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PURPOSE:  To act on the request of the Town of Chapel Hill to extend its ETJ. 
 
BACKGROUND:  Orange County is in receipt of a request by the Town of Chapel Hill to 
extend its extraterritorial jurisdiction (ETJ) into an area presently within the Joint Planning Area 
(JPA) Agreement originally signed in 1987.  There is no formal County policy for the expansion 
of municipal ETJ limits; in any event, the Board of County Commissioners shall receive public 
comments and concerns tonight.  Following the public comment period, the Board will review 
the information from the Town of Chapel Hill meetings and the current public comment, taking 
into consideration germane information and take action on the request. 
 
The Town of Chapel Hill’s request is to extend the existing ETJ westward and northward to 
include approximately 1033 acres as shown in Attachment 1. These lands were within the 
Joint Planning Agreement (JPA) since 1987 and the Town of Chapel Hill had prescribed land 
use and zoning powers per the Orange County/Chapel Hill/Carrboro JPA.   
 
Attachment 1 contains a legal description and map of the proposed ETJ extension request and 
an ordinance from the Town of Chapel Hill Town Council requesting the proposed ETJ 
extension.   
 
Attachment 2 contains a letter from the Town’s Mayor, an overview and summary of the 
request prepared by the Town of Chapel Hill, and petitions and letters from area residents.   
 
Attachment 3 – The public hearing was advertised in the Chapel Hill Herald and mailed notice 
was sent to the affected property owners within the extension area by the Town of Chapel Hill.   
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Attachment 4 – Planning Staff Comments – NCGS 160A-360-362 explains the process for 
municipal ETJ expansion.  The process is primarily a responsibility of the municipality.  A 
summary of the actions to be completed is followed by the itemized checklist.  
 
Attachment 5 is a Resolution of the BOCC approving the request. 
 
Attachment 6 is a map showing Chapel Hill’s new and existing ETJ and remaining JPA 
transition areas including acreage.   
 
 Staff Comment 
The Planning Board heard the Chapel Hill ETJ expansion request at its November 5th meeting 
as an information item since there is not a formal policy to process such an item through the 
Planning Board at this time.  A draft future policy is likely to incorporate a more substantial role 
for the Planning Board.  They heard the item which compared present status of the subject 
area as being part of the Joint Planning Agreement (JPA) Transition area which is under the 
primary land development auspices of the Town of Chapel Hill.  The Planning Board thought it 
was a reasonable request based on the following aspects below.  A few urged improved 
communication with these JPA or ETJ areas. 
 
There is a joint land use plan which governs the area and presently includes Orange County 
oversight.  A change to ETJ jurisdiction would limit Orange County’s land use oversight but, in 
this case, the same land use and zoning is remaining and Chapel Hill is requesting the 
continuance of long term planning in the area, specifically the greater Rogers Road-Eubanks 
area.  If the ETJ expansion request is approved, ETJ statutory rules replace JPA rules in the 
specific area.  In both scenarios, collaborative planning will continue. 
 
A few other areas of implementation are also involved.  The area would switch from having 
advisory board appointments from the county fulfilling a JPA role to an ETJ role.  The Orange 
County Planning Department is bolstering its communication with county appointments to 
various municipalities’ advisory boards in an effort to explain planning history and context for 
the specific areas.  A meeting was recently held in this regard. Orange County has done more 
than most counties with the development of inter-governmental planning studies for those 
critical growth areas around the perimeter of municipalities.  The ETJ representation will be 
based on a population proportionality formula. 
 
A positive aspect of ETJ jurisdiction is the “Supplemental Powers” NCGS 160A-363 afforded 
municipalities.  This section permits the local government to seek federal and state grants 
and/or expend local appropriations to support the area.  In this case, sewer infrastructure and 
a community building expense could be shared with the county. 
 
Another aspect, that may be positive or negative, is the time it takes to review a development 
proposal.  If the proposal was consistent with the JPA land use plan, then there would be 
similar time frames of approval under JPA or ETJ.  However, if a land use change was 
proposed for a property under JPA jurisdiction, then there would be a longer time period 
including joint public hearings with county and local governments and a formal vote by the 
county which would otherwise be unnecessary with sole ETJ authority by the City. 
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 Future Policy 
Orange County Planning staff presented some future ETJ expansion request policies at the 
BOCC work session of November 11, 2014.  Orange County may include a process that is 
more elaborate than required by state law to ensure that the benefits of ‘joint planning’ 
continue and that advisory board representation of these unincorporated ETJ areas is 
reasonable and effective.  These draft policies will be brought back to the BOCC in 
February/March of 2015. 
 
