 1,044,s24 $ 1,090,417 $ 45,892 4.390/0

5. March, 2009 1% County Sales Tax collections as compared to the surrounding areas were as follows:

Countv Sales Tax Collections: March 2008 March 2009 S Difference oó Difference

Washington Fayetteville

Washington Springdale

Benton Bentonville

$ 940,8s8 $ 911,069

$ 709,724 $ 68'7,2s3

$ 361,076 $ 335,338
g 724,641 $ 672,988

g (29,789) (3.17%)

s (22,471) (3.17%)

$ (2s,738) (7.13%)

$ (s 1,653) (7 .r3%)

$ Increase o% Increase

(Decrease) (Decrease)

Rogers

6. March, 2009 countywide collections for the combined Washington and Benton Counties were as follows:

County Sales Tax Collections: March 2008 March 2009 $ Difference o/o Difference

Washington County

Benton County

NWA KEGION SALES TAX ACTIIITY . YEAR-TO-DATE EOUR MONTHS) COLLECTIONS

7. year-to-Date (four months) collections as compared to the surrounding areas weré as follows:

$ 2,556,331 S 2,475,394 $ (80,937) (3.17%)

2,807 ,459 2,607,369 (200,120) (7 .t3%)

I s,¡o ,szo s s,0s2,763 $ (281,0s7) (5.24%)

City Sales Tax Collections:

(Four Months) (Four Months)
YTD2OOS YTD2OO9

1%" City: FaYetteville
Springdale
Bentonville
Rogers

Sales Tax Collections:

$ s,s60,400

$ 3,442,854

$ 3,079,183
g 4,026,3s1

(Four Months) (Four Months)
YTD2OOS YTD2OO9

$ 9,950,964 S 9,710,952

10,676,s64 9,9s6,339

$ 20,627,s28 g 19,667,29r

s s,370:977 $ (189,423)

$ 3,332,111 $ (110,744)

$ 2,64s,830 $ (433,3s3)

$ 3.780,269 $ (246,083)

(3.41%)
(3.22%)

(14.07vù
(6.11%)

S Increase Yolncrease
(Decrease) (Decrease)

g (240,012) (2.41vù
(720,22s) (6.7s%)

s (e60,237) (4.66%)

8. year-to-Date (four months) for the combined Washington and Benton Counties, sales were down -$960,237

/ -4.66Yo.

Washington County

Benton County
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Washington County Regional
Ambu lance Authority

Central EMS

2009 First Quarter Report
Fayettev¡lle City Council

; _ _ ______äi;i;;;,_,_.__,,,

Financial

r 2008 Net lncome $28,277

r 2009 Net lncome $52.982

s/26/2oos

Favettevi lle Response Time

Aqreements

'Health Care Fac¡lit¡es
.Regency Hospital
.Health South Rehab

.Non-Emergency Mutual Aid

Budqet

, Call project¡ons accurate
r VA adjustments

. Reduce operating cost

. Reduce staffing

. Postpon€ merit ralses



Washington County Regional Ambulance Authority
Central EMS
Fùst Quarter Report 2009
Ap'il I5,2009

The official change over from the non-profit organization known as Central Emergency Medical Service,
Inc. to the quasi-governmental Ambulance Authority owned and operated by the parties of the
Ambulance Inter-Local Agreement occurred on January 1, 2009. Since the transition we have met the
hcreased call demand and provided exemplary service to our customers. Agreements \Ã/ith the healthcare
facilities and other ambulance providers are in various stages of completion. Our staff has met with and
provided training for the local fire deparlment flrst responders and health care facility personnel. We
have special equipment for infant isolette transports as well as ventilator dependent patients. Patients
suffering a STEMI (heart attack) will soon benefit from an Arkansas Depafment of Health $ant to
transmit the heaft attack patient's l2-lead EKG directly to the ER, Cardiac Cath Lab and Cardiologist
from the ambulance. A decrease in time from the Emergency Room door to catheterization saves heart
muscle and improves patient outcomes.

Operations:

e A1l areas ofcall volume have
exceeded projections wjth the
exception of Emergency Call
Transports and VA.

. We anticipate these numbers to be
steady tbroughout the remainder of
2009.

. The VA Contract ends in May(reduce
by 3 640 unit hours and 3 . 5 FTES)

4000

3500

3000

2500

2000

1500

1000

500

""1o"1-.""Yc.
o.C

Financial:
on the income side, patient gross charges have increased by approximately $350,000 compared to the
same period a year ago. Once allowances for write offs and bad debt are accounted for the net increase is
approximately $216,000. Net income for the quarter increased about 930,000 over 2008.

Expenses were up about $192,000 compared to 2008, with the majority of that coming from bad debt,
medical supplies, wages and payroll taxes, depreciation and the Station 7 lease. (The last two ofthese are
in the "Other Expenses" line item of the income statement.) The one area of significant decrease was in
fuel costs, which are about half of what they were last year.

Cash is down significantly from the first quarter of 2008. This is largely a reflection of the increased
expenses needed to prepare for exclusivity, including cash expenditures of approximately $200,000 for
capital equipment as well as additional wages. Net accounts receivable are some $440,000 higher than in
2008. While assets have increased mostly on the strength of the accounts receivable, liabilities have
increased for the most paÍ due to the additional ambulance loans. Last year at this time our income
(Current Year Net Assets) was $28,277 . Thrs year that figure is $58,982.



Washington County Regional Ambulance Author¡ty
Central EMS

Performance Report

Adm¡nistration
Collection Rate

OÞäãtións',i:,,,:,,,,r:ri],r':'::

F¡rst Quarter 2009

1st QTR 09 1st QTR 08

Demand/Workload

Total Calls for Serv¡c€-All Ambulance
Total Calls for Service: Emergency

Emergency Transports

Emergency No Pick Up/Cancelled

Non-Emergency Transports

Wheelchair

Standbys (hours)

Á@ês
Average Response T¡me Fayetteville

Fractile Response Time Fayetteville

Fractile Response Time Small Towns

Fractile Response T¡me Washington County
UHU: Un¡t Hour Ut¡l¡zat¡on-Responses

Out ofChute T¡me

Turn Around Time at Hosp¡tal

Cardiac Arrest Save Rate

Communícat¡ons

lst QTR 09 Project¡ons lst QTR 08

3532 3490 3234
2277 2',t59 2291
1495 't629 1536

693 652 758
839 815 403
1419 1066

391 516

741

450

I min

90%in 8:59 or less

90%¡n 12:59 or less

90%¡n 20:59 or less

.20t.22
<2min
15 minutes

198.75

1st QTR 09

6:28
84%
80%
aoo/o

.'tgt.27
1:25

19:12

33.3ø/.

200 208.25

lst QTR 08

6:29
84%
90%
870/"

.18t.25

1i11

20:54

400/o

Demand/Workload

91'l Calls Answered

other calls

lev-BescÉAlcss

Emergency Call Processing Time

Fractile Answer Ti¡me-g1 1

Overall Center EMD Compl¡ance

Goal
< 2 m¡n (120 sec)
<3 rings (6 sec) 90%

290%

lst QTR 09

22A79

lst QTR 09

lst QTR 08

-

n/a

lst QTR 08

38.9
97.'to/o

99.3%

34.I
nla

9A.70%
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