Orange County Planning Staff finds that the request is consistent with the criteria of the 
County’s land use policies.  The Town of Chapel Hill’s Land Use Plan currently incorporates 
the requested area, and given the close proximity of the Town’s existing municipal limits, the 
site is within an anticipated and natural growth area for the Town.  Water and sanitary sewer 
service is available or can be made available to the property and the area’s geographical 
location and infrastructure funding potential makes it more conducive for these properties to 
be under ETJ authority of the Town.  Given this information, staff recommends approval of the 
Town of Chapel Hill’s request for extension of its ETJ. 
 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  There is no direct correlation to county fiscal impacts since the area is 
presently within Chapel Hill’s JPA planning area and therefore there is no change to the 
county’s planning staff workload.  However, this change may allow Chapel Hill to explore other 
funding sources to assist in the infrastructure development of this area. 
 
RECOMMENDATION(S):   The Manager recommends the Board: 

1. Approve the extraterritorial jurisdiction request by the Town of Chapel Hill pursuant to the 
Resolution in Attachment 5. 

2. Authorize the County Manager to proceed with developing a long term plan for the area. 
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Front of Your Card
The "Proof" watermark will not appear on your printed mail.

This a representation of your image with crop marks.

Public Hearing to Amend Chapel Hill's Extraterritorial Jurisdiction (ETJ) Boundary

On Monday, October 21, 2013, the Chapel Hill Town Council will hold a public hearing to receive public
comment about a proposed change to the Town's ETJ Boundary.  The meeting will be held at 7pm in the
Orange Human Services Complex at 2501 Homestead Road, Chapel Hill, NC 27516.  The boundary
proposed to be changed is shown on the map on the reverse side of this notice.  As a landowner in this
area, you have a right to participate in this public hearing prior to adoption of any ordinance extending the
area of ETJ.  All residents of the area have the right to apply to the board of county commissioners to serve
as a representative on the Town of Chapel Hill Planning Board and Town of Chapel Hill Board of
Adjustment.

ETJ is area outside of the Town's limits that is subject to the Town's land development regulations.  The
properties within the proposed ETJ expansion area are currently within the Joint Planning Area (an
agreement between Orange County, Carrboro, and Chapel Hill).  These properties are already subject to
compliance with the Town's Land Use Management Ordinance.  Building code and permitting will continue
to be administered by the Town of Chapel Hill.  Areas under the Joint Planning Area are currently subject to
review and approval by both Orange County and the Town of Chapel Hill.  If the ETJ boundary is extended,
the approval of rezoning and development permits would be subject to approval only by the Town Council.

091813JJ
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This a representation of your image with crop marks.
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Planning Department
Town of Chapel Hill
405 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
Chapel Hill NC 27514
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A RESOLUTION CALLING A PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER EXTENDING THE 
EXTRATERRITORIAL JURISDICTION (ETJ) BOUNDARY (2013-09-23/R-#) 

WHEREAS, on June 24, 2013, the Council discussed the extension of the Extraterritorial 
Jurisdiction (ETJ) boundary in the northwest portion of the Town’s Joint Planning Area (JPA) to 
enable the use of the Town’s CDBG funding in this expanded area.  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the Town of Chapel Hill that the 
Council calls a Public Hearing for October 21, 2013 at 7:00 p.m. in the Southern Orange Human 
Services Complex, 2501 Homestead Road, to consider extending the Extraterritorial Jurisdiction 
(ETJ) boundary as shown on the attached map, Proposed Extraterritorial Jurisdiction Boundary, 
dated July, 2013. 

This the 23rd day of September, 2013. 
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Planning staff has reviewed the ETJ request in accordance with the following checklist 
and finds that the request is consistent with processing criteria.  Footnotes at the bottom 
of the checklist explain the applicability of the various sections and post Orange County 
action activities. 

To summarize, the remaining activities to complete after affirmative Orange County 
action please note the following: 

NCGS 160A-360(a)1 (also cross-referenced in 160A-362) 

Chapel Hill is to accept a county representative to serve on Chapel Hill’s Planning 
Board and Board of Adjustment (or equivalent).  This ensures a level of 
representation for an area that is affected by municipal land regulations in the ETJ 
area but remains unincorporated with only voting rights in the county.  The process 
for county appointment is specifically outlined in 160A-362 and should be 
accomplished in approximately 90 days.  The existing representation conditions of 
the present JPA agreement will necessitate a reallocation apportionment from JPA 
to ETJ for this 1000+ acre area.  The specific population based representative 
equivalency is under review by Chapel Hill and Orange County based on Chapel 
Hill’s knowledge of existing percentage assumptions. (See Attachment 4 map)   

NCGS 160A-360(b) 
• Chapel Hill is to maintain new ETJ boundary per NCGS 160A-22 
• Chapel Hill is to record legal description in the Orange County office of Register 

of Deeds 
 
NCGS 160A-360(c) 

• The boundary line identified in the JPA as dividing Chapel Hill and Carrboro 
planning areas will act as the interlocal agreement where ETJ may have 
overlapped 

 
NCGS 160A-360(f) 

• Chapel Hill intends to leave all present zoning in effect for the new ETJ areas.  
Most ETJ expansions in the state would have county zoning but not in this case 
because of the existing JPA agreement. 

 
NCGS 160A-360(i) 

• Chapel Hill is to identify any subject projects in the area where vested rights had 
occurred under the JPA regulations. 

 
NCGS 160A-360(k) 

• Chapel Hill is to identify “Bona Fide farm purposes” per NCGS 53A-340 in which 
the ETJ which will be exempt from certain aspects of municipal planning. 

 
  

Attachment 4 

Page 1 
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NCGS 160A-362 
• Please see NCGS excerpt outlining the ETJ representation process.  Chapel Hill 

will amend as necessary their Planning Board and Board of Adjustment bylaws 
and Orange County will make appointments as required. 

 

§ 160A-362. Extraterritorial representation. 
When a city elects to exercise extraterritorial zoning or subdivision-regulation powers under 

G.S. 160A-360, it shall in the ordinance creating or designating its planning board provide a 
means of proportional representation based on population for residents of the extraterritorial area 
to be regulated. Representation shall be provided by appointing at least one resident of the entire 
extraterritorial zoning and subdivision regulation area to the planning board and the board of 
adjustment that makes recommendations or grants relief in these matters. For purposes of this 
section, an additional member must be appointed to the planning board or board of adjustment to 
achieve proportional representation only when the population of the entire extraterritorial zoning 
and subdivision area constitutes a full fraction of the municipality's population divided by the 
total membership of the planning board or board of adjustment. Membership of joint municipal 
county planning agencies or boards of adjustment may be appointed as agreed by counties and 
municipalities. Any advisory board established prior to July 1, 1983, to provide the required 
extraterritorial representation shall constitute compliance with this section until the board is 
abolished by ordinance of the city. The representatives on the planning board and the board of 
adjustment shall be appointed by the board of county commissioners with jurisdiction over the 
area. When selecting a new representative to the planning board or to the board of adjustment as 
a result of an extension of the extraterritorial jurisdiction, the board of county commissioners 
shall hold a public hearing on the selection. A notice of the hearing shall be given once a week 
for two successive calendar weeks in a newspaper having general circulation in the area. The 
board of county commissioners shall select appointees only from those who apply at or before 
the public hearing. The county shall make the appointments within 45 days following the public 
hearing. Once a city provides proportional representation, no power available to a city under G.S. 
160A-360 shall be ineffective in its extraterritorial area solely because county appointments have 
not yet been made. If there is an insufficient number of qualified residents of the area to meet 
membership requirements, the board of county commissioners may appoint as many other 
residents of the county as necessary to make up the requisite number. When the extraterritorial 
area extends into two or more counties, each board of county commissioners concerned shall 
appoint representatives from its portion of the area, as specified in the ordinance. If a board of 
county commissioners fails to make these appointments within 90 days after receiving a 
resolution from the city council requesting that they be made, the city council may make them. If 
the ordinance so provides, the outside representatives may have equal rights, privileges, and 
duties with the other members of the board to which they are appointed, regardless of whether 
the matters at issue arise within the city or within the extraterritorial area; otherwise they shall 
function only with respect to matters within the extraterritorial area. (1959, c. 1204; 1961, c. 103; 
c. 548, ss. 1, 13/4; c. 1217; 1963, cc. 519, 889, 1076, 1105; 1965, c. 121; c. 348, s. 2; c. 450, s. 1; 
c. 864, ss. 3-6; 1967, cc. 15, 22, 149; c. 197, s. 2; cc. 246, 685; c. 1208, s. 3; 1969, cc. 11, 53; c. 
1010, s. 5; c. 1099; 1971, c. 698, s. 1; 1983, c. 584, ss. 1-4; 1995 (Reg. Sess., 1996), c. 746, s. 2; 
2005-418, s. 11.) 
  

Page 2 
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Attachment 4 
Itemized Checklist 

Municipality __Town of Chapel Hill____ 
ETJ Extension Request 
Date _October/November 2014___ 
OC Planning Staff Review 
 

Article 19 
Planning and Regulation of Development 

Part 1. General Provisions 
 

 NCGS 160A-360 Territorial Jurisdiction 
 

 

(a.) <10,000 population   -   1 mile or less . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Y 
   
  
• 10,000 – 25,000  -   2 miles or less . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
 

 
 

NA 
   
  
• >25,000  -  3 miles or less . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
 

 
 

Y 
                           (Verified)  
  

Population annual estm NCDOA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
 

 
 

Y 
                        (56,500)  
 

(a.1) 
 

• Municipality to notify all parcels of land with proposed area per county tax 
records. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 
 

Y 
   
  

First class mail. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
 

Y 

  

  
Content; inform (160A-364) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . 

 
Y 

   
 Participate (160A-364)  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Y 
   
  
• Right to serve as a county representative on PB and/or BOA (160A-362) . 

. . . . 

 
CH+, OC+ 

      (To be done; switch from JPA to ETJ)  
  
• Four weeks prior to public hearing. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 
Y 

   

  
• Notices to be certified by municipality. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

   

Page 4 
Y – Yes or applicable; N – No; NA – Not Applicable; + To be done within 60 days; Y+ Acknowledged as applicable or necessary 
CH – Chapel Hill; OC – Orange County 
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(b.) 

 
• Specify the areas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

              See Attachment 1  
  
• Why areas are of critical concern  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 
Y 

       ( See JPA agreement 1987 and multi-year planning studies for the  
       Rogers Road area) 

 
  

  
• Projected urban development plans/studies. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 
Y 

       See above  
  
• Boundaries are identifiable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

          (Primarily roads & existing development)  
  
• Excluded areas from ETJ expansion request; plausible 

- Location 
- Barriers 
- De minimus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
 
 
 

NA 
   
  
• Ordinance legal description . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  

 
Y 

     See Attachment 1  
  
• Drawn on a map. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

       See Attachment 1  
  
• Maintained per GS 160A-22 for corporate limits. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
+ 

   To be done  
  
• Recorded in office of Register of Deeds. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
+ 

  To be done  
 

(c.) 
 

• Overlapping ETJ areas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
 

NA 
   
  
• Midpoint delineation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
NA 

   
  
• Interlocal agreement line. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y+ 

 JPA agreement line between Chapel Hill & Carrboro should suffice  
  

Page 5 
Y – Yes or applicable; N – No; NA – Not Applicable; + To be done within 60 days; Y+ Acknowledged as applicable or necessary 
CH – Chapel Hill; OC – Orange County 
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(d.) 

 
• Specific boundaries and planning jurisdiction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

   
  
• All municipal. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

    Chapel Hill will regulate all areas  
  
• All county. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
NA 

   
  
• Hybrid jurisdiction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
NA 

   
 

(e.) 
 

• County is enforcing all three powers’ zoning, subdivision, building code. . . 
NA 

   
  
• County is not enforcing all three powers’. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

   
  
• County and Municipality agree . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

   
  
 (f.) 

 
• County regulations stay in effect for 60 days  or. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .                         

 
NA 

    JPA presently allows Chapel Hill to regulate  
  
• Municipality has adopted substitute regulations. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

    Assumes present zoning designations remain in effect  
  
• Additional hearings to adopt new regulations anticipated . . . . . . . .  

 
N 

       
 

(f.1) 
 

• Relinquishment of ETJ. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
 

NA 
   
  
• Municipal stays in effect for 60 days. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
NA 

   
  
• County adopts ‘substitute’ regulations. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
NA 

   
 

(g.) 
 

• Resolution by requesting local government . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
 

Y 
                See Appendix B  
  
• 2 year timeframe to rescind resolution and request . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y+ 

   
  
• Resolution may be modified at any time by mutual agreement . . . . .  

 
Y+ 

   
   

Page 6 
Y – Yes or applicable; N – No; NA – Not Applicable; + To be done within 60 days; Y+ Acknowledged as applicable or necessary 
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(h.) • ETJ requests do not amend local acts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Y+ 
   
 

(i.) 
 

• Acquired vested rights are preserved. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
 

Y+ 
     JPA approvals still apply  
  
• Subject projects . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
+ 

        Chapel Hill to identify  
  
• Reciprocity to enforce development permit . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
NA 

   
  
• Repealed. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
NA 

   
 

(k.) 
 

• “Bona Fide farm purposes” GS/53A – 340 is exempt from municipal 
planning jurisdictions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
 

+ 
      Chapel Hill to identify probably NA  
 

(l.) 
 

• Not applicable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
 

   
   

  

Page 7 
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 NCGS 160A – 362 Extraterritorial Representation  
   
 • Proportional representation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  + 
     Switch in part Chapel Hill Boards (Planning and BOA) bylaws from JPA to     

     ETJ as necessary 
 

   
 Planning Board. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
+ 

   
    

Board of Adjustment. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
 

+ 
   
  
• Appointed by BOCC. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
+ 

        To be done  
  
• Public hearing on the selection  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 
+ 

         To be done  
  
• Advertising requirements. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
+ 

             To be done  
  
• < 45 days to appoint. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
+ 

             To be done  
  
• Available applicants. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
+ 

             To be done  
  
• 90 day deadline after request by city. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
+ 

             To be done  
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 NCGS 160 A – 363 Supplemental Powers 
 (Financial and/or Planning assistance) 

 

 
(a.) 

 
• Federal grants. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

   
  
• State grants. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

   
 

(b.) 
 

• Regional grants. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
. . . . . . 

 
 

Y 
   
  
• County. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Y 

   
  
• Other local government . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 

   
 

(c.) 
 

• Local appropriations. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
 

Y 
   
 

(d.) 
 

• Ability to create a Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) . . . . . . . .  
 

Y 
   
 

(e.) 
 

• Enactment of tax, fee, monetary contribution . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
 

Y 
   
   
   
 NCGS 160A – 364 Adopting, Amending, Repealing  
   

(a.) • Notice of Public Hearing. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Y+ 
   
 

(b.) 
 

• Written notice as necessary. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
 

Y+ 
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RES-2014-084 
RESOLUTION 

A RESOLUTION OF THE ORANGE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
AGREEING TO AN EXTENSION OF THE TOWN OF CHAPEL HILL’S 

EXTRATERRITORIAL JURISDICTION 
 

WHEREAS, N.C.G.S. 160A-360 allows a municipality to exercise powers conferred by 
Article 19 of Chapter 160A of the North Carolina General Statutes within a defined extraterritorial 
jurisdiction; 
 

WHEREAS, N.C.G.S. 160A-360(c) requires a city and county to agree upon an extension 
of a city’s extraterritorial jurisdiction where a county enforces a zoning ordinance and subdivision 
regulations and within which the county is enforcing the State Building Code regulations; 
 

WHEREAS, Orange county enforces a zoning ordinance and subdivision regulations and 
enforces the State Building Code regulations within areas in the county which are outside the Joint 
Planning Transition Areas, corporate limits and extraterritorial jurisdiction of cities; 
 

WHEREAS, the Town of Chapel Hill wishes to extend its extraterritorial jurisdiction to 
include property as noted in Appendix A (including map) which is adjacent to the Town of Chapel 
Hill’s corporate limits and/or exterritorial jurisdiction;  
 

WHEREAS, Town Council desires to extend its extraterritorial jurisdiction and, therefore, 
seeks the agreement of the Orange County Board of Commissioners for the extension;  

 
WHEREAS, this proposed area has been part of the Orange County/Chapel Hill/Carrboro 

joint planning area since 1987; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners finds the request consistent with its 
comprehensive plan goals, objectives and policies, including but not limited to the land use 
program; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners 
hereby agrees to, by a formally adopted resolution, beyond what is required by N.C.G.S. 160A-360, 
to an extension of the Town of Chapel Hill’s extraterritorial powers under Article 19 of Chapter 
160A of the North Carolina General Statutes within the area identified in Appendix A. 
 
This the ____ day of _________, 2014 

_______________________________________ 
Barry Jacobs, Chair 
Orange County Board of Commissioners 

 
ATTEST: 
_____________________________________ 
Donna Baker, Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners 
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Attachment 6 
Map
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